Dear Wendy

As requested by Shirley, I am attaching a spreadsheet to show the votes of individual peers on the nine Lords divisions on the Health Bill to date. The divisions are identified either by the amendment number or by the mover of a motion, where this was not a numbered amendment. For each vote, I have assigned 1 to a vote with the opposition, 0 to no vote/abstention and –1 to a vote with the government. The peers are colour coded for ease of identification and ordered by propensity to vote with the opposition, though clearly they can easily be re-arranged in alphabetical order, if that is easier to work with. [ NB. I have not amended the spreadsheet to take account of death (Philip Gould) or infirmity, and it includes peers who never vote, such as the “Other” group.]

There are a number of interesting findings. For example, the Coalition seems much better at getting its vote out than Labour. Thus 20 Labour peers haven’t voted at all, compared with 12 Conservatives and 3 Lib Dems. In some cases, this is clearly due to frailty, but this doesn’t explain why prominent younger peers such as Lords Alli, Malloch-Brown and Sugar have decided not to vote. Perhaps those with a public profile might be more susceptible to pressure. At the other end of the spectrum, Labour has managed to persuade only 18 of its peers to vote in every division, compared with 26 Conservatives and 16 Lib Dems.

Another feature is that the Lib Dems have been even more assiduous than the Conservatives in their support for the Bill. For example, 67% have voted in at least six of the nine divisions, compared with 58% of Conservatives (and 61% Labour). To expect any significant change in their behaviour without instructions from the top is misplaced. The Crossbenchers may offer more hope, although only 52 have a net positive score compared with 69 net negative. However, voting patterns are less rigid, with several of the latter group having cast at least one vote with the opposition. 52 of them have not voted at all. Some independents and members of minor parties can be relied on and need to be encouraged, but the Bishops are a major untapped source of potential support, who may be worth additional targeting.

I hope you can make some use of this and will be happy to come to the meeting next week if that would be helpful, in which case, please let me have the details.

Kind regards

(Dr) Anthony Isaacs
