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Rank and File conference: tell Callaghan

JAMES CALLAGHAN has
predictably denounced the
call by the Scottish area con-
ference of the mineworkers’
union for a big trade union
campaign to force the Tories
to an early general election.
Using ‘industrial muscle
for political ends’, he claims,
is undemocratic. Instead he

promises a ‘fierce fight’
against the Tories... in
parliament.

So when inflation is at 20%
and there are two million
unemployed (as even the
Treasury forecasts), the
working class is to listen to
‘Today in Parliament’ on the
radio and hope to hear Call-
aghan give Thatcher a good
thrashing.

The ruling class does not
restrict itself to Parliament.
There was no ballot-box de-
cision in 1976 when the IMF
ordered the Labour govern-
ment to adopt a programme
of cuts. Nor in 1964 when,
according to Wilson, financ-
ial speculators and bankers
dictated Labour’s policies.

So why should we fight
with one hand tied behind
our backs?

Callaghan knows that the
working class will soon have
to fight against the after-
effects of the Tory budget as
Britain nose-dives into re-
cession. And he knows that
this could create the kind of
explosive  clashes that
brought down the Heath gov-
ernment and gave the left in
the unions and the Labour

YES, WE'LL

STRIKE AT
THE TORIES

party a tremendous boost.
Callaghan plays up the
role of parliament at the ex-
pense of the industrial
struggle. He doesn’t want
the industrial struggle to
‘get political’ if that means
developing the politics of
class war, politics based on

the working class’s capacity
to fight its exploiters.
Instead he wants the un-
ions to stick to their existing
politics, his own politics, the

politics of parliamentary
manoeuvre, of corrupting
contempt for  workers’

struggles, and of kow-towing

to capitalism.

Under the last Tory
government, industrial mili-
tancy snowballed. But it
never broke through the
membrane of reformism;
it never set its own political
perspectives, different from
the parliamentary horizons

provided by Wilson and Call-
aghan. The widespread dis-
illusion with the Parliament-
ary Labour leadership was
never positively transcended
by an all-round political
alternative.

We need to set a political
perspective for industrial
militancy, including:

Hours

B Automatic cost-of-liv-
ing protection for wages

B Cut hours, not jobs —
under workers’ control and
with no loss of pay

B Nationalisation without
compensation and under
workers’ control

B Expand social services.
Make the bosses pay. Mill-
ions for hospitals, not a
penny for ‘defence’. Nation-
alise the banks and financial
institutions without compen-
sation.

B Unity of black and

white workers in struggle
against capitalism. Purge
racism from the labour
movement. Win labour
movement support for black
self-defence. End all im-
migration controls.
Democracy and
accountability at all levels
and in all sections of the
labour movement. Regular
election and right of recall
over full-time trade union
officials, who should be paid
the average wage of the
workers they represent.
Automatic re-selection pro-
cedure for Labour MPs;
election of the Labour Party
leader by conference.

Rally

The ‘Defend the Unions’
Rank and File conference in
Manchester this weekend
(23rd) will be an important
rallying point for those who
want to fight on the industr-
ial front. But, judging from
past such conferences under
th: same political aegis (the
Socialist Workers’ Party), it
will fall into the trap of call-
ing for more militancy, for
stronger shop floor and
trade union organisation,
while taking more or less
for granted that the ideas of
the movement, its politics,
will do.

Having sobered up after
its disastrously blind mili-
tancy-shouting of 1974-6,
the SWP will probably stress
the need for patient, detailed
work in the unions and fact-
ories. Rightly so. But this
emphasis should not be used
to postpone the political
issues as ‘too advanced’.

As long as industrial mili-
tants leave the politics to
Callaghan and his gang of
parliamentary twisters, the
industrial = militancy itself
will be fettered. In response
to Callaghan, we must both
organise industrially and
take up the fight against
Callaghan’s political leader-
ship. Every trade union
branch and every Labour
Party GMC should condemn
Callaghan’s declaration and
start working out its own
plans for action.
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Last Saturday [16th]
136 delegates and
89 visitors attended
a London labour
movement confer-
ence on councils
and the cuts. [For
report see page 12].
JOHN O°'MAHONY
reviews the issues
raised in the con-
ference deba'te.

AT THE conference a divi-
sion emerged between two
Pperspectives for the labour
| movement in the coming
period.

On the one side, a per-
spective of class struggle,
which uses the positions of
strength already held by the
labour movement on local
councils and elsewhere to
mobilise for a serious fight-
back against the Tory off-
ensive. On the other side, a
perspective which makes
preserving positions on coun-
cils the priority, by a policy of
‘riding the punches’ of the
Tory government. -

This was most. crassly ex-
pressed by Chartist Mike
Davis with the sage motto,
‘A bird in the hand is worth
" two in the bush’.

The division emerged ar-
ound a resolution from Work-
ers’ Action supporters (back-
ed in the conference by some
Labour Party supporters of
Socialist Challenge). 1t was
not a stark proposal for an
utterly inflexible commit-
ment never under any circ-

Even a revolutionary group
of councillors might have no
alternative but to comply, to
some degree, with the poli-
cies of a central government
which it could scarcely hope
to overthrow with its own
efforts. A stark ‘never’ to
rate rises would be a pro-
gramme for wholesale with-
drawal from local govern-
ment by the labour move-
ment.

But the resolution did att-
empt to commit the confer-
ence to a repudiation of the
role which Labour-controlled
councils normally fill, of
tamely ' participating in the
administration of bourgeois
society according to the
bourgeois norms and where
‘necessary’ cutting against
the grain of working class
interests. It called for a
commitment to struggle by

umstances to raise rates.

WILL L
TH

IGHT

left Labour councillors “and
councils, while realistically
taking into account the poss-
ibility of defeat.

Yet in the discussion the
opponents of the Workers’
Action resolution insisted on
distorting its meaning and
caricaturing it. Their argu-
ments were directed not ag-
ainst what it said but against
a position of immediate
showdown at all costs and
blanket opposition to any
rate rises, ever, under any
circumstances. The worst of
these false polarisations was
made by Mike Davis.

Yet before the conference
there was seemingly some
political agreement between
Workers' Action and the
Chartists. . Geoff Bender,
another leader of the Chart-
ist tendency, wrote in the
special Socialist Organiser
supplement before the con-
ference:

“Faced with the certainty

" of future cuts, the policy of

rate increases offers no way
Jorward. Neither the necess-
ary sums of money ecan be
Jound, nor the potential sup-
port mobilised... Two things
are needed: firstly, in every
area of council services — in
employment, housing, trans-
port, education, and social
services — the left must be
able to put forward policies
capable of mobilising the
working  class: council
tenants, local workers, con-
sumers of services. They
must be policies geared to
the needs of working people.
Only this way can existing
services and jobs be de-
fended.

“Secondly, the isolation of
local councillors must be
overcome. Links must be
built...”’

‘The difference  between
Workers’ Action’s resolution
and Geoff Bender’s formula-
tion was that Bender ex-
pressed an opinion and was
prepared to leave it like that;
Workers' Action expressed a
similar opinion and tried to
commit the conference, in-
cluding. the various ‘left’
councillors, to gct according
to it.

Such a commitment meant
a beginning to the work of
organising to draw practical
conclusions from general left
ideas; the beginning of the
necessary polarisation be-
tween those who are clear in
their own minds that they are
going to fight and those only
prepared to indulge in left
talk.

The caricaturing of Work-
ers’ Action’s position made
It possible to continue to
avoid both practical coinmi:.
ment to struggle and a de-
cision not to struggle. The
Chartist tendency reflected
the vacillations and contra-
dictions in the conference,
obstructing a clear commit-

ABOUR
CUTS

Labour councils had to look
to their commitments to
maintain jobs and services
(a bird in the hand, etc.) Yes,
throughout the country Lab-
our councils will be quite
willing to discharge these re-
sponsibilities, in collabora-
tion with the Tory govern-
ment and on its terms! The

WORKERS ACTION'S RESOLUTION

THIS CONFERENCE believes
that a Council’s job is not to
off-load the ‘present crisis,
particularly in local govern-
ment finance and services,
onto the backs of the working
class, either through cutting
back on jobs or services or
through rent and rate rises.

Instead, this Conference be-
lieves that the best way to
meet the crisis is by united
action, linking Labour Counc-
ils, Labour Parties, Trade
Unions, and Community Org-
anisations, to force those re-
sponsible to foot the bill. Such
action should form an escalat-
ing campaign, leading up to
industrial action and councils
refusing to pay debt charges,
with the aim of forcing central
government to provide more
funds.

The campaign
involve: .

B A fight to commit labour
movement organisations to a
policy of:

® nationalisation, without
compensation of the banks and
financial institutions; the re-
moval of the burden of inter-
est charges on local author-
ities; and the abolition of thg
cash limits system. )

® giving full and automatic
support to any local councils,
and other labour movement
bodies, conducting a fight ag-
ainst cutbacks and rent and
rate rises. This support must
also be extended to local auth-

should

“ority workers fighting to im-

prove their pay and cond-

itions.

B A campaign to secure the
maximum support for the pro-
posed [Labour Party] Greater
-London Regional Council spon-

sored Conference scheduled
for September. We should
seek to win such support on
the basis of the policies out-
lined above, and also on the
basis of the Conference sup-
porting the establishment of a
representative committee,
linking Labour Councils, Lab-
our Parties, Trade Unions and
Community Organisations in
the different Boroughs, to
develop as wide and united a
fight as possible. This fight
should include the calling of a
London-wide demonstration
«in  October/November. It
should also involve making,
where possible, links with
provincial Labour Councils,
Labour Parties and other lab-
our movement organisations
involved in fighting the pres-
ent crisis.

B An immediate move to -

get local Labour Parties/Trade
Union organisations to call
Borough-wide conferences,
to which should be invited re-
Presentatives from all the lab-
our movement and community
organisations in the particular
area. We should campaign to
get such Conferences to
discuss and decide on a joint
local campaign, and also to
establish labour movement
based ‘Fight the Cuts’ com-
mittees to coordinate propa-
ganda and action.

ment - against business-as-
usual Labour councillor-
dom, and blocking a start in
drawing the practical class
struggle conclusions - from
premises they share with
Workers’ Action. It is the
classic experience that the
meaningful dividing line
hetween revolutionaries and
vague leftists - emerges ar-
ound drawing such practical.
conclusions from general left
politics.

We were also told that the

THE WORST feature of the
conference was a speech by
Chartist Mike Davis, in which
he overshot crude demagogy
and went over into something
resembling old-fashioned
witch-hunting.

Arguing against the Work-
ers’ Action resolution, he
wound up denouncing those
[WA] whom he [falsely)
accused of saying ‘no rate
rises, ever’ and those who
had an expectation of ‘mobilis-
ations in the streets against
the Tories within six months’'.

These people, he
‘shouldn’t be in the Labour
Party at all, but should join
the WRP’,

This outburst came in a
speech ' whose political key-
note was ‘A bird in the hand
is. worth two in the bush’,
meaning Labour councils
should be wary of sticking

Not in the Labour Party?

said,

their necks out in a struggle
with the Government.

Davis has so far played a
positive role in building Soc-
ialist Organiser, and so have
the Chartists. The outburst
[and the Chartists” ‘soft’
position in the conference]
are therefore all the more
regrettable.

The Socialist Charter tend-
ency should publicly dissoc-.
iate itself from Mike Davis’
remarks. All the Chartists who
consider themselves  revolu-
tionaries [including Mike
Davis] should in addition
ponder on why, when politi-
cal argument and tensions de-
veloped between right and left
at the conferendy, they veered
to give cover to the right, and
their leading spokesman could
say that the left in the confer-
ence. did not belong in the
Labour Party.

left must organise against
the Tory government on-
slaught. The ‘bird in the
hand’ approach to the prob-
lem of local councils is a

recipe for the most craven

compliance with anything the
government decrees.

In fact, the relationship
between Labour-controlled
councils and. the living-

standards-cutting Tory gov-
ernment is not something
given once and for all. It
can be modified tremendous-

ly in favour of the working
class. It depends on mobili-
sation, on struggle.

Even if one defiant Lab-
our council could be dealt
with easily, could a string of
such councils, across Lon-
don or throughout the coun-
try, backed by the power of
unions and tenants? (And
in fact the last Tory govern-
ment found it far from easy
to deal with one tiny council
in Clay Cross).

At the conference it was
not .a matter of ultra-left
fantasies, but of orienting
for a struggle, beginning
from where we are.

The majority of the confer-
ence did not actually ‘begin
from where they are’. There
was much concern to adopt
an attitude to rate rises
which would ‘make sense’
throughout the movement.
But that was not, should not
have been, and in fact could
not meaningfully be the real
concern of this left wing
conference. :

The conference’s respons-
ibility was to adopt a class
struggle policy that could
allow Socialist Organiser to
rearm the left  politically
and begin to organise it
against the Tory onslaught.
To the degree that the left
can organise class struggle
(including around councils),
then a real alternative to the
sit-tight ‘bird in the hand’
approach will manifest itself
and ‘make sense’ tothose
who want to fight in the
working class interest.

The Chartists especially
manifested a fatal lack of a
clear conception of their own
identity and task. At this
stage it is necessary to
hammer out and demarcate
a real left, defined by com-

. mitment' to class struggle

politics, not to seek to sink
the identity of the Marxists
in the broader left and that
of the broader left in the
labour movement.

With  Labour-controlled
councils it is either class
struggle politics or the role
of administrator of capital-
ist politics and therefore pro-
pagandist  for  bourgeois
ideas.

Councils are subordinate
to the national government,
but despite this difference in
scale all the arguments ab-
out the ‘responsibility of
councils to maintain jobs and
services’ and therefore not to
risk the ‘bird in the hand’ by
clashing with central govern-
ment are the self-same ones

Harold Wilson and James
Callaghan have used to just-
ify their politics... including
their cuts.

They too have to be ‘re- .
sponsible’, have to reckon
with the entrenched power of
the state, the City, big busi-
ness and the IMF. All such
things would be major prob-
lems for a Parliamentary-
based seriously left Fabour

-government. It would in fact

be a left government only to
the degree that it mobilised
and fought against those
forces. ‘

Logically, the -‘bird in the
hand’ approach in local gov-
ernment cannot be limited to
local government. If it is a
valid argument at all, it
applies also to a national
Labour government. K it
justifies a policy of acquiesc-
ence in local government it
Jiusgfies Callaghan before the
MF.

In fact Labour local gov-
ernment is a major school of
class collaborationist politics.
The council Labour groups
are, after the trade union
bureaucracy, probably the
most corrupting force in the
labour movement. They tie
the political labour move.
ment to a soulless municipal
administration that has no-
thing to do with socialism.

In “ Tower Hamlets, the
Labour council, led by a -
clique which took the leader-
ship of the Labour group five
or six years ag) on a ‘left’
platform, now prides itself on
beating a prolonged council
workers’ strike early this
year. Almost everywhere,
the councillors form dictator-
ial, undemocratic cliques,
with an almost Stalinist
‘discipline’, which in many
areas allows them to play a
dominant role in the local
Labour Party.

It may not even be too
much of an exaggeration to
say that the activities of
these councils are the oppos-
ite of the socialist struggle.

Socialist Organiser has
carried articles on transform-
ing this situation with local
councils. All the less reason
for supporters of Socialist
Organiser to pretend such a
transformation has already
been accomplished, or to
lend justification to the way
Labour councils throughout
the country will carry out the
local implications of Thatch-
er’s policy with talk of the
need to be responsible to the
‘bird in the hand’.

CONFERENCE REPORT

continued from p.12

argument that it is an ‘interim
measure’ while mobilisation
goes ahead.

The Workers’ Action mot-
ion was defeated by a two-to-
one margin, but the confer-
ence did pass a resolution

from Camden NUPE shop

stewards’ committee, calling
among other things for an all-

London Labour and trade un-

ion conference against the cuts

In an extremely demagogic
speech, Chartist leader Mike
Davis accused those support-
ing the Workers’ Action mot-
ion of being utterly impractical
and utopian. Such people, he
insisted, should not be in the
Labour Party.

This witch-hunting sort of
attack helped obscure the real
differences.

Several far-left sects ‘sent

observers, yet none of them
managed to say -anything in
either the workshops or the
plenary session. Apparently,
the picture of so many grass-
roots activists grappling with
the problems of building a
movement to face up to the
crisis in local government was
too much for them.

The self-proclaimed ‘Marx-
ist tendency in the Labour
Party’, Militant, had evidently
boycotted the conference.

Despite the confusion in the
main debate, a sizeable section
of the broad conference did
support the class-struggle poli-
¢y put forward by Workers’
Action. There are grounds for
confidence that we will be able
to convince greater numbers
as the discussion -continues,
and as the real issues emerge

more starkly.
JAMES DAVIES |




INTERNATIONAL

by NIK BARSTOW N'CARAGUA: |

THE Sandinista National Lib-
eration' Front (FSLN) has
captured Nicaragua’s second
city, Leon, and the beleag-
uered Natioral Guard garri-
son has been evacuated.
Fighting is still going on in
the slum areas of the capital,
Managua, despite a week-
long air and artillery bom-
bardment by the National
Guard.

At the same time, a FSLN
armoured column of 300
invaded Nicaragua from
Costa Rica on June 15th. By
the 19th it was within ten
miles of its first objective,
the small town of Rivas,
where the FSLN intends to
establish its Provisional
Government. .

The defeats suffered by
General Anastasio Somoza’s
troops have weakened his
regime’s international posi-
tion still further. The US
suspended aid to Somoza
last year and has now banned
all arms sales to Nicaragua.
Technicians for the airforce
provided from the USA and
formerly employed by the
CIA’s ‘Air America’ have
been withdrawn. The US
government now has no
intention of rescuing the
family dictatorship it set up
4S5 years ago and has sup-
ported ever since.

Aid
Five South American
countries, Venezuela, Peru,
Colombia, Ecuador and Boli-
via, have said they consider
the FSLN forces and Somo-
za’s government to be on the

same level as regards diplo-
matic recognition. Central

.American governments in

Costa Rica, Panama and
Mexico are reported to be
providing aid to the FSLN.

Only the other extreme
right wing dictatorships in
Central America, Honduras,
Guatemala, and E! Salva-
dor, are giving even ‘moral
support’. A few Guatemalan
troops have been seen fight-
ing alongside the National
Guard, but there have been
no moves to full-scale inter-
vention.

Growing isolation has pro-
voked a crisis in Somoza’s
government. A report by
Agence France-Presse says
that Somoza’s entourage
have been asking him to
leave the country so that a
settlement can be made. The
Foreign  Minister, Julio
Quinata, invited the US-
backed umbrella organisa-
tion, the . Organisation of
American States, to inter-
vene,, He said. Somoza’s
government would welcome
a ‘peace force’ to stop the
fighting.

But the Somoza govern-
ment is still hanging on,
with the protection of its
elite National Guard troops.

By tackling the FSLN forces
area by area, the National
Guard have been able to beat
back most of the attacks.
Earlier in June the National
Guard recaptured towns tak-
en briefly by the FSLN and
beat back two large-scale
incursions in the north and
the south of the country.

The National Guard is
well supplied with Israeli
manufactured weapons and
the airforce has enough local
technicians to keep flying.
The National Guard’s loyalty
has been kept by the Somoza
family’s massive corruption
machine and by bloody purg-
es. During the last major
Sandinista  uprising, in
August/September 1978,
85 top army officers were
arrested for -‘plotting to
overthrow’ Somoza, and the
whole general staff of the
US and South Vietnamese

Saflrdinista guerilla: who will reap the fruits of the victory

Guerillas s
but who

trained ‘Black Berets’
assassination squad was
murdered.

The Somoza family pers-
onally control not only the
Army, but also large sections
of business in Nicaragua.
Their control of the state
machinery allows them to
extort massive sums. When

he is fighting for?

Managua was flattened by an
earthquake' in 1972, aid
flooded in from round the
world. Managua’s centre is
still rubble, surrounded by
decrepit slum areas (the
‘barrios’). The money went
straight into the Somozas’
pockets.

- Conflict

Though this personal con-
trol allows the dictatorship
to hang on, it has brought it
into conflict with every sect-

ion of Nicaraguan society.
Employers are threatened by
the spread of Somoza’s
business interests and see
their profits hit by govern-
mert corruption. Shopkeep-
ers suffer from massive gov-
ernment exlortion. During
the FSLN’s last major milit-
ary offensive in 1978, the
employers organised a nat-
ional stoppage at the end of
August, shutting down
almost 80% of industry with-

.in four days. From June 4th

this year, employers in Man-
agua, the capital, have been
running a ‘general strike’.

Looting

The National Guard, as
well as attacking Managua’s
slum areas, have also hit
the businessmen, freely
looting shops and super-
markets. After June 14th,
they openly approved the
looting of shops by slum
dwellers, too. National
Guardsmen were to be seen
organising queues of looters
outside the ravaged shops,
as supplies of food and basic
items ran out.

The National Guard also
hoped to disorganise the
working class . opposition.

The people of the barrios had

been trying independently
to control food and medical
supplies, as part of the areas’
defences, and the National
Guard hope to turn that into
a dog-eat-dog struggle for
individual survival.

The Sandinista movement
has been closely associated
with  bourgeois opposition
politicians in the ‘Group of
12°. The Provisional Govern-
ment announced by the
FSLN includes a Sandinista
leader " (from the ‘Tercerista’
faction), a member of the
Group of 12, a business-
man connected with the
Broad Opposition Front,
a former director of the Nat-
ional University who is a
member of the National Patr-

dotic Front, and the widow

of * Pedro Chamorro, the
opposition leader whose
murder in ‘January 1978
marked the start of the
recent upsurge.

The Broad Opposition

"Front (FAQ) was founded in

1978 and included opposition
bourgeois parties and both
wings of the pro-Moscow
Nicaraguan Socialist Party
(PSN). After last Septem-
ber, they tried to do a deal

set to win,
will rule?

with Somoza’s supporters.
They proposed a ‘govern-
ment of national salvation’,
one third FAQ, one third
members of Somoza’s Lib-
eral Party, and one third
‘independents’. The National
Guard would be maintained
under ‘top officers with
recognised good conduct
and discipline’. The  FAO
appealed to the Organisation
of American States to inter-
vene and conduct a refer-
endum on whether Somoza
should go. But Somoza re-

. fused.

The collapse of the deal
meant the decline of the FAO

Its place was taken by
the United People’s Move-
ment (MPU), led by the Nic-
araguan . Communist Party
(PCN: a splinter of the PSN).
The movement drew support

because it called for ‘political

independence of the popular
movement in the struggle
against the dynastic dictator-
ship’ and for ‘unity among
the revolutionary forces’.

While the rhetoric distanc-
ed the MPU from the tactics
that compromised the FAO,
it soon became clear that it
was trying much the same
thing: to draw in the bourg-
eoisie for a solution based on
‘national unity’.

In February the PCN
led the MPU into a new

grouping, the National Patr-

iotic Front, together with the
Group of 12; the Independent
Liberal Party, the PSN and
the Confederation of Nicar-
aguan Workers. The Patriot-
ic Front has formed close
links with the guerillas.

The FSLN has popular
support, but it has not orga-
nised a political  base for
that support — npolitically,
it has handed over to the '
bosses.

Somoza’s eventual over-
throw looks certain. But the
FSLN’s emphasis on a mili-
tary victory, while looking
for sympathy from other
South and Central Ameri-
can governments, is likely
to prolong the war and result
in a continuation of bourg-
eois rule, less irrational and
brutal than the Somoza
dictatorship possibly, but
out for the samething.

For the inhabitants of
Lecn and Managua’s ‘barr-
ios’, who have fought the
National Guard, been bomb-
ed and strafed for resisting,
held a month-long general
strike and organised their
own areas, victory according
to this strategy would fall

far short of the logical out-

come -of the struggle they
have been waging.

Smash

American imperialism is
now at bay, at last prepared
to let Somoza fall and hop-
ing that his replacement will
do the job he did more effic-
iently and without provoking
such opposition. But the Nic-
araguan workers, under
different political leadership,
could, with their heroism
and militancy, smash the
hold of American imperial-
ism and, the Nicaraguan
bosses.

The Sandinistas

THE FSLN is split up into
three tendencies. :

Until autumn 1977 the ‘Pro-

longed War’ faction was the
majority of the leadership, but
it has been greatly weakened

through the military blows of

the 'National Guard. Their
influence is strongest in the
mountainous regions of the
country. .

The ‘Proletarian Tendency’
is the only tendency in the
FSLN whici'l rejects the guerr-
illa strategy. In their prog-
rammatic %'eclaration at the
end of last year they came out
for an ‘authentic people’s
democracy’ under the leader-
ship of the proletariat.

In order to gain unity of
all revolutionary and demo-
cratic  organisations, the
creation of a popular front
as the concrete organisational
alternative for the masses in
struggle against the regime is
necessary. This popular front
must be united on the basis of
a revolutionary programme of
the proletariat.

In this tendency’s state-
ments, therefore, a clear idea

of workers’ councils is miss-
ing, and so is the international-
ist aspect. The dominant
perspective is socialism in
one country.

The third tendency in the
Sandinista Front is the ‘third
force’, the  ‘Terceristas’.
It is closest to the bourgeois
camp, and claims to represent
the whole FSLN. The Terce-
ristas want a revived Septem-
ber offensive. Although they
do mobilise the urban masses,
their essential centre of gravity
is in the guerrilla struggle.
Their concept of a rapid large-
scale offensive could not gbe
carried through, since the un-
favourable military balance of
forces was accentuated.

Although the Sandinistas
armed emselves, Somoza
could permanently build up his
arsenals with Israeli aid.

The three tendencies put
out a unity declaration in Dec-
ember 1978, involving both
unity in action and a coming
closer on substantive issues.

from ‘Permanente Revolution’
[Austria), May-June 1979.

Clampdown in Czechoslovakia

On May 29%th the Czech
secret police arrested 15 lead-
ing members of the opposition
movements Cherter 77 and
VONS (“The Committee to
defend those unjustly persec-
uted’’). The arrests took place
at 5 o’clock in the mornin,
with doors being smashe
down when the police felt that
they weren't opened (f]uickly
enough. The warrants for the
arrests state that ‘‘writings
which would undermine the
citizen’s confidence in the
organs of state and create a
hostile attitude towards the
socialist state system were
rroduced’and distributed in
arge numbers’’,

ong those arrested were
Peter , who in 1969 found-
ed the ‘‘Revolutionary Social-
ist Party’’, the playwright
Vaclav Havel, the ‘general sec-
retary of VONS, Vaclay Benda,
and psychologist Jiri Nemec,

who was involved in building
links with opposition groups in
Poland. One of the few spokes-

"men for Charter 77 still at

liberty, Zdena Tominova, was
attacked and beaten up by a

masked man on June 5th.

Those arrested face prison
sentences of up to 5 years. |

The aim of the arrests is to
behead the dissident move-
ment. Other Charter 77 lead-
ers have already been arrested
and imprisoned: Sabata was
given an additional 18 month
sentence just before the arr-
ests and the lawyer who def-
ended him was himself framed
up and sentenced to 3 months
in prison for incidents supp-
osed to have taken place 4
years before. :

The real direction in which
the opposition is moving was
shown by the latest issue of
‘Charter 77' which appeared’
on the same day as the arrests.

Dealing with consumption and,
corruption among the bureau-
cracy it stated: ‘‘There is in
Czechoslovakia a social layer
which does not know or hardly
knows the problems of the ord-
inary consumer. These privil-
eged afeople go shopping in
special stores, always well
supplied with luxury goods.
They don’t even have to go
out; the goods are delivered to
their homes and they pay by
cheque’’.

It may be true that this
would ‘‘undermine the cit-
izen’s confidence in the organs
of state’’, but a state in which
a privileged bureaucracy exists

. does not deserve their confid-

ence. That is why the secret
police - have made the latest
round of arrests and that is
why we must defend the anti-

bureaucratic opposition in
Eastern Europe.
BRUCE ROBINSUON

AUSTRALIAN industry
could face a near total shut-
down this week as a result
of strikes in protest at the
arrest of eight union officials
for addressing a workers’
meeting.

The workers are in dispute
at the Hammersley iron
“ore project in Pilbara, 1000
miles north of Perth, the
world’s . richest iron ore
area. The officials, from
several unlons, were arrest-
ed under the recently amend-
ed West Australia Police
Act and charged with
addressing a group of people
in a public place on June 11th
without the permission of
the Chief Commissioner of

Australia on brink of general strike

Police.

On June 12th, over 30,000
workers walked out in the
mining areas in the north-
west. On June 13th, workers
in South Australian car
plants stopped work to hold
protest meetings, and the
metal workers’ union office
in Melbourne said it was
likely that 150,000 of their
members in Victoria would
Jjoin a protest strike.

Four out of the six Austral-
jan state labour councils
have called for a 24 hour
strike in protest at the arr-
ests. . .

Bil Hayden, the Labour
leader of the Federal Oppos-
ition, said that the arrests
were deliberately orchestrat-
ed by the Western Australia
government in order to pro-

voke an early state election.
This is probably true. But
the scale of the protest ag-
ainst the arrests — in some
areas there are proposals
for indefinite strikes wuntil
the charges are dropped
and the amended Police Act
repealed — is an unpreced-
ented step forward in the
fightback against the right-
wing Fraser federal govern-
ment (whose recent mini-
budget abolished the state-
subsidised health care
scheme and cut social serv-
ices) and its allies in the
' states.

It could well lead to more
than just a state election.
JO THWAITES
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NUCLEAR POWER

by
PETE FIRMIN
After the ‘Three Mile

Island’ nuclear power neyr-
| disaster in March, all the

individuals and companies
involved are trying to blame
each other #r the accident.
One major reason is the enor-
1 mous claims for damages
likely to come up. Babcock

and Wilcox, who made the

nuclear steam supply system
and various emergency supp-
ort systems blame the oper-
ators. However, apart from
supplying equipment, they
also trained the Three Mile
Island operators.

.. Babcock and Wilcox ‘deny
responsibility for the training
on the grounds that the
courses were designed by the
reactors’ owners (Metropol-
itan Edison) and approved by
the  Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC)— the
governments nuclear insp-
ectors. :

The NRC is squirming too.
Three Mile Island was
exempt from a set of federal
rules designed to prevent
radiation leakage during
reactor accidents. Regulat-
ions had been redrawn in
1975 to require at least 2
safety devices for the con-
tainment of radiation in the
event of a reactor accident.
- At Three Mile Island, built
several years earlier, only
one safet§ device was requ-
ired.

Although the NRC was
free to require any plant,
whatever its age, to install
new safety devices this was
considered “‘impractical and
economically unfeasible’” by
NRC officials.

From the Presidential
Commision of Inquiry, it
| appears that five major fac-
tors contributed to the accid-

Three Mile Island: How

ent, four due to ‘human
error’. The crucial factor was
when workers carrying out
routine maintenance accid-
entally turned off the supply
of cooling water. As design-
ed, the turbine automatically
shut down and an auxiliary
water pump started. How-
ever, the valve admitting this
new water supply system had
accidentally been closed days
earlier. This prevented the
emergency water supply
reaching the system, causing
the temperature of the
nuclear fuel and the pressure
in the reactor to rise.

Within 5 seconds this
pressure reached the point
where a safety valve opened

the impssible did happen

Health and environment chiefs were put up to reassure the Senate

[above] that radioactive leaks wouldn’t cause cancer. But an anti-
nuclear health specialist estimated a possible 50,000 cancers from
the Three Mile Island leak.

automatically to reduce it-—
but insufficiently.  Four
seconds later the pressure
had reached a level where
the reactor shut itself down
automatically. Thus within
10 seconds the two main
pieces of generating equip-
ment, reactor and turbine,
had shut themselves down as
the designers intended.

* With the nuclear reaction
stopped, the temperature
and pressure began to drop,
at which point the safety
valve should have closed ag-
ain automatically. It did not

_ —the main technical failure.

The system’s designers had
installed an extra emergency
block-valve because such
safety valves are notoriously

unreliable, but the failure of
the valve to close wasn’t
noticed until 1% minutes
from the start of the accid-
ent, by which time it was too
late.

The open valve allowed
pressure to escape from the
system, posing the danger
that the water inside would
suddenly turn into steam and
leave the fuel uncooled. This
activated the emergency core
cooling system, when high-
pressure injection pumps
automatically began forcing
an emergency coolant supply
into the reactor.

At this stage—2 minutes
from the start of the accident
—the most important failing
occurred. The controllers—

confused by the speed of
events—feared the system
might now overfill with wat-
er, so they shut off the emer-
gency controls. If they had
allowed the pumps to con-
tinue, there would probably
not have been the ‘core
damage’ to the nuclear fuel
that took place, and the res-
ulting release of radiation.
The water turned into
steam, causing the circualat-

ion pumps to shudder so the -

operators shut them off too.
The reactor was now depriv-
ed of any coolant at all and
its. temperature shot up to
about 1500 degrees Centi-
grade. In the next 2 hours
much of the water boiled
away. The alloy cladding

around the fuel rods began to
react with the steam. This
created the hydrogen which
formed a bubble in the top
‘of the reactor.

It was only after several
hours that the engineers
realised what was happening
and restarted the high-
pressure pumps to inject
coolant into the reactor.

Eventually, 16 hours
after it all began, they man-
aged to ‘stabilise’ the system
at around 240 degrees C. By
then, however, radioactive
water had spurted through
the relief valve and spilled
onto the reactor building
floor. Although a sump had
been designed to collect
spillage and drain it off to
storage, the venting of the
reactor building let radio-
active steam and gases esc-
ape into the atmosphere.

While the amount of
radiation leaking out was
relatively small, radiation
levels inside the buildings
are still so high that no-one
has yet been able to app-
roach the reactor to examine
it.

The accident has already
led to tougher safety stan-
dards, which will result in
an increase in the cost of
nuclear power generation,
possibly by large amounts
and possibly also driving

some plant operators out of

business. This is despite the
fact that it is usually claimed
that nuclear power is ‘cheap’
compared to other sources.

Here in Britain we would
probably never find out the
causes of such an accident:all
nuclear power station oper-
ators are covered by the Off-
icial Secrets Act. Safety
standards are Jower here
than they were in the USA
before the Three Mile Island
incident.

' Occupiers defy Tory

EIGHT houses at Penkhull,
Stoke-on-Trent,
occupied for the creation of a
women’s refuge, a social aid

centre and a socialist centre. .

The houses, all in one
street, are very large Victor-
ian buildings in sound con-
dition, and they have been
occupied in defiance of plans
by the Tory council to de-
molish some and auction off
others.

- The occupations are being
run by supporters of Workers
Action and Socialist Worker,
and by a group of anarchists,
and are supported by other
community groups. Two local
social workers, Lynne Collis
and Brian Williams, have
been sacked for working with
the occupations.

Local residents came along
to a meeting called at the end
of May to discuss the occup-
.ations.
and local Labour MP Bob
Cant were also there, but
Tory County Councillors who
had been invited declined to
attend.

have been -

Labour councillors -

But the Labour councillors
and MP refused to give their
support to the occupations
and suggested instead a
cvampaign of letters to the
local paper and to the county
councillors to stop the sales
and demolitions.

‘Workers' Action support-
ers will be campaigning for
support for the occupations
in the local Labour Party and
trade unions. We challenged
Bob Cant and Trades Council
president Leslie Sillitoe to
tell the press and local radio
that they support the occup-
ation and that they would call
on- members of the Labour
Party and trade unionists to
physically support the occup-
ations to prevent any demol-
ition or auction taking place.
They refused to give such
support.

The SWP were happy to
attack the Labour Party as
useless. But we argued that
without the support of a large
section of -the local labour
movement the occupation
will collapse under the first

application of pressure from
the council. (Already they
have tried to undermine it by
offering some of the groups
alternative  accomodation.)
We therefore see the build-
ing of this support as our
first priority. _

ARTHUR BOUGH

0JO)

THE fight to secure a refuge
for battered women in Birm-
ingham continues, though
for a while it looked as if
Women’s Aid had won. On
Tuesday 12th June Birming-
ham council decided [thanks
to the absence of three Tories
on holiday] to allow the
women to keep their present
refuge for twelve weeks and
then to give them somewhere
permanent. But this victory
was short-lived.

Two days later the Hous-
ing Committee met and said
they would not be bound by
this decision, but under
pressure agreed t form a
sub-committee to investigate

council

the matter.

Meanwhile the threat of
eviction, though temporarily
lifted, remains on the council
books and can be used again
at any time. Services remain
cut off, though workers help-
ed to put the water back on.
Women's Aid have decided
to pay £250 to have the
electricity connected.

Despite the threats and
discomforts, morale is high.

When the local paper tried -

to persuade one woman to
leave because of the lack of
facilities [wouldn't it make a
good story for the right-wing
Evening Post?] she could
only answer that she and her
children had never felt so
happy or so free.

Women's Aid still need a
lot of help and support to
win, and are planning a day
of action on June 30th. So get
your trade union branch,
trades council of CLP to send
donations and su%port to:
Women's Aid, 206 Priory
Road, Edgbaston, Birming-
ham 15. [021 449 5913).

Strong
left
opposition

at
NUT
conference

THE N UT special salaries
conference held in London on
June 16th voted by 188,000
to 67000 to accept the prov-
isional salary settlement.

But it is doubtful if the
result really represents:the
feelings of the membership.
First, not more than about
100 out of 600-0dd associat-
jons (branches) of the union
actually met to discuss the
settlement. At least 65 of
these associations voted to
reject it, and they included
the large branches of Man-
chester, Liverpool and nearly
all the London branches, as
well as a good spread of
rural ones. Had association
secretaries been forced to
call meetings, “then quite
likely a majority would have
voted to reject the deal.

Secofid; many associations
that did meet and vote

against, unfortunately did
not elect and mandate new
delegates for this conference
and instead sent the deleg-
ates that went to annual con-
ference two months - ago.
Most of them refused to be
mandated.

At the conference last
weekend, opponents of the
settlement were allowed only
20 minutes  between four
speakers, while those for (all
from the platform) had a
one-hour speech from Gen-
eral Secretary Jarvis on their

side and then extra time for

moving and summing up.
Further debate was truncat-
ed when the right wing
moved the usual ‘question be
put’ motion just before
one o’clock.

The Executive came out

with arguments that ranged
from bad to worse. ‘The

Prime Minister has indicated

that the results of the Com-

“parability Commission will

be honoured, and she has
kept to all her election
pledges so far’ (1); ‘strikes in
June are rather late in the
day’ and ’not a realistic
alternative’. As much time
was spent attacking the other
teachers’ union,'the NAS/
UWT, as on attacking the
left. The NAS/UWT have
suggested taking the claim to
arbitration, and the NUT
top brass are worried that
members will leave and join
the apparent militants who
aren’t caving in straight
away.

The Executive borrowed
their . arguments against

_arbitration from the left,

except that the left never
coupled these with the advice
to cave in instead. We were

tola that arbitration only
allows a  government-
appointed chairman to have
the last word, usually the
same word as the employers’
final offer. They then made
militant noises about seeking
to restore the Houghton
pay levels and standing by
thé original 36.5% claim —
only it turned out that the
way to get this was to trust to
a ‘reasonably independent
body’ like the Clegg compar-
abilities commission.

While the platform was
drooling over Thatcher’s ‘el-
ection pledges’, it was left to
the opponents of the deal to
point out that the Tory
budget has cut £55 million
from education already, as
well as 5% from the rate
support grant, so there is
simply no money even if

Clegg comes up with a big
award for teachers except
through a cut in jobs — un-
less teachers mount a fight.
Dick North, the only member
of the Executive to vote
against the deal, pointed out
that the platform. speakers
were covering up the fact
that since the annual confer-
ence at Easter the Executive

has been flooded with de-

mands from associations and
schools calling for a stepping
up of the action.

After the conference, more
than 100 delegates met to-
gether and decided to carry
on the fight — preparing to
action on class size, no cover,
and the cuts, as well as to
stand candidates on a fight-
ing platform in the coming
national union elections.

CHEUNG SIUMING
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REPRESSION

German
|prisoners’

lives

atnisk

THE " LIFE of Irmgard
Moeller, the sole survivor of
the four ' ‘Baader-Meinhof
group’ prisoners in Stamm-
heim jail, is at risk again.
Moeller’s three comrades,
Andreas Baader, Jan-Carl

Raspe, and Gudrun Ensslin, .

died in October 1977. The
West- German authorities
said they had committed
suicide, but Moeller, who
was seriously injured but
survived, insisted they had.
been murdered.

Now , Moeller, along with
about 70 other West German
prisoners, is on hunger
strike. The strike was started
by six prisoners in West
Berlin on 20th April, protest-
ing against the conditions in
which political prisoners are
held, and has spread since.

Those who have been on
strike longest are now near
death, and Moeller’s life
is in danger too, because she
was ill before starting the
hunger strike. According to
her lawyer, she has been
deprived of the necessary
medical treatment for her
thyroid condition. )

In & statement, the prison-
ers say:‘‘The hunger strike
is directed against the
special cells: soundproof
concrete cells with windows
of armoured glass which
cannot be opened; glaring
neon light all day; furniture
screwed down or built in;
concrete floors. Many such
isolation units are located in
sections hermetically sealed

off from the rest of the inst-

itution, with full electronic

su{veillance. Inside the iso-
lation section there is no

_ possibility’ of contact bet-
ween the prisoners in the .

different cells'".

West Germany’s political
prisoners, convicted or acc-
used of terrorist deeds, are
daily terrorised by the state:
isolated, often. forbidden
visitors, mail, and books,
physically and above all
mentally harrassed.

The prisoners’ demands
are:

*The application of the
minimum guarantees of the
Geneva Convention and the

other international con-
ventions on the treatment of
prisoners; s

oThe abolition of special
cells and isolation units;

*The bringing together of
prisoners in groups where
they can interact with
each other;

*Abolition of restrictions on
information and screens
which separate prisoners
from lawyers and friends
visiting them; '

®Qutside doctors,
by the prisoners,
allowed into the jails;

oControl over the conditions
of detention by an internat-
ional commission of sur-
veillance; '

®The release  without
restrictions of Gunther Sonn-
enburg, who is unfit for det-
ention because of his head
injuries.

trusted
to be

d Molle er life
again threatened by
Schmidt’s [above jailers.

Meanwhile in  Britain
Astrid Proll has admitted
defeat in her fight against
extradition to Germany. The
Home Secretary has refused
to. register her as a British

‘citizen, despite a court ruling

that her marriage to an Eng-'
lishman was valid in law.

‘Proll, a former member of
the Baader-Meinhof group,
was held for two years in an
isolation unit, awaiting trial.
When her health broke down
in 1974 she was transferred
to a convalescent home, from
which she managed to esc-/
ape to England. l

The West German auth-
orities have promised her
that she will not be placed
in solitary confinement if
she returns.

" policeman thinks the

‘McNee tells blacks:
keep off the streets

“If you keep off the streets
of London and behave your-
selves you won't have the SPG
to worry about”’. With these
words  Metropolitan ~ Police

ommissioner David McNee
last Thursday reassured a
black journalist that he ‘under-
stood the concerns’ of black
people at the activities of the
police force's paramilitary
wing. McNee refused to
answer any questions about
the death of Blair Peach,
using the excuse that the
police were conducting an
Internal inquiry.

The occasion was a press
tonference to present the
Commissioner’s annual report
for 1978. The glib racism
tripping from McNee's tongue
speaks volumes on the treat-

‘ment blacks can expect from

London’s and the country’s

olice in the year to come.
Blacks who, despite the Imm-
igration Acts and the forth-
coming Nationality Law, are
‘lucky” enough to find them-
selves on the streets of Britain
had better get off them again
before those unmarked green
vans come cruising by.

OO

Defended also was the use
of the ‘Sus’ law which allows
the police to arrest individuals,
and the courts to convict them,
solely on the evidence that
TS0
concerned is acting suspicious-
ly. Nothing wrong there, acc-
ording to McNee. In fact, this
Act is an indispensable wea-
pon in the police armoury —
especially, judging from the
figures, in dealing with black
youth. But this Act, like the
Public Order Act, a measure
much used in 1978 against
anti-fascists, could do with
being ‘‘brought up to date’’.
Even for McNee, constant
resort; to an Act passed 150
years ago seems to be a little
embarrassing.

The argument that the Blair
Peach case could not be dis-
cussed because of the police
inquiry was a handy one.
McNee was spared the difficul-
ty of explaining why no-one
had yet been arrested for the

murder, despite the evidence -

of several eye-witnesses. Why

have five ‘policemen been
transferred out of the Special
Patrol Group after Southall if
there was nothing wrong in
their behaviour? How 5oes
McNee explain the path-
ologist’s evidence that Peach
was killed with lead-filled
piping or an iron bar?

OO

A policeman’s relative has
told the “London magazine
Time Out that police from
Kensgngton station took iron
bars inside rubber hosepipes
to the Grunwick picket lines in
1977. When contacted, New
Scotland Yard said that if
the evidence was presented
they would conduct an internal
investigation...Meanwhile, as
McNee boasted, recruitment
to the police is on the up,
thanks to Thatcher’'s twin
measures to increase police
pay and lengthen the dole

queues.
If doubt there was before,
McNee’s performance last

Thursday shows beyond quest-
ion that nothing is to be expec-
ted . from the hypocritical
pretence of an inquiry being
conducted by the police into
themselves over the murder of
Blair Peach. The public inquiry:
being launched by the Soutm ’
Action Committee, depend.in%
as it does on the goodwill o
‘notables’ (judges, bishops
and others of their like) cannot
of itself halt the march of the
uniformed thugs either.

. Only a mass campaign taken
into the labour movement for
the disbanding of the i
Patrol Group and for the build-
ing of workers’ defence squads
to protect picket lines, meet-
ings, demonstrations and
black communities, will do
that. But as part of the cam-
Emgn socialists must make the
est possible use of the infor-
mation which will be presented
to the public inquiry —
information which McNee’s
report and press conference
were designed to hide.

|
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Unfair to Socialist Unity?|

Dear Comrades,

Your article on Socialist
Unity and the elections
(WA 143) marked a quite
extraordinary retreat on
the positions which have tra-
ditionally been defended by
your tendency on the ques-

 tion of revolutionaries and’

elections. ,
The political tradition
on which your paper stands
(essentially those politics
defended by the revolution-
- ary socialist paper Workers
Fight which no longer. ex-
ists) always argued that the
standing of candidates ag-
“ainst Labour by revolution-
ary socialists was a tactical
question.That tactical
question was how was it
possible to utilise the elect-
ions to maximise the voice of
revolutionary socialist polit-
ics in a period of heightened
interest in .politics ‘which
- elections naturally provide.
In a situation where the
revolutionary socialist' voice
is a small one, because of the
existing relationship of forc-
es in the labour movement,
revolutionaries  inevitably
face the prospect of being
swamped in the massive
class polarisation which the
Labour-Tory domination of
the electoral terrain brings
about.Everyone will admit
that the possibility of polaris-
ing a large working class vote

for revolutionary candidates
did not exist. -

But the question which
your article skates over, or
rather simply distorts, is
what tactic was most useful
in bringing out in the most
forthright way the revolut-
ionary socialist alternative
—in the form' of public
meetings, street propaganda
discussions with workers in
the labour movement (not
just the Labour Party) and so
forth.Your balance sheet on
this question is absolutely
one-sided.

Let me give you some
examples from our exper-
ience in  Birmingham.
Through having an-indepen-
dent candidate we were able
to organise a city-wide meet-
ing on Ireland with over 100
people.We were able to org-
anise a rally of over 250
(including more than 100
black workers) in which we
put forward the full spectrum
of our politics.And in the
local elections, where we
stood in exactly the same
wards which made up the
constituency where we were
standing, we received more
than 750 votes. &-

None of this would .have
been -possible if we had con-
fined ourselves to working in
the SCLV in Birmingham,
which was putting out Tom
Litterick’s left-social democ-

ratic drivel .and putting up
the SCLV’s poster, which
due to what was probably a
mistake in design rather than
politics had as its main slo-
gan ‘‘Vote Labour’’!

Now none of this means
that the choice made by
Workers Action * supporters
was unprincipled or crossed
class lines or anything of the
sort.But it did mean "that
their quite correct. criticism
of Labour’s record tended to
get lost in the routine of can-

vassing and pedestrian
‘‘Vote Labour’ postering.
The SCLV was all but invis-
ible.

We would contend that
our activity did contribute to
building and strengthening
the class struggle left wing
that needs to be built in the
Labour movement.We const-
antly propagandised for the
rank-and-file groupings that
need to be built in the trade
unions, and have made every
effort to involve the contacts
that we made in these form-
ations. .
Further, the allegation
that Socialist Unity’s prog-
ramme was weaker than the
SCLV’s is quite mythical.Our
programme (and we’ll prov-
ide you with.a copy if you dis-
pute it) included a full range
of transitional demands from
the sliding scale of wages,

work-sharing with no loss of -

, pay, troops out of Ireland etc
etc—up to and including a
denunciation of the parliam-
entary road to socialism.

But all this, and you are

' quite right to state it, relates

to tactical choices.A critical
campaign for Labour is in no
way a priori a capitulation to
the Labour bureaucracy or
anything of the sort.But what
“is really disturbing in your
article, and marks a distinct
shift to the right in the posit-
ions of your tendency, is the
argument (p.7) that a call for
a vote for Socialist Unity
against “‘the trade union

" party’’‘‘presented such polit-

ics in a sectarian package’’.
Or-further that such candid-
acies were ‘‘an irresponsible
gimmick, disruptive of the
work Marxists must do in the
Labour movement’’.

Let’s call things by their
right names.What you really
mean is that until there is a
mass base for revolutionary
socialist politics independent
candidacies are disruptive of
the work -of Marxists in the
Labour _Party.We've all
heard this argument before,
and in the past you denoun-
ced it. )

It’s an argument that
we've heard from a tendency
whose main theoretician is
Ted Grant, retlecting a long-
term  strategic  choice.It
would be-a real pity if Work-

ers Action started to theorise
its tactical choice into gener-
al principles and went down
‘Militant’s’ road—which is
the graveyard of revolution-
ary socialists.

Comradely greetings, -
Phil Hearse,

Birmingham IMG.

Why did the IMG’s meeting
on Ireland, or their rally,
depend on running candid-
ates? They could equally well
have organised such meetings
as part of a ‘Vote Labour and
prepare to fight’ campaign like
the SCLV. .

And within the framework of
the SCLV, they could have put
forward all the socialist ideas
in the platform of Socialist
Unity, and more.

It is no secret that the IMG
has much bigger forces in
Birmingham tian the SCLV.
But that does not resolve the
question of how best to use the
forces we have |, big or small.

Phil Hearse has still not ex-
plained how running candid-
ates enabled the IMG to do
anything they could not have
done within a campaign like
the SCLV. And, on the other
side of the question, the, SCLV
had the advantage of linking
socialists”  electoral  work
directly with the ongoing task
of building a militant oppos-
ition within the labouwr move-
ment, while Socialist Unity
was an only-for-the-elections
alliance. o,
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Also, the SCLV, taking a
Labour vote as.a basis, could
focus directly on the political
issues. Socialist Unity was
inescapably short-circuited in-
to an argument about losing
votes for Labour dnd helping
the Tories. Under conditions
where that argument could not
be made a positive factor (pol-
arising a sizeable revolutlonci
ary minority, registering an
beginning to c%x:tsolidabe it
through a politically significant
election score), it was a serious
disadvantage.

- Socialist Challenge, in its
report on the Socialist Unity
campaign, effectively admits
this point, conceding that the
SU cam'pa.i%x:’ had to play down
the anti-Labour vote question:
‘‘We realised that many of the
people who agreed with our
programme would still vote
Labopr. That did not matter to
us...”’ .

That is the nub of our case
for saying that the Socialist
Unity campaign was ‘dis-
ruptive’ — not ‘disruptive’ of
the work of Marxists in the
Labour Party (it did not
disrupt us at all, and how could .
it have done?), but ‘disruptive’
of the gains which could have
been made for revolutionary
politics in the election cam-
paign if forces had been best
employed.

Phil Hearse’s utterly beside-
the-point reference to Milit:
ant’s blind, timeless Labour
loyalism seem to be just an
effort to take refuge in gener-
alities from the hard facts. of
this balance sheet.







