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AM: Can I start by asking about some of the policies on the table 

this morning? Looking at infection rates and hospitalisation rates, 

are you completely comfortable that all restrictions will end 

without being reversed, without the possibility of being reversed, 

on the 19th of July? 

RR: We want to see the scientific evidence behind any changes on 

the 19th. I want the economy and society to open up again, we’re 

all getting sick and tired of the restrictions that our everyday lives 

and doing the things that we love, but it is important that if the 

QR codes are going to stop, if the masks are going to come off, 

that we are absolutely confident that that is the right thing to do. 

And at the moment all we’re hearing is briefings from Ministers, 

rather than the science behind it. We need to see that science, 

Andrew. 

 

AM: But it has to be a sort of calculated political gamble in the 

sense that nobody knows quite what’s going to happen. Do you 

think we’re going to get through the winter without any 

restrictions at all? 

RR: Obviously that is what everybody wants, but look, of course in 

the end politicians are going to have to make decisions but they’ve 

got to be based on the science and what we’ve seen over the 

weekend is briefing by politicians on what they would like to 

happen rather than the data. And I’ve always said, and Keir has 

always said, it’s got to be driven by the data. We’ve got to make 

decisions based on the evidence. And instead of briefing to 

newspapers I would like the government to present the evidence 

on which it is making its really, really important decisions. 
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AM: Talking about big political decisions, you may have heard me 

talking to Stephen Powis about social care. The Cabinet is having 

a really intense discussion about whether or not we’re going to 

have to pay higher taxes to fund a proper, decent social care 

system in this country. What’s your view on taxes, should we pay 

for social care? 

RR: I want to see a publicly funded needs based social care 

system and as Stephen Powis said to you, the better state that 

social care is the better for our National Health Service, and we 

are willing to have those difficult conversations about how we pay 

for those things. I’ve been in my job for two months; it is high up 

on my list of things that have got to be sorted and explained 

ahead of the next election, but the Prime Minister has been in his 

job for two years and on the steps of Downing Street when he 

became Prime Minister he  said that we have a plan for social care 

that is already prepared. Well where is it, Andrew? Because it is 

letting down the people of this country. People in social care have 

been so badly treated by this government the last year and a half 

and they are owed something better than what this government 

are delivering today. 

 

AM: They’ve been treated by this government and by previous 

governments. When was the first promise of a properly funded 

social care system made in this country – do you know that? 

RR: I do know, Andrew, but when Andy Burnham was Health 

Secretary ahead of the 2010 election he set up cross party talks 

which the Conservatives walked out of. That was a big mistake 

and they have never restarted in the 11 years since the 

Conservatives took office. And that shows, I think, the neglect and 

the failure under this Conservative government and we are paying 

the price today for that failure. 

 

AM: Rachel Reeves you say, ‘this Conservative government,’ but 

the original problem goes back much further, even than Andy 
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Burnham. 1997, 1997 a New Labour government, Tony Blair, tells 

the Party Conference that he doesn’t want to live in a country 

where the only way pensioners can get long term care is by selling 

their home. We then had many years of Labour government; we 

had 5 independent Commissions into social care reform and 

absolutely nothing happened. It’s a failure of Labour and it’s a 

failure of the Conservatives. 

 

RR: And in 2010 we were making progress on a cross party basis  

and the Tories walked out on it. Boris Johnson has now been 

Prime Minister for two years and under his watch we have seen 

deaths that didn’t need to happen in social care because they did 

not put a protective ring around it, people came out of hospitals 

and into our care homes and they paid with  their lives. The most 

vulnerable people in society. The Prime Minister, if he’s got a plan 

we need to see it, it needs to be implemented because people are 

being let down and we all know it from our own families and it’s 

got to change. We would, over the last 11 years, we would have 

entered into cross party talks if the government had set them up. 

They have failed to do that, they have failed to offer a solution. 

 

AM: Under Jeremy Corbyn the Labour Party did have a policy for a 

national social care service. Are you brave enough to say that 

taxes may have to rise to protect our oldest citizens? 

RR: I said at the beginning in my answer to your question. 

AM: Is yes? 

RR: We are willing to look at how you fund it. Because as Shadow 

Chancellor –  

AM: Willing to look at how you fund it is  not quite saying yes, 

taxes may have to rise. 

RR: Yes, including looking at what taxes may need to pay for it. As 

Andy Burnham did when he was Health Secretary. That’s why the 

Tories walked out of it. And I just want to be clear about this 

because as Shadow Chancellor, and I hope in the future as 

Chancellor, I will make sure that any policies that I set out and 
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that Labour set out will be fully costed and we explain how they 

will be paid for. That is really important to me because value for 

money and using tax payers  money well really matters to me. 

 

AM: And you have huge decisions to take about fairness. Not just 

in different social classes but  inter-generationally. Do you think 

that the triple lock on pensions should now be scrapped? 

RR: The Conservatives, it was one of  their key pledges at the last 

election.  

AM: I’m asking you. 

RR: So no it must not be scrapped because it  was a pledge to the 

British people at the last election by this Conservative government 

and you have to honour those commitments made in your 

Manifesto. But today I’m setting out a much broader range of 

policies of how I would take forward our country post pandemic, 

as a Labour Chancellor –  

AM: I’m going to come onto that in just a second, but on the triple 

lock if you look at the numbers, keeping the triple lock means an 

extra £4 billion a year are going on pensions and to many 

relatively well off pensioners, while young people who are most 

affected by the pandemic and desperately need more money for 

education don’t get that money. So you are siding with 

pensioners, as it were, against younger voters.  

 

RR: Well, you know, Andrew, that Labour have set out a post 

pandemic Children’s Recovery Plan worth £15 billion as set out by 

the government’s former Education Advisor, Kevin Collins. He 

resigned because the government were not willing to put their 

money where their mouth is on funding our Children’s Recovery. 

And this makes economic sense because you can’t have an 

economic strategy without a strategy for our young people and 

skills and education. And the Institute for Fiscal Studies have said 

that the costs of not investing in this catch up of £450 billion 

pounds, I think £15 billion pounds on getting our children a 

backup where they need to be, both academically, socially etc, is 
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incredibly important and that is funding that the Labour Party 

would make. 

 

AM: Now there’s a very, very interesting policy that you’ve been 

briefing this morning about making public bodies of all kinds spend 

more on British sourced goods. Buying British which in  many 

cases will mean spending a bit more to protect the jobs and the 

businesses from whom they’re buying, which is a perfectly 

reasonable policy from that point of view, but it does mean higher 

costs to consumers, doesn’t it? 

 

RR: No it doesn’t actually, Andrew, have to mean that. Because at 

the moment we’re not taking into account the whole social value 

and social impact of different bids. So if you’ve got two bits on the 

table for public procurement, whether it’s in HS2 or Trident 

submarines or offshore wind, one of them is creating jobs in this 

country. High paid, high skilled jobs that  will result in people 

paying higher taxes into the Exchequer. We give no extra weight 

to that bid compared to one that creates no  jobs, no value in this 

country.  If we’re making these big sorts of strategic investments 

as we are in offshore wind and HS2, it makes economic sense as 

well as common sense –  

AM: To buy British. 

RR: - to ensure that we are creating good quality, good skilled 

jobs and apprenticeships  here in this country. And at the 

moment, despite having the powers to do this our government 

doesn’t take into account these things at all.  And that makes no 

sense, and I would change that. 

 

AM: Is this a Brexit dividend? Is this the Labour Party saying, do 

you know what, there are advantages to Brexit? 

RR: Look some of these things we could have done inside the 

European Union and under WTO rules –  

AM: Not this. Not this. 
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RR: France do it and France see it as strategically important to 

them and so  in their procurement they take into account the 

impact on jobs and businesses in France. So we could have done a 

lot of this stuff within the European Union, but outside the EU, 

Andrew, we have got no excuses. We set our own rules. We can 

do our things our own way and we’ve got to use those new found 

freedoms to support British industry and British jobs, and that’s 

what I would do as Chancellor. 

 

AM: Some people in your party will be quite queasy about this. 

They would see it as slapping a Union Jack on public procurement 

and it goes back a little bit to Gordon Brown’s short lived British 

jobs for British workers initiative and they won’t quite like the 

tone. 

RR: I don’t think it does do that because this is actually about the 

essence of what Labour is for, because it is about ensuring that 

there good quality jobs, paying a wage that you can bring a family 

up on in all parts of the country and it’s also that embedding into 

public procurement high labour standards, worker standards and 

environmental standards as well. That is what Labour is for and 

that is what I would do as a Labour Chancellor. 

 

Ends  


