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LONDON4EUROPE: CAMPAIGNERS’ BRIEF:  
REMAINERS WHO SAY WE HAVE TO 
RESPECT THE RESULT 

Points to Make 

Ø Democracy does not mean one vote one time. We have all 
learned so much more since 2016. 

Ø In 2016 there was no plan. A vote on an idea does not oblige us 
to go along with whatever plan is later cooked up. No-one makes 
a final decision without knowing what it really entails. 

Ø Referring the final decision back to the same people is 
democratic. All voters need to do is fill in a ballot paper. 

Defensives  

[I just want Brexit to be over with.] Yes! Don’t we all. But Brexit – 
any Brexit – would be just the start. We would have to devote the 
next 5-10 years to negotiating the future relationship with the EU. 
More importantly, we would have to work out what Brexit is really 
for. So there would be long divisive debates that would stop 
Government and Parliament addressing real issues. 
 
[Crime/ NHS/ … are just so much more important than Brexit.] 
Brexit is huge project whose implementation would consume all of 
Government’s energy for many years after Brexit Day. There would 
also be less money. No-one wishing to tackle any of the real 
problems we face would say “First step: let’s leave the EU”. 
 
[2016 was a democratic vote – we must respect the result.] Agreed. 
And we have. Government has spent over three years working 
almost only on Brexit, trying to find a plan that works. Now that 
plan should be put to the public for decision. 
 
[People were told that their decision would be implemented.] True. 
But Leave had no agreed plan. You cannot implement an idea. All 
you can do is work up a plan and then decide whether to go ahead 
with that plan. 
 
[What if Leave win again?] I’ll be sorry. But at least we will have 
made the decision on the basis of a plan, not just a dream. And 
we’ll be no worse off than we are now. 
 
[This time we have to change the franchise/ have a minimum vote 
threshold/ ….] Lots of rules could have been written better for 2016. 
But we need to be careful about making changes. Otherwise Leave 
would challenge the political validity of the result by saying we had 
changed the rules half way through.  
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[A referendum would be divisive.] We are divided. A Brexit whose 
legitimacy was rooted in a 2016 campaign fought without a plan 
would really be divisive. We can run the referendum in a healing 
way: citizens’ assemblies, factual information presented neutrally, 
pledge of good behaviour. 
 
[We should have a citizens’ assembly instead.] I think a citizens’ 
assembly is a really good idea and we should build it into the time-
table. However, it is a deliberative body and cannot make decisions. 
We still need a decision to be made. That requires a referendum. 
 
[If we are going to overturn the result Parliament should just 
revoke the Article 50 notice and not have a referendum.] For a 
revocation of the notification to be valid in law, Brexit has to come 
to a complete stop. We could not just pause the process. If 
Parliament just stops Brexit then Leavers would feel that their 
democratic rights after the 2016 referendum had been violated. No-
one has yet put forward a plan for handling that discontent. 
 
[Should settle this through a general election – we have 
representative government.] Maybe we should never have held the 
referendum but we did. Now what was started by a referendum can 
only be settled by a referendum. General elections ask “who should 
form the government?”. They do not settle single-policy questions. 
Even if a party declares Brexit to be its biggest policy you cannot 
tell why people vote for it. It is very unlikely that a party will obtain 
a majority of votes (in 2015 David Cameron won 37%). 
 
 

Further information 
London4Europe has published an indexed list of blogs by L4E and others about 
the referendum: practicalities of a referendum. 

 
 
 


