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CONTEMPORARY RESOLUTIONS AND CONFERENCE EDITION

Conference notes the strong opposition to Foundation
Hospital Trusts voiced in debates in the summer in the
House of Commons, in the House of Lords. ( and
probably at the TUC)
Conference welcomes the massive increase in spending
on the National Health Service announced by the
Government, and looks forward to UK health investment
rising to the European average. This long-term
investment will help to deliver the high-quality health
service demanded by the electorate at the 2001
General Election.
Conference fears, however, that the introduction of
Foundation Hospital Trusts would undermine this
progress.  The idea of Foundation Hospital Trusts is part
of a new competitive market being introduced into the
National Health Service in England, with hospitals
competing for patients.  Foundation Hospitals would
fragment the system, widen inequalities and undermine
the collaborative principles now being re-established.
Conference believes that the Government should work
for the improvement of all NHS hospitals, not for the
improvement of hospitals in some areas at the expense
of those in others.  Foundation Hospitals would be
accountable only to an unelected regulator, not the
Secretary of State. The idea of Foundation Hospitals has
not been approved by the Labour Party’s policy-making
process and was not included in Labour’s General
Election Manifesto.
Conference believes that Foundation Hospital Trusts
would undermine Labour’s attempt to build a successful
modern National Health Service, and calls on the
Government to withdraw the sections of the Health and
Social Care Bill that establish Foundation Hospital
Trusts.

Foundation Hospitals Trusts [like Top-Up fees] rep-
resent a “Government Initiative” that is both un-
popular and uncalled for.  The idea was not in our
General Election manifesto and hasn’t even been ap-
proved by “Partnership in Power”.

More seriously, like other attempts to “marketise”
our Welfare State, it seeks to re-introduce competition
between service-providers in a way which will widen
still further the existing inequalities in our society.  The
“freedom” to “shop” around between increasingly un-
equal providers may benefit the rich and mobile.  What
most of us want, however, (and what fewer of us would
get under FHTs), is a consistently good standard of
service wherever we happen to live.

Even if one were to accept Alan Milburn’s insistence
that that the creation of FHTs would not in itself be Priva-
tisation, it is undeniable that the move would open that
door invitingly to any future administration,   The  Arkinses
and Jarvises must already be rubbing their hands.

Apologists for FHTs insist that they are really a “so-
cialist” concept with affinities to mutualism and the co-
operative movement.  But giving a local patient or staff-
member a seat on an FHT board cannot conceal the essen-
tial anti-cooperative nature of the project as a whole.

There is indeed a debate to be had about the need to
democratise the NHS, but that debate is impeded rather
than advanced by the concept of FHTs.   Our local
health services certainly need to offer more of a voice
to Local Government, patients’ forums and joint staff
committees – but pleas for democracy come strangely
from those who previously campaigned for our Com-
munity Health Councils to be not so much strength-
ened as abolished.

Under the Government’s proposals, moreover, the over-
all control of FHTs would lie not with a properly account-
able Secretary of State but with an all-powerful unelected
regulator.  That is the opposite of a democratic advance.

Scores of Labour MPs have already voted against FHTs
in the House of Commons, but scores of others have so far
only abstained.  Others have actually voted in favour.

This year’s Party Conference must therefore take a

Widening inequalities

This Newsletter contains our suggestions for contemporary resolutions to the 2003 Conference.
CLPs can submit one contemporary resolution. provided they haven’t already  submitted a
constitutional amendment this year. Contemporary resolutions must be on subjects not
“substantively  addressed in the NPF or NEC Reports”, or refer to events occurring between the
beginning of August and the closing date for contemporary resolutions which would make the
motion more “contemporary”

 See pages 4 and 5 for other suggested contemporary resolutions

● Foundation hospitals

lead in unequivocally rejecting the whole divisive con-
cept.  A good number of “contemporary” motions will
greatly help to achieve this.
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This year’s National Policy Forum
(NPF) consultative documents cir-
culated to CLPs include papers on
“The Best Education for All”,  “Jus-
tice, Security and Community” and
“Britain in the Global Economy”.
They will be discussed, but not voted
on, at this year’s Conference.  The fi-
nal policy decisions will be taken at
2004 Conference after comments from
CLPs, affiliated organizations, local
forums as well as those made at this
year’s Conference have been consid-
ered.  There will be two sessions of
the NPF before the 2004 Conference
where the recommended text can be
amended, provided any amendment
gains the support of about 35 del-
egates.

Like last year the documents have
a number of drawbacks. One is that
the consultation does not include
some contentious policy issues like
Foundation Hospitals,  University Top
Up Fees or Britain’s support for the
United States National Missile De-
fence System.  The documents urge
members to respond to  set questions
which assume agreement both with
the text and the way the questions are
phrased.  Delegates to the NPF should
therefore be encouraged to submit
amendments whenever they disagree.
This means that responses may have
to start by questioning the questions.

 Many of the objectives in the
documents are desirable. But when we
consider education, pensions, trans-
port, system of justice or environment
the discussion will inevitably impinge
on our ability and willingness to pay.
The comparison of  Britain with other
advanced industrial countries  shows
that the proportion of national income
we spend on public expenditure is less
than in theirs.  In 2001 the  EU aver-
age level of public expenditure was
44.5% of GDP,   the United Kingdom
lagged behind at only 38.3% (Source
OECD). But in this respect even a
comparison with the Tory government
is unfavourable.   From 1979 to 1996
public spending, as a share of GDP,
averaged 44%.  From 1997 election
the level of public spending as a share
of GDP fell each year for the first
three years and only rose to 39.2% in
2001. (Source: Institute of Fiscal
Studies).

To reach the proportion of national

income spent on public expenditure in
1997 requires increased taxation. This
unpalatable truth is studiously evaded.
The Tories successfully peddled the
fiction that it was possible to improve
the infrastructure and existing social
services while reducing public ex-
penditure and the level of direct taxa-
tion. Over 18 years of Tory rule the
standard rate of income tax was cut
by approximately one third (from 34%
to 23 %) and the top rate halved (from
83% to 40%).

The most significant effect of these
changes, however, was not an overall
reduction in tax, it was the redistribu-
tion of taxation from higher to lower
income groups, with regressive indi-
rect taxes replacing progressive direct
ones. Nevertheless the reductions in
direct taxation together with the pri-
vatization of national assets and the
opening up of public services to pri-
vate enterprise meant neglect of in-
frastructure and essential public serv-
ices.

Unfortunately just as the electorate
woke up to the  damage the Tories
were causing, the new Labour leader-
ship became convinced that unless the
Party’s traditional goals were jetti-
soned, Labour would be condemned
to permanent opposition.  Hence  the
”New Labour” leadership continued
with Tory policies under a new flag.
It decided to stick to Tory spending
limits and to oppose  progressive
taxation.Instead of capitalising on the
growing Tory unpopularity and expos-
ing the Tory talk on tax for the fraud
that it was, “New Labour” adopted it.
Labour thus missed the opportunity
provided by its victories in 1997 and
2001 to reverse the trend towards in-
equality.  The consultative documents
make the same erroneous assump-
tions. This at a time when it is becom-
ing obvious that  “New Labour’s”
policies are failing, and when labour
movements’ dissatisfaction  is finding
expression in leadership’s defeats at
annual conference.

 “Britain in the Global
Economy”
This document begins with the question
“Are we right to borrow for invest-
ment in public services so long as debt
is at a stable and prudent level?”

The question begs other questions.
Any debt means paying interest.  Hence
borrowing is generally more expensive
than paying out of funds raised by taxa-
tion. Given  the long period of  under-
investment in essential industries and
public services, (something which pre-
dates Tory rule),  it wouldn’t be realis-
tic to attempt to raise the necessary
funds by taxation alone. In the circum-
stances, if the long term decline is to be
reversed,  there is nothing wrong with
borrowing to invest in public services.
Borrowing, however,  should be under-
taken by the conventional route (gov-
ernments can borrow cheaply on the
open market).

The “New Labour” government is un-
dertaking huge borrowing to improve
public services but does so through the
PFI. Experience shows that unless work-
ers’ pay and conditions are reduced,  pri-
vate finance initiatives turn out to be more
costly and less effective than public in-
vestment.  A fully funded public sector is
better able to provide quality universal
services at a reasonable cost.  PFIs and
PPPs add unnecessary cost, remove ac-
countability, deplete public resources and
mortgage the future of public services.
They have often resulted in industrial ac-
tion by pressurised workforces.  The cur-
rent emphasis in the NHS on consumer
choice and local financial autonomy (e.g.
Foundation Hospitals and patient shop-
ping ) is not  compatible with maintain-
ing universal standards, since resources
will flow to facilities in wealthier areas
and be sought after by middle class pa-
tients to the detriment of the less privi-
leged.

The extent, of borrowing however,
should be determined by the ability to re-
pay. Any borrowing however needs to be
balanced by progressive taxation includ-
ing the reintroduction of much higher rates
of tax for those living on well above av-
erage incomes. The problem here is not
economic but political. Cuts in income tax
may have been popular, but they  detached
the electorate from economic realities. So
long as there was a rise in the value of
stocks and shares, the shortfall of funds
available for public services,  pensions,
health service and  infrastructure could
be,  to some extent at least, made up  by
borrowing.  This made the general decline
in public services less obvious. With the
recession, the collapse of share values and
stagnation the chickens are coming

False Assumptions:
2003 National Policy Forum Consultation
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home to roost. Instead of repeating Tory
mantras Labour should come clean and
explain that improvements in public
services cannot be achieved without in-
creased taxation.

 “The best education
for all”
This document which covers all stages
of education points out that ‘a socio-eco-
nomic gap is evident as early as 22
months and widens as the child
progresses through the education serv-
ice’. But it fails to acknowledge that far
more investment is required than the
government is promising. This was ex-
emplified in the schools funding crisis
earlier this year, causing schools to lose
and not replace teachers.

As regards higher education, instead
of putting in extra resources to make uni-
versities open to all, regardless of ability
to pay, the government is shifting the
funding burden further onto students by
introducing ‘top-up’ fees of £3,000 a year,
further hindering access to higher educa-
tion.

One of the most worrying aspects of
the document is the hostility to compre-
hensive education. The document states
that ‘We must continue to…move away
from a ‘one size fits all model”. It  pro-
poses the ‘radical expansion of the spe-
cialist schools programme’ – described as
‘the embodiment of a ‘comprehensive-
plus’ vision for all schools’ – claiming that
City Academies are ‘pioneering a new ap-
proach’, when in reality they are a way of
introducing the private sector into the edu-
cation system. The division of education
into vocational and academic routes is also
flagged up.

The document’s claim that ‘there is
now a pay structure that allows good
teachers to stay in the classroom’ fails to
address the continued chronic shortage of
teachers. The assertion that ‘Labour in
government is developing the roles of sup-
port staff to free up teacher’s time’ is a
euphemism for using unskilled staff in
place of properly trained teachers. It is
important that Teaching Assistants should
have a proper career structure, with de-
cent pay and conditions. However, this
should not be used to cover up the prob-
lem of teacher shortages.

Suggested answers to
questions:

Achieving the best for every
child
5. How can we encourage every school
to develop its own specialism?
6. How can we ensure the principles

and strengths of the comprehensive
system are reflected in a more diverse
system?
These questions should be used to as-
sert the principle of comprehensive edu-
cation and oppose the fragmentation of
the educational system into specialist
schools which cloak such questionable
developments as faith schools and which
are smuggling back selection.

The education service: deliver-
ing a new approach
12. How can we help teachers and sup-
port staff develop their careers and con-
tinue to raise their professionalism?
Improve teachers’ terms and conditions.
Develop support staff but do not allow
this to be a cheap option to cover gaps
in teachers.

Developing skills and learning
16.How can universities and schools
increase the number from poor
backgrounds applying and getting
into university?
17. How can the cost of paying for
high quality university education be
shared among the beneficiaries?
Maintenance grants should be re-
stored to a level on which it is possi-
ble to live.The beneficiaries of higher
education are the whole of society,
and therefore improvements should be
financed by general taxation.Tuition
fees should be abolished.

Other
18. What major challenges, other
than those already identified here
will we face in meeting the ambition
of a world class education for all?
How should we respond?
The introduction of the Educational
Maintenance Allowances for further
education has been a positive devel-
opment. However, at present only
30% qualify – they should be made
universal.
There should be a moratorium and in-
dependent review of the use of the pri-
vate finance initiative in the education
sector.

 “Justice, security and
community”
This document deals with crime, asy-
lum and immigration. It is vital to urge
the adoption of a humane immigration
and asylum policy. This is important
in itself as well as to counter growing

racism: the recent election of 17 BNP
councillors took place against a back-
drop of draconian asylum legislation
and anti-asylum seeker rhetoric from
government, oposition and media.
The document repeats the ‘tough on
crime, tough on the causes of crime’
mantra, but far more emphasis is
placed on the first element. It proposes
more rapid arrest-to-sentencing times
and tougher action on persistent of-
fending. You may wish to challenge
the Home Secretary’s recent propos-
als threatening to limit jury trials.

A section on ‘Partnerships
against Crime’ states that faith in the
police has improved ‘partly because
of better community policing and re-
forms stemming from the Stephen
Lawrence Inquiry report’. However,
the document fails to spell out exactly
what has been done to implement the
report and the emphasis is on the com-
munity, rather than the police, doing
more to improve relations.

A section on ‘A fair and just asy-
lum, immigration and nationality
system’  contains assertions that ‘the
government is working strenuously to
resolve conflict and strife’ interna-
tionally, which ring hollow following
the invasion of Iraq. The document
reaffirms ‘our fundamental moral ob-
ligation to offer refuge to those who
are genuinely fleeing war or persecu-
tion’, yet goes on to praise the 2002
asylum legislation, which further
eroded asylum rights.

Suggested answers to
questions

Partnerships against crime
4.What more can we do to improve
policing?
There needs to be a renewed commit-
ment to implementing the recommen-
dations of the Stephen Lawrence In-
quiry. Robust measures are required
to further tackle institutional racism
in the police and criminal justice sys-
tem. Since the Inquiry there has been
deterioration in some areas: for exam-
ple, the disproportionate use of stop
and search under the Police and
Criminal Evidence Act has increased
– African Caribbeans are now eight
times more likely to be stopped, com-
pared to five times more likely at the
time of the report.
Criminal Justice
13.What further ways are there of
ensuring that people have more con-
fidence in the justice system?
Continued on page 4
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The right to trial by jury should remain
a fundamental principle of the criminal
justice system and should not be lim-
ited.

A fair and just asylum,
immigration and
nationality system
17. Have we got the principles of our
immigration policy right?
18. Have we got the principles of our
asylum policy right?
No. Current policies are based on the
idea that Britain derives little benefit,
and incurs much cost, from the arrival

Conference notes the establishment of the
Hutton Inquiry and the continuing debate about
the justif ication for Br itain’s participation in the
invasion and occupation of Iraq.

Conference recognizes that a wide variety of
views continues to be held by Labour Party
members on the legality and/or morality and/or
wisdom both of the original invasion and also of
the ongoing occupation.  Since human lives are
involved, such views may be held very strongly.

Conference believes that the Labour Party is
large enough to accommodate this variety of
views and therefore regrets that disciplinary

Contemporary resolutions

action against one Party member, George Galloway,
appears to have been initiated on the basis of his
outspoken opposition to the war.

Conference believes that, unless his suspension is
speedily lif ted, this will be unfair not just to him as
an individual but also to all those Party members
who may or may not wish to vote for or against him
being their par liamentary candidate.  Above all, this
suspension inhibits freedom of speech in the Party
and of members to express views not shared by the
leadership.

Conference therefore calls for the restoration of
George Galloway’s membership r ights.

● Freedom of Speech

of what is, in reality, a relatively small
number of people. The underlying prin-
ciple of policy on asylum and immigra-
tion should reflect the positive benefits
that this migration contributes to Brit-
ain. A Home Office study in 2001
showed that there was a net contribu-
tion to the economy from migrants of
£2.5 billion a year. As our population
ages, the economy requires further such
immigration so that there are sufficient
workers to support the retired popula-
tion.

Current policy on asylum leads to
the demonisation and segregation of
asylum seekers, and false claims that

asylum seekers are to blame for over-
stretched public services. A govern-
ment that can mistakenly claim that
asylum seekers are ‘swamping’ Brit-
ain can only help contribute to the le-
gitimacy of the BNP.

 Instead of the current policies, there
should be an end to detention of asylum
seekers; no segregation of their children
from mainstream schools; and a resto-
ration of their benefits.  The government
should reaffirm its commitment to the
1951 Geneva Convention on refugees
and scrap its proposals that would mean
those fleeing from persecution and wars
cannot seek asylum in Britain.

“Conference notes that the Electoral Commission is
carrying out a review into the issues surrounding the
funding of political parties.  It is concerned that this
review could lead to proposals for the state funding of
political parties. This would undermine  rank and file
influence and allow the leadership to act even more
independently of the Party.
State funding is often advocated as a way of stopping
wealthy individuals from purportedly buying favours
through lavish contributions to party funds. There is
indeed a case for “capping” such donations.  But there is
a world of difference between these donations and
funds made up of affiliation fees paid by union
members, membership subscriptions and small
donations from individual members.
A blanket formula on capping donations without regard to
their origin amounts to a thinly disguised attempt to make
the parliamentary leadership independent of the party to
which they owe their position.  It would deprive affiliated

● State funding of political parties

trade unionists of the influence they have in the policy making
process.  Voluntary funding from democratically elected
affiliated organisations would be replaced by reliance on
subsidies squeezed from the taxpayer.  Funding and
democratic accountability go hand in hand and we are
opposed to measures which would reduce the role of members
solely to that of  foot-soldiers at election times.
The Electoral Commission’s consultation must not lead to the
destruction of the Labour’s democratic structures.
To this end Conference:
a)  Opposes an extension of state-funding.
b)  Supports the continued affiliation of trade unions, and the
socialist societies, with their capacity to finance the Party to the
extent decided by these organisations.
c)  Supports greater liaison between the Party and these
organisations, together with their participation in the decision
making process at every level of the Party.
d)  Submits the above position to the Electoral Commission
consultation.”
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Contemporary resolutions

Conference welcomes Labour’s sustained new investment in Public
Services.  The 2001 General Election gave the Government a clear
mandate to reverse years of neglect which had left public services
battered and demoralized.  However Conference notes the recent
debates on the Public Services at the TUC Conference, and urges the
Government to take the fullest account of the grave concerns
expressed about the future of our Public Services.

Conference is alarmed at the Government’s increasing determination
to apply market principles to public services – principles which Labour
had strongly opposed when in opposition,  and which Labour members
and supporters continue to oppose.  Further, Conference notes the
growing list of costly pr ivate sector failures.

Conference calls on the Government to acknowledge that the provision
of public services such as health and education is fundamentally
dif ferent from the provision of other goods and services in the
economy.  Conference welcomes signs that the Government is
beginning to recognise this.  In an analysis of PFI produced in July, the
Treasury accepted that the Private Finance Initiative has consistently
failed in public sector Information Technology projects and said that it
will no longer be used.  Conference believes that the wider ranging
independent review called for by last year’s Conference would have
reached the same conclusion on other services subjected to the PFI
and other forms of private-sector involvement in our public services.

Conference therefore now calls on the Government:
* to reject privatization and the continued preference for subjecting our
public services to pr ivate financing and private management
* to develop a revised model of public service reform based on
sustained investment, effective co-operation and collaboration, and
the sharing of good practice.
* To strengthen workforce protection and introduce a Fair Wages
Clause
* To resist pressure under GATS to subject UK Public Services to global
competition

Conference notes:-

1) that months after the
invasion of Iraq no weapons of
mass destruction have been
found that would confirm Iraq
posed the serious and imminent
threat that was claimed as the
principal justification for British
involvement in the invasion;

2) that information revealed to
the Hutton Inquiry that the
intelligence on the basis of which
the government decided to go to
war could not be relied upon;

3) that the United Nations is not
directing Iraq’s post war
reconstruction which is instead
under the control of the
occupying forces of the US and
Britain;

4) that there is growing
evidence that the US and British
occupation of Iraq is not
supported by the people of Iraq
and that both US and British
forces are continuing to suffer
casualties;

5) that two members of the
Cabinet resigned over issues
relating to the invasion.
Conference calls for an end to
British participation in the
occupation of Iraq.

● Public Service Reform ● Iraq

Voice of the Unions
a common ownership paper established

1925 and still going strong

We support the struggle for socialism, freedom and
democracy, par ticularly in the workplace, the trade
unions and the Labour Party.

SUBSCRIBE TODAY
To: VOICE OF THE UNIONS (Subscriptions Dept,)

11 Brambledown Road, South Croydon, Surrey, CR2 0BN
Tel: 020 8657 4420

NAME ................................................................

ADDRESS ...........................................................

.........................................................................
Please send me ..... copies of VOICE OF THE UNIONS 50p per
copy, post extra; six copies upwards monthly post free
Annual subscription (UK): 1 copy £7.60 per year, post included

I told you we
shouldn’t
take the
third way
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Let conference  decide
Labour’s policies
At present each CLP and union is allowed to send direct to Con-
ference “one motion on a topic which is either not substantively
addressed in the reports to conference of either the National
Policy Forum or the NEC or has arisen since the publication of
those reports” ( Conference rule 2 – Agenda  3C2.3). About 300
CLPs and unions normally choose to do so. Yet only 4-5 sub-
jects ever reach the Conference floor. The choice of subjects is
determined by the priorities ballot at the start of conference.  In
this, CLPs are disadvantaged. The subjects of their motions en-
compass a much wider field than those submitted by major un-
ions who tend to vote as a block.  As a result subjects chosen by
CLPs are never discussed unless supported bv the unions.  Last
year, following pressure from CLPs and some unions at this
unjust situation, the Conference Arrangements Committee in-
troduced a minor change.  This allowed the CLPs to choose one
extra issue, provided that at least 50 percent of CLPs vote for it.
Evidence from recent years shows that this high threshold would
not normally be achieved.  The only way to give more say to
Conference delegates and redress the injustice to CLPs is to
support rule changes proposed by East Devon, Islington North,
Faversham&Mid Kent, Stourbridge, Orpington and Mid-Bed-
fordshire CLPs. All of these are identical in content but their
wording varies slightly.  Below we reproduce the proposed rule
change as submitted by East Devon, Islington North and
Faversham&Mid Kent CLPs.

The National rules of the Labour Party
Section A 3C Procedural rules for party

conference
CONFERENCE RULE 2 – AGENDA
3C2.33C2.33C2.33C2.33C2.3 reads as follows:
All affiliated organizations and CLPs may submit one
motion on a topic which is either not substantively
addressed in the reports to conference of either the
NPF or the NEC or which has arisen since the
publication of those reports. The CAC shall determine
whether the motions meet these criteria and submit all
issues received to a priorities ballot at the start of
conference.  Motions must be in writing, on one subject
only, or be in the form of a constitutional amendment
and must be received by the General secretary at the
offices of the party by the closing date determined by
the  NEC.
Amendment Line 8 After “conference”
insert:
“The ballot will be divided into two sections: one section
for CLPs and one section for trade unions and other
affiliated organizations. At least the f irst four priorities
selected by CLPs will be time-tabled for debate, as will
at least the f irst four pr iorities selected by trade unions
and other affiliated organisations.

Vote for rule changes

More Grassroots Reps
This rule change will increase the number of the CLP seats
from 6 to 10 (of which 5 must be women).  At Annual
Conference CLPs have voting parity with the trade un-
ions. But on the NEC the unions have twelve seats and the
CLPs only six. Until 1997 the CLPs had seven seats, but
the “modernisation reforms” of that year, whilst increas-
ing the size of the NEC, reduced CLPs’ representation by
one seat. The long-term  aim should be parity with the
unions. The rule change proposed by Erith and
Thamesmead and Leominster CLPs  would be a signifi-
cant step in that direction.This proposed rule change is
reprinted below.

The National Rules of the Labour Party
Section A  4C Procedural rules for
elections for national committees

4C.2 ELECTION OF THE NATIONAL EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE
4C.2a (iii)4C.2a (iii)4C.2a (iii)4C.2a (iii)4C.2a (iii) reads as follows:
Division III (CLPs) shall consist of six members, at
least three of whom shall be women, to be
nominated by their own CLP and at least two other
CLPs.The ballot for these places shall be conducted
among all eligible individual members of the party by
means of a national one-member-one-vote postal
ballot conducted to guidelines laid down by the NEC.
Amendment
Line 1: Delete six and insert ten
Line 2: Delete three and insert five

Several organisations chose to submit to the 2002 Conference constitutional amendments instead of
resolutions on contemporary issues. These will be taken at this year’s Conference as the NEC takes one
year to decide whether to endorse them. Below we give the arguments in their favour and reproduce the
amendments and the section of the rule book to which they refer. As all the proposed changes we list would
give CLPs more say it is important that CLP delegates should be mandated to support them.

Candidates supported by
Grassroots Alliance
Conference Arrangements Committee CLP-Section:
George McManus East Yorkshire CLP Alice Mahon MP
Halifax CLP
General Section:
John Aitkin TGWU, George McManus East Yorkshire
CLP, Alice Mahon MP Halifax CLP
National Policy Forum
Northern Region: Kath Sainsbury, Stockton South CLP
Yorkshire Region: George McManus, East Yorkshire CLP
Martha Hanson, East Yorkshire CLP
East Midlands Region: Garry Ransford, Bolsover CLP
Helen Skinner, Broxtowe CLP
West Midlands Region: David Williams, Selly Oak CLP
London Region: Dorothy Macedo, Finchley and Golders
Green CLP
South East Region: Carol Hayton, Mole Valley CLP
Mick Moriarty, Esher and Walton CLP
South West Region: Judith Sluglett, Bristol West CLP
Wales: John Lewis, Swansea West CLP
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Keep CLP seats for
rank and file
In 1997 Conference agreed to debar MPs and MEPs from the
Constituency section of the NEC.  From then onwards the six
CLP seats were to be reserved for rank and file members.  The
architects of this proposal didn’t anticipate the situation where a
rank and file member was elected who then became an MP or
an MEP.  This anomalous situation occurred in 1999-2000 with
the case of Michael Cashman who was elected an MEP only a
few weeks after being elected as a rank and file representative
to the NEC.  Thus whilst an MEP he continued for some eleven
months to occupy a seat allocated to grassroots.  Since last year
the period of tenure of NEC members has been extended to two
years. Thus parliamentarians who are theoretically debarred from
the constituency places could nevertheless represent CLPs for
nearly two years,  Once again the New Labour modernizers have
demonstrated their deep concern to see grassroots members rep-
resented,  The rule change proposal from East Yorkshire and
Oxford East would remove this anomaly.  Below we reproduce
the proposed rule change.

The National Rules of the Labour Party
Section A  4C Procedural rules for
election for national committees
4C.2A ELECTION OF THE NATIONAL EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE
4C.2e4C.2e4C.2e4C.2e4C.2e reads as follows:
The term of office in each of the five NEC divisions
shall be two years

Amendment
Insert new Rule 4c.2e and re-sequence existing
Rule 4c.2e to 4C.2f
4C.2e Eligibility to stand for or to occupy a seat in
Division III shall lapse if a candidate or a member
becomes an MP or an MEP before or during their
term of office and more than six months of that
term remains.The resulting vacancy shall be f illed
according to the  provisions of clause 4C.2d

For your information
Clause 4C.2d reads as follows:
Any vacancy which occurs among members of the
NEC between annual sessions of party conference
shall be filled by the NEC co-opting the highest
unsuccessful nominee in the division concerned
(subject to the rules on maintaining at least 50%
representation for women) as shown in the results
of the election to for the NEC declared at the
annual session of party conference immediately
preceding the vacancy.

Christine Shawcroft (NEC)
Reports Back, June 2003
The main issues at the June NEC were Iraq, and the
suspension of George Galloway.  Normally any resolu-
tion on suspended members would have been auto-
matically referred to the Disputes Panel/NEC Organi-
sation Committee. But to our surprise, the Final Agenda
had “Administrative Suspension of George Galloway”
as the first item on the General Secretary’s Report.

 When Tony Blair gave his report, I asked him about
Iraqi weapons. I pointed out that the September dossi-
er’s claims about weapons sites proved unfounded
and that the February dossier had contained informa-
tion from a PhD thesis about Iraq’s weapons capabili-
ties before the First Gulf War.  Wouldn’t it be best to
hold an Inquiry?

 Mr Blair replied that the September dossier was
accurate. I interrupted that I hadn’t said it was inaccu-
rate, merely that the Government had admitted that
when the sites it detailed had been inspected, nothing
had been found. He went on to say that the informa-
tion in the February dossier taken from the PhD thesis
wasn’t about weapons, but about organisations which
should have been credited to the thesis as a source.
As far as I am aware this is not so.

Mark Seddon asked
about Clare Short’s claim
that the decision to go to war
had been made in August or
September 2002. He asked
again about the Inquiry, say-
ing that Thatcher had had
one into the Falklands, and
Iraq is more important.  Mr

Blair replied that Short’s claim is the opposite of the
truth. Bush had made it clear that if Saddam Hussein
co-operated over weapons, there would be no military
action. The Falklands Inquiry had been held because
the Foreign Secretary resigned over the invasion – the
Inquiry was about how the islands had come to be
invaded by a foreign power. We all need to wait for the
Select Committee’s report.

When we got to the suspension, I said that I’d had
many messages of support for George Galloway from in-
dividuals, GCs and unions. I stated that a high profile
suspension like this, as well as hints about action against
John McDonnell, was sending a message that dissent in
the Party will not be tolerated.

Rules and conscience
John Prescott and Ian McCartney both tried to say

that we couldn’t discuss the matter, as it was before
the Disputes Panel. Diana Holland insisted that it  was
an agreed Agenda item, and that was the way she was
going to proceed. Then Jeremy Beecham moved Next
Business which was carried with only four against -
me, Mark, Ann Black, and Steve Pickering (GMB).
Dennis Skinner is still convalescing.

Continued page 8

Why not visit our
website?

www.home.free/com/clpd
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Ann Black (NEC) Reports Back, 22 July 2003
Tony Blair and John Prescott couldn’t attend, so Ian
McCartney took questions. He assured us that the
prime minister did not “sex up” the Iraq briefings. The
BBC allegations were false, and those attacked had
every right to defend themselves. We should not try to
pre-empt the Hutton enquiry. The Chair Diana Holland
expressed condolences on behalf of the NEC to Dr
David Kelly’s family.

Some members hoped that a single issue, however
contentious, would not presage an all-out assault on
BBC independence. But Dennis Skinner argued that
the media were all too ready to act as the official
opposition, and journalists were worse than
politicians. In any case, MPs’ votes were not
influenced by the 45-minute claim. Personally he had
felt that copying George Bush by scapegoating
Saddam Hussein for September 11 was no reason to
send people to their deaths.
Guantanamo Bay
Mark Seddon was concerned about the next war, with
George Bush set to rip up agreements with North
Korea, and I again raised the plight of the
Guantanamo Bay captives, unprotected by any laws on
the planet. Ian McCartney said that Tony Blair was
trying to get a fair hearing for the British men, but did
not mention the captives from other countries. He also
drew attention to 300,000 bodies discovered in Iraq’s
mass graves.
Moving Ahead
Ian stressed that in the run-up to conference, the
focus should shift back to fundamental values: strong
leadership, economic stability, suppor t for hard-
working families, record investment in public services
and engagement in Europe. A milestone will be the by-
election in Brent East. Christine Shawcroft asked
about local involvement in the selection.  She was
assured that constituency officers were fully involved
in composing the long-list and drawing up questions
for shortlisting, though the constitution did not allow
them a vote.
Outsiders?
On 7 July the Disputes Panel agreed by 6 votes to 4 to
refer George Galloway’s case to the National
Constitutional Committee. I voted against, in line with
feedback from members, but it is now out of the
hands of the NEC. The hearing will be in October, and

the NCC decision will be final. Looking to next May,
many activists are campaigning for Ken Livingstone’s
re-election as mayor, and I said it was hard to tell
members in Oxford, Glasgow or elsewhere that they
must not vote Green, Socialist Alliance or
Independent, when an entire region was ignoring the
rulebook. Ian McCartney admitted that support for
non-Labour candidates caused difficulties.  Referenda
on regional government were also generating
problems, with some anti-devolution Labour MPs
joining Tories in calling for a No vote.

Election looming
Ian is already planning the next general election, and
every constituency will soon be offered a visiting MP
to talk, and to listen. New candidates are being
interviewed for the parliamentary panel, ready for
selection in the autumn. The NEC agreed all-women
shortlists for Blaenau Gwent and Swansea East, with
an open selection in Bridgend. Fur ther vacancies will
be considered in line with policy that all late-retiring
MPs should be replaced by women save in exceptional
circumstances.
Positive action in local government is getting a mixed
reception on the ground. The NEC’s principles are
intended to be applied flexibly, so a council area would
be expected to have women as one-third of its
candidates overall, rather than requiring one woman in
every ward.

Changing the rules
Two rule changes for Conference provoked lively
debate. The first concerned the make-up of the
Clause V meeting which agrees the general election
manifesto.  At one time this consisted of the NEC plus
the Cabinet, but recently it has included the
Parliamentary Committee, elected by backbenchers.
This arrangement would be formalised, with the
addition of any National Policy Forum officers not
already present. Some union and constituency
representatives were unhappy because their influence
would be further diluted by MPs.

The second was a proposal to allow people in
Nor thern Ireland to join the party. This has always
been rejected in the past because of conflicts with our
sister party the SDLP, but an upcoming court case
alleging racial discrimination leaves us, in the eyes of
our lawyers, with no choice. However there is no

We had to wait for the end of the Agenda, and the Dis-
putes Panel Minutes. Mark then moved Reference Back of
the Minutes on the Administrative Suspension. Ann pointed
out that the Disputes Panel had merely noted General Sec-
retary’s action. The Org Sub then noted their Minutes. She
made reference to representing the constituencies which
elected her. Prescott interjected that she wasn’t there to
represent anybody, she’s there to follow her conscience,
which says a lot about his view of representative democracy
and the state of his conscience.

I said that the NEC should be able to discuss it , as
this was clearly a special case (like the Livingstone ap-

plication to rejoin) and added that I was opposed to the
suspension. Prescott said, “What, before you’ve heard
any evidence?!” I wait to see what kind of “evidence”
can be put for or against a charge of bringing the Party
into disrepute.

The Chair said we could vote against the Minutes to
register opposition to the suspension:  We got three
votes.

I now intend to write to Mr Triesman asking him to
suspend Tony Blair whilst he investigates my complaint
that Mr Blair has brought the Party into disrepute over
Iraq, and I suggest everybody else does the same.
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Support the Campaign for
Labour Party Democracy

I/we enclose £ ..............................  subscriptions/renewal/donation

Name  (1) ........................................................................ (2) ..........................................................................................

Address ...........................................................................................................................................................................

Post Code .......................................................................

Phone Nos (H) ................................................................ (W) ......................................................... (Please give codes)

CLP ................................................................................. Region...................................................................................

TU ...................................................................................  Date .....................................................................................

Return to: CLPD Secretary, 10 Park Drive, London
NW11 7SH. Phone/Fax: 020 8458 1501
Annual rates: £15 individuals; £5 unwaged and low waged (un-
der £8,000); £20 couples (£6 unwaged); £25 national & regional
organisations; £10 CLPs , TUs and Co-op Par ties; £5 CLP
branches. Extras: EC papers and bulletin £5; Bulletin £3.

intention to organise or to stand candidates there.

Please contact
Questions and comments are welcome, and I am
happy for this to be circulated to members as a
personal account, not an official record.

This and past reports are available at
http://www.annblack.com/ Ann Black, 88 Howard
Street, Oxford OX4 3BE, 01865-722230,
ann.black@unisonfree.net

 Fuller version available  on request from CLPD,
10 Park Drive, London NW11 7SH.
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— the Way Ahead
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Speakers:
Ann Black (Labour Reform)

Billy Hayes (CWU)
Gaye Johnston, (Save The Labour Party)

Mark Seddon (Editor, Tribune)
Christine Shawcroft (CLPD)

Pete Willsman (CLPD)
Entrance £1; Unwaged 50p

DON’T  MISS
THE TRIBUNE RALLY

Tuesday 30th September
7.30pm Doors open 7.

Sheridan Imax Cinema, Pier Approach
Bournemouth

Chair: Mark Seddon (Editor Tribune)
 Speakers:

Clare Short MP
Robin Cook MP

Jan Kavan (President UN General Assembly)
Ken Livingstone

Tony Woodley TGWU
For full details contact:  020 7433 6410

Help by paying your subscription by SO plus a small regular donation

Standing Order
Your bank’s name and address _______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________

Please pay the Campaign for Labour Party Democracy, Account No. 58118481, Unity Trust Bank
plc (08 60 01), Nine Brindleyplace, 4 Oozells Square, Birmingham, B1 2HB the sum of £ _____
______________________________________________(Amount in words) each month/quarter/

half-year/year, starting on ________________________
Your name and address______________________________________________________________
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Please debit my account no in the name/s of
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Organise to
reclaim our Party to

Socialist values

Ronnie Draper
National President

Joe Marino
General Secretary

No to state
funding parties.

No donation
caps on union

contributions to
Labour

Billy Hayes
General Secretary

Pat O’Hara
President

Bakers and Allied
Workers’ Union

Keep the Party Labour —
Keep the Link

Sunday 28 September
10am - 12.30 — Doors open 9.30am

Bournemouth International Hotel, Abbeymount Ball Room
6 Priory Road, West Clif f, Bournemouth

Chair: Andrew Fenyo
Speakers:

Cllr. Mohammed Azam, Tony Benn, Ann Black, Alice Mahon MP,
Mark Seddon, Christine Shawcroft

Special Briefing for Delegates: Pete Willsman

Admission £2 Unwaged & Low Waged 50p (Please have your money ready)

Campaign for Labour Party Democracy
Pre-Conference Rally and Briefing


