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AM: Angela Rayner, welcome. 

AR: Good morning. 

AM: Now Jeremy Corbyn says that he is going to be neutral on all 

of this. Can I just talk through what that means? He negotiates a 

deal in Brussels, you’re still going to have a party conference on 

the results of that deal. Is a future Labour government going to 

take any position in the coming referendum if you win power? 

AR: Well, there’s two distinctions there. One is about Jeremy 

Corbyn and what Jeremy’s said he will do personally. And that’s 

be an honest broker. So what he wants to do is bring the country 

back together. And by doing that he will negotiate a deal within 

six months and put it back to the people, so they will have the 

choice. What we’re clear on is that people need to have the 

ultimate choice on what happens at the end of this process. 

 

AM: In that referendum would a future Labour government be 

recommending to the British people to vote for their deal or not? 

AR: Well, we’ve said, like you said in the opening piece, is that 

we’ve said that we’ll have a special conference to look at that. But 

I think the most important thing here is we’ve had three years – 

AM: That’s the party, not the government of course. 

AR: That’s the party. But we’ve said that, you know, the most 

important thing is that the people get the final say. Under the 

Tories at the moment we’ve had three years of dither and we’ve 

not been able to get  a deal. Boris Johnson of course did have a 

deal that he got passed through parliament. And then he 

collapsed parliament.  

AM: I’m sorry Angela Rayner, I’m sorry to interrupt but I’ve asked 

a very straightforward question, would a future Labour 
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government take a position on the deal it has negotiated with 

Brussels or not? 

AR: Well, that’s a hypothetical. What Jeremy’s said – it’s a 

hypothetical. But what Jeremy’s said, and he’s been very clear in 

your people that are watching your show today is that only the 

Labour Party is going to give people the choice. We’re going to 

negotiate a deal that puts jobs, consumer and environment 

protections first. It will deal with the Northern Ireland border 

issue. Within six months we’ll put that back to the people and the 

people will decide and then we’ll move on. But the Conservatives 

would by constantly in this Brexit withdrawal agreement. They 

have an agreement on it and they collapsed parliament. They’ve 

got no chance of getting that deal through. 

 

AM: But as things stand you negotiate this deal, you bring it back, 

the prime minister is neutral, most of the senior members of the 

Cabinet are in favour of remain – we’re talking about a Labour 

Cabinet now. The party – what we know about the party is pro-

remain. This is going to be the most unloved orphan offered to 

the British people ever. It’s going to be a referendum between 

staying inside the EU and an offer that nobody seems to be going 

to be speaking up for. Who is going to be leading the pro-Jeremy 

Corbyn negotiated deal if it’s not Jeremy Corbyn and it’s not his 

Shadow Cabinet and it’s not the Labour Party? Who’s going to be 

doing it? 

AR: Well, I think some of the problems that we have at the 

moment is there are – the framing of this is that everybody’s 

remain. And that’s just not true. And actually the country did vote 

to leave the European Union. We said we respected that, so we’re 

not going to be like the Lib Dems and just ignore that. We will 

negotiate a deal and we’ll put that back to the people and they 

will have the ultimate say, and then we’ll move on. And I think we 

need to get past Brexit. I mean, most people listening to this 

show will have had enough. We’ve said we’ll put a deal forward. 

We’ve not that had that opportunity to do that yet. The 



3 

ANGELA RAYNER 

government have had three years. They’ve failed to do that. Our 

government will put a deal back to the people and they will make 

the ultimate choice either to leave the European Union with the 

deal that we have or to remain. And then we’ll move on to the 

issues that area really important to people, like the public services 

that are under crisis at the moment, including our NHS. 

 

AM: Well, let’s move on ourselves then and talk about your big 

offer as a party this morning to Waspi women. It’s a very big 

offer, will delight a lot of those 3.7 million people affected by this 

pension problem, but it’s also very expensive and it does 

completely drive a coach and horses through your fiscal 

responsibility rules. 

AR: Well, the government failed the women who were born in the 

1950s. They stole their pension, that contract, that agreement 

that they thought they had, and then accelerated it so that those 

women didn’t have the chance to prepare for that. We’ve said 

we’ll right that injustice and within the five years of the Labour 

government we will compensate them for the money that they’ve 

lost. This is their money that they’ve had stolen off them, and it’s 

completely unacceptable. And any government, any government 

should act responsibility to these women, who have looked after 

their children through that period, they’ve often looking  after 

elderly relatives now, and they’re a part of our society that have 

felt really injust (sic) by the way they’ve been treated, and it’s 

absolutely right that we deal with this issue. 

 

AM: I understand all of that, but you’ve also as a party made a 

pretty solemn promise to the British people that you would fund 

all spending except for investment by raising taxes honestly to 

pay for it. And in this case you have chosen not to do that and 

therefore you are breaking a very important promise that you had 

previously made. 

AR: Well, this is a completely different circumstance. It is an injust 

(sic) that if they win their court case any government would have 



4 

ANGELA RAYNER 

to find that money anyway. But the problem is, and we opposed it 

at the time in 2011, the Conservatives, with the Liberal 

Democrats, stole this money from those women who were born in 

the 1950s. It’s completely unacceptable and millions of women 

have been plunged into poverty and don’t just want handouts by 

social security, they want their money back. And quite rightly so, 

they should be feeling angry about that the government did, and 

will right that injustice because justice is a price worth paying. 

People should have confidence in their government that they ain’t  

going to steal their pension(sic). It fundamentally it undermines 

the contract between the state and its people.  

 

AM: Let me ask you about another big Labour promise, which is 

that only the top five per cent would pay for your spending 

promises. You are going to remove marriage tax allowance, yes? 

And that is particularly targeted on people where one party is not 

working and the other is earning only the basic rate of tax. Are 

those people in the top five per cent? 

AR: Well, we’ve said quite clearly that the top five per cent will 

pay a little bit more, so anyone who’s watching your show who 

earns less than £80,000 a year will not pay any more. We’ve also 

said that corporations will have to pay a little bit more. And to put 

that into context, we’re saying that that will be at 26 per cent, and 

under Margaret Thatcher it was 36 per cent. And in your piece 

earlier – I think this is really crucial to say – in your piece earlier 

you were talking about people being honest with the public. 

We’ve been incredibly honest with the public about the fact that in 

order to have a world class system public service and those jobs 

for the future, then those at the top are going to have to pay a 

little bit more.  

 

AM: I’m really sorry, Angela Rayner, but you are not being honest 

with the public when you say that only the top five per cent will 

pay. Everybody taking marriage tax allowance is going to lose that 

under Labour. They are not in the top five per cent. They’re 
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relatively low and medium taxpayers and you’re taking £250 a 

year away from them. Why? 

AR: Well, I think, Andrew, the most important thing on this 

particular issue is quite clear, is actually the most important tax 

issues that we face at the moment is those at the top who are not 

paying their fair share. Our NHS is at crisis point.  

AM: What about people on marriage tax allowance? 

AR: Our police are being cut, our education services are on their 

knees. We’ve not got the jobs for the future. We’re not getting 

the skills. And it’s really important that actually the big 

corporations pay a little bit more, and those at the top who are 

earning 80,000 and above will pay a little bit more in order for us 

to have the public services that we need to grow our economy in 

future. The Conservative manifesto is more managed decline.  

 

AM: Okay. What about those hundreds of thousands of relatively 

low paid British workers who are going to lose marriage tax 

allowance, lose £250 a year, because of Labour – despite the fact 

you say it’s only the rich, it’s not only the rich. It’s people on 

marriage tax allowance who are going to lose money as well. 

AR: I think people listening to your show actually – 

AM: Two million people we’re talking about here. 

AR: The marriage tax allowance, if you look at the other 

investment that we’re giving to families for free childcare, the 

public services that we’re investing in, the green jobs of the 

future, investing in our services again, actually the net value to 

families across the country is going to be significant under Labour 

compared to the Conservatives, which by the way - 

AM: That’s fine – 

AR: - their national insurance claims on how they’re going to 

reduce that is two pound a week is what they’re going to give 

people in the country.  

AM: Okay, lots of other things we’ll talk- 
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AR: For two pound a week most people would want police, would 

want our education system to be well funded and would want our 

NHS to be looked after. 

 

AM: Okay. Can I just ask you, very clearly, whether you’re going 

to take, as a Labour government, £250 away from everybody 

claiming marriage tax allowance and whether you accept that 

those people are not in the top five per cent? 

AR: Very clearly, if you look overall at what our package is 

everybody bar the top five per cent will be better off under 

Labour. Because if you look at all our other policies, whether 

that’s around our public services, whether that’s around childcare, 

whether that’s around tuition fees and students, whether that’s 

our police investment, people will be better off under Labour. 

Under the Conservatives it’s more managed decline.  

 

AM: But it’s not the quite the honest promise that you offered at 

the beginning of this interview.  

AR: Absolutely.  

AM: You’re taking money, you’re taking income tax away from 

lower paid people. 

AR: To suggest that I’m being anything but honest I think is 

disingenuous. Actually I’ve been incredibly honest. I’ve just said 

quite clearly that anybody who is in that tax bracket, under 

80,000, will not pay extra. I think that’s important. I’ve also said 

that corporations will pay a little bit more, but it will be nowhere 

near where the corporation levels were under Thatcher and will 

still be less than what it was under the last Labour government. 

And by investing and by making sure those people pay a little bit 

more we’ll have our public services again and people won’t be 

dying on trolleys in the NHS without the support that they need, 

and we can tackle homelessness, we can tackle the crises that our 

country faces at the moment beyond Brexit.  

 

AM: You mentioned business taxes. Let’s look at corporation tax, 
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because these are very big increases in a relatively short amount 

of time and one of the dangers is that companies will simply pay 

for the tax increases by raising prices. And your answer, as I 

understand it, as a party, is that you’re going to have new 

supervisory boards in all British companies which are going to 

have representatives of customers to stop those prices being 

raised. Is it the case that customer representatives on boards in 

British companies going forward will have a veto over price rises? 

AR: What we’re saying is at the moment people are locked out of 

having an economy that works for everyone. So let me take the 

corporation tax – 

AM: A very straightforward question I’ve asked you, a very clear 

question. 

AR: And I’m trying to explain, that’s what I’m saying. We’re going 

to make sure that people are involved in the decision making. But 

you also said that companies will, you know, the suggestion that 

somehow they’ll pass that price back onto consumers. But what 

we’re suggesting in corporation tax rise won’t even take us to the 

level we were at in 2010. It will be around ten per cent lower than 

what it was under Margaret Thatcher. And we’ll be able to pay for 

our public services out of it, so people will have the support they 

need, they will have a £10 minimum wage, so people will have 

more money in their pockets as well in an economy that works for 

everyone. 

 

AM: Lots of things you raised there. Can I just come back, 

patiently, to the question I asked, which is will supervisory boards 

in all British companies going forward have customer 

representatives on them who can veto price rises or not? 

AR: Well, they won’t be vetoing anything. They’ll be on boards. 

AM: So they won’t be. 

AR: They’ll be on boards and they’ll be having, you know, they’ll 

be having decision making as part of those boards. They won’t be 

vetoing – 

AM: So you can’t stop price rises? 
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AR: We’re not going round vetoing people. What we’re saying is 

that we need to give people a say and that companies and 

corporations should pay their fair share of tax. And should be 

accountable as a part of society. It’s really important that people 

see that those at the top don’t get away with not paying their 

taxes while the rest of us don’t get the public services we deserve. 

 

AM: Fair does, but in terms of raising corporation tax how do you 

then stop companies raising prices to pay for it? 

AR: Well, like I say, actually, you know, the markets as they 

stand, if people don’t buy a product then, you know, the profit 

goes down. So I actually think that’s baloney. We were told that 

companies would leave when we brought in the national minimum 

wage. We were told that companies would leave and they’d all 

collapse. You know, we  were told everyone’s just going to 

suddenly leave the UK. But like I said to you, the corporation tax 

at the moment is so low at 19 per cent the Tories can’t even 

commit to what they said they’d do and put it at 17 per cent 

because they know they’ve cut it to the bone. And more and more 

people are on trolleys waiting for the care that they deserve. The 

social care crisis will not be dealt with if we don’t look at this 

issue. Our corporation tax increase will not even be where we 

were in 2010, let alone where corporation tax was under Margaret 

Thatcher. So actually this idea that companies will be squealing 

and not able to do their job I think is completely disingenuous and 

most companies –  Andrew this is a really important point: most 

companies don’t have the skills, the market – for the market at 

the moment, and they’re  saying they haven’t got a skill base in 

the UK. My national education service will ensure that we have 

the skills for our economy of the future so companies will do 

better as a result of paying that little bit more. 

 

AM: Alright. One other area, at the moment if you want to 

transition from one gender to another then you have to get a 
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medical certificate showing that you’ve got gender dysphoria and 

you have to – 

AR: Andrew can I say at  the moment – it’s not people want to 

transition. You know, you make it sound like it’s a lifestyle choice. 

I think that – 

AM: I’m not saying it’s a lifestyle, I’m asking you as neutrally as I 

can. 

AR: Okay. 

AM: At the moment you have to get a medical certificate and you 

have to show that you have lived for two years in the gender to 

which you wish to be assigned, the required gender. Is Labour 

going to remove those requirements and allow people to 

completely self identify? 

AR: I mean, Andrew, this is a really sensitive point, and if you 

look at the amount of young people that are, you know – the 

suicide rates amongst young people, especially from transgender 

backgrounds, is really a scourge on society. And anyone watching 

this show, I don’t want them to be offended that somehow we’re 

saying that they’re choosing to be a particular gender. That’s not 

how it feels for people that are going through that process. What 

we’re saying is we’ll be sensitive under the Gender Recognition 

Act to ensure that people can be valued as who they are and 

protect their rights, whether that’s women, whether that’s 

transgender women, whether that’s men or whether that’s girls. 

And we will make sure that everybody feels valued as part of  our 

society and tolerant. And at the moment language like, ‘we’re 

choosing our gender.’ really doesn’t make people feel valued, and 

it’s really insensitive to the trauma that many people have to go 

through. It’s not like buying a dress or going out to the shops and 

deciding which drink you’re having, it’s a incredibly difficult and 

traumatic process for people.  

 

AM: Would a future Labour government change the Equality Act 

to forbid the exclusion of self-declared people from certain 

spaces? 
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AR: No, we will protect spaces under the Equalities Act. We will 

make sure that women feel protected in those spaces. But we’ll 

also protect transgender women as well, and make sure that 

everyone feels valued. There’s so many young people at the 

moment, Andrew, feeling that they’re not good enough in our 

country, and it’s an absolute scourge, and if it was your child 

that’s in that situation, being told that they’re choosing what they 

want to do and somehow that this is just a lifestyle choice I think 

takes us back to the days of Section 28. And I think that’s really, 

really damaging. 

 

AM: You used the word lifestyle, I never did. But Angela Rayner, 

for the moment thank you very much indeed for talking to us. 

(ends) 

 

 

 


