
BSE 10-Point Rebuttal

LEAVETHE EU

VOTE TO



As	requested	these	are	the	boiled-down	version	of	Open	Europe's	"ten	questions	for	the	
Remain	campaign"	of	Oct	16	2015	
	
1)	At	the	launch	of	the	"Britain	Stronger	in	Europe"	campaign,	Lord	Rose	said	that	
three	million	jobs	were	linked	to	trade	with	the	EU.	I	know	UKIP		has	said	before	
that	 this	 is	 just	 a	 figure	 that	 has	 been	discredited,	 but	when	 the	 former	 CEO	of	
Marks	and	Spencer	uses	it,	surely	we	have	to	pay	attention?	
	
Whether	Lord	Rose	used	it	or	not,	the	idea	of	three	million	jobs	being	under	threat	from	
Brexit	remains	a	discredited	statistic.	Even	Open	Europe,	a	think	tank	that	wants	Britain	
to	remain	in	the	UK,	said	the	figure	was	based	on	a	"simplistic	methodology."	In	other	
words,	the	figure	is	a	fiction.	It	 is	part	of	the	policy	of	fear,	uncertainty	and	doubt	that	
underlies	all	of	the	pro-EU	lobby.	In	this	case,	they	want	British	people	to	believe	that	all	
trade	with	the	Continental	countries	will	cease	once	the	UK	leaves	the	EU.	The	 idea	 is	
ludicrous.	
	
2)	Each	UK	household	benefits	to	the	tune	of	£3,000	from	EU	membership.	Surely	
we	can't	afford	to	throw	that	away?	
	
That	figure	does	not	stand	up.	It	is	based	on	a	CBI	assessment	--	and	remember,	the	CBI	
takes	 money	 from	 the	 European	 Commission	 --	 from	 2013.	 Their	 calculations	 were	
based	on	just	five	highly	selective	papers,	the	most	recent	being	from	2008.	After	pulling	
out	 some	 figures,	 the	 CBI	 increased	 the	 overall	 figure	 of	 alleged	 benefit	 from	 2	 to3	
percent	to	4	to	5	percent	without	any	convincing	reason	why.	Then	the	CBI	neglected	to	
calculate	 the	 benefits	 to	 British	 households	 from	 being	 outside	 the	 EU.	 In	 short,	 the	
figure	of	£3,000	is	discredited.	It	is	propaganda	wishes,	not	honest	maths.	
	
3)	But	EU	membership	makes	every	one	of	us	£450	a	year	better	off	due	to	lower	
prices.	
	
This	 is	another	 figure	that	has	 just	"emerged"	without	any	clear	explanation	of	how	it	
was	 calculated.	 It	 appears	 to	 conflate	 alleged	 wider	 economic	 benefits	 of	 our	
membership	 of	 the	 EU	with	 our	 direct	 cash	 contribution	 to	 the	 EU,	 and	 then	 ignores	
things	like	the	high	regulatory	costs	borne	by	British	business	and	investment.		It	is	just	
another	flawed	figure	invented	by	people	who	want	to	keep	the	UK	trapped	in	a	political	
union	which	has	no	benefit	for	us.	
	
4)	 Forget	 all	 the	 figures.	 Is	 the	 real	 argument	 that	 is	 going	 to	 win	 or	 lose	 the	
referendum	an	emotional	one?	
	
Yes.	 But	 the	 "leave"	 side	 will	 only	 win	 if	 it	 can	 produce	 facts	 which	 give	 the	 British	
people	the	strength	to	act	on	their	emotions	of	national	pride,	self-confidence	and	love	
of	democracy.	However,	if	the	"remain"	side	injects	enough	fear,	uncertainty	and	doubt	
into	the	campaign	--	fear	over	jobs,	industry,	trade,	costs	--	then	the	British	people	will	
be	driven	by	 the	 emotion	of	 fear	 to	protect	 their	wages	 and	 their	 investments	before	
they	will	follow	their	hearts	to	protect	their	parliament.	The	job	of	the	"leave"	side	is	to	
produce	the	facts	which	will	result	in	rational	emotional	choices.	
	



5)	 What	 about	 all	 those	 people	 who	 are	 on	 the	 "remain"	 side	 now	 who	 also	
wanted	the	UK	to	join	the	euro?	What	should	I	make	of	them?	 	Maybe	they	have	
learned	their	lesson.	
	
Or	 more	 likely	 they	 haven't.	 The	 public	 backing	 for	 the	 Britain	 Stronger	 in	 Europe	
campaign	by	unreconstructed	pro-euro	British	politicians	such	as	Tony	Blair	makes	 it	
hard	 for	 the	 "remain"	 campaign	 to	 distance	 itself	 from	 the	 historical	 support	 for	 the	
euro	 by	 the	 1990s	 ruling	 political	 class.	 It	 was	 this	 elite	 which	 tried	 to	 frighten	 the	
British	 people	 into	 joining	 the	 euro	 by	 claiming	 the	 UK	would	 be	 isolated	 and	 suffer	
financial	loss	if	it	stayed	outside.	Since	those	are	exactly	the	arguments	being	made	by	
the	"remain"	campaign	now,	the	similarities	can	only	be	damaging	to	their	case.	
	
6)	But	of	course	the	"remain"	campaign	has	a	policy	on	migration	which	is	more	
broadminded	than	that	of	the	"leave"	campaign,	don't	they?	
	
Judging	 by	 their	 performance	 at	 the	 launch,	 the	Britain	 Stronger	 in	 Europe	 campaign	
has	no	particular	migration	policy	at	all.	
Lord	Rose,	who	is	the	head	of	the	campaign,	is	the	Marks	and	Spencer	ex-CEO	who	two	
years	ago	said	 that	 the	public	shouldn't	complain	about	migrants	undercutting	British	
workers	 and	 taking	 jobs	 for	 less	money.	 Therefore	we	 can	 assume	he	 is	 all	 for	wide-
open	borders.	
Meanwhile	 the	 campaign's	 director	 Will	 Straw	 admitted	 people	 are	 "legitimately	
concerned"	about	migration.	
It	 remains	 unclear	what	 the	 official	 line	 of	 the	 "remain"	 campaign	will	 eventually	 be.	
Migration	 is	 such	 an	 important	 topic	 for	 so	many	millions	 of	 British	 people	 that	 it	 is	
likely	 the	 spin-doctors	 briefing	 the	 "remain"	 campaigners	 will	 tell	 them	 to	 avoid	 the	
topic	when	 they	 can.	They	will	 be	 told	 that	when	 they	 can't	 avoid	 talking	 about	 it,	 to	
keep	asserting	that	there	are	benefits	to	mass	migration,	while	avoiding	being	made	to	
produce	facts	to	back	the	assertion.	
	
7)	Being	in	the	EU	lets	the	UK	boost	its	influence	and	security.	Why	give	that	up?	
	
This	 an	assertion	 constantly	made	by	people	 such	as	 the	Britain	 in	Europe	 campaign.	
However,	beyond	asserting	it,	they	offer	no	argument	to	back	it	up.		
Britain	 is	 one	 of	 the	 most	 important	 foreign	 policy	 powers	 in	 Europe,	 but	 that	 has	
nothing	to	do	with	its	membership	of	the	EU.	It	has	to	do	with	its	long-standing	alliance	
with	 the	United	States	and	 the	key	 role	 it	has	played	 in	NATO	since	 that	alliance	was	
created.	 The	 UK	 is	 also	 a	member	 of	 the	 UN	 Security	 Council,	 a	 powerful	 position	 it	
gained	from	its	own	influence,	long	before	it	joined	the	EU.		
It	 has	 little	 influence	 to	 influence	 the	 direction	 of	 the	 EU.	 EU.	What	 power	 it	 has	 has	
been	declining	for	years.	The	UK	has	never	managed	to	prevent	a	single	proposal	placed	
in	 front	 of	 the	 Council	 from	 becoming	 European	 law.	 The	 UK's	 voting	 power	 in	 the	
Council	is	just	29	votes	out	of	352,	or	about	12	percent	once	the	population	weighting	is	
included.	
In	the	European	Parliament,	UK	MEPs	have	less	than	10	percent	of	the	vote.	Among	the	
staff	 of	 the	 European	 Commission	 just	 four	 percent	 of	 the	 staff	 are	 British,	 and	 EU	
regulations	forbid	them	to	act	in	the	interests	of	Britain.	
	
	



8)	Britain	outside	the	EU	will	be	isolated,	surely?	
	
That	is	what	the	"remain"	campaign	wants	to	scare	you	into	believing.	In	fact,	not	only	
are	 there	 many	 examples	 of	 how	 an	 independent	 country	 can	 trade	 freely	 with	 the	
member	 countries	 of	 the	 EU	 --	 for	 example,	 Canada	 and	 Switzerland.	 Also	 the	 EU	 is	
bound	 by	 treaty	 law	 to	 come	 to	 "contribute	 to	 ...	 free	 and	 fair	 trade"	 and	 "develop	 a	
special	 relationship	 with	 neighbouring	 countries,	 aiming	 to	 establish	 an	 area	 of	
prosperity	and	good	neighbourliness.	 "	The	 treaty	also	requires	 the	EU	to	"work	 for	a	
high	degree	of	cooperation	in	all	fields	of	international	relations,	in	order	to...	encourage	
the	 integration	 of	 all	 countries	 into	 the	 world	 economy,	 including	 through	 the	
progressive	abolition	of	restrictions	on	international	trade."	
These	 are	 not	 just	 aspirations,	 these	 are	 legal	 requirements	 under	 which	 European	
Commission	 negotiators	 must	 operate.	 If	 they	 fail	 to	 do	 so,	 the	 UK	 can	 take	 the	
Commission	to	the	European	Court	of	Justice	to	enforce	the	law,	because	as	long	as	the	
Article	50	negotiations	continue,	Britain	remains	a	member	of	the	EU	with	full	standing	
and	protections	at	the	ECJ.	
	
9)	Does	the	"remain"	campaign	have	a	picture	of	what	life	for	the	UK	would	be	like	
outside	the	EU?	
	
They	 only	 say	 it	 will	 be	 a	 "leap	 into	 the	 dark."	 That	 of	 course	 is	 just	 more	 mis-
information.	The	fact	is	that	the	usual	situation	of	any	developed	country	today	is	to	be	
independent	of	any	supra-national	political	and	economic	union	such	as	the	EU.	That	is	
no	"leap	 in	the	dark,"	 that	 is	"situation	normal."	What	Britain	would	be	doing	 in	 leave	
the	EU	is	resuming	the	independent	position	of	other	countries	from	Brazil	to	Japan	to	
India.	
The	 real	 'leap	 in	 the	 dark"	 is	 staying	 in	 the	 EU.	 The	 so-called	 Five	 Presidents	 Report	
launched	by	the	European	Commission	earlier	this	year,	though	not	much	noticed	in	the	
UK,	lays	out	a	road	map	that	will	take	the	eurozone	into	a	single	state	controlled	with	a	
eurozone	 treasury	 and	 common	 eurozone	 debt.	 The	 implications	 of	 this	 core	
undemocratic	 state	 on	 other	 member	 states	 is	 incalculable,	 and	 therefore	 highly	
dangerous.	
	
10)	It	is	hard	to	believe	that	leaving	the	EU	would	boost	UK	trading	opportunities,	
therefore	surely	it	is	better	to	stay	a	member?	
	
In	fact,	our	membership	of	the	EU	damages	our	trading	opportunities.	The	EU	is	notably	
slow	 and	 inefficient	 in	 negotiating	 trade	 agreements.	 EU	 negotiators	 must	 take	 into	
account	 political	 demands	 from	 28	 separate	 member	 countries,	 some,	 in	 particular	
France	and	its	farmers,	more	powerful	than	others	in	making	or	blocking	deals.	Because	
the	EU	has	a	monopoly	on	 trade	negotiations,	Britain	 is	 just	one-twenty-eighth	of	any	
consideration.	 The	 ponderous	 nature	 of	 the	 EU	 makes	 it	 difficult	 and	 frustrating	 for	
independent	countries	to	deal	with.	This	 is	why	even	Iceland	has	reached	a	trade	deal	
with	China,	while	the	EU	hasn't.	Nor	has	the	EU	been	able	to	reach	a	deal	with	India.	If	
Britain	 were	 free	 again	 to	 negotiate	 its	 own	 deals,	 it	 could	 be	 flexible	 and	 quick	 in	
negotiating	deals.	
	
ENDS	
	



	


