
 
 

   
 

Round-table with Chris Law MP 

Dundee University - 12.10.18 

Present: Chris Law MP (SNP), Jamie Morrison (Chair) (Signpost International), Sarah Freeman 

(SCIAF), Charlie Bevan (Tearfund Scotland), Mark Chadwick (Mercy Corps Europe), Sue Doyle 

(Friends of Eyethu Careers Point), Angus Nelson (Oxfam Scotland), Esme Markham (Beyond Borders 

Scotland) Alan Laverock (The Bananabox Trust),  

In attendance: Jane Salmonson (The Alliance), Sofia Pira (The Alliance), Lewis Ryder-Jones (The 

Alliance) 

Apologies: Chris Pettigrew (International Voluntary Service), Karen Reid (EMMS International), Nick 

Hepworth (Water Witness International), Bennet Collins (Third Generation Project), Linda Todd (The 

Leprosy Mission Scotland), Simon Anderson (IIED).  

*Please note that it is not the intention of these meeting notes to record a verbatim account. 

Jamie Morrison thanked Chris, introduced him to the meeting and welcomed everyone.  

Chris gave an overview of his work.  He explained his two roles of international development and 

climate spokesperson for the SNP group in Westminster and also as a member of the International 

Development Committee (IDC) and said carrying both roles was unusual.  His interests are Official 

Development Assistance (ODA), migration and forced development and climate change, more 

specifically climate justice.  He is hoping to arrange to hold an IDC meeting in Dundee University 

which would give an opportunity to demonstrate the University’s work on health-related aspects of 

international development.  He is about to become involved in producing a report on climate justice 

and will be visiting Ethiopia, Kenya and Uganda to look at the relationship between climate change 

and migration. Climate Justice is a concept that the Labour Party seems to be starting to wake up to.  

He will be visiting Glasgow Caledonian University’s world leading Climate Justice Unit as part of the 

forthcoming IDC Inquiry.  He has visited the Dalai Lama who has strong views on climate justice. 

Chris said there was scope for greater involvement by Scottish organisations in Westminster.  He was 

keen to help build a strong Scottish voice on international development issues.  Summarising  SNP 

policy on international development, he said the SNP position is clear: an ethical and evidenced-

based approach to foreign affairs, which includes international development; aid should not be 

directed by our national interest;  and trade is important but should not be at the expense of aid.  Its 

fine to contribute towards the development of other countries’ economies, but not to use this a 

bargaining chip.  Scotland Malawi Partnership is well known in London and gives a great example of 

how a bilateral partnership can work. 

The meeting was then opened up to questions and answers. 

Q.  On safety of 0.7% GNI for ODA, and of current definition of ODA? Both in terms of SNP policy 

position, and the recent IDC inquiry.   

A. Chris said he thought 0.7%, which is enshrined in legislation, is safe for now, although there are 

some MPs from both sides who would like to see it done away with.  The response from Government 

to the IDC inquiry on ODA has recently published.  Chris recommended reading it.  The SNP position 

is to protect 0.7% and to fight against the re-definition of ODA.  The areas in the Government 

response where the Government disagrees.  We think that for political reasons there will be no shift of 

position now, but the IDC will re-visit in around 12 months and see what room there might be to press 

the Government to reconsider. 



 
 

   
 

Q. How the SNP group in Westminster related to SNP MSPs in Holyrood on international 

development issues. 

A. Chris said he had recently met with Holyrood Minister Ben Macpherson to discuss how best to get 

synergy and had offered his help.  For example, Westminster MPs can sometimes make field visits 

that MSPs cannot because of lack of budget.  Chris would like to see Holyrood have an international 

development minister and department in its own right rather than have this policy area subsumed 

within Culture, Tourism and External Affairs.  

Q. Lack of funding available either from DFID or the Scottish Government, for work in Cape Town, 

because South Africa was outwith criteria. 

A. Chris offered a letter of support if that would be helpful. 

Q. How does the SNP group intend taking these policy positions forward.  

A.  Chris said he had no problems ideologically with ODA being spent through non-DFID departments 

such as BEIS, FCO etc., but the spend needs to be scrutinised and measured just as it is through 

DFID. The Independent Commission on Aid Impact demands high levels of transparency and the 

same standards should be applied to all ODA-spending departments.  Some of the reports from the 

Conflict, Stability and Security Fund (CSSF) had redacted sections, because of ‘national security’.  

Chris said the question should be whether FCO and other non-DFID departments could be spending 

ODA better than DFID in pursuit of our anti-poverty goals.  Scrutiny and accountability across non-

DFID departments is woefully inadequate and this is something Chris will be working on.  Another 

ideological shift is the proposed inclusion of Commonwealth Development Corporation’s profits in the 

07% ODA.  The Government also want to include humanitarian assistance within ODA.  The OECD 

Development Assistance Committee is open to considering redefinition of ODA and the SNP group 

will be monitoring developments. 

Q. How does Chris feel Penny Mordaunt Secretary of State feel on these issues? 

A. Until recently, optimistic.  She is probably ambitious, and this week she seems to have been 

pandering to the right wing of her party. Her statements to the press were made while Stephen Twigg, 

Chair of the IDC and other IDC members were out of the country. 

Q.  On future of EU funding for development? 

A. Currently around 20% of EU funds for international development come from the UK. The SNP have 

been arguing that UK funding for EU’s international development should be increased post-Brexit. 

Prime Minister has given signals that this will not be the case. 

Q. CSSF had some good programming through it but also some grey areas.  Could IDC have 

oversight of it? 

A.  We have spoken to DFID about this.  The IDC needs to widen its scope to include especially 

CSSF which has grown exponentially over the last few years.  CSSF is one of the most contentious of 

the non-DFID ODA-spending areas.  The whole point of ODA is meant to be poverty reduction.  If that 

is what CSSF is achieving, that’s fine.  So if not, there might be good reasons but we should know.  

Its part of accountability to the taxpayer.  With right wing media being as antagonistic as it is towards 

aid and development, there is even more reason to be more accountable, more transparent than ever 

before. 

Q.  Why the Government interest in redefinition of ODA? 



 
 

   
 

A. This goes back Priti Patel’s tenure as Secretary of State and even before.  The Government has 

been looking for more bilateral as opposed to multilateral spend, on outcomes it can share with the 

press.  Long term development outcomes are not as media-friendly as short term projects. 

Q. The part played by small organisations in international development? 

A. Small organisations can do really well.  But I would caution you not to allow this just to be a way of 

giving the Government a means of highlighting short term quick wins in the press, examples of UK’s 

successes.  I support small organisations active in the field, but issues like global warming and mass 

migration need contributions for larger NGOs and longer time frames. 

The IDC will be doing a report on this, in 2019, a thematic report on the importance of smaller 

organisations and what they can do.  The Committee will want to make sure their contribution is not 

all about quick results-based work. 

Q. What can we do to influence the ODA debates? 

A. The best ways to influence, either this or any other topic, is to get the issue raised in Parliament.  

Get your MPs to apply to take part in a debate.  Get an evidence base if at all possible.  Debates 

often start in Westminster Hall.  I have recently spoken about children in conflict, internally displaced 

people, for example, with support from a research team in London.  If not a debate, then 

Parliamentary Questions.  I can only get one question orally asked of the Secretary of State every 6 

weeks but I can put any number of written questions.    

If you want a debate or a question asked, contact me, using your own words which I will re-write on 

your behalf into the correct form to make sure the Government isn’t given a reason not to respond 

because of wording error. 

Q. What will IDC be looking at, and can we influence that? 

The big issues coming up are climate-related following recent UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 

Change Report and World Bank pulling out of investments in fossil fuels.  

Climate change is cross-cutting.  For example, it creates forced migration, forced displacement in 

Africa.  Questions are being asked of ICRC, IRC, UNHCR.  If you have evidence from your 

experience, please provide it to the clerks who are collecting it, whether its oral or written evidence.  

This should be finished by Christmas.  You can watch evidence sessions on BBC Parliament TV. 

The IDC is one of the best of the UK Government’s Select Committees.  I am usefully placed, as the 

sole SNP member, among evenly split Conservative and Labour committee members, 5 of each, 

hence have casting vote. 

The IDC Chair, Stephen Twigg, meets with the IDC clerks to look at what’s trending.  IDC sometimes 

produces a short one-off report.  Whether or not the UK can spend ODA on response to Hurricane 

Irma is one example.  The Inquiry into sexual abuse took us six months.  There are 2 thematic 

inquiries coming up, Migration and Climate Change.  In this regard I will be visiting Ethiopia, Kenya 

and Uganda.  On Climate Justice I have written to Al Gore, but still await a reply.  I will be taking 

written submissions from anyone who has a voice.  DFID is not funding any work with climate 

adaptation. 

Q. What about the value of input from Scottish offices of UK-wide organisations? 

A. It is always important to have a Scottish dimension.  We have a distinctive voice in the UK and 

must use it.   

Q. What is the IDC's relationship with ICAI? 



 
 

   
 

A. We meet regularly with them.  ICAI also not in agreement with Government’s areas of 

disagreement to recent IDC Inquiry on ODA.  Tamsyn Barton, latterly CEO of Bond, has recently 

taken on lead role at ICAI. The Government does not agree that ICAI should encompass non-DFID 

departments in its sphere of operation.  We should be meeting with the Joint Committee on National 

Security Strategy.  

Q. What do you think of the Scottish Government’s climate change targets for net zero emissions? 

A. Its hard.  0% target is ambitious.  It relates to how we define ourselves as a nation state. Climate 

change worries me deeply. There will be geopolitical conflict over access to water. Two thirds of the 

planet will be uninhabitable by 2100 if we don’t change the way we live. So the Scottish Government 

has to be the boldest, because it has to set an example.  At the UK level and at the international level 

there is a lot more we can do, if we can set that example. 

Q. Can the SNP help with increasing humanitarian access in Yemen? 

A. Its political.  I serve on the Committee for Arms Export Controls.  It is well attended.  The SNP does 

not support arms exports to countries of doubtful human rights practices. This is an example of the 

need for policy coherence.  I would set up a Ministerial Group on policy coherence. It’s a good 

governance issue.  In reality the government won’t do it.  We have a committee on climate change 

without there being a department for it. It would be interesting to know what the Scottish Government 

is doing about policy coherence. 

A big problem is onward sales of arms, from ‘good’ nations to others.  Serious problems with foreign 

policy strategies at UK level. SNP bases its foreign policy on ethics and values and knowing what the 

end game is. If the end objective is not clear, we should not intervene. We can put more pressure on 

Yemen but the difficulty is achieving the difference on the ground. 

Q. Any update on UN binding treaties on business and human rights being negotiated in Geneva?  

Any discussions on this topic going on at UK Government level? 

A. Unsure but can find out and let you know. 

In Conclusion:  

Chris proposed meeting with the Alliance membership twice a year, and invited Alliance and its 

members to keep in touch. 

Jamie thanked him very much, said the meeting had been extremely useful and expressed hope that 

there would indeed be regular, at least twice-yearly meetings. 

 

 


