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- go down in history books as the firstThen we shall see in Parvo how
Introduction Labour PM ever to have served twoTony Blair managed to turn the La-
full consecutive terms in bte. bour Party around, how he succeeded
Blair was bor on vay®s OPYiously there is a whifof the {1 CEReERE B BEED LA
1053 i Ed Y0 whiz kid surrounding Mr Blair and M9 an gr
, in Edinbugh, Scot- this is bound to raise resentmen hine. This is where Maurice
land, to Leo Blaira barrister and ¢ "~ o quarters. Personal sucs aatchs essayThe Science of Poli-
university lecturer whose wildest cess alwaysfuels erivlyue more so tics,which was published in the days
dream was to become prime minis-When ou ere 2 hiah-brofile erson_of the run-up to the 2001 General
ter some day and a stay-at-hom y gn-p P Election (and therefore Mr Blédr

: %Iity. Tony Blair, just like Magaret . : .
mother of Irish descent. Thatcher before him, has been ioIoI__second landslide victory) will come

In many ways, Mr Blair is a man of ised and vilified in equal measure,"” hanéllyl_PartThree risks being _thel
many records. He won the seat ohmong the general public as wellrr;]OS”t elicate part tr? v;gnte.hml I, d
Sedgefield in the 1983 Generalas the party faithful, both inside andsf"i‘_| tryl\t/lo asstessw ethert ? eader
Election at the youthful age of outside Great Britain. But who, '?he riroralajer?n)(lzsi ?ggirr?(;germinﬁinn
thirty, while Prime Minister exactlyisTony Blair?This will be d butt pri '?] it ||° " 9
MargaretThatcher posted a land-the subject of the present paper ﬁn u ressnr:g IS pc}' Ica Iac lon
slide victory for the Conservative 1, hrough Prime Mi ave stood the test of nearly nine
Party and was still basking in the. o help me see through Prime Min-years in dfice (which is anothe_r
afteglow of the 1982 Falklands ister Blair, | shall re_Iy mostly on a record set by the longest-serving
War He dhi fi _biographyTony Blair: the Making Labour leader in the Realm).

. He garnered his own first land

slide victory fourteen years later of a Wrld Leadeywritten in 2004

by Philip Sephens, a Financial
when the New Labour Party Woni,o.'o1mnist. | shall also refer The making of

the 1997 General Election Ieavingt . e .
. ’ o The Rise of Political ying, an
:)heecgr?wne L:ﬂ)r/]i[;aréyolfn ;gtiires’ 232 essay cum pamphlet penned by Pe- the man
’ g » (NEYounge, . Oborne, a regular contributor to

est prime minister since Lord Liv- . :
the right-leaning week)yrhe Spec- I t all started with LeoTony

erpool in 1812Tony Blair's young- tator, and released a few weeks be- Blair's father Leo’s road was

est and fourth child, named after th X . ;

prime ministets own fatherwas i?é?otor;z E/:erzgggd consecutive bumpy from day one. His natu-
the first child born to a serving y y ' ral parents, both music hall per
prime minister in over 150 years.Part One will focus on the prime min-formers, had little time to spare for
The leader of New Labour will also ister's childhood and formative years.the upbringing of a child. Leo was
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therefore raised by a foster familyAll those civilized values were re- Blair to “channel his rebellious en-
in Glasgow: the Blairs. Philip inforced by his parents, not leastergy into school drama”. Blair soon
Stephens notes: Hazel, his motherand they stood excelled at that.

He did keep one link, though, to highe test of time, Bphens seems to Another of Blaifs traits which is a

natural paents: his sondnys middle argue, when he writes: legacy of his days at Fettes College
names, nton and Charles, webor  The young politician made his wayis “the meticulous care [he] takes
rowed fom Lecs natural father —one in the Labour Party as a “modern- with his personal appearance”. One
was the music hall perfornigrgiven izer”, a leader eager to discdrthe close adviser remarked: “He’a
name, the other his stage name2fp. past. But his personal manners, alpolitician who cart pass a mirror

¢ most \¢torian in their studied polite-  without looking into it."(Sephens,
ness, harked back to gentler timesp. 7) Sephens himself adds: avi-
Whatever his faults, Blair is an un-ity no doubt plays its part, and the
failingly courteous politician. (p4)  performer still has a starring role
in Blair's political persona.”

Leo’s environment was grim an
grimy, the tenement blocks of Scot-
land’s first industrial city Forced
to leave school at the age of feur
teen, he got a job as a clefien A few weeks after the English na-
World War Two came and Leo tional football team had reached itsHis thespian brilliance resurfaced
joined theArmy, where he quickly climax atWembley $adium, beat- in an awesome fashion when he
became an @iter. After the warhe  ing West Germany 4-2 in a breath-delivered the “Peopls’ Princess”
returned to full-time education, taking final to snatch the Julesspeech to a televised audience of
readLaw and became a barrister anRimet Trophy, Tony Blair, as for millions of Britons on the last Sun-
an academic. In the latter capacityhim, reached his nadiHis father day of August 1997, just a few
he was dered a lectures position sent him to Fettes College, Scothours after Princess Diana died in
at the University ofAdelaide, in land’s most prominent public that ghastly cacrash on the Seine
Australia, where he moved with hisschool, on the outskirts of Edin-embankment in Paris, France:

wife and three children. In 1958,burgh, the administrative and po- .
they moved back to Durham, North-litical capital. Sephens states: 1€ wods wee perfectly delived,

East England, where Leo Blair went _ _ the voice beaking at pecisely the
on lecturing and where his career aEettes was established in 1870 asight moment, the grief etched on the

a lawyer blossomed. a boading school for Scotlans! prime ministe's face. (...)@the na-

. _ rich mechant classes. The schaol’ tion it seemed that this lament for
Like many who have leamnt life the founding ambition was to pduce *“the Peoples Princess” was asal
hard wayLeo Blair was determined the educated young men who woulds her sudden death had beenéoer
his children should have a smoothefo out into the world in pursuit of ible. The initial Baction of the Queen
ride.As aresult, he sent his two sonsthe nations commerial fortunes and Prince Charles. had been cold
William, the elder andTony, the and in service of the British Em-and distant, and it was left to the
youngey to Durham Chorister pjre. It was oganized fom the star  prime minister to speak for the na-
School, whichTony attended from on the English public school prin- tion at a time of tragedyit Dianas
the age of eight. Philip&phens says: ciple that said rigoous discipline funeral at VéstminsteAbbey..., Blair
[The schoolhad been founded sev-and austerity yvould builo1l’ what the deliveed the famous passagerfr
eral centuries earlier to educate theEnglish call “character” in the  Corinthians — "When I was a child, |
boys who sang in the cigyancient children of the wealthy(p. 4) spoke like a child” — with the same

serving as one of the quintessen- _ _ : :
tially English peparatoly or He left at the age of eighteen Wlthln 1972, Blair enrolled at Saint
. : : » Johns College at Oxfordl'he uni-
“prep” schools, to which the mid- -- @ Bputation among the schaol" & . "c 20 i oo
dle classes sent their chilen to Mmasters as aabel .. ¥t Fettes had scarcgl aphotbed (Sqf st%deﬁt .
begin a formal education. () left its mark. Laterfriends and ac- ution [Zmd] cannabis was chea
guaintances would comment tha{ d ubiquit Most of Blai P
Blair showed in later life the very &7 lé Iqui iufj' ! 0S g()) T 8
respect for authority against which ¢'OWd smoked it.” (p9) Tony
Blair, however ever since he was

There, in the prime ministar own he had ebelled at school. (5) chosen to lead Labour in 1994, has
words “the premium was on goodActing was the one thirifpny Blair been adamant he had never ever
manners” What mattered was “re- liked at Fettes. One of his teacherstried smoking a joint, let alone
spect for others, courtesyiving up  Eric Anderson — who was to be-“Bogart it”. Sephens notes an in-
your seat for the elderlgaying please come headmaster of Eton, Engteresting point about that hard-
and then thank you.” {§ohens, p4) land’s top public school —hadged headed denial stance:
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More inteesting, pehaps, than to sense the timeless quality of themother played in formingohys
whether Blair had actually experi- cathedral and its immediate sur view of life.(Stephens, pl4)
mented with cannabis was the conroundings.Time stands still there
cern that not even the smallestand my guess is that this is boun
transgression should be allowed toto leave its mark on any sensitive
sully his ecod. (p. 9) decent person, including future
yPrime ministers.

s for the family he established in

980 when he married Cherie
‘Booth, Tony Blair has always been
known to spare time for them, rush-
Though Blair was a dedicated st ing back to their Islington home af-
dent, like his father and brother be-However much Leo Blair may haveter Parliamentary assignments rather
fore him, he nonetheless managedyanted to bring up his children inthan hanging around th&estmin-
in line with his love of the stage, toa protective and morally rigorous ster bars and restaurants to plot and
become the lead singer and guitarisgnvironment, he could not controlplan as many MPs are wont to do.
in a rock band, Ugly Rumours, that,Fate, his own fate to start witht
as you may be aware, has never madbe age of fortyhe found himsel
it to the Rock’n’ Roll Hall of Fame. courting death and bedridden fo
This said, “the band became part ofnonths after a sudden strokeny Tony Blair, whose father was an
the oficial narrative of the Labour Blair later said that that was “the agnostic turned atheist after his first
leadets early life A rock-star youth day [his] childhood ended” and hewife’s demise, found God at Oxford.
fitted the image of a rising young poli- was only eleven then.
tician.” (Sephens, pl0)

¢ Tony Blair’s faith, philosophy
;and political ideas

At university he had been part of a
In a speech to the parfyannual con- group in which everyone, to some
ference, he once declared that hisxtent, was interested in religion as
fathers illness had “taught [him] the well as politics. “It was really an

value of the family because [his] awakening of ideas”, he stated later
mother worked for three years toAccording to $ephens, “the loss of

help him walk and talk againThis  his mother gave Blair the determi-
fateful event also taugfibny Blair  nation to succeed; Christianity was
a lesson about friendship: “the reabecoming a motive force in his

friends ... stuck with us for no other ife.” (p. 15) Some people close to

Prime Minister Blair is a believer
He believes in the familyin God
and in a certain number of intellec-
tual notions and political principles.

Family values reason than that it was the right thinthim have pinpointed “the fusion of
- : to do.”And, he added as a coda tanoral conviction and burning am-

O f Mr Blair t cherished oy
ne or Vir lairs most therShed the same speech: bition that put the young man on

values is no doubt the famijlin a X .
double sense: the family he grewl dont pretend to you that | had a the path to the premiershipTo

up in and the family he started. deprived childhood. | didh’But | Stephens, it seems obvious that

learned a sense of values in myg|5ir's subsequent political caer
The reader has already underStooeeh”dhOOd-(Stephensv p13) was built on t?\e fourrjmdations of his

that the education Leo Blair insisted > ) -
his children should have was likely His father recovered, went back toreligious faith and family(p. 15)

to give them the moral backboneWork, but had to give up the ambi- Among the Oxford group, Peter
and a value system that would heldions he had nursed of having a nathomson was a particular source

them move up the social ladder tional career in the Conservativeqs jnspiration and guidance to all.
Today Durham is still a quaint lit- B e e He was older than the rest (in his
¥ g ber since his days in the military 4 hirties), Australian and a

tle town lying in awe of its formi- . )

dable cathedral — one of the mosp\nothereleven years elapsed, leawpriest. He also had a sopla_l con-
wonderful monuments of its kind N9 thg youngTony time to com- science: “His brand o_f Christianity
in Great Britain, admerican writer plete his 'educatlo_n at Oxford, wherwas at odds Wlf[h th_e mcense-burn-
Bill Bryson rightly remarked in Fate _dellvered hlm a second deymg High Anglicanism of Saint
Notes fom a Small Island- @astating bIc_)w: his mother was d!-JohnS”. (Sephens, p. 17)

perched on one of the tovertills. agnosed with cancer of the thyroid
Walking up that hill to the cathe- 31d Was soon to didfter Tony . o
dral on the cobblestone paving is %_a[r became PM, his elder brother Thomsors view of Christianity was
illiam, told a newspaper: not drawn fom the acane abstrac-

throwback toVictorian England. tion of learned theologians. Rather
Chances are that the Durhdomy The effect of our fath&y stioke on . gians. Re
he saw a faith demanding action to

Blair grew up in in the late Fifties Tony has often been analysed. the h diti
and the Sixties was only slightly Many people say the ambition Oflmrl)lrove ?'t UT?nt.Conh.' |onthas
different from what it had been athe father was transfeed to the gedas als7p|r| ualelationship wi
century earlier and from what it isson. But it was mer complicated od.(p-17)

today (at least as regards the oldathan that ...I think people have This smacked of the “Liberation
central part)Any visitor is likely tended to undestimate theale my Theology” of the LatinAmerican
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Jesuit missionaries of the daytial while extending opportunity to spect. Mr and Mréverage Briton
Thomson, howevewas not versed the weak and the disadvantagete had seen MaaretThatchets Con-
in Marx, but rather in John Mac- answer had been found by Davidservatives as the party of family
murray a twentieth century Scottish Lloyd Geoge, the founder of the values and at the same time Labour
philosopher and university lecturer welfare state in the first decade ofas “a torchbearer for those who
It is in Macmurrays books that he the twentieth centurylf the chose ...an alternative lifestyle,
found “the connections betweenGladstonian impulse was evetr[like] gays, single mothers” for in-
politics, philosophy and theology presentin his foreign policilair's  stance. By beaming messages like
; omestic agenda owed a debt tdltis largely from family discipline
g;ﬁrgﬂgsylg e;ﬂéaligggg ;%rédigjgs loyd Geoge.” (Sephens, pl8) that social discipline and a sense of

and written a few books. His key con-Asked to contribute to a book initi- "€SPonsibility is learned”, Blair
cept was that of “community”, “the ated by John Smith, the then Labouf@de Labour palatable to many
belief that individual self-realization leader who died suddenly of a stroktizens of Middle Britain, “who on
depends on partnership with and trusin 1994, Tony Blair wrote an essay 'SSUes like the familysocial disor

of others.” (8ephens, pl8)Accord-  on the synthesis of faith and politicsd€h @nd crime were conservative
ing to him, “societies are not definedin 1993.Though he started by sayWith @ small‘c’.” (Sephens, p21)
by the individuals within them”; just ing that, to him, Christianifyjislam

the opposite is true: individuals areand Judaism all deserved “parity of  The remak,'ng Of the
“shaped by their relationships with esteem”, he nonethelesgaed that

others in the communities in which“at its best, Christianity had inspired party: from Old Labour
they grow up.The family is the cer people for almost two thousand

nerstone of this model, “laying theyears to work for a more just and to New Labour
foundation for the wider networks onhumane world.” In line with

which strong societies depend.” Suclivlacmurray he stated that the Chris- art One will have shown. or
aview became centralfony Blairs  tian faith was about “the union be- so | hope, thafony Bla’ir
political message. tween individual and community”. was not but of education
contained the belief that “we are 4 inclinatioﬁ your run-of-the-
t stranded in helpless isolation,mi” Labour acti(/ist:

ut we owe a duty both to others and

to ourselves.The message of Christ Blair would never be a member of
If you really want to understand whatwas that individuals prosperedthe Labour “tribe”. He was sepa-

I'm all about, you have to take a lookthrough communion with others: rated fom his peers by merthan
ataguy called John Macnmay. It's  “The act of Holy Communion is & privileged childhood(Sephens,

all there. (Stephens, pl8) symbolic of this message. It ac-P-44)

Getting back to the same subject irfknowledges that we do not grow Unwnen at Oxford, and contrary to
the summer of 2003, after thigar  in total independence, but interdeyyhat many students used to do, he
in Iraq had diicially come to a Pendently’ His conclusion was that jgined neither the Labour club nor
close, he added: Labour values were “closely inter ihe Conservative one. But more
Macmuray’s work was a powerful t\/\.nned'wnh thqse of Christianify  than this, “there was a wider cul-
influence on me because it seemeldis article obviously struck a newtural chasm, which ... he had
to make sense of the need to involvg0rd in a predominantly secularmarked out in his maiden speech
the individual in society without the Movement like Labour: in the House of Commons in July

individual being subsumed in soci-By championing the idea of moral1983." (3ephens, pd4)
ety This is eally, | think, the sing- absolutes, he also challenged theHis was the position of the outsider:
gle the political left has been engagecprevailing othodoxy of the left.
in —how youetain the sense of soli- Thirty years earlier the sociaéwo-
darity without that becoming the col- lution of the 1960s had elbowed
lectivisation of societyAnd so that aside universal ethical judgmeiits
concept struck me at the time as théavour of individual choice, a liber
right concept politicallyas well as tarianism that had caied through Joining the party had been a matter
theologically (Stephens, p.18) the 1970s and 1980s. Blair judgedof sharing the fundamental values
This is the dilemma with which his the fide of moral elativism had ~of Labour —"cooperation not con-
itical modelsyilliam Gladstone flowed too fast and too faand that _ frontation, fellowship in place of
po "
(1809-1898) and David Lloyd SOciety now needed tediscover its fear” (Stephens, p44)

Geoge (1863-1945), both Liberal Pearings(Siephens, p. 19-20) However “Blair was badly read in
PMs, “had wrestled — how to set theTo his credit, Mr Blair managed to Labour history; his political icons
individual free to realize his poten-turn the situation around in this re-were William Gladstone, Lloyd
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Talking to an interviewer in 1994, It
the year when he was chosento le
the party he said:

| am a socialist not tlwugh ead-
ing a textbook that caught my in-
tellectual fancy nor though un-
thinking tradition.




Geoge, William Beveridge, and youngTurks had perfectly under No wonder Mr Blair ‘grabbed the
other heroes of the once-powerfulstood this, as we shall now see. idea with both handsAs Mr Gould
Liberal Party’ (Stephens, p44)Fur says, ‘the fact that Labour had be-
thermore, as we have seen previqusly come New Labour gave people the
his evenings as an MP were spentifyinning an election, Maurice confidence to make the change.’

the company of friends and family saatchi claims, is mainly a matterand it worked. By the time of the

tahnd T}a&y of those frien(is,dev_et:rr]bf perception: last election of the twentieth cen-
ough they were connected wi _ o )
politics, “also had a life beyond it.” Outside Newtos' universe, wher tury [1997], polls showed that sev

_ _ ' physical laws governeality, the ~€nty-two per cent of the British pub-
Allthis was to be credited to Blar \yor|d is conditioned by peeption. lic agreed that ‘New Labour de-

account when the time came, inanqg peception is conditioned by Serves to be called new’, and that
1994, to choose anew leaddany  the distoting factors of society A man should not be condemned
of the Labour MPs that voted for genetics, class, upbringing, and theor a sincee conversion'. Labots
him claimed they had done so betgnscious or unconscious inests ~ fationalist triumph was complete.
cause “one of his great strength i i , . ,

was that he was a politician with a%f the peceiver (?aatchl, p2) ) How did they do itgSaatchi, p9-10)
hinterland, someone with a life be-The trouble with perception, To Saatchi, the answer is straight-
yond the corridors diVestminstet ~ Saatchi goes on, is that it cannot bgorward. If Labour came back to
And Sephens concludes: relied upon: power it is because the party passed

The image of the young man inOnce we describe what we peive four tes:[S: the economic test, the
denim jeans and casual shirt sittingin terms of what we feel or ‘Centrist test, the modernity test
with his family at the kitchen table believe... then eror, doubt and un- and the European integration test.

at home in the fashionable Londorcertainty come to the fer (p. 3) The economic test

district of Islington was just what The problem of perception Blair hadjt was the fourth Labour election
they wanted. Blais electoral ap- g face was the following: in Brit- gefeatin aow; in 1992 after adry
peal was to a nation that, after thejn, the Left was traditionally seencampaign totally focused on eco-
fall of the Berlin \Alll, had lostin- - 55 “caring but incompetent’, while nomics and tax, that made Labour
terest in the old ideologylt N0 ~ the Right was regarded asfieent finally give up socialism,aform
Io_nger \_N_anted Ieaders Obsesse%nd Cl’uel’. LabOUI‘WOUId Win again,themselves into new Lat,)ol_and
with politics. (p. 45) Blair and associates reasoned, whegopy the cut of Conservative eco-
The merit is not only Blais but this perception was radically alterednomic cloth (Saatchi, p10)

Neil Kinnock’s. This Welshman Wwhen the tables were turned, i.e, o

headed the Labour party from 1983vhen the Left could be regarded adMth the Conseratives’four con-

to 1992, that is he steered it throughcaring and competent’ and the Secutive election victories a con-
almost a decade of political wilder Right ‘cruelandincompetent’. g?ﬁtr:ﬁgf?ﬁg:ﬁ;@g:igg%&mt'
ness. For Labour was very UnbopUsaachi clearly and convincingly ‘efficient and cruel’. This means
lar then.The reason for this was agms up the situation in the follow-

. . ) that although Conseatives woe
faction — which the tabloid pressnq way: ) ;
had nicknamed “the Loony Left'— g way:. bankers’ top-hats and tails, they

that had extreme views, like unilat-Messrs Blair Brown, Mendelson, knew how tolook after your money
eral nuclear disarmament, secedin%ampbe” and their eseacher Labour was ‘caring but incompe-
from Europe, renationalization of Philip Gould made a mathematical Nt This meant that although La-
newly-privatized utilities and in- calculation: to eliminate the nega- Pour wee full of anguish, they did
dustries, etc. Kinnock was intelli- tives associated with their pgr  NOt know how to look after your
gent enough to realize that the timé'eutralize the positives associatednoney But by May 1997 the dou-
had come for reform, if the party With their opponent, and thus end &Ple drama of Exchange Rate
were not to be sidelined for aeons!'un of four election defeats inaw ~ Mechanism (ERM) exit and Blar
To help him in this dért, Kinnock With a cold clear eye, they analysegentrance had turned this happy
needed up_and_coming young Mpéhe We.aknesses in Fheir pOSition, ‘théneChanlsm Into _a devaStatlng vice
like Tony Blair and Gordon Brown. damning easons given for not vot- for the Conserative Paty.

The media were predominantlying Labour. They emoved them \pters displayed textbookasoning:
anti-Labour: Blaits telegenic looks One by oneAnd declaed themselves ‘The Conservatives have run the
and plastic grin came to the rescue2 ‘new party’. ‘New’, for them, was economy badly (ERM exit, tax rises).
The future prime minister nevera one-wod strategy ‘New' meant And even if they could convince me
missed a chance of ingratiatingnotold’. ‘Old’ was bad, dangeus.  they have run the economy well (low
himself with journalists. Perception SO ‘new’ must be good, safe. unemployment, low inflation, etc.),
was the key and Kinnock and hisThat was it. Labour will not win it (new re-
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formed).’ So, by 1997, the Conservaten and emptied of its radical con-ference between meass for a
tives wee seen as ‘inefficient and tents.The new version reads: strong economy and meassrfor
cruel’. And Labour wes ‘caring and The Labour Party is a democraticsoc'al justice: a lowering of the

competent’(Saatchi, p1l) socialist paty. It believes that by the temperatue; a compomise.

Concerning the 1979-1992 period strength of our common endeavourn fact, one of Bamess Thatchér
when Labour posted defeat aftetwe achieve merthan we achieve greatest attributes was her ability
defeat, Saatchi highlights an inter alone, so as to eate for each of us to spot an intellectual with an idea
esting pointWhen asked to choosethe means tasalise our tue poten- and at once see its political poten-
‘the most important issues facing thetial and for all of us a community in tial. That is what Labour was do-
country’, the voters invariably chosewhich powerwealth and oppau-  ing with Piofessor Giddes'idea of
the ‘caring’ issues, like health, edu-nity are in the hands of the many the Thid Way. (Saatchi, p15)
cation and unemployment. On eachnot the fewMVhee the rights we en-
of those issues, Labour had systemjoy reflect the duties we owAnd
atically a comfortable rating advan-whee we live togethefreely in a
tage over thdories, and yet they spirit of solidarity tolerance and
lost. To Saatchi, it only goes to showrespect.(to be found athttp://
the electorate was ‘rational and actegvww.labourorg.uk/aboutlaboyr

in its own self-interest'”:

At a conference at the NeMork
University Law School in 1999,
President Clinton and Prime Min-
ister Blair got together to express
their views about the Centre-Left
movement of which they are part.
The least we can say is that the newhey claimed they were in favour
In all exit polls prior to 1997 the wording is quite innocuous, not of ‘activist Government but highly
numberone ‘reason for not voting likely to offend anyone, except of disciplined’. Saatchi goes on:
ta%%%rlm%ilygotiéiz\\//vgrul?nggr%ourse thelstaunch supporters o they spoke of prudent finance,
P y Id Labour! fiscal responsibility They spoke of

Itggis(t]za(_:;V;I]()ft()tl‘olz}(;I;QeLg.fg(r)?J,([I)t \1"’38)13 As Sephens shows, New Labourcompetition, choice and flexibility
' learnt a lot from Bill Clintorg New in public services so that investment
So what had changed in 1997® Dpemocrats (cf. Chapter Four: Newin them will pay off, of competition
Saatchi, the answer to onepemocrats, New Labour). Indeed,in the education system They
pollsters’question had radically the Blair crowd travelled exten- Said that the market economy was
changed and made a world Ofadif'sive|y to Washington, D.C., from fundamental, butgjected Right-
ference.The question was: ‘Wh 1994 t0 1997, to develop their ownwing neo-liberals who said govern-
Britain in economic dficulties version of the ‘Americalvay’, the ment should shrink, get out of the
which party has the best policies foffagmous “ThirdWay”: way and then all would be well.
managing the economy?’ From . ‘ That assumed, they said, that mar
1992 to 1997, “there was a forty € Thid Waywas ‘Beyond leftand o5 ap always mee intelligent
point turn-around against the Con-Right'. Vi& all knew that old-style a1, governments. They spoke of
servatives, from +20 to —20, in an-Socialism was dead because it ledis a5 the driving platform for the
swer to that question. Consideringl® ©conomic chaos. So, we ®Er yventy-first century.. (p. 16)
that on all other dimensions the ‘rat-10ld, would old-style capitalism.

ings of the parties stayed the sameBecause it leads to cruel globalAnd Saatchi concludes on that

Saatchi logically concludes that Markets whose bite foce is be- Pointby saying that all that Clinton

_ yond the contl of governments or and Blair had said during that con-
The only thing that changed be-countries.At a stoke, Consera- ference had been dismissed by

tween victory and defeat was thejyes wee to be consigned to the SOmeTories ‘as the usual hopes and
perception of the paies’relative same intellectual dustbin of historydreams’. But, he gues, dreams are
economic competenog@. 14) as communism and Marxism. important: “People give credit to

‘ o . . ., someone who has his heart in the
The ‘centrist’ test Some @ry critics said the Thit

" . right place (...). Labour was deter
The political perception also mat-Way was an empty phrase. But they,inad to modernize its appeal to the

tered. One of the first symbolic ges-were the samedries who dismissed heart, away from the old idea of
tures qf the newly-elected LabourNew Labqur as an empty phraseequality at any price and the class
leader in 1994 was to scrap 'Clausé)thers said the Tkpt\Aay_wa_SJust struggle, to a more realistic and
Four of the original Constitution of an intellectual edifice to justify one acceptable version.” ((6).

the Labour PartyClause Four pro- more theft of Conseative clothes )

vided that, when Labour was in— this time of the fine oldofy vir-  The modernist test

power it should nationalise the tue of pragmatism. But they weer Labour could win if it also managed

means of production, that is bringthe Dries who actually helped Newto change the political lexicon. Per

industry under &te control. ‘Scrap’ Labour by telling everyone it was ception was also a matter of project-
is not the accurate term, howevera copy of Conservatism. Othersing the right image of the party and
since Clause Four has been rewritsaid it was just a splitting of the dif- its leader by using the right vocabu-
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lary and steering the general publidherefore favourable to Britain sign-In truth, the scale of New Labdur
towards a New Labour vot&his ing up to the Euro, the other keepersictory was as much a \aict on the
could be done by hammering theof the trappings offory ideology dismal condition of the Conservatives
same message again and again aneho saw in Euroland a menace taas it was an endorsement of Biir
persuading voters that, indeed, Lanational identity and sovereignty New Labour poject. John Majos
bour was no longer the dusty party; : ; . government had beenden by the
with stufy ideas.This should re- La_bour av0|ded_so Internecine 8civil war that raged within it over the
. ; strife, put up a united front and took , : .

mind you of Hayels views on word : question of Ewpe Aseries of finan-

. : a middle-of-the-road stance — the® .
manipulation and propaganda, as . : : cial scandals that would see one cabi-

. ) . ait-and-see policy — which reas- .

summarised by this author in the . -~ net member sent to pris¢deffrey

: ; oy o sured the voters. In BEe, this o X
previous issugRéféencen®39, : : Archer jailed for four years in 2001

olicy was to be confirmed by S .

dated December 2005, on page 5 hancellor Browrs announcement for having lied in a libel case] had
of your favourite magazine. Moder buried it in sleaze. While the British

: - . that final decision on joining the .
nity became a key concept in th'SEurozone would depend on theSconomy had actually pspeed in
respect, if not a battle crpaatchi b

: : . _the two or thee years prceding the
notes that in the last Quest8peech country meeting five economlcfelection,the Conseatives weg not
: . tests, which was a subtle way of”. . .
of the twentieth centurythe words avoiding the issue and bostponin iven cedit for the achievement.
‘modernization’, ‘new’, ‘reform’ it to son?e elusive futuré’}?is cguld he government had nevescov-
and ‘change’ were used seventeeg%m shockina and irresponsible ifered its cedibility after its defeat at
times —almost one a minute.” () 9 b

as Saatchi says, it did not reflect th 2?5 rc])?]nglzcolj &gngggcyiﬁgicﬁéa&]_
All the reforms initiated by the opinion of a majority of Britons: ber 1992(Stephens p8y1) p

Blair governments since 1997 arerpeay British people] understood _

attempts at materializing that will vety)\/N([aII thatth%e aple c]etainthings Standing at the front door of 10 Down-
to modernize British societyut i, jife you dort want, but to which ing Sreet on May 2, the newly
Blair's efort at “putting a new spin you have to bow your head. Thefleaed prime minister declared:

on things” and positioning himself y ney you have to bow your head tdAe ran for office as New Labour
as a“modernizer” had started a deCgeath " 1o iliness, to failer or, per Ve will govern as New Labatdew
ade earliewhen Kinnock gave him a6 1 the mah of histoy. And they  Labour is the party of One Nation.
the position of minister for indus- may have beereasoning that this .. -
try in his shadow government. £y was something they ditwant e, Nation L S

e Minister but which they knew they would jus2H9inaly coined by thé/ictorian
In those days, Prime Minister y ney JUSt= ghservative Prime Minister
Thatcher was privatising utilities Nave to accep{Saatchi, p20) Benjamin Disraeli, Gladstong’

(i.e. the companies in clygr of pro- - Al this adds up, Saatchigues, to archrival. Disraeli meant by this
viding people with useful services, demonstrate that Labour was boundhat the Conservatives would hold

is a political slogan

like electricity water and public to win in 1997. on to power only if they “built a
transport to name the most promi- society which dered hope to the
nent such services). Unlike Labour poor as well as advantage to the
politicians before him, who tradi- Tony Blair in wealthy’ By using the slogan, Blair
tionally took sides with the unions, meant to play up the “prevailing
..e. the producers, on such issues, Government mood of national unity”. Further
Blair took a new tacl_< by expressing more, Saatchi would sayalking
concern over the likely price in- about One-Nation Britain was just
creases that such privatisations another example of Blair “copying

might entail. In other words, he Fate had it thaoting Day was also the cut of the Conservative cloth”.
spoke in Parliament on this issue agabour Day (May ) in 1997. Brit- _
an advocate of the consumers, whicksh voters gave New Labour a cleat ¢V -abours policy would be an
was a novel stance for a Labour MPmandate to do up the country in ex."CuSive one: "My vision for New

: : Labour is to become, #ise Liberal
pectation of the approaching®2en- ) .
tury. The Conservatives gafed their Party was in 'gh_e hineteenth century
Both Sephens and Saatchi agree thatyorst defeat in over 150 years, withaek\)/fi"’r‘]d (ﬁga:g'ggaﬂ(;hg;?cg,hglgﬁ'
if the Conservatives bit the dust ina mere 165 seats, while New Labougaid duPin gthe sumnj1er of 1§98
1997, this was partly due to their in-grabbed the lios’ share of the 659- 9 '
ability to reach a consensus on Euseat House of Commons (419): “thisMany saw Blaits victory as the tri-
rope and the prospect of a Europeawas more than a change of governumph of modernity: Labour was the
currencyUnder John Majotwo fac- ment.The country felt like a diér-  future and th&ories the past. “Cool
tions fought with each other within ent place. Britain had a governmen8ritannia”, an expression originally
the party: the one pro-business and could trust.” ($ephens, p80) used by Newsweek, thhemerican
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magazine, became trendy and resecretary and media adviser (or faHowever diferent from one an-
flected Blairs intention to vourite “spin doctor”, critics of other those three aides may have
“marginalize those on the right of Blair would contend), who been, they had one point in com-
politics just as surely as Mgaret mon: total devotion to their leader:

Thatcher had made outcasts of th o> O the face of it, the very an-
" fithesis of the man he served. Evewhen the government sailed into the
left”. (Stephens, p85)

rything about him seemed an afft murkier waters of politics... their
Inside 10 Downing Beet, there to Tony Blair's \ictorian social mo- first reaction was always to giect
were visible signs of a “regime res.Arecoveed alcoholic who had the prime ministerWhatever had
change”. Parties were ganized, once written for a soft-cerporno- passed in the governmentiame
attended by a new breed of guestgraphic magazine, Campbell camecould not be allowed to tarnislofy
that had never been invited therdrom ... the tabloid mss. He was Blair personally (Stephens, p93)
before, like football stars, singers,also godlessAs for honouring the
actors and writers alongside thefamily, he had never seen aason
usual oficial guests gracing the to mary his long-term paner,
prime ministeis residence with their Fiona Millar, even after the couple
presence. Some talked of a newhad childen. His choice of wdis
court of Camelot, thereby puttingwas colourfullyAnglo-Saxon.. Yet
Blair on a par with Kingirthur and - Campbell was closer to Blair than tial players in the Blair team, Gordon
his Knights of the Roundable anyone(Sephens, p91-92) Brown and Peter Mendelson, the

Even the way business was carriedhis said, two other people wieldedone a master of economic policy-
out changed: considerable influence in Bl&r‘in-  making, the other a superb (critics
John Major had chosen ... to workner sanctumThey weréAniji Huntgr would say crafty) (_:am'paign tactician
in the cabinetoom, a grand book- and Jonathan Powellogether Wlth' and strategist. Slife it to say that
lined chamber ove’rlooking the gar Qampbell, they for_med f[he “magicthe five-some formed the Dream
den, [with a] lage boat-shaped circle” a.k.a. the “troika of intimates”. Team thaffony Blair coached.

table aound which senior minis- Anji Hunter had first met Blair
ters will gather for the weekly meet-when he was at Fettes College
ing of the cabine{Stephens, p86)  Born in Malaysia to a Scottish rub-harshly critical views about New

Blair, instead, chose a more humbl ”?é gllgirr]tgﬂoonu g}gg?ﬁﬁ%ﬁi\gg&r Labour a sense of balance leads me
adjoining room, marking that the style ' to pause for a while and briefly sur

of governmentwould be more relaxedParty on account of her uppenid- :
J P le-class background. In Downing?€Y What has been achieved by
But the modestoom — the prime greet, she was an adviser and prob 0"y Blair and his governments

ministers “den”, it was called — |em-fixer, “a finger on the pulse of >"c€ May 1997.

also conveyed a mersubstantive \jddle Britain, a role in which she The list of achievements for the
message. Decisions in the new adseryed as a political counterweightfirst term in ofice (1997-2001) is
ministration would not be taken byto Blairs wife” (Sephens, p92), impressive:

isters epresented in the cabinet.\,\,he(‘?1 gherie was “pulling him tgo * Granting the Bank of England its

The trio worked mostly backstage,
even though Campbell found him-
self, unwittingly and unwillingly
quite a few times in the limelight. If
we had more space, it would be in-
teresting to focus on two other essen-

Before considering Peter Oborse’

Instead, policy would be made bythe Jeft”. independence,

the small number of colleagues and _ * Reform of the House of Lords
close advisers who could Squeezgonathan Powell was the intellecstill in progress today!)

into the prime ministés oom. Sen- tual of the trio: * Devolution of power to Scotland

the politics of inclusiveness did notjicly self-effacing, pefering the Ment
extend to DowningtBets inner  shadows to the limelight. He skar © EStaPlishment of thevelshAs-

sanctum(Stephens, p87) Blair’s public school and Oxfdr semblyveﬁted with devolved pow-
. ers as we
Stephens adds: backgound and had joined the La- Making peace in Northern Ireland

. . bour Paty only... in 1993. Powel . .
Though New Labots pomise 0 tasi was to plug the Blair pmier (o000 FridayAgreement April

the public had been to build a Brit- gpin into the wider government % 1998)

ain in which power and opportu- maghine.. His stiong Etlanticism * A £42-billion investment pro-
nity belonged to “the manyotthe a4 his equally powerful conviction 9"aMMe in the key areas of health
few’, in Blair’s government they yhat Britain must come to terms with2"d €ducation.

were resewed for the few(p. 88) s Eyppean pamers had a -  If domestic issues dominated the
Prominent among the few stoodfound influence on Blais foreign agenda for the first term, foreign
Alastair Campbell, Blais press policy. (Sephens, p93) policy issues came to the fore during
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the second term (2001-2005). Promimorality would be the govern- Hardened and embitted by the ex-
nent in this respect is Brita;mpar ment’s constant obsession, a stancperience of the Kinnock years, these
ticipation, as closest ally theWash- that was mirrored by the declara-critics of John Smith saw the media
ington-ledWar onTerror since 9/1.  tions made by candidate Blair onas the oadblock which the Labour
the campaign trail in 1997, like:  Party must clear if it was ever to
escape fom opposition. This gup
was New Labour. (p. 35)

British troops have been involved in
four armed conflicts since 1997:The Conseratives’broken pom-
Kosovo (1999), Sierra Leone (2000),ses taint all politics. That is why
Afghanistan (2001) and Iraq (2003).we have made our guiding rule notThe members of that faction — Blair
Despite the controversy generated byo promise what we cannot deliver Brown, Mendelson, Campbell,
British participation, especially in and to deliver what we pmise Charles Clark, Patricia Hewitt and
Irag, the general public took pride in(quoted bywilliam Rees-Moog in  Philip Gould — had all emged as
their troops who displayed their The SpectatoApril 30", 2005) Party hopefuls under Kinnockhey
usual skill and professionalism.  tha return of Labour to powerwouldfelt that “political power could never

The prime ministés oficial website ~ Signal the advent of Mr Clean. be secured in Britain until the press

(htpp://wvwwnumberl10.govuk/out- had been appeased”. @b)
put/page4.agpsums up the agenda _ e Mendelson declared:

for the third term in one word: “re- In The Rise of Politicalying, Peter ~ j. . o\ \\o i i0 Lse the me-
spect’, and quotes Mr Bl deter Oborne alleges that the central ligg;, )t 1ne media will be our tools
mination to bring back “a proper sensé@f the Blair administration is that theour,sewantS' we ag no longer con- :
of respect in our schools, in our comNew Labour government is aveTS&ent to let thém be our persecutors.

munities, in our towns and villages.” to lying and exceptionally truthful,
when indeed it uses deception a§0b0me’ p35)

Lastly, under the steady guidancestandard business method. Oborn&he aim was to woo the Press and the
of Gordon Brown, Chancellor of races this back to Neil Kinnock' tamget was reached with a vengeance.
the Exchequte:jsmce Day One, ?’t”t'days, not because Mr Kinnock him-However after winning over the Press,
ain has posted economic results iar — - _

p Self was a liar — he was honest, Ilkq\IeW Labour etained evey last

not least among them an unemploypjichael Foot (1979-1983) before ; L
ment rate stabilised under five pehim and John(smith (1932_1994)0“09 of its original contempt for

cent — which should make US,after him — but because of the wa the right-wing pess... Following in

French people, green with envythe press and media treated him. e [0OtSteps of the philosopher
rather than hot under the collar Grotius [1583-1645], New Labour

Actually, the predominantly Con- concluded that it was permissible
This said, the prime ministsrma- servative Press systematicallyto make misleading statements to
jor liability may have become, asdemonised KinnockAfter some those who could not be trusted to
of today the question of trust, or time as leader of LabouKinnock tell the truth.(Oborne, p36)
more precisely the lack of it. contended that the tabloid Press, hi

For about five years between 1992 -Fémarks ripped out of context and
when John Smith took over from Neil YS€d against him, constantly misygo o5 oo.1d not keefhat was hot
Kinnock after the lattés defeat to represented his viewBhe situation air, Oborne alleges, quoting two
John Major — and 1997, Labour an({]ad festered so much that he CaMEell-known examples: university
New Labour kept guing that Ma- o refuse to talk to mOStjouma“StS'tuition fees and tax hikes.

jor’'s Tories were rotten, that sleaze As a result, when John Smith too :

i.e. corruption, and mendacite. ly-  over from Kinnock in 1992, Labourkﬁcigg?‘f%g?bggrgrhrg%rlglgt?orrq ?_a-
ing, stalked the land. Saidfdifently  found itself divided over the attitude bour Was emphatic in ruling out
Major’s days in dice corresponded to adopt towards the Press. Smitrl‘miversit tuitign feesTon B?air
to the last daze drhatcherism and “despised the media”, but believedCI e claredythat ‘L abour hasyno lans
“things could only get better” were that Labour should soldier on, hop P

Labour to be voted in. ing that one day the general publictO introduce tuition fees for higher

would see through the media bias anﬁaducation.” (O_borne, p3_7)A year
To crown it all, Tony Blair came to would give Labour a fair hearing. ter theTeaching and Higher Edu-

be perceived — remembadris all a cationAct brought in tuition fees
matter of perception — as a morally’A second group shared all of Johnof £ 1,000The same deceptive tac-
superior if not self-righteous, be- Smith’s contempt for the media, buttic was used during Blds second
ing, one that would cleanse therejected his conclusion”, Oborneterm (2001-2005) when the highly-
country of the Conservatives’ basestates on page 34hey thought controversial “top-up” fees were
mores. If the U.K. chose him to leadSmith’s refusal to come to gripsintroduced in 2004, whereas the
the realm, there would be a returrwith the Press was tantamount to & abour manifesto of 2001 had
to Gladstonian ethics. Political “dereliction of duty”: claimed:'We will not introduce
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claiming it would not make prom-




“top-up” fees and have legislatedditions, rules, institutions and mo-Irag was almost immaterial since
to prevent them.’ (Oborne, B8) rality, which are the only means Saddam Hussein had been toppled.
available to “prevent humanity from Oborne observes:

As for the tax increases, Blair of- | . ” .
fered repeated assurances in the twi0!nd acts of great harm.” (b31) - The fact that the British government

years preceding Labosrreturnto  The Left takes a wider and neor had cited the existence of WMD as
power Oborne agues, with quite a genepus viewlt believes in the no- casus belli was neither hex nor
few quotes to prove his point, but:ble possibilities of human natiand ther: the geater good had been
as always looked with a friendly achieved. This catessness about
ye on temendous schemes for theéletail is characteristic of a strand
rearangement of society...It feelsof the liberal Left, to whichchy
impatient with institutions, conven- Blair is a bioad adheent.(p. 135)
tions and moral codes that stand inHe adds:

the way of virtuous change. Both

- ; - .. It is not uneasonable to speculate
! Left and Right believe in achieving . e
proaching $5,000 for evgthouse- what they see as the general gOOCIt_hat the prime minister has aasirg

hold in the UK (p. 39) they simply have contradictory way fendency to fall victim to a common

S
This is proof, Oborne contends, of “theof going about it(p. 132)

conceptual muddle: the failerto
deep, inbuilt terror of candour and understand the distinction between

. . To the Left, falsehood can be ex-truth vsfalsehood and truth and

ilyesc\?Tgb%rSIgr?ggtfggndelj:g: tggg'%used provided the motive is pureerror. Tony Blair and many of his
o ng N colleagues, consistently seem to

most defining characteristic.” (46) %ool that they @ lucky enough to
"have been granted a privileged ac-

m X
of better hospitals, better schoolséess to thenoral truth. This state

and the mas genenus society that ¢ JETRINCCCS 1O TR
will naturally follow if New Labour 9 '

: : . .- ever New Labour ministers say or
? . . . .
Machiavelli [in The Princé,” :‘,(\;Irr;]?vémeif?:]i(;uOnfollal?()srﬁ]rgarlizllri write, however misleading or inac-

(p. 119) the reason for that being tha : - curate, is in a lager sense tre.

The right to vote implies a Iibel‘tythattreasons and -m go.od .falt(p.. 132? Likewise whatever their opponents

extends far bevond the entitlement tA good case in point is Blalr claim- say or write, whether_or'not strictly
K ADi fy \ inalb ?ng that the failure to finWWMD  speaking accurate, is in the most

marka piece of paperin avoting boothy, o o ons of mass destruction) irprofound sense fals@p. 135)

once every four or five years. Citizen

have a right to form a fair and bal-
anced judgement, andeatheefore
entitled to be informed about their
political choices. This includes a right
not to be deceive@borne, p120)

These claims, designed to establisﬁ
Labour as the party of low taxation,
were hollow By 2004, voters had
been clobbexd by scaes of tax in-

creases, ranging ém stamp duty
to fuel, with taxation up by ap-

What does the small sin of telling
lie in an election campaign matte

Howevey ‘in & properly function- o, set heside the benefits in ter
ing liberal democracy there should

be no call for the mendacity advo-
cated by Plato [iThe Republigvith
the *“noble lie” theory] or

this side of the Channel!): a strange

mix of conviction and ingenuity

mendacity and ingenuousness,
ow does this all add up? I thespians performing morality

s N - had set about solving theplays for an audience that is, in-

ity is also defined in terms of the I I Blair riddle only to come creasingly morally directionless.

Left-Right divide: to the conclusion that | am hardly

Like many movementsin the Left, any wiser in the end. Instead of an-

New Labour cherishes a specialSWering my initial question, | would

sense of its own virtue. Its politiciansrather ask more questions. Has po

Conclusion

This stated, the problem of mendac-
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The Right, according to Oborne,Whatever the answer to the |as/EE————
“takes a gloomy view of human na-question may be, my fear is that he

ture and interprets it as hopelesslynight be a harbinger of a new bree
flawed and limited.”(p131)Thatis of politicians that pose as statesme
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why the Right firmly believes in tra- (or stateswomen, for that matter HEEEEEE
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