
Conference – Saturday Highlights

Tom Brake’s Speech
The Liberal Democrat (anti-Brexit) Spokesperson set out a vision for the UK
staying in the EU with a real Brexit dividend of getting out of this madness.
He also had a few words for some of the individuals responsible for this
continued mess:

On Boris Johnson:

“If that is our PM’s vision of No Deal Brexit Britain, what is the Brexit
Britain vision of the man widely tipped to be the future leader of the Tory
party, Boris – punishment-beatings, Road to Mandalay, prosecco – Johnson?

We don’t know. Because he is a man of many words, but no Brexit plan.  All
mouth and no trousers.  A charlatan who spent more time currying favour with
Steve Bannon and sucking up to Donald Trump than he did reading his
Ministerial briefs.”

On Jeremy Corbyn:

“Are you leader or a mouse? Can you give a clear statement on where Labour
stands on Brexit or, as with your position on anti-antisemitism, do you need
a 500 word addendum to qualify it?”

On Jacob Rees-Mogg

“His Brexit vision of borders and security checks chimes with his social
vision taking Britain back to the 1920s.”

On where we go from here

Tom brake ended his speech with a call to arms for those unsatisfied with the
current political status quo:

 

Layla Moran’s Speech

We must scrap Ofsted. Where a school is struggling, an inspection
system should support that school to improve, not punish it. 

The Liberal Democrat Spokesperson for Education gave an impassioned speech
on ending cuts to crucial youth services, pledging more money for special
needs education and ending the toxic “exam culture” that damages both
teachers and students.

https://www.libdems.org.uk/a18-saturday-highlights


Layla Moran called for a forward thinking education policy – declaring that
“whatever their background, we demand better for every single child.”

The MP for Oxford West and Abingdon also attacked Government plans to expand
grammar schools, despite them failing to improve social mobility. “What a
waste of money.”
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Lib Dems stand up for civil liberties

The Liberal Democrats are opposing Government proposals to:

criminalise “reckless” speech,
make it a crime just to travel to certain places,
criminalise what you read on the internet,
give police more power to hold innocent people’s DNA, and
allow officers to detain people at airports without suspicion.
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Giving Everyone a Stake

The party expects these reforms to raise an additional £15 billion per year,
though this is likely to grow as the rate of wealth passed down increases in
the coming years.
 
Liberal Democrat members will debate and vote on the proposals at the party’s
Autumn Conference in Brighton next week. 

Proposals include:

Overhauling inheritance tax – taxing recipients progressively on all
large gifts received at the same rates as income from employment, above
a generous tax-free lifetime allowance, instead of the current system of
levying tax on the value of an estate left behind

https://www.libdems.org.uk/a18-saturday-highlights
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Taxing capital gains and dividends – equalising the tax treatment of
wealth and work by taxing capital gains and dividends through the income
tax system
Reforming pension tax relief – introducing a flat rate of relief on
pension contributions, thus rebalancing relief towards lower earners;
and limiting the tax-free lump sum the wealthiest can withdraw from
their pension pots
Lifelong learning and a “Citizens Wealth Fund” – using the revenues
from wealth taxation to invest in public services, fund an ambitious
programme of lifelong learning to prepare workers for the future
economy, and establish an independent Citizens Wealth Fund to invest on
behalf of the country

Download the full proposal here.
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Upskirting to be made a sexual offense

Over a year ago, I started work on making ‘upskirting’, the practice of
photographs up a person’s skirt without their consent, a specific criminal
offence.
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Frequently Asked Questions: Party
Reforms

THE PROPOSITION

What are the proposed reforms?
The introduction of a supporters’ scheme. This is expected to be free of
charge and supporters will have the right to vote in leadership elections.

Dropping the requirement for people to have been a member for a certain
length of time before they can stand for selection. At present, members must

https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/libdems/pages/43751/attachments/original/1536753270/embedpdf_Autumn18_Giving_Everyone_a_Stake_.pdf?1536753270
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be a fully paid-up party member for 12 consecutive months in England & Wales
and nine consecutive months in Scotland before they can be assessed for
approval to be Prospective Parliamentary Candidates. Removing the restriction
of the party leader having to be an MP. All members and registered supporters
would be able to choose from a wider pool of candidates.

This is arguably the most crucial point in British politics for more
than 70 years. Why are we doing this now?

By engaging our supporters and growing our base, we strengthen our voice
against Brexit. These proposals signal our openness to new people and will
bring extra energy at a time of national crisis, reinforcing our efforts.

There is also political realignment, with the emergence of broad campaign
groups involving many or all parties, such as the People’s Vote and More
United. Numerous parties have been labelled as ‘centrist’, ‘moderate’ or even
‘liberal’. We need to be at the heart of that political realignment and show
that the Liberal Democrats are the natural party for people fed-up of the
extremes of British politics. The Liberal Democrats are changing British
politics. We’re opening up our party to new supporters and listening to our
members about how best to do it.

Why have you sprung this on the party?
These proposals flesh out the strategy passed at the Liberal Democrat spring
conference in Southport this year. We passed a motion that promised to
“create a political and social movement which encourages people to take and
use power in their own lives and communities” and to create “a much larger
base of long-term, loyal supporters”.

What data do you have to support this proposition?
A newly “open” Lib Dem party would be two to three times more popular than it
is presently, according to research we commissioned from Data Sciences. The
poll has a +/- 2% margin of error.

Is this just a poor man’s Momentum?
No. This is a much more comprehensive set of reforms that will provide a home
for those millions who are uncomfortable with the polarisation of British
politics.

Momentum is a movement of the far left. We are creating a movement for people
from the centre who believe in a free, fair and open society and oppose
extremism and nationalism.

We must not be afraid to try something new to attract moderate people who
want a better politics.

Are these proposals set in stone?
No, this is a democratic party and the leader cannot impose his proposals on
it. However, the leader has made a series of recommendations that he believes
will open up the party and enthuse membership and supporters.

There will be a consultation session, led by Vince, at the annual conference
in Brighton. There is a consultative fringe meeting at conference solely
about the supporters scheme.



There is also a consultation of all members, which will be published on the
Liberal Democrat website shortly after Friday’s speech. Its launches on 7th
September and will closes on 14th October. When the consultation closes,
Vince will ask the Federal Board to commission an all-member ballot. Final
proposals will be subject to a vote at conference.

SUPPORTERS’ SCHEME

Why is a supporters’ scheme a good idea?
Anything that makes it easier for people from all backgrounds to get involved
with the political process is good for democracy. By creating this free-to-
join scheme, we bring together people in the liberal centre ground and build
a movement that can become bigger than the Labour or Conservative parties.

We believe there are many people who do not like the idea of joining a party
but would nevertheless be willing to signal their support for us, because
they like what we stand for, particularly if they thereby gain a say over the
election of the leader. Many local parties already have lists of people who
help without being members.

Creating this category and giving them power over the leadership election
strengthens the ties between them and the party and encourage further
activism. It helps the party explain our message in greater detail to a
larger number of people. It makes it easier for them to express their views
to us, and thereby for us to gauge the mood of a larger proportion of the
electorate.

Aren’t you at risk of entryism?
There’s a huge opportunity to get thousands of people to work with us. There
is a risk, but as Vince says, you can’t open a window without letting in some
flies. Given we don’t have any recent fights or extremes that threatened to
split the party, it’s unlikely that we would have tens of thousands of people
who would want to disrupt a Lib Dem leadership election. Plus, all any
‘entryist’ supporter would be able to do is vote between genuine Lib Dems as
candidates. Members would continue to decide who will get on the ballot
paper. We will be building in safeguards against entryism as part of the
consultation process.

Aren’t you diluting the value of being a member?
Members would still have considerably greater powers than supporters:
selection of council and parliamentary candidates; the opportunity to be a
candidate; speaking and voting rights at conference and in any party ballot;
voting rights over local party, state and federal committees.

It’s very easy to join the party, and you only need to pay as little as
£12 a year. Are there really so many people out there who would become
supporters but wouldn’t pay £12?

The experience of our sister party in Canada and our research shows that
creating a free-of-charge supporter scheme vastly increases the number of
people it attracts. Removing any obstacle – even as simple as removing the
need to enter card details – makes such a scheme far more effective.



The barrier to joining an organisation is often psychological rather than
financial.

REMOVING THE 12-MONTH RULE

Why remove minimum membership time to stand for election?
This would see the federal party catch-up with local government where there
is no such requirement. Typically, members are at their most enthusiastic
when they first join the party and we want to make sure that we don’t present
any obstacles to their immediate progression. Plus, these time limits are
completely arbitrary.

Wouldn’t this mean that we lack a proper assessment of the standards of
candidates?

No, we already have a robust and lengthy approval process which would
continue to make sure we have high calibre candidates. The choice of
candidate also remains in the hands of party members – if they don’t like
them, they don’t have to select them.

Again, isn’t this opening up the party to entryism?
No. Any such individuals would have to join the party, go through the same
checks, and accept all the rules applicable to parliamentary candidates.

But why should we trust defectors from other parties who have spent
their careers opposing us?

There are many members of both the Labour and Conservative parties who are
deeply unhappy over their leaderships and the extreme nature of their
parties, particularly over Brexit. They are often more aligned with our views
and, if they can prove that, there is no reason why we should not welcome
them.

OPENING UP THE LEADERSHIP TO NON-MPS

Is this an admission of defeat, that with 12 MPs the party does not have
enough talent in the House of Commons to form a leadership?

Vince has highly talented colleagues who would clearly make excellent leaders
or have already previously fought impressive leadership campaigns. But there
is nothing wrong with widening the pool for the party to choose from and it
will also engender a lot of interest and excitement.

But is it an admission that you will either be wiped out or still have
very few MPs after the next general election?

No, our recent record shows there is a steady recovery. We have a membership
of around 100,000, have the most net gains and vote share increases in local
government by-elections over the past year, gained four councils and 78
councillors at the local elections, and put 20% on our vote at the Lewisham
east by-election.

But it is illiberal to block people from standing for the leadership just
because they have not followed the unusual career choice of entering
Parliament. There are also plenty of leaders across business society, be it
charity, business or in the community and we must welcome that talent.



We’re opening the field to other great leaders who share our values.

If the leader is from outside the House of Commons, who would be the
Prime Minister if the Liberal Democrats win the next general election?

We’re an ambitious party, but the reality is that this is a big step in
building the party rather than forming an immediate government. It should
also be remembered that when a general election is called there are no MPs.
If we win enough seats to form the government, then a leader who was
previously not an MP could become one of them.

Would anyone pay any attention to a leader not based in the Commons?
There are leaders who aren’t MPs who have nevertheless commanded significant
media interest, including Nigel Farage and Ruth Davidson.

Does the leadership candidate need to be a member of the party?
Yes.

MISCELLANEOUS

Where did these reforms originate?
Our party strategy was passed in March and we have been talking to people
inside and outside of the party about how to deliver this. We’ve met
extensively with En Marche.
We have been working with Tom Pitfield and his firm, Data Sciences, on a
number of projects, including modernisation of our operations, since the
general election. Pitfield was formerly Justin Trudeau’s chief digital
strategist and his firm has also worked with En Marche. Over the past year,
our conversations with Pitfield and the analysis by his firm led us to
develop ‘Project Ozark’.

What happened in Canada?
Thanks to the decision to create a new, free supporter category for
leadership votes in 2012, the Liberal Party of Canada saw nearly 300,000
members and supporters join the party by the end of the subsequent leadership
contest in April 2013.

This helped propel the party from first to third.

Wasn’t Canada all about Trudeau? You don’t have someone like that do
you?

There is no ‘one size fits all’ to creating a movement. But we are learning
the lessons from Canada, France and even the USA and working out how to make
this fit to the UK model.

We don’t have anyone in mind. Also, Trudeau in fact emerged as an unfancied
candidate from a field of nine, so it was not ‘all about’ him but a result of
the reforms themselves.
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