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“appalled. Because what you are seeing
- is nothing compared to the real truth
~ that lies at the heart of this govern-
ment — or of Reagan’s. If its plans on
- nuclear weapons, on how it deals with
nemploy its aid  for

order to clear it in advance. Once
“ more ‘law and order’ rules supreme.

- Sir Robert Armstrong, the person -
~who fronted the cover up of the
Westland scandal, was forced to ad- weapons, or
~ mit that he had given ‘misleading’  unemployment, or its aid |
A countless real right wing terrorist
~ regimes throughout the world — star-
- ting with South Africa — were known
. itwould neversurvive. - o
~But that veil of secre

~very highest circles. And that means
in principle, if not in every detail,
- And what has

ek has lifted just a  against them. And thenit is rvealed it
il of secrecy that tempt to gain friends thereandbf“t‘ﬁg

 And what was U
from the arms sales

inance

. And what has our prime minister
"~ been revealed as involved in? The
money made :

 evidence to the court — which isa
. polite way of saying he had scarcely
- told the ‘truth, the wh
- nothing but the truth’, -~
. What has now come out on this
~government is that it is riddled with
- lies and deceit — and far worse crimes .t
. than that. First it was the Belgrano,
- then Westland, then the beginr
. the story of how it planned and
- voked the min
incher’ £ reve;.a .
dln :.-::?_-..a_.-:'-ilf -.:-::-f'."_-_ .
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BU".DING AN ALLIANCE FOR SOCIALISM

Crucial choices
for the left

IT IS quite clear that the situation which
has existed for the last eighteen months in
the Labour. Party since the end of the

miners strike is beginning to break up. This -

is revealed most sharply in the political dif-
ferentiations beglnnmg to appear In

~ Labour’s ‘soft left'.
These differences were dramatically signall-

ed lmmedlately rior to Labour Party conference
by the artlcle ‘Whatever happened to
reallgnment in Tribune by its editor Nigel
Williamson. This was followed by open dif-
ferences in the ranks of the Labour Coordmatmg
Committee (LCC) at Labour Party conference.
These then passed over into clearly counterpos-
ed and contradictory motions put to the LCC
AGM for and against work with Labour Left
Liaison (LLL). The most open development has
come with Ken Livingstone's attack on the sec-
tarian decision of the LCC AGM against working
with the LLL — and the evident quandry facing
the ‘realigned left’ on reselection of MPs.

This situation has significant implications for

the left in the party. For eighteen months the left
has been subject to a combination of hysterical

“vilification, alternating with studied silence on

its activities, by both the media and the party
leadership. The positive developments that took
place on the left were so to speak ‘internal’.

The first step forward was of political

clarification — gaining support throughout the
left for the demands of the Black Section and

WAC, the publication by the Campaign Group of

the A Milion Jobs a Year pamphlet, and adoptin
the policy for withdrawal from NATO. This was
accompanied by organisational steps — the laun-
ching of the Justice for Mineworkers Campaign,
the creation of the Labour Left Liaison, the laun-
ching of Campaign Group News, the formation of
Campaign Forum.

This got the left into a better political and
organisational shape. It increased its coherence.
But it still left it relatively isolated.

What has now begun to break down is the
isolation the media and party leadership tried to
put round the left. The Khan/Scally campaign

‘was a first break in that. This was a campaign

launched by activists on the hard left which con-
sciously went out of its way to draw in the widest
possible sections of the party. The campaign,
because it was based on a good case and correct
tactics, was spectacularly successful.

Now the left is faced with an absolutely
critical choice. A wrong line is that promoted by
supporters of a journal such as Labour Brief-
ing. These analysed developments at Labour
Party conference as for example: ‘Attempts were
made by the realigned left which supports Kin-
nock to make mroads into what remains of the
“hard” left. Ken Livingstone, in particular, made

\a number of proposals to try to draw in a further

sectlon of the left behind the Kinnock leadership
and margmallse what megstone called the
“ultra left” such as Labour Briefing.’

This is to stand reality completely on its head.
What happens if a section of the soft left, it does
not matter who, decides that they wish to defend
reselection, or oppose expulsions, or support
Black Sections? What has to be judged is the

political conterit of what is proposed. Is it in the

mterests of the working class or not? If so it

should be pursued.

We think that the response made by Labour
Left Liaison is entirely correct. There does not
exist the conditions today to unify the different
organisations — the Campaign Group and
Tribune Group, LLL and LCC. But what does ex-
ist is the possublllty of joint work between groups
or individuals on the left on issues such as
reselection, the witch hunt, defending the
NUM, British withdrawal from lIreland, the
demands of Black Sections and the Women’s Ac-
tion Committee. It is the LCC which in a fit of
hyper-sectarianism has rejected this. The left
should not follow suit. Maintaining the political
coherence and organisation it has begun to build

up in the last period is in no way contradictory to

taking initiatives to work with wider sections of
the party on issues that serve the mterests of
the Iabour movement.

ity aaat " . — i i o

. N
W"T-"""‘" p——-— —‘-'—3

rr——p i A P b W iy i e P 2 oy o SR 1-'““ ~e 4,
N - nd - ot = s M“u.u. m—'mn—»"\— N

L,
N~ Wmmuvﬂmuww Nadain

------

. - PR
’ ¥
. o
. R DL
. = . . O
. e
. B .
. L
. . o
. o
. ) S
Lo e,
. . . - e
. . e
. . s
e
. . 3
. . L T
- y
- . . ." ._‘.:
“ o= s 2
. . - R
.. .- RS S
. s
. T oA - ,-.
. .' ._'.-A o
. . . ° Ty
. - N ..
. . e
-~ - : .
AL
2
.,'...(’_‘N
. s
. PRy
' g : Y )
. . .t
- . Y
- . . Ve i
7.
R
‘e . . . \'-' .
e : -
. - .a
. - .

THE MOST important democratic gams in the ™9 2
Labour Party in the years 1979-81 were the election . 7 -
of party leader by the electoral colege and the man- .-
datory reselection of MPs. It is a sign of how far Kin- - ° -
nock is prepared to go in his attacks on the party - »
membership that at its 26 November meeting the na- .. T
tional executive committee decided to reopen the issue
of reselection of MPs. ThlS was in direct defiance of
the decision of this year’s Labour Party conference.

PETE WILLSMAN, assistant secretary of the Cam- b o
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paign for Labour Party Democracy (CLPD), explains | ™™ . 5

just how serious this issue is.

The struggle for man-

‘datory reselection of MPs

was fuelled by the demoral-
isation and disillusion
which accompanied the
Wilson
governments. This gave
party members a series of
bitter object lessons which
made them realise that they,
and indeed the party itself,
had little real influence on
Labour MPs and a Labour
government. ‘Never again!’
was the lesson drawn by the
majority of party members.
No more governments like
that of Wilson and
Callaghan. -
The central fight was
over the accountability of
MPs. The victory was to
secure mandatory reselec-
tion — carried out by the
general committee (GC) of
the constituency parties.
The various schemes
which are being promoted
by the party leadership, the

EETPU and by the Labour

Coordinating Committee
and others, to replace the
present system of reselec-

tion of MPs are presented

as more democratic — and
chiefly as varients of ‘One
member one vote’ (OMOYV).
Like every piece of
‘democracy’, however, its
real content has to be ex-
amined not abstractly but
in the real concrete situation
in which i1t will operate.

The real issue is that the

varients of OMOV, and
other systems proposed
would mean that a sitting

- MP would effectively have a

job for life. It would mean
that the Parliamentary
Labour Party would be even
more unaccountable to the
Labour Party and, as has
been found out in the past,

and Callaghan

policies that have nothing

to do with the interests of

the working class or
socialism would be even

“easier to pursue.

It was for these reasons
that OMOQOYV was advocated
in the late 1970s by Labour
MPs who then went on to

form the SDP. There can be
no doubt that it is for the

same reasons that so many

existing MPs are en-

~ thusiastic about it.

In the real world the

general committee (GC) of

a_ constituency party, by

vitue of its elected composi-

tion, it frequent meetings
and its close contact with
the MP, is the only body at
present able properly to

monitor and assess the

MP’s performance.

It is presented by op-
ponants of accountability
of MPs that supporters of
the rights of the GCs are
claiming that general com-
mittee delegates are in some
way superior to, or different
from, ordmary party
members. This is pure
demagogy. It is simply by
vitue of their position, they
are elected members of the
only party body which can
exercise accountability and
check on the activity of the
MP. These GC members in
turn are accountable to, and
elected by, party members.

In theory it might be
desirable to delegate the
function of monitoring to
the branches, but this would
not be posstble in practice.
It is just not feasible for an
MP regularly to attend all
branch meetings so that

he/she would also be pro-

perly accountable to party
branch members and those
of affiliated organisations.

NEC votes to
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Taking the power of reselec-
tion away from the GC
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would in reahty vastly in-

crease the autonomy of

‘MPs from their constituen-

cles.

The supporters of
OMOV proposals claim
that they are more

democratic. But any form

of ballot which is heavﬂy
loaded in favour of the sit-
ting MP is scarcely more
democratic! The existing
system of selection by the
GC has been developed
over many years so that it is
fair to all candidates. What
would take place in reality
with the alternative systems
is clear.

Intense media pressure
would be built up around
protecting right wing MPs
— and for unseating left

overturn conference policy

This year’s Labour Party
conference decided that
the National Executive
committee (NEC) should
not re-open the issues of
reselection of MPs. This
followed a sharp fight at
party conference 1n
which the right wing, led
by the EETPU, tried to
prevent conference vo-
ting on the issue. The
resolution = instructing
the NEC not to reopen
the issue of reselection,
and supporting the pre-

sent system, was passed

by 3.5 million voted to
2.6 million.

- right wingers,

At its first post-con-
ference meeting, on 25
November, the NEC im-
mediately voted to overturn
conference policy and re-
open the issue of reselection
— using the pretext it was
starting a ‘consultation ex-
ercise’. The vote was 16-12.
In addition to the normal
including
Kinnock and Hattersley,
three union members on the
NEC — Eddie Haigh of the
TGWU, Tom Sawyer of
NUPE, and Charlie Tur-
nock of the NUR — all
voted contrary to their
union conference and
Labour Party delegation,
policies to decide to re-open
the issue. Without their

votes the resolution would
have been lost.

Those voting to uphold
conference policy included
all seven constituency sec-
tion NEC members and Eric
Clarke, Linda Douglas,

"Diana Jeuda and Sid

Tierney — the last two

voting in line with USDAW

conference policy.

The Campaign for
Labour Party Democracy
has prepared model resolu-
tions for regional party con-
ferences opposing this
flagrant breaking of con-
ference policy by the NEC.
Copies of these model
resolutions are available
from CLPD, 10 Park Drive,
London NW11 7SH.

wing ones. MPs will use the

~ local, or national, media

against the party for all they
are worth. On some of the
types of schemes likely to be
proposed, if the ‘Evans pro-
posals’ of 1984 are anything
to go by, we will see both
‘sides concentratmg of
‘bussing’ people to ward
meetings. The local party

would cease to be a cam-,

paigning body for a year or
more. The entire party
would be opened up to in-
tense outside interference
by the media.

It 1s also not clear what
will be the role of the trade
unions. The Evans pro-
posals of 1984, the last
direct attempt to reverse ac-
countability of MPs,
bypassed the GCs — the
body which represents all

THE Campaign for
- Labour Party Democracy
(CLPD) is the pressure
group which organised

democracy in 1979-81. 1t

campaigning to defend
them today.
Membership of
CLPD is open to all
Labour Party members.
Individual membership
£6, couples £7, Labour
Party branches £5 and af-
filiated organisations £7.
Send application to
Vladimir Derer, Secretary
CLPD, 10 Park Drive,
London NW11 7SH.

Campaign for Labour |
Party Democracy

the victories for party

is the chief organisation

sections of the party. They

therefore cut out the role of -

the trade unions.
The right wing of the

party fully understands the

role of reselection. Every
year since mandatory
reselection was adopted in
1979 the right has attemp-
ted to reverse it. Thinking,
perhaps, that it was safe the

left of the party has not °
given it anything like theat-

tention the ri ht has. This
neglect means that the most
important democratic gain

in the Labour Party is now =
- under serious threat. The

left must relearn how vital
this issue is, and fight to de-
fend the blggest democratlc
gain it made out of the bit-
ter experience of the Wilson
and Callaghan govern-

ments. |

Viadimir Derer




~ Politics Today

MORE EVIDENCE of the forces reshaping the

g situation in the Labour Party came last week.
. The first was a public attack by Ken Liv-

< mgstone, in his column in 7ribune, on the Labour
. Coordinating Committee (LCC) for refusing to
- work with Labour Left Liaison — the left umbrella

organisation including the Campaign for Labour

~Party Democracy, the Labour Women’s Action
-~ Committee, the Labour Party Black Section and
‘other Labour Party campalgns.

o _"Vladlmlr Derer, Secretary of Labour Left Liaison
L (LLL), has replied to the Livingstone column, in a
<. letter sent to Tribune, pointing out that the condi-
... tions do not exist today for the unification of the
< ‘Hard’ and ‘soft’ left — a proposal made by Liv-

< - - ingstone — but welcoming joint work.

------

......

.. ingstone in
- which we print on this

-..IN A letter to be publish-
- ed in Tribune this week
~ Viadimir
- secretary of Labour Left
. ‘Liaison (LLLL) replies to

Derer, the

the column by Ken Liv-
Tribune

page. Derer states that
the conditions do not ex-
ist today for a united

B ‘organisation ‘of the left’.
- But what should be

sought is the opportuni-

i ‘ty for joint work where
, agreed

principied
objectives.
Socialist Action entirely
agrees with this ap-
- proach and it is worth
spellmg out the reasons

are

- forit.

PR

~ blunt racist,
.. Liverpool’s

- ten

Firstly a left has as its

o | flrst prmcrple to support
e ~those in struggle. This, of

course, applied first and

foremost to the miners in
their strike, but it also ap-

plies to others — including

Liverpool City Council 1n
-+ their fight with the Tories.

No matter what fight has to
be waged against leztant
over their shameful, to be
attitude to

munity, and other issues, in

- the actual fight between
~ Liverpool council and the

Thatcher government the

. left has to be entirely on the

side of Liverpool council.
~ That principle of sup-

o ~ porting struggle means also
- support for the workers at

pping, at Silentnight and

o loca councils such as Har-
-~ ingey, Lambeth and Brent

that are now coming under

. attack not simply from the
~Tories but from the Labour

leadership. If that means

having a clash with Kin-
- nock then too bad.

Second a left has to be

o based on defending party

democracy. That has two
crucial aspects at present

. First, the most impor-
tant democratic gain that
the left has made in the last
years, mandatory
‘reselection of MPs by the
sole body, the general com-
mittees, that can in any
sense make them accoun-
table, is under direct attack.
It has to be defended by the
entire left.

Second, the entire left
was always united in its op-
position to expulsions as a
method of resolving ques-
tions in the party. It is, in
fact, support for expulsmns
that marks out groups such
as Clause 4 in the LCC as
not really of the left at all —
but as right wing entryists
in the left.

The reason may be seen

-~ smply. It is absurd to claim,

as did LCC member Flona
Mdaggert at the debate bet-
ween the LLL and LCC at
Socialist Action’s ‘Building

an Alliance for Socrahsm

weekend, that the LCC sup-
ported expulsrons in Liver-
pool because it - had

black com-

JOHN ROSS looks at the issues involved.

discovered ‘undemocratic
practices’. What about Roy
Hattersley" Wasn’t he guil-
ty of the most incredible
undemocratic practices in
Sparkbrook? Are the LCC
now campaigning for his
expulsion? And if not why
not?

'No unity on the left is
going to exist as long as
there is support for political
expulsions — and that is in
reality what they are — be-
ing used in the party. The
corrosive aspect of these ex-
pulsions can be seen only
too clearly in Sparkbrook
Knowsley North, St Helen’s
and other cons_t1tuen<:1es

Third, the left has a
record, and one to be proud
of, in fighting for some of
the most oppressed and ex-

ploited in our society. It is
only the left which has real-
ly taken up the fight for the
unemployed, or those
threatened with redundan-
¢y, or the attacks on the in-
ner cities. But that level of

~ real support has to be given

to others who are just as
much, or even more, op-
pressed and exploited both
1n Britain and interna-
tionally — the black com-
munity, women, the people
of the North of Ireland,
those fighting 1mper1ahsm
in South Africa, Central
America and other
countries.

Agreement on these,
and other, political ques-
tions is what is necessary
for the left — there cannot
be any magic organisational
formulas to bring it
together.

Without agreement on
these, and other, principles
it 1s not possible to create
united organisation on the
left in the Labour Party. To
try to do so would not take
forward the left but take it
backwards

But what is entirely
possible, and necessary, is

joint work on agreed objec-

tives. This was undertaken
-around the Campaign for
‘the Reinstatement of Amir
Khan and Kevm Scally.

There are a series of other
areas where it can be under-

taken — for example in
~ defending reselection,
fighting attacks on
Knowsley North party,
fighting expulsions,

ﬁghtmg for the demands of
women’s conference, gain-
ing the right to Black Sec-
tions, fighting for British
withdrawal from Ireland,
supporting struggles such
as Wapping and other

issues. It is here that atten-
tion must be concentrated.

- On this Labour Left
Liaison has made its posi-
tion clear. It favours joint
work to secure these

demands. It is the LCC that

rejects it. While we do not
agree with Ken Liv-
ingstone’s view that the
Campaign Group and
Tribune Group should be
fused, or LLL and LCC

| should be, what we do sup-

port is the idea of joint
work on agreed objectives.

THE KEN LIVINGSTONE COLUMN

‘T ITS recent annual
meeting; the Labour
Co-ordinating Committee
decided by 68 votes to 48 not to
work with the newly formed
Labour Left Liaison. As with any
decision which is more influenced
by sectarianism than policies, it
was a wrong decision.
Fortunately the closeness of the
vote means that it is likely to be
reversed at next year’s meeting.
Indeed, with the National Union
- of Public Employees, LCC’s
strongest region (Scotland) and
Peter Hain all voting in the
minority, the decision may
become academic as the Left in its
broadest sense is brought
~ together at all levels within the
party in order to support the
demands of women and black
sections as well as to defend the
gains made by the Left over the
last decade.
The first instance of this will
come with the decision of the
Right-wing caucus on the
National Executive Committe-

must look
to the

f“tu re which has already decided *
ignore the decision of thr
party conference nnt ’

the issue of reselectlon of MPs and wrll shortlv
“reforms” which, under the =~ -d
to makﬁ it even mo=- |
senie ® Reproduced Jrom

Tribune, 28 November

1986, vol 50, number 48.

AT ITS recent annual meeting, the Labour Coor-
dinating Committee decided by 68 votes to 48 not to
work with the newly formed Labour Left Liaison. As
with any decision which is more influenced by sec-
tarianism than policies, it was a wrong decision.

the guise of widening the

Fortunately the close- .
selectorate, will seek to

ness of the vote means that

.
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it is llkely to be reversed at

next year’s meeting. Indeed,
with the National Union of
Public Employees, LCC’s
strongest region (Scotland)
and Peter Hain all voting in
the minority, the decision

may become academic as

the left in its broadest sense
i brought together at all
levels within party in order
to support the demands of
women and black sections

as well as to defend the.

gains made by the left over
the last decade.

The first instance of this
will come with the decision

- of the right wing caucus on

the national executive com-
mittee which has already
decided to ignore the deci-
sion of the recent party con-
ference not to reopen the
issue of reselection of MPs

- and will shortly propose so-

called reforms which, under

make it even more difficult
for parties to remove reac-
tionary or senile MPs.
There is also the very real
danger that the Tories im-
proved position in the opi-
nion polis will be used to try
to panic the party into

diluting its policy on
unilateral nuclear
disarmament.

The LCC’s decrsnon 1S
particularly sad given the
much more positive signs
that have recently been
coming from the Campaign
Group of MPs with its deci-
sions to support the
demands of the Women’s
Action Commitee and
Black Sections. The deci-
sion to make the Campaign
Group open to any MP who
wished to join by dropping
the ‘Invitation only’ rule,
which caused such resent-

- ment when it was used to

VATt aeY,
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘
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exclude some comrades in
September 1985, is helpful
but most important has
been the decision of the
Campaign Group MPs on
the NEC to support Tom
Sawyer and Eddie Haigh
against the right for the
chairs of the vital home
policy and finance sub-
committees of the NEC.
Among left wing
parliamentary candidates

‘there 1s strong pressure to
‘end the divisions on the left
within the PLP so that we

can maximise support for
the next Labour govern-
ment to stand firm against
the pressures which will un-
doubtedly come from
Washington, the Common
Market, the International

With a general election

likely in the next 10 months,

the various groupings
which comprise the Labour
Party left need to stand
back from the sectarianism

and splits of the last two .

years and consider who
benefits from these deci-
sions. It is certainly not the
Tribune Group of MPs or
the LCC.

The fallure of the
Tribune Group to agree an
open ballot for the shadow
cabinet elections led to a
breakdown of the previous

year’s joint slate. This caus- .

ed the defeat of two left
wingers, including Robin
Cook, and a dramatic
decline in the votes of the
other left candidates. |

But an analysis of the
votes cast shows precisely

why the Tribune Group did
not want an open ballot.

More than 20 of them did

Vladimir Derer replies for LLL

IN LAST week’s Tri-
bune Ken Livingstone
criticised the sectarian
stance of the LCC to
Labour Left Liaison.
He called for unifica-
tion of the left. The
issues involved in this
must be clarified.

Separate organisation
cannot be supported for
the sake of it. Separate
organisation becomes in-
evitable
political questions are in-
volved. These include:

(i) The issue of expulsions

is not Militant but party
democracy. Expulsion of
Militant supporters
spreads to damage the
whole party’s democracy.

if fundamental -

Khan and Scally, Knows-
ley North, and other cases
make thls clear.

There cannot be unity
on the left while witch
hunts threatening party

democracy are supported.

(ii) The most impor-

tant gain party democracy
has made is the right of
GCs to accountability of
MPs through reselection.
Without this no possibility
exists of holding Labour

governments to commit-

ments. Party conference
instructed the NEC not to

reopen the matter. The
November NEC flouted
this.

The Tribune Group
has not called for up-
holding party policy. The

LCC has actively cam-
paigned for flouting it.
The need to uphold ac-
countability necessitates
separate organisation
from those not defending
party policy. |

(iii) Campaigns  as-

“sociated with the LLL no

longer accept as good coin
purely verbal support for
the Labour Women’s Ac-
tion Committee, the
Labour Party Black Sec-
tion, Labour CND,
Labour Committee on Ire-
land or other pressure
groups. Party conference
showed that the LCC did
not deliver support either
of resolutions in support
of the demands of CLPD,
WAC, the Black Sectlon,

the

not vote for Jo Richardson
even though she was on the
Tribune slate.

Given all the struggles

in the party to win support

for a ministry for women
with full cabinet status and
Jo’s lifelong work for the
Tribune Group, we can on-
ly assume that a substantial
minority of Tribune Group
MPs are members of that
organisation n order to
gain left credentials with
their local activists while
stabbing their colleagues in
the back in the privacy of
the voting booth.

Monetary Fund and the
civil service as those groups
seek to block socialist
policies.

~If the split between the
Tribune and Campaign
Groups continues, the next
PLP will see the broad left
majority that will exist at
the beginning of the next
parliament whittled away
from the soggy end of the
Tribune Group until the
centre-right absorbs enough
of that to take control
again. .
The problem with the
LCC decision is that conti-
nuing divisions on the left
outside parliament will lead
to continuing divisions
within the PLP left. Unfor-
tunately too many com-
rades are still allowing their
bitter experiences with Mili-
tant and its undemocratic
tactics in the Labour Party
Young Socialists, the Na-
tional Organisation of
Labour Students and on
some local councils to af-
fect their attitude to Labour
Left Liaison. Indeed, many

and others, nor votes for
the NEC for women and
black candidates. Tribune
Group members failing to

vote for Jo Richardson for

the Shadow Cabinet, men-
tioned by Ken Living-
stone, mirrors the failure
of LCC supporters to
deliver practical support
for campaigns in the party.

We cannot speak for
the Campaign Group. But
as regards the LLL any
unification of the left out-
side the PLP has to flow
from an agreed political
basis which does not
presently exist — as the

LCC fails to support issues

which are not sectarian but
at the core of any strategy
for socialism.

What we welcome is

of those left wingers who
have become active in the
party only since 1979 have
spent much of their time in
alliances fighting Militant

-and have no experience of

the broad left coalitions
which were mobilised to
fight the dire policies of the
1964 and 1974 Labour

governments.

Militant is no longer an
issue which should divide
the left. The accumulation
of their ‘tactical’ errors —
the redundancy notices, the
refusal to appear before
conference, and now their
decision to take the chair of
the discredited Black and
Asian Advisory Committee
(correctly described by
Dennis Skinner as ‘scabb-
ing’) — will leave them
more = isolated and
discredited than any policy
of expulsions could.

Those of us who learn-
ed the value of left unity in

the struggles against the

Wilson/Callaghan govern-
ments need to remind those
in. the party who have any
doubts that the enemy of
radical socialism in Britain
is capital and its political
wing, the Tory Party, rather
than parts of the left with
whom we might have tac-
tical disagreements.

The only way to build
Labour support is constant
campaigning for radical

policies and Labour Left
Liaison has a major role to
play in that struggle precise-
ly because it 1s based on
those groups in society who
have been the subject of
Margaret Thatcher’s most
ferocious attacks.

common work on agreed
goals. The campaign for
Khan and Scally provides a
model. Unfortunately
joint work was rejected by
the LCC — which, as Ken
Livingstone said, is purely
sectarian. Regardless of
this decision the LLL wel-
comes work with in-
dividuals or groups who
wish to pursue goals such
as defending reselection,
opposing expulsions, and
securing the demands of
CLPD, WAC, Labour
Party Black Section and
other Party campaigns,
and  we hope this will
develop

‘Viadimir Derer,
Secretary,
Labour Left Liaison.
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Left Slate for the NCC

THE Campaign Group of MPs and Laboui' Left
Liaison are putting forward a joint slate for the

elections to the National Constitutional Commis-

sion (.N CC}. The work in drawing up this slate, and
securing a joint statement of the candidates for the
CLPs and Women’s Division, was undertaken by
‘the Campaign for Labour Party Democracy —

which has also endorsed the slate. The candidates
endorsed are: -

CLP division: John Burrows, Mandy Moore,

Ken Slater.

Women’s division: Vera Derer,
Vallins f

Trade union division: Owen Briscoe, John
Jones, Tom O’Neill, Alan Quinn, Irene Rowe.

Socialist society division: Jim Layzall.

Securing this joint left slate is an important ex-
ample of practical cooperation. Socialist Action
urges all its readers to ensure that their CLP votes
in these elections and that they vote for the ap-
propriate candidates above in the CLP and
Women’s Sections. < .

Margai'et

Narrow support?

FURTHER information has come to light regar-
ding the politics of Lindsay Thomas of Clause 4 —
the person who moved the successful amendment
at the Labour Coordinating Committee AGM op-

posing joint work between the LCC and Labour
Left Liaison.

Thomas is a member of the London Labour
Party Regional Committee — which voted recently
to support the position of the Black Section and
boycott the Black and Asian Advisory Committee.

* Thomas cast his vote against the Black Section posi-
tion and for participating in the Committee.

The motivation of Thomas’s resolution to the
LCC AGM was how Black Sections must be sup-
ported and how Labour Left Liaison hampered

this by ‘narrowing’ it down. Instead the LCC
could be relied on more.

- As they say the sincerity of wordS is best judged
by actions! |

Fight Racism

Defend Local Government

PUBLIC MEETING

Thursday 18 December, 7.30pm |
ﬁgd Rose Club, Seven Sisters Road, London

Speakers: Bernie Grant | |
Leader Haringey Council

Telal Karim
[slington North Black Section

- Marc Wadsworth )
Chair, Labour Party Black Section

Organised by Islington Campaign Group, Red Rose Club,
Seven Sisters Road, London N7 7QG .
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The death of Samora
Machel

Poland
A new challenge for
Solidarnosc

Chile

The fight against
Pinochet

Hungary

The example of 1956
Bolivia |
Peoples referendum
challenges government

Peru
Peasants fight for land

Israell State
The Zionist bomb

Around the World
Reports from South
Africa, USA, Portugal,
Ireland, Britain

Subscription rates: 6 months £9.50 (120FF); 1
year £18.00 (200FF). Payment in French francs
possible. |

Personal cheques to PEC and mall to: IV, 2 rue Richard Lenolr,
- 93108 Montreull. ' |

Postal orders to PEC, CCP Account No. 2-322-42T Paris.

Bank transfers to PEC, BNP Robesplerre, Account 230179/90. 153

rue de Paris, 93108 Montreull, France.

THIS TERM’S NUS conference comes at an ex-
plosive time in the student movement. In the Labour
Party the ‘soft left’ is pulled between allying with
Kinnock or with the campaigning left in the Labour
Left Liaison. A more spectacular form of the same
contradiction faces the ‘Democratic Left’ leadership

of the National Organisation of Labour Students,

which controls the NUS.

Students are at the
forefront of many pro-
gressive struggles in Britain:
we were the largest single
contingent on the Novem-
ber 1985 Anti-Apartheid
Movement demonstration
during term time; student
opposition to the US bomb-
ing of Libya was wide-
spread; the recent visit by
Sinn Fein councillors to Bri-

. tain saw more meetings in

colleges than with local
councils.

The NUS holds many

radical policies on paper.

Last NUS conference adop-
ted a position of British
withdrawal from Ireland,
sclf-determination for the
Irish people and removal of
the border. Free abortion on
demand and support for
the autonomous organisa-

-tion of women are well-

established NUS policies —
particularly with the sup-
port given to Greenham
women and Women Again-
st Pit Closures.

On paper the NUS gives
wholehearted support to
the ANC, SWAPOQO, and the
objectives of the Anti-
Apartheid Movement in

Britain, especially for com-

prehensive mandatory sanc-
tions. However concrete ac-

tion on this has come from
individual colleges rather
than from the NUS nation-
ally.

By Polly Vittorini,
NUS London executive

On paper NUS supports
self-defence by the black
communities against racist
police harassment and calls
for the scrapping of im-
migration controls.

Most of these policies
have been fought for inside
the NUS by NOLS. But to
look at the campaigns that
have been waged by the
NUS under NOLS’s leader-
ship you wouldn’t think it.

Instead of taking these
policies to their logical con-
clusion, and waging a con-
sistent campaign for them
in the labour movement
and in society as a whole,
the leadership of NOLS
and therefore of the NUS
has put its support behind
Kinnock. But Kinnock
stands against all of these

The reality of Zionism “

ONE OF the most crucial issues which faces the Na-
tional Union of Students (NUS) today is Zionism. A

false position of ‘No Platform for Zionists’ adopted

by a few colleges has been used to divert attention

away from the real issue, the continuing oppression

by the state of Israel over the Palestinians. Socialist
Action asked RIMA MILHIM, secretary of the
General Union of Palestinian Students, to explain
the reality of the Israeli state’s oppression of the
Palestinians and the role of the PLO. ~

THE PLO rather than just

being a political party in the

European sense 1is an
organisation of an entire
people. At the most basic
and all embracing level the
fight of the PLO is for all
Palestinian people and
refugees to be able to return
to Palestine, to be able to
live as equal citizens, deter-
mining their own future
within their own state.
Within the PLO there is not
merely the armed organisa-
tions but also trade unions,
women’s organisations, the
Palestine Red Crescent
society which organises
medical aid, workers
cooperatives, the student
movement and then all the
organised political factions.

Zionism, the political
ideology which forms the
backbone of those who
have denied the Palestinians
their homeland and their
human social rights is a par-
ticular expression of im-
perialism tailored to take
advantage of the exploita-
tion and oppression of Jews
in Europg and to offer them
an apparent way out of this
persecution by removing
themselves from the pro-

blem and imposing them-

selves In an imperialist
fashion on the Middle East.

Under the political
guidance of Zionism Jewish
immigrants into Palestine
began to deprive Palesti-
nians of their homeland.

- worked. The

The Kibbutzim movement
refused to accept Palesti-
nian members. Kibbutz
land became exclusively
Jewish owned and Jewish
so-called
Israeli labour movement,
the Histadrut, was set up
under the slogan of ‘Jewish
labour only’ and concen-
trated all its early efforts on
excluding Palestinians from
work — carrying out such
acts as pickets of Jewish
employers who agreed to
hire Palestinian workers.

A systematic policy of
excluding Palestinians from
their homeland coatinued
throughout the 1948-67

period within Israel’s 1948

borders. It was carried out
again with the invasion of
the West Bank and Gaza
strip which resulted in a fur-
ther 200,000 Palestinians
being forced to leave their
homeland. Today any
Palestinian activists who at-
tempt to resist this en-
croachment are deported.
Palestinian’s today can
roughly be divided into
three categories. Those liv-

" ing within the Israeli state’s

1948 borders, those living

within the 1967 borders,

and those living outside of
Palestine. Those living in
the 1948 territories were
subject to military law for
approximately twenty years
after the state of Israel was
created. They exist in cir-
cumstances such that it is 1l-

struggles.

It has become especially

clear since the last Labour
Party conference — with
the dropping of national-

isation as Labour Party
policy, the call for more ‘law
and order’ instead of
defence of the black com-
munities against the racism

-of the police and the courts,

and the wholesale retreat by

the Labour leadership inthe

face of Tory cuts and at-
tacks — that a leadership
which defends the reac-
tionary politics fought for
by Kinnock at Labour Par-
ty conference is incapable
of being a leadership of the
NUS.

Unity

The present NOLS
leadership is utterly unable
to implement NUS policies
as long as its hands are tied
by its support for Kinnock,
and as long as it refuses to
enter into a fight for its
policies in the Labour
Party. |

This year 35,000 stu-
dents marched against the
proposed cuts in student
grants. Kinnock refuses to
give a commitment that a
future Labour government
will restore student grants to
their 1979 real value. The
Democratic Left proposes

to lead -the NUS on the

basis of prioritising the
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legal for them to be sold or
rented. land. They fill the
most low paid and low

status jobs within Israeli
-agriculture. = They are

deprived of the vast majori-
ty of social benefits through
the technique of only giving
such benefits to Palesti-

nians who have served in

the Israeli army.

The vast majority of
areas where the Palesti-
nian’s live lack drains, ade-
quate schools, or other nor-

mal social facilities. Palesti-

nians are banned from tak-
ing certain technical sub-

jects at university.

In the post-1967 ter-
ritories Palestinian’s live
under military rule. Palesti-

-nian’s are liable for up to

two years imprisonment for
displaying the colours of

the Palestinian flag.
Every form of censor-

~ ship imaginable exists. All
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sent NOLS leadership. .-
These positions are in fact

to the right of present NUS -+
policy. |
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clection of the next Labour
government to the exclusion
of all other struggles.
‘Despite the majority in
the NUS for support for so

~many of the struggles of the
working class and the op-

pressed both in Britain and
internationally, the NUS
does not implement this
support. The pressure to
implement it, furthermore,
has not been organised.
The problem in organis-
ing this support has been
the total lack of platform in

the NUS for the campaign-

ing left in the Labour Party
— ie the Campaign Group
of Labour MPs and Labour
Left Liaison. This gaping
hole has meant that the op-
position to the strategy of
the NOLS leadership has
been organised by a current
which has pretences to be-
ing on the left but in fact
bends to imperialism on,
precisely the issues on
which the greatest victories
have been won in the NUS.

Ireland

‘Socialist Students in
NOLS’ (SSiN) has posi-
tions in favour of a federal
united Ireland before
British withdrawal, and for

-the formation of a workers’

party in South Africa
against building solidarity
with the African National

Congress. This opposition
1s no alternative to the pre-

forms of political organisa-
tion are banned. Children
regularly get 18 months
detention for throwing
stones at military vehicles.

| There are over 120 Israeli

settlement on expropriated
Palestinian land.

There are currently

somewhere between 120,000

and 200,000 Palestinians
from the occupied ter-
ritories who come into the
1948 territories to work.
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