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The Guardian and Times report this morning that the Treasury is of the opinion that
Hard Brexit might reduce UK GDP by between 5 and 9 percent and cost the Treasury up
to £66 billion a year in lost revenues.

I have not seen the figures that support this. They were produced for George Osborne
but the Treasury apparently stands by them. Instinctively I think they indicate a very
likely direction of travel. I cannot think of any circumstance now where hard (or come to
that, soft) Brexit will increase UK growth. Nor can I see Brexit changing wellbeing
without the most radical change in policies, which I cannot as yet see the Oppisition
promoting.

But this leaves a dilemma. If Brexit had been a product I was sold on the basis that it
would increase the well-being of the country, domestic job prospects and cash for the
NHS then I could now demand my money back. I would, very clearly, have been
conned. And those who mad PE those claims to induce a sale would be guilty of fraud,
not least because many of those who did so appear to have already been personally
enriched as a consequence.

In that case why isn't this being said? Why are MPs, let alone us the voters, being
denied the opportunity to think again as facts become more apparent? Or to be blunt,
why are a tiny majority, many of whom were conned (there is no more polite word)
allowed to walk us off a cliff?

Are MPs so witless  that they cannot assemble a decent rebellion on this, and demand
the democratic right to a second, honest, election, with honest in this case being the
operative word?
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https://www.taxresearch.org.uk/Blog/2016/10/11/if-the-brexit-vote-was-based-on-a-fraud-why-cant-we-re-run-it/
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2016/oct/11/hard-brexit-treasury-66bn-eu-single-market

