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POLITICS
F I R S T

Today, when I think of Scotland, the thought which is at the forefront of my mind is: will 
they stay or will they go?  Contrary to what many politicians and commentators, alike, said at 
the time, the No result in the Scotland referendum did not end the debate about the Scottish 
people gaining their independence and running their own affairs.  Indeed, the Scottish 
National Party’s routing of Labour at the 2015 General Election, will surely go down in 
history as a defining turning-point in the debate about Scottish independence.  

  With 56 SNP MPs at Westminster, and with the party on track to comfortably win this 
May’s Scottish parliamentary elections, the vehicle (or juggernaut, as it is now) for Scotland’s 
independence, is at its strongest than it has ever been before.  

  To discuss Scotland’s future, Politics First has asked Stewart Hosie, David Mundell, Ian 
Murray and Alistair Carmichael to set out their views on where next for Scotland, which is 
the Spotlight of this edition.

  Interestingly enough, the question of “where next” can also be applied to the Labour Party.  The last ten years or so 
has been a punishing one for the party, with its presence deteriorating across the UK, perhaps with the notable exception 
of in London.  In an exclusive interview, Tom Watson, Deputy Leader of the Labour Party, discusses what Labour has to 
do to fully hold to account the Conservative Government and how the party needs to approach the all-important middle 
England voters.  

  Dr Paul Monaghan sets out the tragic history of the Chagos Islanders and why their human rights need to be respected 
in the form of action by the UK Government, while Lord Norman Tebbit contends that the time is now for Britain to leave 
the European Union for once and for all.  Baroness Jenny Randerson examines the importance of aviation to Britain as a 
whole, and Lord Karan Bilimoria sets out how the UK economy can achieve its full potential.

  As with each edition of Politics First, this edition is comprised of many other articles, from leading politicians at 
Westminster.  And your continued feedback on each edition is always warmly welcomed and appreciated.  

 

Dr Marcus Papadopoulos,  Publisher/Editor 
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Tom Watson, Deputy Leader of the Labour Party, tells  
Marcus Papadopoulos what his party needs to do to win the next 

general election and the importance of conveying to middle England 
Labour’s entrepreneurial credentials  

  

EXCLUSIVE INTERVIEW: 

TOM 
WATSON

Labouring on to achieve a kinder and  
fairer Britain for all

The result of the Labour Party 
leadership election last year 
stands as one of the greatest 
surprises in modern British 

political history.  

The election of Jeremy Corbyn as leader 
stunned politicians and journalists, alike, 
least of all the Parliamentary Labour 
Party, which overwhelmingly voted for 
the other candidates. And eight months 
on from that election, Mr Corbyn has 
defied both those inside and outside of his 
party who said that he would only last a 
few months in the job.

  However, anyone involved in politics 

knows that the standing and durability of 
a leader has much to do with the people 
around him or her.  In the case of Jeremy 
Corbyn, that person is Tom Watson.

  Tom, a stalwart Labour person, and 
someone who is known and respected at 
parliament for his exceptionally strong 
work ethic, is determined to ensure that 
his party is united and ready to hold the 
Conservative Government of David Cam-
eron to account and to scrutinise every 
move it makes. 

  Candid, well-read and full of energy 
and dynamism, Tom is ready for the task 
ahead of him in reconnecting his party 

not only to traditional Labour voters who 
have since ditched the party, but also to 
sections of the electorate which are key 
to any party wanting to form the govern-
ment, especially middle England.  That is 
a daunting task for a politician and one 
that could intimidate many at Westmin-
ster, but not Tom.

  In this exclusive interview, Tom tells us 
how he became interested in politics, what 
his political principles are, how he finds 
working closely alongside Jeremy Corbyn, 
how Labour needs to improve in holding 
to account the Conservative Government 
and what the party must do to reconnect 
with lost voters.
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Q When and how did your interest in 
politics begin?  

A My first ever political activity was for 
Harold Wilson, as a seven year old, collect-
ing polling numbers in the February 1974 
general election. My mum sat me next 
to the Conservative and Liberal polling 
agents who were very kind and kept an eye 
on me whilst she ran a committee room. It 
was a kinder age back then. 

  My love for the Labour party really 

began in 1979, when I was the candidate 
in my school’s mock general election. 
The Labour agent, Jack Fleming, a lovely 
man, let me print a manifesto on the local 
party’s Gestetner printing machine. From 
then on, I was hooked.

Q Do you come from a Labour-support-
ing family?

A Labour politics has been in my family 
for generations, though not exclusively. My 
grandma was a communist for most of her 

I am taking my  
lead from Harold 
Wilson. Unity is 

strength

EXCLUSIVE INTERVIEW: TOM WATSON

“

“

life until she joined Labour under Tony 
Blair. My granddad was a self-employed 
mechanic and joined the local Conserva-
tive club so he could play snooker. 

  Nearly every one of my cousins, uncles 
and aunties are Labour members. And 
they all know what has to be done to win 
the next election. It is a pity, however, that 
none of them agree with each other on the 
specifics of that!

Q What have always been your defining 
political principles?

A It is hard to answer that question with-
out sounding a bit pompous or slightly 
trite. I have always believed that we need 
to work together to ensure that the benefits 
of living in a wealthy country are shared 
more equally, and I think that most people 
want to live in a kinder, gentler country. 
For me, the Labour Party has always been 
the best vehicle to achieve that. 

Q Aside from politics, what are your 
other interests in life?

A I am fighting a losing battle with my 
diary to find the time to play and review 
video games. I still take in the odd football 
match, if I can finish work on time on a 
Saturday. This year’s cultural pursuit is 
limited to trying to read a poem every day. 
Ten minutes a day with a poet gets you 
through tough times.  

Q Returning to politics, how is your 
working and personal relationship with 
Jeremy Corbyn?

A It is very strong. Despite the odd politi-

cal disagreement here and there with Jer-
emy, we have never had a cross word with 
each other. He is genial, kind and funny. 
I enjoy his non-conformism. A life time 
swimming against the tide builds character 
and I admire this in Jeremy. When David 
Cameron told him at PMQs recently to 
buy a suit, I suggested he turn up to the 
next PMQs in full Bullingdon club regalia. 
I like Jeremy’s family very much and he 
has been very kind to mine.

Q As deputy leader of the Labour Party, 
what are your aims and objectives?

A This year, I have read every biography 
of Harold Wilson and I have had the 
privilege of speaking to many of the people 
who worked with him. They all agree that 
his number one concern in 2016 would 
be to hold the Labour party together in 
turbulent times. So I am taking my lead 
from Harold. Unity is strength. 

Q In your opinion, how is Labour doing 
in holding the Conservative Government 
to account?

A It is hard to get a coherent critique of 
the government through the white noise of 
their internal disagreements and leader-
ship speculation. Frankly speaking, the 
same is true for us. George Osborne has 
failed to turn the economy around and 
missed so many of his own politically 
motivated economic targets that he should 
be clinging on to office by his fingertips. So 
we have to sharpen our game in this area. 
Message, discipline, meticulous research 
and rigorous scrutiny will expose Tory 
failure, even if there is not an appetite for 
it in many of the big newspapers. 

Q What is Labour’s strategy for middle 
England?

A That is a very broad question. However, 
we have to be the party that provides op-
portunity to self-improvement and this 
means valuing aspiration and entrepre-
neurial flair. People who have a good crack 
and make a bob or two in life need to 
know that we are on their side. 

Q Finally, any predictions for this May’s 
elections?

A Even in February 1974 I learnt that call-
ing the outcome of elections was a mug’s 
game. After all, who knows what the future 
holds? 

EXCLUSIVE INTERVIEW: TOM WATSON

Tom Watson MP

Born on 8 January 1967, 
in Sheffield, West Riding of 

Yorkshire;

Attended King Charles 1 
School, Kidderminster, and 
studied at the University of 
Hull, where he was elected 

as President of the Students’ 
Union;

Following university, worked in 
marketing and advertising;

In 1993, worked for the 
Labour Party as its National 

Development Officer for Youth 
and then worked on Labour’s 

1997 general election 
campaign;

Elected as the Labour MP for 
West Bromwich East at the 

2001 General Election;

Served as Minister for 
Digital Engagement under 
the premiership of Gordon 
Brown and as Deputy Chair 

of the Labour Party under the 
leadership of Ed Miliband;

Elected as Deputy Leader of 
the Labour Party in September 

2015. 

   Message, 
discipline, meticulous 
research and rigorous 
scrutiny will expose  

Tory failure

“

“
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COLUMNS:  

I’m not privy to the thoughts of her 
Majesty the Queen. But I imagine One 
is not amused.  And not just by The 

Sun’s stunning “Queen backs Brexit” 
claim. Orf with their heads!

  The European Union referendum, on 
June 23, dominates not only the political 
calendar this year but also - it seems - the 
Royal one, too.

  So there was talk of the Queen’s 
Speech, launching the Government’s 
programme of legislation for 2016-
17, being postponed until after the 
referendum. Nothing, it seemed, was to 
get in the way of David Cameron’s battle 
to win the referendum, not even Her 
Majesty’s annual visit to Parliament.

 At least, however, the Prime Minister’s 
wretched referendum isn’t going to muck 
up One’s enjoyment of Royal Ascot, 
which is June 14-18 this year.

  Even though the Queen’s Speech is 
now on May 18, in Whitehall, much of 
normal government business is now on 
hold until after June 23. 

The decks have been cleared for the 
referendum. It’s as if the renowned No. 
10 “grid” of government activity has been 
torn up, though, somehow, I doubt things 
have got that desperate - yet!

  Some ministers have claimed very 
little is getting done and they’re just 
going through the motions. “It all gets 
sucked into the European vortex”, one 
Cabinet minister complained.

But there’s also another reason why one 
may not be amused by the referendum. 
Despite The Sun’s “bombshell” claim, 
some Tory MPs – and, no doubt, Royal 
courtiers, too - are worried that No. 
10 may try to “spin” the Queen pre-
referendum and hijack her official 90th 
birthday celebrations in mid-June, which 

include a street party for 10,000 people in 
The Mall.

  Remember how a few days before 
the Scottish independence referendum 
in 2014, the Queen urged Scots to 
“think very carefully about the future”, 
in what was seen, by some, as a highly 
orchestrated move.  Remember, too, 
how Prince William was dragged into 
a referendum row this February when 
he said in a speech to diplomats at the 
Foreign Office that: “In an increasingly 
turbulent world, our ability to unite in 
common action with other nations is 
essential.”  Both controversies have 
prompted claims that the Queen could 
come under pressure to show her support 
for Britain’s continuing EU membership.

  Of course, there are some events that 
No. 10 cannot wipe from the political 
calendar or the “grid”: the elections 
in London, Scotland, Wales, Northern 
Ireland and English town halls on May 
5.  But it was claimed the Prime Minister 
warned George Osborne before the 
Budget not to “rock the boat” ahead of 
the referendum and to play it safe at a 
time of huge political turbulence for the 
Conservative Party.

  And so, just twelve days before Budget 
day, the Chancellor performed an abrupt 
U-turn on controversial plans for a 
pensions tax raid on high earners, the 
middle class Tory supporters who might 
have taken revenge by voting to leave 
the EU.

  The May elections will see voters go to 
the polls to elect a new London mayor, 
the Scottish Parliament, the Welsh and 
Northern Ireland assemblies, Police 
Commissioners, English local authorities 
and a few more mayors.

  In Scotland, Nicola Sturgeon’s surging 
SNP will surely win an overall majority 

of MSPs again and could top 50 per cent 
of the votes cast. It’s a battle for second 
place between the demoralised Scottish 
Labour Party and the surprisingly 
buoyant Scottish Tories under their 
effervescent leader Ruth Davidson.

  In London, Sadiq Khan against Zac 
Goldsmith is not, with all due respect to 
both, big box office like Boris versus Ken 
and so turnout will be down and second 
preferences will be important this time.
But Sadiq is ahead with pollsters and 
bookies, and I’m told Wandsworth Tories 
are already preparing for the possibility of 
a by-election in his Tooting constituency 
on referendum day, June 23.

  Outside of London, however, the 
prospects for Jeremy Corbyn’s Labour are 
poor. They’re defending seats they won 
in 2012, which was a good year for Ed 
Miliband, coming after George Osborne’s 
“omnishambles” Budget, when the 
Chancellor did rock the boat and didn’t 
play it safe.

  Cameron loyalists claim that clearing 
the decks will help the PM to “reboot” 
his premiership after the referendum, 
by sacking the “old guard” in a Cabinet 
reshuffle, re-uniting the Conservative 
Party and bringing in social reforms - on 
education, prisons, healthcare and anti-
discrimination - to secure his legacy. 

  Well, that’s what the Prime Minister’s 
allies hope, anyway! Somehow, I’m not 
sure I share their confidence.

  Whether all those social reforms will 
be in the Queen’s Speech will depend, 
of course, on the outcome of the 
referendum and whether David Cameron 
survives as Prime Minister if he loses.

  And that could be as difficult to predict 
as picking a winner at Her Majesty’s 
cherished Royal Ascot in the week before 
June 23.

    JON CRAIG
Eye in the SkyOne is not 

amused by the EU 
Referendum!
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ADVERTORIAL



www.politicsfirst.org.uk14 Politics First April 2016

A plan is coming together for  rail in the south-west  
Gary Streeter, 
Conservative MP for South West Devon

The main challenge facing the far south-west of England is 
peripherality. We are a long way from anywhere. It is that what 
partly helps to keep us such an attractive area - we do not 

want to be Birmingham-by-the-Sea, after all!   

  The answer to our peripherality challenge is connectivity, world 
class connectivity - road, rail and air links, as well as superfast 
broadband. That, sadly, is where the problems begin, especially in 
relation to rail. Decades of under investment have left us trailing 
behind many parts of the country. In addition, we have very 
specific challenges: Brunel decided to build our inter-city line along 
the vulnerable south Devon coast line at Dawlish. We also have 
challenging gradients in our region that slow us down. 

  We are well served by two major franchises: Cross-Country, who 
run services to the Midlands and North, and GWR, who run our 
crucial routes to London. The train operators run a good service, 
but are constantly challenged by the Victorian track that remains in 
the ownership of Network Rail. Much of that track has hardly been 
upgraded for fifty years or more. 

  But at last, progress is being made. As ever, our darkest moment 
has heralded a potential new dawn. Television images of the train line 
hanging over a stormy sea at Dawlish in February 2014 galvanised 
the government and local people, alike. The Peninsula Rail Task Force 
has been formed, representing all local authorities in Cornwall, Devon 
and Somerset, and the Local Enterprise Partnerships and the private 
sector. Regional MPs have rallied behind that unusual outbreak of 
unity, and upgrading our vital rail links with the rest of the country has 

become our cause celebre – acknowledged to be the local issue on 
which we will be judged at the general election in 2020.

  A 20 year plan is being thrashed out by the task force in 
conjunction with the Department of Transport, Network Rail 
and GWR. A draft has been produced and the final version must 
be finalised by this June, in time for its contents to feed into the 
Network Rail funding settlement for 2019-2024, known, ‘gloriously’, 
as Control Period 6. That plan will include ways to reduce journey 
times between London Paddington and Penzance, improve ongoing 
resilience concerns at Dawlish and elsewhere, lay the ground work 
for the Okehampton Line to be part of our railway infrastructure and 
tackle the pressure points on capacity within our region. It will form 
the basis for spending bids for the next generation. Furthermore, it 
will provide the blueprint against which our LEPs and local authorities 
can bring forward strategic upgrading, if they can find the resources 
to do so. 

  Work continues on the plan on a weekly basis. In particular, GWR 
are funding a detailed study into how journey times can be reduced 
over the next few weeks. Innovation will be the key there. We will 
not have electrification for some time, but bi-modal trains may well 
be able to receive some electric boost for Devon hills with the right 
technology in place. 

  At last, we have a government that realises the importance to this 
region of investment in our rail infrastructure. The colossal capital 
programme at Reading station, recently completed, has removed 
some of the obstacles to faster journey times. All of our trains from 
the West Country go through Reading. We look forward to the new 
Hitachi trains joining our network in 2018, which will represent the 
largest investment in new rolling stock for a generation. Detailed 
work is going on to look at the prospect of a direct rail link to 
Heathrow Airport, which might be our single biggest boost to long-
term economic investment. 

  The long-term plan is taking shape, but we take nothing for 
granted. At the moment, with all but one seat in our region occupied 
by a Conservative MP, the government has every incentive to listen 
to our clear voice on this our utmost priority. That may not always be 
the case, however, and so we need to make hay while the sun shines. 
Also, there is a need to itemise - not just a long-term plan but also 
incremental advances, especially in the next four years. 

  As British Rail used to say: we are getting there! 

“A 20 year plan is being 
thrashed out by the  

task force” 

CORRIDORS:  

Be a Great Westerner. You’ll always find the lowest train fares  
when you book direct with Great Western Railway.
* Average saving on Advance Purchase fares compared to being purchased on the day.  
Selected routes only. Subject to availability.

Save 
up 
to 54%*

 when you book in advance at GWR.com

St Ives, Cornwall

GWR28217 Save up to 54% A4 St Ives.indd   1 16/03/2016   14:45
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A productive UK economy 
requires a Midlands Engine 
Lord Karen Bilimoria, 
a Crossbench peer and Founder and Chairman of Cobra Beer

With just one per cent of the world’s population, and with 
very few natural resources, the UK economy is still the 
fifth largest in the world, and one of the fastest-growing 

developed economies in the world.

  That is all down to our competiveness. Our enterprise-friendly 
tax system is breaking even more ground following the most 
recent Chancellor’s Budget, where corporation tax has been 
reduced before other countries had even caught up, and where 
wealth-creation has been boosted even further, with hundreds of 
thousands of taxpayers lifted out of the top income tax bracket.

  Companies could not hope for a better environment in which 
to do business in than the UK, and this is something we should 
celebrate with far greater clamour.

  Britain’s excellent commercial innovations in sectors such as 
manufacturing, renewable energy, creative and digital services will 
be showcased at the International Festival for Business 2016, in 
Liverpool, this June. They are also celebrated throughout the world 
by UKTI, whose work in international trade and inward investment 
has helped many UK businesses, large and small, North and South, 
take their first step into international markets.

  The work already being carried out to build routes and widen 
access to international markets for UK firms is essential for 
entrepreneurs hoping to bring innovative new ideas and exciting 
new companies to scale. 

That is how markets move and jobs are created in productive 
areas such as digital technology and advanced manufacturing, and 
it is important that the UK’s capabilities in the North and South are 
all given a boost.

  A few components are missing from the UK economy, however. 
The missing pieces are not difficult to identify, and it is important 
that they are returned so that the economy, as a whole, flourishes.

  One of the underlying factors which determine how fast 
the economy recovers from financial shocks is our economic 
productivity, measured by GDP per capita. The UK’s GDP per capita 
has grown by just one per cent since 2010, rather than returning to 
its pre-crisis level.

   There is a large productivity gap, showing that we need a boost 
in industrial production and commerce. That is partly because of 
the shortage of manufacturing firms in the UK. Those firms create 
long-lasting, skilled jobs for the UK workforce and produce great 
products which we can sell overseas, increasing our international 
trade. Our services industries are burgeoning with demand from 
overseas, and if innovative manufacturers could tap into this 
demand, too, the drive it would give to economic growth would be 
huge.

  The Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi has given his 
Government the economic target of raising the manufacturing 
sector’s share of national GDP from 16 per cent to 25 per cent. That 
is the sort of initiative the UK should seek to replicate.

  To do that requires support and inward investment from foreign 
partners, as well as the capabilities to have a full supply chain.

  The UK has a great supply of both inward investment and 
supply chain infrastructure, such as freight networks and R&D 
facilities. Our Catapult network, a string of R&D centres, working in 
partnership with British manufacturers, such as Rolls-Royce, foreign 
companies, such as the Indian-owned Tata Industries and Japanese 
firm Hitachi, as well as the UK’s leading universities, have expertise 
in engineering and advanced manufacturing in abundance.

  As Chancellor of the University of Birmingham, it gives me 
enormous pride that two of the leading scientists who recently 
discovered Gravitational Waves, which proved Einstein’s theory 
of relativity a century after he published it, were Professor 
Andreas Freise and Professor Alberto Vecchio of the University 
of Birmingham’s School of Physics and Astronomy. Furthermore, 
a vital sensor which enabled that discovery of a generation, was 
designed and manufactured in the UK, in the Midlands.

  Chancellor George Osborne’s boost for the Midlands Engine, 
which I was pleased to launch in front of an international audience 
in India last year, as well as the Northern Powerhouse in his 
most recent Budget, are tantamount to a boost to the UK’s 
manufacturing sector. With the excellent example of Tata, who 
have already helped to transform UK industry with their hugely 
successful and respected Jaguar Land Rover plants in the Midlands, 
the Chancellor’s regional initiatives are just the missing parts that 
our economy needs.

“The missing pieces  
are not difficult to 

identify” 

CORRIDORS:  

George Osborne recently announced £600 
million up to 2021 to support uptake and 
manufacturing of ultra-low emission vehicles 
(ULEVs) in the UK. 

This support is vital if we are to maintain our 
position in the global electric car market. 
Currently 1 in 4 of all European electric 
vehicles are built here, providing jobs, 
investment and up-skilling the next 
generation of UK motor manufacturers. 

Britain is poised to become a world leader in 
electric vehicles but to make the most of the 
opportunity, we must make sure that as well 
as government funding, the right infrastructure 
is in place for the sector to flourish.  

Many of the component parts are already in 
place. The Government has already invested 
significantly in the industry, with financial 
support to help boost the market. The public 
are becoming increasingly interested in 
electric vehicles, with recent IMI research 
demonstrating that around 50% of consumers 
are considering purchasing an electric vehicle 
within the next two years.  

However, there is one area that we believe 
needs more focus in order to help facilitate 
this growth and success. It’s an area you 
would expect us, as the body representing 
those who work in the motor trade to be 
passionate about. It’s about the people we 
need to keep our cars serviced and safe, and 
who fix our cars when they go wrong. 

By September 2015 there were 45,000 plug in 
electric cars registered in the UK - excluding 
hybrid cars which are also growing in number. 

Yet there are just 1000 mechanics in the UK 
who are qualified to work on these vehicles – 
less than 1% of the total ‘mechanic’ workforce. 

By 2018 only 1000 more technicians, to give 
them their correct name, will qualify.

The skills gap is clear. Sales of hybrid and 
electric vehicles will grow faster than we 
currently expect newly trained technicians to 
enter the marketplace to service them. 

So there is a need for government and 
industry to work together to fill this skills gap, 
and to ensure that we have a workforce 
that’s fit for the future.

We need a comprehensive 10-year plan to 
transition the UK market to future 
technologies, with extra help for the motor 
industry’s independent sector, 
micro-businesses, and the self-employed 
to enable them to shape their workforce for 
the future. 

The Government rightly insists on a basic 
level of continuous training for MOT testers. 
We believe we need the same rigour for those 
who maintain electric and hybrid cars. There is 
no place for an enthusiastic amateur 
maintaining these hi tech vehicles, they have 
complex systems with three times the voltage 
that you would expect to find in your home.   

We hope to work with politicians of all parties 
to create the right conditions for this important 
market to flourish. A highly skilled workforce 
regulated with a government licence.

The opportunity for significant growth in the 
electric car market is already here. Let’s 
ensure we’re ready to make the most of it. 

MORE BRIGHT SPARKS 
NEEDED TO KEEP ELECTRIC 
CARS ON THE ROAD 
SAYS MOTOR INDUSTRY CHIEF STEVE NASH 
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Britain’s shame: the ethnic cleansing  of the Chagos Islands 
Dr Paul Monaghan, 
Scottish National Party MP for Caithness, Sutherland and Easter Ross

On 8 November, 1965, Harold Wilson, then Prime Minister, 
authorised the establishment of the British Indian Ocean 
Territory. That act was far from benign. The establishment 

of the territory was nothing less than a cynical and calculated plan 
to annex the Chagos Archipelago, expel the indigenous people 
there and then deploy their resources for military advantage. 

  The success of Harold Wilson’s plan hinged on shameless 
exploitation. In the period from 1967 to 1973, every single 
Chagossian man, woman and child was forcibly removed, in secret, 
from their islands and none have ever been allowed to return. For 
the last 50 years, Chagossians have lived in poverty and, to the utter 
shame of every UK Government since, this ethnic cleansing of an 
entire people has been variously ignored, glossed over or actively 
misrepresented. 

  A Foreign Office memorandum at the time, from Sir Paul Booth 
to diplomat Dennis Greenhill, stated that: “We must surely be very 
tough about this. The object of the exercise was to get some rocks 
which will remain ours. There will be no indigenous population 
except seagulls. The United States Government will require the 
removal of the entire population of the atoll.”

  In August 1966, Dennis Greenhill replied: “Unfortunately, 
along with the birds go some few Tarzans or Men Fridays who are 
hopefully being wished on to Mauritius etc. When this has been 
done I agree we must be very tough.”

  The obvious racism is regrettable but the purpose of the 
annexation was to facilitate a lease of the archipelago’s largest 
island, Diego Garcia, to the United States in order to establish 
the largest military base outside of North America. Harold Wilson 
agreed the terms for the lease of Diego Garcia at just $1 per year 
but we now know that, in return for expelling the Chagossians, the 

UK Government also received a cash discount of £11 million on 
Polaris nuclear missiles, equivalent to approximately £200 million 
today. 

  On expulsion, the indigenous population were allowed to take 
just one suitcase each. Their pets were destroyed and they were 
forcibly transported to the Seychelles, where they were held in 
prison cells before being transited elsewhere. Wherever they were 
sent, those innocent people were left entirely without financial 
support. 

  When the truth leaked out in 1982, the islanders exiled to 
Mauritius were awarded derisory compensation of less than £3,000 
per person. Those exiled to Seychelles received nothing. It was 
noted then that the act had been: “Entirely improper, unethical, 
dictatorial to have the Chagossian put their thumbprint on an 
English legal, drafted document, where the Chagossian, who 
doesn’t read, know or speak any English, let alone any legal English, 
is made to renounce basically all his rights as a human being.” 

  Many believe that this abuse of power falls within the 
International Criminal Court’s definition of “a crime against 
humanity”. What we can be certain of is the fact that the 
Chagossian’s human rights were sacrificed by the UK Government 
in a sordid deal to secure weapons of mass destruction.

  Most recently, on 4 August 2015, the UK Government announced 
a three month consultation exercise on purported resettlement 
of the Chagos archipelago because the US lease of Diego Garcia 
expires on 30 December 2016.

  We are, therefore, approaching an opportune moment to 
negotiate terms favourable to Chagossians. Sadly, however, the 
proposed terms of resettlement are unsatisfactory and designed 
to scare the indigenous people. The resettlement proposals, for 
example, offer no right of abode and stipulate that Chagossians 
must return to their islands for a two year trial period as “contract 
workers” with no right to buy land or property. With the prospect of 
resettlement being cancelled after two years, Chagossians face an 
unenviable dilemma - and an unattractive and very insecure future. 

  In 1965, the UK Government abrogated its human rights 
obligations for a discount on nuclear weapons. The forced 
expulsion of the Chagos Islanders was wrong. Fifty years later, 
the relationship could end on 21st century humanitarian terms by 
returning to the Chagossians their right of abode together with 
other human rights, as codified in the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights. 

  It is time to provide clarity on Chagossian citizenship status and 
their right to develop economic activity. The people of a group of 
beautiful, once peaceful islands must be helped to go home and 
compensated fully - and without delay for their suffering. Anything 
less diminishes the rest of us.

“The indigenous 
population were 

allowed to take just 
one suitcase each” 

award-winning beds,
award-winning

people

Silentnight: North West Winner  
of National Apprenticeship Awards 2015
At Silentnight, we’re very proud of our reputation for manufacturing high quality products, right here  
in the heart of Lancashire. That pride and our commitment to quality, extends to our people too.  
We’ve not only secured a place in the ‘Top 100 Apprenticeship Employers’, our award winning 
apprenticeship scheme has been running for over a decade, giving young people the opportunity to  
build a career with one of the UK’s leading and most trusted brands.

Find out how our apprenticeships are making a difference visit silentnight.co.uk/apprenticeships
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Transforming migration from a challenge into an opportunity is a 
priority for Europe and the work of the European Training Foundation. 
Managed migration will help Europe become more competitive 
by addressing skills shortages and aging demographics. The 
path however is not one-way - it’s circular. With the right support 
measures, migrants can have the skills they acquire recognised and 
valued at every stage on their journey: before leaving, on arrival and 
on return to their home country. This so-called win-win-win situation 
delivers economic and societal benefits to the sending and receiving 
countries, and opportunity for the migrants themselves. More 
transparent qualifications, validation of prior learning and experience 
are part of the solution.

SKILLS AND RECOGNITION

Erkan Dağci is seeking to unlock future employment opportunities at home and 
abroad. The 29-year-old lift maintenance technician works for global company 
KONE, based in Ankara, Turkey. 

The professional skills he has developed over five years on the job are not formally 
certified. Not yet.

Erkan is confident he knows what to do when a lift breaks down and will be 
demonstrating this to a team of expert assessors at a newly established vocational 
test and certification centre. 

He is one of 70 elevator technicians who have applied to go through the centre 
since it opened in 2015.The state-of-the-art facility validates skills learned outside 
formal school settings in lift installation and maintenance, and hydraulic systems.

“This certificate has international acceptance, says Erkan. “In the future, I want to 
work abroad. So having a qualification that is recognised and transferable is very 
valuable to me.”

Under new health and safety regulations, Erkan will also need the certificate to work 
in Turkey. The Turkish Vocational Qualifications Authority is setting the certification 
criteria together with stakeholders from the world of work. 

The aim is to provide transparent and readable qualifications leading to employment 
and mobility opportunities, and contribute to the country’s economic and societal 
growth.

SKILLS AND LEGAL MIGRATION

Migration, skills and employment are inextricably linked. With an increasingly 
international and mobile workforce, people need a transparent and trusted way to 
demonstrate their competences both at home and abroad. 

Spurred by strong demand from employers, Turkey is just one of the EU candidate 
countries working on developing easily accessible validation systems that allow 
people to demonstrate their knowledge, skills and competencies to obtain full or 
partial qualifications. 

Work carried out by the ETF shows that migrants’ skills are underutilised both 
abroad and upon return. The ETF studies on Migrant Support Measures for 
Employment and Skills (MISMES) highlight the need for specific policy measures 
to improve labour-market integration and skills matching.

The ETF is helping its 29 partner countries to address the skills dimension of 
migration as part of its broader work to improve vocational education and training 
(VET) outcomes.

Qualifications will be the focus of the ETF corporate conference in November 2016 
in Brussels. To learn more about the work of the EU agency visit www.etf.europa.eu.

QUALIFICATIONS AND THE SKILLS 
DIMENSION OF LEGAL MIGRATION 

Elevator maintenance technician Erkan 
Dağci validating his skills at a vocational 
testing centre 40 minutes’ drive west of 
Turkey’s capital Ankara.

The European Training Foundation is an EU 
agency that helps transition and developing 
countries to harness the potential of their human 
capital through the reform of education, training 
and labour market systems, and in the context of 
the EU’s external relations policies. It is based in 
Turin, Italy, and has been operational since 1994.

CORRIDORS:  

The time is now to ban microbeads 
Kerry McCarthy, 
Shadow Secretary of State for Environment, Food 
and Rural Affairs and Labour MP for Bristol East

The huge growth in plastics production means that, 
according to the Ellen MacArthur Foundation, by 2050, 
there could be more waste plastic in the sea than fish. 

  Currently, just 5 per cent of our plastics are recycled, while 40 
per cent is sent to landfill. A staggering third is never collected and 
ends up clogging up our sewers and polluting our ecosystems. 
Globally, about eight million tonnes of plastic enter our oceans 
every year – roughly the equivalent of five bin bags filled with 
plastic for every foot of coastline in the world. Ocean plastic does 
not biodegrade and much of this existing plastic pollution will be 
impossible to remove.

  We need to rethink the way we manage resources in order to 
make progress on waste prevention and guide Britain toward 
a circular economy. Some progress is being made on tackling 
plastic waste; for example, the plastic bag charge – but we need 
to transform how plastics travel through our economy.

  The EU Circular Economy package, currently being negotiated, 
will be a significant step forward and would require the UK 
to take much stronger action on moving to a more resource-
efficient economy. If agreed, that package could not only bring 
about significant environmental benefits, but create jobs and 
growth, too. The Government, however, do not seem to have a 
strategy for achieving the ambitious waste targets it sets out, or 
for unlocking the economic opportunities that would come from 
greater resource efficiency. 

  One small first step in the right direction, as I called for in 
Parliament recently, would be for this government to do as 
President Barack Obama has just done and ban microbeads in 
cosmetic products.

  Microbeads are small pieces of plastic that are added to 

everyday cosmetic products, such as toothpaste and face wash. 
They are most frequently made of polyethylene but can be 
of other petrochemical plastics, including polypropylene and 
polystyrene. Microbeads are usually smaller than five millimetres 
- small enough to be washed down the plughole and easily pass 
through water filtration and sewage systems. 

  Microbeads, while extremely small, are used in large quantities. 
Up to 100,000 microbeads are washed down the sink with the 
single application of some products, which eventually end up in 
the ocean. Research by the Institute for Environmental Studies 
found that a 200 ml bottle contained as much as 21 grams of 
microplastics, or roughly a tenth of its weight.

  The microbeads are about the same size as many fish eggs, 
which means that they can look like food to birds, fish and 
other marine life. One recent study showed that 90 per cent 
of birds have plastic in their stomachs. There is also evidence 
that microbeads attract toxins and pollutants in the marine 
environment. When ingested by fish and other marine life, this 
can lead to a range of negative effects on feeding, movement, 
growth and breeding success.

  There are real concerns that having accumulated in marine life, 
microbeads could pass up the food chain and potentially end up 
on people’s dinner plates.

  The only way to stop the pollution is to prevent them from 
entering the ecosystem - we must stop the use of the plastic 
microbeads in cosmetic products. 

  Since plastic microbeads are not an essential ingredient in 
personal care products, companies can design out this waste 
or use alternative ingredients.  Many companies are already 
using natural exfoliants, such as sugar or ground almonds 
as alternatives in their face and body scrubs. NGOs and 
campaigners, such as Greenpeace, are working with brands to 
end the use of microbeads in cosmetic products, while a number 
of governments around the world, from Australia to Canada, have 
already taken steps to phase out and ban them.

  If we are serious about improving our environment for future 
generations, we have to be more ambitious in tackling waste. 
A circular economy which reuses, recycles and remanufactures 
resources is an environmental necessity. But it is also a real 
opportunity for innovation and growth, creating more of the high-
paid and high-skilled jobs of the future. 

  But we have to show real leadership to make the transition 
to a circular economy. We can start by phasing out products 
which cannot be recycled or reused, which cause environmental 
pollution, and which are not necessary, given the alternatives 
available. Microbeads are just one small example.

“90 per cent of birds have 
plastic in their stomachs” 

ADVERTORIAL



www.politicsfirst.org.uk22 Politics First April 2016

CORRIDORS:  

Singing for a Brexit 
Lord Norman Tebbit, 
Former Chairman of the Conservative Party and 
cabinet minister in Margaret Thatcher’s government

Back in the 1950s and1960s, I was an airline pilot, living 
half of my life out of this country, staying in the same 
hotels, drinking in the same bars as my colleagues and 

working for similar Western nationalised or monopolistic 
private sector airlines. 

We were almost all NATO-trained and we flew similar 
aircraft. 

English was the common language of aviation. We shared 
the same problems which could mostly be solved only by 
multi-lateral agreement.  

  So I became a firm advocate of Britain’s entry into the 
nascent European Economic Community. 

However, it was not until I began to spend a lot of time in 
Brussels, first as a Parliamentary Under Secretary responsible 
for civil aviation, then Minister for Industry and later as 
Secretary for State for first Employment and then for Trade 
and Industry, that I was driven slowly, but remorselessly, to 
change my mind.

  In those days, we were still mostly North European states, 
but, almost without exception, my colleagues (and certainly 
the Commissioners) took the continental view that laws exist 
to define what the citizen is permitted to do, rather than 
what he or she is not allowed to do, and that when push came 
to shove, governments, especially the European government, 
could bend or break the law. 

  In short, I realised that Ernest Bevin had been right when, 
in 1950, he said that Britain was “different in character from 
other European nations and fundamentally incapable of 
integration with them.” 

  As the European Union referendum campaign has 
developed, it has become more and more evident that the 
great difference between the Remain and Brexit camps is 
between those who have seen the truth which Bevin saw 
over 60 years ago and those who either deny it or, simply, 
believe that Magna Carta, and all which has followed it, are 
an impediment to government.

  Of course, there are those who in their guts know Bevin 
was right, but also know that he no longer has the power of 
patronage on which their jobs in Government depend. 

However, the Brexit camp must make the case for getting 
put before the EU achieves its destiny of becoming a single 
European state. 

Against that, the Remain camp is pretending that, 
somehow, we can have a special status - neither quite in, nor 
quite out, rather like a cat caught in the cat flap.

  David Cameron told us before his negotiations that if he 
could not achieve a good enough deal, he would lead us out 
of the EU, but now he says that it would be madness to leave.  
Somewhere there is something odd about that.

  Of course, there will be risks and uncertainties in leaving.  
But what of the risks of staying as the crisis in the Eurozone 
worsens?

  Amidst all the uncertainties, I take some comfort from 
finding myself on the same side of men and women of 
principle: Iain Duncan Smith, Michael Gove, Priti Patel, Kate 
Hoey, David Owen, Nigel Lawson, Micky Forsyth and the like, 
not to mention the irrepressible Boris Johnson.  

I also take comfort from Jeremy Corbyn and Tony Blair 
being on the other side.

  The Brexit campaign has not only the best songs, but the 
best singers, too. 

“In short, I realised 
that Ernest Bevin 
had been right” 

“I don’t have the strength to organise care for myself, so I am 
just struggling through doing what little I can. I manage to 
wash or bath about twice a month. My house is filthy and I 
am smelly. My meals are limited to the most simple, mostly 
microwave ready meals. At times this makes me suicidal.”
This is the experience of Sam*, who lives with the disabling neurological condition, 
myalgic encephalomyelitis (M.E.).

Sam is one of the 850 people with M.E. surveyed for Action for M.E.’s interim report, 
Close to collapse. Findings indicate that 97% experienced two or more difficulties 
with daily living activities that entitle them to social care under the Care Act 2014, 
yet just 16% had received social care assessments and only 6% of these had been 
awarded a care package. 

These figures are astonishing and indicate a clear failure within the system, 
meaning an alarming number of people with M.E. are left to struggle with their 
already debilitating illness without the support they need.

People affected by M.E. surveyed for the report came from all parts of the UK, 
reflecting experiences of social care in England, Scotland, Wales and Northern 
Ireland. They indicated that although arrangements for social care and social 
care eligibility differ in each nation, they were experiencing similar difficulties in 
accessing support.

We know this experience is not limited to those with M.E. and affects many 
other long-term, fluctuating illness groups. 

Building on this interim report, the All-Party Parliamentary Group on M.E. will host 
a policy roundtable on Tuesday 19 April, 2-4pm, chaired by Daniel Zeichner 
MP, to draw on the expertise of a wide range of stakeholders including health and 
social care professionals and policy makers.

During the roundtable discussion, we will seek to explore how to improve access 
to appropriate social care for people with M.E., asking how we can:

• address the barriers faced by people with M.E. in accessing care and support

•  ensure that those delivering social care assessments have access to all the  
information they need to achieve a good understanding of M.E. and its impact

•  identify tangible, realistic and achievable practical steps that will improve 
outcomes for people with M.E. and their carers.

There will also be a drop-in session for MPs on Wednesday 11 May, 
12.30-1.30pm, in Room Q, Portcullis House, with lunch provided. Hosted by 
the APPG on M.E., it will offer the opportunity to learn more about M.E. and its 
impact. This will be followed by the AGM for the APPG on M.E., 1.30-2.30pm.

HOW CAN WE IMPROVE ACCESS TO 
SOCIAL CARE FOR PEOPLE WITH M.E.?

For more information 
about the policy 
roundtable on 19 April, 
the APPG on M.E., and 
the drop-in event for MPs 
on 11 May, please contact 
the secretariat of the 
APPG on M.E.:

T: 0117 927 9551
E: policy@actionforme.org.uk
www.actionforme.org.uk

* Not their real name
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UK production of paper fell by 20% in 2015 – the largest one-
year fall on record. Production is now at a level not witnessed 
for 30 years. The UK imports two-thirds of the paper it 
consumes and is now the largest importer of paper anywhere 
in the world. 

It is manifestly evident that the UK Paper Industry, along with 
other Energy Intensive Industries (EIIs), is finding it increasingly 
difficult to remain competitive in the international market place 
in which it operates.  

The main reasons for this decline lay largely in energy and 
related climate change costs, which are higher here in the 
UK than they are virtually anywhere else in the world. This 
particularly applies to electricity.

We are grateful for the measures that the Government has 
taken so far to compensate or exempt our industry from some 
of the costs associated with decarbonising the UK economy, 
but if the decline in EII output is to be halted, or even reversed, 
we need to go much further.

The Carbon Price Floor is a flawed environmental tax which 
should be abolished at the earliest opportunity. It distorts 
competition even within the European Union and, whilst it 
might aid carbon emission reduction in the UK, it does nothing 
to reduce EU levels as virtually all of the UK’s lost paper 
production has ‘leaked’ to other European countries.

CPI has engaged with officials in their recent review of the 
operation of the UK’s Climate Change Levy (CCL), Climate 
Change Agreements (CCAs) and Carbon Reduction 
Commitment (CRC).

The Chancellor’s recent announcement that the CRC is to be 
abandoned is very good news but, as a means of complying 
with the EU’s Energy Taxation Directive, we believe that there 
is still merit in retaining the current system of CCAs and their 
associated levies – particularly for the most energy intensive 
sectors. However, we would urge the Government to adjust the 
discount rates on the CCL so that the tax paid is no more than 
is absolutely necessary to meet our international commitments.

Significant progress has been made by all EIIs in reducing energy 
consumption and carbon emissions in the post Kyoto period. 
However, if further progress is to be made, we would urge HM 
Treasury to recycle all revenues from energy taxation into grants, 
capital allowances and other tax breaks as  part of an energy 
efficiency package aimed at encouraging further investment.

For the Paper Industry, this assistance needs to be directed not 
only at investment in good quality Combined Heat and Power 
plants but also in their continued operation as it has become 
increasingly costly to keep such plants up and running.

A review of Business Rates is long overdue. Evidence 
gathered from CPI’s European Members suggests that UK 
manufacturers are at a considerable competitive disadvantage 
because of the disparity in costs between the UK and our 
continental neighbours. 

As recent events have amply illustrated there is still a long way to go 
before the Paper Industry and other energy intensive sectors are in 
a position to compete fairly on the global, or even the European, 
stage. Urgent action is needed to avert further declines.

Energy Intensive Industries 
Need Support

The Confederation of Paper Industries (CPI) is the leading 
trade association representing the UK’s Paper-based 
Industries.  CPI represents an industry with an aggregate 
annual turnover of £6.5 billion, 25,000 direct and more than 
100,000 indirect employees.

For further information call 01793 889600 
email: cpi@paper.org.uk 
twitter: @Confedofpaper 
or visit www.paper.org.uk

The pressing need for a  new housing infrastructure  
Clive Betts, 
Chair of the Communities and Local Government
Select Committee and Labour MP for Sheffield South East

By common consensus, we need to be building about 
250,000 new homes each year to meet housing need. 
That reflects building replacement together with 

population and household formation changes.

  The 250,000 figure has not been achieved for more than 20 
years. In fact, in only four of those years did we build more than 
200,000. In 2012/13, housebuilding actually fell to a post-war low 
of 133,010, including a slump to 103,290 new private dwellings 
from 192,180 in 2006/07. That was three years after Housing 
Minister Grant Shapps said that: “Building more homes is the 
gold standard upon which we shall be judged.”

  By far the biggest drop in house-building has been in the 
social housing sector. As I checked back on the figures, even I 
was stunned to notice that between 1999 and 2008, fewer new 
council houses were built in the UK nationally each year than 
Sheffield City Council built each year when I chaired its Housing 
Committee in the early 1980s.

  All of the indicators suggest that we are heading for a housing 
crisis: proportionately, fewer households can afford to become 
owner-occupiers than ever before - they cannot afford the 
deposit, let alone the repayments for the next 30 years; rents 
are rising inexorably above the general level of inflation in prices 
or earnings; house and land prices stand close to their highest 
multiplier against earnings; after a decade of reducing rough-
sleeping to just 1,700 nationally in 2010, this winter saw a 30 per 
cent increase over last year to more than 3,600 and this is still 
rising; and rocketing homelessness is leading to individuals and 
families being – in effect, forcibly – rehoused tens of miles away 
from their jobs, schools and families.

  To achieve the 250,000 new homes annually, there needs to 
be a whole range of initiatives on both the demand and supply 

side.  Firstly, there needs to be a substantial new social housing 
programme by councils and housing associations. They could 
deliver that if they were free to borrow against their existing 
assets and to use their current surpluses. 

We also need to see the Government reverse their current 
policy which has seen all funding for new social housing 
scrapped for the rest of this Parliament and priority in 106 
agreements given to Starter Homes costing up to £450,000, 
which is well beyond the means of most first-time buyers.

  Secondly, there needs to be significant intervention to change 
the current practices of the big house-builders. They are sitting 
on the largest ever supply of land with planning permission 
(more than 600,000 plots), but are only building at a slow rate, 
which maximises their profits. In direct contradiction of the 
evidence, it is not credible for big developers and government 
ministers to claim that the problem lies with the planning 
system.

  Thirdly, there needs to be a plethora of initiatives to support 
diversity in construction and provision. It is also important to 
encourage the renewal and re-birth of the small builders and 
developers who can be assisted by careful packaging of small 
sites for development over a number of years. 

An expansion of significant self-build schemes will also provide 
increased demand for small builders. It is not beyond the wit of 
stakeholders to enable the delivery of such schemes.  

  Later this year, the Communities and Local Government Select 
Committee, which I chair, will be conducting an inquiry into a 
number of those elements, looking at how we can expand the 
capacity of the house-building industry, as a follow-up to the 
inquiry and recommendations which we made in 2012.

  Finally, there needs to be encouragement for large-scale build-
to-rent initiatives where the investors are taking a long-term 
perspective. 

I am pleased that some pension funds and other private finance 
pots have begun to see the long-term opportunities, recognising 
that they need to have a large portfolio arising from continuing 
investment over many years.

  None of that expansion will take place, however, unless we 
have apprenticeship and other training schemes which are fit 
for purpose. All builders and contractors need to contribute 
to training provision and costs to meet current and future 
requirements.

  Unless the government changes track quickly, we are heading 
for a housing crisis of even greater severity than the one we 
currently have.

“There needs to be a 
whole range of initiatives 
on both the demand and 

supply side” 
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Global connectivity drives  economic prosperity 
Baroness Jenny Randerson, 
Liberal Democrat Transport Spokesperson

Since the beginning of the 20th Century, aviation has 
revolutionised the way in which people travel - it has 
brought people together and made the world a smaller 

place. 

The Liberal Democrats recognise the vital role of aviation in 
the modern world. As an internationalist party, we recognise 
the importance of our connections to the wider world, and the 
benefits this can bring to the entire UK economy.

  In the UK, we have been one of the greatest beneficiaries 
of the developments in aviation technology, witnessing our 
relationship with the world beyond our borders grow closer 
as a result of its accessibility. However, we can do more 
environmentally, and lead the development of greener travel. 

  The sector itself is booming. There are more than 961,000 UK 
jobs in the sector, making up 3.3 per cent of all those employed. 
In fact, the UK has the world’s second largest aviation 
manufacturing sector, meaning that our products, as well as our 
population, are travelling far and wide.

  Having this industry in our back yard protects growth in 
this sector, with large companies such as Rolls-Royce heavily 
involved in crafting engines and investing in our country’s 
engineering talent. 

A real indicator of that success is the significant amount 
that the sector contributes to public finances via taxation, 
approximately £8.7 billion a year.

  The UK economy directly receives £52 billion from aviation - 
3.4 per cent of our GDP. Within the context of a difficult decade 
for the UK’s finances, that is a real indicator of sustainable 
achievement that we cannot afford to take for granted. 

We have much to celebrate in the UK. British Airways, 

for instance, is one of the world’s most respected brands, 
and remains true to its British heritage, investing heavily in 
Heathrow Airport. 

  As a Liberal Democrat, I am passionate that Britain remains in 
the European Union, and as Monarch airline recently stated, this 
is key to the sector. Membership facilitates the free operation of 
airlines owned and controlled by member states - without this, 
there would be restrictions on pricing, frequency and capacity. 
Leading airlines EasyJet and Ryanair work under those principles 
and business would, undoubtedly, suffer with an Out vote this 
June.  Further to that, passengers can expect longer travel times 
caused by increased passport controls.

  We are opposed to airport expansion in the south-east, 
calling in our network of airports to move their focus away from 
London and, instead, look to expand economies across the 
entire UK.  Whatever the Government’s decision on Heathrow/
Gatwick, it will take decades to deliver. In the meantime, 
capacity increases can be created elsewhere with the growth of 
regional airports, rebalancing the economy. A third of the UK’s 
population live in the south-east, yet it has two-thirds of flights. 
With improved transport links, we can unlock the potential 
which somewhere like Birmingham has in abundance, with a 
runway long enough to fly to anywhere in the world. 

  The complete economies which exist within airports also 
create an important environmental opportunity. As self-
sufficient hubs that are geographically self-contained, they 
have the potential to be at the forefront of ultra-low emission 
technology, leading the way, for instance, with electric vehicles 
on site.

  It is important that airlines themselves recognise their 
customers and pass on savings where possible, as Virgin 
Atlantic did last year in their reduction of ticket prices. Danny 
Alexander made the point last year that lower oil prices should 
mean cheaper fares. The debate on levels of APD is material 
for another article but Liberal Democrats have long called for 
reform.

  Our global connectivity is essential to our economic health. 
We are not just talking about passengers in and out but air-
freight has a big part to play, although it is often overlooked in 
the debate - speed and capacity are the two key issues here.

  This is not only about the economy, but also about our 
internationalism, opening doors to new travellers, so a wider 
audience can now experience other countries and cultures.As an 
internationalist party, that benefit, as well as economic benefits, 
are undeniable.  The successes are an indicator of the significant 
part we can play in the global economy as a key player in the 
European market.

“Speed and capacity are 
the two key issues” 
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Modernising the UK’s  transport infrastructure 
Stewart McDonald, 
a member of the Transport Select Committee and 
Scottish National Party MP for Glasgow South

Decent transport does not just help people to get 
around. It opens up opportunities. It provides access to 
education, jobs and other communities. 

  The UK Government’s National Infrastructure Plan says we 
should aim to create a national transport strategy fit for the 
21st century, and it is in Scotland where we are seeing a huge 
drive towards a modern transport infrastructure.

  The UK’s current infrastructure plan includes a £15 million 
investment towards road enhancement, but this is not due to 
be fully completed until 2021 and the 25-year target of getting 
the nation’s Strategic Road Network back in the top ten 
globally is risible. 

  In comparison, the SNP Scottish Government, having 
already invested £15 billion in transport since 2007, are 
committed to the largest transport investment programme 
that Scotland has ever seen, despite relentless Westminster 
cuts. That includes significant investment in the road network 
as the Scottish Government have committed to spend £820 
million on motorways and trunk roads in 2016-17 alone, 
including the completion of the Forth Replacement Crossing 
project.

  In rail, the National Infrastructure Plan says the Government 
will take targeted action on rail fares to ease the burden on 
consumers, while ensuring the railways remain financially 
sustainable. Yet rail fares have continued to rise above inflation 
for more than a decade. The latest annual rise increased 
regulated fares by 1.1 per cent and some workers across the 
UK are being forced to spend 13 per cent of their monthly 
wages on rail travel. 

  But in Scotland, we are seeing major improvements to the 
rail network. ScotRail have introduced new low-cost fares, 

starting from just £5, for travel on routes across Scotland. 
The company’s planned upgrade will also result in 75 per cent 
of trains being either brand new or newly refurbished, while 
346 more trains will be equipped with free Wi-Fi providing 
consumers with more affordable, modern and comfortable 
trains.  

  On HS2, we want to see Scotland connected to London and 
to the great cities of the north because London is our closest 
world financial capital. Currently, HS2 will link eight of Britain’s 
10 largest cities, but nowhere in Scotland and the route will 
serve only one in five of the UK population. We want Scotland, 
the north and London to benefit from greater connectivity. We 
want the UK to up its game so that we can have a high-speed 
network that serves the whole of the British Isles and not just a 
small part of them. We need to catch up with France, Spain and 
China and we need to take the high-speed debate seriously

  And what of air travel? The National Infrastructure plan says 
the UK Government believes a competitive aviation market is 
the most effective way to meet the interests of air passengers 
and other users. But late last year, the UK Government 
delayed a decision to expand runway capacity at Gatwick 
and Heathrow airport, as recommended by the Airports 
Commission. 

  While the UK Government continues to dance around 
making a decision on a new runway for the South East, 
compromising their own infrastructure plan, the Scottish 
Government is pushing ahead with its own plans to create 
a competitive and attractive aviation market. The SNP in 
Scotland plans to slash Air Passenger Duty in Scotland by 50 
per cent which will encourage tourism, create nearly 4000 jobs 
by 2020 and stimulate £200 million of economic benefits each 
year. 

  The decisions which the SNP Government has made around 
transport contributes to more jobs, slashes journey times, 
creates greater access to key markets for our businesses and 
across the world and helps to create a better quality of life for 
everyone. 

  The Scottish Government has made significant steps in 
modernising its own transport infrastructure. It is now vital 
that the Department for Transport does the same. I would 
urge ministers to engage with the Scottish government to see 
what lessons can be learnt and to level the playing field across 
these islands. This issue is about more than transportation.  
It is about connecting people – jobs, the wider economy, the 
environment and more. Ultimately, we can either choose 
to remain stalled in traffic or we can get on board a modern 
transport infrastructure.

“ScotRail have introduced 
new low-cost fares” 
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Keeping the fight going  against malaria and hepatitis
John Mann, 
a member of the All-Party Parliamentary Group on Malaria 
and Neglected Tropical Diseases and Labour MP for Bassetlaw

Since the establishment in 2000 of the Millennium 
Development Goals, great strides have been made 
in combating poverty and disease around the world. 

However, without a clear commitment to maintain this level 
of progress, we could easily slip back and allow diseases such 
as malaria and hepatitis to reverse our successes in combating 
them.

  The UK is right at the forefront of the fight against malaria 
and hepatitis, and the work carried out by the Department for 
International Development - alongside major drug companies, 
such as GSK, and organisations on the ground - is making a 
real difference. The malaria parasite is still killing an estimated 
660,000 people a year, the majority, of which, are, sadly, 
children less than five years of age, born in sub-Saharan Africa. 
However, the advances made through the widespread use 
of chemically treated nets to sleep in, and the development 
of early diagnostic tests and vaccines, has saved hundreds of 
thousands of lives. 

  Yet the malaria parasite is adapting and changing and so 
we cannot afford to rest on our laurels. The specially treated 
nets that have played such a visible role in fighting the disease 
only have a three year life span - they are not a one stop fix. 
As a member of the All-Party Parliamentary Group on Malaria 
and Neglected Tropical Diseases, I visited Tanzania with other 
members of the group and saw, at first hand, the work being 
carried out there to develop new vaccines.

  Funding from the British Government has increased 
substantially over the past 15 years - from £100 million in 2000 
to £500 million in 2014. It has also been supporting companies in 
the production of a new generation of anti-malarial drugs called 
Artemisinin Combination Therapies, or ACTs for short. It has also 
recently announced the establishment of the Ross Fund, which 
is a new initiative to combat malaria and is named after the first 
ever British Nobel Laureate. The Government has pledged £1 
billion to the fund to continue the fight against malaria.  

  Whilst the fight against malaria is one that grabs the 
headlines, when it comes to the fight against hepatitis in its 
various forms, the picture is more complicated. The ways in 
which we combat the most prevalent form of the disease also 
requires a slightly less high tech approach to malaria. Very 
simply, one of the most successful ways to combat Hepatitis A 
is proper plumbing and sanitation. Hepatitis A is caught when a 
person consumes contaminated food or water, something which 
proper plumbing, sewage and sanitation practices would all but 
eradicate. 

  There is, of course, a vaccine for Hepatitis A which many 
British nationals have before travelling to countries where the 
disease is common, but, sadly, for Hepatitis B and C, there is no 
cure, only medication to offset the effects of the disease. 

  In developing nations, 90 per cent of children have been 
infected with Hepatitis A, a figure that is just simply too high - in 
the 21st century, we should not be exposing millions of children 
to drinking water that is not clean. 

  Malaria and hepatitis not only kill hundreds of thousands of 
people but they also have a detrimental impact on the economic 
output in countries where the diseases are rife. Reducing cases 
and deaths from malaria by 90 per cent would create an extra 
$4.1 trillion in new, economic output. That is not only good news 
for those individual countries but also good news for the UK, as 
it creates millions more potential consumers for our goods and 
more potential trade partners. 

  It makes sense from not only a moral standpoint but also an 
economic one to maintain the fight against the diseases. Huge 
strides have been made in the past twenty years, and it is vital 
that now we are finally winning the war against the diseases, 
we maintain our current efforts and eventually rid the world of 
these cruel, debilitating illnesses.

“Sadly, for Hepatitis B
and C, there is no cure” Bowel cancer, also known as colorectal cancer, is the 4th most common type of 

cancer in the UK, and is the 2nd most common cause of cancer death after lung 
cancer. It is one of the most treatable of cancers with early diagnosis.

Each year, more than 41,000 people are diagnosed with bowel cancer – 
23,000 men and 18,000 women – and someone dies from bowel cancer 
every half hour. Research shows that 9 out of 10 cases of bowel cancer 
detected early can be successfully treated.

In the last 10 years, cases of bowel cancer have increased by 6%, but 
deaths have decreased by 14%. Survival rates have doubled over the last 
40 years and are continuing to improve due to increased awareness, earlier 
diagnosis, improved treatments, and screening. Treatments are most successful 
in the 60 - 69 age group, probably due to screening.

54% of cases of bowel cancer are linked to lifestyle, these included alcohol – 
12%, smoking – 8%, meat consumption – 21% and obesity – 13%.

Regular bowel cancer screening has been shown to reduce the risk of dying 
from bowel cancer by 16%.The NHS Bowel Cancer Screening offers routine 
screening to those aged 50 - 74 in Scotland and 60 - 69 in the rest of the UK. 

For more information contact your Helpline: Scotland - 0800 012 1833.
Figures refer to UK. Primary source - CRUK 09/2015.

Raising awareness 
of bowel cancer

Supporting Cancer Research UK and local hospices
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Rescuing children in need 
Edward Timpson, 
Minister of State for Children and Families 
and Conservative MP for Crewe and Nantwich

I have often spoken about my childhood, growing up with 90 
fostered brothers and sisters. That has had a huge impact on 
my life.  From becoming a Family Barrister to my current role 

as Children and Families Minister, there has been a single, silver 
thread running through everything I do: an unwavering belief that 
protecting vulnerable children is the most profound and important 
responsibility we have as a society.

  The children I shared my family home with, the families I, 
and colleagues, represented in the court room, and the children 
across the country who have benefitted from our reforms, are the 
fortunate ones.

  Those are the children rescued from a life of abuse and neglect 
by dedicated experts and innovative children’s services.  Let me 
be clear: this is truly life-changing work. Frontline children’s social 
work is a noble and demanding vocation, and one which demands 
an incredibly high-level of trust and respect.

  That is why we have worked so hard to strengthen the child 
protection system with a series of major reforms to children’s social 
care, and an ambitious drive for innovation throughout the system. 

  Last December, for example, we announced plans for a brand 
new body for social work to drive up standards and put social work 
on a par with high-status professionals, such as teachers, surgeons 
and lawyers.

  Frontline children’s social work will also be bolstered by the 
recruitment of thousands of top graduates from across the country, 
thanks to the expansion of the successful Frontline programme 
and a further cohort of the government’s Step Up to Social Work 
scheme – supported by £100 million of government funding.

  The money will result in over 3,000 of the best and brightest 

graduates training to be social workers over the next five years 
– meaning that, by 2018, one in four newly qualified social 
workers will have joined the profession via exemplary fast track 
programmes.

  And to make sure social workers are empowered and supported 
to do the job they came into the profession to do – making change 
happen for the families they serve – we have outlined a brand new 
vision for all child and family social workers to be assessed by the 
end of this Parliament.    

  However, for every family which is supported to change their 
lives for the better, in towns and cities across the country children 
in the most desperate circumstances are being allowed to slip 
through the cracks.

  That simply is not good enough. We have to acknowledge that 
there remain too many children’s services failing our children in 
the most fundamental sense of the word. Too many who are not 
making the sort of difference they need to make.

  And so last December, we announced that children’s services 
which are persistently failing will face immediate intervention.  That 
could include sending in an independent commissioner who will 
provide expert support and advice to transform children’s services. 
But, of course, if they do not demonstrate the sustained and swift 
improvements these children deserve, it will result in the handing 
over of these services to high performing councils and experts in 
child protection, because the wellbeing of the most vulnerable 
children must always come first.

  To demonstrate the seriousness of our intent, we have 
announced the creation of a new voluntary trust in Sunderland 
– supported by Nick Whitfield, who has worked tirelessly to 
transform children’s services in Kingston and Richmond – as well as 
new expert Commissioners in Norfolk and Sandwell – Dave Hill and 
Eleanor Brazil.

  And to ensure these councils – and others – are able to learn from 
the very best in children’s social care, we have announced the first 
group of “Partners in Practice” – councils who will model excellence 
and innovation in the delivery of children’s social care services, and 
will lead the way in demonstrating to others how these changes 
can be achieved.

  So this is a reiteration of our determination to do whatever 
it takes to find new and better ways of delivering for the most 
vulnerable children – and supporting children’s services across the 
country to bring about a brighter future for the young lives in their 
hands.

  This is our top priority, and I know it is one we share with 
professionals across the country. So let us work together to truly 
transform the lives of every child who needs our help.

“We have announced 
the creation of a new 

voluntary trust in 
Sunderland” 
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The huge number of people serving 
increasingly long indeterminate 
sentences is one of the most pressing, 
but least discussed, issues facing 
prisons in England and Wales today.

There are more prisoners sentenced 
to an indeterminate term in England 
and Wales than in the other 46 
countries in the Council of Europe 
combined. There are currently 11,675 
people serving life and indeterminate 
sentences for public protection – an 
increase of more than 250 per cent 
since 2001. 

As the number of people serving 
indeterminate sentences has 
increased, so too has the length of 
time they spend in prison. The average 
minimum tariffs for mandatory and 
non-mandatory life sentences have 
increased by 32 per cent and 75 
per cent respectively in less than a 
decade. There does not appear to be 
any explanation for these significant 
increases in tariff length other than 
sentence inflation. There is no evidence 
that murders have become more 
sadistic or brutal, or that reoffending 
rates for those who have committed 
serious offences have increased. On 
the contrary, reoffending rates of those 
released from the custodial part of a 
life sentence have continued to be 

very low – latest figures show that 
3.2 per cent of released mandatory 
lifers reoffend, compared to a prison 
population average of 45.8 per cent. 
Rather, tariff lengths have gradually, 
and largely unintentionally, risen in a 
punitive penal climate.

Reforming long sentences for serious 
offences can be politically difficult, 
but making thousands of already 
long sentences longer is extremely 
expensive and achieves no penal aim. 
Whilst much of the focus has been 
on short sentences in recent years, 
the real driver of prison population 
increase is sentence lengths growing 
and opportunities to earn release 
shrinking.

The Howard League has looked at 
how Canada, the Netherlands and 
Portugal respond to those who have 
committed serious offences. Whilst 
there are many differences between 
the systems, they are united in that 
they all use their most severe criminal 
penalties less frequently, have a 
greater focus on rehabilitation and 
release during the custodial phase 
of a sentence, and provide multiple 
opportunities for release to recognise 
when a person has made exceptional 
efforts to rehabilitate and no longer 
poses a risk.

The Ministry of Justice should take these 
lessons from abroad seriously. Some 
relatively small changes could have 
a big impact on reversing sentence 
inflation and facilitating early release 
of those serving long sentences early 
when it is safe to do so - a move that 
would save millions of pounds in prison 
costs each year. The key changes 
needed are: introduce a presumption 
in favour of release when a prisoner 
has served their minimum term; stop 
recalling people to prison after release 
for a technical breach of their licence 
terms, rather than a further offence; 
introduce measures to help prisoners 
with long sentences move through the 
prison system more efficiently; and 
introduce a Canadian-style ‘faint hope’ 
policy, allowing those who rehabilitate 
themselves to apply for early release.

Frances Crook is Chief Executive of the 
Howard League for Penal Reform

The Howard League’s briefing Faint Hope: What to do about long sentences can 
be downloaded from http://www.howardleague.org/faint-hope/

The huge number of people serving increasingly 
long indeterminate sentences is one of the most 
pressing, but least discussed, issues facing prisons 
in England and Wales today.

FAINT HOPE NEEDED IN OUR PRISONS
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Time for a new approach to  combatting cyber threats
Dr Liam Fox,
Conservative MP for North Somerset

We live in a new world. A world of interdependence where 
risk in one part of the globe quickly spreads to the rest. 
Contagion – whether economic – such as the 2008 

banking crisis, natural – such as SARS - or terrorist – such as 9/11 - 
will ricochet around the globe. 

  Nowhere has the rate of change been greater than in the world 
of communications technology. To put things in context, at the 
end of 1995, around 16 million people (0.5 per cent of the world’s 
population) were using the internet. By the end of 2012, that figure 
had ballooned to 2.75 billion people, which is approximately 39 per 
cent of the world’s population.

  I recently spoke at a gathering of Swiss bankers in Lugano 
where I was surprised both by the variation in understanding of 
the potential cyber threats they were facing and the apparent 
lack of urgency about dealing with them. As I pointed out, the 
first thing we have to learn about this new world is that we cannot 
disaggregate risk in the way that we might have been able to do 
in the past. Our dependence on new communications technology, 
and the vulnerability that it brings with it, has added a new risk 
to the mix. As we have become more dependent on technology 
to lubricate the wheels of our everyday activities, so we have 
become more vulnerable to either the failures of the technologies 
themselves or our ability to access them.

  The upshot has been year-on-year increases in the amount of 
private data stolen from companies and individuals through cyber-
crime, and a corresponding upshot in its profitability for criminals. 
Their attacks are made easier by a public perception that only 
financial institutions are targeted. However, as we have seen in 

recent years, denial of service attacks, theft of employee data and 
harvesting of personal information have affected firms, regardless 
of their industry. Whilst stolen credit card information can be 
purchased for as little as $1 on the dark web, a full set of medical 
records commands a $2,000 premium.  Apathy to those threats 
has combined with increasingly sophisticated hacking groups to 
leave many companies effectively defenceless. 

  So what then can be done to combat the threats? As a matter 
of urgency, we need to develop a proper cyber doctrine in the 
way that we did in the emergence of the nuclear era. We need to 
determine how we would respond to potential existential threats 
and how we will use asymmetry to both deter and, if necessary, 
deal with cyber aggression.

  There are two areas for change which I would propose. The first 
is legislative and the second is organisational.

  I believe that the law needs to change in two major ways. 
As I mentioned earlier, denial of cyber intrusion is too often the 
response of companies worried about their reputation. That 
encourages the wrong culture entirely. If the fund holding my 
pension is being hacked and my money lost, I want to know about 
it. That is why I believe the government needs to change the law 
to make it illegal to be hacked without informing shareholders and 
other stakeholders.     

  The second change which I believe we need is in relation to those 
who do business with government. As I have already pointed out, 
it is much easier to penetrate a small company in a supply chain 
than a major organisation, such as the Ministry of Defence. That 
is why I believe the government should insist, legally, that any 
organisation which does business with government should have a 
minimum defined level of cyber security or they will be excluded 
from government contracts.

  The final change refers to the structure of government itself. 
I believe that the current structure of Whitehall, and the way 
that our cyber security is arranged, is outdated, too complex and 
an inefficient way of using taxpayers money. I would like to see 
all government cyber activity, including both its offensive and 
defensive capabilities, concentrated in one place and answerable 
to a single ministerial portfolio. We cannot afford either the luxury 
or risk of unnecessary duplication and diversion of resources, not to 
mention the misplacement of the vital, but finite, individuals with 
the necessary skills to carry out these tasks.

“We need to develop a 
proper cyber doctrine” 

Investing in renewables: why and how

Matthew Pennycook, 
a member of the Energy and Climate Change Select 
Committee and Labour MP for Greenwich and Woolwich

What if it’s a big hoax and we create a better world 
for nothing?” That was the question posed by one 
delegate to another at a fictional climate summit in a 

USA Today cartoon from 2009.  

  The question has stayed with me ever since because it 
expresses a fundamental truth about the transition to a 
green economy. International efforts to keep total global 
emissions within safe limits are important not just because 
of the imperative of avoiding catastrophic climate change, 
but because they also present an opportunity to enhance our 
quality of life and create a better world here and now. 

  The case for investing in clean, renewable electricity 
generation not only rests on the fact that it is a means to avert 
irreparable harm to our planet but that it also has numerous 
other benefits: energy independence and security; more 
liveable and sustainable cities; cleaner air and improved public 
health; cheaper energy in the long-run; and the preservation of 
our natural environment. 

  Furthermore, it increasingly makes sense in terms of the 
bottom line. With the transition to a greener economy now 
irreversible, it is only a matter of time before policy-making 
catches up with environmental necessity to burst the carbon 
bubble and render ‘stranded’ fossil fuel assets financially 
worthless. 

  Thankfully, the UK still remains ahead of the curve. Our 
renewable energy industry is now generating a record level of 
power. That achievement owes much to the fact that the UK 
still has some of the most advanced climate change legislation 
in the world - a testament to the ambition of the last Labour 
Government which doubled the UK’s renewable energy 
capacity and, with all-party support, introduced the Climate 

Change Act, mandating an 80 per cent reduction in emissions 
by 2050  -  the first country in the world to legislate for cuts on 
such a scale. 

  The temptation in such circumstances is for the Government 
to rest on its laurels, content with the fact that the deployment 
of renewable electricity generation is on target. That would be 
a mistake. The commitments that the UK Government entered 
into at the historic Paris summit last year will require us to be 
even more ambitious in the years ahead over how much of our 
energy demand is met through renewable sources. 

  That is why the Government’s seeming lack of ambition in 
that area is causing concern. Industry groups from across the 
renewable electricity sector have been raising concerns for 
some time that the UK is at risk of failing to meet its European 
Union obligations to obtain 15 per cent of its energy from 
renewables by 2020, primarily as a result of a lack of progress 
on decarbonising heat and the difficulties in delivering cross-
departmental commitments with regards to transport. Unless 
lost ground in those areas is made up quickly, we will either fall 
short of our EU obligations or we will be forced to over-deliver 
on renewable electricity deployment to compensate. 

  In such circumstances, the Government’s decision to signal 
a change of direction on low-carbon through a series of, often 
abrupt, policy announcements makes little sense – and nor 
does the justification that these sudden policies are essential 
to relieve the pressure on consumer energy bills. If the burden 
on consumer bills is lifted in any meaningful way, it is likely 
only to be in the very short-term. That is because the impact 
of the uncertainty which has been created around energy 
policy will lead to increased risk premiums and damage to 
investor confidence, which will create higher project costs and, 
ultimately, higher consumer bills in the future. 

  As the Energy and Climate Change select committee’s 
recently published report on “Investor confidence in the UK 
energy sector” made clear, it is essential that the Government 
provide investors with greater certainty and stability as a 
matter of some urgency. That means more clarity with regard 
to existing policy mechanisms, including the future of the 
Levy Control Framework past 2020 and future Contracts-for-
Difference auctions. It also means a credible and coherent 
long-term vision for the future of the UK’s energy system and 
the role of renewables within this system. 

  It is only by harnessing the dynamism of the market within 
a stable and secure investment environment, supported and 
underwritten by Government, that we will achieve the rapid 
investment in renewables which we need to avoid catastrophic 
climate change and create that better world.

“The Government’s 
seeming lack of ambition 

is causing concern” 
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Securing the security of Britain 

Daniel Kawczynski,
Conservative MP for Shrewsbury and Atcham

There is no use in politicians talking about their 
affection and admiration for our Armed Forces if we 
are unwilling to ensure that our military receives the 

equipment which it requires in order to effectively carry out 
the work we ask of it. 

  That does not mean that we, as a nation, need to spend 
vast sums on defence; the most important strategy is to 
make sure our procurement is considered and effective. 

That is something that does not seem to have been the 
case under the last Labour Government, and this caused the 
coalition to inherit a large black hole – a black hole that is 
said to have been around £38 billion and was larger than the 
entire defence budget for one year. 

  It was incredibly important that we managed to balance 
the budget - it would have been irresponsible and incredibly 
dangerous for our national security not to have done so. 

  The announcement that the Government has committed 
to spending 2 per cent of GDP on defence is of great 
importance. 

Whilst I maintain the view that it is military capability that 
matters more than percentage of GDP spent, the fact is that 

as a major member of NATO, any failure by us to meet the 
target set by the organisation would send out the wrong 
message to fellow members. 

  Meeting that target was made even more pertinent by 
the Prime Ministers’ statement at the NATO conference in 
Cardiff, which called for all members of NATO to meet the 
2 per cent target. He was right then to suggest that some 
members of the organisation are getting the insurance of 
NATO without paying the premium, and he is right now to 
make sure that Britain meets that same target throughout 
this Parliament. 

  I, myself, have been calling for other members of NATO 
to meet the target, and I am pleased to see that my country 
of birth, Poland, has now committed to doing so. 

Encouraging other members to meet the target is 
something that we must continue to do - and we can now 
do so without fear of hypocrisy. 

  In addition to meeting the 2 per cent NATO target, the 
Government has set out its plans to spend £178 billion on 
new equipment over the coming decade. 

My neighbor and colleague Phillip Dunne MP has carried 
out an excellent job as Minister for Procurement, and the 
investment programme will provide new strike fighters, 
more surveillance aircraft, hunter killer submarines, two 
new aircraft carriers, the A400Ms transport aircraft and the 
most advanced armoured vehicles – all, of which, will keep 
Britain safe.

 The Strategic Defence and Security Review also 
announced the procurement of nine new Maritime Patrol 
Aircraft to protect our nuclear deterrent, hunt down hostile 
submarines and enhance our maritime search and rescue.

  In order to counter the world’s security threats, it is 
important that we continue to invest in defence. 

Current defence spending provides the UK with the second 
largest defence budget in NATO and the largest in the 
European Union.

I welcome the Chancellor’s announcement that the UK 
defence budget will grow every year, and that we will meet 
the NATO pledge of 2 per cent of our national income for 
the rest of this decade. 

  That will ensure that Britain’s defence budget, already 
one of the largest in the world, continues to support 
our world-class armed forces with the equipment and 
capabilities needed to deliver security for Britain in what is 
an increasingly unstable world. 

“£178 billion on new 
equipment over the 

coming decade” 
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Kudos to the Scottish  Government on lobbying
Francis Ingham, 
Director General of the Public Relations Consultants Association

Crash. Bang. Swoosh. The sound of another piece of lobbying 
legislation hurtling through the winding corridors of 
another Parliament. There is a small argument to be made 

that if you want something done quickly by any government, 
make the legislation about lobbyists in some way, shape or form.

  The Scottish Parliament, unlike Westminster in 2013-14, 
however, gave the matter a lot of “thought”. Lots of democracies 
spend a great deal of time chatting about how best to engage 
with stakeholders and how best for these stakeholders to engage 
with democracy. Scotland, however, has had a great deal of pre-
legislative scrutiny on the matter. 

  Now, here is a short primer following the passing of the 
Lobbying (Scotland) Bill on Thursday 10th March: there is going 
to be a statutory Lobbying Register in Scotland. It will cover just 
face-to-face meetings between lobbyists and MSPs, SPADs and 
Permanent Secretaries, for the most part. It will take some time 
to work out and get right. And it will apply to those seeking to 
inform parliament, whether you do it as a third party or do it for 
your employer.

  The lobbying industry believes that a Bill is necessary and 
supports the establishment of a Lobbying Register in Scotland – 
indeed, this has been our longstanding and consistent position. 
We hold similar aims, in the matter, to the Scottish Parliament: 
we think a Lobbying Register in Scotland will go some way to 
educating the public about politics. 

We also believe that a Register will help dispel some of the 
myths and confusion which exist around lobbying and democracy. 
Big oil and foreign multi-nationals, you say? More like charities, 
PR firms, campaign groups and businesses of all shapes and sizes. 
And, quite frankly, that is the way it should be – everyone should 

have a stake in democracy. 

  As it passed, the Lobbying (Scotland) Bill saw some fairly major 
amendments up for debate.

  We appreciate that MSPs have been lobbied hard by some 
organisations for “financial disclosure” – namely, to reveal their 
exact income from public affairs activities. But that is easier said 
than done. Lobbying, as defined in the real world, is part of a 
much wider communications strategy and occurs as and when 
necessary, according to changing political circumstances.

  Despite the mention of “payments received for an instance 
of lobbying”, neither consultants nor in-house lobbyists work 
on contracts which specify a certain number of meetings, or 
which allocate a certain portion of their budget or time to these 
activities. I hate to tell you, conspiracy theorists, but government 
often approaches lobbyists. We are pleased that the idea of 
financial disclosure was banished, and we are pleased that Joe 
FitzPatrick MSP, the Minister, was receptive to our arguments.

  Despite its good intentions, we really ought to consider what 
on earth is going to happen now that that the same Minister’s 
amendment to exempt small organisations sailed through the 
vote. Whilst plenty of us can appreciate the goal of the Scottish 
Government, it adds a significant loophole to the situation and 
does not create the level playing field necessary for democracy 
in Scotland. If members are minded to reduce small business 
burden, we ought to ensure that only essential information is 
captured, rather than anything else. 

  That exclusion also raises a number of unintended 
consequences; for example, it suggests that lobbying is confined 
specifically to what we might call “bigger business”. Concurrently, 
it goes some way to suggest that there exists a class of “bigger” 
lobbyists and “smaller” lobbyists, whose work is so radically 
different that the former is required to register and the latter 
is not. That probably will not make sense to anyone without a 
studious devotion to the Bill.

  So what is happening, then? And what sort of changes to 
democracy have the Scottish Government just ushered in? Time 
tends to tell when it comes to those kinds of questions. 

It is far from perfect, and we would all feel much better if it had 
a broader definition, or if it covered more of those who are being 
lobbied. It is unlikely to have the chilling effect across democracy 
that some of the draconic amendments would have brought 
about.

   You can take comfort from the fact that, throughout the 
process, the Scottish Government has properly recognised that 
lobbying and a flourishing democracy go hand-in-hand. They are 
symbiotic. 

“There is going to be 
a statutory Lobbying 
Register in Scotland” 

A Polish prince as Mayor of London? 
John Zylinski, 
Candidate for London Mayor

The current electoral campaign for Mayor of London must be 
the dullest ever.

  Compared to the previous Mayors, Boris Johnson and Ken 
Livingstone, the two main candidates on this occasion appear to 
have had charisma by-passes. Zac Goldsmith, ever so pretty, comes 
across as a Barbie Doll with a nervous tic in his leg when sitting. And 
Sadiq Khan is wooden in his manner, so visibly a victim of public-
speaking consultants. 

  Being the Mayor of a world capital city does require presence. 
Unfortunately, neither Zac nor Sadiq have it.

  So, as usual, a Pole comes to the rescue! Polish migrants gave the 
UK Marks and Spencer, victory in the Battle of Britain, the unravelling 
of the Enigma code and, more recently, the world beating work ethic 
of one million Polish newcomers to Britain.  And now, perhaps, me, a 
Polish Prince, as Mayor of London?

  Why not? I am Polish and English through and through and I am 
a Londoner born and bred. I have 500,000 Polish Londoners behind 
me, as well as, perhaps, a further one million European Union citizens 
in London. Most of those people feel that they do not have a voice 
in Britain and have endured years of xenophobia and, occasionally, 
outright hatred from sections of UK media and politics.

  Last year, I made the news when I challenged Nigel Farage to a 
duel with swords at dawn in Hyde Park, becoming an instant hero 
to Polish people and other newcomers. I know that many of those 
people will support me in the race to become Mayor of London.

All of the candidates in this Mayoral election agree that the 
number one issue is housing. My good fortune is that I have been 
a professional property developer in London for 30 years. I have 
created hundreds of homes over the years and built probably the 
most famous private house in London, according to Time Out – The 
White House, in Ealing, W5. It is a Polish 18th century palace based 
on my grandmother’s palace in Poland, which the Communists burnt 
down. I was six years old when I promised her that I would build a 
replica palace - and I kept my word.

  It is obvious to any property professional that the main reason for 
the housing crisis is the complete lack of political will at all levels in 
the UK to build new houses. Every politician prefers to run away from 
the vocal protestors against development. I have 30 years’ worth of 
experience of the planning system. I have endured public enquiries, 
appeals, judicial reviews and High Court actions. I am used to it. It 
does not faze me at all.

  As Mayor of London, I would use the vast planning powers 
afforded to the mayor 12 times per day – compare this to how Boris 
Johnson has used these powers just 12 times in eight years.  

  That is political will. You consult everybody, of course, you can 
negotiate but, above all, you must actually build. 

One of the nicest complements which I have ever received was 
from Irvine Seller, the creator of the wonderful Shard, who praised 
my unflinching optimism and determination. More to the point is the 
fact that I have actually been building homes for 30 years. 

  In November 2015, the organisation London First reported that 
there is enough land in London to build 1,250,000 new homes – and 
all on brownfield land. My proposal is more modest. As Mayor of 
London, I will build a million houses which would really solve the 
housing crisis. It is the only way to do it.

  Perhaps it is time for the Polish nation to come to the rescue again, 
this time represented by the Polish Prince. During the Battle of 
Britain, the ‘kill rate’ of enemy planes by the average Polish pilot was 
four times greater than that of British pilots. I will build four times as 
many houses in London than anyone else.

  It is simply a scandal that a nation which ruled half of the world at 
any one time is not capable of housing the people of its own capital 
city. If you want to solve the housing crisis, vote for Prince John 
Zylinski!

“I will build a million 
houses which would really 

solve the housing crisis” 
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Peter, you are Director of the CO2Chem Network. Can you explain its 
function and aims?
The CO2Chem Network was established in 2010 as one of the EPSRC Grand Challenges 
in the Physical Sciences. We act as advocates for carbon dioxide utilisation (CDU) with 
an increasing amount of time spent on policy development as well as supporting the 
fundamental and translational science and engineering.  Our main aim is to ensure CDU 
becomes part of the mainstream chemical manufacturing industries, replacing some of the 
fossil oil petrochemicals in the supply chain. Since 2010 it has grown to over 1,100 members 
worldwide. There is an equal distribution of academics, industry and policy makers. At the 
same time CDU commercialisation has increased, especially in Europe, North America 
and Asia.  The time has now come to support the drive towards commercialisation and 
plans are underway to spin out a Trade Association for CDU industries. 

Given that the Government has abandoned funding for CCS 
commercialisation in the UK, how do you see Carbon Dioxide Utilisation 
fitting into the technology landscape?
I think we need to be clear that it is just the commercialisation funding that has been 
abandoned: there is still a need to develop new fundamental technologies for CCS. 
Development of CDU needs to work alongside CCS to accelerate utilisation deployment. 
For CDU, carbon capture is an essential part of the supply chain. While some CDU 
processes can use raw flue gases, others will require a purified stream. We must also 
use caution in defining what is CDU: it is the synthesis of new chemicals through the 
making and breaking of chemical bonds in the CO2 molecule. We do not consider 
enhanced oil recovery, as while it does sequester some CO2, the oil that is produced is 
largely combusted meaning more CO2 is emitted than is stored.  In Europe CDU is funded 
strongly and is an integral part of the Horizon 2020 programme.

There have been some that say CCU cannot remove the amounts of CO2 
that can potentially be achieved using CCS. How do you react to that?
The evidence certainly does not support this. At the present time CDU technologies 
capture and use around ten times more CO2 that is currently sequestered in CCS 
processes and this is set to increase. Urea production is the main user of CO2 and new 
techniques using renewable hydrogen are making this even more efficient in removing 
CO2 emissions.  Other well established technologies include the production methanol, 
salicylic acid, methane, diesel, polymers and minerals such as calcium and magnesium 
carbonate.  CDU is actually a technology with over 100 years of history. However, it is only 
recently, amid concerns of climate change avoidance, that its true potential to change the 
way we produce valuable chemicals has been recognised.  CDU needs the CC part of 
CCS to support this growth so it is essential that capture technologies are developed to 
become more efficient and less expensive. 

There is much talk about the consequences of the European Referendum.  
What is the state of CCU in Europe and how would leaving the EU affect 
its implementation?
I think it is safe to say that Europe has a lead in developing CDU technologies. Germany 
in particular has benefited from targeted funding from BMBF. CO2 Utilisation in Europe is 
becoming incredibly popular and was showcased in the February 2016 edition of the SETIS 
magazine. I have been involved in the establishment of a Horizon Prize in CO2 Reuse that 
was launched recently by the European Commission. There is also an Interesting Project 
of Common European Interest (IPCEI) proposal under consideration which would give us 
access to around 1 billion€ across member states. The Referendum is a chance for the 
public to decide on the benefits or otherwise of membership of the EU. That decision has 
to be made on evidence that is clear and transparent. Personally I think that science and 
engineering in the UK will be seriously disadvantaged if we leave the EU as we will not only 
lose funding but also the opportunity for collaborations.

Where do you see CCU technologies in say 2030?
We have looked at a number of scenarios. We need to decarbonise in order to meet IPCC 
Climate Change targets but that is not the main driver of CDU: it is the removal of at least 
some fossil oil from the supply chain. Given that CCS is a waste treatment approach that 
cannot operate at profit, utilisation represents a new income generating mechanism that 
also allows fossil oil use to be avoided or reduced. This reduces reliance on oil imports 
to some degree and adds profit to the national economy. Current growth is encouraging, 
however there are new technologies in the development phase that have the potential to 
revolutionise the drive to commercialisation. By 2030 I predict that that CO2 Reuse will be 
as widespread as the recycling of paper, glass and plastics is today. Fourteen years ago 
recycling was a nascent industry in the UK as CO2 Utilisation is today. In fourteen years’ 
time CO2 Recycling will be a common place activity.

PROFESSOR PETER STYRING
Director of the UK Centre  
for Carbon Dioxide Utilization
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The SNP has a positive, progressive 
message for the future. We are in 
government in Scotland and facing 

elections next month, and we are the 
only effective opposition to the Tories at 
Westminster, as Labour continue to lick 
their wounds in public and talk only to each 
other, rather than to the electorate.

   In a few weeks’ time, the people of 
Scotland will vote on what party will lead 
the Scottish Government for the next five 
years, while on June 23rd we will vote, 
along with the other nations of the UK, on 
our future in the European Union.

  As a party, the SNP go into that period 
flying high in the polls – a reality that both 

motivates and humbles us. Our response 
to those favourable polls is always to 
remember that we must never take a 
single vote for granted – and we do not.  
Our record in government is a strong one 
- delivered in tough circumstances - and 
Scotland is a better place today than it was 
when we took office.

 So we are proud of our record. But the 
job is far from finished and we will not rest 
on our laurels. In the weeks to come, we 
will set out how we will build on the council 
tax freeze with a reformed, fairer and more 
progressive system of local taxation. We 
will detail plans, not just to invest more 
money in our NHS, but to fundamentally 
reshape it – alongside social care – so that it 
is fit for the future.

   We will outline how we will use new tax 
and social security powers to help build 
a stronger economy and a fairer society, 
where people are helped out of poverty. 
We will make clear how we intend to 
further extend the living wage and advance 
gender equality. We will set out, in detail, 
the actions which we will take to close the 
attainment gap in our schools.

  We have a Tory government at 
Westminster whose signature dish is taking 
from the poor and vulnerable in order to 
give to the wealthiest. The assault on the 
disabled in George Osborne’s Budget was 
mirrored by the reduction in taxes for the 
richest few. It is a government that is out 
of touch and distant from the reality of so 
many people’s lives – and has failed on all 
of the economic targets it has set itself.

  Labour in Scotland is embarking on 
a course of raising taxes to pay for Tory 
austerity. It is no surprise then that Labour 

has given up on winning in Scotland and is 
appearing to restrict its ambition to being 
in second place – and even this may be in 
jeopardy. 

The other electoral event will be the 
referendum on our membership of the EU. 
It was disrespectful that David Cameron 
ignored pleas from the First Ministers of all 
three devolved administrations in the UK 
not to hold the vote so close to the May 
elections. However, with the referendum 
date having been set, the focus can now 
shift to the matter of why our continued EU 
membership is overwhelmingly in the best 
interests of Scotland and the rest of the UK.

  For more than 40 years, individuals, 
businesses and communities from across 
Scotland have experienced the many 
social, economic and cultural benefits 
of EU membership. Those include jobs, 
significant investment, opportunities for 
our businesses to trade across the world’s 
largest single market, social protections like 
employment rights and the opportunity 
to work in solidarity with others across 
the continent to tackle pressing global 
challenges, such as the movement of 
refugees and migrants, energy security and 
climate change.

  It is now more important than ever that 
those who support Scotland’s continued 
EU membership make the case as strongly 
as possible. The Scottish Government and 
the SNP MPs at Westminster will be at the 
forefront of making that argument.

   So the SNP takes nothing for granted. 
We will fight for every vote, both to be 
returned to Government and to ensure that 
Scotland is not dragged away from the EU 
against its will. 

Stewart Hosie
Deputy Leader of the  
Scottish National Party in 
the House of Commons 
and MP for Dundee East

S cottish politics has been 
accused of many things.  
However, being boring has 

never been one of them.

  The last few years have been 
fascinating. Following the 
independence referendum and the 
delivery by the UK Government of a 
Scotland Bill, which makes Holyrood 
one of the most powerful devolved 
parliaments in the world,  a new era is 
about to begin.

  The politics of gripe, grudge and 
grievance, of conveniently being able 
to blame “Westminster” for failings 
closer to home, are over.

  New powers over tax and welfare 
bring the ability to do things very 
differently, but they also bring new 
accountability and, I hope, a new 
maturity to the Scottish Parliament.

  I believe the change will be so 
fundamental that I describe it as 
creating a “Holyrood 2.0”. 

  The difference between the 
legislature in which I served from 
1999 to 2005, and the one which 
will be elected in this May’s Scottish 
elections, means it will be, in effect, a 
new Scottish Parliament. 

  As such, it will be responsible 
for key decisions affecting Scottish 
people at every stage of their lives.

  Major new powers over tax, 
welfare and other matters will give 
added weight and effectiveness to 
those it already possesses.

 However, they also bring a new 
responsibility – not just in terms of 
policymaking, but also on a more 
fundamental level. There is now an 
even greater imperative for political 
parties to be straight with the 
electorate about what they would 
do with those powers - and then, 
for those privileged enough to be 
elected as a government, to take 
responsibility for the policy choices 
they make.

  For too long, Scottish 
Governments have been able to 
hide behind the limitations of their 
powers over tax and spend. Not for 
much longer. In a year or so, the buck 
will stop at Bute House, the official 
residence of Scotland’s First Minister. 

  That is why I believe it is vital that 
the political parties contesting May’s 
Holyrood elections are upfront with 
the voters. So far, there has been a 
welcome candour from the Scottish 
Conservatives, Labour and the Liberal 
Democrats about how they want to 
use control over income tax. Their 
competing visions give the electorate 
a clear choice.

  But there has been a noticeable 
silence from the SNP, who have still 
to give us an indication of how they 
would use sweeping tax and spend 
powers to improve the lives of the 
people they would govern. Most 
impartial observers say that is simply 
not good enough. 

  During the referendum, the 
advocates of independence could 
not present a credible economic 
case. The latest figures show that 
Scotland’s fiscal position has declined 
in the months since the referendum. 
The economic case for independence 
was thin in 2014; now it is totally 
threadbare.

  Voters were right in 2014 to 
demand what we have delivered: 
a Scottish Parliament which truly 
has the power to provide Scottish 
solutions to Scottish issues, within 
the security of the United Kingdom. 

  It will mean Ministers and MSPs 
will have to have the courage of 
their convictions; governments will 
live and die by the tax and spend 
decisions they make.

  For the first time, in a long time, 
voters will go to the polls with the 
dominating issues being about 
how powers are used, rather than 
arguments about what they should 
be. That is a watershed in Scottish 
politics. 

  Holyrood has matured from 
a pocket money parliament to a 
powerhouse parliament; one where 
grudge and grievance can, at last, be 
replaced with good governance; and 
where “the buck stops here” takes 
over from the blame games of the 
past.

David Mundell
Secretary of State for  Scotland and  
Conservative MP for Dumfriesshire, 
Clydesdale and Tweeddale

WHERE NEXT FOR 
SCOTLAND?

As a result of the No vote in the Scotland referendum, some politicians and 
commentators in the UK believed that the spotlight on Scottish politics had 
come to an end. However, the stunning electoral success of the Scottish Na-
tional Party at the 2015 General Election, just months after the referendum 
result, has again returned Scotland to the forefront of so much of UK politics.  

  With the SNP constituting a powerful force at Westminster and on track to 
resoundingly win this May’s Scottish parliamentary elections, combined with 
an ever-growing appetite for independence amongst the Scottish popula-
tion, the question for politicians and commentators not just in Edinburgh 
and Westminster but elsewhere in the UK is: where next for Scotland?  To 
help discuss that, Politics First has asked for the views of Stewart Hosie, Da-
vid Mundell, Ian Murray and Alistair Carmichael...



Where next? In politics, that is 
the perennial question. With 
a Conservative Government 

wedded to further ideological cuts 
and an SNP Government content to 
merely manage them, we, in Scotland, 
face a stark choice: another dose of 
discredited austerity, or investment in 
Scotland’s future. 

  Setting out a vision for a country 
which both addresses the problems of 
the present and identifies, and seeks to 
exploit, the opportunities of the future, 
is no easy task.  

  In recent years, that task has been 
rendered more complicated by the 
extended debate on the constitution 
that has dominated the political 
discourse in Scotland. While that 
debate was necessary, it also meant 
that the real problems affecting 
Scotland – deep educational and health 
inequalities, a chronic lack of affordable 
housing, entrenched poverty and serial 
underfunding of local services – were 
left to fester. 

  However, with the Scotland Bill due 
to be ratified by both the Scottish and 
UK Parliaments, the debate on the 
constitution is over, and the stage is set 
for Scotland’s major parties to elucidate 
their visions for the future.

  On May 5, people across Scotland will 
go to the polls to vote in the Scottish 
Parliament elections. Whichever 
party they select to govern, the new 
Parliament they elect will become 
one of the most powerful devolved 
legislatures in the world. 

  Over the next few years, it will gain 
control over tax on all non-saving and 
non-dividend income; 50 per cent of 
Scotland’s VAT revenues; and enhanced 
borrowing facilities. It will also gain 
control over £2.5 billion of welfare 
benefits, the freedom to create new 
benefits in devolved areas, and to top-
up existing UK benefits. 

  Consequently, the next Scottish 
Parliament will have the power to 
radically reshape the social landscape 
in Scotland, and the ability to pay for it.  
If we use those new powers to their full 
potential, we can rejuvenate Scotland.  
That is what we, in Scottish Labour, 
aspire to. Our vision for the future is 
both practical and progressive: it is a 
vision designed to address the deep 
inequalities of the present and create 
new opportunities in the future.  

  The first stage of that vision entails 
repairing the damage inflicted by 
successive Tory and SNP Governments.   
To accomplish that, we would use 
the current powers of the Scottish 
Parliament to increase the Scottish 
Rate of Income Tax (SRIT) by one pence, 
using the funds raised to prevent further 
cuts to vital local services. Under our 
proposals, those on low incomes will be 

protected and nobody earning less than 
£20,000 a year will be worse off. 

  That is just the first chapter in our 
vision for the future.  Social mobility has 
stalled in Scotland; in order to kick-start 
it, we must be bold and innovative. 

  Every Scottish child deserves a good 
chance in life, and a safe and secure 
home to grow-up in. To facilitate that, 
a Scottish Labour Government would 
use the enhanced powers over income 
tax, due to arrive in April 2017, to 
increase tax for the wealthiest, using 
the additional revenues to establish a 
Fair Start Fund that would award £1,000 
to primary schools for every child from a 
deprived background. 

  We would tackle Scotland’s chronic 
housing shortage by using the 
Parliament’s new borrowing powers 
to fund 60,000 new affordable homes 
and, rather than reducing and then 
abolishing Air Passenger Duty, as the 
SNP propose, we would maintain it, and 
use this money to help first-time buyers 
get onto the property ladder. 

  The SNP and Tories have no plans 
on tax and no vision for the future - 
they would rather maintain the status 
quo. Conversely, when faced with the 
choice between using the Scottish 
Parliament’s new and existing powers, 
or undermining Scotland’s future 
prospects, Scottish Labour will always 
choose to use the powers. 

  So where next for Scotland? 
Labour’s road to the future is bold and 
less travelled, but it leads to a more 
prosperous and equal Scotland.  The 
stakes are high and the opportunities 
are vast; let us grab them with both 
hands.

Ian Murray

Shadow Secretary of State 
for Scotland and Labour 
MP for Edinburgh South

I am never keen to offer 
predictions but it would be nice 
to see our politics move on from 

a constitutional debate that was 
supposed to have been settled in 
September of 2014 and to see the 
Scottish Government focus, instead, 
on growing our economy and 
restoring our failing public services. 

   Consider the facts.

  Unemployment in Scotland is 6.1 
per cent, compared to the rate of 5.1 
per cent for rest of the UK. 

  Last year, Scotland had a public 
spending deficit of £15 billion - 9.7 per 
cent of GDP, compared with 4.9 per 
cent for the rest of the UK.

  The creation of a single Scottish 

Police force has been an even bigger 
failure than those of us who opposed 
it feared it would be. Unaccountable 
to anyone other than itself, we have 
seen record numbers of children being 
stopped and searched, while routinely 
armed police appear on the streets of 
Scottish towns with no debate at all.

  Scotland’s farmers and rural 
communities have been left swinging 
in the wind because the government 
has been unable to pay the farming 
subsidies that they are due.

   In education, the number of 
children from poorer backgrounds 
going to university in Scotland stands 
at 9.7 per cent, compared to 17 per 
cent for England, 13.9 per cent for 
Northern Ireland and 15.5 per cent for 
Wales. The number of college places 
has been cut by 152,000.

  Those facts do not happen by 
accident.  It is what happens when you 
have a government that spends its 
day dreaming of independence, rather 
than accepting the referendum result 
and getting on with the day job.

   Is that likely to change?  Not if 
the SNP have their way.  When you 
consider what they have achieved 
after nine years in government, you 
can see why they are keen to keep the 
debate on independence, rather than 
on public services and the economy.

   How much longer can it last? 

  Nicola Sturgeon told the recent 
SNP conference that the party would 
renew its campaign for independence 
in the summer so it is clear where her 
priorities lie.

   The problem for the SNP, however, 

is that change is coming.  For years 
now, they have played a clever game 
of blaming the UK Government for 
anything bad, while taking all the 
credit for anything good.   It may not 
be subtle but there is no denying that 
it has been effective.

  Now, however, with the passing 
of the Scotland Act, the Scottish 
Parliament will become one of the 
most powerful devolved legislatures 
anywhere in the world. When people 
open their wage packets at the end 
of each week, they will look not to 
Westminster but to Holyrood to 
account for the income tax deducted.

  Eighteen months on from the 
referendum, Scotland is still a divided 
nation. Those divisions are not helping 
us tackle what are the most pressing 
day-to-day issues in Scottish society.

The nationalists tell us that the 
dream will never die.  That, of course, 
is their right but government has to be 
more about the dream. 

 Scotland does not need to go 
through the uncertain and unstable 
process of another referendum on 
independence. 

It needs a government in Holyrood 
who will roll up their sleeves, get 
on with the hard tasks and present 
a clear plan for how the new tax, 
welfare and spending powers will be 
used to benefit all in Scotland – not 
just subsidise the middle class or 
ignore those living in rural and island 
communities.

Liberal Democrat Spokesperson 
for Home Affairs and  
MP for Orkney and Shetland

Alistair Carmichael
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                                       INTERVIEW: PETER DOWD

Power to the people 
 
Peter Dowd, Labour MP for Bootle, tells Marcus Papadopoulos why he supports 
city-region devolution and why the Conservative Government needs to stop  
sending out mixed messages over devolution

Q Why do you consider city-region 
devolution to be a good idea?

City-region devolution has been a long-time 
in the making, and I have been a proponent 
of devolution for many years now.  I believe 
it is time to take the agenda of devolution 
forward and welcome the whole process 
in.  Politicians can argue over whether 
devolution should involve a mayor, a cabinet 
or a mix of both but the substantive issue, 
for me, is the devolvement of powers (and 
the key responsibilities which come with 
this) to people in cities up and down the UK 
who serve on the frontline.  Of course, the 
question of governance is very important 
but it should not impinge upon the principle 
of devolution in the first place.

Q Can you explain the benefits to ordinary 
people of devolution.

The primary benefit is that cities would be 
allowed to prioritise how they would spend 
money at a local level, which would result in 
more efficiency and more monetary savings.  

So, for example, transport programmes 
which, at present, have to be approved by 
Highways England or the Department for 
Transport, would be taken by people who 
have their finger on the pulse, so to speak, 
and who know exactly what local people 
require in the context of transport.  There 
are, of course, numerous other areas where 
decisions would be taken at a local level 
to the benefit of local people, including 
education, skills and employment.  

Potential devolution, in the context 
of education, for instance, is extremely 
important, as it is vital that local authorities 
have a say over primary education, 
secondary education and further education 
which is then linked into higher education. 
The atomisation of the system with free 
schools and academies has brought little 
of substance to the education system.  So I 
believe that for local authorities to possess 
the power to oppose the atomisation of 

the education system, is a major benefit 
for local people.  Devolution is, essentially, 
empowering the people on the frontline.

Q Are you supportive of the Liverpool City 
Region Devolution Agreement?

I am absolutely supportive of the agreement 
and we need to build on it.  However, I 
would also like to say that some politicians, 
not locally-based, are trying to achieve 
perfection with devolution and this is 
dangerous.  Liverpool, for example, is not 
post-war Germany whereby we are trying to 
build a brand new constitution for our great 
city; instead, what we are saying is that we 
are a mature democracy yet we have an 
incredibly centralised system so it is time 
to devolve.  So, in my opinion, I am simply 
delighted with the fact that Liverpool, next 
year, will have devolved powers.

Q What is your opinion of the Conservative 
Government’s approach to devolution?

Well, I hesitate to bring party politics into 
the devolution debate but the Conservatives’ 

attitude on the matter is ambiguous, to say 
the least.  On the one hand, the Department 
for Communities and Local Government, 
as well as the Treasury, is moving in the 
direction of devolution but, on the other 
hand, the Trade Union Reform Bill allows 
the Secretary of State for Communities 
and Local Government to decide, for 
example, whether a council worker in, say, 
Carlisle, should have time off to perform 
his or her trade union duties.  So there is 
terrible tension within the government 
over devolution, with mixed messages 
being sent out.  I just hope that the people 
in the government who genuinely support 
devolution win through in the end and 
that the little Englanders – the centralists 
– allow local authorities to make decisions 
which they know best about.  So my 
message to the government is this: stop 
interfering, stop sending out a confused 
message, set out what the resources for city 
governments will be in the coming years, 
set out how extensive devolved powers 
and responsibilities will be and allow local 
authorities to carry out their work.  

Q Where next for Liverpool?

The six districts which comprise Liverpool 
city region will come together and 
demonstrate that they can run the affairs 
of Liverpool better than people 200 miles 
down the M6.  That is the concept to realise.  
Merseyside, over the years, has suffered 
plentiful from malign interference from 
Westminster - and it is time to end this.  

Finally, I would to add that, in the context 
of the European Union referendum debate, 
the only lifeline which Liverpool had in the 
1980s and 1990s was Europe. Merseyside 
would have been a virtual wasteland had it 
not have been for the support from Europe, 
such as the Social and Objective 1 funding, 
and this is no thanks to Westminster who, at 
one point, talked of a managed decline. 

I think people should remember that when 
they go into the polling station.

ADVERTORIAL

The persecution and killing 
of man’s best friend
Shakira Free Miles, 
Veterinary nurse and founder of The SaveABulls campaign

   FEATURES:  

      
  An extremely 

distressing experience 
for my colleagues and I

“ “

Imagine taking your dog out on a walk and then having the 
companion you love taken from you by the police, because it looks 
dangerous.  And then having no idea as to where your dog is, or 

if you will ever get your dog back. That scenario is happening to all 
kinds of people and their innocent dogs on a daily basis in the UK.  

  Allow me to introduce myself: my name is Shakira Free Miles and I 
have been a qualified veterinary nurse for seven years, in which most 
of this time has been spent working within the charity sector. I now 
run a campaign called The SaveABulls. That is the only veterinary-
led campaign against breed specific legislation which is part of the 
Dangerous Dogs Act 1991, the law banning and killing dogs based 
entirely on their appearance.

  Any cross-breeds looking like a labrador and staffie mix is of high 
risk, regardless of temperament. You may be familiar with the term 
pit bull, which is one of the banned breeds; however this is not a 
breed, but an umbrella term used to describe short-coated, muscly 
mongrels or bull breed mixes. An American show dog standard, 
created in 1977, is used in the UK to determine if a dog fits the criteria. 
If the dog has a substantial amount of the criteria, then the dog could 
be considered a banned breed. The meaning of substantial has never 
been defined hence a dog which is 41 per cent of the show standard 
can be considered a pit bull type and regarded as a dangerous dog. 
Dogs which are lucky enough may be returned home after several 
months of confinement and placed on the Index of Exempted Dogs, 
with strict rules.

  It is simply logical that the length of a dog’s legs and width of its 
head does not determine if a dog is dangerous or not, yet this is the 
law the UK has, costing the taxpayer thousands of pounds per year. 

  Banning, seizing and euthanising dogs, while prosecuting owners, 
is not protecting the public against dog bites. That has been proven 
in every country which has breed bans. In the UK, dog bite incidents 

have increased by 76 per cent over the last 10 years. The current DDA 
is known to have failed and is not fit for its original intentions, which 
was to reduce dog bites and protect the public against dog bites.

  Any bull breed dogs for rehoming have to be looked at by a Dog 
Legislation Officer to determine if the dog is a pit bull type - this 
is simply carried out with a quick glance through the kennel. As a 
veterinary professional, I am expected to euthanise mongrels and 
puppies based on one DLO’s opinion.

  I dedicate my vet nursing career to promoting animal welfare and 
educating owners on how to care for their pets properly. Yet I have 
been put into a situation where I have had to euthanise innocent, 
healthy and young dogs. The dog in the photo accompanying this 
article was placed on the exemption register after seven months in 
a seizure kennels. The council then threatened the vulnerable owner 
with eviction, as she was not allowed to have a dog on the property. 
The owner was unable to find anywhere to move to in time and, due 
to the exemption rules, she had to have her beloved dog euthanised.  
That was an extremely distressing experience for my colleagues and 
I; however, such incidents occur in the UK each day.  

  It is vital that dog bites are prevented through education and 
penalties for dog owners.  Our current dog legislation is failing the 
public and failing man’s best friend. The DDA needs urgent attention 
and it is time for logical change.
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Nigel Nelson
Nelson’s Column

Samuel Taylor Coleridge wrote 
more political articles than he did 
poetry, though few remember 

this anymore. Had he been around in 
the House of Commons these days, 
however, he would have probably not 
bothered about ancient mariners and, 
instead, composed the Rhyme of the 
Ancient Eurosceptic - “Europe, Europe, 
everywhere, without a stop to think.” 
And no longer would it just be about that 
ancient Eurosceptic Bill Cash, either.

  Inside the Palace of Westminster, the 
European Union referendum dominates 
nearly every conversation. I imagine 
it is a little like Constantinople around 
the time of the Council of Nicaea, in AD 
325, when the Holy Trinity was thrashed 
out and the issue obsessing everyone 
was the divinity of Christ. In those days, 
you couldn’t go into a greengrocer’s 
for a pound of pomegranates without 
someone asking if you thought the Son 
was equal to the Father. Still, it makes 
a change from giving Jeremy Corbyn a 
kicking.

  Whatever the outcome on June 23rd, 
it is hard to see how David Cameron can 
reconcile his warring Tory factions, so 
bitter has the debate become. Will Boris 
Johnson, Michael Gove, Chris Grayling 
and Priti Patel ever be able to button 
their lips again? Indeed, will Cameron 
ever be able to tolerate them? Tory 
Eurosceptic Andrew Bridgen explained 
this dilemma to me rather wittily. He 
said: “Ministers who want in are in with 
Cameron, while those who want out will 
be out. But if the PM loses, he will be out 
and those who now want to be in will 
be out with him, while those who are 
now out will be in because they wanted 
out.” Thanks, Andrew. That’s as clear as a 
Brussels draft directive.

  But so immersed are MPs with the 
subject, they forget that the voters 
who will make the decision are coming 
to it afresh. And poll after poll shows 
the result in the hands of the alarming 
number of “don’t knows”. In all the 
abstract talk about sovereignty and 

security, what they really want to 
know is whether they will be better off 
personally in or out of Europe. The side 
which can get back to basics and best 
articulate an answer to that question is 
likely to be the one that wins.  

  But you can always rely on Labour 
veteran Paul Flynn to ask a question 
to which no one has an answer. What, 
he wanted to know of Europe minister 
David Lidington, will happen in the event 
of a dead heat? There are, no doubt, 
better odds on winning £32 million on 
the lottery, but as it is something that 
conceivably could happen, it’s a wonder 
that no Whitehall pointy-head has 
considered it. Lidington must have asked 
a lot of them before answering: “The 
procedure in the unlikely eventuality 
of a tied vote is not provided for under 
the European Union Referendum Act 
2015, or the Political Parties, Elections 
and Referendum Act 2000.” So there 
you have it. The future of the United 
Kingdom for the next century may have 
to be decided on the flip of a euro.

  The PM must be wondering why he 
ever agreed to hold a referendum in the 
first place, but it’s only history repeating 
itself. We have been here before, and 
for the same reason. Harold Wilson did 
not think he could win the October 1974 
election unless he promised a Europe 
referendum in 1975. David Cameron 
did not think he could win the 2015 one 
unless he promised a Europe referendum 
by 2017.

  The Labour PM used his “best 
endeavours” to renegotiate Britain’s 
membership of what was then the 
Common Market. The Tory PM used 
his best endeavours to renegotiate 
Britain’s membership of what is now 
the EU. All Wilson came back with was 
a concession on New Zealand butter so 
we could continue to spread it on our 
breakfast toast. All Cameron came back 
with was a concession to spread benefits 
more thinly among migrants because 
Angela Merkel wouldn’t let him make 
EU migration into Britain toast. Wilson 
was forced to allow his Cabinet ministers 
to campaign against him. Cameron has 
been elbowed into doing the same.

  At least the people got to decide in 
1975 and will again in 2016. The first time 
we were invited to join Europe was AD 
43 when the Roman Emperor Claudius 
sent 40,000 bovver boys over to force 
us into a common market in which Italy, 
France, Spain, Germany and Greece 
were already members. We even had to 
accept the denarius single currency.

  No doubt someone with the intellect 
of the delightful Edwardian throwback 
Tory Jacob Rees-Mogg will, at some 
stage, remind us of that fact. He showed 
his grasp of history by naming his fifth 
child Alfred Wulfric Leyson Pius after a 
king, a saint, a war hero and a pope.

  It will be interesting in future years 
to see whether  Alfie Wulfie is more 
embarrassed about his father’s old 
fashioned taste in names...or what 
might, by then, have become of his dad’s 
old fashioned Euroscepticism.

Keeping an eye on The People

In, Out, shake 
the EU all about
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The original CDF was introduced in 2010 because the evaluation 
methods used by the National Institute for Health and Care 
Excellence (NICE) were failing to give patients access to cancer 
treatments that were routinely available in comparable countries. 

The CDF has had a remarkable impact on thousands of lives in England, but 
it was only ever meant to be a short-term fix ahead of broader NICE reform. 

Instead, the new CDF proposals give responsibility for assessing cancer drugs 
back to NICE, without addressing the fundamental challenges associated with 
applying its methodology to oncology medicines. The two small changes 
suggested in the new plans will have only minor impact. 

A significant number of personalised or rare cancer medicines will not make 
it through NICE under these proposals. This comes at a time when the UK 
still falls well behind European neighbours on five-year relative survival for a 
number of cancer types.

Unsurprisingly, the CDF proposals were met with widespread unease. Yet the 
concerns expressed by many health care professionals, patient groups and 
pharmaceutical companies have not been heard. The NHS England Board 
ratified the new CDF, making no commitment to further NICE reform.  

NICE was not set up to assess the types of increasingly specialised medicines 
being developed today. Other countries have adapted their approval 
framework as medical science has advanced. The system in England has not 
fundamentally changed for 16 years. 

Funding pressures are inhibiting meaningful discussion of how we build 
a system fit for the future. These are important questions: What constitutes 
value? How can we ensure that certain patients – those with rare diseases 
for example – are not disadvantaged? What should we do if a medicine is 
deemed cost-effective but not affordable? Should ground-breaking medicines 
be valued more highly?

Last year, the Government’s Accelerated Access Review (AAR) recognised the 
need to reform how England approaches access to medicines. But the CDF 
proposals, and the cost-containment agenda which drives them, threaten to 
undermine the goals of the AAR and its ability to deliver a sustainable solution. 

Now is the time to get this right for British patients – the future for medical 
science is full of potential with new, targeted breakthrough medicines coming 
down the line. As a research company, our pipeline includes around 80 new 
potential therapies. We want to work with Government to find a long-term, 
sustainable solution to the access challenge, not only for cancer patients, 
but for all patients. 

The medicines budget is not a barrier – NHS spend on medicines, no matter 
the quantities prescribed, is capped until 2019 under an industry-Government 
agreement. It’s a deal that has seen us support the NHS with £1 billion in just 
two years. 

It is in Government’s power to ensure the CDF proposals – and the Accelerated 
Access Review – give NICE the direction it needs to create a single, agile, 
assessment framework.

Above all, it is in Government’s power to give all cancer patients the best 
possible chance of fighting this devastating disease. 

On the 25th February NHS England approved 
a new Cancer Drugs Fund (CDF) - setting the 
clock back five years for cancer patients.

Erik Nordkamp
Managing Director, Pfizer UK

ADVERTORIAL



turn2us.org.uk

work 
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We work with over 1000 national charities 

and community groups. Join us so that together 

we can provide practical help for 

more people.
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