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STUART: We’ve now got 27 countries locked together, and some of those 

locked into a single currency, in a way which will not address the original 

problem. Far from it. If you turn on your television sets and watch what’s 

happening in Greece, what may well happen in Spain and Italy, a deep 

resentment of the Germans who are currently damned if they do and damned if 

they don’t. I’m just so sad about it because it didn’t need to happen that way. 

 

STOURTON: The MP Gisela Stuart has the kind of background that 

should make her a solid member of Labour’s pro-European mainstream; 

she is German by birth and on the right of the party. But in an interview 

for this programme she has gone public with a view that is, by her own 

account, regarded as “heresy” on the Labour benches. She thinks Britain 

should leave the European Union. 

  

STUART: People keep saying well we can’t leave because we benefit from the 

single market. Well you can benefit from the single market and have a trading 

relationship, and I think this is increasingly in Britain’s interest to do that. 

 

STOURTON: So you think we should leave the formal structures of the 

European Union and have some kind of relationship. But in terms of the 

position that we have at the moment as a full member of the European Union, 

that should end? You’re quite clear in your mind about that? 

 

STUART: I think ultimately it has to go that way, yes. 

 

STOURTON: For the past quarter of a century division over Europe has 

been a Tory curse. Labour MPs who think like Gisela Stuart are still a tiny 

minority, but Europe itself is changing so fast that the long Labour 

consensus about Britain’s European future is coming under pressure.  

 

GRANT: The Tories of course are divided on the same question, that’s true, but 

I do think the Labour Party has a difficulty coming because it may well win the 

next election; and if it does, it needs to have a much clearer strategy than it does 

today on what to do about Europe.  

 

STOURTON: Charles Grant of the Centre for European Reform is one of 

those arguing that Labour’s European policy is in urgent need of 

rethinking.  

 

Between now and the next general election in 2015, the party’s leaders will 

be faced with a whole new set of questions about Britain’s place in the EU, 
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and one senior figure told us they recognise that so far the euro-sceptics 

have made the running.  

 

We’ve discovered that below the apparently serene surface calm of party 

unity on Europe, all the old orthodoxies are being challenged. One of those 

fighting to keep the party’s pro-European line is Roger Liddle, party 

spokesman on Europe in the Lords.   

 

LIDDLE: I think Labour is broadly a pro-European party. The question I 

suppose is how skin deep is the commitment. 

 

SEGUES: 

 

GAITSKELL: EXTRACT BBC DAILY POLITICS ARCHIVE 

Now we must be clear about this; it does mean, if this is the idea, the end of 

Britain as an independent nation state - I make no apology for repeating it - the 

end of a thousand years of history. You may say: alright, let it end. But, my 

goodness, it is a decision that needs a little care and thought.  

 

STOURTON: The party certainly hasn’t always been pro-European - that 

was the Labour Leader Hugh Gaitskell setting out his decidedly euro-

sceptic view to the party conference in 1962. Gaitskell had resisted some 

ferocious lobbying by Jean Monnet, the French political scientist who is 

widely regarded as the chief architect of the European project. 

 

BRIVATI: When Monnet tried to convince Gaitskell to join the European 

Union, they had a long, long argument, and finally Monnet in exasperation said, 

“You must have faith!” And Gaitskell said, “I don’t believe in faith. I believe in 

reason.” 

 

STOURTON: Brian Brivati is a historian of the Labour party and Hugh 

Gaitskell’s biographer. 

 

BRIVATI: The Labour Party debate on Europe begins really with Gaitskell’s 

Thousand Years of History speech where he laid out the emotional argument for 

British independence, commitment to the commonwealth. And that was odd 

because he was from the right of the party, but it was then really picked up by 

the left and was described as the capitalist club and was seen as a conspiracy 

against organised labour, against nationalisation, against the freedom of this 

country to nationalise the top twenty, hundred, five hundred, however many 
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companies it was at that particular year’s Labour Party conference.  

 

STOURTON: And how divided was the party on those questions? 

 

BRIVATI: It was one of those issues that determined where you were in the 

party and what your genetic code was. If you were on the right, then you were 

pro-European, pro-membership. If you were on the left, then you were anti-

membership, and it was a defining issue for you right up really until Kinnock’s 

leadership in the 1980s. 

 

STOURTON: It was of course the Conservatives, not Labour, who took 

Britain into Europe, and when Gaitskell’s successor Harold Wilson called a 

referendum on our membership of the European Economic Community in 

1975, the party was so divided that he had to allow his ministers to 

campaign on both sides. 

 

Gisela Stuart had arrived in Britain form her native Bavaria the previous 

year, and at the time of the Referendum campaign she was doing a Business 

Studies course in Manchester. She remembers divisions in both the main 

political parties. 

 

STUART: The argument within the Conservatives and their problem was a 

cessation of sovereignty and the nation state, which is a core of a Conservative 

politics. The problem for many in the Labour Party was to what extent, whilst 

they wished to be good internationalists, they actually wanted to be something 

which was seen as a terribly capitalist construct. So rather cleverly, Harold 

Wilson (who was then the Prime Minister) went into the referendum allowing 

his cabinet ministers to no longer be bound by collective responsibility, so you 

would have your Tony Benns arguing vehemently against the European Union 

whilst others were for it. But the argument they put to the people was always an 

economic one. The party was divided but you had a Prime Minister who 

managed to combine it.  

 

STOURTON: In 1981 a Labour conference voted to leave the European 

Economic Community. The split which, two months later, led to the 

formation of the Social Democratic Party, the SDP, was a direct 

consequence, and it was probably the most serious threat to Labour’s 

survival in the past half century. It is an arresting fact that the party went 

into the 1983 election campaign with a manifesto - memorably described by 

a Labour MP as the longest suicide note in history - which called for 

Britain to pull out of Europe.  
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It wasn’t until Neil Kinnock became party leader in the aftermath of that 

election that views of Europe began to change. Europeanism was central to 

the modernising project which would eventually lead to New Labour.   

 

Some of the SDP defectors were lured back into the fold; Roger Liddle 

stood as an SDP candidate in 1983 but is now a Labour spokesman on 

Europe in the Lords and chairs the Policy Network think tank.  

 

LIDDLE: Well actually it was hearing Neil Kinnock speak about Europe, and 

his passionate conversion to Europe was one of the main reasons why I felt 

comfortable about rejoining the Labour Party. If you look at the history of the 

1980s, the turn to Europe was part of what was then called a modernisation, 

becoming a modern Social Democratic Party, and I think pro-Europeanism was 

absolutely fundamental to that. 

 

STOURTON: Labour’s conversion was possible because Europe’s 

reputation as a capitalist club was replaced by what was known as “social 

Europe”.  

 

A critical figure in that process was Jacques Delors, the father of the euro 

and, during a decade as President of the European Commission, the great 

alchemist of European politics. After persuading Margaret Thatcher of the 

virtues of the Single European Act - which aimed to turn the European 

Community into a genuine single market - he then turned up at the TUC 

conference in 1988 and sold Europe to the unions as the source of workers’ 

rights and social solidarity.  

 

JACQUES DELORS: TUC 1988 

President, dear friends, it was with great pleasure that I accept the invitation to 

address congress today. As you know, Europe is again on the move. This is 

confirmed by your report 1992 maximising the benefits, minimising the cost. 

 

SEGUE: 

 

STUART: The Labour Party then looks at what’s happening in mainland 

Europe and finds that in terms of workers’ rights, in terms of trade union rights, 

in terms of equal pay in particular - I think that was very, very important - they 

had a Tory government that had absolutely no inclination to grant them those 

rights. And yet if you could bring this in via European legislation, Europe 

suddenly became terribly attractive. So under Neil Kinnock, we start to move to 
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being terribly pro-European. Not so much an engagement of saying we’ve 

bought into the great idea, but as a means to an end. 

 

STOURTON: The distinction Gisela Stuart makes there - between a “great 

idea” and a “means to an end” - is critical. Labour’s new Europeanism was 

tactical, not ideological.  

 

And the tactic became a long term strategy when John Major’s government 

was plunged into a bitter civil war over the ratification of Maastricht, the 

Treaty which paved the way for the euro.  

 

But Thomas Docherty argues the party paid a price for that. He was 

elected as a Labour MP in 2010, and as a member of an all-party group on 

European Reform, he’s earned a reputation for challenging mainstream 

party thinking.   

 

DOCHERTY: The 1980s was the period where Labour’s position went through 

a 180 degree turn, and of course many of the people who were most against EU 

membership - or EEC membership I guess, as it was in the 1970s - became the 

biggest champions. And of course the reality was Labour was suddenly in 

favour of Europe because they saw it as a buttress against Thatcherism, against 

some of the policies that she was pursuing; and I think that understandably, 

because of that, a lot of the detail wasn’t done about where it was going to go to.  

 

STOURTON: But it’s interesting you say that things weren’t thought through. 

Is the implication of that that the Labour Party, because it saw Europe as a way 

of sort of circumventing the Thatcherite project, didn’t really address it with 

intellectual rigour, just let it ride a bit? Is that what you’re implying? 

 

DOCHERTY: Yes, let’s be candid, that’s exactly what happened; that we kind 

of went along with something - that the end justified the means; that it was a 

way of stopping the excess of Thatcherism. And what was particularly 

interesting was you know for the same reason that our opposition on Maastricht 

and the guerilla parliamentary activity that we undertook as a party, that wasn’t 

I think because we’d really thought through our position on Maastricht. It was 

an opportunity to basically stick it to the Major Government. 

 

STOURTON: So the great ideological arguments over Europe that 

wracked the Labour Party for nearly two decades from the early 1960s 

until the early 1980s were never really resolved. There was a hint of them 

returning in the division between Gordon Brown and Tony Blair over the 
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euro. As Prime Minister Mr Blair was an enthusiast for the single currency, 

but his Chancellor famously set 5 economic tests he insisted should be met 

before Britain could join. But the Labour historian Brian Brivati argues 

that division was largely pragmatic. 

 

BRIVATI: I don’t think any argument on Europe was settled ideologically 

within the Labour Party. I think the terms of the debate were changed. And we 

can see that most clearly, I think, in Brown’s test for membership of the 

Monetary Union, the single currency. That took it out of an ideological debate 

and said it was purely a question of national interest.  

 

STOURTON: And just thinking for a little bit about the Brown-Blair years - 

although, as you say, Gordon Brown presented his test as a pragmatic measure, 

do you think there was a degree of ideological difference between Blair and 

Brown, the old ideological difference resurfacing, or that it was purely 

pragmatic? 

 

BRIVATI: I don’t think there was a substantive ideological difference between 

Blair and Brown on these issues. I think Blair would have liked the European 

currency to have been adopted, but that’s largely because he wanted to be in the 

fast track of Europe as a larger stage for himself I think politically and for this 

country. He saw it as in the national interest for Britain to be up there with 

Germany and France making those big decisions. If the test had come out 

differently, I think they genuinely would have taken a different view and gone 

for it.  

 

STOURTON: Gisela Stuart, however, was getting a close-up view of the 

European Union’s engine room that forced her to confront the basic 

principles by which it operates.  

 

The Union was by this stage expanding rapidly, culminating in ten new 

members in 2004, and everyone agreed that a new set of arrangements was 

needed to ensure it could function with a larger membership.  

 

She was appointed to the European Convention which was formed to draw 

up a new Constitution.   

 

STUART: I remember saying you know you need to bring all the various bits 

together in a way which the people understand, and the only way you can get 

buy-in from Britain or from a British parliament to ratify that, I thought they 

required three things. One was that you’d have an exit clause - not because you 
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want to activate it, but because this notion that this was something you can only 

join but can never leave has to be scotched. The second thing I thought and said, 

we have to completely remove this reference to deeper and widening; this 

relationship that you can deepen and widen at the same time. That was my 

alarm bell because I thought this construct which started with 6, which is now 

going into the twenties (or at that stage 11 countries were about to come in) I 

thought this simply won’t work. And the third is I said there must be a 

mechanism in there which allows for powers to be returned from Brussels as 

well as go towards Brussels. But all the time my determination was to make this 

work. It never occurred to me that I did not want this to work, and it literally 

wasn’t until the last seventy-two hours of these negotiations that I suddenly 

realised this won’t work. 

 

STOURTON: Gisela Stuart was a sharp critic of the text that emerged 

from those negotiations. The constitution which resulted was rejected in 

referendums in France and the Netherlands and eventually replaced with a 

watered-down version known as the Lisbon Treaty - an agreement 

regarded with such a lack of affection in Britain that Gordon Brown, who 

was Prime Minister by this stage, didn’t even turn up for the formal 

signing ceremony. 

 

The latest chapter in the European saga was opened by David Cameron’s 

decision to veto a new treaty to resolve the Euro crisis. 

 

DAVID CAMERON: SPEECH EXTRACT  

Eurozone members and others have today agreed a new treaty focused on 

tighter fiscal discipline, which we understand is important. Now this is a totally 

separate treaty. That is because we vetoed an EU treaty in December. We are 

not signing this treaty, we’ll not be ratifying this treaty, and it places no 

obligations on the United Kingdom. 

 

STOURTON: The Labour response was very much in keeping with the 

strategy that has served the party so well since the 1980s; attack the Tories 

for being isolated, and enjoy the spectacle of their discomfort. 

 

But the euro crisis and the emerging plans for a more integrated core of 

Eurozone countries has changed the rules of the game.   

 

No one quite knows what shape the new Europe will take, but Charles 

Grant, the Director of the Centre for European Reform think tank, can 

make a more educated guess than most of us. 
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GRANT: I think we’re seeing a three-tiered Europe emerging - three different 

tiers of member of the EU. In the core, you will have the Eurozone - at the 

moment 17 countries. They will have common policies on economic policy 

much more strongly integrative than they have today. They will agree to allow 

their budgets to be supervised by the European Commission and other European 

institutions. They will probably move towards some system of Eurobonds or 

collective borrowing, some system whereby the Eurozone has its own budget 

and gives payments to countries in the Eurozone in return for structural reform. 

So that’s the inner tier. Then you’ll have a secondary tier, an outer tier, which 

will be most of the current member states, though not all of them and not 

Britain, and these countries will engage in closer cooperation on economic 

policymaking. They’ll sign up to targets, but without the constraining elements 

that those in the Eurozone themselves will have, and this will include the 

banking union - countries taking part in a common system of bank supervision 

and deposit insurance. Then there’ll be a third outer tier consisting of Britain 

and perhaps one or two others not involved in the banking union, not taking part 

in the closer economic policy coordination. That’s my three-tier model. 

 

STOURTON: That analysis has one very direct consequence for Labour.  

At the last election the party’s manifesto declared that “We are proud that 

Britain is once again a leading player in Europe”, and that “Britain 

succeeds when it leads in Europe”. But in a many-tiered Europe no British 

government - Conservative or Labour - can claim to “lead” from outside 

the euro. The Labour MP  Thomas Docherty. 

DOCHERTY: If the 17 Eurozone countries are going to move towards close 

integration, is it necessarily in our best interests to be the eighteenth member of 

that, or is it actually better that we are with some of our historical allies? And I 

think of the Swedes, for example, who’ve always been very, very sceptic and 

some of the Eastern Europeans who say actually no, look, if France, Germany, 

Benelux, if you want to go for closer integration, if you want closer budgetary 

control over each other, okay you can do that but we’re not going to put 

ourselves into the same position. And that’s a debate that needs to take place 

and we’re not going to solve it in three months. We’ve got three years to come 

to hopefully a rational conclusion. 

 

STOURTON: That would be a huge change in the party’s position, wouldn’t it 

- the party that came into government in 1997 with the Prime Minister declaring 

“We’ve got to be at the heart of Europe”, to be saying in 2015 actually we’ll 

accept a place in the outer circle? 
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DOCHERTY: The world has moved on and Europe certainly has moved on 

since 1997. If you look at the 1999 European campaign, William Hague actually 

ran a very effective campaign; and you know knowing what we know about 

Conservative elections in the last twenty years, that’s a phenomenal thing to say. 

Because the Conservatives had a motto, if you remember, that was ‘in Europe 

but not run by Europe’, and that resonated hugely with people. As I say, a vast 

number of people want to be in the European Union, they see the benefits of it, 

but they’re not convinced that our decision making is always best served by 

being tied up with our European neighbours. 

 

STOURTON: To hear a Labour MP praise William Hague on Europe … 

well, lets just call it a little unexpected.  

 

Some of the old school - those who believe the Europe debate was 

effectively settled within the Labour Party in the 1980s - cling to their 

dreams, but the new climate does raise questions about how much longer 

they will be able to do that. 

 

I asked the party’s Lord’s spokesman on Europe, Roger Liddle, if he 

believes there is still a possibility that Britain will one day join the euro. 

 

LIDDLE: If the Euro area gets its act together - and I must say that there is still 

a question mark about that - the shape of what I call Euro Mark II will be clear. 

And I think that in Britain what we have to do on the question of the euro and 

its integration is see how the whole thing works out and then make an informed 

judgement. It would certainly not be in the national interest to rule anything out.   

 

STOURTON: Right, we’re absolutely clear on that. You believe Labour should 

still be open, if it forms the next government, to the possibility that Britain will 

one day join the euro? 

 

LIDDLE: If we’re talking about a Mark II Euro, which has overcome its flaws, 

I am clear that that possibility should still be kept there. 

 

SEGUE: 
 

GRANT: No, I would expect the Labour Party to go into the next election 

ruling out any possibility of joining the single currency. I mean I think it’s 

obvious to me as somebody who’s sympathetic to the EU that until such time as 

the Eurozone sorts out its problems, which may happen at some point, until 
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such time there’s no point in anybody in Britain talking about joining the euro. 

 

STOURTON: Charles Grant of the Centre for European Reform. 

 

GRANT: For more than a decade, the Labour leadership has really tried to 

avoid talking about Europe because they know that Europe is unpopular with 

the British electorate. They know that they are perceived as more pro-European 

than the average British voter, so they’ve just hoped the problem would go 

away and they’ve not talked about it. In the last European election campaign, 

for example, candidates were told not to talk about the European Union. I don’t 

think that’s sustainable because I think some of the more perceptive Labour 

leaders have noticed that by not talking about something, it means that the 

debate is being lost, and at some point Labour will have to confront the issue of 

the European Union and develop its own strategy towards it.  

 

SEGUE: 

 

ED MILIBAND: EXTRACT CONFERENCE SPEECH 

My vision of One Nation is an outward looking country - a country that engages 

with Europe and the rest of the world. (applause)  

 

STOURTON: That was Ed Miliband addressing the Labour Party 

Conference last month, half a century after his predecessor Hugh Gaitskell 

delivered his “thousand years of history” warning to the same body. Mr 

Miliband did little to explain what “engaging” with Europe might mean in 

today’s circumstances.  

 

When pollsters ask people about their political concerns Europe never 

features very high on the list, but it’s getting tangled up with one issue that 

does: immigration. Thomas Docherty represents the Scottish constituency 

of Dunfermline and West Fife. 

 

DOCHERTY: My constituency at the last census was 99.9 per cent white, and 

yet I get raised at the doorstep (when I’m out every weekend) immigration. It’s 

something that people are concerned about, but doesn’t actually reflect what’s 

going on in their daily lives. But Labour was seen to be not acting on those 

issues. And that’s what we need to try and do on Europe - is to say look actually 

we understand what you’re saying and this is how we’re tackling it.  

 

STOURTON: Do you see immigration as part of the European debate? 
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DOCHERTY: I think it is actually because we all know that the problem is … I 

mean actually that you know we do have a great UK Borders Agency despite 

some high profile cases. The issue is that people are getting into parts of the 

European Union where there isn’t the same level of scrutiny on the borders and 

then arriving second hand into the UK, and I think that that’s one of the areas 

where we need to be tougher. 

 

SEGUE: 

 

BRIVATI: I think if there’s one place in which the sort of old left residual 

mistrust of the European Union does survive, it’s on the issue of immigration, 

the free movement of labour within the single market. 

 

STOURTON: Professor Brian Brivati. 

 

BRIVATI: And it’s not just from working class areas where they’ve suffered 

either defeat or challenges to their majorities from anti-immigration feeling. It’s 

also at the top of the Labour Party about reconnecting with their base and so on. 

And immigration is an issue that for many in the leadership, they think the 

governments of Blair and Brown got wrong, that they were too free with 

allowing foreign labour in, and I think they‘re reversing a lot of those positions.   

 

STOURTON: The Conservatives seem to be heading towards a promise to 

renegotiate Britain’s relationship with Europe after the next election, and 

to put whatever emerges to a referendum. If they make that promise 

Labour will be under pressure to do the same.  

 

That would of course simply be a matter of electoral tactics, but Thomas 

Docherty argues there’s also a more fundamental change in the terms of 

the debate about the European Idea.  

 

DOCHERTY: I think there’s a kind of consensus that that is coming; that 

because of the problems facing not just the Eurozone but the EU more broadly 

because its structures are not designed for 27 member states, it’s not designed 

for a situation where you’ve got arguably three or four net contributors and now 

21, 22 countries that are drawing money, there needs to be a fundamental look 

at the structures themselves. And in that process, there’s an opportunity to say 

with our allies actually we think this power lies better at member state level. 
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STOURTON: There are those who argue that precisely because Labour has 

left its ideological debates behind, it is well-placed to meet the challenges of 

the new Europe; the Labour historian Brian Brivati.  

 

BRIVATI: The strength of their position is that they don’t really have a 

position, right? The strength of their position is that they can do whatever they 

judge to be in UK national interest. For the Conservative party, the unity of the 

nation state, not surrendering any more sovereignty to European institutions and 

so on, is a reason for many of them to be in politics, and they might even vote 

UKIP against the Tories if the Tories aren’t hard enough on those issues. Labour 

can sit back and say well, we’ll see. What’s in the best interests of the UK 

measure by measure, event by event? Well I mean that’s a fantastically powerful 

position to be in as a party on one of the greatest issues the next government 

would face.  

 

SEGUE: 

 

GRANT: I would say there’s a 50 … roughly a 50/50 chance of Britain being in 

the EU at the end of the next parliament. 

 

STOURTON: Charles Grant of the Centre for European Reform believes 

that Britain is actually more likely to leave the EU under a Labour 

government than a Conservative one. 

 

GRANT: I’m a pro-European, so I myself am glad that the Labour Party is in 

some ways or many ways more pro-European the Conservative Party. But I do 

think a Conservative government might find it easier to wrestle with this 

difficult problem of Britain‘s relationship with Europe in the next parliament 

than a Labour government because the Conservatives have a clear policy of 

renegotiating, which they might or not succeed in doing. Labour at the moment 

doesn‘t have a clear strategy of how it would change or maintain Britain’s 

relationship with the EU. I think it’ll probably try and work out such a strategy 

between now and the election, but at the moment they don’t have one. 

 

STUART: Gisela Stuart might once have been just the sort of MP the party 

would turn to to help formulate a policy for engaging with the new 

European realities, but for her the argument has moved beyond that. She 

may have been raised in the Europhile culture of Catholic southern 

Germany, but today she stands very much in the intellectual tradition of 

Hugh Gaitskell with his fear that European integration threatens Britain’s 
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hard-won status as an independent nation. 

 

STUART: Every time Europe had a problem, we thought the answer was more. 

So it’s a bit like the beast child in front of the fridge - that every time it wants to 

lose weight, it opens the fridge door and eats even more. 

 

STOURTON: Well we are where we are, as they say. 

 

STUART: Yeah. 

 

STOURTON: Do you think we should leave? 

 

STUART: Well the argument which says we should leave assumes that you can 

have the 27 and just one country gets out and the rest of the 26 will go on as if 

an iceberg lost a chunk of big ice. You cannot tinker at the edges of this. I think 

you will have a big development in the centre of the core and there’ll be other 

countries who will not and never will be part of that core, and I think Britain is 

one of those and that will mean a disentangling in quite a significant way. 

 

STOURTON: That’s not quite clear. 

 

STUART: Well if you say you would leave, people keep saying well we can’t 

leave because we benefit from the single market. Well you can benefit from the 

single market and have a trading relationship, and I think this increasingly 

would be in Britain’s interest to do that. 

 

STOURTON: So you think we should leave the formal structures of the 

European Union and have some kind of a relationship. But in terms of the 

position that we have at the moment as a full member of the European Union, 

that should end. You’re quite clear in your mind about that? 

 

STUART: I think ultimately it has to go that way, yes. 

 

STOURTON: It is the first time Gisela Stuart has said that publicly and 

even she accepts that her views are not widely shared within her party. But 

Labour has begun to think very hard indeed about the kind of relationship 

with Europe the party should champion and how to sell that to the British 

people.  

 

When Labour last re-invented its attitude to Europe it was a time of 

economic growth, European self-confidence and, on the left at least, a real 
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conviction that political will could trump economic realities in areas like 

social justice and workers’ rights.  This time the party will be looking for a 

new European strategy in an altogether less benign climate; today’s Europe 

is mired in economic crisis and political self-doubt, and austerity, not social 

justice, is the new European mantra. 


