Lack of trust stifles debate

Listening to the interviews on the main media is a frustrating experience.
The interviewers assume all politicians are telling fibs, so they keep asking
the same questions over and over again. The politicians expecting to be on
trial usually play safe and stick to a few sound bites their party wants to
get across. No-one is allowed to explain the complexity or nuances of many
topics, because to do so would be seen as a weakness, or undermining the
clarity of the approved soundbite.

The introduction of so called professional fact checkers is particularly
corrosive. These people are often said to be experts. They are also people
with their own political views, party preferences and biases, but we are not
told about those. They may be an expert in their chosen field, but the point
at issue may be one where different experts have different views. They are
allowed to present as if their expert view is the only one possible. An
expert economist for example is allowed to assert a future growth rate,
without having to admit his or her attitude to future political events
affecting the growth rate, and without having to explain that many other
economists have different forecasts.

It is true that some parties and individuals in election debate wander well
from the truth, whilst others believe in their view of the truth knowing they
will have to deliver on it if elected. This has always been true, and used to
be dealt with by the free flow of debate between the parties. When Labour lie
that the Conservatives are going to privatise the NHS, past experience of
Conservative governments and united voices saying No we will not should be
sufficient to persuade many voters that this is simply a false accusation.
I'm not expecting a BBC Fact checker to clear up that one.

Many of the issues in dispute are matters of judgement more than matters of
fact. Many of them relate to the future, so they cannot be a matter of proven
fact. Listening to a debate recently about the NHS and trade deals showed
what a stupid position the media have got us into. There was no background
understanding that the fundamental principle of free at the point of use with
health care delivered on the basis of need is shared territory between all
the main parties. Nor was there much permitted understanding that for profit
companies supply drugs, cleaning, catering and a range of services where that
makes sense, and did so under Labour governments. No one is proposing harming
the NHS in anyway by a trade deal so why dont the fact checkers guide us on
that one?
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The future of NATO

Mr Trump has always been sceptical of multi national bodies. His disagreement
with Nato has been primarily the feeling that the USA makes a
disproportionate financial and military contribution. He points out correctly
that most of the European members fail to meet even the minimum 2% of GDP
spend on their armed forces that NATO asks members to make. The UK does meet
the obligation and agrees with the USA on this matter

There is also a disagreement with Turkey that is getting bigger. Turkey has
bought a Russian anti missile system, which has led the USA to deny it US
planes given the way Turkey is likely to release security information to
Russia. Turkey wishes all of NATO to join its battle against Kurds, when NATO
has been in alliance with Kurdish forces in Syria.

The UK as host to this week’s 70th anniversary meeting had important work to
do. NATO is central to the defence of the West and to our own security. The
UK needs to help secure proper financing of the defence capabilities we need
from all our allies, and to work to get our allies in more agreement about
the importance and aims of NATO. For the last 70 years acceptance of NATO as
a central pillar of our defence has been common ground between the main
political parties.

Today Labour is unreliable on defence and hostile to the USA which continues
to provide the bulk of the military capability of this alliance. Mr Corbyn
has in the past been sceptical of NATO, often expressing more support for
groups and countries which oppose us. Above all now we need to form a common
position on China, on the threats from Iran, and how to respond to the cyber
attacks which are now a regular feature of our lives.

IR 35 needs changing

I am writing to the Chancellor to tell him he should drop changes which force
self employed people to be taxed as employed. There is considerable worry
about this amongst people who are self employed. A Conservative government
needs to be on their side. The self employed make a great contribution to our
economy and lack the support of a bigger employer if they lose a customer,
fall ill or want to go on holiday.
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Helping people be better off

This election is about the prosperity and the well being of electors. Most of
the parties in the election think they should tax you more as they think they
can spend your money better than you can. The Conservatives offer more tax
cuts, and want to help you earn and spend more of your own money.

Since 2010 Conservatives have taken many people out of paying Income Tax
altogether and have cut tax for all standard rate taxpayers. We have frozen
fuel duties for nine years to keep the costs of travelling down. We have
boosted lower incomes through the Living Wage. We have increased the amount
you can earn before Family Credit is reduced. We are doubling free child care
to 30 hours for parents with 3-4 year olds, helping adults to earn more.

Since 2010 income inequality has fallen. There has been a 3.7 million rise in
employment as many new jobs have been created.

All this is at risk from Labour, Lib Dem and Green agendas. Every time Labour
has been in government since the war it has presided over a crisis which has
pushed up unemployment and left the country more deeply in debt. This time
these parties tell you they want to tax you more and spend more of your
money. Why give them the chance when their policies will cost your family
dear?

Lifting confidence

https://johnredwoodsdiary.com/

Confidence is a precious flower. It is easily damaged or lost. The last three
years have seen the UK’s standing at home and abroad damaged by political
indecision. It has been undermined by a new coarseness of language and an
anger of debate by some, and by MPs in the last Parliament who promised one
thing to their electors to get elected in the 2017 election, only to do the
opposite once elected.

Instead of a newly independent UK developing better trade contacts with the
rest of the world whilst continuing with many links, contracts and
partnerships with businesses, individuals and institutions in the EU, the UK
was dragged down by its very own Parliament. The Parliament first voted to


http://www.government-world.com/helping-people-be-better-off/
http://www.government-world.com/lifting-confidence/

send the letter of withdrawal from the EU, then did everything in its power
to undermine the UK government’s negotiating position in the long talks that
followed. Now in this election all the opposition parties from the last
Parliament seek to prevent or delay Brexit. They wish to prolong the agony,
expose the UK to a longer period of uncertainty, and strengthen the hand of
the EU even more in yet more negotiations

A second referendum cannot unite the country behind a single course of
action. The Lib Dems have already said they would ignore another vote to
Leave. Why should Leave voters accept a second referendum result in the
unlikely event that it went the other way, when their decision to leave has
so far not been implemented. For the sake of UK democracy we have to accept
the result of votes.

Remain politicians have always complained about anything which undermines
confidence and defers investment. They must see it is their attempts to stop

or delay Brexit further that is now the main cause of the very uncertainty

they dislike. The economy can do well from here, but ending the political
uncertainty would help.



