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Keir Starmer is in a spot of bother
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To suggest that Keir Starmer is in a spot of bother with his Universal Credit and
Personal Independence Payment Bill.

This lot have, so far, opposed his Bill by tabling an amendment that effectively kills it.
They are Labour MPs, and each and every one of them risks losing the Whip, and so
their chance of reselection as the Labour candidate at the next general election (which
they are going to lose anyway based on current progress), by doing so:
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Their amendment, which is, | think, bound to be called by the Speaker, because it is the
one with by far the largest number of supporters, says (and | have added bullet points
to make it more readable than the form in which parliament demands it be written):

That this House, whilst noting the need for the reform of the social security system, and
agreeing with the Government’s principles for providing support to people into work
and protecting people who cannot work, declines to give a Second Reading to the
Universal Credit and Personal Independent Payment Bill:

* because its provisions have not been subject to a formal consultation with disabled
people, or co-produced with them, or their carers;

* because the Office for Budget Responsibility is not due to publish its analysis of the
employment impact of these reforms until the autumn of 2025;

* because the majority of the additional employment support funding will not be in
place until the end of the decade;

* because the Government’s own impact assessment estimates that 250,000 people
will be pushed into poverty as a result of these provisions, including 50,000 children;

* because the Government has not published an assessment of the impact of these
reforms on health or care needs;

* because the Government is still awaiting the findings of the Minister for Social
Security and Disability’s review into the assessment for Personal Independence
Payment and Sir Charlie Mayfield’s independent review into the role of employers and
government in boosting the employment of disabled people and people with long-term
health conditions.

This is a damning indictment of Labour, by Labour.

The Starmer-Reeves-Kendall axis behind this Bill is exposed as uncaring, unthoughtful,
ill-prepared and dogmatically driven by the amendment.

What is more, it is clear that those signing are suggesting that Starmer's government is
guilty of just not caring. There is little more to it than that; that is the suggestion that is
on the table.

| applaud those who have rebelled. They have shown courage, so far. Many will have
done so for the first time since being elected. It is much easier to do so again,
thereafter. They do, of course, need to see this through.

Starmer faces a loss in the House because, despite the stupid words Kemi Badenoch
has had to offer, of course, he is not going to turn to her for support.

So what will happen? | think a screeching U-Turn is likely.
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But the real question is, what then?
Will the message be heard?
Will Labour change direction?

Will it understand that short-term deficits to pump prime payments that create wealth
and multiplier effects are worth doing?

Will it realise that this idea needs to be widely used?

Or will Reeves announce another round of deeply damaging cuts in reaction, saying
that the City demands it, when it very clearly does not?

The immediate focus is appropriate. But the next rounds are where the real action is
now going to be.

Starmer will lose in the Commons to his backbenchers on payments to people with
disabilities. But the real question is, what happens then? Can he survive in a Labour
Party he has lost control of?
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