
The Government should tackle ‘burning
injustices’ many young people face &
get on with helping young people find
a job – Debbie Abrahams

Debbie
Abrahams MP, Shadow Work and Pensions Secretary, commenting on
the Work and Pensions Select Committee’s report on the youth obligation,
said:

“The
current headline employment figures mask shocking barriers faced by some
groups
in our society trying to find a job. Sadly there is even evidence of direct
discrimination.”

“The
Government’s own statistics show a wide gap in employment between different
regions, and the evidence points to major disadvantages faced by women, BME
groups and disabled people.”

“The
Government should stop patting themselves on the back, fix their broken
Universal Credit roll out, tackle the ‘burning injustices’ many young people
face and get on with helping young people find a job.”  

WATCH: Tusk’s response to the Article
50 letter. “What can I add to this? We
already miss you.”
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21 comments for: WATCH: Tusk’s response to the Article 50 letter. “What can I
add to this? We already miss you.”

Green Party: Triggering of Article 50
sets us on dangerous path towards
extreme Brexit

29 March 2017

The Green Party has responded to Article 50 being triggered today.

Molly Scott Cato, MEP for the South West and Green Party EU
spokesperson, said:

“The triggering of Article 50 today, after the Bill passed without
amendments, sets us on a dangerous path towards an extreme Brexit. The toxic
combination of a Conservative Party hell bent on ejecting us into the
wilderness and a Labour party utterly unwilling to offer principled
opposition has led to this cliff edge, and only a distinct change from both
will enable us to avoid the dangers that lie ahead. 

“What happens next will define this country for a generation or more, as we
enter the most important peacetime negotiations in Britain’s recent history.
The Green Party will continue to oppose an extreme Brexit – which is why I
have fought against triggering Article 50 every step of the way. We will
pressure this Government to guarantee the rights of EU nationals living here,
protect our environment and workers’ rights and safeguard our communities
from the damaging effects of losing access to EU markets. Alongside Green
Parties from across Europe we will continue to make the case for continent-
wide solidarity in the face of politicians trying to pull us apart.”
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Jeremy Corbyn statement to the House
on the triggering of Article 50

***CHECK AGAINST DELIVERY*** 

Mr Speaker,

I
would like to thank the Prime Minister for the advance copy of her statement.

Today
we embark on the country’s most important negotiations in modern times.

The
British people made the decision to leave the European Union and Labour
respects that decision.

The
next steps along this journey are the most crucial and if the Prime Minister
is
to unite this country, as she says she aims to do the Government needs to
listen, consult and represent the whole country, not just the hard-line Tory
ideologues on her own benches.

Britain is going to change as a
result of leaving the European Union. The question is how. The Conservatives
want to use Brexit to turn our country into a low wage tax haven.

Labour is determined to invest in
a high skill, high tech, high wage future, to rebuild and transform Britain,
so
no one and no community is left behind.

Mr
Speaker, the direction the Prime Minister is threatening to take this Country
is both reckless and damaging and Labour will not give this Government a free
hand to use Brexit to attack rights and protections, cut services and create
a
tax dodgers’ paradise.

So
let me be clear, the Prime Minister says that no deal is better than a bad
deal
but the reality is; no deal is a bad deal.

Less
than a year ago the Treasury estimated that leaving the European Union on
World
Trade Organisation terms would lead to a 7.5 per cent fall in GDP and a £45
billion loss of tax receipts.
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Has
the Treasury updated those figures or do they still stand? If updated, can
they
be published? If not, what deal could be worse than those consequences of ‘no
deal’?

It
would be a national failure of historic proportions if the Prime Minister
comes
back from Brussels without having secured protection for jobs and living
standards.

So
we will use every parliamentary opportunity to ensure the Government is held
to
account at every stage of the negotiations.

Mr
Speaker,

We
all have an interest in ensuring the Prime Minister gets the best deal for
this
country.

To
safeguard jobs and living standards Britain needs full access to the single
market.

The
Secretary of State for exiting the EU seems to agree with this. He stated in
this House on 24 January the Government’s plan is a:

“comprehensive free trade
agreement and a comprehensive customs agreement that will deliver the exact
same benefits as we have”  

That
is what they have pledged. So will the Prime Minister confirm today, that she
intends to deliver a trade and customs agreement with “the exact same
benefits”?

The
same goes for protecting workers’ rights and environmental standards,
protecting Britain’s nations and regions, protecting Britain’s financial
sector
and services and making sure there is no return to a hard border in Northern
Ireland.

And
when does she expect to be able to guarantee the rights of all those EU
nationals who live, work and contribute to this country?



And
for those British nationals who live in the EU, including guaranteeing their
UK
pensions will not be frozen post-Brexit?

Mr
Speaker, Brexit would be a huge task for any government.

Yet
so far they seem utterly complacent about the scale of the task ahead and
government ministers can’t make up their minds about their real objectives.

The
Foreign Secretary said in October: “Our policy is having our cake and
eating it.”

Today
the Chancellor said: “We can’t have our cake and eat it.”

These
might seem flippant exchanges from ministers, but these reflect serious
differences about Britain’s negotiating aims.

The
Government must speak with a united voice.

The
Foreign Secretary is the same man who promised our NHS £350 million pounds a
week once we left the EU.

Now
he believes that leaving the EU without a deal would be “perfectly ok”.

It
would not be “perfectly OK”. It would damage our economy and people’s living
standards.

Will
the Prime Minister confirm she rejects such complacency?

Labour
has set out our tests for this Government’s Brexit negotiations

And
we will use all means possible to make sure we hold the Government to their
word on full access to the single market, on protecting Britain from being
dragged into a race to the bottom, and ensuring our future relationship with
the EU is strong and co-operative.

A
relationship where we can work together to bring prosperity and peace to our
continent.



If
the Prime Minister can deliver a deal that meets our tests, we will back her.

More
than ever, Britain needs a government that will deliver for the whole
country,
not just the few.

And
that is the ultimate test of the Brexit deal that the Prime Minister must now
secure.

Ends

Speech: Karen Bradley’s speech at the
Nations and Regions Media Conference

Thank you. It’s a pleasure to be here in Salford. Watching the re-birth of
this area in recent years has been incredibly encouraging and nothing short
of inspirational.

I’d like to thank the organisers for being flexible enough to accommodate the
fact that there are few things going on in Westminster, from where I’ve just
rushed.

With more than 250 companies employing over 7,000 people, the transformation
of MediaCity since work started here exactly ten years ago is incredible.
With the BBC and ITV at its heart, this has become a world-class media
cluster, with a life and energy all of its own.

Salford demonstrates that the television sector in the UK is not all about
London – and that the best broadcasters on Earth can flourish in places other
than London.

The Nations & Regions Media Conference is a major annual fixture for those of
us who work in and with the media. It is a very important forum for learning,
making contacts, and exchanging ideas.

This is also a chance for us to celebrate this country’s extraordinarily
successful media industry. To say that we punch above our weight is a massive
understatement. British film, television, news, video games, music, and more
are enjoyed and admired all over the world.

It is rare for a specific industry to appear in the name of a government
department, but the size, reach, and influence of the UK media means that it
absolutely deserves this distinction.
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So thank you for having me.

I would like to use my speech today to talk about the future of Channel 4.

History and purpose of Channel 4

Margaret Thatcher is perhaps not primarily remembered for her role in the
creation of Channel 4, but it was her government that decided to set up a new
public service broadcaster. Channel 4 took to the air on 2nd November 1982,
with an episode of Countdown – which is now a British institution.

In today’s world of endless programme guides and on-demand content, it is
easy to forget what a revolutionary step this was: a fourth television
channel in Britain! This was a time before breakfast TV or overnight
broadcasting – TV channels went to sleep at night like everyone else.

Channel 4 was given a unique mission: to appeal to tastes and interests not
generally catered for by ITV. Educational. Innovative. Experimental.
Distinctive. And with a funding model where non-public service content –
including imports – helped pay for new and otherwise less commercial news,
current affairs, arts, religion, and other programmes.

Channel 4 soon established itself as bold and innovative. It has remained an
essential part of the broadcasting landscape in a multi-channel age, and to
its great credit has continued to evolve and innovate in the 35 years since
Richard Whitely and Carol Vorderman first graced our screens.

This refusal to stand still has been key to its success. In 1987 – just five
years after it first went on air – advertising revenue exceeded costs for the
first time. Founding CEO Jeremy Isaacs handed over to Michael Grade to lead a
new stage in Channel Four’s development.

In 1993 the Channel Four Corporation became operational and began to sell its
own advertising slots – giving it more control over its financial affairs
just as The Big Breakfast was getting going.

1997 saw Channel 4 start broadcasting 24 hours a day and brought
groundbreaking satire in the form of Brasseye to our screens.

E4 was launched as a pay-TV station in January 2001, becoming free-to-air in
2008. Channel 4’s stable has continued to expand and now includes E4, More4,
Film4, 4Music, All4, and the original Channel 4 itself.

Channel 4 continues to have creative and commercial success. It employs more
than 800 people, spends around £700 million on programming, and has a key
role in supporting the UK’s independent production sector – which has become
a £3 billion international success story.

In 2015, Channel 4 funded – through Film4 – films that secured a record 15
Oscar nominations, and it has been awarded Channel of the Year by Broadcast
for the last two years.

So Channel 4 has evolved considerably over the years – partly of its own



accord and partly due to the interventions of government.

But its fundamental status has not changed: it is a commercially-funded
public service broadcaster which is owned by the country. I want to make sure
it is also serving the whole country.

A public asset that should serve all the public As we made clear during the
BBC Charter Review process, this Government is committed to our public
service broadcasting system. Channel 4 is a unique and integral part of that
system, and should remain so.

Over the last eighteen months, the Government has been looking at the risks
and opportunities facing Channel 4. The TV market is facing unprecedented
changes and challenges – increased consumer choice, new ways of watching, and
fierce competition at home and abroad. We want to ensure that Channel 4 has a
strong, sustainable, and successful future – able not only to survive, but to
thrive.

Its current financial position appears strong: cash reserves are high,
revenues are approaching £1 billion, and spending on programming is at record
levels.

But the full picture is more complex. Channel 4 relied on advertising
revenues for 94 per cent of its income in 2015. With changing viewing habits
making the future of TV advertising uncertain, that in turn creates
uncertainty for Channel 4’s future revenues.

You only need to look at moves in the rest of the market – with channels
diversifying and production companies consolidating – to see the challenges
the market faces. None of us can be certain what effect continued changes in
the media landscape and digital disruption will have on advertising revenues
in the future.

It is absolutely right, then, for the Government to have taken the time to
evaluate how to protect and enhance this precious public asset – and make
sure it is best placed to serve the country in the years ahead.

Our approach was to look at the full spectrum of options, from the status-quo
to privatisation, in order to make sure that Channel 4 will be on a secure
and sustainable footing. A review is only truly comprehensive – and can only
hope to reach the best conclusion – if it does look at all possibilities.

Channel 4’s public service remit and support for the independent production
sector across the UK are vitally important – and we have concluded that these
are best served by keeping Channel 4 in public hands.

So I can announce that the Government will not give further consideration to
privatisation at this time.

But the Government does think that Channel 4 can do more to deliver on its
founding principles and that reforms can be made to protect and enhance the
way it delivers for the country.



Enhancing accountability

All public assets must be accountable to the public. Channel 4 is owned by
the taxpayer, so we have a duty to do all we can to understand and limit
risks.

As a result, the Government is working with Channel 4 to make sure oversight
of its financial position is robust. We will agree the necessary arrangements
around Channel 4’s finances and the risks it faces – helping us to spot
problems as they emerge so we can work together to tackle them.

Public Service remit

On screen, Channel 4 is known for daring entertainment programmes like The
Word, Brookside, Peep Show, and Skins; for groundbreaking factual programming
like Unreported World and Dispatches; and for its peerless coverage of the
Paralympic Games in 2012 and 2016.

But delivery in some areas of core public service content, such as arts and
children’s programming, is low. And Channel 4 is increasingly reliant on its
non-public service portfolio channels.

I would like Channel 4 to stay true to the distinctive, innovative, and
challenging programming it was set up to offer – in line with the obligations
prescribed by Parliament. To provide a platform for unheard voices and untold
stories from right across the United Kingdom.

Because we want the benefits of this national asset to be spread far and
wide, not just in London.

And that means rethinking where it is based, and where it spends money.

Spread creative organisations throughout the regions

I am unsympathetic towards those who recoil in horror at the very idea of
media jobs being based outside the capital. Or for those who insist that
people with ideas in the West Midlands, West Country or West Wales must
travel to Westminster to get programmes made.

There is a great deal of talent outside London and too much of it is being
overlooked.

Channel 4 has around 820 staff and fewer than 30 of them are based outside
central London. I have had some initial discussions with Channel 4 on this
issue, but we are a long way apart.

The Salford experience – which we can see for ourselves right now – is highly
instructive. There were howls of protest when it was announced that part of
the BBC would relocate here.

But just look around you; look at what has been achieved. This is a thriving,
bustling media centre. It has driven a remarkable regeneration of the area,
bringing new homes, new cultural institutions, and new transport links. More



people now work in Salford Quays than in its heyday as a major seaport.

London is not a media centre because only London can do media – London is a
media centre because media is centred there!

We want Channel 4 to have a major presence outside London, stimulating
creative and economic activity – including jobs – right across the country.
In so doing, it can play a leading role in a public service broadcasting
system that reflects our United Kingdom.

Public assets should deliver for the public in every possible way. That is
key to building an economy that works for everyone, not just a privileged
few.

Channel 4 rightly prides itself in being different, in providing alternative
views and new perspectives. This evolution will help to underpin that purpose
and make Channel 4 even more distinctive – and give audiences the length and
breadth of the UK content that speaks to them and where they come from.

Consultation

As a result, I can today announce that the Government will launch a
consultation on how best Channel 4 can increase its impact away from its
traditional base – how it can deliver more jobs, develop more talent, and
drive creativity wherever can be found.

This will have three main components.

Firstly, we will look at whether Channel 4 should relocate some or all its
staff outside London, potentially including moving its headquarters.

I recognise that some Channel 4 business functions may need to retain a
presence in the capital, but a publicly owned broadcaster should have far
more than 3 per cent of its permanent staff outside London.

Like the BBC, Channel 4 could have a transformative role in helping drive
creative hubs beyond the capital.

Secondly, we will consider spreading Channel 4’s spending power more widely
across the country. At present only 35 per cent of new British programming on
Channel 4’s main channel has to go to productions from outside the M25.

To its credit, this is currently running above the target at 39 per cent. But
across the business as a whole, Channel 4 spends around twice as much on new
productions from London as the rest of the UK put together.

Higher requirements, perhaps of to 50 per cent of expenditure on new content
on the main channel, could lead to programming that better reflects audiences
– and better supports production companies wherever they are based.

Thirdly, we will assess whether allowing Channel 4 to take bigger stakes in
production companies would support the growth of the regional production
sector and help Channel 4 diversify revenues and enhance its sustainability.



Channel 4 is limited in how it can do this at the moment, but its initial
investments of up to 25 per cent through its “indie growth fund” have shown
promise, and we want to work with Channel 4 and the independent production
sector to see if this option can be strengthened.

We will of course work closely with Channel 4 throughout this process,
including in finalising the consultation document before it is published in
the coming weeks.

We also know it is not just Channel 4 that can do more to help us grow our
creative economy. So we will explore whether there is more we can do together
with other public service broadcasters to drive the strong creative clusters
we have right across the UK.

To inform our decisions, we want to hear from the broadcasting and production
sectors, from devolved administrations and local authorities, from potential
new homes for Channel 4, and from audiences around the UK. This is an
exciting opportunity, and we are determined to make the most of it.

Conclusion

Channel 4 is a great British success story. The best stories see the main
character develop, change and improve.

Channel 4 has survived and thrived because – throughout its history – it has
adapted to an ever-changing broadcasting landscape.

In the next chapter of its story, we want to see Channel 4 make a bigger mark
on more parts of the United Kingdom. I have every faith that our hero will
become all the better for it and that this country will be all the better for
it too.

Thank you.


