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Weather Report:
Rain of frogs; wind of change.

Non-drowsy.

We caucus in breaks in the motions debate and decide the 
movements of the NCAFC at Conference. We also have a text 
list, to remind everyone when important motions are coming.

Want to come or be on the list?  Text 07964 791 663

MOTIONS TO WATCH OUT FOR today
Annual General 
Meeting	
705:	Create	a	Trans*	
Officer
707:	Carers	
representation
709:	Yorkshire	&	
Humberside	FTO

710:	Further	Education	
Union	Development	
Officer
718:	Mature	&	Part-time	
Full	Time	Officer	
715:	Full-Time	
Postgraduate	Officer

Ben Towse
NCAFC LGBTQ

We	 want	 living	 grants	 for	 all	
students,	 to	 make	 education	
accessible	 and	 guarantee	 a	
decent	 standard	 of	 living.	
That	 means	 better	 funding	
than	 EMA	 ever	 provided	
or	 than	 undergrad	 funding	
currently	 covers.	 This	 should	
come	 from	 taxing	 the	 rich	
and	 taking	 the	 banks	 under	
democratic	 control.	 The	 rich	
shouldn’t	 just	 pay	 for	 their	
education,	but	everyone’s!

Means-testing	 assumes	
parents	will	always	financially	
support	students.	If	intolerant	

family	 won’t	 support	 an	
LGBT+	student,	they	can	face	
a	 choice	 of	 poverty	 versus	
the	 closet.	 That’s	 why	 NUS	
LGBT+	 Conference	 this	
Spring	backed	living	grants!

But	 VP	 Welfare	 Colum	
McGuire	 argued	 we	 should	
just	 accept	 means-testing	
and	 lobby	 to	 overhaul	
estrangement	 processes	
(which	 let	 students	 cut	 ties	
with	 their	 family	 to	 gain	
maximum	 funding,	 though	
this	still	isn’t	enough	money).	
He’s	dead	wrong.

Even	 if	 improved,	
estrangement	 processes	 will	

always	 be	 a	 one-size-fits-all	
approach	–	assuming	families	
are	 either	 entirely	 supportive	
or	completely	estranged.	Will	
we	 means-test	 intolerance,	
with	a	sliding	scale	measuring	
how	supportive	an	applicant’s	
parents	are?!

And	 what	 about	 families	
who	aren’t	estranged,	but	just	
don’t	 support	 our	 paths	 in	
education	or	in	life?

Bottom	line	–	nobody	should	
ever	 have	 to	 choose	 between	
the	 financial	 support	 we	
need	to	live	decently,	and	the	
freedom	 to	 be	 who	 we	 want	
and	live	as	we	wish.

the case for: a Mature & Part-time Students officer

Block elections are coming up!  

Callum Cant, Beth Redmond & 
Hannah Webb are running as NCAFC 

candidates.

We also recommend giving some 
preferences to Barnaby Raine, George 
Johnson, Malaka Mohammed, Areeb 

Ullah, Haaris Ahmed & Sahaya James.

George Johnson
Mature & Part-Time Students’ 
Committee

Last	 year	 I	 had	 the	 privilege	
of	attending	 the	NUS	Mature	
and	Part-Time	Students’	Con-
ference	2014.	I	carried	with	me	
my	union’s	policy	book	and	a	
motion,	democratically	decid-
ed	upon	by	our	Essex	mature	
and	part-time	students.	It	had	
one	 simple	 call	 –	 for	 NUS	 to	
have	 a	 full-time	 Mature	 and	
Part-Time	 Students’	 Officer.	
Today	I	am	here,	elected	on	a	
mandate	 by	 those	 very	 same	
students,	to	vote	for	a	full	time	
MPT	Officer!

And	 guess	 what?	 Today	 you	
can	make	this	happen!	At	Es-
sex	I	represent	over	5,000	Ma-
ture	 Students	 and	 over	 1,500	

Part-Time	 Students	 across	
three	 campuses,	 all	 of	 which	
are	 an	 hour	 apart.	 You	 can	
give	MPT	officers	like	myself,	
who	typically	work	on	a	part-
time	 unpaid	 basis,	 someone	
that	 can	 help.	 Someone	 who	
can	mobilise	campuses	against	
ridiculous	 ageist	 ideas	 like	
the	age	30	cap	on	postgradu-
ate	 funding.	 Someone	 who	
can	 help	 design	 and	 provide	
resources	 for	 a	 demographic	
which	 is	 constantly	 attacked.	
Someone	 who	 can	 relate	 to	
and	campaign	on	our	issues.
We	 need	 help.	 Under	 5	 years	
of	 this	ConDem	government,	
which	has	never	properly	been	
opposed	by	Labour,	MPT	stu-
dent	 numbers	 have	 fallen.	
MPT	 students	 have	 had	 their	
courses	 cut.	 In	 North	 Essex	
alone,	where	 I	 am	 from,	over	

50%	 of	 Access	 to	 HE	 courses	
have	 shut.	 Foundation	 Year	
courses	have	been	shut.	MPT	
students	 are	 being	 forced	 out	
of	education	and	this	is	wrong.	
We	need	a	full	 time	officer	to	
defend	 us	 and	 to	 help	 fight	
these	woeful	situations.

Education	should	be	free,	but	
it	 should	also	be	accessible	at	
any	point	in	your	life.	We	nev-
er	 stop	 learning,	 and	 educa-
tion	should	be	available	at	any	
point	 in	 our	 lifelong	 learning	
journey.

So	please,	today,	vote	to	move	
motion	 718	 to	 the	 top,	 and	
vote	for	it!
Give	 MPT	 students	 some	
proper	representation.

living grants & lgbt estrangement: a retort to colum mcguire day two: another corker
Day	two	was	another	corker.	The	
left	 won	 on	 every	 policy	 except	
living	 grants,	 where	 the	 zombie	
children	 of	 the	 free	 education	
debate	 rose	 from	 their	 graves.	
Universalism	 was	 once	 again	 a	
“subsidy	 for	 the	 rich”:	 it	 all	 felt	
a	 bit	 2013,	 but	 conference	 fell	
for	 it.	 Then	 conference	 decided	
it	 was	 actually	 left	 wing	 again	
and	 elected	 excellent	 leftwinger	
Shelly	 Asquith	 on	 an	 explicitly	
pro-living	 wage	 platform,	 and	
then	swept	away	the	whole	of	the	
old	guard.	
The	 drama	 didn’t	 end	 there	
though	 –	 and	 conference	
delivered	 us	 one	 last	 surprise.	
Following	 leftwing	 victory	 after	
leftwing	 victory,	 the	 right	 won	
VPUD.
The	main	political	content	of	the	
winner’s	 speech	 was	 a	 distilled	
version	 of	 nothing,	 which	
apparently	 everyone	 loved.	
Brookes	spent	minutes	stringing	
together	 clichés	 about	 how	
something	 or	 other	 meant	 that	
sports	was	a	form	of	activism,	and	
the	audience	went	wild.	Brookes	
said	 that	 he	 did	 not	 understand	
the	main	pledges	of	his	opponent,	
and	 Labour	 Students	 stood	 to	
their	 feet	 to	 applaud.	 Brookes	
said	 that	NUS	was	 shit,	 and	 the	
leadership	on	the	NEC	could	not	

contain	their	joy	and	approval	as	
they	 cheered:	 ‘yes,’	 they	 roared,	
‘we	are	an	embarrassment;	NUS	
is	 a	 shit	 show,	 now	 vote	 for	 a	
candidate	 who	 will	 continue	
doing	the	exact	same	thing	as	his	
predecessor’.	
Conference	did	exactly	that,	and	
Richard	Brookes	was	elected.	
The	make-up	of	the	NUS	officer	
team	is	now	very	finely	balanced.	
Megan	 Dunn	 (President),	
although	 previously	 much	
more	 left	 wing	 and	 an	 NCAFC	
organiser	 (and	 who	 knows,	
maybe	she	still	has	it	in	her),	has	
lined	up	with	the	right	this	year,	
as	will	Richard	Brookes	(VPUD).	
Meanwhile	 Piers	 Telemaqce	
(VPSC),	 Shelly	 Asquith	 (VPW),	
Shakira	 Martin	 (VPFE)	 and	
Sorana	 Vieru	 (VPHE)	 are	 all	
differingly	left	or	leftish.
Because	 of	 the	 NUS’s	 structure,	
Dunn	will	have	a	huge	amount	of	
executive	power	inside	her	team,	
and	 will	 have	 to	 decide	 how	 to	
use	 it:	 conciliate	 too	 much	 with	
the	 new	 tide,	 and	 she	 will	 lose	
Labour	 Students	 on	 her	 right;	
draw	 too	 many	 lines,	 and	 there	
will	 be	 a	 civil	 war.	 If	 civil	 war	
ensues,	we	may	reach	a	position	
where	NUS	simply	does	nothing	
all	year	on	most	major	issues	–	so	
pretty	 much	 like	 the	 status	 quo	
then.	

Should a civil war break out - who will be firing the biggest guns?



www.anticuts.com  
 

DEBATE: the left & fossill fuel divestment
The Left usually argues on Facebook.  In an effort to be a bit 
more civilised, every day NCAFC members will go head to head 
in The Bulletin about issues they disagree with.  Today it’s the 
question of fossill free campaigns and divestment.

Don’t divest!
Ben Towse
NCAFC NC

Activists	in	Fossil	Free	campaigns	
have	 made	 an	 amazing	 impact	
around	 the	 country.	 However,	
their	 efforts	 could	 be	 spent	 on	
more	effective	methods	than	the	
call	for	fossil	fuel	divestment.
Environmentalists	should	discuss	
what	can	really	transform	society	
to	 avert	 the	 threat	 of	 climate	
change.	 Keeping	 our	 hands	
clean	 –	 “boycott	 Nestlé”,	 “go	
vegan”,	 “don’t	 let	 our	 university	
be	 associated	 with	 Big	 Oil”	 –	
make	 us	 feel	 like	 we’re	 doing	
our	 bit,	 and	 it’s	 easier	 to	 recruit	
to	 campaigns	 that	 don’t	 depend	
on	 anti-capitalist	 logic.	 But	
using	 moralistic	 arguments,	 as	
divestment	 campaigns	 often	 do,	
reinforces	wrong	ideas	that	hold	
us	back.
Divestment	 campaigning	 relies	
on	investors	and	market	forces	to	
be	the	agents	of	positive	change.	
But	market	forces,	and	the	profit	
motives	 of	 the	 tiny	 minority	
who	control	most	resources,	will	
never	run	society	sustainably.
Sometimes,	 green	 practices	
happen,	 luckily,	 to	 be	 more	
profitable.	 Some	 institutions	
have	 divested,	 but	 plenty	 of	
unsustainable	 practices	 remain	
profitable	 –	 and	 capitalism’s	
history	 shows	 profit	 trumps	
ethical	 pleas.	 Even	 where	 an	
institution	 is	 pressured	 into	
selling	shares,	there	are	plenty	of	
less	 scrupulous	 investors	buying	
them	up.
Only	an	economy	in	democratic	
hands	can	be	run	sustainably,	so	
environmentalists	must	fight	 for	
socialism.	 Nevertheless,	 saying	
“wait	for	socialism”	isn’t	enough.	
The	 most	 effective	 action	 won’t	
appeal	 to	 market	 forces	 to	 save	
the	world.	
Our	 examples	 should	 be	
campaigns	 like	 the	 Australian	
builders	 whose	 “green	 bans”	
shut	 down	 unsustainable	
developments,	 and	 the	 Lucas	
Aerospace	 workers	 who	 showed	
how	 weapons	 factories	 could	 be	
converted	 to	 build	 renewable	
energy.	 We	 should	 fight	 for	
control	of	education	and	research	
subverted	 by	 industry	 funding.	
We	 want	 the	 energy	 industry	
to	 be	 taken	 under	 democratic	
control	and	converted,	in	a	green	
transition.	 Of	 course,	 some	
divestment	 activists	 are	 already	
doing	 these	 things	 –	 I’m	 just	
arguing	 for	 a	 wholesale	 shift	 to	
focus	on	them.

Divest!
Kirsty Haigh
NUS Scotland

We’re	going	to	find	our	existence	
utterly	 altered,	 and	 not	 in	 the	
way	 we	 want	 it,	 if	 we	 don’t	 stop	
continuing	 to	 extract	 and	 burn	
fossil	 fuels	 and	 we	 know	 these	
companies	 have	 no	 intention	 of	
stopping.	 Divesting	 is	 a	 way	 of	
taking	 on,	 and	 dismantling,	 the	
big	fossil	fuel	companies	and	the	
power	they	hold	over	our	society	
and	 governments.	 We	 rightly	
condemn	 companies	 that	 don’t	
pay	 their	 taxes	 or	 who	 exploit	
their	workers	and	so	we	must	do	
this	 to	 the	 companies	 who	 are	
threatening	 our	 very	 existence.	
Climate	 change	 is	 not	 only	 a	
massive	 economic	 disaster	 but	
is	 also	 the	 biggest	 global	 health	
hazard	–	and	as	always	these	are	
hitting	 the	 poorest	 parts	 of	 the	
world	 hardest.	 Divestment	 can	
not	 only	 harm	 their	 profits	 but	
will	speed	up	their	downfall	and	
ability	to	bury	any	alternatives.

Divestment	 isn’t	 leading	 to	
thousands	 of	 job	 losses	 as	 some	
would	 suggest,	 it	 is	 doing	 the	
opposite.	 It’s	 ensuring	 that	 the	
government	 starts	 addressing	
and	 investing	 in	 alternatives.
These	 alternatives	 need	 to	 be	
planning	 and	 creating	 new	 jobs	
so	 when	 this	 industry	 ceases	
to	 exist	 there	 is	 something	 to	
replace	 it.	 The	 only	 reason	 our	
society	is	currently	so	dependent	
on	 fossil	 fuels	 is	 because	 that’s	
what	was	(and	still	is)	invested	in	
decades	ago.

We	 sadly	 can’t	 simply	 just	
overthrow	 everything	 in	 an	
instant	 so	 divestment	 is	 way	 of	
killing	 multiple	 birds	 with	 one	
stone	and	starting	the	take	down	
of	 fossil	 fuel	 companies.	 The	
economy	 itself	 needs	 to	 change	
if	 we	 are	 to	 properly	 address	
climate	 change.	 The	 divestment	
campaign	 is	 a	 campaign	 about	
forcing	 money	 away	 from	
fossil	 fuel	 companies	 which	 are	
fundamentally	 destroying	 the	
planet.	It’s	about	forcing	society	to	
see	that	we	need	to	radically	shift	
the	 way	 we	 look	 at	 our	 energy	
and	 environmental	 policies	 and	
big	 businesses	 controlling	 the	
market	 if	 we	 have	 any	 chance	
of	 limiting	 catastrophic	 climate	
change.	 It’s	 about	 creating	 more	
democratic	 institutions	 where	
the	public	or	members	can	have	
a	 say	 in	 how	 their	 money	 is	
spent	 and	 invested.	 It’s	 about	 us	
using	public	institutions	to	force	
private	companies	to	change.		

The National Campaign 
Against Fees & Cuts #nusnc15

conference, we liked you...did you like us?

UCL Continues Rent Strike!

the porter awards...
Phyllis Dogood

NCAFC	 presents:	 the	 worst	
union	 in	 the	 country	 award	
2014-15	-	otherwise	known	as	
the	Porter	Award

The	 Porter	 Award	 is	 tough,	
and	 the	 competition	 is	 stiff.	
We	 did	 consider	 giving	 it	 to	
Birmingham	 Guild	 again,	
because	 their	 entry	 last	 year	
–	colluding	with	management	
and	 screwing	 over	 arrested	
and	suspended	students	–	was	
so	 exceptional.	 But	 this	 year,	
we	really	do	have	a	winner.

By	 November,	 the	 Teesside	
SU	 leadership	 had	 already	
had	 an	 impressive	 start	
to	 the	 year,	 managing	 to	
unconstitutionally	 prevent	
general	meetings	 from	taking	
place	 in	 order	 to	 prevent	
meddling	 students	 from	
discussing	 free	 education	
policy;	 using	 paperwork	
to	 obstruct	 anyone	 from	
attending	 the	 national	 demo;	
and	 bravely	 ignoring	 their	
members	 when	 they	 voted	
9:1	to	reject	opposition	to	free	
education.	But	in	order	to	win	
this	 award,	 they	 really	 did	
have	 to	 do	 something	 special	
–	and	they	did.	Here	are	their	
three	finest	moments:

		1. Bravely claiming that 

free education campaigns 
are illegal
Usually,	 bureaucracies	 wiggle	
out	of	campaigning	by	talking	
about	 “health	 and	 safety	
concerns”	 or	 deliberately	
failing	 to	 fill	 coaches.	 But	
Teesside	 went	 that	 extra	
mile:	 they	 decided	 to	 claim	
that	 campaigning	 for	 free	
education	 would	 literally	
be	 illegal.	 In	 an	 email,	 the	
SU	 President	 informed	 the	
local	 activist	 group	 that	 “the	
Trustees	 consider	 that	 there	
is	 a	 very	 low	 likelihood	 of	
free	 higher	 education	 in	 the	
current	 economic	 situation”	
(cleverly,	 he	 accepted	 the	
government’s	 austerity	
rhetoric	as	his	premise	rather	
than	 indulge	 in	 ‘arguing’	 or	
‘democracy’)	 –	 and	 that	 the	
activity	 would	 therefore	 not	
be	 “well	 founded”.	 They	 even	
cited	the	new	Lobbying	Act	as	
evidence,	winning	innovation	
bonus	 points:	 the	 Lobbying	
Act	 is	both	new	material	 and	
entirely	irrelevant.	

2. Boldly lying to everyone
In	 response	 to	 tedious	 calls	
for	 democratic	 oversight	
and	 annoying	 people	 on	 the	
internet	 reminding	 them	
that	 almost	 every	 union	 in	
the	 country	 campaigns	 on	
education	 funding	 without	
going	 to	 jail,	 the	 Teesside	

leadership	 came	 up	 with	 a	
masterstroke:	 they	 produced	
an	 internal	 briefing	 note	
expressing	 their	 legal	
interpretation,	 and	 passed	 it	
off	 as	 Charity	 Commission	
advice.	When	the	local	activist	
group	 tried	 to	 organise	 a	
(relatively	 tame)	 ‘question	
time’	 event	 with	 local	 MP	
candidates	and	the	SU	blocked	
the	room	and	ordered	activists	
to	 stop	 leafleting,	 they	 deftly	
deployed	the	same	tactic,	and	
straight-up	 insisted	 that	 the	
university	was	to	blame.	

3. Valiantly banning 
dissenting voices from SU 
elections
The	real	question	was	obvious:	
with	all	 this	achieved,	what	 if	
these	 tedious	 “campaigners”	
got	 into	 the	 sabb	 office	 in	
the	 elections?	 Well,	 Teesside	
had	 thought	 of	 everything,	
and	 simply	 banned	 the	 left’s	
Presidential	 candidate	 from	
the	 elections	 –	 because	 his	
manifesto	 included	 free	
education,	 and	 of	 course	 that	
was	illegal.	He	was	eventually	
reinstated,	 but	 only	 because	
the	 NUS	 returning	 officer	
intervened.	
Entries are now open for 2015-
16. 

The ncafc is made up of people like you (well, not you few people who voted against 
free education.)  we are all activists, and we come from all over the country.   We 
don’t have loads of money, (and we have even less now we’ve printed lots of these)  
if you’ve liked what you’ve seen of us or our candidates at conference, take the fol-
lowing action:

1. join the ncafc: www.anticuts.com/membership

2. give us some money via the internet (only if you can) 

3. come to our summer conference: “fighting for education & liberation under a new 
government” in sheffield.  13 - 14 june, with a seperate, afternoon-long women & 
non-binary caucus on friday 12.  There will be workshops, debates and a democratic 
session in whoch members can direct the campaign’s policy.


