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KEY POINTS

e In 2023 the Labour Party initiated a National Policy Forum consultation as an input into
their policy development. The consultation invited written responses which were open to
both party members and the general public. The responses regarding progressive trade
policy reveal a wide range of views on the role of trade and trade policy.

e Overall, across the responses to all the questions the strongest messages are that trade
(policy) should aim to increase growth and productivity while also reducing poverty and
inequality.

e At the same time there are five broader themes which emerge, which reveal a concern with
the relationship between trade and WELFARE AND RIGHTS, the ENVIRONMENT, SUPPLY CHAINS,
(FREE) TRADE AGREEMENTS, and the PROCESSES underpinning the negotiation of trade deals.

o Specifically, also, respondents overwhelmingly express negative stances towards Brexit
and favour closer ties with the EU.

e Examining in more detail the responses by questions, picks up on some of the themes
above, but also reveals a clear concern with what might be termed a ‘trade and...” agenda
— which includes the environment (as above), but also, inter alia, human rights, workers’
rights, economic security, or international development.

o Overall, our assessment is that the recently released Labour Party manifesto is consistent
with the national policy forum consultation in some of the direct trade related commitments
made, and potentially implicitly consistent regarding some of the ‘trade and...” issues.
However, the extent of this will depend on the promised trade strategy should the Labour
Party be elected.

o All this suggests that perhaps consultative process can be genuinely useful and inform
policy making.

INTRODUCTION

Policy formulation is complex. To some extent this is because most policy options are complicated,
but also because politicians need to consider how the policies will land with their voters.
Increasingly, too, there is pressure in the making of policies to ensure that there is ‘appropriate



consultation’ particularly with those who may be affected by the policy. In turn, how to do and use
consultative processes is not straightforward. To put it simply: hypothetically you could ask 100
people their views on a topic, get 100 different responses, choose the responses you wanted in
the first place, and then claim that you undertook appropriate consultation. You could also get five
very long detailed responses, and 95 short one-sentence responses, so there needs to be a way
to balance such variety.

In this Briefing Paper we assess the views expressed by those who responded to the Labour
Party’s 2023 national consultation on UK trade policy. Given the forthcoming general election such
an analysis is very timely. To date, and with the general election just over four weeks away, there
has been a disappointing amount of discussion by the main political parties on international trade
and trade policy. In fact, there has been no discussion other than in the recently released
manifestos, and this is interesting. Focussing on the two main parties, clearly both the
Conservative and the Labour party have a range of views on trade. This can be seen in their
current manifestos® and in those from the 2019 election campaign. In 2019, the Conservatives
talked about negotiating a free trade agreement with the EU, freeports, and the aim for 80% of UK
trade to be covered by free trade agreements within three years. Labour talked about a better
Brexit deal and closer alignment with the EU, and the importance of trade deals upholding
standards regarding the climate, environment, food and agriculture, as well as labour standards.
In the Labour Party recently released manifesto we again see discussion of a closer relationship
with the EU, a desire for ‘targeted’ new free trade agreements, and stand-alone sectoral deals, a
role for multilateral cooperation and the promotion of high food standards.

In 2023 the Labour Party engaged in a National Policy Forum consultation on a range of themes
which were open both to Labour party members and the general public?. The aim of the Forum
was to collate views to inform the formation of Labour Party policy. One of the themes focused on
“Britain in the World”, and within that, there were specifically seven questions concerning
international trade. These were:

1) What is the role of international trade in promoting domestic economic growth, boosting
jobs and driving up wages”?

2) How can Labour ensure the UK’s international trade policy promotes growth and
investment across the nations and regions of the UK?

3) How can Labour build resilience into the international trade system and better ensure the
security of essential supply chains?

4) How will a Labour government’s trade policy reduce poverty and global inequality whilst
promoting (a) human rights, (b) workers’ rights, (c) fair trade and (d) global peace and
security?

5) How can Labour use trade policy to deliver environmental protection and help drive the
world to net zero?

6) What are the specific implications of policy proposals in this area for (a) women, (b) Black,
Asian and minority ethnic people, (¢c) LGBT+ people, (d) disabled people and (e) all those
with other protected characteristics under the Equality Act 20107

7) What consideration would need to be given to policy proposals in this area when
collaborating with devolved administrations and local governments in England, Scotland,
Wales and Northern Ireland?

1 https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/Labour-Party-manifesto-2024.pdf ; and
https://public.conservatives.com/static/documents/GE2024/Conservative-Manifesto-GE2024.pdf
2 https://policyforum.labour.org.uk/commissions
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In this Briefing Paper, we analyse the responses to the Labour Party’s 2023 National Policy Forum
consultation on what was called ‘progressive trade policy’. In addition to the difficulties outlined
earlier regarding the use of consultative processes, it is also necessary to decide how to
undertake the analysis of the responses received. Advances in computational techniques
increasingly allow for more sophisticated analyses of texts than was previously possible. In this
briefing paper, we use corpus linguistic techniques (McEnery & Hardie 2011; Kilgarriff et al. 2014)
together with close reading to analyse the responses. There were 302 written responses to the
Labour Policy Forum (hereafter, LPF), split between Labour Party members and non-members, such
as businesses or charities, totalling 244,894 words. We identify the key themes within the
responses both overall and in relation to each of the seven questions that the respondents were
asked.

First, in Section 2, we present the overview of the themes that stand out across the entire set of
responses; before outlining the key issues respondents raised in relation to each of the seven
questions in Section 2. In the final section we reflect on the interface between these responses
and the Labour Party 2024 manifesto.

PRINCIPAL MESSAGES

In this section we provide an overview of the key themes captured across all of the responses to
the LPF. First, and to assess what the respondents thought regarding overall priorities, we identify
which activities/outcomes they think should be either promoted or reduced. In practise, we
contrast the types of grammatical objects the verbs to promote and to reduce take. Figure 1
presents objects of verbs to promote and to reduce according to the typicality score®of each
collocation.* The further a word is to the left of the figure, the stronger its collocation with to
reduce, while greater proximity to the right demonstrates a stronger collocation with to promote.
Hence, we see that respondents feel principally that trade policy should aim to reduce inequality,
poverty and emissions, while it should promote economic growth, rights, and values.

3 Typicality score measured by LogDice, indicates the strength of the collocation. The higher the score, the stronger the
collocation.
4 Collocation is a pair of terms which co-occur more often than would be expected by chance.
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trade

« typical of reduce equally typical of reduce and promote typical of promote —

Figure 1: Objects of verbs to promote and to reduce in LPF responses.

The analysis also includes less frequent terms that did not meet the frequency threshold for the
figure, but nonetheless speak to themes in the responses. In the lists below we consider other
emerging issues. One the one hand, respondents wish trade policy to promote the following areas,
i.e.

e  EGALITARIANISM (examples below)

o rights, value, equality, respect, equity
e  COLLABORATION

o partnership, cooperation, engagement, multilateralism
e FRAMEWORKS

o model, standard, rule

On the other hand, respondents wish trade policy to reduce problems associated with the following
areas, i.e.

e INEQUALITY,
o poverty, inequality, barrier, deprivation
e  ENVIRONMENTALISM
o emission, (carbon) footprint, consumption

e  FINANCES
o cost, price, VAT, consumerism, debt
e EXPOSURE

o impact, risk, reliance, vulnerability



Another approach to identifying key concerns, is to compare the frequency of words/terms used
in the responses relative to a baseline measure.® Hence, in Table 1 we see that environmental
appears top of the list — this is because that word (including variants) appeared more significantly
in the consultation responses than would be expected from its use in the baseline. We identified
300 most distinctive words and phrases (measured by something called the LogDice score),
relative to the baseline. We then order the results on the Average Reduced Frequency (ARF). The
ARF is a measure which essentially rebalances the frequency by considering how many documents
the term appears in, and how often it may appear in a single document®. This ensures the data is
not skewed by a small number of responses that frequently use particular words/phrases. For
completeness, we also present the data for the raw frequency and the frequency of documents in
which the word/phrase occurs (DOCF).

Tables 1 and 2 present the top 20 words and phrases, respectively, that are used both frequently
and widely in the responses to the LPF, and which help us identify the most salient themes in the
data’.

Table 1: The top 20 most common words in the 2023 Labour Policy Forum responses, in relation to a baseline

Rank | Item Frequency | DOCF | ARF

1 environmental 452 97 175.4
2 EU 494 118 175.0
3 chain 445 84 162.8
4 climate 406 81 143.7
5 sustainable 224 66 96.0
6 consultation 132 72 66.4
7 poverty 153 46 54.6
8 rights 138 32 42.1
9 Brexit 99 58 41.8
10 transparency 91 38 39.9
11 | inequality 106 37 38.6
12 resilience 103 38 38.3
13 devolve 88 34 31.5
14 diligence 144 17 28.7
15 ftas 92 24 28.1
16 wto 85 25 27.5
17 multilateral 56 28 27.4
18 scrutiny 61 27 24.8
19 fossil 111 21 23.8
20 Equitable 37 20 16.9

5 We use the Ententen21 corpus, which is a collection of more than 52 billion words scraped from the web between October
2021-January 2022. The corpus is available via SketchEngine.

6 See Savicky & Hlavacova (2002).

7 We also remove self-evident words and phrases, such as UK, trade, and Labour Party which, given the nature of the LPF, do
not provide insight into respondents’ beliefs or wishes regarding trade policy.
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Table 2: The top 20 most common phrases in the 2023 Labour Policy Forum responses, in relation to a baseline

Rank ltem Frequency | DOCF | ARF
1 human right 605 84 184.8
2 supply chain 357 80 132.4
3 trade agreement 236 58 87.2
4 trade deal 185 58 69.1
5 economic growth 84 47 41.3
6 international

development 91 33 34.8
7 due diligence 142 17 28.4
8 workers'' right 61 30 27.9
9 developing country 68 27 27.5
10 environmental standard 64 30 24.8
11 net zero 51 30 24.5
12 global supply chain 40 24 23.1
13 fossil fuel 108 19 21.6
14 value chain 64 18 20.8
15 development goal 40 22 19.3
16 environmental protection | 36 26 18.6
17 free trade 40 20 18.4
18 trade strategy 43 16 15.7
19 animal welfare 54 18 15.2
20 impact assessment 40 15 15.1

Clearly, some of the terms in Tables 1 and 2 are a function of the wording of the seven questions
in the LPF (e.g. resilience and to devolve), others speak to the key issues that the respondents
raise in their responses. There are five key themes which emerge. These are concerned with the
following areas WELFARE AND RIGHTS, the ENVIRONMENT, SUPPLY CHAINS, (FREE) TRADE AGREEMENTS, and the
PROCESSES underpinning the negotiation of trade deals. The theme of WELFARE AND RIGHTS is evident
through human rights, animal welfare, workers’ right, and rights. Terms environmental standard, net
zero, environmental protection, environmental, climate, and fossil illustrate the ENVIRONMENT theme.
The theme of SUPPLY CHAINS is evident through terms global supply chain, value chains, chain,
sustainable, and resilience. The theme of (FREE) TRADE AGREEMENTS is exemplified by terms trade
agreement, trade deal, free trade, EU, Brexit, and ftas [free trade agreements]. Lastly, the terms
impact assessment, consultation, transparency, to devolve, and scrutiny speak to the theme of
PROCESSES of trade deals.

We discuss SUPPLY CHAINS in the overview of Question 3, which addresses this topic specifically.
Likewise, we consider WELFARE AND RIGHTS specifically in our analysis of Question 4. We also discuss
PROCESSES of trade deals with reference to Questions 2 and 7. In the current section, we consider
the way in which LPF respondents conceptualise the issues of (FREE) TRADE AGREEMENTS and the
ENVIRONMENT.



(Free) trade agreements

The attitudes to the theme of (FREE) TRADE AGREEMENTS are identifiable by analysing the words which
co-occur with words in that theme, such as EU, which is the UK’s most significant free trade
agreement. Consistent with the dictum of John Firth, ‘you shall know a word by the company it
keeps’, an analysis of the words that co-occur with EU can provide an insight into respondents’
conceptualisation of the EU and, in this context, and its relevance to recommendations for the
direction of Labour’s trade policy. Figure 32 presents actions associated with the EU (top of Figure
2) and actions done towards the EU (bottom of Figure 2). This is achieved through extracting verbs
that co-occur with the term EU functioning as a subject (e.g. ‘The value of food exports to
the EU reportedly dropped by £2.4bn in the first 15 months after Brexit) and an object (e.g.
Rejoining the EU is the only way to drag ourselves out of this mess).

When interpreting visualisations such as in Figure 2, the different colours correspond to the
different grammatical relations with the target word, the size of the text represents the raw
frequency of the times the word co-occurs with the target word, and the closer the position to the
centre of the circle, the stronger the association between that word and the target word.® Some
words, such as have and be in Figure 2, are very frequent and thus occur within the context of EU
often, but as they occur with EU little more than they occur with any given noun, the strength of
association is low, hence they appear towards the perimeter of Figure 2.

Close reading of data from Figure 2 data reveals conceptualisation of the EU held by LPF
respondents. Contexts of the word drop refer to the value of exports to the EU decreasing, and the
uses of implement refer to recommendations for the Labour party to adopt existing EU legislation.
Some uses of rejoin/re-join advocate for rejoining the EU, while others stop short of full membership
but do argue for closer alignment.

8 The left/right and up/down dimensions (within each grammatical category) are not meaningful.
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EU

do be

implement set take

“* leave " have

extend

re-join accompany

rejoin

entail

Figure 2: Verbs used with the term EU.

Clearer attitudes towards Britain’s exit from the EU are evident through verbs used alongside Brexit
(see Figure 3). LPF respondents conceptualise Brexit as damaging, harming, and shrinking. These
examples highlight a belief that the economic effects of Brexit are adverse. A desire to align more
closely with the EU is also clear through verbs to undo, to reopen, and to remove. While the use of
the verb to support may seem to suggest a positive framing of Brexit, close reading of the examples
such as ‘young people did not support Brexit’ adds to the general negative sentiment regarding
Brexit. Within the LPF responses, Brexit is also described as a bonfire and a barrier.



Brexit

come
affect

act

happen
work foist cause

lead

shrink damage
harm make

get suppo
follow

inspire undo

h ave reopen

remove

Figure 3: Verbs used with the term Brexit.

Environment

While environmental protection and net zero are foregrounded in the wording of Question 5 to the
LPF, the theme of the ENVIRONMENT is discussed well beyond the specific answers to this question
(for example, see the analysis of Questions 1, 2 and 3 and see Figures 5-7). The key message
regarding the ENVIRONMENT is the desire for trade deals to facilitate sustainability by minimising
climate change. In particular, the term climate is used 406 times in the data across 81 documents
(see Table 1). Respondents’ sentiment towards climate emerges from the of the typical nouns
which are modified by the term climate, see Figure 4. Climate change is considered an urgent and
pressing issue. This is evident through the co-occurrences with crisis, emergency, disaster,
breakdown, and imperative. Ambition, obligation, commitment, goal, and objective also speak to
the ways in which trade deals are considered a mechanism through which to initiate climate action.



climate

ilience breakdg@wn

impact action
policy ambition

commitment

goal

Figure 4: Nouns modified by the term climate.

RESULTS OF RESPONSES TO THE LPF QUESTIONS

In this section we present findings the specific responses to the seven questions posed by the
2023 Labour Policy Forum on progressive trade policy. Note that only relatively small percentages
of the 302 submissions responded in such a way that made clear distinctions between the
questions. For example, some did not address some or all of the questions in any way. Others
collated their general thoughts relating to some or all the questions into a singular narrative.

Question 1: ‘What is the role of international trade in promoting domestic economic growth,
boosting jobs and driving up wages?’

26 submissions directly answered the question. The responses to this question are categorised
into the response types shown in Figure 5. Note that some submissions contained multiple
suggestions. Figure 5 shows that as well as the role of trade deals in the context of boosting jobs
and promoting growth, the importance of environmental standards is regularly mentioned, as well
as a range of other qualifications, such as job security, food standard, economic security, that
appear in fewer responses. This suggests that while jobs and growth seem important, respondents
would like other factors to be considered.
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To boost jobs

To promote growth

To prioritise environmental standards
To attract inward investment

To support sectors with most potential
To promote job security

To reopen Britain for trade

To enable workers to reach full potential
To protect local economies

To protect food and hygiene standards
To boost productivity

To increase volume of production

To build international reputation of UK
To promote food security

To promote energy security

To promote equality

To promote fair trade

To remove barriers

To promote rights for workers

Figure 5: The suggestions provided in relation to Question 1.

Question 2: ‘How can Labour ensure the UK’s international trade policy promotes growth and
investment across the nations and regions of the UK?’

30 documents responded directly to this question. An overview of the responses can be seen in
Figure 6. The clear message emerging from this is that regional and devolved government should
be involved in the making of trade policy to a greater extent, that transport infrastructure should
be strengthened, and that ties with the EU should be developed. There is also a range of specific
suggestions including the role of communications or green infrastructure, investment assistance
or regional support for SMEs.



By involving regional/devolved admistrations
By developing transport infrastructure

By developing ties with EU

By reforming UK visa system

By moving away from freeports

By developing communication infrastructure
By levelling-up

By investing in green infrastructure

By developing services sector

By developing regional branding

By establishing a travel fund for SMEs

By focussing support on particular regions
By distributing funding equitably

By taxing distance of import/export

By providing assistance to SMEs

By establishing benchmarks

By reforming subsidies

By establishing an investment promotion agency

By attracting oversees talent

Figure 6: The suggestions provided in response to Question 2.

Question 3: ‘How can Labour build resilience into the international trade system and better ensure
the security of essential supply chains?’

The key themes in these responses (29 in total) are expressed in Figure 7. Specifically, the most
common suggestions are to ensure the security of essential supply chains by more closely aligning
with the EU, through protecting the environment, and by increasing domestic production.



By aligning more closely with the EU

By protecting the environment

By increasing domestic production

By developing a surplus

By working multilaterally

By developing mutually-beneficial deals
By developing trust with trading partners
By planning for worst case-scenarios

By promoting human/workers rights

By diversifying trade

By developing agile supply chains

By maintaining overseas aid

By developing sustainable supply chains
By ensuring mutual international benefit
By enhancing cybersecurity

By establishing clearer protocols

By promoting trade with nearest countries
By developing support systems

By renationalising key industries

Figure 7: The suggestions provided in response to Question 3.

Question 4: ‘How will a Labour government’s trade policy reduce poverty and global inequality
whilst promoting (a) human rights, (b) workers’ rights, (c) fair trade and (d) global peace and
security?’

Figure 8 provides an overview of the 30 responses. The most common suggestions are that the
promotion of the four areas mentioned in the question can be best addressed by engaging with
multilateral/international organisations, restricting the UK’s involvement in the arms trade, and
developing Overseas Development Aid.



By developing multilateral/international agreements —
By conforming to SDGs _
By aligning with international development goals —

By spreading soft power —

By increasing transparency —
By rolling back cuts to BBC World Service
By taking clearer positions on humanitarian issues
By stamping out money laundering _
By supporting small businesses
By upholding the dignity of work _
By abandoning freeports
By developing a relationship-based approach
By expanding IT provision
By implementing land restoration
By conforming to 10 principles of fair trade

By boycotting Israel

Figure 8: The suggestions provided in response to Question 4.

Beyond the specific answers to Question 4, one of the ways in which the relative salience of the
four topics mentioned in the question can be determined is by identifying the frequency of
documents containing these terms (when the use of these words in the questions has been
removed from the data, see Table 3).

Table 3: The frequency of documents containing the four topics in Question 4

Term DOCF
human rights 92
workers’ rights® 40
fair trade 19
global peace and security 10

Table 3 shows that human rights is the most pressing of the four issues mentioned in Question
4. We identify the role that human rights play for LPF respondents, through the verbs that are used
before the phrase (see Figure 9). The importance of human rights broadly speaks to the need for
trade deals to promote them. This is highlighted through the co-occurrence of human rights with
the verbs to respect, to defend, to prioritise, to address, to promote, to champion, to enhance,

9 This includes 31 responses with an apostrophe and nine without the apostrophe.
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and to protect. Another role of trade deals lies in managing human rights, such as to mandate, to
ensure, to monitor, and to assess.

human rights

ulfill generalise fulfil

enS e separae
ol raspect ek
champion conduc

defend

ote

undertake

prevent mee
ecognise

pro protect

Figure 9: Verbs used with the term human rights.

Question 5: ‘How can Labour use trade policy to deliver environmental protection and help drive
the world to net zero?’

An overview of the 27 responses can be found in Figure 10. LPF respondents suggest that binding
commitments to the environment should be embedded in trade deals, that international
cooperation is imperative, and that the green economy should be further incentivised.
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By embedding binding commitments in trade deals
By working with international partners

By investing in/incentivising the green economy

By inventivising good practice

By exerting UK's soft power

By developing carbon-based tax/tariffs

By embedding net zero into every policy decision
By reviewing net zero supply chains

By enforcing a 'do no harm' principle

By funding more research

By ensuring waste for recycling is monitored

By trading with countries amenable to net zero

By developing a free resource

Figure 10: The suggestions provided in response to Question 5.

Question 6: ‘What are the specific implications of policy proposals in this area for (a) women, (b)
Black, Asian and minority ethnic people, (¢) LGBT+ people, (d) disabled people and (e) all those
with other protected characteristics under the Equality Act 20107’

This question was directly engaged with by the fewest (7) respondents. Within these responses,
three suggested that commitments to inclusivity be enshrined in trade agreements. Only one
response provided a clear suggestion for how to better support groups protected by the 2010
Equality Act. They suggest cultivating an environment that supports business founders from
groups with protected characteristics.

Question 7: ‘What consideration would need to be given to policy proposals in this area when
collaborating with devolved administrations and local governments in England, Scotland, Wales
and Northern Ireland?’

This question was directly answered by 17 submissions. An overview of the response to Question
7 is presented in Figure 11. As a result of the low response rate for this question, there are fewer
clear themes. Most notably, it is suggested that devolved governments should be consulted more.



By consulting devolved governemnts more

By preserving the UK's internal market

By giving devolved governments more power
By reforming parliament
By deepening devolution
By increasing harmony across 4 nations
By engaging more with the LGA
By localising decision making
By investing in more research on council...

By establishing a new intergovernmental..

Figure 11: The suggestions provided in response to Question 7.

CONCLUSION

The Labour Party’s 2023 National Policy Forum on progressive trade generated a range of
recommendations for the direction of Labour’s trade policy. There are views on broad policy
stances, such as aligning more closely with the EU; overlapping with procedural and administrative
recommendations, such as working more closely with the devolved administrations, as well as
with international partners and multilateral fora. There are also economic considerations put
forward, centring around economic growth, and job boosting and reducing poverty and inequality.
In addition to these broader objectives there are also a variety of ‘trade and...” recommendations
that speak to the ways in which trade deals can be a mechanism by which further goals can be
met. For example, these relate to the role of trade regarding the climate, environmental and food
standards, supply chain resilience and economic security, job security and workers’ rights, and
human rights, as well as support for international development. It is worth noting that in these
responses there is little sense of the trade-offs that may be involved across the policy choices.
For example, raising food standards is likely to increase costs and prices, which may impact on
poverty and inequality.

Given these responses it is interesting to see the extent to which they are reflected in the Labour
Party election manifesto recently released (13" June 2024). From the manifesto we see that
international trade is explicitly mentioned 16 times in the document. Analogously to the analysis
in Tables 1 and 2, the frequency with which trade appears is four times higher than would be
expected in normal usage, i.e.in comparison to the baseline data set. Similarly,'° the use of free
trade agreements and the EU appears in the manifesto with a higher relative frequency than the
baseline. The explicit discussion of trade is to be welcomed, but overall, the space devoted to
trade is not very extensive.

It is clear from the manifesto that some of the key issues identified in the consultation documents
do form part of the proposed policy agenda should the Labour Party be successful in the general
election. We can see this regarding the commitments to greater representation and involvement

10 Interestingly the relative frequency of all of these three terms is higher in the Conservative Party 2024 manifesto, than that
of the Labour party. However, any detailed discussion of this finding is beyond the scope of this Briefing Paper.
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of the devolved administrations in trade negotiations, in the desire for closer relations with the
EU, and in the recognition of the overall importance of trade for UK economic growth, and regarding
maintaining food standards. However, we note that there is no explicit discussion or linkage of
trade and trade policy to the range of additional ‘trade and...” recommendations that were in the
consultation process — be this, for example, regarding environmental standards, human rights or
economic security. This is not to say that concerns about the environment, rights, security are
absent from the rest of manifesto. Indeed, the reverse is the case. It is the link with trade and
trade policy which is absent.

We do see in the manifesto an explicit commitment to a statutory ‘Industrial Strategy Council’ and
to the publication of a trade strategy, which is to be aligned with the industrial strategy. This is
also to be welcomed because such initiatives are (hopefully) more likely to lead to greater
transparency and stability in domestic policy and trade policy and thus more likely to result in
productive investment and economic growth. Of course, whether or not policies consistent with
the preceding are introduced will ultimately depend on the outcome of the election, and the
subsequent decisions taken - by whoever is the next government.

Overall, our assessment*! is that the recently released Labour Party manifesto is consistent with
the 2023 Labour National Policy Forum consultation in some of the direct trade related
commitments made, and potentially implicitly consistent regarding some of the ‘trade and...’
issues. However, the extent of this will depend on the promised trade strategy should the Labour
Party be elected.

All this suggests that perhaps consultative process can be genuinely useful and inform policy
making.

11 References used in this Briefing Paper include: Kilgarriff, Adam., Vit Baisa, Jan Busta, Milo$ Jakubi¢ek, Vojtéch
Kovér, Jan Michelfeit, Pavel Rychly, Vit Suchomel. (2014). The Sketch Engine: Ten years on. Lexicography, 1 (1), 7-36.

Labour Party Manifesto. (2024). Available via https://labour.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/Labour-Party-
manifesto-2024.pdf. Accessed 13" June 2024.

Conservative Party Manifesto. (2024). Available via
https://public.conservatives.com/static/documents/GE2024/Conservative-Manifesto-GE2024.pdf. Accessed 13™
June 2024.

McEnery, Tony. & Andrew Hardie. (2011). Corpus Linguistics: Method, Theory and Practice. Cambridge University
Press.

Neame, Katie (2023) “Revealed: Full final policy platform set to shape next Labour manifesto”. Labourlist. Published
5" October 2023. Available via https://labourlist.org/2023/10/labour-national-policy-forum-final-document-summary-
policy-manifesto-party-conference/#six

Savicky, Petr. & Jaroslava Hlavacova. (2002). Measures of word commonness. Journal of Quantitative Linguistics, 9
(3), 215-231.

SketchEngine. Available via http://www.sketchengine.eu/
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FURTHER INFORMATION

The UK Trade Policy Observatory (UKTPO), a partnership
between the University of Sussex and Chatham House, is an
independent expert group that:

1) initiates, comments on and analyses trade policy proposals
for the UK; and

2) trains British policy makers, negotiators and other interested
parties through tailored training packages. The UKTPO is
committed to engaging with a wide variety of stakeholders to
ensure that the UK'’s international trading environment is
reconstructed in a manner that benefits all in Britain and is fair
to Britain, the EU and the world.

The Observatory offers a wide range of expertise and services
to help support government departments, international
organisations and businesses to strategise and develop new
trade policies in the post-Brexit era.

For further information on this theme or the work of the UK
Trade Observatory, please contact: Professor Michael Gasiorek
Director UK Trade Policy Observatory University of Sussex,
Jubilee Building, Falmer, BN1 9SL

Email: uktpo@sussex.ac.uk

Website: blogs.sussex.ac.uk/uktpo/
X (former Twitter): @uk tpo
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