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Home Affairs 
House of Commons Ministerial Statement and Q&A 

Online Harms Consultation 
col 146 The Secretary of State for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport (Oliver Dowden): 
… People in the UK spend an average of four hours and two minutes on the internet every 
day, and we know that for children it is even longer. That technology has improved our 
lives in countless ways but, as hon. Members on both sides of the House know, too many 
people are still exposed to the worst elements of the web: illegal content, racist and 
misogynistic abuse, and dangerous disinformation. 
Those interactions may be virtual, but they are causing real harm. More than three quarters 
of UK adults express concerns about logging on, while a declining number of parents 
believe the benefits for their children of being online outweigh the risks. Trust in tech is 
falling. That is bad for the public and bad for the tech companies, so today the Government 
are taking decisive action to protect people online. 
Through our full response to the online harms White Paper, we are proposing 
groundbreaking regulations that will make tech companies legally responsible for the 
online safety of their users. That world-leading regime will rebuild public trust and restore 
public confidence in the tech that has not only powered us through the pandemic, but will 
power us into the recovery. … 
Under our proposals, online companies will face a new and binding duty of care to their 
users, overseen by Ofcom. If those platforms fail in that duty of care, they will face steep 
fines of up to £18 million or 10% of annual global turnover. … 
To hold major platforms to their responsibilities, I can also announce to the House that they 
will be required to publish annual transparency reports to track their progress, which could 
include the number of reports of harmful content received and the action taken as a 
result. … 
col 147 Together, those measures make this the toughest and most comprehensive online 
safety regime in the world. They will have a clear and immediate effect: a 13-year-old 
should no longer be able to access pornographic images on Twitter; YouTube will not be 
allowed to recommend videos promoting terrorist ideologies; and antisemitic hate crime 
will need to be removed without delay. … 

 

https://www.scojec.org/index.html
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Under the new laws, all companies in scope will need to take swift and effective action to 
remove criminal posts—if it is illegal offline, it is illegal online. Users will be better able to 
report this abhorrent content and can expect to receive more support from platforms. 
Crucially, the duty of care will apply even when communications are end-to-end encrypted. 
Encryption cannot serve as a protection blanket for criminals. … 
Of course, not all harmful content is illegal. Every day, people are exposed to posts, images 
and videos that do not break any laws, but still cause a significant amount of harm. … 
I can therefore announce that the Government have asked the Law Commission to 
examine how the criminal law will address the encouragement or assistance of self-harm. 
This is an incredibly sensitive area. We need to take careful steps to ensure that we do 
not inadvertently punish vulnerable people, but we need to act now to prevent future 
tragedies. … 
In this House we have always ardently championed freedom of expression. Robust and 
free debate is what gives our democracy its historic strength. So let me be clear: the 
purpose of the proposed regime is not to stop adults accessing content with which they 
disagree. It is not our job to protect people against being offended. I will not allow this 
legislation to become a weapon against free debate. Therefore, we will not prevent adults 
from accessing or posting legal content. Companies will not be able arbitrarily to remove 
controversial viewpoints, and users will be able to seek redress if they feel that content 
has been removed unfairly. 
Nor will I allow this legislation to stifle media freedoms or become a charter to impose our 
world view and suppress that of others. I can confirm that news publishers’ own content 
on their sites is not in scope, nor are the comments of users on that content. … 

 

col 149 Jo Stevens (Labour): … The Secretary of State has said that the UK will lead the 
way with this legislation, but I am afraid that the response today is lacking in ambition. It 
feels like a missed opportunity. This is a once-in-a-generation chance to legislate for the 
kind of internet we want to see that keeps both children and adult citizens safe and allows 
people to control what kind of content they see online. … 
On legal but harmful material, why are companies being left to set their own terms and 
conditions and then judged on their own enforcement of those terms and conditions? It is 
exactly the wrong incentive. It will actively encourage less strict terms and conditions, so 
the platforms can more easily say that they are being properly enforced. … 

col 150 Oliver Dowden: … We have taken many steps already to protect people 
online. … It is clear what the Government’s intent is and if those firms fail to do so, 
we will have the powers through this legislation to ensure that that happens. … 

col 152 Jeremy Wright (Conservative): … I understand the Government’s focus on the 
larger platforms where the greatest harms are likely to be concentrated, but may I urge 
him, in the design and architecture of the regulatory system that he is putting in place, to 
ensure that it can deal with smaller platforms that grow fast or that host particularly 
damaging material, and, of course, that it can deal with the ever-changing nature of the 
harms themselves? 

col 153 Oliver Dowden: … My right hon. and learned Friend rightly raises the point 
about smaller platforms. What we have sought to do with these proposals is to 
exclude very small enterprises—for example, a cheese retailer that allows its 
customers to leave comments on its site. Strictly speaking, that is user-generated 
material, but I think we would all agree that we would not want that to be within 
scope. However, at the same time, some smaller sites can be used as a back 
route— for example, for paedophiles to exchange information. We will design the 
legislation proportionately so that we can upscale the regulation in those sorts of 
cases. … 

col 156 Christian Wakeford (Conservative): Earlier this year, we witnessed the Wiley 
scandal, which saw an antisemitic rant over numerous posts. It took 72 hours and a mass  
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boycott of social media by the Jewish community and its supporters before any action was 
taken by the platforms. Does my right hon. Friend agree that the law should apply online 
as it does offline and that online platforms must do more to stop the spread of hate speech 
and illegal content? … 

Oliver Dowden: Sadly that will not be addressed by this legislation, Mr 
Speaker. [Interruption.] Not that I could—I believe that is a matter for the House. 
My hon. Friend makes a very important point about antisemitic abuse. I have met 
organisations about that in framing the legislation. Most antisemitism is illegal and 
should be addressed through the provisions made for illegality. Beyond that, we will 
be setting out, as a priority, harms to be addressed through this legislation. 

col 157 Margaret Hodge (Labour): … In the past two months, Community Security Trust 
has identified 90,000 posts mentioning me. Most were hostile, antisemitic, misogynistic 
and ageist. Many were anonymous and, through disinformation, aimed to undermine my 
credibility and so silence me. I would ask the Secretary of State to think again. Does he 
not agree that anonymity on social media can no longer be universally protected, although 
it should be protected for groups such as whistleblowers and victims of domestic violence? 
Will he not agree that where users post illegal content or harmful abuse, social media 
companies should be required to collect and pass on information on the identity of the user 
to regulatory bodies and to the police? 

Oliver Dowden: The right hon. Lady raises a very important point. As a Member of 
Parliament who proudly represents a very large Jewish community, I know the 
challenges of antisemitism, and that has been at the front of my mind in framing 
this legislation. It is a challenging area, this point about anonymity. Of course, if 
there is criminal conduct that the police and law enforcement agencies are 
investigating, they have ways of dealing with that anonymity in order to bring 
criminal cases. The reluctance I have had, and the Government have had, to 
introduce provision across the board is about how we lift the veil of anonymity while 
at the same time protecting some very vulnerable people who rely on it. But of 
course we will continue to keep it under review. … 

col 159 Tim Loughton: … Whether it is hate speech, extremism, antisemitism or grooming 
sites, the perpetrators hide behind anonymity. When they get taken down, they reappear 
under a different name. Is it not possible for them to have to reveal their identity, and prove 
their identity to the platform providers only, so it does not involve whistleblowers revealing 
themselves, so that they cannot get away with it, they cannot keep reposting, and they 
can be referred to the police where necessary? 

Oliver Dowden: I hear my hon. Friend’s points about anonymity … We are seeking 
to get the balance right so that we protect victims of domestic violence and others 
who rely on anonymity; of course, there are the law enforcement powers, but we 
genuinely keep an open mind, and if we can find a way of doing this that is 
proportionate, we will continue to consider whether there are measures we can take 
as we go through pre-legislative scrutiny. We are grappling with that challenge. … 

col 165 Saqib Bhatti (Conservative): Earlier this year I participated in a roundtable with 
the Board of Deputies of British Jews, and I advocated for this, so I welcome the statement, 
especially the immediate removal of antisemitic material. There are those who would 
consider that this might be a slippery slope to an attack on our freedom of speech, but 
does my right hon. Friend agree that instead it creates a framework to ensure that our 
fundamental right to freedom of speech is protected from those who seek to corrupt or 
even abuse it ? 

Oliver Dowden: My hon. Friend is absolutely right. We are taking measures to 
guard against things such as antisemitic abuse, but we have taken two very clear 
decisions: first, we are protecting press and journalistic freedom; they will not be 
subject to this legislation for exactly the reasons he outlines. Secondly, we will 
ensure when we draft the  legislation  that  it does  not  create a  situation  whereby  
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Government or social media companies can start putting their worldview onto their 
output. There must be reasonable grounds for taking content down—they cannot 
just take it down because it does not cohere with their worldview. 

To read the full transcript see 
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2020-12-15/debates/1B8FD703-21A5-4E85-
B888-FFCC5705D456/OnlineHarmsConsultation  

TOP 

 

Israel 
House of Lords Written Answers 

Israel: Armed Forces 
Baroness Tonge (Non-affiliated) [HL10999] To ask Her Majesty's Government what 
representations they have made to the government of Israel about ensuring that any Israel 
Defence Force soldier who is found guilty of (1) killing, or (2) injuring, any Palestinian is 
sentenced appropriately. 

Lord Ahmad of Wimbledon: The Government is very concerned at the high 
numbers of Palestinians killed and injured by Israel Defense Forces in the West 
Bank and Gaza. We regularly raise the issue with the Israeli authorities, 
encouraging them to carry out transparent investigations into whether use of live 
fire had been appropriate. We continue to urge the Israeli authorities to thoroughly 
investigate every instance and to bring those responsible to justice and to end the 
culture of impunity. 

https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2020-12-01/hl10999  
 

Jerusalem: Evictions 
Baroness Tonge (Non-affiliated) [HL11000] To ask Her Majesty's Government what 
assessment they have made of reports that Palestinians living in Sheikh Jarrah are being 
evicted by the government of Israel; and what steps they are taking in response to any 
such assessment. 

Lord Ahmad of Wimbledon: We are seriously concerned by increasing rates of 
evictions and demolition of Palestinian property by the Israeli authorities. In all but 
the most exceptional of circumstances they are contrary to International 
Humanitarian Law. The Minister for the Middle East and North Africa raised our 
concern about demolition of Palestinian property, and eviction of Palestinians from 
their homes, with the Israeli Ambassador to the UK on 29 October, and the British 
Embassy in Tel Aviv raises this issue regularly with the Israeli authorities. On 25 
November, the UK Consul General Jerusalem visited families at risk of eviction in 
Sheikh Jarrah, restating UK opposition to evictions of Palestinians from their 
homes. The UK is focused on preventing demolitions and evictions from happening 
in the first place through our legal aid programme, which supports Bedouin 
communities and Palestinians facing demolition or home eviction in both the West 
Bank and East Jerusalem. We continue to urge the Government of Israel to develop 
improved mechanisms for zoning, planning and permitting in Area C for the benefit 
of the Palestinian population, including by facilitating local Palestinian participation 
in such processes. 

https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2020-12-01/hl11000 
 

Israel: Detainees 
The  Earl  of  Sandwich  (Crossbench)  [HL10992]  To  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  
 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2020-12-15/debates/1B8FD703-21A5-4E85-B888-FFCC5705D456/OnlineHarmsConsultation
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2020-12-15/debates/1B8FD703-21A5-4E85-B888-FFCC5705D456/OnlineHarmsConsultation
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2020-12-01/hl10999
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2020-12-01/hl11000
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what assessment they have made of the report by Save the Children Defenceless: The 
impact of the Israeli military detention system on Palestinian children, published on 29 
October; and what response they have made to that report. 

Lord Ahmad of Wimbledon: We are concerned by the findings of the Save the 
Children's report entitled, 'Defenceless: The impact of the Israeli military detention 
system on Palestinian children'. We remain concerned about the treatment of 
Palestinian children detained in Israeli prisons. Reports of the heavy use of painful 
restraints and the high number of Palestinian children who are not informed of their 
legal rights, in contravention of Israel's own regulations, are particularly concerning, 
as is the continued transfer of Palestinian child and adult detainees to prisons inside 
Israel in violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention. We remain committed to 
working with Israel to secure improvements to the practices surrounding children in 
detention. Our Embassy in Tel Aviv have a regular dialogue with Israel on this issue. 
We also fund projects providing legal aid to minors and capacity building to local 
lawyers. We continue to call on the Israeli authorities to comply with their obligations 
under international law. 

https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2020-12-01/hl10992  
 

The report referred to above can be read at 
https://resourcecentre.savethechildren.net/node/18366/pdf/defenceless_the_impact_of_i
sraeli_military_detention_on_palestinian_children_0.pdf  

TOP 

 

Foreign Affairs 
House of Commons Foreign Affairs Committee 

No prosperity without justice: the UK’s relationship with Iran 
https://committees.parliament.uk/publications/3987/documents/40221/default/  

TOP 

 

Relevant Legislation   ** new or updated today 

UK Parliament 
Animal Welfare (Sentencing) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2622  
 
Assisted Dying Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2592 
 
Education (Assemblies) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2579  
 
Genocide Determination Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2621  
 
 

https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2020-12-01/hl10992
https://resourcecentre.savethechildren.net/node/18366/pdf/defenceless_the_impact_of_israeli_military_detention_on_palestinian_children_0.pdf
https://resourcecentre.savethechildren.net/node/18366/pdf/defenceless_the_impact_of_israeli_military_detention_on_palestinian_children_0.pdf
https://committees.parliament.uk/publications/3987/documents/40221/default/
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2622
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2592
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2579
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2621
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Marriage Act 1949 (Amendment) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2608  
 
Marriage (Approved Organisations) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2537  
 
Marriage (Authorised Belief Organisations) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2795  
 
Marriage and Civil Partnership (Minimum Age) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/2584  
 

Scottish Parliament 
Domestic Abuse (Protection) (Scotland) Bill 
https://beta.parliament.scot/bills/domestic-abuse-protection-scotland-bill  
 
** Hate Crime and Public Order (Scotland) Bill 
https://beta.parliament.scot/bills/hate-crime-and-public-order-scotland-bill    
 

Stage 1 Debate 
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/report.aspx?r=13017&i=117710#ScotParlOR  
 

Financial Resolution 
https://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/report.aspx?r=13017&i=117711#ScotParlOR 
 
Post-mortem Examinations (Defence Time Limit) (Scotland) Bill 
https://beta.parliament.scot/bills/post-mortem-examinations-defence-time-limit-scotland-bill 
 

TOP 

 

Consultations      ** new or updated today 

** closes in 8 days 
Hate crime laws (closing date 24 December 2020) 
https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/hate-crime/  
 
Introduction of a statutory opt-out system for organ donation for Northern Ireland  
(closing date 19 February 2021) 
https://www.health-ni.gov.uk/consultations/organ-donation  
 
Social Distance, Digital Congregation: British Ritual Innovation under COVID-19 
(closing date not stated) 
https://bric19.mmu.ac.uk/take-the-survey/  

TOP 
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