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By Reg Race

The election of Neil Kinnock and Roy Hattersle;

really means that a centre/right coalition now rule
' the Labour Party.

Their clear purpose, as revealed by events in th
last few days, is to ditch the policies on which th
Labour Party fought the last general election -
particularly unilateralism and public ownership — an
to obtain maximum freedom of manoeuvre for th
leadership in the run-up to the next general election.

They also intend to protect this purpose fronm
criticism at conference by using the big block votes o
trade unions.

In other words, the 1950s praetorian guard ©
Deakin, Lawther, and Williamson, has been replace
by a 1980s praetorian guard of the TGWU, th
AUEW, and the GMBATU. '

These developments pose several clear problems fo
the Labour Party and particularly for the Left in th
Party. | &

It is perfectly clear that we must defend th
policies embodied in the 1982 Programme. W
‘must stop censorship and expulsions. :

'And we must not be afraid of conflict — there is, 1
my view, no room for any kind of ‘histori
compromise’ with Neil Kinnock and Roy Hattersley
their aim is to change the Labour Party, and we mus
'so order our affairs on the Left that we construct
united opposition to their attempt to roll back th
reforms and radicalisation of the past five years.

I

Health pay swindle
c o n f e r e n c e Jailed Solidarnosc ieader : ; . =
: During the next six months the Tories hope to set up

Andrzej Gwiazda is now T EY : :
reported to be in very their divide-and-rule Pay Review Body, and win a

-

Four i i 5 sipils : |
| the ngfffe?fc;e}’rﬂf (ﬁgriﬁiﬁi’;}%snzn%::zzi{)f poor health. We print an “no-strike” agreement from those involved — nurses,
' Corbyn MP, Joan Maynard MP, Anne Pettifor appeal for his release, midwives and certain professional groups. Alison James
ot ks ¥ ; y . s some of his correspon- ~examines this Tory con on page 14.

Helen John, Tony Banks, Ray Davies, Vidya d " Sars 7 _ | #
Anand, Bob Cryer, Mandy Moore and others. See PRCE -CRO0N bR " :
pages 2, 3,4 and S.
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AFTER the Callaghan government was defeated four years ago

the Labour Party set about sorting itself out.

Constituency activists were determined to ensure that ‘never again
would there be a Wilson/Callaghan type Labour government — the sort
of Labour government which in office ignored the labour movement

What have we achieved? Have we ensured that the next Labour
government won‘t be like the last gne? |

No, we have not! Despite the charges in the constrtutron to make

re-selection of MPs mandatory and te electoral college for the Ieader-

~ ship, in real terms we have achieved little...

W T T LAY
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Now Kinnock and his supporters say the, renewal process in the-

Labour Party must end. ‘Unity against the Tories’ is their catchcry. .

They want the Party activists to abandon the project of makmg the
Labour Party fit and able to come to grips with capitalism.

The size of the Constituency Labour Party vote {91.5%) for Kin-
nock — widely and deservedly loathed two years ago — and for Hatters-
ley (51%) against Meacher is proof that a mood of fear and uncertainty
exists at CLP level which creates a desperate willingness to settle for
anything that promises to put up any show of opposition to the Tory
juggernaut. This mood replaces the 1979 slogan ‘Never again’ wrth a
new one, ‘Back to the pre-1979 Labour Party’.

Kmnock said on Panorama last Monday, 3rd: “The prerequisite for
restoring Britain is a strong and united Labour Party’.

No, the prerequisite for restormg Britain and for Idbkmg after the
interests of the working class is that the Labour Party is united around

socialist policies — that it is a party under the control of the rank and -

fite, out of government and in it.

That is not what we havé now. We must fight until we get it.

it will be disastrous if the serious Left loses its nerve now — as Kep
Lrvmgstone did, for example, in the Briefing meeting on Sunday, say-
ing: “The Left could easily isolate itself... Neil Kmnock has borh
strengths and weaknesses... he is willing to learn...”

We need to keep the goal of the last few years in mind. A new
Wilson/Callaghan style Labour government would not regenerate

Britain.

Labour was in office for most of the last 20 years — from 1964 to

1970, and from 1974 to 1979. Britain continued to decline, and the
decline even accelerated. Labour, the party of thé health service and the
welfare state, became, in office during the mid-'70s, a party of counter-
reform, makmg cuts. lt undermined its own credibility wj;h the
workmg class.

Reformism proved bankrupt — because the buoyant, expanding
capitalism on which it rested is bankrupt. it will be as bankrupt under
Kinnock as it was under Callaghan and Wilson. |

Wilson, Callagan, and monetarist Chancellor Healey paved the way
for Thatcher A Kinnockite Labour government would be another turn
of the wheel on the same spindle. At best it would mark time. .

We need to go forward. The prerequisite for this is not only a united
and strong Labour Party, but a socialist Labour. Party determined to

confront the ruling class, to mobilise the working class, and to frght for

a democratic workmg-class socialism. We should not play ‘ins’ and
‘outs’” with the Tories in.Parliament — we must go out to defeat the

‘Tories and all they stand for.

Kinnock will try to shift the Party to the right. He will try to repair
the ragged and dirtied fabric of the ‘faking culture’ in which the Labour
Party wrapped itself for so long — Left talk to mollify the Party ranks,
as a cover for pragmatic accommodation to the powers that be.

- Kinnock is well :qualified to do this. But what we need is not left

talk and hollow phrases, but the sort of seriousness in the working class
interest. that Thatcher and the Tory. Party dusplay in the ruling class

interest.

Blather and blatherskates will get the labour movement nothing but |
more Wilsonism, more Toryism, and perhaps something worse than
‘either. When Kmnock in his role of ‘responsible’ and ‘realistic’ parli-

amentarian says a new Labour government will not even restore the
Tory cuts, then the Left should have no room for the delusion that
the Kinnock/Hattersley leadership is an advance on Wilson or Callagh-
. In the present condltlons of British capitalism they might even
prove worse.
Imagine this ‘dream trcket in government in late ‘80s Britain, and it

will still seem a ‘dream’ only to those whose hopes for the future and

for the labour movement have been brutally scaled down by the exper-
ience of Thatcherism.
In his final speech as Leader to conference delegates Mnchael Foot

urged delegates to keep in mind that Labour must offer the hope of

socialism.

Those who merely hope for socialism do not deserve it. They will
certainly play no part in winning it. We must fight for socialism. And to
frgsht for socialism means also fighting against the enemies of socialism
in the labour movement — against_ the soft Left as well as the Right. It
means resisting the threat of an inner moral and polrtlcal collapse of the
Left-following the setbacks and defeats.

After the colapse of the Italian factory occupations in 1920, the

Italian Marxist Antonio Gramsci wrote some lines which serious left-

sts in the British labour movement should keep in mind now: |
“The emancipation of the proletariat is not a labour of small

xount and /ittle men,; only he who can keep his heart strong and his

meié 35 s>arp 35 3 sword when the general disillusionment is at its worst
o —a-;nraeo as a fighter for the workmg class or called a
WD Ty | |

Sm

London N1.
(01-359 2270)
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was approved.
It was a pity that there were
not more dissenting voices.
‘‘Labour lost in the end be-

tive,
ve’’, states the docu-
ment. ‘‘“We must offer a vision
of a better, socialist future’’.
What did Labour offer in the
general election campaign? To
be truthful: a vision of a per-
haps-not-so-bad Keynesian
past

of Labour’s economic policy —
nationalisation, control over
investment, 35 hour week

‘were stressed. Instead the mess-

age was that Labour would solve
is... by borrowing from
the banks. | |
But the ‘jobs and industry’
section of ‘Campaigning for a
Fairer Britain’ gives no hint that

"this will change. Labour is sup-

posed to ‘‘convince people.that
there is a way out of the slump’’
by the example of France —

where the Mitterrand govern- .

ment is in full retreat in face of

the bosses and the bankers, and

unemployment is as high as
ever. i
Some ‘
future’’!
But then ‘Campaigning for a
Fairer Britain’ is written by
those same people who were

responsible for the disastrous
_election campaign — and con-
tains not a word of self-criticism.

| ‘Cam-
paigning for a Fairer Britain’ re-
asserts Labour’s commitment to.. .
-‘a non-nuclear defence strat-
- egy’. But the timescale

On nuclear weapons,

pre-
viously mentioned — ‘within the
lifetime of a Parliament’ — is
omitted. And a number of ‘first

steps’ towards nuclear drsarma

ment are introduced: -

¢ putting Polaris into the
Geneva talks (rather than scrap-
pmg it);

* ‘freezing’ the arms race
rather than getting rid of the

Park Strees, || nuclear arsenals);

¢ pressing for NATO to have a
‘no first use of nuclear weapons’

pohcy (rather than havmg no

. we failed to convince
- people that we offered an attrac-
| credible. and workable
alternative’’

‘in the top

“Tried "and tested poli-
-c1es ’ was the refrain. |

None of the radical elements

vision of a socialist.

conference]

A sneaky rehash

-THE Natlonal Executive Com-
-mittee’s document on strategy
after the general election, ‘Cam- -
paigning for a Faiyer Bntam

. by Colin F oster

nuclear weapons to use).

The official explanation for all
this is that it is a matter of im-
mediate demands, for a period
when Labour is in opposition.

But it is well-known that many
ranks of the Labour
Party see the so-called ‘first
steps’ as an alternative to uni-
lateral nuclear disarmament. So

‘the rank and file must be very

wary.

policy of British wrthdrawal from

| | the EEC to the status of an

‘‘option’’.
In some ways, many “Socialist

'Orgamser -supporters will wel-
come this. We always thought
withdrawal from the EEC was

nationalist and backward-
looking: Labour should respond
to the international integration
of capitalism, not by supporting
it, nor by crying ‘Britain out’,

The new EC |

THE NEW National Executive

Committee is as follows:
Leader (elected separately)
Neil Kinnock

Deputy leader (elected separate-
ly]

*Roy Hattersley

Treasurer {elected by whole

3.583,000 votes.
Albert  Booth,

Eric - Varley
Runner-up:
3,270,000.

- Trade union sect:on (elected by
- trade unions)

Alex Kitson 5,758,000 votes

Sam McCluskie 5,704,000 votes -

Neville Hough 5,091,000 votes

Ken Cure 4,756,000 votes

*Tony Clarke 4,532,000 votes
Roy Evans, 4 471 mbvotes
*Charhe 'l‘nmock 4,381,0@
Tom Sawyer 4,032,000 votes
Alan Hadden 3,823,000 votes

- *Sid Ambler 3,483,000 votes

Sid Tierney 3,441,000 votes
*Doug Hoyle 3,351,000 votes.

| ‘Campalgnmg for a Fairer
Britain’ also relegates Labour’s

. ~
s

‘but by promotmg Europe-mde
- workers’ unity.

-~ Still, withdrawal was Confer-
ence oh . If the policyisto be .

changed 1t should be changed
by Conference. The National
Executive Committee slipped in
a change of policy on the sly,
while at the same time pushing

any open debate on the EEC |

-off tlns Conference agenda.

Also, the new NEC policy is a

far cry. 'from Europe-wide work-

“ers’ unity. ‘‘Labour will fight to |

get the best deal for Britain ..
it says.

And the French socialists
should
for France? German socialists -
should fight to get the best deal
for Germany? The socialists of
different countries all fight each
other in the name of national
interests, and the multinationals
rejoice?

What about fighting to get
the best deal for the workers of
all the EEC countries?

Socrahst socret:es (elected by

“Labour Clubs socialist socretles,

ete.) -

John Evans 37, 000 Runner-up:
Stan Newens 27 000.

ConstituencylLabour Parties (el-

ected by CLP deleg‘ates )

Tony Benn 554,000

Eric Heffer 538 000

Dennis Skinner 534 000
*Michael Meacher 482 000
*David Blunkett 322, 000

Jo Richardson 321,000

Audrey Wise 290,000.
Runner-up: J.Ashley 259,000.

Women's section (elected by
whole conference) = ¢

Betty Boothroyd 4 834 000
*Ann Clwyd 4 740 000

*Renee Short 4 341 000 A
Gwynneth Dunwood 3,992,000
*Joan Maynard 3,793, 000
Runner-up: Jl.ldlth Hart,
3,664,000.

plus representattve from the
Labour Party Young Socialists,

- elected at the LPYSmferenoe

- Runner up: D. Howell 3,325,000
- votes. |

(* indicates a member not on the
committee in 1982-3).

| trade unions.

fight to get the best deal

| RAY DAVIES, activistin

the steel union ISTC-and
former PPC for Cardsz

North.

'THE TASK before activists in
the Labour and trade wunion
movement is to go out and con-
~tinue to fight to democratise the

. That’s very relevant in terms
of the block vote, which controls
conference. -

The last five years, commg to
conference has been very excit-
ing. We have seen all the activ-
ists campaigning for Labour -
Party democracy. The trade un-
ion leaders have been sitting on
the side lines. But now the union

leaders are organised against

- the democratnc reforms and org-
anised a the Left.

This is a watershed confer-
ence: what happened in confer-
ence yesterday [Monday 3rd]
‘was that those same trade union
leadérs had got themselves to-
gether and were absolutely
determined to lnll off the

Militant. ' |
got to throw away

But we’ve |

despondency and prepare for
the fightback. It’s not the Kin- -
nocks of this world who are
important, it’s the rank and file.
And if we want real accountabil-
ity, it’s into the trade unions we
must go

MANDY M OORE C’LPD

Women’s Action Com-

mittee and jomt secretary |
of Socialists for a Labour
Victory.

THIS IS perhaps the most down-
hearted conference Ive ever
"been to.

The CLP [Constrtuency Lab-
our Party] delegates are lacking
in fight, and allowing policies to
be watered down in a way that
a couple of years ago they would
never have done.

It’s because of the election re-
-sult, and the result of the leader-
sh1p elections.

'~ Party members as a whole .
have felt. frightened by the elec--
tion defeat and the rather spur-
ious calls for unity have over-
whelmed them. There is a fear
that fighting will our
_election chances — a fear soak-
ed up from the media and the
nght of the Party.

COLIN JOHNSTON,
{ delegate from Wallasey

Labour Party

OURS WAS a very weak compo-
site — no more expulsions.
Effectively it accepted the expul-
| sion of the five [Militant edator- .
ial board members]. -

The witch-hunt debate was
taken in three composites — one
about paper sales, one about the
five Militant editorial board
members, \and then ours about
no more e ions. -
| They all fell because of the
block vote — end of story.
- Every vote was a card vote.
The CLPs were 80% solid ag-
‘ainst restrictions, and the chmr'
was worried, so he called for a
card vote.

| The delegate from Liverpool

Walton works in a graveyard.
He made a good speech, saying
that the type of unity on offer
now is the unity of the grave-

yard — lying six feet under and
all facing the same way.

VIDYA ANAND, mem-
ber of London Labour
Party regional executive.

| I AM: VERY encouraged by the
- results of the NEC electrons |
- But the Left has crumbled,
especially in its support for
Heffer. Even Meacher voted for
Kinnock.

 The trial of the Militant edi-
torial board was a dtsgrace
Surely now we must get rid

the bans, proscriptions, and' |
expulsrons we want unity, not
expulsions.

The Partyhastoado pt a pro-
gramme of positive discrimina-
tion for women and ethnic min-
orities. I was the first black
member of the lLondon Regional
Executive. It really is import-
ant that we showtheblackpopu -
lation that we are prepared
fight with them.

<o

the desire to wallow in a sea of - -
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JEREMY CORBYN, MP
for lslington North

- THE LABOUR movement has
got to face up to the fact that

there are three million people out -

of work, there are school-leavers
‘who have never had a job, there
are fewer houses being built than

jever before, and hospltals are

"being closed.

If Labour is to win power
, then we have t0o convince
'people that we can put forward
and carry out policies that will
actually bnng full employment
"and the services that people need.
That cannot be done by a
fudged reform programme. It has-
to be a fundamental restructuring-
of the economy, and a total com-
- mitment on transferring spending
from defence to social objectives.

- I’m concerned that there is a
danger that the Party will try to
fudge its way back into power,
and therefore not be able to deli-
ver on the programme we’ve be
fighting on for the past five years.

The debate on the general
election campaign was rather lim-

ited. It wasn’t at all clear as to

where the for
defeat lay.

I believe ‘it was a product of
- the failure of the Party leadership
to campaign on the policies be-
- fore — and indeed, in some cases,
- during
and the deliberate sabotage of

that campaign by some pe0ple

responsibility

who tried to discredit the Party’s

policy on unilateral disarmament.

HELEN JOHN, Green-
“ham Common Peace
Camp

I FEAR that if Neil Kmnock isn’t
watched, if there isn’t tremen-
dous pressure put on him, he
will actually.
in this country and the Party

activists over disarmament. |
- Neil Kinnock showed an over-

whelming desire to have the:

motion on unilateralism remit-
ted. That’s not a hopeful sign.

I'm not inspired by this leader-

sh1 one little bit.
I think the most unportant,
thm this conference has shown™

18 that CND still has a mass . |

followmg inside the Labour and
‘trade union movement. There
are lots of leaflets being given

. out here for the demonstration

on October 22. It’s important
that there is massive support
from trade unions and Labour
Parties to give a tremendous”
boost to all the CND activists.

" We must keep the Labour.
Party pin _
alist policy. The Labour Party is
. the major political party opposed

~to the weapons, and the trade
union movement has the power
to stop anything
acceptable to the people. |

It is a questmn of making

— the election campaign,

pinned into its unilater-

out the people-

that is un-

the trade unions realise their

- responsibilities. Many of them

‘have passed unilateralist resolu-
tions, but are not doing anything
with them. The- trade unions
should show they really mean
what they say and start taking -
imdustrial action.

TONY BANKS, MP for
Newham North West.

I THINK there’ll be an increas-

ing demand for making the block
vote more accountable.

At the moment, the vote isn’t
being exercise to represent the
views of the rank and file of the
particular unions.

The expulsion of the fve
members of the Mihitant editor-
ial board is a total diverson fram
what the Party should be dang
— fighting the Tories. The fve
have been used as the sacrifices
thrown to thé capitalist wolves.

The Left of the Party must
resist the panic that has set in
among the Right and some sec-
tions of the Left — the idea that
all of our xies have to be
changed because of what hap-
pened on June 9.

The role of the Labour Party is
to set out a programme for soc-
ialist change and campaign
around it — not to keep on adap-
ting it to every movement of
electoral opinion.

.......

“I THINK everyone is happy’’,
said ri ht-wmg MP Donald

Dewar after the leadershtp elec-
tion result.

We're not. And we suspec,t
a féw other people aren’t either.

In 1981, 80-0dd % of the Con-
stituency Labour Parties (CLPs)
voted for Tony Benn as deputy
leader against Dennis Healey.
Neil Kinnock nearly got voted

. off the CLPs section of the NEC.

Rov Hattersley was a no-hoper
h IO 9&-5"& of the CLPs
441&*&5&%

Ve s m"“ Have :be

CLP: swomg miss == ths =t ”
Mo of e L2 v e

for Kooy wouc 10X st

as he cuc or the NS0 o inmime-
eralism. They oo X sacooes
the witch-hunt &s he ooes

But in the leadership escuorn
they were swayed by the Thank

God It’s Not Healey' factor.

In the conference resclutions
on policy, too, there was evid-
ence: of a defensive mood. The

S TAtATR R > T sy 4 2 o S 4
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R i ey 3 3 :
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2R Ry e el ey 5 L \ 2 S 5 2 5 TNy s
al PR N 7 p R A N SRR o o >: R RAc
. - O :
. ) .
. .\

nght wing are now the ones who

argue for rad.lcal shifts in policy.

Why? In 1979-81 the Labour

Party began to transform itself
— away from old practices of
talking left and then doing just
whatever seems realistic with-
in capitalism, and towards
accountablhty and clear commit-
ment.

t

But the transformation stalled

‘because the Left left key areas
almost un-

like economic policy
touched, and didn’t spread the
fight for democracy into the
trade unions enough.

The half-way transformation
meant Labour was not such a
ctuvmcmg alternative to the
Tooes — bat.
——35T wAS IDOSt needed, the
=% samaec —ravelling.

Mi-+ maca—e alarmed at the
mpacanons of what the Left had
achieved, or the prospect of
further clashes with the Right.

Compare Michael Meacher’s
deputy
with Tony Benn’s.

Meacher went out of his way

g

just when deter- -

‘leadership campaign

PR R, X

“to endorse and present himself

as a smtable artner for, Neil

Kinnock. The result may para-

~ doxically have been to lose
Meacher votes. |
Actnnsts convinced by Meach-

er’s line that Kinnock was after
all a good left-winger could then
imagine they could get the best
of a]l worlds by voting Hatters-
ley for deputy. Kinnock as lead-
er would safeguard left-wing
policies;-the combination with

‘Hattersley as deputy would safe-

guard the unity of the Party.

If these same activists had
been reminded firmly that Kin-
nock cannot be relied on to de-
fend any left-wing policy, then

they might have seen it as im-

portant to elect a left-wing
deputy.
“Thank God It’s Not Healey' is

no basis to build a real socmhst

Labour Party.
" Roy
qulte lain that he wants to shift
Party policy in a direction which
would make it an alternative to

Thatcher only in a ‘Thank God

_forever.

Hattersley has made it

By J oy Hurcombe
secretary, Labour CND

ABOUT 3000 people turned out
onto the streets of Brighton just
before the start of Labour Party
*conference, to demand that we
‘stand firm on our policy to scrap

~all nuclear weapons.

. No other issue of this Confer-
ence can raise that level of
support.
The message of this rally and
march was that we will tolerate
'no compromise on the
programme of unilateral nuclear

disarmament, and that includes”

our commitment to get rid of
Polaris.
- All the
contradictions and weaknesses
of the leadership’s presentation
of Party policy on disarmament

at the General Election. The

contributions of Healey, Hatter-
sley, and Callaghan, to rubbish
Party policy, were attacked.

- It was ironic that at thfé time of

-

full .

speakers noted the .

the rally the NEC was meeting

to discuss: their recommenda-
tions on the disarmament reso-

lutions. The TGWU resolution .

which reaffirms Party policy on
nuclear disarma--

ment received only 14 votes to
11 for NEC sup ort '-

unilateral

Kinnock., wanted remission
[i.e. the resolution not voted on,
but sent to the new NEC for a
report-back at next year’s con-
ference}. So the fight is still on.

We will go for the full pro-
gramme, and when we get it
again,

_1 will our new leaders
support and campaign for it? -

happy!

it’s not the Tories’ sense, and -

hardly an alternatlve at all to the

Alhance Neil Kinnock won’t be

much of a brake on him.
That will bring the new lead-
ership into the confhct with the

rank and file — sooner or later.
Both Hattersley and  Kinnock

~have said they wﬂl continue the

witch-hunt amst the left, and
there is no reason to disbelieve
them on this.

While Kinnock and Hatters-'

ley may be satisfied with Allian-
ce-type policies, there is no way
that the rank and file of the lab-

our movement will carry on

through years of slump and
arms race on that basis. .
Yes, the working class is

groggy and downcast at the mo-
ment. But the downturm in
industrial struggle won't last
And when industrial
struggle rises again, and work-

- ing class confidence with it, it
. will be radical socialist policies

that workers look for.
Let’'s prepare for that future
now.

DIANA MINNS secre-

tary of Homsey Labour
Party.

THE conference is going as the
*NEC would wish — but a few of
- the CLPs are starting to fight back
“a little bit against the bureaucratic

.

| chairing of Sam McCluskie.

‘Motions are nodded through
_in a way which suggests that first-

time delegates can’t Yeally know
what’s going on. There really

-~ needs to be a proper introduction

o

_ it has managed

. - —

-to conference for delegates, so
they understand exactly what
they -are doing and an- agreed
procedure whereby thie CLPs are
given equal speaking time with
the . unions and Parllamentary
Labour Party. =

The first session was a big dis-
appointment to almost everyone

{ in the CLPs, I think. And now it

looks as though issues like the

Manchester Wythenshawe won’t

get a full discussion. They'll just

32 nodded through on the final
Y.

' KEN LIVINGSTONE,

leader of the Greater

London Council.

YOU'VE got the danger of the
party slipping into a repeat of
1963, where a charismatic leader
is elected and the emphasis is on
that particular individual.

- The desire to win after a long:
period in opposifion becomes so

“strong that the policy issues get

;_fudged Of course it might lead to,
‘winning an electic 4, but then the:
problems start if the policies
‘aren’t straight.

That’s why we have to battle
very hard now for accountability
of the Shadow Cabinet to the
Parliamentary Labour Party. It’s
no good having MPs accountable
to their constituency if there is no
control of the Cabinet.

We’ve got to be absolutely
‘clear about our economic policy

too. ‘Unless we can get stralght
the point about who i8 going to

} . pay for Labour’s programme, we

open the way for our policies
being npped to shreds in the elec-
tion campalgn If the Labour
Party isn’t prepared to tackle the
question of centrol of capital and
control of the banks agd finance
houses then it’s quite Jikely ‘that
the skilled working class voters
who voted for Thatcher_ will not
come back.

They won’t come back if they
thing Labour’s programme 1is
going to be paid for out of . even

- more taxation.

We have to say that we will

use the wealth of the City to

~ rebuild the welfare state. -

-~ It’s important to bear in mind
that the CLP delegates here were
overwhelmingly in favour of the
| Heffer-Meacher ticket, but half of
them were mandated to vote for
Hattersley and over 90% of them
for Kinnock. We are now in the
quite odd position where there
was more support for the hard
left from the MPs than the CLPs.
There are valuable Ilessons
here; we have failed to carry the
most advanced layer of union

- activists with us.

BRIAN WEST Labour
Campaign for Gay Rights

THE LABOUR Campaign for
Gay Rights is here to make sure
that the Labour Party doesn’t
backtrack on any of the policies
d to form of gay
‘rights over the past few years.

It is also here to make sure
that. any new policies adopted
are not ‘discriminatory against
gays and lesbians.

The CLPs have been giving
us a good deal of support, espe-
cially from the left, where we al-
‘ready have somethmg of a base.
We have found that the trade
unions are ‘more reactmnary
though.

The election of Kmnock is no
step forward for gay rights in the
Pa:ty He says that .the Party
should be working to improve
the lot of blacks and women, but
at no point has he said that the
Party should be helping lesbians
and gay men.

He builds his whole image on
Kinnock the family man — ar-
ound the family unit. We've got
to persuade him that he’s ignor-
ant about the policies the Lab-
our Party stands for and about
the oppression of lesbians and

gay men.
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" THE NEC [National Executive

Committee) results are the best

thing we’ve had so far, I think, |
but they’re not as good as we

could have had.

We’ve obviously got to fight
very hard to retain the policies

of unilateral nuclear disarma-
ment and coming out of the
Common Market, and to make

the economic policy more
socialist. | .
One thing I do agree with

Kinnock about is that we’ve got -
to turn the Party into a camp-
aigning party. But “'we can’t |

separate campaigning from the
policy. We've
two together. -
And we can’t go out and cam-
paign successfully while expul-
sions are going on. There won't

be unity in the Party while we

kegp expelling people. |
FRAN FAULKNER,
Coventry South East
CLP delegate |

THE VOTE against the only

-motion opposing the sale of
council houses, and the vote to :
remit one in favour of sales, are
part of the trend in the Labour

Party to go for what seems to be
ular |

\. The leadership. don’t seem to

see council housing as part of
the welfare state which is being

wfwaﬁackson'-

are even more drastic

than the attacks on the NHS.

Selling council houses affects

[council] Direct Labour Organis-
ations [DLOs], who are now
being forced to make - profits.
That profit is being used to
hold down the rents. .
In Coventry the council had
decided to freeze the rents. But
it's paid for by scraping back
money from the accounts which
should be used for housing re-

airs. |
Council house sales aren’t

seen as privatisation until it is -
shoved under people’s noses

| Once again

Once you buy your council

and DLOs are being priced out
of a job. -

house, you rely on private

builders, not the DLO. In Coven-
try, the DLO has taken a 16%

cut in bonus to

o try to win a con-

When people talk about the
~welfare state, housing is always.

, or forgotten. But housing is
the centre of virtually every-
thing. |

Take education. If you live on
an estate and it's run down,
what are the chances of your

children, when they go to
. school and are given ho ~

ework,

being able to do it? -

" The NHS is overburdened

with people who are suffering
because of the conditions they
work in. They go to doctors with
bronchitis, eye infections, rhu-

matism — all the things that are

aggravated or caused by

bad
housing conditions. '

Look at the number of batter- -

ed wives and children where the

chief cause is bad living condi- °
tions, and the same for children |

being taken into car. |
Bad housing causes misery
and puts undue stress on the

social services. .

BUB CR YER,. former MP

for Keighley

ON MONDAY the Labour Party

conference was a sad le
— five Labour Party members

being expelled following
unparalleled witch-hunt by the

right wing, in tacit conspiracy

with the gutter press whose:

pages they s0 often use.

y p
a triumph for Kinnock. He had
better not believe it.
Expelling is not the

wEY L0 success

got to bring the

-
-

an

|

-~ Editorial Board. -

|
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IN a chilled atmosphere the NEC

-held their ‘‘trial’’ of the Militan

Mechanically the appe
were: processed and then, des-
pite a brave attempt from Alex
Lyon to get-a debate, chair Sam

McCluskie rammed through a

vote.

When the show of hands

for the reinstatement of Peter
Taaffe looked uncomfortably
close, McCluskie shouted Card
Vote, and then the big block
votes of the unions moved to

- force through expulsions.

-

'The atmosphere of resent-
ment and suspicion of the tnion
leaders using hundreds of thous-

ands of block votes to decide on

issues that the CLPs will have to
pay the price for increased as
the roll call of shame felled the
hopes of the Militant 5 and the

hopes of the left, and the hopes
of turning outwards to fight the
Tories free of witch-hunts dis-

appeared. |

Jim Mortimer’s
defence of the five expulsions
added nothing to the case. He
relied heavily on emphasising
the legality of the process,
mixing this with pseudo-

rationalisations of how Marxism
- is only now -acceptable if it is

-

THE 1983 conference re-
minds me very clearly of the
1963 Labour Party confer-
ence, when I was a delegate.
That was a conference

~after two or three years of

quite serious left/right battles
in the Labour Party. There
was a certain war-weariness.

A new generation of Labour

Lefts, or people- who had a left-

wing background, dike Harold
Wilson and Richard Crossman,
came in to halt the process of
radicalisation. )
They won, the leadership, and

- Wilson came 'in 1963 with two :

messages. One was the white heat
of the technological revolution,
which was a way of avoiding all

difficult issues like nationalisa-

—_ oy ——

- tion, socialism, and the rest, and

~ the other was unity. |
‘ The emotive appeal for unity
~had the effect of derailing the left
| completely, and it took the Lab-~

“our Party substantially to the

right in the following decade.
~ Kinnock, it seems to me, is
bent on taking the Labour Party

. massively to the right. He makes
. no secret of it. What is interesting
is the - role being played by

sections of the Left in apologising

away in the
ing Star! | |
- But Mortimer never once -
-explained where the expulsions
‘were going to take the Party.

sophisticated

b

THE DEBATE on the witch-
“hunt was held in closed session

on Monday afternoon. .
A solid formation of almost all

the major unions confirmed the

witch-hunt on all fronts. |
~ The expulsion of the Militant
editorial hoard was confirmed.
The ban on Militant paper sales
was confirmed. A resolution

calling for no more expulsions

was voted down.

This is how two delegates -

saw the debate.

tame, ineffective and locked
pages of the Morn-

And everyone who is serious
about Labour, and its chance of
being the political voice of a
working class fighting the Tories
knew that he had not answered
that question. |

As Colin Johnston asked the

conference, how did the Labour

- Party gain from expelling Nye

Bevan? No answer came from
those whose hands grip their
block votes and little else: and

- despair from those in the CLPs -

who know they have to fight the .

- Tories at the grassroots, and pay

the Wilson show 2|

the _whc')le- area of prefigurative |

JOHN PALMER, a wel
spoke to John Bloxam

for that process. :
I am thinking particularty of
the currents around Marxism To-

‘day and the Labour Coordinating

Committee:. = = -

I’'m -all for a revision of poliey.
Some of the policies are totally
antiquated and out of date. They
-relate neither ‘to an electoralist
strategy nor, certainly, to a class
struggle strategy.

But this is being used to carry
the Labour Party into ground ai-
ready occupied by the centre.

- From that point of view I think it

is bound to fail. And-Kinnock
‘does not have this deus ex mach-

- ina of the white heat of the tech-
- nological revolution which looked

like a solution to the problems of
- British capitalism in 1963. )

I think what was most striking
about the CLPs was the massive

-vote for Hattersley and Kinnock

in the leadership election.

would be difficult to see the aver-
age CLP swallowing it. -

But I think the basic orienta-
tion of the CLPs is back towards
the centre-right middle ground.

Building in the workplace

" ‘involved could not be kept.' up,

she said, without the support it
is getting from local Labeour
Parties. She thought the possib-
ilities of involving women would .
be . greater in workplace .
branches, but at present Wal- -
worth Road has only 38 branches
registered.
Victimised UCW. .
Alan Fraser told how young
people had been brought into
his workplace branch who had

- ting

- Of course one woald expect -
the CLPs not to vote for the -
expulsion of Militant, which ic

. such -a specious operation that it

militant *

the price for the action agreed at
secret meetings of the St.
Ermin’s group. |

Russell Tuckin a
~designed to stir puddings than
conferences struggled to con-
- vince the CLPs (the core of the

speéch more’
opposition to this dirty man-

hunt, because there were no
witches involved and -anyway

- oeuvre) that there was np witch-

Militant were not being expelled-

for their ideas.

The true Hyde of Mortimer’s
Dr. Jekyll was exposed by Jack

'
’

The uhionsJ 'have 40%
. and MPs 30%.

I-known Marxist writer,

of abandening any serious
struggle for socialist politics.

I think the reason for that is
that there is in the short run a
contradiction between electoral-

~1sm, and electoral advantage, and

what is actually required by the

state of the struggle against That-

‘cherism. The kind of policies
- needed to mobilise the movement
“against Thatcher may in the short

run be electorally difficult to sell.

which in a period of crisis cannot
be escaped, and the real test of

socialists in the Labour Party is
~ which they put first — chasing the
chimera of electoralism, or put-
class

forward relevant
struggle politics. |
~ They’ve opted for electoral-
ism. And, that conveyor belt will
take them, whatever their subjec-
tive intentions, to the right.

I believe there needs to be a

drastic look at the whole question

of what a socialist economic strat-
egy is. I'm particularly interested-
in initiatives from the bottom up-
wards in the construction of eco-
nomic policy — workers’ plans —

Socialist Organiser for pushing
workplace branches at Labour

“Party conference. He thought

workplace branches had to be an
integral part of the Labour Party
and not just an afterthought with
no real say in the Labour Party.

'They are important not just in
Pprotecting the

Labour Party
against Tebbit’s attacks on

"~ funds but also for political devel-

opment.

~ In the North East some ship-

- . But that is a contradiction

| - . union = struggles, ors
. sl i i nd the health serv-:
That is 1evealed by their willing- < * joo o hoyaiay SRR
- ness to vote for the centreright
dream ticket. It was another way

“quintessentially

Straw. With his eye firmly on a

- future shadow cabinet seat, as
- one of Neil Kinnock’s ‘‘bright .
‘'young men’’, he openly blurted

out what all the right-wing in the
Party want.

“‘Militant does not belong in

- the Labour Party’’ and ‘‘they are

not the only ones’’. |

A catchword at Conference |

this week has been “‘unity’’, but

the actions of the NEC and trade
union magnates will only open

up more divisions ‘within the

Y

weight in the electoral colleges, the CLPs 30%,

- Unions CLPs MPs  Total
Leader } | | . |
Neil Kinnock 726%  91.5% 493%  71.27%

. Roy Hattersley 27.2% 1.9% 26.1%  19.29%

Eric Heffer - 0.1% 66%  143%  £.30%
Peter Shore | 0.1% 0% 10.3% 3.14%
Deputy leades R | | | : |
'Roy Hattersley 88.1%  51.0% 55.7% . 67.27%
Michael Meacher - 11.8% 47.8% 294% - 27.89%
Denzil Davies - 0% 0.8% 10.9% - 3.53%
‘Gwynneth Dunwoody  0.1% 0.3% 4.0% 1.32%

socialist politics, politicising trade -

.

ice and housing...

All of that revision of policy
can be used as an excuse to dump
principled commitments — or it
- can be used as a means to advance

struggles.and politicise them.
On the EEC, I don’t regard
withdrawal as a socialist policy, so

1t doesn’t distress, me that the

NEC are abandoning it

democratising

It’s always struck me as

. bizarre that the Treaty of Rome is |
as

correctly,
capitalist . and
reactionary, and the structures of

described, quite

‘the EEC as anti-socialist, in a way
“that implies that the monarchy

and the British state and the
House ‘of Lords and so on are in
Some more progressive category.

‘We have to recognise the inev-

itable integration of capitalism on
an international scale. There is the
: emerging material basis for a

- European - working-class socialist -
strategy — a material basis creat-

ed by the integration of capital-

The issue is not withdrawal or
not-withdrawal. That is something

for the future, depending on the ¥
‘balance of forces in an unpredict- g ..
able situation where there could |f
be workers’ governmeiits in one

or other European country in isol-

~ation from the rest.

The issue now is the construc-

at the highest level throughout
the Community, women’s rights,
anti-racism, etc. .

None of this means that we

should not have policies for exec-"

ution on a national basis too. But
to counterpose the two is actually
to end up in bed with the British.
state and the Union Jack. |

- -I think the position that the: .
Labour Party took on the Falk-: !

lands was prepared for years by

- the capitulation to nationalism

tion of a European socialist alter-

_ native strategy, based on the mob-
_ ilisation around the peace move-
ment, around the unemployment:
> 1ssue, the maximisation of bene- -
- fits" and social security payments

Y
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CEeNnsors

Reg Race spoke at a fringe
meeting with Ken Loach on
‘Questions of Leadership’

KEN Loach’s films, ;vhich
were commissioned by Chan.
nel Four, have been prevent-

-ed trom being shown because

of the activities of right-wing ~

- Labour Party supporters.

There  are no legal problems
about showing Ken Loach’s films,
it is simply that prominent right-
wingers in - the Labour Party
— like Frank Chapple of the
EETPU — believed that it would

- be disadvantageous for them to

be shown walking out of inter-
views in these films. |
Ken Loach’s films discussed

‘questions of leadership; and they

identified problems which exist in

‘the trade union movement.

It is perfectly plain to any
reasonable - socialist that some-

. times trade union leaders and the

TUC are willing .to undermine
industrial disputes. L |

. This certainly happened dur-'
ing the ASLEF dispute in 1982,
and, in a less extreme form, in the
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