Delivering PPE

I have tabled a couple of questions to try to work out what happened with the
much discussed Turkish order of protective clothing for health workers.

It seemed to me that Ministers were desperate to get more protective
clothing, hearing of low stocks and possible shortages. They were clearly
wanting more to be supplied and happy to provide the cash to pay. They also
wanted to make some announcement that illustrated the massive amount of work
that was going on to increase the flows into the NHS and care homes.

Presumably the senior managers for procurement volunteered that they had just
placed a large extra order with Turkey. I doubt Ministers had arranged it
themselves or would have known about it without briefing.

Whatever the involvement of Ministers in actually buying the goods, we do
need to know whether they paid in advance, what was said about the
specification required, and what if any checks and tests were made before
taking delivery of the product.

0f course working at speed with a need for a big increase in supply mistakes
can be made, but presumably the usual procurement rules applied. It is
normal to issue a specification, and inspect or test samples before taking
delivery.

It is also interesting that the UK agreed to go and pick up the consignment.
What checks were made before loading the planes?

Let us hope this all has a happy ending. If we do not pay for the goods that
did not meet specification no great harm is done. It still leaves me
wondering why this particular contract was selected to highlight in the
media, and why there were so many problems with it. It seems many other
contracts work and the UK is buying a lot more PPE one way or another. Why
did officials single this one out for a mention and why did it go wrong?

The German Constitutional Court tries
to assert German power over the ECB
and the European Court.

In a sweeping judgement the German Court dismissed the judgement of the
European Court as a “view”, and gave its own 1instead.

At issue is the right of the European central Bank to print billions of
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Euros, buy up the bonds of member states, and keep interest rates around
zero. Many Germans think this is a very damaging policy, hitting savers and
dragging German taxpayers towards responsibility for the debts of other
countries with less prudent financial management. Various German interests
brought this court case to demand Germany is insulated from the debts of
Italy and Greece, and from any inflationary threats were the ECB to overdo
the money printing.

At issue is also the powers of the EU Institutions themselves. Elsewhere in
the EU — including the UK when we were a member — domestic courts accepted
the superiority of the European Court of Justice, and accepted all EU
policies and laws emanating from the Commission, Court and Parliament. The
German Court has always tried to maintain a different doctrine, limiting the
EU’s powers to the massive range and depth of powers bestowed by Treaty but
keeping open the possibility that there is some power they claim that goes
beyond their Treaty entitlements.

The German Court has up to this point found very little and has not been that
willing to pursue German powers instead of EU powers, as the German Court
generally supports the EU federal scheme. That is what makes this judgement
so much more revolutionary, claiming as it does that the ECB and EU has acted
ultra vires in such a dismissive judgement.

It is one thing to say this, and another to turn it into any kind of
reality. The detail of the judgement gives the ECB a three month period to
show it has used its powers proportionately. Only if the ECB fails to satisfy
the German Court and government on that matter will the judgement become a
declaration of some independence, and only then will the ECB have to change
its bond buying policy to avoid schism.

Maybe this German judgement will turn out to be just another “view” in a
bitter row about how much money the ECB can print and how much of a free ride
it gives to financially weaker countries. It is likely to mean more Euro
austerity and smaller increases in bond buying, as the EU moves to head off a
more radical declaration of German independence in these economic areas.

Three tests to relax lockdown?

Each day we can witness some graphs of the progress of the virus in the UK.
Two of the series of numbers that are produced are likely to be an important
part of the decision this week about whether and to what extent the current
strict controls on our work and lives are lifted.

The aim of saving the NHS is embodied in the graph of use of NHS Intensive

Care beds and patient numbers. This graph has been coming down for some time,
and is now well below NHS enhanced capacity to cope. So much so, we are told
the emergency large hospitals built to handle more Covid 19 cases will be put
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on hold with no patients. The government should state that short of a major
upsurge in cases way beyond the first surge, the NHS can now cope.

The aim to save lives is charted by the death rate. The graph of this is also
now coming down, despite the changes to the numbers that boosted them. Given
the decline in patients admitted with the disease to hospitals you would
expect a fall in hospital deaths.

This leaves the third uncharted number that Ministers place great stress on —
R or the rate of transmission. The absence of a regularly updated graph of R
is disappointing, as we need to see how it changes over time. The verbal
indications from the advisers is that it has fallen a lot and is now under 1,
as it needs to be to slow the spread of the infection. Ministers should ask
for more information on how R is calculated and how it has been trending, and
tell the rest of us. It seems that much rests on the particular calculation
and estimation of R and its trends.

I was pleased to read that they are now going to sample test the population
for the presence of the virus, which should give a more reliable figure for R
when you have several sampled tests over time. I trust this will help guide
future changes to the controls on us but not delay getting more people back
to work safely as soon as possible. Our prosperity and liberty requires us to
relax these controls and there is now the opportunity to do so.

Update from South Western Railway

I have received this update from South Western Railway:
Dear Sir John,

I am conscious that many of you have been contacted by constituents concerned
that they have not received refunds on their season tickets. I thought it
would therefore be useful to give you an update on where we are, the
challenges we face and what we are doing to ensure customers receive their
refunds are quickly as possible.

We value all our customers and understand the ongoing uncertainty that
COVID-19 is creating for many families whose personal circumstances may have
changed dramatically in recent weeks. We understand how important it is for
people to receive their refund, but we also need to ensure the safety of our
colleagues by following the Government’s guidelines on social distancing.

As you can imagine, we have received an exceptionally high number of requests
for refunds — around 26,000 so far. In order to process these refunds, we
have opened a dedicated refund processing centre, where our team is working
from 6am to 10pm every day of the week, including on bank holidays. We are
processing every single request as quickly as possible, however every refund
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is different, and calculating and processing these payments takes time.

We have recently expanded the refund processing centre by opening a second
space to allow more members of the team to come in, and by allowing other
colleagues to work remotely. This has enabled us to move from processing
around 500 refunds a day, to around 700 a day last week. We expect a further
increase in the daily total this week.

The refund requests are being dealt with in order of application date, but
with season tickets being prioritised due to the higher values involved.
Currently, we have around 16,500 refunds outstanding, with the average time
for a claim to be processed standing at around 33 days (five days longer than
the usual 28 days).

I know some of your constituents are also waiting for the promised December
strike compensation. I want to reassure you that they will get the money to
which they are entitled. It is just taking longer than we had hoped, as we

have had to prioritise season ticket refunds, because we know how important
it is to customers whose circumstances may have changed in recent weeks.

These are unprecedented times and we at SWR are doing everything we can to
meet the joint challenge of keeping key workers moving, while also getting
refunds back to customers who are no longer travelling, and instead are
staying home and saving lives.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at should you have any further
questions.

Yours sincerely

Mark Hopwood
Managing Director
South Western Railway

Businesses — Parliamentary Question on
the Resumption of Trading

I have received this answer to my recently submitted Parliamentary Question:

Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy provided the
following answer to your written parliamentary question (38407):

Question:

To ask the Secretary of State for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy,
what assumptions a business should make on when they can resume trading so
they can produce a meaningful budget and loan proposal when seeking a loan


http://www.government-world.com/businesses-parliamentary-question-on-the-resumption-of-trading/
http://www.government-world.com/businesses-parliamentary-question-on-the-resumption-of-trading/

under the Coronavirus Business Interruption Loan Scheme. (38407)
Tabled on: 21 April 2020

Answer:
Paul Scully:

The Government has now taken further steps to ensure that lenders have the
confidence they need to process finance applications swiftly. We have changed
the viability tests so lenders are only required to assess whether a business
was viable pre-COVID-19. Any concerns over its short-to-medium term business
performance due to the uncertainty and impact of COVID-19 cannot be taken
into account in the loan decision. The applicant must however still satisfy
the other eligibility criteria of the CBILS.

The answer was submitted on 05 May 2020 at 12:37.



