
Housing, Local Government and Transport 

Policy Development - p.101, para 4 – p102, paras 1-2   

“… and encouraging people to play a greater role in society were identified as key areas for 

Labour to consider going forward.  This includes ensuring under represented groups stand 

for election at all levels of government… There were several points made on how best to 

increase the number of women councillors.” 

 

Parliament and local authorities must reflect the society they represent.  Our Party must 

work on increasing diverse representation from all sections, on engaging with all 

communities, to empower all people and to give them greater access to public platforms.  

For example, the very small number of disabled MPs is partly reflective of an inaccessible 

workplace at the Palace of Westminster and the inability to jobshare.  Brighton Pavilion CLP 

references back the Policy Commission for making no mention of this or other structural 

barriers to participation.   

We welcome the increase in the number of openly LGBT+ MPs (particularly in Brighton 

Kemptown), but there are still no openly trans MPs and the number of openly bi MPs is also 

small.  2017 saw the most trans people stand for election with nine openly trans candidates, 

compared to four in 2015 and none in 2010.  This demonstrates progress in our country so 

the absence of any mention of this in our Party’s Policy Forum Report is also concerning 

and another reason for our CLP’s reference back of this part. 

Having people from under represented groups visible in public life provides role models and 

supports an inclusive society.  It is important that our political system reflects us all and to 

achieve this our Party’s policy and structures must be careful not to over-concentrate on 

one or two sections but to be inclusive of all.   

 

Consultation: Empowering local people to transform their local areas 

p.103, para 2   

“Britain’s economy is the most [geographically] unequal in Europe, with huge variation in 

the strength of local economies across the country.”   

While the Policy Commission’s criticisms of the economic mismanagement of Britain are 

valid, they should not be presented in a way that divides Labour voters against each other 

and alienates many more potential Labour voters.  This is the effect on Labour voters in the 

South East (of which there were 81,095 in Brighton and Hove alone in 2017) whenever any 

Labour representative or body makes reference to a geographic or “north / south” divide.   

Brighton Pavilion CLP does not seek to underplay deprivation and suffering under the 

Tories and their dreadful austerity policies, but asks the Policy Commission (and all Labour 

members) to look again and consider that these Tory priorities and neoliberal economics 

have decimated Britain’s industrial and manufacturing base right across the country, as the 

Party’s own consultation on poverty and deprivation in seaside communities reflected.  Our 

communities have been damaged and people’s lives destroyed nationwide.  Every one of 

us in the 99% is suffering, regardless of where we live. 

Fundamentally inequality is based on class.  Hence Brighton Pavilion CLP moves reference 

back on the word “geographically” in this sentence, as shown in square brackets.  The 



Policy Forum should think again about issuing any statement which drives away Labour 

potential Labour voters or which detracts from its conclusion on p.109: “Our political system 

is broken and there is only one party that seeks to stand for every voter in every region.”   

Labour is the party seeking to transform Britain in the interests of the have nots.  Wherever 

we live, we have more in common with each other in the 99% than we have with the 1%, 

even if they may live on the other side of town (or, perhaps, in Hove!) 

Sadly, the impact of economic neoliberalism and Tory austerity cuts will be very visible to 

delegates walking from Brighton station to Labour Conference at the Brighton Centre, given 

the large increase in people who have been left with no other choice but to live on our 

streets. 

 

 

Identifying the right policy mix to help regenerate local areas 

p.108, para 2   

“If we are to address the underlying inequality [between different areas of the country], we 

must ensure that our planning system prioritises developments that put local people first.” 

While the Policy Commission’s criticisms of the economic mismanagement of Britain are 

valid, they should not be presented in a way that divides Labour voters against each other 

and alienates many more potential Labour voters.  This is the effect on Labour voters in the 

South East (of which there were 81,095 in Brighton and Hove alone in 2017) whenever any 

Labour representative or body refers to inequality “between different areas of the country”.  

Labour policy must raise every body up to a decent minimum, regardless of location.    

Brighton Pavilion CLP does not seek to underplay deprivation and suffering under the 

Tories and their dreadful austerity policies, but asks the Policy Commission (and all Labour 

members) to look again and consider that these Tory priorities and neoliberal economics 

have decimated Britain’s industrial and manufacturing base right across the country, as the 

Party’s own consultation on poverty and deprivation in seaside communities reflected.  Our 

communities have been damaged and people’s lives destroyed nationwide.  Every one of 

us in the 99% is suffering, regardless of where we live. 

Fundamentally inequality is based on class – between the haves and the have nots.  Hence 

Brighton Pavilion CLP moves reference back on the phrase “between different areas of the 

country” in this sentence, as shown in square brackets.  The Policy Forum should think 

again about issuing any statement which drives away Labour potential Labour voters or 

which detracts from its conclusion on p.109: “Our political system is broken and there is 

only one party that seeks to stand for every voter in every region.”   

Labour is the party seeking to transform Britain in the interests of the have nots.  Wherever 

we live, we have more in common with each other in the 99% than we have with the 1%, 

even if they may live on the other side of town (or, perhaps, in Hove!) 

Sadly, the impact of economic neoliberalism and Tory austerity cuts will be very visible to 

delegates walking from Brighton station to Labour Conference at the Brighton Centre, given 

the large increase in people who have been left with no other choice but to live on our 

streets. 

  



Other issues 

 

Building more council and social housing - p.110 paras 1-2   

 

The title of this section refers to “social housing” and the opening sentence refers to 

“genuinely affordable housing” but five further references in just these two paragraphs are 

only to “affordable homes” or “affordable house building”.   

The government's definition of “affordable” housing to rent is one that costs no more than 

80% of the average local market rent.  So-called “affordable” housing is not affordable to 

the majority of people in vast areas of our country.   A survey published in the Metro on 16 

September 2019 ( https://bit.ly/2lUo0JJ ) found that Brighton is the least affordable city in 

the country for private renters aged in their 20s. 

Affordable home ownership is a broader range covering anything where mortgage 

payments are more than would be paid in rent on council housing, but below market levels, 

so still rising to a level which is far from truly affordable to normal pockets. 

The Labour Party’s Policy Forum and its Policy Commissions should never refer to 

“affordable housing”, “affordable homes” or “affordable house building”, and never confuse 

our Party policy in using terminology of the Tories; when so-called “affordable housing” is 

anything but affordable to normal pockets.  Labour must always refer to either “council 

housing” or “social housing” or, in exception, “genuinely affordable housing” but never 

“affordable housing”.  

 

 

Reforming our transport services - p.111, para 2    

 

“We have pledged to keep the pensioners’ bus pass.” 

 

The Policy Commission makes no mention of free bus passes for disabled people at any 

point in its report.  While welcoming a repeat of the pledge for pensioners’ bus passes, 

mentioning that alongside the pledge for the new under 25s pass while omitting any 

reference to the disabled person’s bus pass, will raise further alarm bells among disabled 

people, who have been subject to several years of Tory threats to remove these essential 

travel passes.   

Accordingly, Brighton Pavilion CLP references back specifically on the word “pensioners” 

so that the Policy Forum and its Commission can reconsider and clarify the Party’s ongoing 

commitment to provide free bus passes to various groups, including disabled people. 

 

  

https://bit.ly/2lUo0JJ


Ensuring passengers are at the heart of our rail network 

 

p.111, para 5   

 

“Understaffing on our transport network also impacts heavily on the safety of passengers 

particularly, women, and [on-board] access for disabled people.” 

 

Brighton Pavilion CLP welcomes the Policy Forum’s recognition of the vital role of 

appropriate staffing levels to safety of all passengers on trains and at stations.  Our CLP 

has submitted policy not only strongly opposing driver-only operation of trains and calling 

for the Southern Rail franchise to be removed from GTR, but also supporting safe staffing 

of stations, an end to the closure of ticket offices and a reversal of cuts to platform and 

assistance staff at stations. 

Accordingly, Brighton Pavilion CLP is referencing back the word “on-board” in this sentence 

(as indicated by the square brackets), since, based on this report, the Policy Forum via its 

Commission does not appear to have fully considered that station staff provide essential 

assistance to disabled people in accessing stations (arriving and leaving), buying tickets, 

providing information, etc – and not just simply at the point of boarding or disembarking a 

train, or while on-board a train.   

Station understaffing undermines the ability of many disabled people to travel without a 

personal assistant or companion.  A similar loss of independence also impacts some other 

groups, such as older people and people travelling with young children and buggies.  Our 

CLP moves reference back in order that the Policy Forum can consider more thoroughly the 

need for adequate staffing in all areas of our rail system and suggests that specific input is 

obtained from disabled members and their representatives. 

 

 


