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SIR GRAHAM BRADY 

Member of Parliament for Altrincham and Sale West 

Dear all, 

Welcome to October’s newsletter;  

https://twitter.com/granadareports/status/1319594419071365123?s=12 

 

Appearing on Granada Reports 

This month, we had the ‘Battle for Manchester’; Ministers decided to put Greater 

Manchester into lockdown, at the cost of jobs and livelihoods. The Lockdown in 

March was supposed to be for a few weeks with the intention of ensuring that Covid–

19 cases didn’t overwhelm the critical care capacity of the NHS. After the first three 

weeks we knew that the NHS had coped without needing the ‘Nightingale’ hospitals 

that were brought into service. However, the lockdown continued for three months. In 

the time since March, doctors have improved their treatment of Covid patients very 

https://twitter.com/granadareports/status/1319594419071365123?s=12


considerably. The pressures on local hospitals are building again but we aren’t 

seeing the same progression from hospital admission to intensive care as we did in 

March and April. Thankfully, the numbers succumbing to the virus is also much 

lower. We shouldn’t be complacent, (We know that hand hygiene and distancing are 

key) but I firmly believe that we should rely more on people’s responsibility and 

common sense and less on arbitrary rules that interfere in every aspect of our lives. 

6th October I questioned the Minister on the ‘Rule of Six’: 

Graham Brady Chair, Conservative Party 1922 Committee 5:40 pm, 6th October  

The so-called rule of six, like the ban on household mingling in some parts of the country and, 

indeed, the original lockdown measures, was introduced under public health laws that were 

originally envisaged as a means of controlling the movement of infected people, not of whole 

populations and not for indefinite periods of time. The approach being taken is truly unprecedented. 

These rules are a massive intrusion into the liberty and private lives of the whole British people, and 

they are having a devastating economic effect, which will result in big job losses and masses of 

business failures. 

The rule of six has only been in place for three weeks or so, but much of the country has been under 

additional restrictions for much longer. In Greater Manchester, for example, people have been 

banned from mixing with other households, including close family, since late July. It would be 

interesting to know what conclusions the Government have reached about the efficacy of these 

restrictions, given the 10 weeks of experience that we now have in those areas with greater 

restrictions. 

Rates of positive testing in those areas have fluctuated over the summer months. In Trafford, rates 

were falling in July, when we were put into the additional restrictions, but rising a month later. After 

10 weeks, the positive test figures in Trafford are roughly twice as high as they were in July. In the 

city of Manchester, the increase has been tenfold. 

If I asked the Minister whether these restrictions are proving effective, I suspect that she would say, 

“But it might have been worse if we weren’t doing it.” If so, she needs to tell the House how long she 

would maintain a ban on household mingling or a rule of six in the event that test rates continued 

not to respond to the restrictions. Does she accept that there could be no exit from the policy? 

Can the Minister share with the House her estimate of the efficacy of a rule of six, compared with that 

of a rule of eight, had that been introduced instead? Is a rule of six more or less effective than a ban 

on household mixing? What assessment have the Government made of the efficacy of the rule of six 

in England, and in Scotland and Wales, where young children are excluded from it? The Minister did 

not answer that question when I intervened earlier, and she would not say when such an assessment 

https://www.theyworkforyou.com/mp/?p=10062
https://www.theyworkforyou.com/debates/?id=2020-10-06a.846.0#g859.0
https://www.theyworkforyou.com/glossary/?gl=38
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greater_Manchester
https://www.theyworkforyou.com/glossary/?gl=35
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Minister


would be made, but it is a very important point. I would have thought that by the time a month has 

elapsed, it should be possible to see which is working better or whether they are interchangeable. 

For the state to direct people whether or when they can see their families in their own homes or 

gardens is an extreme intervention, and this House should set the highest bar possible before 

approving it. If such an intrusion into people’s lives can be justified, Ministers need to be able to 

demonstrate that it works, they need to be able to reassure people that it will be temporary, and 

they need to set out the criteria under which the restrictions will be lifted. I hope the Minister will 

answer those questions today. 

Helen Whately Minister of State (Department of Health and Social Care)  

I have only three minutes left, so I am keen to cover a few more points that have been made in the 

debate. 

Colleagues have spoken about children and the rule of six. As I have said, I am acutely mindful of this 

point as I have a family of five. I am well aware that Wales and Scotland, where health is devolved, 

have made their own decisions, including a slightly different decision on this issue. Of course, we will 

learn from the other parts of the United Kingdom. There are regular conversations between the 

devolved authorities and the UK Government. 

On the matter of extended families and larger households, there is an exemption for larger 

households—clearly, they can gather—but in some areas there has been a particularly rapid spread 

when larger households of extended families come together. That can be a particular source of the 

spread, so it is much harder for larger households wanting to socialise. This is a difficult balance to 

strike, but we want to ensure that we are suppressing the virus because it is such a cruel thing. 

Let me turn to policing. The police approach is one of engage, explain, encourage and enforce. I can 

confirm that they do not have power of entry, but my understanding of the feedback that we have 

received from the police is that they feel that they do not need further powers to enforce these 

measures. 

I would like to reiterate the Government’s commitment to working with Parliament and to debating 

regulations such as these and others. I should say that we absolutely recognise the impact of these 

restrictions on people’s lives, and that it is with great reluctance that we bring them in. None the less, 

as I have said, the alternative is not suppressing the rate of the virus, and, as I have mentioned, it is 

not always a mild illness. We are seeing cases of long covid. There is also a health impact on our 

hospitals: if they become too full treating people with covid, they will struggle to treat people with 

other illnesses. That has its own health implications and cannot be the right strategy. The strategy 

has to be to control this virus and to suppress it with the rule of six and all the other things that we 

as individuals can do, including our own compliance with the social distancing measures. We must 

take this approach, and I thank everybody for all that they are doing. I know that the public face the 

implications of these restrictions day in, day out, as we do ourselves, but we must do it, because it is 

the way that we get back to normal as soon as possible. 

https://www.theyworkforyou.com/glossary/?gl=39
https://www.theyworkforyou.com/mp/?p=25398
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/UK_Government


The ‘Brady Amendment’ Mark II, 

In last month’s newsletter, I wrote about my efforts to remind the government that it 

should govern with the consent of the public as expressed by parliament. My 

amendment would have required for national restrictions to be debated and 

approved by parliament in advance of coming into force ‘wherever practicable’. For 

technical reasons the Speaker didn’t select my amendment, but I had no complaints 

about his clear instructions to ministers; 

Sir Lindsay told MPs: "The way in which the government has exercised its powers to 
make secondary legislation during this crisis has been totally unsatisfactory. 

"All too often important statutory instruments have been published a matter of hours 
before they come into force and some explanations as to why important measures 
have come into effect before they can be laid before this House has been 
unconvincing and shows a total disregard for the House."  

I was also pleased that the Health Secretary accepted, in terms, the words of my 

amendment and promised to abide by them in future. 

Just a few days later we were given the opportunity to vote in the 10pm curfew which 

many of us see as completely daft. If pubs and bars are operating within the current 

safety regulations, surely it is better for people to have a drink at a table in the bar 

rather than compelling everyone to spill out into the street from pubs and restaurants 

at the same time? If the greatest concern about transmission of Coronavirus is in 

people’s homes even to the extent that people are denied the right to meet with their 

own close family, surely the 10pm curfew is just an incitement for people to invite 

friends home for a nightcap? The curfew is also particularly damaging for 

restaurants, preventing many from serving two sittings in an evening. I was pleased 

to be able to register my objection to this counterproductive regulation along with 83 

other members of Parliament 

Parliamentary Questions: 

Public Health Restrictions: Government Economic Support (13 Oct 2020) 

https://www.theyworkforyou.com/debates/?id=2020-10-13a.164.0&s=speaker%3A10062#g169.4 

Graham Brady: Care homes across the country are struggling to survive, 

and the areas with greater restrictions are particularly dealing with 

unprecedented levels of vacancies. What are the Government doing to 

support those vacancies and prevent the forced closure of care homes, 

which would in turn lead to many thousands of vulnerable people being 

rehoused or moved out across the community? 

 

Public Health: Coronavirus Regulations (13 Oct 2020) 

https://www.theyworkforyou.com/debates/?id=2020-10-13a.193.0&s=speaker%3A10062#g215.0 

Graham Brady: It is a pleasure to follow the right hon. Member for 

Warley (John Spellar) who closed on a critical point. I thank my right 

hon. Friend the Secretary of State for the good faith that is being 

shown today in fulfilling the promises given before about bringing these 

https://protect-eu.mimecast.com/s/ijITClxrnCxD69mI4ZVrO?domain=theyworkforyou.com
https://protect-eu.mimecast.com/s/VjxMCmOvoszGk08hlD9p3?domain=theyworkforyou.com


matters to the House. I hope that the same will be done in future if 

there are to be any measures to move areas between tiers in... 

 

speaker: Graham Brady : 1 Commons debate 

======================================= 

Covid-19 Update (20 Oct 2020) 

https://www.theyworkforyou.com/debates/?id=2020-10-20a.1015.0&s=speaker%3A10062#g1021.3 

Graham Brady: Greater Manchester has lived under harsh additional 

restrictions for three months. May I put it to my right hon. Friend that 

lockdowns themselves cost lives as well as livelihoods, and that they 

take a terrible toll on mental health, particularly of the young? Does 

he accept that it is better to do these things, if they must be done, by consent? In that regard, will he 

confirm that these... 

 

 I told Matt Hancock: ‘Lockdowns cost lives as well as livelihoods’. Click on the link 

for coverage and footage: 

:https://www.manchestereveningnews.co.uk/news/greater-manchester-

news/the-sense-failure-overwhelming-what-19137858 

 

Today I had an article in Conservative Home, making the case that it is time for 

government to publish proper impact assessments for each of its Coronavirus 

interventions. We now know that lockdowns cost lives destroy livelihoods and have 

considerable non-Covid health and mental health consequences. An assessment of 

these costs should be published alongside each piece of legislation: 

https://www.conservativehome.com/platform/2020/10/graham-brady-the-

government-must-account-properly-for-the-full-cost-of-lockdowns-restrictions-and-

covid-19-itself.html 

That’s all from me for now, I’ll be back with more news next month. 

With best wishes, 

 

Sir Graham Brady MP  
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