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ANY QUESTIONS?

TX:  	08/01/10  2000-2050

PRESENTER:	JONATHAN DIMBLEBY

PANELLISTS:	Daniel Hannan – Conservative MEP
	Rt Hon Sadiq Khan MP – Transport Minister
	Rt Hon Simon Hughes MP – Liberal Democrat Energy & Climate Change spokesman
	Polly Toynbee – Writer and columnist for the Guardian


FROM:	Baitul Futuh Mosque, Morden, Surrey

DIMBLEBY  
Welcome to the first Any Questions of the new decade. We’re in Surrey in Morden which is shivering like everywhere else except here in the Baitul Futuh mosque. Earlier today the mosque was packed for Friday prayers with some three thousand people. I can’t claim that we have quite that number for this programme though we’re not far off. The mosque is run by the Ahmadiyya Muslim Community which was well established in this country by the early part of the last century. This mosque was opened in two thousand and three. Built at a cost of fifteen million pounds which was raised entirely by the Ahmadiyya Community itself, it’s widely regarded as one of the world’s outstanding twenty first century buildings. It certainly belongs to this age with outreach programmes and a vibrant interfaith dialogue. While its sermons and other events have a worldwide following courtesy of a twenty four hour satellite television channel. On our panel – Sadiq Khan is Minister of Transport and the first Muslim in the United Kingdom to attend Cabinet on a regular basis. And you were in the Snow Cabinet today weren’t you?

KHAN
I was indeed. And I made it here. As did all of you and your audience I hasten to add. 

DIMBLEBY  
Yeah, yeah. Daniel Hannan is a Conservative MEP, a euro-sceptic blogger and newspaper columnist. Simon Hughes has held virtually every senior position in his party except the one that he once coveted most, namely that of leader. He now speaks to the Liberal Democrats on Energy and Climate Change. Polly Toynbee is a columnist of renown on the Guardian and a frequent winner of the British Press Awards and she’s the fourth member of our panel. [APPLAUSE] Our first question please.

WALLACE 
Alison Wallace. Should Geoff Hoon and Patricia Hewitt be charged with leading a plot without due care and attention? [LAUGHS] [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
Polly Toynbee?

TOYNBEE
Well plots that fail are a disaster. This one failed spectacularly. I don’t think it was their fault. There were a number of people in the Cabinet they expected to come out and support it who didn’t. I think only the history books will tell us when it’s all over and they all publish their memoirs exactly who did and didn’t say what to who. But it’s left them looking pretty foolish. It has left Gordon Brown unassailably the Labour Leader who will lead the Labour Party into the next election. And I must say I think it’s probably left the Conservatives pretty pleased and probably pretty pleased Gordon Brown’s still there.

DIMBLEBY  
As a Labour-supporting independent person you would have liked it if they succeeded in toppling him is that right?

TOYNBEE
It’s very late in the day. Last summer would have been better. But I think any party that faces an election so far behind in the polls where the leader trails the party by a good many points will be looking hard about whether or not they should ditch their leader. Labour’s much less ruthless than the Tories who do it regularly. Labour don’t seem very good at it. 

DIMBLEBY  
Minister? ... a long silence before you answer you know.

KHAN
Well I’m just ..

DIMBLEBY  
As long as the silences there were before the ministers came to the Prime Minister’s support. 

KHAN
Well Alison, Alison’s question was should Geoff and Patricia be charged with planning a plot without due care and attention and the answer has got to be yes. Both of them are former lawyers and they will know what the rule book of the Labour Party and the Constitution says. We are a family made up of the Parliamentary Labour Party, made up of trade unions and made up of members. And as P... for Polly to suggest that the, the arrogance of the Cabinet, assuming that there were plotters Polly should trump members, trade unions and other MPs beggars believe and is arrogant I believe. And I think what you saw when Geoff and Patricia sent out their text and their email, moments after the Prime Minister had demonstrated the flaws in David Cameron’s economic policies was that there was no support from members of parliament, no support from the trade unions and no support from any ministers as ... not one minister, not one parliamentary private sectary, not one MP who’d previously not supported Gordon came out on their side. And that shows that there was ..

DIMBLEBY  
What did you make, what did you make of what everyone has regarded as the rather luke warm endorsement to put it mildly of the Chancellor and David Milliband? And just to remind you of what David Milliband said – “I am working closely with the Prime Minister on foreign policy issues” and I suppose that to be the case “And I support the re-election campaign for a Labour government which he is leading”.

KHAN
Well Jonathan you’ll also have seen David’s comments today as well. I was at Cabinet with David this morning and what you saw was a ministerial team united behind Gordon, united in our determination to explose (sic) not only the flaws in the Conservative Party but to demonstrate our vision for the country going forward. And the point is what Geoff and Patricia have done is allowed the Tories off the hook this week. You saw on Monday after a small piece of examination and analysis their married couples tax policy falling apart ..

DIMBLEBY  
We may, you know we may come onto this issue.

KHAN
.. and you’ve seen, and what you’ve seen on Wednesday is Cameron being let off the hook. And what, the job we’ve got to do as a party whether you’re a member of the Cabinet, whether you are a member of parliament, whether you’re a trade unionist, whether you’re a member or supporter is to unite behind our leader, to unite in our determination to win the next general election. 

DIMBLEBY  
Daniel Hannan?

HANNAN
Well Polly Toynbee said that Conservatives would be delighted. And of course if I were to look at the thing only as a Conservative in a narrow party political sense of course I’m delighted. Labour has the worst of all worlds. They were invited either to back or to sack their leader and again they declined both options. I can’t have been alone in listening to those staccato, perfunctory declarations from the Cabinet and thinking if this guy’s own ministers can’t muster any enthusiasm for him how is the general electorate supposed to. But I don’t see this only as a Conservative. I also look at this as a British citizen. I look at the situation as a citizen of a country that is at war, is in recession and all of whose best minds in government are now convulsed in this internal issue of the Labour succession. Does anyone imagine that the best and cleverest people in the Labour, or indeed the mediocrities in the Labour Party are chiefly now focused on how to improve our national situation. The country is at a standstill, we’ve got all this snow. Sadiq is a very nice fellow and a very competent minister and he’s having to take time off getting the country running again in order to defend his hapless leader against his own party. I’m afraid we can’t go on like this. The country needs direction, it needs leadership and that’s why we need to have an early general election. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
Simon Hughes? 

HUGHES
Jonathan firstly may I say Salaam to our hosts and thank them very much for inviting us to one of South London’s greatest buildings. [APPLAUSE] 

DIMBLEBY  
You were then, you were then, to save everyone saying it you were speaking of course for all the panel. 

HUGHES
For all the panel, yeah, including the two of us who have particular South London interests ... 

DIMBLEBY  
Yeah I didn’t mention that. 

HUGHES
Alison, the answer to your question is yes. It clearly was a plot, not just poorly contrived because it didn’t follow the rule book as Sadiq rightly said. But I don’t know whether you saw the full details. It started with an email to everybody which was blank, first thing in the morning, and then a sort of correction. And then later, two hours later, the stuttering email that was meant to be sent arrived. So the whole thing was contrived. It, I understand why it happened. If you’re in the Labour Party you must be extremely worried. The election has to happen within five months. You are well behind in the polls. The Prime Minister is, as Polly rightly said, further behind than the Party. There is a desperate desire increasingly for Labour MPs to hold their seats. That’s understandable. They want a leader who can do that for them. It doesn’t look as if Gordon Brown will, however decent a guy he is, and however experienced he is. But I’m not sure that it even would have worked had it been successful. It would have replaced one non-elected leader by another non-elected leader with literally weeks to go. And I think Daniel’s right about the fundamental issue. The issue bluntly in a, in a time of economic crisis, should not be about changing our leaders. It should be about knowing what people are going to do and offer the country for the next election. And the election will come. It will come in the next five months. And my judgment is the country will change it’s leader. 

WOMAN
Thank you.

DIMBLEBY  
Alison Wallace what do you think?

WALLACE
Yes, I tend to agree with Simon Hughes. I think it was courageous but it was mis-timed and mis-judged.

DIMBLEBY  
Ok. You may have thoughts about that. If so don’t forget Any Answers after the Saturday broadcast of this programme. The number to ring is 03700 100444 and the email address is any.answers@bbc.co.uk. Can we go to our next please?

ZELL
David Zell. Has the time come to compromise on civil liberties and introduce air passenger profiling based on background risk as well as on behaviour?

DIMBLEBY  
This is the, amongst other things, the Home Secretary has said, quoting him “We’re examining carefully whether additional targeted passenger profiling might help to enhance airport security. We will be considering all the issues evolved, aware that identity-based profiling has its limitations, mindful of civil liberties but conscious of our overriding obligations to protect people’s life and liberty”. Daniel Hannan?

HANNAN
Yes I think you need to make an assessment of the risk. But I think we make a mistake if we think of profiling in exclusively racial terms. There’s also, look at the profile of the Christmas bomber that we were just talking about. You know if somebody buys a one way ticket. If he buys it in cash. There are various giveaway traits. I was in an airport the other day and the person yanked out of the queue in front of me by, for random searching was an elderly and inoffensive looking nun. Now is that really the most sensible use of, of the time and energy of the airport security staff? I mean we all submit to a measure of indignity when we get on a plane. We all submit to being searched and pushed and prodded around in a way that we wouldn’t in normal life. I think this is part of the deal. 

DIMBLEBY  
Polly Toynbee?

TOYNBEE
I think it’s very dangerous if you send out a message that says I don’t know, every Muslim who gets on a plane is going to be going through a separate channel and be doubly searched. For one thing you know there are a billion Muslims. For another thing the people who actually cause the trouble may not look like the traditional person, people that they’re trying to profile. I mean if you look for instance at the shoe bomber, if you look at some of those who committed the atrocity in, atrocities in London in 2005 they were converts and very often converts may be the most extreme. Their names may not identify them as Muslims. What really matters is profiling for particular risks, looking for particular people you have information about. They had information about that Nigerian as Daniel said. They could have picked him out. It was a failure of security. And the idea that security’s going to get more efficient because they check through every single person of Muslim origin is completely insane. 

DIMBLEBY  
Do you think .. [APPLAUSE] .. Do you think there is a danger or a tendency that people doing these, making decisions about whether to take someone out of the queue will be inclined to look at someone of apparently Muslim appearance or indeed of non- Anglo Saxon white appearance and think they are more likely, just sort of a trigger response? Is there a danger that would happen? 

TOYNBEE
There does seem to be a bit of random searching in which there’s no doubt that as you stand at Heathrow and you know that if you – I haven’t seen it with an elderly white nun but you know that if you’re sitting with certain sort of people who’ve come from the West Indies or certain sorts of people of Muslim origin they’re more likely to be picked on. I don’t know whether that’s cos they’ve got information or whether it’s just a general suspicion. 

DIMBLEBY  
Sadiq Khan?

KHAN
What we don’t want to see is a suss law for those who want to fly, or an offense of flying under the influence of Islam. What we want to do is make sure we use whatever means at our disposal to stop bad people trying to blow us up. We know that those who want to blow us up and plan these things are very devious. They use what’s called “clean skins”. And that’s why we’ve had over the last period white women trying to blow us up under the influence of a perverse form of Islam. We’ve had black men trying to blow us up. We’ve had people moving from putting a bomb in their shoe to putting explosives in liquids and now we have powder.  Now what we do know Jonathan is that the traditional measures of, methods of arches and searching doesn’t work for these powder explosives. So we need to use technology to give us assistance. The body scanner that we’re trying to introduce in the next few weeks from, in Heathrow and then going outwards, there’s a fifty to sixty per cent chance that would have led to the powder explosive being detected. Clearly not enough. So we need more explosive detection, more dogs being used to try and trace explosives ..

DIMBLEBY  
But the question ..

KHAN
.. and more people being searched as well. 

DIMBLEBY  
Given that fact is there, do you have any concern that the, that enhanced profiling can simply intuitively in the mind of people doing the profiling lead to people as with some of the laws in which have resulted in more minority community members being picked up by the police for this and that could have the same thing happening to them at airport security?

KHAN
Well clearly it’s a concern but Dan raised a very important point which is intelligence-led action by the authorities. So for example there is somebody buying a ticket with cash is one way. He’s got no luggage to put in. He’s been refused a visa from the UK which should, should raise alarm bells and your, his dad has snitched on him to the US authorities in Nigeria and that, alarm bells should start ringing. That’s why you’ve seen President Barack Obama being as stressed and anxious as he is. We have in the UK some of the most sophisticated, well the most sophisticated aviation security measures in the world. Not being complacent Jonathan – I would dread if we were to lead to a situation where you could be stopped, searched and treated differently simply on the basis of your religion or the colour of your skin. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
Has the time come, in our questioner’s words, to compromise on civil liberties Simon Hughes?

HUGHES
My answer to that question is no, to David’s question. But I start where Sadiq finished bluntly, that there is absolutely no justification for assuming that somebody who is brown-skinned or has clothing that suggests they would be a follower of Islam should be singled out. That simplistic segregation is discriminatory and I will defend the civil liberties of people to be treated equally at all times. But we have to respond to the changing world we live in, to the changing science, to the changing technology. And it seems to me the sorts of things we need to allow the authorities to do is check the records of people who are naturally giving cause for suspicion, and there was a failure here. It was clearly a failure. The family behaved absolutely honourably. They lost contact with their son. They realised something had gone wrong. And yet the authorities didn’t pick that up. And the second failure was – and it wasn’t thank God in this country. He didn’t fly through the UK although he’d been here – was that there are bits of kit Jonathan, both in this country and elsewhere, which are scanning bits of kit which have not been used. I gather also in Schiphol Airport in Holland which is where he was, as there have been in Heathrow and I welcome what Sadiq said. We have actually been slow in getting that sort of system in place. It needs to be in place. But if it is in place there need to be very clear guidelines so that people can’t abuse it so that the people doing the scanning don’t see the faces and whatever so you can’t take the photographs and use them later. With, with protection, civil liberties are not endangered. And the safety of people increasingly travelling round the world is protected better. [APPLAUSE] 

DIMBLEBY  
Sadiq, you want another ..?

KHAN
It’s worth just mentioning the fact that we can’t escape the fact that people are being radicalised in the first place. And clear, you know clearly there is a perverse form of Islam being used here. But one of the things that we need to do is recognise whether you accept or not where this person was radicalised, there was radicalisation taking place in this country as overseas. And we know there are ten thousand sites. Some of the, you know the internet service providers are in the USA where these messages are being spread out. And there are young people being radicalised. And you have a twenty-three year old who is a clean skin with a passport, with a multiple visa to go to the USA. What we need to do is of course Simon’s right, to have the security measures in place, not simply body scanners. E-boarders will help as well. But before somebody gets to that extreme make sure we try and instil in them a sense of citizenship, win – it’s a cliché, overused phrase – the hearts and minds. And make sure they understand the true version of Islam which is really, really important. 

DIMBLEBY  
Can I just come back to something you said earlier when you pointed out that terrorists or suicide bombers come in all shapes and sizes. They do come disproportionately though from ethnic minority populations in relation to this country, if you were to look at the suicide bombing that there’s been and the other bombing. So I come back to the same point. Are you as a Muslim yourself and from an ethnic minority, are you comfortable with the enhanced security, are you confident that members of your own community who come from the minority community will not find themselves targeted, maybe for the best of possible reasons?

KHAN
The key duty we have as a government is to keep our citizens safe. And whatever measures are taken need to be proportionate. And the key test is one of proportionality. And there is a balance to be struck. And that’s one of the key things. What you don’t want to do is in your good intentions of trying to keep us safe you inadvertently make somebody have a motive, a perverse narrative to become more radicalised. 

DIMBLEBY  
Simon Hughes?

HUGHES
Just one word really. The history of the world is littered with fundamentalists of all faiths being the people who have caused the most damage. I’m a Christian, Sadiq’s a Muslim but it’s been Christian fundamentalists as often as Muslim fundamentalists. The duty on all of us of faith,… with faith communities is to make sure we win the argument among our own community as Sadiq said. But it’s not only in the Muslim community. It’s in other faith communities as well. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
Polly?

TOYNBEE
Can I, can I just add to that cos I am President of the British Humanist Association, that also it’s not just about faith. It’s about making sure that we keep faith quite separate, quite private, away from the public’s fear, that there is a definite distinction between public life, what government does and what people do in their private life and we don’t let the two get mixed up. And I think we’ve given rather too much over-emphasis to faith ..

DIMBLEBY  
Daniel?

TOYNBEE
.. by the state. [APPLAUSE]

HANNAN
I think a lot of these cases of terrorism have very little to do with faith as we would understand it. A person of faith has a very straightforward view of mass murder. The person who does it is burning in hell. What we have are disaffected young men who are nihilist, who are modern and revolutionary and are rejecting all modern values. And the way to counter that is not – I’m going to say something that may be unpopular in this audience. People say oh why don’t moderate Muslims speak up against it ...? The moderate Muslim is the main target of these fruitcakes. They’re the one person you’re not going to listen to. What you do is you put something better in the place of what they believe. You give them something better to believe in. And I think where we have failed as a country is we haven’t communicated a sense of patriotism, a sense of British identity. Our own country has been derided and traduced systematically for decades by its intellectual elite and so we’re not giving young British boys wherever their parents came from a better alternative to believe in. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
Very briefly Simon Hughes?

HUGHES
Just to say Daniel I hope you agree that when countries like ours and America illegally invade countries like Iraq the reality is .. [APPLAUSE] .. you turn millions of young men into people who are anti-Western. And, and we are living with the terrible legacy of a terrible political mistake which your party and most of the Labour Party were joint subscribers.

DIMBLEBY  
But .. [APPLAUSE] .. that which you personally, which you personally  if I’m right Daniel Hannan you oppose. Is that correct?

HANNAN
Yes. I wasn’t a supporter of the Iraq War but, but I don’t accept that the phenomenon of suicide bombing is a direct consequence of the Iraq War. 

DIMBLEBY  
Ok. 

HANNAN
I think that’s a glib over-simplification. 

DIMBLEBY  
I’m going to ask our audience here which glancing looks as if it could come from all faiths a ... and all ethnic minorities and majority. Just in general on the question of enhanced profiling. Who in this very large audience supports enhanced profiling of the kind that is being proposed and discussed? Would you put your hands up? Those who don’t want it would you put your hands up? And those who haven’t yet formed a view? Well there’s, I would say – the panel can correct me. Actually they can’t cos I’m right. A majority, a small majority don’t want it. Quite a significant second tier haven’t made their minds up. And a minority at the moment of this audience want it. I think that is where we are. Again the number for you after the Any Answers – 07 – for Any Answers. 03700 100444. Could we go for our next?

STUART WALLACE
Do you think the Conservative Party’s proposal of introducing tax breaks for married couples will create more stable family life and ultimately a better society? 

DIMBLEBY  
You tried to get in on this much too early. Sadiq Khan you can have a go at it now.

KHAN
Well I suspect my wife’s listening. But if she thought, if she thought – well I hope she is. If she thought I married her because there’s a tax break then it raises questions about her motives for marrying me. And if she’s still with me because there could be a tax break it questions our marriage. I think we’ve got to be very careful about using tax as a means to try and persuade people to either get married or stay married. But the core of your question quite clearly must be the flip flop flip we saw on Monday which is why the events of Wednesday from Geoff and Patricia are so disappointing. Cos what you, what you’ve seen is a criticism of this leader of the Conservative Party but he’s not a conviction politician. He believes in nothing. Yet he believes in marriage we’re told. And the Daily Mail’s persuaded him to have tax breaks for marriage. And so he says that he promises, pledges, aspires to have a tax break for marriage should he form a government. Under scrutiny he realises it costs four point nine billion pounds, can’t be afforded if he’s going to make cuts quicker so he changes his mind. But clearly he must have been rung up by the editor of the Daily Mail or somebody else cos he changed his mind again. And by the evening a, a promise had turned to a pledge, had turned to an aspiration, had turned to a wish. And so the short answer is I, of course I believe in marriage and marriage is a good thing. But I think the idea that a politician who when he has conviction can’t even back it up with a policy should be trusted to support marriage is laughable. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
He did say in an interview on the Today Programme that in his original answer ... said “I’m not sure we can deliver it in the parliament. I screwed up” and then he said “I screwed up. We can deliver it and there’s only one ..” I’m summarising what he said – “There’s only one thing worse than screwing up and that’s screwing up and not admitting it”. 

KHAN
I beg your pardon. Can I say, sorry, can I say flip flop, flop cos he’s now got a fourth position. 

DIMBLEBY  
On the principle of this will it create more stable family life and ultimately a better society? Simon Hughes?

HUGHES
Of course marriage is a good thing. But there is no evidence that this sort of change, if we understand what David Cameron’s trying to propose, would produce a more stable family life. And there are all sorts of really, really serious reasons why if people look at the arguments they should reject it. Firstly it would benefit rich families far more than poor families. Secondly it would be no use at all to families with both adults working. It’s only of benefit to the family who have the luxury of one parent being able to stay at home. And thirdly the evidence is that other countries who’ve tried this haven’t had any advantage in numbers of families staying together.

DIMBLEBY  
Why would it benefit just one, why would it, depending on how it’s structured, why would it inevitably benefit rich rather than poor families?

HUGHES
The figures are something like the – and this is parliamentary figures, it’s government figures – that the poorest ten percent of households would gain on average thirty pounds a year and the richest ten percent would gain over three hundred pounds a year. 

DIMBLEBY  
Because of the way the tax system works?

HUGHES
But can I just make the last point? I have a wonderful, lovely Godson. I have many God children. I’m very privileged. One of said four children whose parents have been together for twenty five years. They’re the most loving, caring family. Btu they’ve never married for whatever reason. I really don’t think in modern Britain in the twenty first century we should discriminate between those who for whatever reason are great families but don’t marry and those who choose to marry. Marriage of course is great. But if people don’t they shouldn’t be punished for not doing so. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
Daniel Hannan?

HANNAN
The argument for marriage, the argument for families is not a kind of fuddy-duddy preachy one. It’s simply that families are a very good way of delivering services to the next generation. They are much better at delivering education and health care and social security within family units than the state is. I think we all know that whichever side of the political spectrum we’re from. And in some ways the current tax system makes the family an easy target. Families tend to be of fixed abode. They’re a soft sitting target for the Inland Revenue. And they’re, they’re coughing up rather a lot. So you know I think a, a recognition at least that, that marriage shouldn’t be discriminated against by the fiscal system is, is welcome. And it’s really not fair to say .. 

DIMBLEBY  
... [inaudible] ... 

HANNAN
It’s not fair to say that David Cameron has flip flopped on this. It’s been an absolutely consistent thing ever since he stood for the leadership, one of the things he’s always been very big on is that he’s supported the family. 

DIMBLEBY  
But there are two things, there are two things here. Hold on. One thing, one thing is, he said, he said himself he screwed up cos he said “I can’t ..

HANNAN
Yeah. 

DIMBLEBY  
.. I’m not sure whether we can deliver it” he says because of the cost. And then he says “Yes we can”. I mean that’s what ..

HANNAN
Well do you know what .. 

DIMBLEBY  
.. Sadiq Khan was having fun with. 

HANNAN
.. is it, is it so terrible for a politician to say “My mind was on something else. I mis-spoke and I shouldn’t have said that”? I, you know I don’t know why people in my profession don’t do it more often. 

HUGHES
Dan, come, come. Come, come. 

DIMBLEBY  
Second, second ..

MAN
Dan ..

DIMBLEBY  
Second thing is you didn’t precisely answer the question put which is in relation to tax break for married couples not supporting families. In relation to tax breaks for married couples do you favour that for the reasons that you just gave about the importance of keeping families together?

HANNAN
Yes I do. And I think, I mean of course nobody, you know people can be married for all sorts of reasons. People can be single parents for all sorts of reasons. Nobody is talking about a sort of unfair discrimination. But it is just worth – Simon gave the example of the, the loving couple. I mean there may be women with partners who are given an extra argument for getting a ring on their finger by this. They’re able now to say well here is an incentive. [HECKLING]

DIMBLEBY  
Polly, Polly Toynbee?

TOYNBEE
Oh nothing changes does it? This is not a modern Party. [APPLAUSE]  But I do agree that children are better brought up if at all possible by two parents who live each other and love their children. I mean that’s a no-brainer of course. And nobody would disagree with it. But the idea and particularly the idea of the small state party who doesn’t think government can do very much – and Daniel is forgetting government out of everybody’s hair – the idea that government can somehow stick people together and make them stay together with a rather small tax benefit, when you think how much money people lose when they divorce already, the amount the state would put in would be minimal. Also think of this. The wife who is deserted will lose her, will lose her special tax benefit whereas her husband who goes and marries for the third time will get a bonus. [APPLAUSE]

HANNAN
Statistics are pretty clear. If you’re, if you are the child of two married parents your life chances are better on every measure. You’re more likely to go to university, you’re less likely to go to prison you know and it seems to me quite right. Yeah you’re right. I’m a libertarian. I don’t think the state should be preaching at people one way or the other. I’m perfectly happy for people to form whatever units they want. But I think as things stand married couples are paying more than the, their fair share of tax. And it seems to me quite unfair that that should remain. 

DIMBLEBY  
But does it just – Simon Hughes?

HUGHES
I just think Daniel your comments need to be given the same scrutiny as David Cameron’s because you glide effortlessly from talking about married couples to families. This is about married couples. Should they have a tax advantage? Of course families are great. Of course marriages are great. But the argument has to be on the question of whether if you are married you should benefit and if you’re not – and it’s not just divorced people. If suddenly a partner dies, a husband or wife dies, suddenly you lose the benefit. Can I just make the – on Monday David Cameron didn’t have his eye on this ball but he also got into a muddle over the health policy. 

DIMBLEBY  
Let’s not go down that road. 

HUGHES
No I’ll just go ..

DIMBLEBY  
We could play this a lot. Let’s stick with this issue if we could. Sadiq Khan?

KHAN
I mean, I mean Daniel’s demonstrated the difference between a conviction politician and one who believes in nothing. Cos if David Cameron believes so strongly in this why is he scared to make it a commitment or a promise to do so and to set out how he’s going to do so? Because you can’t on a nod and a wink fool the British people into voting, voting for you to form a government. And whereas you have set out what you believe in and why you believe in it, what you would do about it, Cameron has failed to do so or has given at least four different version of events in a twenty four hour period.

HANNAN
He mis-spoke at one stage .. [APPLAUSE] .. he’s now returned to what is very clearly a commitment. There is no, there is no doubt, unless I’ve been completely mis-briefed about this and completely, and ballsing up on air now and saying the wrong thing, you know he has, he has been very clear that a Conservative government will recognise marriage in the tax system. I don’t think there’s any, any doubt about what party policy is. 

TOYNBEE
Depends how much money. Four point nine billion is a lot of money to give to better off couples. Because if you are a low pay, if you’re a family with a low paid bread winner you’re not going to get a penny out of this because there aren’t two tax allowances to acquire. 

DIMBLEBY  
Ok.

TOYNBEE
So this is going to be a system that yet again with the Tory policies, are giving tax money that we haven’t got ..

HUGHES
To the better off. 

TOYNBEE
.. to the better off, as with inheritance tax, as with every other tax. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
There was, there was, there was quite a lot of applause for competing answers which only suggests I invite someone at home to remember that you can’t see people clapping. So some people are clapping one view and some people are clapping another view. They’re not all clapping contrary views. But I’m going to go therefore to our audience here and ask in general and in principle tax breaks for married couples which the Conservative Party appears to be committed to introducing in its, if it were elected in the first parliament, who’s in favour of that in principle? Tax breaks for married couples. Hands up if you would. Who’s agin, against?  Well it’s certainly not on the balance of views here, an election winner for David Cameron because in this audience a large majority are against. Our next question please. 

KHAN
Doctor Mujeeb Khan. The prophet Mohammed stood up as a mark of respect for a passing funeral cortège of a non-Muslim. Have some Muslims misunderstood his example?

DIMBLEBY  
This is in relation to Wootton Bassett presumably and the self styled leader of the al-Mujad... I miss... I said al-Muhajiroun... Anjem Choudary yes, and his assertion that he’s going to hold a demonstration which he claims there will be people there. Simon Hughes?

HUGHES
The answer to Doctor Khan’s question is that the idea that you will win friends and influence people, let alone win the argument by having a protest in Wootton Bassett where the towns people have so reverentially respected the deceased and their families is horribly, horribly misguided and will do Islam terrible harm. And .. [APPLAUSE] .. my understanding is that the organisation who’ve proposed it Islam For UK are run by people, one of whom doesn’t live in this country and one of whom is certainly a self serving populist in terms of trying to court publicity and often proposes ideas like this or has done in the past which have never happened. I’m not somebody who says you can ban somebody. If the police say it shouldn’t happen it won’t happen. But civil liberty means you allow people to do it. If they want to go ahead and do it I fear they will do themselves and many, many other people a disservice. And can I just add a PS? Every funeral cortège that comes through Wootton Bassett comes with young people from South London because the funeral company who have the contract with the MOD comes from our part of the world. They absolutely with dignity seek to make sure that these families in their most dreadful moment of bereavement are respected. Of course there are issues about civilian deaths in Afghanistan. But you win the argument about the future for Afghanistan not by having a protest like this on the streets of a town trying to do its job in the south of England. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
Polly Toynbee?

TOYNBEE
Well of course it’s a terrible idea. It would be awful. It would be really dreadful. But the point is we have to look carefully because these people want to be martyrs. They want to be banned. They want to prove that we are not tolerant as we pretend we are. So we should be very careful about not doing anything that actually stops or prevents it. Because that’s exactly what they want. And the point about free speech is it’s very easy to be in favour of free speech when it’s speaking about things we agree with. What’s difficult and what’s important about free speech is to support it in situations where we passionately disagree with it. I’m with Voltaire on that. I think it’s their right to do it if they must but I think they’re insane to try. 

DIMBLEBY  
So do you think the Home Secretary was wrong to say that he would welcome a ban if the police were to introduce a ban?

TOYNBEE
I think it would be a very bad thing to introduce a ban and we should try hard not to. Obviously if it’s going to create some catastrophic public order, disorder then maybe it’s for the Home Secretary to decide. But it seems to me not the best way of dealing with things like this. A very dignified freezing out of what would be a tiny number of people – might only be one. I think only one person turned up at one of these events that he organised before. I think ignoring would be much better. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
Minister, the Home Secretary was swift to say he would welcome it if the police were to ban it. Hugh Orde the head of ACPO said soon afterwards people have a right to march. We may not like it. That’s the law. Who’s right?

KHAN
Well let’s be clear. Whatever this man – and let me name and shame him – Anjem Choud... Choudary – speaks to the TV or to the radio the vast, vast, vast majority of Muslims put their head in their hand and say the three words “Oh my God”. [APPLAUSE] This man does not speak for the Muslims in the audience here today, for me or for the two million British Muslims who live in this country and are proud to be British. What, let’s be clear what, let’s be clear Jonathan what this man wants to do. He wants to have a demonstration at a time when bereaved families and those who live in Wootton Bassett are bringing home those who have died and been killed in action in Afghanistan. He’s an attention seeker trying to get attention. Now you asked the question about banning. Let’s be clear. The powers the Home Secretary have to ban marches are if the Chief Constable and local authority thinks it will incite public order. Jonathan, I can’t imagine a situation where this man and his K... have a demonstration in Wootton Bassett and there isn’t public disorder. Cos I tell you what Jonathan, I’ll be there leading the demonstration to protest peacefully against him. But you expect ..

DIMBLEBY  
But that wouldn’t, that wouldn’t be disorder ... 

KHAN
No, no, no, no, no, Jonathan, Jonathan ..

DIMBLEBY  
... leading a march.

KHAN
But Jonathan, Jonathan, but you’d expect one or two who are quite emotional and quite animated and also the far right to use this as an opportunity for a punch up. And let’s be clear, Anjem Choudary should be used in the same breath of those of the English Defence League, of the Scottish Defence League, League and others who are extremists. This man is an extremist. 

DIMBLEBY  
So would you – just to get this clear cos as Polly Toynbee pointed out it’s an important, as it were, libertarian issue in a society like ours. Would you, would you as from now encourage the police to say as the Home Secretary was doing to say this march will not take place? Or would you as I think the law is, they have a right to march and at a certain point if the Chief Constable decides, determines that there is a high risk, you then say you have the right to march but I’m sorry you can’t march here because ... ?

KHAN
Correct. The sequence is as I understand it Anjem Choud... Choudary getting publicity, he’s not announced he’s going to march. He then tells the police he wants to hold a demonstration and march. The Chief Constable in consultation with the local authority decides whether they think there’ll be an incitement of public order. If there is a request is made to the Home Secretary who then makes a decision. 

DIMBLEBY  
Thank you. Daniel Hannan?

HANNAN
In common I suspect with every elected British politician who has Muslim constituents, the most common complaint I get from Muslims in my patch is misrepresentation in the media. And I think you’ve got to ask why this one shyster is getting so much attention, so much publicity, when nobody has elected him to anything, you know. In .. [APPLAUSE] In every political party there are people like Sadiq who have taken the trouble to get themselves a democratic mandate, British Muslims who speak for somebody and who can point to the ballot box and demonstrate that. And yet we’re giving this attention to this one guy who probably doesn’t even have the requisite signatures to go ahead with demanding this march. Now no one is denying his right to say what he’s saying. It isn’t a free speech issue. No one’s even really denying his right to protest. But to do it in this way as he’s proposing to do in Wootton Bassett when he has himself accepted and boasted about the fact that his purpose in doing so is to stir up disorder and controversy I think that then does become a public order issue. Let me say if in some bizarre parallel universe this march were to go ahead I hope and I believe that the streets of Wootton Bassett would be lined by patriotic and law abiding British Muslims who believe in the United Kingdom, in the state and its symbols and who will be telling any demonstrators in the clearest possible terms that this is a better country to live in as a Muslim and a better country to practice your religion that Taliban-controlled Helmand. [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
You posed this issue Doctor Khan. What’s your own view?

KHAN
Yes I think the main problem is that so called scholars in Islam or people whose pretend to present the true teachings of Islam are not at all. They haven’t understood the true teachings of the founder of this religion. And the example is in front of you, that he stood up in front of the cortège funeral of a non-Muslim. And this is the example of the founder of this religion. How can a follower, true follower of this prophet could do whatever they intend to do?

DIMBLEBY  
How do you interpret the fact that Choudary who speaks clearly, is evidently an intelligent man, whatever you may think of his views, can believe that this is an appropriate action to take and believe that he has followers for it? How do you read that?

KHAN
Well this is what I’m saying, that he has mis-read his message, he’s interpolated his message. It’s just like Jesus Christ said if somebody hits on one cheek offer the other. In the name of Jesus Christ a Christian was killing another Christian in Northern Ireland. So they were also doing just against their own belief. This is what some of the tiny minority are doing this and they are bringing the bad name to Islam which the message is, message of Islam is love for all, hatred for none. [APPLAUSE] 

DIMBLEBY  
Thank you. Our next please?

COLLINS
Peter Collins. Is it really headline news that Jonathan Ross is leaving the BBC? [LAUGHS]

DIMBLEBY  
Had anyone on the panel not heard the news? Daniel Hannan?

HANNAN
Well self-evidently it is headline news. It was in all the headlines. I have to say I think it’s a good thing. I’m not you know, I’m not a big watcher of Jonathan Ross’s programmes. But it struck a lot of people I think as outrageous that their licence fee was going to pay for a salary of around about six million pounds a year. We don’t know exactly what it was because it was being, the BBC was being coy with it. I’ve now stopped paying my licence fee because I’ve discarded my television and I watch television on the internet instead so it was no longer my problem. And I would advise anyone else who feels strongly about this kind of thing to do the same. I ... 

DIMBLEBY  
So you would like – I don’t wish to go far down this road. Would you like it if everyone did that and therefore no licence fee was paid and there was no BBC?

HANNAN
Well do you know what – but I’m not sure if this is going to be cut off as I start saying it on air. But ..

DIMBLEBY  
Maybe. We’ll decide ..

HANNAN
.. I thought that, I’ve always thought that the licence fee slightly depends on an element of bluff. Since I stopped, since I discarded my television I’ve had all sorts of rude and hectoring letters from something called TV Licensing Authority threatening me of all manner of terrible atrocities and I can’t help thinking that if everybody simply stopped paying the system would totally collapse. I mean if people simply stopped paying out of criminality rather than out of policy it would ..

DIMBLEBY  
Sorry, just to cut to the chase. Would you like it if the system collapsed? Would your goal be no licence fee, no BBC paid by public funds?

HANNAN
I think it is anomalous in this day and age ..

DIMBLEBY  
Ok.

HANNAN
.. to have a state broadcaster funded out of general taxation. 

DIMBLEBY  
Back to the .. [BOOING] Back to the question. Simon Hughes?

HUGHES
Well on the last I think we do get good value for money from the BBC except when we pay things like six million quid a year to Jonathan Ross. And nobody should get that salary. I’m sorry. I’ve a very old-fashioned view about this. Anybody paid out of public money should not get anything like that. The Prime Minister should be the best paid person in the land out of public finances. It’s quite enough to earn nearly two hundred thousand. And Jonathan Ross is not worth, not even worth two hundred thousand in my book. And he shouldn’t be paid it. [APPLAUSE] And it’s good riddance and it will save us money. 

DIMBLEBY  
Sadiq Khan?

KHAN
If anybody wanted to know why Rupert Murdoch, The Sun and Sky are backing the Conservatives, Daniel Hannan has explained the reasons why. [APPLAUSE] 

DIMBLEBY  
It isn’t, one should say perhaps that it is not Conservative Party policy that was being enunciated by Daniel Hannan. It was his personal view. 

HANNAN
Everything I say by saying that it’s not official Conservative Party ...

DIMBLEBY  
Exactly. It’s very refreshing. 

KHAN
Well it could well be by tomorrow Dan they change so much. [LAUGHS] [APPLAUSE] But although I am a big fan of Jonathan Ross I don’t think he’s worth six million pounds and nor do I believe his antics with Russell Brand last year did he get sufficiently punished for. I think it is newsworthy Dan because actually he is a celebrity and he’s leaving the BBC after a long career. Should it be the main item in all our newspapers, on the front page when there is a potential coup taking place against the Prime Minister? Yes it should be Dan. [LAUGHS] [APPLAUSE]

DIMBLEBY  
Polly Toynbee?

TOYNBEE
I think the licence fee is incredible value. It costs the same or less than the Sun .. [APPLAUSE] Just, just think of the cornucopia of things that you get for that, for the price of the Sun newspaper. For one thing you get this wonderful programme. 

DIMBLEBY  
And as for – and that’s very kind of you to say that. And as for the other – Jonathan Ross?

TOYNBEE
I think Jonathan Ross is great but I think that paying these salaries has been a catastrophe for the BBC and it’s as loud, has allowed people like Daniel Hannan who want to destroy it. It’s given them a stick to beat it with and the BBC should quickly cut the ...

HANNAN
Well if it’s such good value let people choose whether they want to ..

DIMBLEBY  
I ..

HANNAN
.. subscribe to it. 

DIMBLEBY  
I have to call us I’m afraid to account with an invitation as long as he doesn’t charge for it to Jonathan Ross to come into Any Answers for his view on this. Number to ring 03700 100444. The email address for the last time any.answers@bbc.co.uk. Next week the great contemporary historian Peter Hennessy, Ben Bradshaw for the government, Shadow Home Secretary Chris Grayling and Louise Doughty the novelist, playwright and critic. Join us there. From here in the Baitul Futuh Mosque in Morden in Surrey goodbye.

END OF TRANSCRIPT

