Lenorandur: From Hipel Lawsom . | E\C I
- To Sir lichael Frager
Confidential

Thoughts on the coning battle
L. Freanble. ' '

1. The points licted below are in no way irtended to be comprencnsive,
nor are they in eny particular order of impertance. For the sake of
convenience, they sre divided 1hlo three groups; but within each grouw
ars points of widely differing status. Mery of then will de olvious,
aone is discussed here in emy depth, & some have particular, 1iiitcd,
seclions of the electorate in mind. The overall purpese of this reuorand
is ginply to itenise, es a dasis for discussion and possible fucure I

development, a nunber of points I believe to have electoral simificonce
& potential in terms of the coning baitle. |

2, T should be prateful if this menmorandur is not shkown te anyone zise,
at this stage, without oy prior knovledge.

B.The Labour Cpnesition.

1. The Socislists have avowedly adopted the rost extrene Left prograrue |
end posture in their Party's history. This central fact, and its detcile
inplicaticng, should be the ever-present thene of our propagenda war. It

‘ig all very well for Harold iMilson to whisper initc journalisis’ cers bhd!
the new Labour orientation is sicply a device for keeping iis Iro0DS
happy, and that, back in office, the Farty would be as cosy ard respect
able as ever. The fact is that (a) this is not an argunent he dave depl

n piblic, (b) there is no reagon, given ihe genuine snift in the belen
of power within the Labour Party, to believe 1t, & (¢) ve arc entitled
to take the Socialists at their face value - Just as, in ‘merica, Jemocs
ats were entitled to take Goldwater in 1964 and Republicans ‘olw7ern inj
1972, However, it 1s essential that this thexe skhould be consistent ond
cugteined: last-minute "scares" of a precise & detailed nature ooy havel
some velue, but this crucial general thesis reguires - demends - uare-
pitting emphasis over & long period. Only 1f {his 1s done wiil the frow
be sufficiently fortile, by ihe fime the electicn coues, to mele a lasy
pinute "scare™ (should one be needed) orcdible. Beanwhile, the iuplicati
ot the zbove is that every detailed propagande puint nade betwsen 20w -
the election should, wherevercpossible, be presented within the fratewo

of tue general theme.

¥
2. It mey be worth netipg, in the contexrt of the above, that tlie nost E
rerarkable — apd the only unprecedented - by-election result of this ;
Parliscent was Tevernoe's landslide victory at Tincoln. Apd the main the
of Taverne's Gampalgn was that the Lebour Party - rationelly, not’just |
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lgeally — had been tnken.nver. both in.tﬁe trade u*inn and the parlianent-
ary wings, DyX the extrome (& often Tett. T

3. Hationalisation. It 1s fashionable to armie that TLabour's.conniinont
1o a nascive deee of this particular medicine has lost its electoral
terrorsj ond a nuober of Torlea, even, scen to accept the Bemnite thesis
ihat nore people are afraid of being taken over hypd made redundant vy
Slater .alker than of being taken over by the State - and that national— |
isatior is at least British, unlike these prédatory nultinational corpor-
atlons. I believe this is nmistzken. First, nationalisation cammot be seen |
in isolations the comnitnent {c massive staie take—overs is both evidence |
of Labomwr's exirenism and beconmes more sinister when advocated by an
exirezist Party. Second, {and quite apart fron the fact that, however
fifghiered of Slater \zlker sone executives cey be, ordinary woriers in §
nationalised industries are well aware that staic uwnershlp is no sueren-
t.arhinst redundancy; the izportent electorste in 3his context is the |
public, not as producers, bul as comsuners; ond as conscuners they imow
that naticralisation reans inefficicney, unrespﬂnsiﬁeness‘& rerotencss.
You nay recell wilson's apt coozent, reporicd to have bcen nade at a !
private Labour Party neeting: "it will be difficult to persuvade tha ruhllﬁ
tkzk to support nationalising Llarks & Spencer in order to nake 1t as ”
efficient a5 the Co-op". Third, there are the inportant taxation i-plic-
ations of mationalisation. Here I suspect we cay, so far, have zissed 2 )
trick. The cozt of taking over private industries & firms. and the inflat
lonary & tozation inplications of this, have been zentioned. yhat docs :
not seed to have been stressed is that the faxpayer would have to foot
the bill for the rurning lossed that are the slmost ineviiable concinitanty
?tate owmersaip - plus, of course, neking up in incone tax for waal
potential victins 2% present contribuie to the exchequet by way of :
coporation tax. In short, for all three reasons, natiunalls ation is still |
a strong rurner. E

4. Tinguistics. The semantic battle is an icportant aspect of the overall
battle. Tie need what newspapers call a ™house style", circulated fo oIl J
concerned, to ensure that Socialist policies are always referred to Iy
words with xm unfavourable erotive overtones, and our policies by words
wlth favourable encfive overiones. The Socialists will be doing the sane
In reverse; and the crux of the sezentie battle is to persuade the cedla
to use our terainelogy nore frequently than they use Labour's. This pay
seen obvious, but it is net heovpening at present. Take the cxazmle of
npationalisation. It 1s Lebour's practicezziwzys, wherever pessible, to
refer to this as "public cwnership". Tiot obly is this emotively fovourails
pharase bedng increasingly addpted by the medla (poarticularly TV), but we
even seen inedveriently to be selling the pass curkelves. The iicekend
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“hlkinq Foint for €.10.73 states, inter alia, that "Ir Jilson is now |
-- personolly and pzliticzikz publicly conmiticd to a massive progromne of
publie ewhership..." (Uy italies.)

substantially
5. Taxation. Hedley's expliclt cormitment to/higher taxation, urderlired

by the nanner in which he cade if, was, of course, the biggest sincle
blunder of ihe Labour Terty conference, zud one we must exploit umuereif
ully. The public dislike of hiph taxation, which came out 3krm zo0 strons
In the pre-1970 polls, has in no way dininished. The stupidest blunier o
all was the pledge to increase the tax on “luxuries". Except for the
very poor, necessities are taken for grenfed: it is luxuries thatl oriing
people mant, aspira to and - in ever—incréhsing'nuubers ~ save ap for o«
buy. Yet Laboul is now proalsing to take then out of the reach ~ not of
tge rich, vho wovld sfill be able to imfumrecile= afford then - bui of
rdinory peoples If I had to coin a no-holds-barred elec¥ibitr5€ornn, 13
‘nuld well be "lore colour telcvision; less coloured innigration™.
Imigration is dealt with, in non-siogon terms, elsewhere in this me—or:
dun; for the nemntine ii suffices to note thot Lobour hos cose out =g
the party of high {oxation and smstrriiy. This wes unpopular enoued: in
Griﬁpﬂ 5 day; noty in the colcur television a;¢, we should be zble to
egnura that it is an absolutely fatal handicap.

" 6. lie were, rightly, quiek fo attack Hattersley's promise to outlaw
independent education, and ~ ceriiinly so longz a5 he remaing Lobour's
8pokesnan cn this subject ~ we should not allow them to gzet waway with
the subssquent half-hearted climb-down. But it is irpertant mat to zrose
this attack in a way that will paxinise its impact op the 939 o2 jorents

‘hnse ¢hildren are at state schools. In other words, in a3ditien to cast

gating ihe proposal itself, we nust look behind it, to its nmotive; voinm

ing out that 90 long as fee-paying sehools czist, sozc parents, 27 scvin
can opt out of the state systen 1f they dislike their local s®a®e scl.ool
while others af lecst have a standard of coupemison independent of ke
state; but that, once this freedom to cpt out har fonc and everyonc is
Effﬁibed in the siate systeam, 2 Labour Governuent would be able to -—suld

- that sysiea to provide, not betier educaticn, but the “soolzl cnpineerip
which its so-called educalional policies are really zll about. The nsint
of this sort of argument is, of course, to appeal th ordinary peorents wh
genuinely care - and are often worried by current trerds - avout the
quality of education thelr children are getling or will get at sizie
gchkools,

' %. e seen, however, %o Rave igmored o speech in pany ways analorous to
Hattersley's, nanely that of Freeson {Labour's frept bench housing spoke
gan) on 25.9.73 in which he publicly endorsed the propossl of a Labour
‘pressure group, the "Canpaign’ for Naticnallsing Land", headed by izldor,
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to take over g1l land (ie including that at present held by omner-oceuni
Of cource, even the "ofiicicd" Labour policy (and it 1s worth roting thi
until the Labour lianifesto is published, we have no precise method of
Imowing what Labour policles will bej we can only listen to what ig said
& fear the worst) of notionalising ofl future building land would effect
ively prevent any sri=nsirm further expansion of freeheld home cvmershin;
but the Kaldor plan, supperted by Labour's official housing spokesnan,
would elininate all existing freehold home owmership. (Freeson's speecch,
incidentally, was not distributed by Transport House, but a useful rhnurt
appeared on the back page of the following day's Guardien, under the heard
ing "rFreesont I back land tekeover".) Hone owhership (as the success of
the snle of council houses canpaign nost recently underlined) is oce of
our most potent political eries: for the moment, with pertgages =t their
esent level, we have Leen pushed rather on fhe defensive; but I belicy
gat. oy insisting always on the phrase "freehold hone owmershin”, we co
- end should use this as g stick {o beat Labour with, and go onto 4hc ati-

-J'L..G pr - Y

There is, howevey, rooa for arpunent over the question of timineg.

3. lievertheless, norrally, subtleties of tining should be overriidsn oy
the advanfage to be galned Yy the quick reaction to =ov new Lobour hoszis
to foriune. This does not always seen to occur {navybe the reaction is th:
but the outlet is not: I Jon't lmow which 1t is, but the outconz ig the
Sane}. A recent exemple of this was the decision of the Labour Farty
Conference, supported by the platform, to pass a resclution czllinz on t
next Labour Government to renove, retrospectively, all penalties, finaned
end otherwise, inposed on those Clay Cross councillors "vho have courcse
sly refused to inplement the Housing Fimnmne fet". This uncquiveeal
gﬁiteuent by the Labour Farty in Ennfurence(a:ﬂ in particulzr l':"f'ie Far
Deputy Leeder, Diward Short, who personally c¢comended the rescluiicn con
behald of the platfnré) o flout the rule of law ard pley ducks rod drek

with the suprcuacy of Perliasument, outrared those Lovour Luderhuhs Trasen
Yet we cam hardly be said to have exploited this, déspite its vuolue not

perely es s major politlco-constitutional issue in itself, but also 3
further telling evidence of Lzbour's lurch toward extrehiiszm.

9., At the extrenest end of extrenisn, there is, of course, the delicate
natter nf the links between certain sections of the Labour noveient (not
ably, of course, certain irade unionists} and the Communist Party._Eith
Labour in 1ts present exirene lefi posturey I believe thzat toe trcalen
with this card is not whether to play it, but how. it 10.30 »2 on &ih
Novenber, ITV are planning to put out a carefully-researched proirame -
gatitled "The Bed under your 3ed" - on just this subject, which prorises
to be quite interesting end telling. If arrangements to do so have not
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yel been put in hand, I wohld suggest that 1t would be worthwhile to tag
the progrepne and, if 1% cones up to the expectationzs I have been led to
entertzin, te arrange (perhaps vla a third perty) for extracts fron the
transcript te be circulated vherever useful. /oong those featured on the
prograzue (which will be 'fronted' by Toodrow iyatt) is Benn's Upper Cly
irdend, Jirny Reld. :ncng other forthcoming attractions is an izportant
full-scale study - the first of its kind - now belng underisken Ly the
Institute for the Study of Conflict, urder the genersl title of "Scurc:s
of Conflict in Brifish Industry”, which will atteopt to evaluate and
descrive the nature znd cxfent of politically-motivated conflict in Drit
Industiry txczelzkiemz¥azthezesziext (or subversion) in the context of al
other sources and variciies of mmzziti industrial conflici. This -~ serio
& respectable - study is still in its early starss: I don't know vhether
t will be publiched before the General [lection. It would be convenient
f it cculd be.

16. Finally, in this seciion, you nmay recall that, several conths aso, I
‘referred to Callaghon's unseripied rezorks on notleonclisation =t ihc 2
cSxith festivities af Nirkeoldy. It would, I believe, be well worth zetits
hold of what he said, since this cccurred during the brief period when i
poor man inagined that be was gbout to leave politics to become Directiorn
General of the II¥, and he therefore spoke with tmusuzl frenimess.

- €. The Liberal Party.

l. I pust confess I am not in favour of a frontal attack on the Tiberals
at the present tine. For a Jovermnment 1o he attacking &1 and sundry is
onehow undignified aod unatirazctive. Far better that we should coneentr
ur a*tanks on the unacceptable face of Soclielism, and leave atizcks on
the Liberals to the Labour Farty.

2.« Horeover, the standard 1ine that voting Liberal oniy tzst lats Tohour
in by the back doot, has - for the tize being — lost cuch of its orcdibi
ity, sin¢e recent by-elections have denonstrated that votinz Libersl 1ct
Liberals in. lore inportant still, we cannot take it for granted that o
erstwihile supportiers, who have defected to the Liberals, =zre all thasi
worried (at the present time) at the prospect of letting Labour in, anyw
Thus our first {ask - the imrediate one - cust be to develop (along the
lines soggested in Section B ahove) an abidirg fear of the prospect of
extrene left~wing Labout Covernnent. Then, when thls has baen schicved,
will be the tice to warn pecple of the risks inherent in voling Liberal
" (1e letting Labour in). .

3. In addition to sll the usual reasems for aroiding & froatal aliack on
_the Liberels (the riﬂk of alienating a large number of Eideral synpathis

3
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@ But, in general, the need now is 4o cake people penuinelf fearful of
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era whose votes we will need when the tine domes; of faking then seen

" nore ioportant than they arei of devaluing ihe our attscks on Labour;. et

- niot to mention the fact that, in many arcas, the lLiberils are ficking
gains at the expense of Labour)} there is a mere fundmental point to be

_ nade. The essentizl appeal of 1 he Liberdls is roughly as follews: "You!

experienced thz Conservative & Labour Covermnents, and, when it cemes do
to it, there's nothing to choose between them; we're new & fresh & diff:
ent ~ glve us a try". The way to counter this is, I believe, not to ztic
the Liberals (which night make it appear that they really zre different)

but fo nourt an all-out attack or labour, ¥ith a view to undernining th
fundmental Lideral preaise ithet there's nothing to chcose between o
chservative Governcent and a Labout cne.

4. liowever, there are just two ways In which I believe it is worth deci:
directly with the Liberals at the present tize. The first is to rive
paxizun publicity to eny wild Liberal stztezents of the Hain/lorry tiyme.
The sceond is to atieck ther, at the stricily local level, for their

fallures at that level. They have rot won the large nucher of Council

seals they have without naking all sorts of prenises (from mending crce:
in the pavenent to turning Blankiown into z new Jermsalem). Just =zs they

propise more than they can perform, sco they are thenselves beconing
valnerable to attack at vhe local level for fzilure to carry cut ihe
pronises they have made.

w hat a Labour victory at the next eleetion would nmesn. Them, neercr the
tine, we should point out that the only way to prevent this is to ¥ote
Conservative; that the Liberals, who meznifesily lack the eXperience to
conduct ;he.natiun's affeirs at this criiical tize, night nonctheless
Inadvertently let Lebour in. But mot, I think, now.

6. Taw final points in this section. First, we should be resdy to cive a
warn welcome {0 any rezgonably proninent Libveral defector to our rom's.
Second, we have nuch to learn froo the Liberals, not zbout "corounity
politics"” whatever that nay zean, but about the siuple fact of controt
with indifidval electors betwoen elections - ard, in particulsr, zbout
the teohnique, currently being ezployed at Move, of circulaiine the

{T® It follows from the sbove that the undoubted foet that the Liberal
progremme, like Labour's, would involve a substantiel rise in toxastion,
. should of course be disseminated for use at closed meetings of the Tory
falthinl & on similar suitoble occasions, but is not in 1tself a reszson
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for. departing front the overall strategy vis-a-vis the Liberalg sugceste
- in this section.)

D. The Congervolive Qovernnent.

1. This final section of the nemorandun is, deliberately, the sketchics
Ag already nentiomed, Govermuents are judged privarily by results. Lor
_over, policy suggestions (eg ways of reforning the finance of house
purchases so 23 to gel us off the mortgage rate hook & increase fFroehol
hooe omership) arc obvicusly outside the scope of this paper; as also
any forecast of the economlc cycle over the next 18 months & its bearin:

on the optinun clection date. Nonetheless, a few brief and disperate
points ere listiocd below.

| 4« llext year - 1974 ~ is the centepary of the birth of Sir Tinston
| @hurchill. Despite the faot that Queen Victoriz is no lonper on the thy
‘ I fetl that we should exploit this centenary to the full,

Bt

3. There are, despite the environnmentalisis, norc Totes to be won fron
eppearing pro-rotorist lhan fron appearing anti-motorist. This doesn'®

[FRRTP e e .

: nean, of course, thet we have to go the whole rozi-hog.

4. If nothing is tc be dope on the vexed question of social security for
_strikers and &ll that, then at least we should voint out the effeci on
strikers of noving over i¥x fo the tax credit schene. In general, "abus
. of the welfare state" arouses considerable feeling among working class
voters, & 1s by ho neans sinply z niddle elzss mozh.

5. ipert fron the tex credit scheme, the Uanifesto pronises to be a tris
.thin on speclfic pledges, I suspect. Cne iten worth considering in this
context might be the abolition, even if only in gradusl stages, of tha
earnings rule for pensiopers. e c¢learly cennot compete - nor should we

In the straightforward pensions auction in whieh the Socialists ~nd

_ Liberdls are already engaged: this would be a nseful and "resgonsivle”
't gubstitute. ‘

6. inother highly desirable l'anifeste iten would be anythings that may be
brewing on the enployee pariicipation front. The nore we czn sensibly éo
In this direction, and the socher, the better; and we soould exploit it
to the full. See also the discussion of themo, bolow. ]

7+ Given the current politico-economie situstion, I suspect thai our oos
| promising "target area" for new votes (& probably zore importent then
4 striving to regzin those recently lost) is the bedter poid monvsl worker

naley enjoying the fruits of econonic growth, & narticularly likely 1o b
: dlienated by Labour's higher tax ppens.

[ ]
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8. Tmigration. This 1s a major issue, whether we like it or not, and o
continue to ke one. No doubt Labeur 1s not picking up verv nany votes
as a result of discontent over the continuing (& potential) influx of
coloured limigrants, but the Liberals (whose policy on this, =s on nost
igsues, is known to very few voters) ceriainly ere. Cne possitle soluti
would be for us to zttack the Liberals' "soft™ line én izmipration; but
fecl it would be beiter to turn ocut attention to our own pelicy and legi
lation in this field. Gur policy, as set out in the 1970 lUznifesto, and
tended to be inplenented Ty the subsequent Immigratien iet,is absclutc
ight. The problen is that =ost people do rot believe that the influx 1y
in fact falling as that tblicy and that /et intended. /ni one reason th
belicve this is thal the influx isn't folling os intended. The antropri:z
analogy is with tox avoidence. The Inlord HAevenue introdgces z clouse ic
.he rinance 3ill one year,to stop the corzonest form of tax avoidance; X
s soon as that door is sliit cnother dpening iz feurng, and the Fevenus 3
oblipcd to block that in the nezt Finance .ot. & 30 on. Tn ofhor words,
perely to meke out existine innigration wmolicy effcctive, we naed ig he
prevered, like the Devenue, to conieaplate continnal agendrent. Yhis is
patier in which I happen to bave dome a certzin suount of research: I
would, therefors, like {o do a separate memorandum on thiz subjeci, seit
ont, cn the basis of figures already supplied to me by the Fome Cifice,
precisely what is happeniog at the present tinme ~ which is net, stricily
what Governnent spokesnan in pood faith wroclainm - and, to the extont ik
I an able, whys at the very least, I feel it would be prudent for us ic
fully aware of the facts, so that we are ready with on i:@iédiate SnSWET
hould they at any tize be used against us. It mey seec absurd to susges
het we ere not, already, fully agore of all the facts ond fiurss. Zut
the strength of official staitenents on this topic, I cammot believs tust
therc 1s yet a full politicsal azwarencss.

9., Aucation. 1 sense increasing concern over the content of educotion
enong varents whose neans oblige thea to patronise the state secior, omd
the Thatcher line of "parental choigce" within thils zector is, I belicve,
8 potential vote-winner. The problea 1s that nany LIAs dirsist on a coich
pent arca policy that elizinated all practical possibility of the exered
of parental choice. At the very least, therefore, we should publicly
cagtizate those LIds who =dopt this policy in just ihe sane way os we hos
publicly caatipgated those loczl suthorities who kove refnsed to o1llow
council tenmmis to buy iheir own homes. If we could actually do  sometkd
to make LEAs infroduce parental choiee, so mueh the batter)
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. 10. Tublic spending. The Treesury {in ny view quite ripghtly) believes %k

- when responding to any Treasury cdll for econony.

" unions, & on trade union leaders, somewhat indeliczte. bevertheless,

14. Froa a longw-tery point of vicw, which may or nay not have relevonce

extent that we have. I believe the root of the prodlea is the foshiorabl

there 1s a need for fnrther siringency in public experditure in the ecn
year or two (the alternative « higher taxes and a uinuscule rise in con
suner gpending - is in any case electorzlly undesirsble). It is obwiocusi
desirable, therefore, that we should be prepered for this by workiag out
ag precisely and specifically as pessible which zajor iteos of public

expendiiure are least, and which most, politiczlly sensitive - not in

teris of pressure group outeries, but in tercs of genuine pubiic opinio:
&oespecially the opinion of floating & target voters. The hope, of cours
is that spending linisters would agree {o be influenced by this informet

11. Iu the zbowe context, there is one spendinz ecut ihat wopld, T susce
be pesitively pepular. This is in cducation; where, while retaining ihe
chool-lecaving age at 16, headnasters & head=istiressss should he cormevwer
to release pupils at lﬁ_if, in their written opinicn, that pupil woulid
benofit nore froo setiling down im a job then froa a further yoar at
schoel. {This sori of thing was, I belicve, surzested in 2 cinerity roo:
oI the original Crowther Co-nigsiom.) This, in =233ition to sawing public
money, would dircetly add to the workforce and hence to growikh etc.

12. The Government's prices & Incones policy nzkes atfacks on the traie

should particular irade urdons decide to be bleoody-uinded over Stage 3,

I believe we should not be inhibited from attacking thez hard (2lthougz

the Fl should not be involved in thig). Big unlons, & big uzica tyccons,
are basicaily unpopular, & - especially given the link with Lebour ~ ihii
hnul? be exploited.

13. In the presentation of Cevermment policy, there is 3 terdency to 2o
duce each new neasure 28 the best solutdon to the problen a2t issue. It
be worth consldering wheiber, occasionaliy, it noy not be politiccilsy
better to adnit that a partleuler solutdon is noi the best, but only ihe
second best; bui that - say ~ the reality of trade urion power proesnis
the objectivekly "best" scloiion from bheing adopled in a free socicty.

This is a purely prcsentational zatter; the object would be to cupeor

honest & truthful =& indeed to be such. It is far pore inportont or a
Governucnt to appear conpetent than cupipotcat - which it manifestly isn
I ratse this point purely ir the forz of a giestion.

™

within the tine-scale of ithis nenorandun, it is a couse for concera thet
ve have lost the intellectual initiative, eg in the universitics, teo the
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‘ohgeadion, in intellectunl circies to-day, with egaiitarianisu - a subig
which the incones policy problem has given a special toplcal relevonce.
It was excellent to hear Largaret Thatcher, zit the Farty Conference,
declare that our ain way rol egqualifty but equaliiy of cpporiuniiy. Tut &
fact renains that, in intellectuzl circles; the idez thot "aqUﬂ11+y"
(usually vrdefined, but considered chiefly in terns of income & weclih)
iz "righi", and any significant departure frem 1t a prina facic injustic
has geoined coneiderable ground; znd -~ for the long term - it is no ;cod
s sicply ipnoring this as "uarealistic"”. Sooner or later, an intellect
dofence of inequality will hzve f{o be nmounted.

15. Finally, there is the need for en oversll theme. There need nct, cf
course, be only one theie; but a need to think in thenolie tervs is

.ohvious. % will becone zore so 23 the elzetion amroaches. The — izneri:

- negative thene has been outlined in section 2 ¢f this penmorasdus. ut

what of the positive side? Thme there 2t the poment zupcars tc be "frowmd

but this is really better as 2 pelicy than o5 a political thece. In the

first placey, there is the secentic point: I do not bclleve fuat the wor

-+ Terowth™ — whether ot not prefaced by "Zaster™ of "eecmemic” or boik,

- -

4

~-18 a3 politically potent & favourable as we nigat wish: thought neceds t
be given abont alternative teimirology - "higher living standarda’, oxd
that sort of thing. (The point here is that some more persenczl, humon &
honely phrase is required: cf the svecess of "Life’s better with the
Conservatives™.} Second, growth, or higher living stenderds, is - at
least ostensibly = an objective & "theme" of Labout, ioo: the r*eat dif:

.arent:e is vetween suecess & failure. . rd success, zlthough vitzl, & the
most potent political fectetr of 2ll, 18 net quife what is zeant hare by

g political theme (and In any cese it tends to speak for itself,)

' One there, obvlously is patriotisn; it cco mever be ihe enly theze bui
| equally it should never be discarded; & as the P irdicated in iis

Party Conference speech, 1t probably needs to be used fo furn the Coome

Earket trick. .mother possible thene is ecbrviously conservaiicn; this

needs to be used carefully, but there is no doubi that the idea of con-

garvation has becone very fzshiomsble, that peorie are inereasinesly
looking to Govermnent to prevent undesitable change as —uch as to prose
desirable change, & that the nzme of the Party {“lonservetives conzorve
¢ be code 2 positive asset. However, ot the tressnt tize I oo portis.
. ularly attracted th the theme of self-résnecct. I suspect that in the
modern, “tecknological vierld cf large & recotc orgenisations, there is
an increasing need & yearning for policiea thal enable the individusl
to retain 2 genuine scnse of self-respect. The poirt, too, is that =z
nunber of existing policies can be grouped together ujder this general
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banner - notably (a) freehold home omnership, (b) parental choice in
ednocaticn, & () any move towards employee participation in ihdvsiry.
‘There nay well, of course, be other & better thezes; but ot present those
—sertainly seer 10 be lacking, & the need for then ig widely felt.




