A DEFENCE OF THE LABOUR PARTY AGAINST SOME OF IT'S FRIENDS:
( The following is the inaugural speech given by Arun Chandran on becoming

 President of the Bishop Auckland Constituency Labour Party in March, 1987 Age 29)
I would like to express thanks and appreciation to Dennis for his work as past President, and as a Party Delegate to Annual Conference. He is modest, able and has executed the duties of his Office in a manner which has gained respect from all quarters. I ask you to join me in expressing our thanks to Dennis ( lead applause ).
There are some in our Party - and I refer to " Militant supporters and sympathisers " who repeatedly say:
" Better that the Labour Party never win another election than it abandon Socialist Principles."
They pursue an ethic of ultimate ends rather than an ethic of responsibility, they do not believe in political action - which is indeed compromise, even though it can be a creative compromise, to build a better future. They believe instead in moral gestures and demonstrations. They appear before the people but they are not of the people.
The ethic of ultimate ends in politics is, at best, the phariseeism latent in pacifism; at its worst, it is the ruthlessness of Stalinism.
They judge things by what is said, more than by what is done.
The ultimate absurdity of this kind of political style of behaviour I think could aptly be called " student politics." The style of the amateur. In other words they avoid the real political work, wanting only a doctrine and a cause.
It is the style of those who think more of building the new Jerusalem, in England's green and pleasant land, than of the more humdrum, limited but immediate benefits which actually winning an election might bring to the electorate.
" Student politics " is the politics of affirmation, groups must be got whatever their nominal purpose, to affirm certain principles, or their stand on each and every great issue of the day.
Such a process of affirmation is quite endless. A judgement has to be made on everything of any conceivable importance.
And this affirmation usually carries with it a certain arrogance that they have a particular right to be heard being " politically pure and uncorrupted ! "
Their attitude to politics is like the coy maid before marriage, they dart between fears too deep and hopes too high.
There is almost nothing, that can do less harm or good, to man or beast, or which has less political power, than the student politics of Militant.
The making of gestures becomes an end in itself.
You know, the person who treats everything as a matter of principle, cannot be happy with politics. Whoever says " we must never compromise our ideals " is either dooming himself to frustration, or pledging himself to authoritarianism. By all means let us never compromise a genuine ideal, true equality or social justice perhaps, but the person who speaks the language of absolute demands, must be made to realise that these things are gainable or reliquishable in a multitude of different ways.
It is said that someone once asked :Abraham Lincoln, why he looked so sad and yet so wise ?  He replied: " because I know I can't get everything I want."
The Labour Party, in the wake of its electoral defeat in 1969....was thought to be in the midst of a unique crisis. Week after week, for almost two years, members of the Party seemed to be tearing themselves to pieces, with very little need for outside help.
Quarrels continued, and still do, between those who spoke of going back to first principles of socialism, and those who spoke of revisionism and modernisation.
Both   sounded  as doctrinaire as the other, both talked  in   terms   of   the   true  constitution of   the   Party,  and  both  claimed   to   express  the  true nature  and   history  of  the  movement.
There is something almost comic in the belief, that there is a left or right, of which either one or the other must and can win a clear victory if the Party is to survive or to win elections.
The Labour Party has always found its support in all sorts of different places. It never has been a Party of a single doctrine, and even if that doctrine is called socialism, there are in fact many socialist doctrines.
The main motivating power has always been to get more representation of organised labour in Parliament. The labour movement is a remarkably wide coalition both of ideals and interests, held together by a common sense of injustice arising out of the monopoly of power once held by the Conservative and Liberal Parties, and their lack of sympathy or response to working class needs.
At no time was the Labour Party ever truly socialist, a Party of a single doctrine. In concluding my address to you let me say this:
The  atrocious  crime  of  being  a  young  man  I will  attempt  neither  to  palliate  nor deny.
I have been accused, by some, of being too enthusiastic, to them I have this to say:
Every  man   is  enthusiastic  at  times one man has enthusiasm for thirty minutes,  another  has it for thirty days, but it is the man who has enthusiasm for thirty years, who makes a success of life nothing great was ever achieved without enthusiasm.
To  our  younger members:
The philosophers have only interpreted the world in various ways, the point however is to change it. If you want your dreams to come true, you must first wake up, and face reality.
Finally,   factions   are   selfish   and   divisive,
they   are   also   inevitable,   and   can  only  be eliminated at the cost of eliminating liberty itself. Under my Presidency, they can and will be...restrained.
The knowledge of all human beings is limited, and for any one group of them to think that they have the key to all human problems, is presumptuous and absurd.
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