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Let there be no mistake. Today's vote will be a referendum on New Labour's 13-year record in government.

New Labour - especially the Blairite wing - constantly brags about winning three successive general elections, as if simply gaining and holding on to office was the main purpose of politics.

But how will history judge the Blair and Brown Years?


 

Sham: New Labour will be remembered for endless diktats, spin and the character assassinations of political opponents

First and foremost, it will pronounce that New Labour was not just another administration of the traditional British kind - but instead a regime.

For they came to power in 1997 with a mission to build an ever-more powerful state, whose interfering apparatchiks would stop individual citizens from having responsibility for their own lives.
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· Burning issue for Britain: With our deficit about to become worse than Greece's, anarchy and murder erupt on the streets of Athens 

· Brown launches last-gasp attack on Tory tax credit plans in bid to woo women voters 

They would also introduce endless bureaucratic diktats, or 'guidelines' - with bossy instructions for everything, such as even telling families what they ought to eat.

History will note that the regime's totalitarian purpose was brilliantly served by Blair's close crony and director of communications - a master of propaganda and media manipulation called Alastair Campbell.

Yet, eventually, a surfeit of staged photos, rigged interviews and re-heated policy announcements led to a deep distrust of what became known as spin.

The public came to know the truth about New Labour: Whitehall's mismanagement of the NHS and of state education, the ballooning of the national debt, the uncontrolled borders that led to record levels of immigration and the insidious encroachments of the Nanny State.


 


 

From this: Tony Blair celebrates becoming Prime Minister in 1997 and then Chancellor Gordon Brown reveals his first budget in 1998

The contrast between the spin and gloss and the self-evident truth of what was really happening to this country shook the public's faith in their political system, breeding cynicism and apathy.

History will therefore pronounce that the New Labour regime was culpable of institutionalised falsity.

This was manifested on the regime's very first day in power in May 1997. In a PR stunt masterminded by Campbell for the benefit of the TV cameras, Tony Blair entered Downing Street amid the adulation of countless well-wishers - who were, in fact, a mob of bussed-in New Labour 'groupies'. 

The new Prime Minister then delivered a few inspiring 'catch-in-the-throat' words from the steps of No 10.

And what, indeed, could have been more symbolic of New Labour's falsity than the charismatic Fuhrer of the new regime himself, actor Blair - then as pretty as a pop star and almost as youthful?

Nevertheless, tragically, it would take years before the nation saw through the sham and the shallowness.


 


 

To this: Mr Brown takes a breather while on the election campaign trail this week and, right, Mr Blair lends his efforts to the Labour cause

Yes, shallowness. For history will find that New Labour's idea of a well-devised policy was one which led to headlines on that night's TV news and the next day's news papers' front pages.

For example, recorded in history's footnotes will be such headline-grabbers as Blair's brilliant wheeze that litterbugs would be marched off to the nearest cash-point to withdraw money in order to pay a fine.

But, typically, this idea lasted no longer than it takes a cigarette butt to fall from a lout's fingertips to the pavement.

The truth is, however, that history will arraign the New Labour regime on much more serious charges than mere shallow opportunism.

It will find them guilty of adopting a novel kind of moral code, in which what was judged as moral was simply that which best served the interests of the Party and the regime.

Under New Labour, from No10 downwards, it was no sin to dissemble or unscrupulously manipulate statistics - or even to tell flat-out lies. For these people, the sin lay in being found out. 


 

Defining moments: Saddam Hussein was eventually captured in 2003, but warnings of weapons of mass destruction were found to be incorrect

Only last month, Gordon Brown had to apologise to the Commons for falsely claiming to the Chilcot Inquiry into the Iraq war that, when he was Chancellor, defence expenditure had increased every year.

In fact, as he had to admit after being found out, it had actually dropped in four of those years.

He was similarly exposed for spouting false statistics on immigration - having presided over increases in the number of foreigners moving to this country that are unsustainable.

However, history will surely conclude that the most criminal of all of New Labour's lies were the dodgy dossiers on Saddam Hussein's military capabilities, drawn up in September 2002 and February 2003, which were used to justify the needless - and illegal - war in Iraq.

In the first dossier, the very scanty evidence about Saddam's suspected (but, in fact, nonexistent) weapons of mass destruction was deliberately 'sexed up' on the instructions of Alastair Campbell.

The second dossier was concocted by Campbell from a student thesis found on the internet.


 

New rights: Sir Elton John and David Furnish after their civil ceremony, which Labour introduced in 2005 under a raft of new equality laws

The New Labour regime will be further indicted by history for its almost Mafia-like methods of crushing opponents by means of character assassination.

Why bother to answer a critic's well-argued case if you can damage him or her personally by a crude slander whispered in a tame journalist's ear? 

This shameful technique was not only employed against Labour's political enemies, but also against innocent members of the public.

For example, no one can forget how Labour's attack dogs tried to smear as a racist a 94-year-old woman who had complained about her NHS treatment.

Then there was the odious case when the Government was forced to apologise for questioning the political motivations of Pam Warren and the other survivors of the tragic Paddington rail crash.

Of course, such amoral tactics were also employed during bitter quarrels within the regime itself - above all in the long-running feud between Blair and Brown, where each man's band of thugs did their best to wound the hated rival.

Still more dangerously reminiscent of the Mafia's way of doing business - or, for that matter, reminiscent of fascist or communist tyrannies - was the New Labour regime's scorn for constitutional procedure and the orderly transaction of government business.

Even in the case of such supreme issues as war and peace - such as in Iraq and Afghanistan - the full Cabinet never held thorough debates informed by weighty departmental reports and minuted in detail afterwards.


 

Better paid: Labour introduced Britain's first minimum wage in 1999

History will know this because of the testimony to the Chilcot Inquiry by former Defence Secretary Geoff Hoon, Clare Short (who resigned from the Cabinet) and other witnesses regarding the run-up to the attack on Iraq in 2003. 

Instead, Tony Blair and a few unelected confederates made the key decisions during conversations on a Downing Street sofa.

A historian like myself cannot help but be reminded of Adolf Hitler's similar distaste for formal procedures of government - and his preference for deciding national policy in one-to-one meetings with cronies such as Goebbels and Himmler over cream cakes in his home.

Did the New Labour leadership likewise wish to veil its decisions from history's scrutiny? Or was this style of doing business just a sign of the regime's slovenly amateurism? 

Here, history will detect a gruesome paradox.

While New Labour promoted the ever-greater empowerment of the State, it entrusted the running of this super-state to a crew of amateurs - politicians learning their jobs on the trot as they shifted from one ministerial desk to another. 

It was almost as if amateurs obtained their naive faith in 'targets' from a 'Teach Yourself Management' course downloaded from the internet.

History will therefore find that it was all this incompetent meddling that caused the regime's across-the-board failures of policy and execution.

Take, for example, the basic economic and financial record. In 1997, Britain was the seventh most competitive economy in the world, but today it has dropped to 13th.


 

Hope for future: Two Northern Irish boys calling for peace outside Stormont Castle the day before the Good Friday Agreement was signed in 1998

The public sector - paid for by taxpayers out of borrowed money - now accounts for 53.4 per cent of Gross National Product, as against 40 per cent in 1997, and only 36 per cent at the end of the Thatcher era.

Government debt stood at £6 billion when Gordon Brown took over as Chancellor in 1997, but today stands at the unimaginable total of £167 billion.

As a result, interest payments to our international creditors now come to more than the national defence budget and more than the education budget. 

Gordon Brown contends that New Labour chose to incur this colossal debt in order to prevent the financial crisis of 2008 spiralling down into a 1930s-style slump.

He contends that, in any case, this crisis was none of his doing, either as Prime Minister or Chancellor - it was all the fault of the global panic sparked by the collapse of the American subprime mortgage market.

Until then, so Brown alleges, Britain mightily prospered thanks to his wise economic stewardship.

But the truth is that history will pronounce all of this to be just yet another lie.

Yes, there was a decade of economic growth during Brown's stint as Chancellor. However, it was a bubble blown up by a consumer spending spree and a parallel expansion of state expenditure - both on borrowed money.

Gordon Brown has just admitted that as Chancellor he did not do enough to regulate the banks.

Official figures show that annual Treasury debt rose from £15 billion in 1997 to £41 billion - even before the banking crisis struck.

Brown lavished the Treasury's borrowed money on projects dear to the regime's essentially socialist heart, such as welfare handouts designed to increase the poorer citizen's dependence on the state.

Yet the audit of history will reveal that these huge public expenditures failed to buy proportionate improvements in the nation's life. Far from it. 

Take education. In the ten years since the New Labour regime came to power, the state education budget was increased by 52 per cent.


 

Cash injection: Under Labour NHS funding doubled and new hospitals were built

Certainly, brand spanking new schools were built. Yet in the final year of that decade, one in five teenagers failed to get a single good GCSE, while only a quarter gained good GCSEs in the four core subjects of English, maths, science and a modern language.

Moreover, the number of 'Neets' (Young people who are not in education, employment or training) rose by a third. 

According to available figures (from 2005), 9 per cent of 16 to 24-year-olds were unemployed - compared with 4.6 per cent in Germany and only 3.4 per cent in France.

Meanwhile, employers prefer to hire eastern European workers rather than British, on the basis that they are better educated, better trained and better motivated. No wonder. 

Whereas in 1997 the UK ranked 14th in international comparisons of adult literacy, we had dropped to 33rd place by 2009.

So where has all the money gone? Answer: down the drain of amateurish top-down ministerial attempts at micro-management of the education system.

Just as damning will be history's audit of New Labour's record over the nation's health. 

Since 2002, expenditure on the NHS has doubled in real terms, and yet, even though splendid new hospitals have been opened and waiting times for operations much shortened, Britain now ranks 14th out of the 20 countries in the EU (according to the Eurohealth Index) in terms of patient rights, waiting times, range of services and the outcomes of treatment.

Although infant mortality has certainly improved (from 5.7 per 1,000 births in 1997 to 4.9 in 2009), this still makes a grim enough comparison with Germany's 3.7 per 1,000 and France's 3.3. 

Moreover, productivity in the NHS has been falling. So once again, where did all the money go?

Answer: on higher wages and on the layer upon layer of managers needed to transmit Whitehall diktats down to the frontline medical staff and return to Whitehall all the 'target report forms' with boxes duly ticked.

It is a sombre fact that the number of desk-wallahs in the NHS has doubled to nearly 45,000 under New Labour - while the number of nurses has only risen by a quarter.

Yet in judging New Labour's record, we must never forget - and nor should we - the regime's foreign wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, both of them crimes against international law motivated by the swollen vanity of Tony Blair and by his subservience to the American President of the day, George W Bush.

And history will not forget that Gordon Brown, as Chancellor, refused to sanction the extra defence spending required by these wars.

This shameful betrayal of our men and women in uniform serves as a grim supplement to all New Labour's costly blunderings over economic and social policy at home. 

Only in the past three years has Gordon Brown, as Prime Minister, begun to provide all the kit our Armed Forces need.

When historians complete their final audit, they will undoubtedly conclude that this was the most deceitful government of modern times. And the most disastrous for the British nation.

Yet we voters already know this and have lived through more than enough to convince us that when we vote today, it will be our duty to bring an end to this regime.


Read more: http://www.dailymail.co.uk/debate/article-1273503/GENERAL-ELECTION-2010-What-historys-verdict-13-years-New-Labour.html#ixzz1Al2b30Kx
