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. Moderately what?

"When two paupers lie together, ,
nalig beggar is born. ®
Turkish folk-s;;ing =

o4 Ta!k otcnal.itions and PR is a form of escapism. It is an attempt to
- find instant solutions for our problems without digging into the causes.
It ignocres pplitical history, economic theory, and experience.

1) ‘The "middle" in both pat'ties have in fact set the tone of politics
and policy for the past thirty odd years. They cannot deny paternity
g for t.helr child This is at the rOot of our problema. FENY

2 2) The "mixed economy“,‘ so-caned, has not worked, but baa led to
inereasing erisis as it ate into savings, investment; fixed and working;
capitaliand social capital'stock.” This process was not immediately
apparent, ‘but has predictably proven cumulative when symptonss were
tackled while the ill was ignored.

- The socialists who promised that the mired economy of 1945 /51 was"
~ more or less their ''final demand'' now set out to' benefit from its failure
(viz. Green papers, particularly on new industrial pohcy) and counsel -
 "more of the same' ‘as the only cure for ills brought on by their medicine.
' Conservatives cannot stand on the unworkable mish-mash inherited :
irom Butler and Luacmillan They must offer aomething workable.
3) ‘It is commonplace ot British pontica.l acience that the two (or even :
more than two) party systems can work mly insofar as there exists "
wide common ground between' the parties, and that it could not work
if this"common ground ‘did not exist.  Yet our problems are related to
. the decline in common ground, ' caused by the Conservatives' move
. towards the ''middle ground'_‘— which encouraged the Labout lefttopull . =
. its' pn.rty leftward. ' With common ground, a coalition'is mnecessary e Satsaf
‘ with Inauﬂicient comxi’\on 'ground, 'a coalition is'impossible. = "'

s
11 - 3% UL TR S e PN S ok L e A I P T S B Byg Al '.‘_-,"",'\"
1_‘ M h i G 4 FEAE T8 o ST I kg AL L SR P o
L IR L TP W e i AR At wa o ol v Y
N -;t‘.f“ﬂ? ﬁ¢ Bt ':"'.'.i:"‘ Taa R % e - = ¥ .
¥ P



g -

4) 'I'be argument is sométimes presented that both parties while in"
gavernment wished and tried to operate correct’policies,” but have on
=each ‘occasion been prevented from doing 50 by the*opposition, i.e. both
g parties while in ppposition. Hence, - the argument continues - if the

* moderates of both parties formed'a government, nieasures would be'
undertaken and carried through. When you. look cloaer, thia argument
has many serious ﬂaws. : .

T

a) If both parties are so 1rresponaible, dinhoneat nnd ahort—slghted
ae to oppose on grounds of narrow and shorf-terni’party benéfit measures
they believed to be nedessary, what reason is. there'to believe that'a
temporary shifting coalition of these flaneurs will be*any less dishonest,
short-sighted and narrow in dedling with the whole range of problems

* which modern British government must face?

" b) What exactly are Labout 'moderates'! moderate about? What *

distinguished a "moderate" socialist (if that is not'a‘contradietion in

- tekms) from an immoderate one, apart from assessment of speed?.
'Were the Clay Cross act, the destruction of grammar schools,’ whole-
hearted support for the miners in 1971 /2, including their blockade of
power stations, Healey s measures, down to taxing of employers' BUPA~
cm‘trad.lchms Benn and Castle encouragement of sit-ins in factories
and hospitals moderate? "Surely the moderate 15 judged by howvhe acts”
tmder Mire, not by what he says in t.he smoking room or wash-rbom i

: c) ‘Can one be "moderate” or "extreme" in one's’ diagnosle, which

must surely precede policy prescription. Is i somehow "moderate"

to beneve that it is wage and price increases which cause inflation -

as dlstinct from _symptomising it? Is it "immoderate” to hold, with

most of the world’s economists,  that inflation’is a‘menetary’phenomenon,

and hence must be tackled by mwemry methods,” ‘not by’ trying to'stippress
© the sumptoms? Surely, if the "‘monetarist" (read ‘economist) analysis

is correct, then prices and incomes policies can’only lead to worse

inflation as well as heightenned social tensions. “Could'a "moderate"

wish to bring about inflation and tension? . J

- d Iam cautious about believidigg in "moderate" socialists, ‘as distinct
from cautious ones. But what is a moderate Conservative? ' and what is

an "immoderate Conservative"?' Is it immoderate to turn a critical eye
on the workings of the mixed economy and welfare state, to ask if the
betterment enjoyed by many, but not all during the fifties and sixties was
indeed the result of the mixed economy and welfate state and not inspite
of them? 'Is it "immoderate" to ask whether the policies of the sixties
were not bound ineluctably to produce the ills of the ‘seventies? In other
words, is it immoderate to question anything WR-M takes for granted? o
Is it immoderate Conservatism to show the contradictions between
various expedients undertaken in the name of the consensus? Can what
-is unworkable be truly moderate or expedient?
'Was the Industrial Relations Act moderate Conservatism? If so, why did not
moderate socialists give it a good word? Is confrontation moderate? If so,
what is hnmoderate?

' Was giving in to the UCS, moderate? Wa s printing money moderate? Was
: demonetratively hitting at the proper,ty,mnrket ‘modonta?
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.e), Surely what the public wants is not a stage army of moderates but
reallstlc workable policies which appeal to reason and reasonably
ennghtanned self-interest, which a government can expect & reasonable
opposition to follow, i.e.  the government will appeal to reasonable moderate

. people.in the country and in the opposition party to support reasonable

policies, and the reasonable moderate men in the opposition " will
either carry. their party with them, Or prove to be in a minority in their
party, which will thereby forfeit the support of the reasonable moderate
people among the voters, That is to say, if.the reasonable'moderate |

nothelpanyway LBl Skt e S

" people are a majority in both parties, they will not.need a coalition in

order to act reasonably and moderately. If they are not a majority,
or lack the moral qualities to.act as they beljeve, then a coalition wm
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5) Many arguments agalnst dhe cmstjtuency electoml aystem prelented
by or. to Conservatives are in face implicitly a.rﬁument.a against the piu'ty
system tout court and against Conservatism. . The. cmatituency electoral
and two-party system worked will here for the best part of three centunies.
That does not of itself mean that it still works well, but the onus is

surely on those who demand change to show what it is in present circum=
stances which makes the system unworkable.. Minm'ity parties - Irish,
Laboulr, Liberals - - are no.novelty to British cmstituti.mal h.tstgy.“'l‘ha
syster did not lead to extremism,. What has'c hanged, ifar 7. And
if it is the leftward drift of the Conservatives, surely the answer is not .

to Bive up the system, but Testore yision to the Cmsemtive party o

The argument that only PR or some other system will obviate control

by leftwingers is flawed. In the first place, oontrol by leftwingers of

a minority voée labour party came about as a result of Conservative
failure and loss of nerve and credibility. If Conservative nerye and
credibility are restored, they will win back their lost votes (Liheral

and Scottish National and abstentions), If they do not, there is no reason
for. beliw!rur that the "Moderate" socialists will join them at the risk of
aphttlng their own party, and having to give up so many items of faith.

For the point is that the Conservatives could get all the votes they need
for majority government under the present system, leaving the Labour
party to split, under the effect of deieat, with one half looking tawards
the. Liberals an s _ RN

But :iiany of the Cmseraatives who have espoused what they call electoral
reform (I question the term's validity) wish to move away from parjy
government to coalitions, and generally disfavour Conservative policies

anyway,
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n) 1t strangthens the h&ld of the party mac.hlne, wbich decides“m list. |

& ,,'I‘he ust is nﬂn up of safe people,,tlmo-serwrs, eppunﬁtim
of the various vested interests,. Anyone who mlabehnes, A.e. uses his.

"""""

brains o= conscience, -is firopped next dime. roun‘d R =y
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...b). - the system leads to a.proliferation of partiea., and.ﬂma perpetuates
the need for ccalitions, slnce no pn.rty gets a ma.jcrlty. b s

" o). the coalition system produced by PR. - with nm&mm eieeuma
barring, totnl prolmgned cirsis - produces unstable gonrnmanta sinca

_ the minor partners tip the bidance and can bwing the majority from a

coalition built round one major partner to one built round the other. This |

leads to horse-irading, subordination of principles to party expediency
and coalition arithmetic; undermines the credibility of party politics,
thereby strengthens exiremégst movements, since the. otlar ﬂa.nk presses
on the next closest and so on. :

_. d) itlacks the will to take unp opu].ar roeasures,

. ¢) the state of Israel began its life with the PR ayatem. Bon-Gurim T

a;nd many other leading persanalities soon decided that the polltieal and

moral corruption and total instability and purposelessness of government =

it creates, generated the need for electoral reform, along something
similar to British lines. The machine was too well entrenched for this
to happen. -

6) The advantage of the alternateé government system is that parties lie
fallow in opposition, learn from experience, create new policies. In
the permanent coalition, parties become sterile, the only new thinking
and public awareness occurs outside the governmental parties, on the
fringes of politics or outside.

7) We are blaming the party system for shortcomings of those whosshould

work it. We need boldness, clarity, consistency. Those whose economic

philospphy makes nonsense of so-cidled incomes policy, cannot honestly

present it as a companion of monetary policy, the less s0 when their
prospective partner, Healey, presents cuts in government expenditure

as an alternative to his incomes policy, not as a prior prerequisite.
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8) Each party is a coklition already. In Lnbour's case they have, at

,' ~ least, learned to discuss their differences openly. The Conservatives

have yet to learn how to share their views with the public on issues where .
they differ, though everyone knows that they differ.” This is a considerable
weakness. It debilitates party intellectual life; it undermines their
intellectual appeal and their credibility as a party and as people. Paper
should be used for writing ideas on, not papering over cracks.

But if the Conservative party is crippled by its inability to discuss
differences over the limited range inside the party, what kind of
intellectual purpose will remain in a broader coalition, where every

subject will be taboo. Once again, the cutting edge of thought will
move elsewhere.
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