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THE LOW-PAID strikers are demanding £60 for a 35
hour week, a rise of about 40%. Yet the leaders of our
unions — NUPE, CoHSE, GMWU, and TGWU — are
talking in terms of a 9% pay deal to end the strike. And
there has been no reported concession on hours. |

To soften the sell-out, they are talking about ‘com-
parability’, an ‘independent inquiry’, and productivity
deals. These are just swindles which at best will nudge
SO YAy up wages by a tiny amount in exchange for more work

o NUPE leader Alan Fisher's get-out, announced on
January 22nd, is that the present claim is only a target,
not a figure we can really hope to achieve this time
round. It is an insult to all the workers who have been
fighting for the full claim here and now.

' NUPE leaders have already advised , ambulance
| crews to delay strike action and told Edinburgh dust-
. men to call off theirs. And NUPE is a model of militancy
compared with the other unions involved. |

Fortunately, the union leaders’ instructions are being
rejected by many members who really do take the full
claim seriously.

That has to be the starting point for a fight to stop the
sell-out.

In the last pay round, in 1977, Fisher accepted an
offer way below the union’s claim and got away with it. |
The decision to ratify the deal was made at area com- |
' mittee level, and the branches simply got a letter telling
us what had been fixed.

R, This time the bureaucrats won’t be able to do that.
- g Too many people have come out who will demand a
i " | voice in the way the union settles. But although prob-
ably the executive will organise voting on the deal at
. branch and district branch committee level, they know
full well how long it will take. They are hoping that by
5 the time the members get any say, the action will have
stopped, the members will have lost confidence, and
e ar a good few could well leave the union in disgust rather
.............. S DR .y it e R than stay and fight, they will feel so let down.
| g Y We need to keep action going and not be forced back
until the members have voted. That would give confid-
ence to stay in the fight rather than accept a fait
accompli. We need to press for a special delegate con-
ference on the low pay campaign and the offer, though
it’s the last thing the leaders would like to see.

We've got to do everything we can to keep the action
going and keep alive both the high morale the sections
. on strike had and the anger that virtually every member
feels about the sell-out. |f there was a vote by the
members NOW on the deal, and a real alternative to the
leaders, we could win. We've got to try to make sure it
can still be done in the next few weeks.

-

secretary, Notting-
ham NUPE Social
Services branch.
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‘Bakhtiar and the remnants of
| Last week

General
.Commander-in-Chief, held a
meeting of senior officers of .
now called the -

| but apart from that,

and it

““The new government is a
government of bazaar men,

merchants, and capitalists,

to the workers’ ideals”,

-said the banner on a ‘demon-

stration by the left-wing

- Fedayeen guerrllas on Thurs-

day 15th The 10,000-strong

~which does not measure up |

march in Tehran was right

about that. .
Khomeini’s nominated
prime  minister, Mehdi

Bazargan,rana heatmg firm

for years and was a stalwart

of the bourgeois National

Front, rather more conserv-

| ative in his social ideas than

most. His ministers are men

- of the same stripe, like Nat-
ional
- Sandjabi — who not long ago
1 favoured

Front leader Karim
a constltutronal
monarchy. |

The onl
ween these men and the
prime minister they replac-

ed, Shapour Bakhtiar, is

that they guessed better
which way to jump. +

The Bazargan
ment’s first concern is to re-

construct the army. Many
‘units, in Tehran at least, dis-

integrated after. the armed
uprising on 9th-11th Feb-
which brought down

the monarchy.

Qarani, the new

what . is

govern-

~suddenly - switched over to

Fedayeen’s protest.
rally before the march, in the
Tehran ' University

ers to be elected by commit-
tees of - soldiers, guerillas
and ‘vanguard  popular

forces’.

Two army lieutenants told
the correspondent of the
Paris daily Le Monde: ‘We
are Muslims, but our democ-
ratic demands are not the

- same as the ayatollah’s.’
~They acked
censorship’ on the radio and
TV, expressed their sus-

~attacked the ‘new

picion of generals  who had

~ the people’s srde, and com-

diff_erence “bet- -

plained that ‘we don’t know
~ 'what compromises have been *

fixed up between the military
chiefs and the mul]ahs

- Their demand: sack all the

generals.
The left wmg demands

seem to be getting through to ‘.

the army ranks. The air force
technicians (whose
with the Imperxal
started the uprising of
9th-11th February) had their
old . commander atrested,
then pushed out his success-
or, and are now clamouring
for the removal of the third
nominee.

Hand in hand with the pol-

~icy of restabilising the army

e ]

Natlonal Army. A few pro-

| Shah dle-hards among the

generals are being purged
to normal’ is the order of the

da
%hls army policy was gne
of the chlef targets of the

‘return

. goes the efforts of Khomeini

and Bazargan to disarm the
street militants, or at least to
concentrate the arms in the

‘hands of the more compliant

Islamic guerillas. But the
Fedayeen still have their

-guns, and so do thousands of

others. |
The Bazargan government

- faces other conflicts. When a

Peasants

begin to seize
the land

OF ALL capitalist regimes,

democracy gives the best

- conditions for socialists to
- develop the class struggle;
-is also the most

resilient regime in contain-
ing, deflecting and absorb-
ing the impact of the class
struggle, principally through
the medium of reformist
labour bureaucracies. |

For dictatorships the opp-

| osite holds: they are rigid,
- but brittle.

The usual history

ships, then, is that they beat

of 20th
century capitalist dictator-

~down all opposition untﬂ fin-

ally their power hollows out.

| to a shell — then they col-
lapse at the first. assault of
revolution.

Iran has been drfferent A

still had strong and solid

- bases of support has been

mionatchy which obviously

beaten down and finally®

smashed by a whole year of

“mass confrontations.

The contrast is clear w1th

the other great revolution-

ary struggle of recent years,

" Portugal 1974-75. The found-

atlons of the  Portuguese

- dictatorship had been rooted
~away by Portugal’s economic

declme and its losrng war m

At a

- football
ground, they called for offic-

clash
Guard

strike.

lieutenant of Khomeini’s

‘was nominated as director of
the -television service, the

workers staged a
They _
censorship, they didn’t want

protest

- new bosses imposed on them

and théy didn’t want their

strike committee depnved of

control over thé running of
the service.

Latest pressr reports are

that Khomeini’s call for the

didn’t want.

- bring
regime. Now that the regime

17th has been widely follow-
ed. This does not necessarily

- mean that Khomeini has the
movement under

workers’
control. There have been five
months of continual strikes to
down the Shah’s

has gone, and no left-wing
force is yet strong enough to
present a direct challenge to
Khomeini, it is natural that
the movement should sub-

strikes to end on Saturday

UNDER the Shah, every griev-
- ance and discontent was supp-
resaed and thus channelled

5:' wing resentment of
ictatorship. - Now the

. Shah s regime has gone, each
class will begin to define its
. own social demands.

"About a third of Iran’ s work-
force is employed in agri-

- culture. The Shah’s land ref-

orm m the early 1960s — the
Revolutron —  Was

give ‘land to the -

l.“p sed to
- :._u;li Bu‘:l lesa than half hgre
- population got anyt

at all from the re% ' 5
most of them %ot patches too

- small to be viab

- About half of Iran’s peas-

~ the ~ country’s
“accounts for twice as much

consumer spending as all of
rural Iran (with nearl half the -

‘have the
among the peasants griev-
- ances are shortage of credit,
and the fact that the state has_
forced them into cooper_atxves

side slightly, to regroup, fe-

cultural wage-labourera ,
sharecroppers, or unemploy-
ed. They are even more thor-

oughly excluded from Iran’s

011 nches than the wurban
workers. Tehran, with a fifth of

count 13' 'S pOpulatron)

seizures by the peas-
ants have already been report-
ed, especially from the north of
the country. Those who al-
ready ssess small land plots
ir demands, too. Chief

population, -
"The one sector of

think and reorientate.

The key issue is whether

the strike committees stay
organised, whether - they

" fight for workers’ control ,

and whether they link up

with each other and with the

‘left-wing revolutionaries in

~ the universities and in the
- streets. |

The Bazargan government

“has promised elections for a
4 assembly,
though it hasn’t yet said

constituent

dormnated by richer peasants

and state officrals |
.- State credit to cooperatives,
has been meagre, and even

more so to mdependent peas-
ants — allowing private money
lenders to take rich pickings.
agriculture
where lavish state credlt has
been available — mostly for

the sake of the Shah’s prestlge ‘.

~ 18 large-scale agnbusmeaa

- These ‘agribusinesses’ have
not been very successful, even

for their owners (often. multr-
national corporations). Indeed,
from the point of view of

cultural production, the
S ah’s reform has been a big
failure. More and more of

_Iran’s f_ood -supply has to be

‘racy,

'The political aspect

when and. how; and lti has

legalised all political pa.rtres,
including left-wing onés. The
coming struggle will revolve

around the efforts of the
workmg class to take the lead

in the struggle for democ-
against. Khomeini’s
and Bazargan’s attempts to

‘halt the revolutron, and for

the orgamsatlon of workers

- power.

KEITH JAMES

made up-by imports.
- In another_ way, too, the
Shah’s policy was a failure.
was an im-
portant part of the White Rev-
olution. As Fred Halliday puts

it in his recent book on Iran,

‘In all villages in Iran, whether |

rporated into farm corpo
atrona or not, the state has re-

- placed the landowner as the
- dominant power’. _
Now that elaborate network

of state control has broken
down. Khomeini and Bazargan
will soon have to face up to
the peasants’
‘land to the tiller’ and for low-
interest credit... and perht:E

also moves by peasanta to
over Mosque-owned land

demands for:

Analysmg the development of Iran’s
‘revolution and comparing it with the
revolution in Portugal, RHODRI EVANS

the African colonies.

the Armed Forces Movement
coup on 25th April 1974, the

previously 'formldable Sal-
azar/Caetano regime broke

like a dry stick.
For a year after the coup

— until May 1975, when the
Socialist Party and the right

wing began to ‘organise
around  the

Iran shows just the opposite
pattern. From January 1978
to.January 1979, the victories
were few and won at enorm-
ous cost.

There are two reasons for
the difference. The Iranian

monarchy. had not gone
‘through a long period of
decay, turning it more and
more into a dried-up crust
imposed on society. It  was

developing Iranian - society,
in its own way, energetically
and rapidly. The revolution

was provoked not by the

monarchy’s decay but by the

- tremendous sh‘ake -up taking

place in Iran as a result of

.w'the.‘oil boom’ after 1973 —

With

Republica
affair — victories for the rev-
olution.came quickly, easily

-and apparently unstoppably.

followed by sudden economic
slowdown.

The Iranian revolution has
also been like a war against
foreign intervention — with-
out a large-scale foreign
presence. " For the huge
Iranian-army, the pillar of the

Shah’s authority, was hardly
- Iran’s army. It was imperial-

ism’s army, built up and
armed by the US and Brit-
ain, for policing the whole

"Gulf region.

- It gave the monarchy a

- '.strength out of all proportion
to its real support in Iranian

society.

During the first year of

revolution . in Portugal the
workers organised, discuss-
ed politics, and defined their
socialist aims. The pro-

capitalist forces organised

too, of course: through the
openly bourgeois parties, the
CDS and PPD, and also

- through the social-democrat-
‘ic Socialist Party that was
hastily cobbled together and
-boosted to fill. a necessary

gap for the bourgeoisie.
In Iran the pro-capitalist

- forces have been able to

‘ants are still landless: agri-

HOMEINY HALT THE REVOLU

concludes a clash is mevitable between |
Khomeiny and the workers... and that it

wnll come sooner rather than Iater. |

organise much more exten- reds of socialist students

sively than the workers, who
until now could only organise
illegally, underground.

For a year, the movement

threw itself again and again
at the dictatorship. All differ-
ences of ultimate political

aim were submerged in the

common cause against the
Shah. Thus the movement
was able’'to reach tremend-

- ously militant peaks — near

general strike for four
months, people’s militias in
some areas, towns being

taken over by their populat-
-ion — while still remaining,
behind the -
‘banner of outdated, largely

more or less,

irrelevant, and partly react-
ionary religious fundament-
alism. |

Iran’s tomorrow was able
to appear in the guise of

- Iran’s yesterday. |
The Iranian workers-vhaiie ,

been organising — how ext-
ensively, ~and with what

_ degree of political independ-
ence, it is not possible to
know from

Britain. Their
cause has been strength-

ened by the return of hund-

likely
"The pro-capitalist forces are
‘already intent on their task of -

1

from Europe and the USA.

~ But the bazaar merchants
and the National Front have
doubtless been organising

far more extensively. The
Muslim hierarchy already

had a -strong organisation.

Behind the scenes, they have

been working to build up

‘links with the USA and with
sympathetic officers in the

army.

In Portugal the fight to halt.

the revolution, begur in

~earnest in May 1975 didn’t

go onto the offensive until
six months later. Even after
that, the ‘social 25th Novem-

ber’ has been a long'process,
- still continuing.

In Iran the showdown is

- likely to be far more rapid

and drastic.  Instead  of
building up during a period
of apparently harmonious ad-

“vance of the revolution, the

workers’ socialist militancy is
to explode abruptly.

halting  the revolution.
And there is little basis for
them to wuse bourgeois-

- democratic for'ms'” for that
- purpose for any length of

tlme
The Communist Party is on
the sidelines (in Portugal the

CP commanded a disciplined
| organised -
| followmg) and Social Dem-

and, very well

ocracy is nowhere to be seen.

One safety valve does re-
Khomeini has been
careful to put a certain dist- .

main.

ance between himself and
the Bazargan government.

- Bazargan has differed with

Khomeini in the past; Khom-

eini retains his shadowy, un-
named Islamlc Revolutionary.
- Council in parallel to the

Government. In case of need,

Khomeini can dump Bazar- -

gan and replace h1m by a°

more radical leader.
That safety valve apart
many of the processes which

'spanned the period from 25th
* April 1974 to 25th November

1975 in Portugal could be
condensed into a few months
or even a few weeks in Iran.

"~ With almost mathematical
certainty we can predict a

clash between Khomeini and |
the workers. British social-
‘ists must be ready to give

every support we can to the
Iranian workers

. T ————— i A"



Bl INTERNATIONAL NOTES

- | French steelworkers show |
| ‘anger of the masses’

‘VIOLENCE IS the only way’,
said a right-wing union leader.
Another trade union bureau-
crat declared: ‘This is no mar-
ginal violence. This is anger
stemming from the masses’.

A storm of militancy contin-
ues to rage against the French
government.’s plans to cut

2,000 jobs in steel, and  the
union leaders are doing their
best to keep ahead of it.

On 16th February there was
a one-day general strike in the
steel industry. In the main

steel-making areas, the North

and Lorraine [eastern France
many other workers supporte

the strike call: dockers, miners
and car workers, chemical
workers, teachers... The Lille

 Philharmonic Orchestra joined -

the strike. Shops and town-
halls closed down in solidarity.
In the Lorraine steel town of
Longwy, police went round be-
fore the 16th telling shop-
keepers that it would be ‘risky’
not to shut down in solidarity.
The strike was backed up by
demonstrations and dozens of
‘militant actions. |
- Most of the main roads in
the steel-making regions were
blocked by strikers. In Longwy

trade  unionists  hijacked
iorries and made the drivers

park them in front of supér-
- market entrances, so that the

‘supermarkets had to shut
‘down. |

Employment exchanges and |

offices of the bosses’ federat-
ion were occupied by trade
unionists. In one town, demon-
strators attacked the local
police station, smashing its
windows. A delegation went
over the border and occupied

the French embassy in Lux-

emburg. ._

Anger at the sackings is
running so high that there is
little talk about ‘the unions
wrecking the country’ in res-
ponse to this militancy.
Gaullist councillors joined the

- demonstrations in some areas,

and the Gaullists have had
much the same as the Com-
munist Party to say about the
run-down in steel: they say it is

all the fault of the Common

Market, and especially of West

Germany. ,_

The UDF, the political
alliance to which president
Giscard d’Estaing and prime
minister Raymond Barre be-
long, has called for a wealth
tax in order to provide a fund
to help those affected by un-
employment. ‘We need an

.effort of national solidarity’

they say. ‘It will mean some
sacrifices for the privileged
classes. Qur task is to explain

to them that they should have

the courage to accept a more
fraternal
sacrifices’.

But Barre is quite inflexible
about the sackings. And from
the trade union side, the grand
conclusion from the day of act-
ion on the 16th is a round of
negotiations with the govern-
ment on the 23rd. o

The CGT, the trade union
federation dominated by the
Communist Party, repeats the
CP’s anti-German line. And
the CGT and the other main
union federation, the Socialist-
inclined CFDT, are squabbling
over tactics: the CGT wants a
big march on Paris, the CFDT
says a wide range of local act-
ions would be better. |

What the workers need is a
leadership which can organise
their militancy, not just for

‘more gestures but for a serious

all-out fight for work-sharing
with no loss of pay. And the
need to link up with Britis}
and West German steelwork-
ers who face exactly the same
problems.

RHODRI EVANS

sharing of the

backs to
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IRAQ - a new wave of

repression and torture

AN APPEAL sent to the Unit-
ed Nations last week by the
Movement of - Iraqi Demo-

- crats Abroad accuses the Iraqi

(32

regime of ‘‘repression and
torture’’. According to the
appeal, not only Kurdish nat-
ionalists and oppositionists,
but anyone refusing to join
the ruling Ba’ath party, faces
this repression. |

‘‘Arrests, mass killings and
pogroms in which Assyrians,
Armenians and Turks are
attacked so as to provoke their
flight from Iraq — all these are
daily facts... Under a pretext
of closing the Iraqi-Iranian
border, the authorities have
sent 30,000 troops to the north
of the country to scour the area
and eliminate all traces of
Kurdish nationalism...”’

Other reports confirm this
picture. The Morning Star has
given details of the large num-
ber of Iraqi Communist Party
members who have been tort-
ured and jailed... by the same
Ba’ath Party which they sup-
ported in 1958 and again in
1973.

Behind these events lie two

recent developments, them-
selves interconnected. First-
ly, Iraq and Syria have made a

" series of treaties am agree-

ments that aim at creating a
confederation. They have
agreed to merge their foreign,

defence and information
ministries with a view to creat-

ing a single state, headed by

Syria’s President Assad, and a
single Ba’ath Party, to be led

by the leader of the Iraqi
Ba’'ath. d |
The claimed ideological

unity of the two Ba’ath parties
— both petty bourgeois nation-
alist parties founded in the late
'40s — counts for less in this
than the instability of the Iraqi
and Syrian regimes and their
attempt to create a counter-
weight to Egypt in the Middle
East. - _

Secondly, there is the up-
heaval in Iran. This could give
the Kurdish national move-

ment a base of operations — .

and from the late ’50s on-
wards, Iraq has been the
central area of Kurdish nat-

~ lonal struggle.

The Kurds are one of many

Middle East —

- partner.

national minorities within the

Armenians, and Turks are
others — and easily the larg-
est of those minorities. Areas
where Kurds are in the major-
ity cover eastern Turkey,
northern Iraq, western Iran,
and corners of Syria and the
USSR. Iraq’s richest oil-
fields are in Kurdish areas.
Since early 1975 the Kurdish
struggle in Iraq has been at a
low ebb, but it has revived a lot

‘recently.

The increased repression in
Iraq and Syria and tﬁe drawing
together of these two states is
meant to form a bulwark of
Arab nationalism. It is meant
as a counterweight to the
strengthened front of imperial-
ism in the area, and a block to
radical movements. Although
both states have close ties with
the USSR, they probably hope
through a merger or confeder-
ation to achieve a greater
amount of independence from
their present ally and trade

Assyrians,
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THE referendum on whether

or not to set up a Scottish

Assembly takes place on
March 1st, with the Labour
Government firmly behind
the ‘Vote Yes’ camp — it has
even made the establishment

| of the Assembly a plank of its

‘Concordat’ with the TUC
leaders. - -

The Labour Party in Scot-
land has been converted to a
‘Yes’ vote on the
that an Assembly ‘will mean
‘more democracy’ for the

Scottish people. In the

abstract this is so: it is of
course better to have the
activities of the Secretary of

~State for Scotland super-

vised by an elected parliam-
ent than by the Scottish
Office with occasional report-
the House of
Commons.

Problems

‘But that is not what this
referendum is about, and the
"Yes’ camp knows it. To win
support for the Assembly

- they have to promise more

than a minor democratic
reform of administrative
procedures. They have to
persuade people that the
Assembly will begin to
answer the real problems
that face the Scottish work-
ing class: low wages, high
unemployment (especially in
the run-down West Coast
area around Glasgow) and
bad housing. -

This idea of the Assembly
1S potentially more important
than the institution itself:
and as such it is a dangerous
diversion for the Scottish
working class and labour
movement: an  illusory

grounds

|| TRYING TO BEAT THE S.NP
AT THEIR OWN GAME

alternative to the real and
necessary fightback which is
a class-wide and not a
regional one. ~

The lorry drivers did more
in a few. weeks to fight low
pay than the Scottish Assem-
bly ever will. And the strike
could do that partly because
Scottish, English and Welsh
workers were united — with,
in this case, Scottish workers
in the lead. If Scottish work-
ers start looking for Scottish

- solutions and Welsh workers

for Welsh solutions, that
unity would be broken up.

Devolution looks like a new
political answer. In reality
it’s just the old answer (cast
your vote and hope the
parliamentary politicians
keep some of their promises)
in a tartan get-up.

And it can block genuinely
new political answers —
socialist ones — by giving
the Nationalists more stamp-
ing groung. |

The Labour leaders want
devolution to do the opposite

— to take the wind out of the

sails of the SNP. But it is far
more likely that devolution
will be a victory for the SNP,

allowing them to grow. The

real problem 1is that the
Labour lcaders can’t give
political answers to the social
discontent on which the:SNP
feeds.

It is because the setting up
of an Assembly is a sordid
attempt to beat the National-
ists at their own game that a
“Yes’ vote will mean a polit-
ical defeat for socialists in
Scotland. Socialists should
vote ‘No’, against Scottish
nationalism and for working-
class unity across the border.

-~ Far from being an opp-

ressed nation, Scotland has
shared in Britain’s imperial-
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- Devolution : a nationalist blind alley [

ist plunder of Asia and Africa
all along the line. Scottish
nationalism is just as react-
ionary as British nationalism
is: there can be no combining
of socialist ideas with the
ideas of the SNP. |
Equally, socialists have
nothing‘in common with the
majority of the ‘No’ camp-
aign — the Tory Party, the
Scottish CBI, and sections of
the Labour Party, especially
those around the Tribune
group. They are not fighting
against the Assembly to
counter nationalist influence
or division of the working
class — they are fighting for
British nationalism, oppos-
ing the Assembly as a step -
toward the breaking up of the
‘unity of the UK.

Class

None of the Tribunites
who are against the Assemb-
ly have made the slightest
attempt to argue their case
on a class basis. And some of
them have shown themselves
quite happy to trample on the
basic democratic rights of the
Scottish people by passing a
rule in Parliament which says
that a majority for devolution
won’'t count unless it in-
cludes 40% of the total
electorate — voting and non-
voting .

Thert are hints that the
Government may legislate
for the Assembly if there is
any majority for it, regard-
less of this 40% rule. And in
this, for once, the Govern-
ment will be right — even if .
it is motivated by pure elect-
oral opportunism. |

GORDON BREWER
Edinburgh

JAMES DAVIES

PERU GIVES THE CHARIOT

THE PERUVIAN government
has opted out of the internat-
ional designation of 1979 as
‘Year of the Child’ in favour of
its own ‘Year of the Heroes of
the War of the Pacific’. Its
celebrations so far include the
- expulsion of three Chilean
‘spies’ from the country, the
shooting of a ‘traitorous’ air
force sergeant accused of leak-
ing information to Chile, and a
declaration that the Chilean
Ambassador is persona non
grata.

The Pacific War was fought
a hundred years ago. Financed
by British, Germfin and US
capital, Chile, Bolivia and Peru
- fought over the nitrate-rich
desert territory between
Copiapo and Arica. Chile won,
briefly occupying the Peruvian

capital of Lima and annexing :

the desired territory.

The centennial war noises
would seem to have two
purposes. First, Peru hopes for
some kind of military alliance

with the Videla dictatorship in
Argentina, which is currently
in dispute with Chile over the
ownership of three islands in
the Beagle Channel off the
coast of Tierra del Fuego.
These islands are rich in both
oil and fish. .

Second, as the Peruvian
Trotskyist leader-Hugo Blanco
commented, ‘This is “an
attempt by the governments
involved to gain support from
their people’. He continued:
‘We cannot support this con-
spiracy in any way... It is
quite clear that the war propa-
ganda, the war itself if it
comes to it, will be used to
repress the masses and their
organisations, who will be
called traitors.’

This is especially so in Peru,
where the working class has
staged two general strikes in
the past two years and given

the revolutionary
FOCEP 16% of the vote on a

left forces of -

OF WAR ANOTHER PUSH

restricted franchise (illiterates
were excluded from voting).
Clearly the rulers of Peru
hope to chain the labour move-
ment to the war chariot and
also impose military law on the
organisations of the working
masses. .
But war can only postpone
the crisis for the ruling classes

~ and their US masters, making

things far worse for them in
the long term. A military set-
back for either Videla or

-Chile’s Pinochet would prov-

ide an opening for the rep-
ressed masses in those count-
ries. For Peru, war can only
serve to speed up the process
of decay for a capitalist class
facing a militant and undefeat-
ed working class. .
For there to be talk of war at
all indicates that all the three
ruling classes involved are
facing a political and social im-

| Fasse and reaching desperatc

y for one lastcard.

. BASHARDY

with Torles.

4 Wales:
SELLING
'| WONDER DRUG

IT’S THE latest product and
it’s being sold as a new
wonder cure-all for Welsh
and Scottish aches and pains.
There seems to be no end to
the magical properties of
devolved government.

The ‘Devolution Special’
issued by the T& GWU Wales
region, for example, lists at
least a dozen reasons for
voting ‘Yes’ on March 1st.

But it all boils down to just
two arguments. '

The first is quite reason-

abie-looking. ‘An assembly

will bring decisions closer to
the people’. It will extend
democracy to the decisions
made by civil servants and
nominated bodies packed

In fact, the nominated
bodies will stay and the
Assembly will only get to
nominate some of the mem-
bers. The top civil servants
will retain their grip. The
Assembly won’t even have
control over the size of its
budget. |

‘But’, the argumént goes', ~
"not and never has been an

‘this would only be the “irst
step to getting democratic

control’. S
It’s strange that people

~who can muster . fight for

such minimal democratic
reforms as scrapping the
House of Lords and the mon-
archy suddenly become so
enthusiastic about democ-
racy! In fact (if we take the
nationalist case to its conc-
lusion) there is no reason to
suppose a Welsh state would
be any less bureaucratic than
the British one. Local gov-
ernment in South Wales has
already been shown up by a
long series of corruption

trials.

We get to the heart of the
matter with the second main
argument, The Assembly
would be able to assert the
particular needs of Wales,

over and above the English

regions.

Some ‘Yes’ campaigners
try to make this argument
look less swinish by arguing

that Wales is a historically
oppressed nation, which

needs its own Assembly to

hoist itself up to a position of
equality.
The fact is that Wales is

oppressed nation, nor even a

separate nation. it has been
part ol a suigic economic and

political system with Eng-

A NEW g

-"/.

land since the Act of Union of
1536., Along with the English
regions, Wales shared in the
proceeds of the British
Empire. Along with the
English regions, Wales has
suffered unemployment and
depopulation .as British’ im-
perialism declines.

Welsh nationalism has
been cashing in on this

decline only because the
labour- movement has failed

to fight for a socialist altern-
ative. For most workers,
and most Labour Party
members, devolution is a
huge irrelevancy. |

It should be firmly oppos-
ed with a big ‘No’ vote.

. Whatever the benefits of
this ‘democratic reform’, and
they are precious few, they
will be completely outweigh-

ed by divisions opened up in

the labour movement. The
problems of Wales can only
be solved by a working class
that looks outward to inter-
national workers’ unity. De-
volution can only strengthen
the Nationalists and tum a

section of the working class -

in Britain in on itself.
MARTIN BARCLAY

Cardiff
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| Labour Party actlv-

ists launched the

strike support com- -
‘mittee in Haringey,

with the backing of
this statement from
Norman Atkinson,

MP for Tottenham,

and Ted Knightand

Reg Race, the Lab-
our candidates for

the borough’s other

two constituencies,
Hornsey and Wood
Green

WITH A national sell-out
looming, council workers in
some areas are looking for
local deals. In Haringey the
strike committee is press-
ing the Labour Council,
which has declared it sup-
ports the strikers’ claim, to
pay up on a local basis. And
in Camden the controlling
Labour group has passed a
motion backing the £60/35
hours claim and instructing
the council leadership to
open negotiations locally.
The- Camden motion also
insisted that the reduction
in hours should mean more
jobs, not more overtime. if
this were done throughout

"London, it would mean
6,000 new jobs.

As Ken Livingstone, one
of the councillors who pass-
ed the resolution calling for
payment of the full claim,
told WA: ““What the rlght
wing have done is convert
a demand for a 40% wage
rise into littte more than a
guaranteed week agree-
ment’’.

This is partlcularly mean
as' Camden is a very rich
borough in terms of rate-
able value of. commercial
property.

NUPE we|comed the
Camden Labour group re-
solution, while saying that
NUPE still wanted a nation-
al settlement rather than
local deals.

The resolution was radic-
al. But the right wing coun-
cil leadership is twisting it
out of all recognition. In
negotiations they have said
that the national settle-
ment — whatever that
turns out to be — will be
incorporated into the basic
rate; the 35 hour week will

 be brought in; and workers

will receive a special low
pay supplement to bring
them up to £60. |

This last clause is a
rotten - trick. With bonus
payments, most publlc
service manual workers in
the borough already get
over £60.

SUPPORT

The question of local
deals is complicated, but
some things are clear. If
workers fight for a local
claim, , we support them
wnthout any question. But
we argue for national
claims and national settle-
ments. In the longer term,
a system of local deals al-
ways tends to spelt disunity
and low pay. And right now
we advise against any act-
ion that might divert
struggle away from the nat-
ional claim.

The national negot-
lations might well produce
an agreement acceptable to

Why local
deals aren’t
the answer

fimit it would be punished

the union leaders tomorr-
ow, but the struggle would
then continue, to reject any
inadequate deal and keep
up the fight for a better
one. The decision to go for
a local deal before a nat-
ional settiement has been
agreed by the rank and file
weakens  the national
struggle.

There is aiso the quest-
ion of the rates. Originally
the government said that it
would cover the cost of a
5% increase, adding that if
any counci! went over that

by having its rate support
grant reduced by however
much it paid over the odds..
Now the government says:
it will cover something. up

to 9%, though perhaps not
"completely | |

RATES

When the Haringey Lab-
our group called on the
Government to pay the full
claim, it meant exactly that:
the Government . should
cover the whole cost. |f
the Council had to pay the
full claim. itself, it wouid
inevitably mean rate rises.

In Haringey, with few big
commercial and industrial
owners, a rent or rate rise
would fall directly on the
working class. |

Of course, the strikers

are right in arguing that

rents and rates should not

be subsidised by their pov- -

erty. On the other hand, a

wage rise that comes from

levying workers rather than
the bosses is a miserable
step forward.

The answer in principle
is simple: councils should
find the money by default-
ing on the interest pay-
ments which can siphon off
up to a third of their
budgets. But to carry
through this radical defi-
ance of capitalism success-
fully will need a tremend-
ous fight... more of a fight
than is likely in the after-
math of a national strike
seil-out, even with the best
will possible from the Iocal
council.

This dilemma — _ which in
our view makes local deals
a bad tactic, ' though we

“unconditionally support

workers fighting for them
and councils granting them
— finds its root cause in

the lack of fight of the lab-

our movement's leader-

ship, and their failure to

link up the struggies ag-
ainst low pay and the cuts
into a concerted assault on
capitalism. We must step

up the struggle for a new

Ieadershlp
| RAY SAUNDERS

' rlal disputes . involving
the low palgl workers in

'.’onr public services have to be
seen in their national con-
fext.

In 1974 the Labour Gov-

ernment was elected on a
policy of a fundamental re-
‘distribution of wealth and

power in favour of working

people and their famﬂies.
A -year later, faced with

mounting economic difficult-
les, the Government yielded
to enormous pressure from
big business, internmational
finance, the civil service and
the press, and persuaded the
TUC (and} the Labeur
Movement to accept a pollcy
of wage restraint.

T he Labour Party, the TUC

y THE CURRENT indust-

and most Trade Unlons have'.

now rejected this approach to

‘our economic problems and
at Conference last year resol-

utions were passed calling
for an end to wage controls
and a rtturn to free collect-
ive bargalning.

In the face of this opposit-
ion the Government has tried
to impose its 5% policy with-
out the general agreement of
the labour movement. But
because it has no powers
over private industry its
efforts are mainly directed
against workers in the public
sector, many of whom are
among the lowest paid in the
country.

workers are now engaged in

is a just ﬁght for a living

wage. lt must alno be

nised as a fight agalnst'
'wa es policy in general.

he Haringey labom-

Parties support thelr dem-
ands for a fair deal. We

also support the Ilabour
movement’s call for an end to

wage restraint.

We believe that the only
solution to Britain’s econom-
ic difficulties lies in a strong
Labour Government pursu-
ing the policies on which it

was elected in 1974 and imp-

lementing the manifesto.

We also bélieve that it is

vital to answer the attacks
that are now being made

| - both on the strikers them-
The  struggle that these

selves and on the entire
Trade Union movement, by

the press and by our tradit-

| . : "¥ .
- .
¢
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Party.
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Why Hari ny
workers want a

local deal

Striking Haringey school caretakers with members of the ‘Parents
for the Caretakers’ support group.

PETER SPENCER,

‘NUPE education

branch secretary

and chairman of the

strike committee in
Haringey, explains
why Haringey local
authority manual

workers are now go-

ing for a local

settiement.

TO. START with, no-
one should say that in
Haringey we’ve been
fighting for a local settlement
rather than a natlonal one.

Iaringey : orgars

A SUPPORT committee for
the low-pay strike was set up
in Haringey, North London,
at a meeting on Saturday
17th. Workers Action talked

to Michael O’Sullivan,

chairman of Tottenham Lab-
our Party Young Socialists

and secretary of the com-
mittee.

ON MONDAY we leaf-
letted the major GLC

supplies depot at Ferry

Lane, Tottenham, with about
15 supporters of the com-
mittee. We got an excellent

- response from the wprkers,
~especially the drivers, who

have been banning overtime
in support of the claim. It’s
just a pity we didn’t do 1t in
the first week of the dispute;
we might have been able to

close down the depot.

On Tuesday, about 20

‘'members of the support
‘committee, together with

some of the strikers, picket-
ed one of the local papers,
the Hornsey Journal, which

- has been raising an outcry

against ‘union power’. We

‘handed in letters to the NUJ

Mother of Chapel and to the

- Assistant Editor (who wrote

one of the worst articles).
A delegation from the

‘strike committee and the

support committee insisted
on and were granted an int-
erview with the  Assisfant
Editor. He was persuaded to
grant our demand that this
week’s paper carry a state-
ment prepared by the sup-
port committee. .

We are also sending out a
letter to trade union branch-

es asking for moral and fin-

ancial support for the strike.
There is a social this Friday

to raise money for the strike
fund, and we are producing a
leaflet for general distribu-

tion explaining the strikers’
case.

In our view speed is vital
in countering the Govern-
ment and media campaign
against the strikers.

We’'ve been out since the day
of action on January 22nd
for a national settlement.

We've played  our part.
We’re not leaving the mem-
bers who live out in the sticks
to look after themselves. Our
struggle will have helped

them get a national settle--

emtn over what the Govern-
ment was offering at first.

I used to work outside Lon-
don myself. 1 was caretaker
at a school in Buckingham-

shire and we did a lot to build

up the union there and fight
the cuts the council was

planning. When 1 went to
that school. again recently,

I found it hadn’t even come
out on the day of action. Still,
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of the people who took part
came from the Labour Party.
The Trades* Council also
agreed to organise a march
to support an ‘End Low Pay’
rally on the 15th organised
by the Labour Party and
NUPE.

At a ‘Socialist Campaign
for a Labour Victory’ meeting
on Thursday 8th, the idea of

‘a support committee was put

forward. The meeting was
enthusiastic. We soon got
the backing of leading activ-
ists in the three local con-
stituency Labour Parties.

The next step was to get a
statement in favour of the
support committee from

Norman Atkinson (Labour

MP for Tottenham) and the
two other local Prospective
Parliamentary Candidates,
Ted Knight (Hornsey), and
Reg Race (Wood Green),
who is a NUPE official.

They launched the appeal
for the committee at the

TV

face ballot box wrath

E PEOPLE

TllE'ler:ltdw:Muemumuﬂu
The scheels, clesed for four weeks, shew ne nigas of re-
opening after nest week's haif term boliday. Rubbish mousnts
in the streets and Mot bousebelde bave had aaly one colbec-

» early days of
yond having
1kers address
stings. |

rades Council
le  Saturday
tion and leaf-
. though many

get ‘whatever
Igreement is,
e helped fight
s being left
We’ve fought

looking for
the odds
there’s a
Jey in a poor
i already got
way we see it
icil here says
rlaim. If the
i agreed to
which ob-
g to happen
pment in the
ps — if they
p40%, then,

<

wﬁ-t'-h‘ )

Journal
opinion
imphered
”*m . h- '] ad

rally on the 15th organised
by the Trades Counc1l and
we held tHe inaugural meet-
ing on Saturday 17th.

In my opinion the blggest,
pity is that we didn’t get the

support commlttee set up
earlier.

as we see it, the local council
would have had to pay a fair
proportion of this.
proportion
have been the amount of a
5% pay rise.

If they really support our
claim being settled in full
nationally, then they must
be ready to pay us what they
would have had to pay us had
the £60 figure been reached

‘nationally. We re just asking

them to put their
where their mouth is.

money

6bv10usly, we don’t want
higher rates in Haringey.

" But the argument that we

shouldn't ask working class
ratepayers to fund our pay

That
wouldn’t just pu

BB Why was that?

It’s partly due to the routin-
ism of the labour move-
ment. There was a lot of
strike support activity going
on earlier — what I've al-
ready mentioned, plus the
Harmgey ‘Parents for the

Caretakers’ — but people
felt that coordination was

really the business of the
Trades Council... which was
doing very little. -

MW How did the inaugural
meeting of the support com-
mittee go? -

There were about 50 people

there, with the NUR, the
POEU, ACTSS, and the Co-
Op represented as well as

the NUT and the three

constituency Labqur Parties.

The argument centred
around the question of nat-
ional and local settlements.
The support committee fav-
ours a national settlement,
and the strike committee,
who are now going for a local
settlement, were worried

that the support committee

could be a ‘left cover’ for
the Labour Council’s oppos-
ition to a local settlement.

We made it clear that we
supported the strikers un-
conditionally, whatever their
tactics on local settlements
and national settlements.
The support committee is
backing the strikers’ lobby
of the council’s Labour group
on Thursday 22nd. |

The other objections was
raised by Harry Lister, secr-
etary of the Trades Council
and a Communist Party
member, who said that the
dispute was a trade union
issue and the Trades Counc-
i1, as the trade union wing of
the movement, should look
after it. We replied that we
wanted a broad campaign,
based on the unions, but
drawing in the widest poss-
ible support in the ’

‘working class commun-

ity in Haringey.

claim cuts two ways. After
all, why should the resid-
ents of Haringey have good
blic services at our ex-
pense. It doesn’t make sense
for the low-paid to be sub-
sidising local rates.

We’'re happy to get sup-
port whoever it’s from, but
we want those who support
us to come out clearly and
say that they will support us
if we go in for a local deal
over and above the national

one. It’s no good if Labour |

Party people in the Support
Committee duck out of back-
ing us as soon as we ask
the local “council
cough up.

| against the NUPE.

ROUND-UP

leaflet,
and we’ll

sack you’

TWO MILITANT workers at
St Thomas’s Hospital, South
London, have been warned by
management that leafletting
on the premises durmg work-
ing hours is- a ‘sackable
offence’.

This follows a leaflet given
out -before recent CoHSE and
NUPE branch meetings which

argued for lightning strikes
in support of the £60 and 35
hours claim.

The stewards of both unions
argued for keeping action at a
token minimum in return for a
statement by the Area Health
Authority earlier in the week

supporting the unions’ claim.

There has been no action at
all in St Thomas’s apart from
the strike on January 22nd.

The leaflet argued: ‘‘No
victory can be won by a cosy
chat with management. The
only way to win the full £60 for
35 hours is by strike action
throughout the Health Service.

“Str_tke action won the lorry
drivers’ claim. Strike action
won the Ford workers’ claim.
Strike action is the only way to
win our claim”’.

At the CoHSE meeting last
Thursday, 15th, rattled atew-
ards attacked the leaflet, and
were evidently relieved when
their recommendation was
passed, with a majority of

- one vote!

By Tuesday 19th, the stew-
ards in NUPE who had adopt-
ed the same attitude, were
better prepared. They staved
off action with hrasea like:
““You young lads don’t know

what it's like to be on strike..

. This time we only had to lose
one day’s pay ..

AMBULANCEMEN in Corn-

wall have stopped covering
all but emeérgencies and a
few other exceptions. They
are to vote this week on a
bonus scheme hastily thrown
together by the Health
Authority’s Organisation &
Methods (O & M) Depart-
ment which claims to ofter a

rise of more than 8% -—
about £1.50 a week.

The amazing thing about
this bonus scheme is the
extra jobs that go with it:
ambulancemen will be ex-
ected to sweep the station
goors daily, polish them once
a week, clean the station
windows and cooker weekly,
keep the flower beds ttdy,
and suchhke

At the same time there are
bonuses for getting patients
to the hospital quicker!
Imagine: “No time for a cup
of tea, Mrs. Jones. Get in

uick or we’ll lose our bonus’
o the O&M people, patients

have just become umts and
numbers.

What makes this miser-

able bonus scheme even less
popular is that the O&M
Beo ple have already spent
£30,000 on a works study
which has not yet been im-
plemented. Money is appar-
ently no object in some
areas. And the new confer-
ence room for the Health
Authority in Truro is re
ed to have cost over £10,
— to include crystal chandel-
iers and the lot. And ambul-
ancemen are expected to
clean windows and hoe
round flower beds to get a
miserable increase in their
miserable wages.

Meanwhile in Liskeard one
GP refused to treat a patient,
an ambulanceman, telling
him to come back ‘when he
was an emergency . But this
sort of thing just stlffen s the
resolve to stick out for a
decent wage.

Some ambulancemen have

SHARP PRACT ICE

- IN CARDIFF

JIM CALLAGHAN was em-
barrassed at the annual meet-
%oof his own Constituency
ur Party last Friday when
he was. greeted by a plcket by
NUPE and GMWU members.
They were urging the Cardiff
South East Labour Party to
support their claim.

Insrde the meeting, Callagh-
an’'s embarrassment was sav-
ed by some sharp bureau-
cratic practice. An emergency
resolution calling for support
for the public sector wor;l)rers
action was ruled out of order
because the meeting was the
AGM. The local party bureau-
crats could hardly use the

usual excuse, ‘lack of time’.
The meetmg finished at
quarter past eight.

Some wards are attempting
to keep.the pressure up. The
Adamsdown ward of Cardxff
South East passed a resolution
which will go to the next
meeting of the GMC, support-
ing the claim and the workers’
actions, and calling on the
Government to pay up. It

also calls on local councils to
settle on the full claim, coun-

cillors to support the stnke
and the Labour Party to join
up with other labour move-
ment bodies in setting up a
support commlttee

Edinburgh goes all out

STRIKE ACTION to win the
claim spread through the Edin-
burgh area from Friday 16th.

All Edinburgh’s schools
have been closed since the
janitors stepped up their act-
ion from an overtime ban to an

“all-out strike. The road-gritters

also started strike action, at
the weekend when the snow
was at its worst. Bin men came
out on the 16th, and the sew-
age workers have stayed on

strike,

The chance of a full-scale
attack to” get the £60 for 35
hours is there But it has been
marred by reports that
NUPE’s - natlon negotiat-
ors are about to settle. The
newly called out groups of
workers feel frustrated and
angry.

Perhaps the most furious
leaders’
downright treachery are work-
ers in five of Edmburgh S
hospitals, who—-have gone on
unofﬁcral strike after operating

a work to rule since January
22nd. On Friday 16th the cat-

ering workers at the Royal In-

firmary walked out when the
management broke agree-
ments that had been made
over the work to rule. Fifty
porters came out in sympathy
and helped mount a picket at
the ates

The action was immed-
iately backed by porters’
strikes at City Hospital ,
Princess Margaret Rose, and

‘munist Party

'Elsie Ingles. On Saturday the

porters at Craighouse joined
the action, but were persuad-
ed to go back by NUPE Scott-
ish organiser Ron Curran.
However, porters at the Sick
Children’s Hospital also came
out over the weekend.

All five hospitals were still
out on Monday, and the work-

_ers have formed a strike com-

mittee with delegates from
each hospital. Their aim is to
spread the action to the other
Edmburgh hospitals and force
the union to make it official.
It’s abundantly clear to the
strikers that the unions’ strat-
egy of a work to rule has not
paid off, that spreading the
strikes is the only way for-
ward, and that it’s the union
offrcrals who are holding them

back, irying to break the un-
official action.

- At the branch meeting of
NUPE South Hospitals (cov-

ering the five hospitals) on the

14th, branch treasurer Paul
Maclean made it clear: ‘‘The
union is limbering up for a
sell-out. We are tge

the leadersm don’t fight, we
must’’. In answer, local full-
timer Andy Wilson, a Com-
- member, was
full of praise for the 8% plus
consolidation deal, trymg to
sway members who ‘were

afrazd of takmg unofficxal

union: if

action. The whole strategy of |

the union has worked to give
the ‘moderates’ grounds to
head off strike action. But it
hasn’t worked in Edinburgh.
‘One of the catering workers
at the Royal Infirmary whose
walkout started the stnke told
WA about her reaction to
NUPE's leaders. |

“We're ﬁghtmg them It's
a cheek, when we’re paying
their wages, not to sunport one
hospxtal Especially when
we’ve as much reason as any-
one else to strike, when mar-
agement is twistin every rule
in the book. That’s what
started it on Friday. There’s

too many gaffers with fat |

salaries and us without any
decent money, not even dirty
money, having to stick our
hands down filthy drains to
clear them up

e valuable service to

the smﬁland the needy, aren’t

we entitled to be decently
paid? We have to pay the
money in the butchers’ shOps
and the fruit shops like every-
oneelse.

What’s more, they've cut
down the labour so much in
the last four years that we do
the work of two for the same
wa es. We're in sympathy

all the workers who need

more money. The Govern-
ment  should 4{,
J OHN M C{)ONALD

‘Another Cornish ambulancemen

offered speed-up scheme

been arguing that they

should be compared to other
emergency services like
firemen and the police, who
have higher pay and fringe
benefits. They feel that if
they had their own union like
the FBU they would get
better treatment, whereas
lumped together with other
hospital workers they’re
doomed to low pay. -

But the firemen made
what gains they did through
militant actlon, not through
having a separate union. And
they falled to break the 10%
limit because they lacked act-
ive support — partly through
being a separate union.

A separate union for
ambulancemen would just
split up the workers’ siruggle
further, and help to perpet-
uate low pay. The answer has
to be getting a new leader-
ship in NUPE and Cohse
which will effectively fight
for ambulancemen and for all
public service workers.

Short
reports

A MASS meeting on Sunday of
binmen at Manchester’'s main
depot at Water St rejected a
proposal to go back to work
and accept 9% . They also re-
jected a proposal to go back to
work while other GEMWU

‘workers would be called out in

their place. The meeting over-
whelmingly supported a call
to continue the strike and to
try to get other binmen in
theuarea, as in Oldham, out as
well.

4

UNITED Manchester Hospit-
als NUPE branch is to hold a
day of action on Tuesday 20th
at the city hospitals, and pick-
ets are to be set up NUPE

strikers will also lobby the

NUPE divisional meeting on
Thursday 22nd against afsﬁ
settlement short of the
claim for £60 and 35 hours.

v

SIX gravediggers at Crosby, -

in the Merseyside borough of

" Sefton, have been threaten-

ed with the sack for taking part
in the official strike of grave-
diggers in the North West that

ended two weeks ago. Local
NUPE officials have amd that

there will be an all-out strike
by local authority manual

workers cn Merseyside if the

threat is carried out.

\ 4

STOCKPORT Trades Council
have called a demonstration
in support of the low pay
campaign on Friday 23rd, and
are encouraging workplaces in

the area to send delegations.

The Trades Council has open-

ed its meeting to workers in-
volved in the action, and is
distributing collectlon sheets

and mformatron on the claim
and the actions. »

A 4

CARDIFF Council

pay the money,

the town centre.

Only £500 for that, the coun-
cil sald Despite thia penny-
pinching attitude, the refuse
men cleared the rubbmh Who
says it’s the workers who are

bemg anti-social?

., -, : LI i . . . . .
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offered
striking refuse men a lump
sumof£3000 to go to a char-

y of their chorce, if they
cleaned up the town centre.
The men refuaed Local NUPE
~ full-timer Ian Spence said:
and we’ll
clear refuse, but from the
Cardiff Royal Infirmary, not.




by G Brewer

BEHIND THE whole debate

on separation and devolution
the basic theoretical issue is
this: is Scotland an oppress-
ed nation? -
Certainly it is difficult to
pinpoint specifically national
oppression in Scotland. The
major nationalist organisat-
ion, the SNP, is perfectly
legal. The gaelic language
can be spoken with impunity.

The Scottish national flag —

the Saitire — can be flown
freely, and in fact 1s never
more freely flown than on the
occasion of visits by the Brit-
ish monarch north of the
border. | ' |
Scotland has no serious
history of national struggle,
and the present wave of
regionalism largely dates
from the onset of capitalist
crisis in 1969 and the dis-
covery of oil in the'North Sea.

Far from being plundered

by imperialism Scotland has
benefitted from the profits of

the oldest imperialist power

in the world, the British
state. Far from Scotland

suffering from military occ-

upation, Scottish troops have
willingly played a prominent

role in British colonialism’s

conquests. Scottish regim-
ents have figured prom-
inently right up to Britain’s

last colonial repressions In
- Aden and Northern Ireland.

Bourgeois thought sees

the nation (like the bourgeois

family) as a natural unit.
Marxists see the nation (and
the bourgeois family) as a
temporary form of human
association, specific to a
particular historical period.
Under the feudal system of
the Middle Ages, nation
states in the modern sense
did not exist. Even if a
country was nominally a
unit, ruled by a monarch,

‘real power lay with each

feudal lord in his own area.
The lords controlled the arm-

‘ed forces, taxes, law and

order.
Language, customs, and
economic . relations varied

from one area to another
within the same country.

The absolute monarchies
of the 16th, 17th and 18th

centuries generally went no

further than clamping dis-

parate provinces together
into one political unit. The
real formation of nations as
economic and social units
was the work of the bour-
geoisie. As Marx put it, ‘In-
dependent or but loosely

connected provinces, with

separate interests, laws,
governments and systems of

~ taxation, became lumped to-
gether into one nation, with

one government, one code of
laws, one national class-
interest, one frontier, and
one customs-tariff’.

DRIVE

The drive to form such nat-
ional units was a major
aspect* of the bourgeois
democratic - revolutions in
Europe in the 18th and.1%h
centuries. Marx considered it
progressive and supported,
for example, the struggle for
a united German Republic.

But the West European
nations were already giving a
new aspect to the national
question, by their colonising
raids on Asia and Africa. In
the 20th century, the strug-
gle for national liberation has
been as powerful a revolut-

‘ionary factor in the ‘Third

World’ as was the uniﬁdation

- of nations in Europe 100 or

200 years before.

For the ‘Third World’

‘countries, national independ-

ence represents the right to

national self-respect, an end

to colonial oppression, and
a beginning of national
economic development: it is
the precondition for any real
equality between nations.
For the advanced countries,
‘national interest’ has be-
come a cover for class ex-
ploitation, a banner for
plunder of the ‘Third World’.
and a reactionary obstacle to
the international association
called for by modern prod-
uctive forces.

PATTERN

~ There are dozens of excep-
tions to the general pattern

of national development; but
in the case of Scotland, its
history is one of substantial
integration in the British
nation. Scottish nationalism,
as an answer to Scotland’s

problems, is as reactionary

as the idea that Britain
should solve its social prob-
lems by trying to cut loose
from the West European-US
nexus.

- At the time of the begin- ]
nings of capitalism in Brit-
ain, Scotland was an indep- -

endent country, although it

‘makes little sense to talk of it

as a nation. There was no
national language (a mixture
of English, Scots and Gaelic
being spoken) andeo nation-
al culture. Communications
between the north of _the

country and the central belt

were minimal. Most import-
antly, there was no economic
unity in Scotland.

In the north of the country
(the Highlands) the old, pre-
feudal clan system reigned
supreme. The Southern up-
lands were feudal. The cent-
ral belt was the most advanc-

ed area economically. Here

a capitalist economy was be-
ginning to develop.

THREAT

The first development of

‘merchant capital was on the

east coast, with Edinburgh
as the main centre. The rise
of Glasgow merchants came
later, and by the time of the
Union they were already pos-

ing a serious threat to the.

east coast merchants,

The Scottish bourgeoisie
found it could not success-
fully compete with its Eng-

~ lish neighbour. England had
embarked on its
“colonising spree. And in 1631

already

the English Parliament
passed the Navigation Acts,
which banned Scottish ships
from the use of English
ports. Although the right was
restored by. Cromwell, it
was taken away again in
1660 by the Stuart Restorat-
ion. -

The Scottish bourgeoisie
made their first and last
attempt to go .it alone. In
1698 a Scottish expedition set
off to colonise the Isthmus of

Darien in Central America.-

The attempt was a disaster,
mainly due to English oppos-
ition. From then on the
Scottish capitalists seem to
have realised that Union with
England was the best way to
further their interests, and
it was carried through by the
Union of Parliaments in
1707. | |
"The English bourgeoisie
wanted to include Scotland in

an extended national market.
Their motives were not bene-
volent, and indeed the Eng-
lish at that time regarded the .

Scots in a hostile and pre-

judiced way, as little better

than barbarians.
_But the Scottish bourgeoi-
sie was not forced or coerced

into Union by the English.

They took a rational decision

that capitalism could only
“develop in Scotland as part of
the British nation state. Far
from being colonised, the

Scottish bourgeoisie = went
into the Union the better to
join in colonising others.

Nor was Union used, as it
was in Ireland a century
later, to stunt capitalist dev-
elopment and ensure the
hegemony of English capital.

The less dynamic east

coast merchants were ag-
ainst Union. They feared it
would mean their complete
demise in the face of open
competition with England as

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

~ Scotland’s problems

of housing and unemployment won’t be

fines of an independent
Scotland. | o

After the Union, the all-
iance of the English and
Scottish  bourgeoisie  set
about extending capitalism
over the whole of Scotland —

with a vengeance. In the

course of the 18th century,
capitalism began to flourish,
with the building up of the
iron and the cotton indust-
ries. The Union meant that

Scotland could take advant-

age of English trade, and
also that the two regions
could joinfly develop and
launch their industrial rev-
olution.

COTTON

With the cotton and to-

.bacco trades, Glasgow be-

came one of the major
centres of industry in Britain.

Between 1708 and 1750 1ts
population doubled to 25.000
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solved by yet another Parliament with no answers. |

well as with Glasgow. In
their fight against the Utiion,
they were ' supported by the
Presbyterian church.

They did not succeed in
stopping the Union, but they
did succeed in maintaining

an independent church, legal

and educational system in

~ Scotland which survive to

this day. .

"It is the existence of these

separate institutions that is
often used to support the
claim that there is a genuine
Scottish nation. But this
misses the point. It is doubt-
ful if even the institutions

- that remained under separ-

ate jurisdiction could have
developed to the extent they

did if the tasks of the bourg-

eois revolution had been
attempted within the con-
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- UCS workers: would their fight have been helped by the Scott-
~ jsh Assembly any more than by ‘friends’ like Bennat

Westminster?

and it had grown to 200,000

by 1831.

The rising bourgeoisie
set about eliminating the old
feudal and pre-feudal order,
driving the population off the
land to become urban work-
ers. They carried this out in
the most brutal manner im-
aginable. -

After the Union the clans
rose up in arms in a series of
rebellions, the most serious
being the Jacobite rising of
1745. Under the leadership
of Charles Edward Stuart,

the ‘Young Pretender’, they

took over most of Scotland
and launched an invasion of
England, claiming not just
the throne of Scotland but
that of England as well.
Prince Charlie’s army got
as far as Derby before being

222, ahe
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“alism

turned back and eventually

routed at Culloden, near

Inverness, in April 1746.
In the years after the
stamping out of the Jacob-

ites came the notorious

Highland Clearances. The
clan chiefs, who had nominal
rights over the clan lands,
allied with the bourgeoisie to
transform this nominal right
into a real property right and

drive their clanspeople out to

make way for sheep-walks
and deerparks. :
In the mythology of

Scottish nationalism, the

Jacobite rising occupies a
hallowed position rivalled

only by the defeat inflicted .

on the English by Robert the

Bruce at Bannockburn in

1514. The Jacobites prove
the resilient nationalism of
the Scots, and their suppres-
sion shows that the Scottish
nation was and is suppressed
by the English. B

In fact it was not a battle

between Scotland and Eng-
land, but a battle between
capitalism and pre-capitalist
reactionary forces. This
marks. off the Jacobite rebel-
lion from genuine bourgeois
nationalist movements such
as the Irish struggle, which
had as their aim the winning
of the right to develop capit-
independently  of
domination, and

foreign
radical,

which developed
democratic politics.

FRANCE

. The Jacobites were any-
thing but radical. Led by a

‘man driven by nothing but

personal ambition, they fail-

ed to mobilise even the whole
of the Highlands behind their

cause, let alone anyone fur-

ther south, and looked for
support to the court of Louis
15th of France, where Prince
Charles eventually escaped.

Engels summed up the
Jacobite movement  in
characteristically  scathing
terms: ‘There is no country
in Europe that does not
possess, in some remote
corner, at least one remnant-
people, left over from an
earlier population, forced
back and subjugated by the
nation which later became
the repository of historical
development. ... [It] is al-
ways the fanatical represent-
ative of the counter revolut-
ion and remains until it is
completely exterminated or
de-nationalised, as its whole
existence is in itself a protest
against a great historical
revolution. |

‘In Scotland, for example,
the Gaels, supporters of the
Stuarts from 1640 to 1745...°

The Union did not leave
Scotland without ‘national
characteristics’ and traits of

LABOUR SCOTTISH NATIONALISM [

a Scottish culture. But this
culture was marked by the
~ fact that the dominant class
force in Scotland had nothing
~to gain from asserting its

separate -identity. Scottish
romantics like Sir Walter
Scott were ‘patriots’ in the
sense that they felt proud of
their heritage, but they fear-
ed separation like the
plague. | o |

RUPTURE

As Scott himself put it,
‘We had better remain in
Union with England, even at
the risk of becoming a sub-
ordinate species of North-
umberland, as far as national
consequence is  concerned,
than remedy ourselves by
even hinting at the possibil-
ity of a rupture’. Not for him
the militant cultural national-
ism of his counterparts in
Hungary or Poland of that
time. o

‘Eventually Scotland devel-
oped a sort of degenerate
ersatz culture catering for
the taste of tourists and the
Victorian English gentry,
what Tom Nairn (one of the
foremost left wing propon-
ents of Scottish nationalism)
calls ‘cultural sub-national-
ism’. Scottish culture, devoid
of any real development be-
cause of the integral devel-
opment of the Scottish in-
telligentsia within the main-
stream of British bourgeois

| culture, consists of gaudy

displays of tartan, the Edin-
burgh Military Tattoo, and
delirious displays of enthus-
iasm for the repeated failures
of the Scottish national foot-
ball team. |

Attempts by sections of
the Scottish intelligentsia,
like those around Hugh Mac-

Diarmid to develop a genuine
Scottish culture have largely
been failures. .

- Nevertheless, enough nat-
ional characteristics have
accumulated to enable Scott-
ish particularism to don its
nationalistic cloak. Today the
emotional appeal of the SNP
spans the past but not quite
forgotten glories of William
‘Wallace and Robert the
Bruce, and future glories to
be achieved with the help of
Esso, Shell and British
Petroleum. | ~

The supporters of indepen-
dence and/or

ments about Scotland being

a nation with the argument |
that Scotland is economically

disadvantaged. Much is
made of the external control
of the ‘Scottish economy’. To

~get to the root of these argu-

ments, it is necessary to look
at the structure of this
economy. ‘

PROBLEM

The problem with the
Scottish economy is not that
the emergent Scottish bourg-
eoisie were prevented bya
dominant nation from devel-
oping an economic base. It
stems from broader patterns
of the centralisation of
capital. -

‘The decline of the tradit-

ional textile and iron indust-

ries (which were based on
the availability of raw mater-
ials and water
rather than the proximity to
the market) brought no equi-
valent replacement. Thus
there are high unemploy-
ment levels and a disproport-
ionately high level of social
deprivation. Glasgow

devolution
generally back up their argu-

supplies
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(centre of engmeermg and

shipbuilding) and Dundee
(jute) have become high un-

employment areas, with little -

- to offer the prospecttve in-

‘vestor.
With the decline of the

home-based industries,
Scettish ‘capital did not just
vanish into thin air. The
Scottish bourgeoisie began to
export capital abroad in a
big way as early‘as the 1860s.
The original stakes came

from- Edlnburgh shipowners -

-and the Dundee jute industry
| and the heavy industry of the
- west coast followed later.

At first, shares in foreign.

industry were purchased via
the City of London, but to cut
out the London banks the
Scottish ruling class began to
create investment trusts

‘formed through syndrcates of
local businessmen. By the

. -‘ L e

transfer of plant to another_

country and even to play off
large capitalist powers like

Britain and France against
“each other in the bid for
~ contracts; on the other hand,

the general penetration of US
capital in Europe which fol-

lowed the Marshall plan and
‘the establishment of the

‘dominance of US capitalism
‘after ‘the war.

SOLUTION

Of all capitalist adversar-
ies, the multi-nationals are
best fought through internat-
ional workers '’ solidarity, and
not through regionalism.

The ab"ilit'yf'of" industry in
Scotland to live on handouts
from Westminster explains

the attitude of the Scottish
. CBI to Devolution. They are

against ‘political’ devolution
(fearing moves towards in-

- dependence, trade obstacles,

isolationism and the cutting
of regional aid) but in favour

.of mdustrlal devolution’, by

which they mean even great-
er povernment handouts

~ An Assembly would not

“bring more ]obs, except for
-polltlctans All it-could do 1s
~increase the handouts, using

01l money,
merely perpetuate the prob-

which would

lems.
The idea that an Assembly
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“time of the First World War .

| Scotland was, according to
the historian John Foster,

‘contributing more than its g

 fair share of the British total’
- of exported capital.

As finance capital derelop- |

ed, employment stagnated.

'A _Thrs is not a specially Scott-

ish problem; it is shared by

~most areas of Britain out-
side the south-east of Eng-

land. And the problems of
these areas are most certain-
ly not caused by any form of
“‘national oppression’ but by
the world-wide and Europ-
ean centralisation of capital.

If, instead of comparing

unemployment in Scotland- - play off its Linwood factory

with that of England. and
‘Wales, you compare it with

regions of Britain outside

London and the Midlands,

they all have comparable

REGIONS

Thus the problem of the

~ regiotis’ is an inherent prob-

. lem of capitalism. It has been
tackled by the central gov-
ernments using stick and
‘carrot techniques (applied to
- Scotland as to other regions).

The Distribution of Industry_

‘Acts in 1945 set up various
financial incentive schemes

to draw .investment to the

regions. As the main accent

was on grants to cover fixed

capital costs, the result was
an influx of high productiv-

ity industries which contrib-

uted very few new jobs.
Intenswe attempts to
attract mdustry to Scotland

were begun in 1960, and .

their effect on unemploy-
ment through the following
decade can be judged by
comparing the figures for un-
employment in 1960 (4.3%)
with the figure for the be-
ginning of the "70s (4.7%).

With the incentive sch-"
emes, foreign capital was:
attracted to Scotland, esp-

~ecially (in the post. war

instrument engineering ind-

‘ustries) American capital.

Scotland became dominated

by branches of industry,

branches which would be

~shut down wholesale at the

first signs of a crisis or which

could pe played off against
branches in other countries
in the face of a militant trade
union struggle. But though
the effects in Scotland may
be more pronounced; this is

something which affects the

entire British economy.

It has been fuelled since
the Second’ World War by
two factors — on the one
hand the increasing internat-
ional centralisation of capital
which allows multinationals
to threaten workers with

1%t

ful finance industry.
When Chrysler tries. to

against its plant in Europe,

‘nobody has the S brass to
Scottish

suggest “that
Assembly, or even a ‘Scott-
ish Workers Government’,
will in any ‘way provide a

| solution.

In the operation of polrcxes
desrgned to boost the regions
Scotland has scarcely been
discriminated. = ag amst In

1974 a report of the Scottish
Council Research Institute
found that over the previous
decade Scotland had receiv-
ed on average more than
30% of all expenditure under
the Local Employment legis-

SLP MPs Jim Sillars [above]
and John Robertson. Labour is
trying to steal their colours.

lation, around 30-4U% of

reglonal employment prem-

iums, and nearly 40% of the
expendrture under the 1972
Industry ‘Act. Even so, ‘un-
employment continues un-
abated ...-as though regional
policy had never existed.’
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St Andrews Squa.re Edmburgh a centre of Scotland’s power- -

programme

_the Scottish working

- elections,

it

with oi} .rev,enues could chali-

- enge the economic problems
-in Scotland is a complete

illusion. The oil industry it-
self creates relatively few
jobs, and the nature of the
product means that it does
not directly give rise to new
industries around it. What
jobs are created are mainly in
the construction industry and
those will quickly fall off as
the rigs are built and full
scale production is begun |
The fate of the regional aid
dramatically
shows up the impossibility of

really planning the capitalist

system, oil money or no oil

~ money. But to-. attack the

system means an all-out
attack on the bosses by the
working class — an all-out
attack which is only defused
by the regionalist -illusions
spread by the devolutionists.
Until the end of the 1960s
the SNP had no serious
backing either from the
Scottish bourgeoisie or from
class.
Then after the October 1974

them.

OIL

The real‘ factor in the

gréwth of the SNP was oil. It
- provided an apparent econ-

omic .basis for the pipe-

~dreams of the Nats. They
~were no longer confined to

the petty bourgeoisie and a
few cranky intellectuals, and

- began to gain working class

W votes, on the slogan ‘it’s
M Scotland’s Oil’. | r
- The workers’ organisat-

ions had failed to fight the

bosses’ solutions to  the

_crisis. Now the SNP offered

a Scottish solution: North Sea
revenues controlled by a
Scottish parliament.
equipped the Scottish. Nation
would begin to tackle the
problems of structural un-
employment and low wages,
products of years of English

- mismanagement. and neg-

-important as the

© interests - |
Union as much today as in

- ever

Thus

lect.
Along with “the popultst

cant ‘about using the oil
revenues for the benefit of

‘the Scottish people’, the

- SNP had to make sure not to
alienate big business. This of

course became much more
gathered

votes. William Wolfe, Bath-

gate businessman and the | |
" then chairmarn of the SNP,

scurried off to the USA to

~assure the oil companies that
“the SNP would not dream of

nataonallsmg their - Scottrsh
operations..

UNION

The SNP has put together

some big business backers.

But most of the Scottish
bourgeoisie still see their
lying with - the

1707. -

Thus the official labour
movement’s: backing for
devolution gives the issue a
left-wing appearance.
Labour’s. shift in favour of

devolution came not from a

'desu'e to fight for civil

service reform (as the devol-

“utionists now claim) but from
‘a desperate attempt to stop.
the SNP eating into Labour’s
“votes in Scotland — and to -

gain the alliance of the Nat-
ionalist MPs at Westminster
for the minority Labour gov-
ernment.

The Krlbrandon commiss- |

ion on devolution reported in

- October 1973. Nobody was |
*partlcularly interested, and
it was only with the rise of
the SNP in the next-election

that the devolution Bill be-
came a major issue. Faced
with the prospect of an SNP
landslide within a few years,

‘the Labour leaders had to do

somethmg to undercut the
SNP’s working class support.

And since working class pol-
icies are not an option the

Labour leadership even con-
siders, they tried instead to

~steal the SNP’s natlonahst

clothes. 7

LABOUR

, the SNP found
themselves with 11 MPs in
- the Commons and 30% of the
Scottish. electorate behind

In March 1974 the Execut-
ive Committee of the Scott-
ish Council of the Labour
Party moved closer to devol-

ution: . -‘We welcome Kil-
brandon s emphatic rejection
of the Nationalist case. We

~do, however, accept there is
a real need to ensure that

decisions affecting Scotland

are taken in Sco_tland-. where--
This was
ratified at the Scottish party |

possible’.

conference that year.
In 1976 the Scottish con-
ference of the Labour Party,

facing a threat from Jim
-Sillars’ ‘
came out in favour of an

break-away SLP,

Assembly with economic
powers .., leaving the Labour

Party with the same position |

as the SLP, and Jim Sillars

complaining that the Labour

Party weren’t being serious.
The fact is, even for many
ot its backers, devolution is
just a sop to avoid facing up
to the real social problems

of Scotland — and the social-
ist answers to those prob- -1

lems.

But

‘ .‘-
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| happenin

“ing his fist.

" men with diagnoses

" can afford’.

OUR ELDERS

AND BETTERS

ACCORDING TO the Radio

- Times the Good Old Days

should have been on, but it
was more like the Bad New
‘Days. Instead of Leonard
.-Sachs banging his gavel there
was the Prime Minister bang
‘Res nsrbxhty
must be handed back to those
who know how to exercise it’,
roared Jim. |

The programme had a sick

~ title, something like ‘The Brit-

ish Dtsease and it featured a
number of Bntam S greates;
an

ideas for the perfect cure.

John Boyd of the AUEW came

on saying that things were
in the unions that
he wouldn’t have believed
possible a year ago — respons-
ible leaders (like himself, pre-
sumably) were being defie by

sinister unrepresentative
forces (the membershrp, pre-
sumably).

A man called Tolle who

 claimed to represent a (smrster

unregresentatlve?) body called
the British Institute of Man-
‘agement bemoaned the ‘wrong
attitude’ to productivity among

workers. ‘Management can do

it’ (what, produce?); ‘given the

2 will to get up and work from

the shop floor’'.

Then Bob Swmgometer Mc-

Kenzie appeared with some in-
comprehensible statistics
about the number of Ford
Cortina doors produced in
Cologne co ed to Dagen-
ham. It all le back to the same
message — ‘Can we not per-

haps move towards the really

" rather sensible, er, er, ermn

ently sensible German
roach where ‘rational mp e
decide on what the economy

Of course! That s it! the

. scales fell from my eyes. All

our troubles stem from a

Wednesday February.
What should the Labour Party
be doing? Cuts, low pay,
housing. akers: Bernie
Grant (W Green CLP &
NUPE), Clir Jenny Morris, re-
presentatives from Islington’s
GMWU and NALGO ial
Workers’ strike comrmttee,
and a speaker on the crisis in
North Islington Labour Party.

Orgameed
- paign for a Labour ‘Victory.
7.45pm, Caxton House, St
Johns Way, N19. |

Friday 23 February

stration to suppo
fight, called by Stockport Tra

| es Council. Assemble 3.30pm,
~ Hollywood Park, Stockport.

Saturda 3 March. Demonstra-
tion against Low Pay. llam,
The  Crown,

Broadway, London NW2,

Rally at Kilburn Square.
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thoughtfully

- could never

Essex.

‘Monday 12 March. Debate:
'why vote Labour? Spe
* Keith Veness:
" Burt {(Communist Party), and

y Socialist Cam- |

h {)emon-’
port the low p dy

Cricklewood

ly comes over the unwashed i

masses to take action without
first consulting sensible and
rational great men like Messrs
Callaghan, Boyd, Tolley and
McKenzie.

The programme closed with

another pearl of Callaghansian
- wisdom, sole mtoned b
his priest Robin : ‘We

live in one eountry and what

each of us does has an effect .
. on everyone else’.

'Who would dare defy a man
who could come out with that?'

Just in case anyone should |

think that -the labour move-
ment’s ability to produce great.
men, able to transcend the
ties of class loyalty, has been
a recent development, BBC2

ut out yet another eplsode of
en the Boat Comes In.

The series is set in the 1920s |

and concerns the affairs of a
union boss called Jack Ford.
QOur Jack used to be the
scourge of the employers —
he’d even been inside for his
union activities — so he keeps
telling everyone. But now he’s
taken to hob-nobbing with the

toffs who live on the hill, he’ s |

left the union and very
assed on all hrs
posts to hm old mates: ‘How’d
yer like to be branch secret-
ary Mat?’. ‘Oh no Jack, I
follow you!’
‘Don’t be a fool Mat, have the
job bonnie lad!’

Now Jack’s a gaffer h.unself
boss of a mysterious outfit that ’

‘seems to sgl ecialise in blowing
o

up coun uses to make way
for new eetates —. I'm sure
that's srqmﬁcant‘ somehow.

I didn't see the series when
it was first put out and they

didn’t invite me to the press

review, so you'll huve to
d out for yourself whether

our Jack ends up in the House

" of Lords.
ingle source — that unfort- .
| unate rnmulse that occasional-

EVENTS

. JIM DENHAM

§aturday 10 March. Socmhst
Campaign for a Labour Victory
fund-raising social, at' Caxton
House, 129 St Johns Way,
N19 (Archw tube). 8pm to
midnight, wi ‘Embryo plus
disco. Tickets £1. ~

- Saturday 10 March Lla.tson

Committee for the Defence of

Trade Unions conference, at

Friends House, Euston Rd
London. Credentmls for TU
delegates £1 from J.Hiles, 137
Wanstead Park Rd, Ilford

akers:
(SCLV), Les

Roger Cox (SWP). Plent. of
tnne for drscuss n! 1. 32{: ,
- Kent - Room, all B

- Anson Rd/ Chic,hele Rd NW2.
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THE CHINESE invasion of
Vietnam isacooll calculated

act of aggresslon. It is mno

rash or accidental flare-up of

| the months-long
| friction. Observers have not-

ed the steady bulld-up of

border

160,000 troops, 700 aircraft
and large amounts of arm-
oury and artillery in the past
t along the border.

The Vietnamese have ex-

pected it for months, laying

mlnes and bamboo spikes
possible paths

border region.

Over the centuries, the
\ Annam people
have stood up for their in-
dependence, prompting

| many a Chinese Emperor to

‘teach Vietnam a lesson’.

The present rulers in Peking,
-schooled in the nationalistic
_bureaucratic stable of Stalin-
ism, has set out to do the :

same, furthering the sordid
tradlﬂon of Great Chinese
chauvinism.

Relations between - China
and Vietmam have
since the early ’70s, when
the Chinese leaders went
behind Vietnam’s back to be-
friend and appease the West.

Mao eted Rlchard Nixon

in Pekln in 1972 at the

height of the B52 bombing of

Hanol. Vietmam had to look
to the Soviet Union for

PP ——,

by CHEUNG

ot worse .

sup ort.

After the defeat of the
USA and its Saigon puppets,
Chinese merchants in Cholon

. were subjected to a clamp-

down, and .in the past year

posslhl thousands of ethnic
Chinese have left Vietnam,
many across the Chlnese

border. China stirred up a

chauvinistic hostility to Vieta..

nam, accusing its regime of
oppressing ‘our brethren’.

But at the same time China

was quietly holding talks

with the Yletnamese, in the
hope of dissuading them .

from closer links - with
Russia. g - »

But Vietnam remained
distrustful of China’s intent-
ions, specifically of its back-

ing for the Pol Pot regime In

Cambodia. Eventually Viet-
nam signed a with the
USSR, and was denounced
by China as ‘Asia’s Cuba’,
The epithet reveals just
how much China’s obsessive

opposition to the USSR led it
to Identlfy with the United
‘States!

The last straw for the arr-
ogant Chinese leaders was
their loss of face when

/ .

" Vietnamese forces orerthrew

Pol Pot’s regime — even

though China was Increas-
 ingly embarassed by its

ally’s excesses. |
The timing of last week’s
invasion shows that Peking
has weighed up the con-
sequences carefully. Coming
after Vice-Premier Deng
visit to the USA and a propa-
ganda campalgn over the
border iIncidents, Peking
hopes to get its revenge for
Vietnam’s Cambodia invas-

~ ion with a short puanitive raid
.which will not provoke any
substantial military reaction

from Russia.

Socialists must condemn |

thls_ invasion unreservedly.
This invasion in no way pro-

motes the interests of the

workers and peasants in

either China or Vietnam. It
reinforces divisions along

nationalistic lines between
the masses in  South East

Asia, and ties them closer to

thelr own ruling cliques at
the expense of international
solidarity — the solidarity

which defeated US imperial- '

ism.

Such is the reactionary
consequence — and at a cost
of thousands of innocent.

. lives — of China’s anti-

Soviet policies, themselves a
product of the theory of
‘socialism in one country’.

ClVlI servants. AII

||out Friday

THE. STRIKE of 300,000
civil servants is on. Specul-
ation that the strike wou’ld
be called off at the last
minute proved to be un-
founded as both the CPSA
and the SCPS National Ex-

ecutives agreed unanim-

ously that there was no
reason to call off the action.
- The strike is being called
to force the government to
honour its pay agreement
with the civil
unions. This agreement,

'_ called ‘Pay Research’, has
| been in force since 19566,

and is basically a fair com-
parison exercise — the
same ' sort of agreement

-that the Government is

offering- NUPE. The Gov-
ernment has refused to
honour it for the last four
years.

Already the screws are

“on the two unions, not only
from the Government but

aiso. from the TUC General
Secretary. Len Murray has
told Ken Thomas, the
CPSA general
that the General Council
would not app

ing their beloved ‘Con-
cordat’ with the Govern-

eting the National Union of
Teachers National Executive
meeting this Saturday morn-

-ing, 24th. They will be demon-

strating agamst the present
35% pay claim, and rging the
Umon to go for a flat-rate in-
crease instead. -

The 35% claim is based on a
study, not disputed by the
management panel that the

'avera%e teacher’s salary has

falle about 25% since May
1974, the date of the Houghton

'Award in comparison with

other non-manual workers.

- So why oppose the “claim?
Because the Houghton Award
built in massive differentials
between headteachers -and
classroom teachers, most of

whom are on the bottom .

scales, 1 and 2. The claim

- seeks to re-establish those -
which  have

differentials,
narrowed during the years of

pay restraint,

I-l \

[t does not go for a 35%
across the board increase. It
demands increases of £15 a

week {26%) for those startin

teaching, but £57to £97 a wee
for head teachers (43%)! The

increases sought for top-paid -

head teachers amount to twice
the average wage of a school-

" keeper, and a Lop head teach-
~ er would then earn more than

service

secretary, -

rove of the
pPSA and the SCPS break-

hy teac ers
|don’t want

| the NUT’s
1 34pc clalm

- MILITANT teachers are pick-

ment.

So far the Governmont s
only response has been to~
say that they are prepared
to implement Pay Re-
search, but that the deal

would have to be staged.

Thomas made it quite clear

at the CPSA National Ex-

ecutive Committee meeting
that he was prepared to
accept staging — his only
reason for recommending

continuation of action was

that the Government was
too imprecise about the

- @xact nature of staging,

for instance, how much the

first - payment wouid be,

when would the second

payment be, and how many

stages would there be.
This, of course, was

'only to be expected. It is

now up to the members to

‘show by their action that

they are not prepared to
accept anything less: tnan
full lmplemeri'tatlon of ‘fay
Research’ from April ist.
NORMAN JACOBS
NEC member, CPSA

. -

FOUR AREA Committees

of the CPSA in London have

four times the salary of some- ‘

one just starting teaching.
any teachers have written
the Observer about its
‘league table of wages which
w the ‘average’ teacher in
ivision 1, with over £100 a

differentials in

earn less than this ‘average’
wage. Women teachers, atter
30 years of equal pay, are
crowded into the bottom rungs
of the Houghton structure, and

- still earn, on average, only

four—ﬁfths of the average male
teacher’s salary. The present|

" National Executive of the NUT

- servants’ . pay
The two objectives they set-

- each o

‘week. In fact because of the |

-enormous |
teaching, 70% of all teachers

is crammed with male head-

. teachers..

T e
I

The present NUT claim has |

failed to mobilise any enthus-
iasm among the members, for
those who are likely to take
action have the least to gain.

“the Executive will no doubt

blame the members’ inactiv-
ity and sell out for whatever

. the going rate might be. 1

Translating the present
claim into a flat-rate claim

‘'would mean £34 a week in-

crease for all teachers. That

- would benefit all those on
- lower scales — apout 70% of

all teachers — and would be
more like a claim which could
unite teachers for a real fight.

- CHEUNG SIU MING

.

called for a national con-

ference of area commit-

tees to organise the civil
battle.

are further action, beyond
the one-day strike on

Friday 23rd, and support

for selectwe strikes in
computer centres.
- Civil service militants

see the issue as a struggle
.against - the TUC-Govern-
ment Concordat. The Gov-

ernment has promised to

negotiate on the basis of

the Pay Research Unit

comparisons between civil
service and private sector

pay — but, even apart
from the problems of the

- PRU system, the promise

isn‘t as good as it looks.
The Government is consid-

ering a ‘staged’ deal bas- |

ed on keoping the pay bill
within public sector cash

limits — that is, chopping
jobs to pay the wages bill.

‘To win a decent increase,

we must organise . local
strike committees and build
for the national conference.

of area.committees to org-

. anise action, unofficially |
ifneed be.
STEPHEN CORBISHLEY ~<

)
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RETURN to normal worlug —
or we'll pick one worker from
e and sack them!
That was the waming from

their bosses in a letter to every
worker in Manchester’s Hous-

" ing Department.

e NUPE Housing branch
had refused to handle housing
repair complaints in protest at

“the sacking of Housing Super-

intendent Henry Whiteside —

and when Whiteside's appeal
was turned down, all 360

staged a sit-in at their work-

place

The NUPE members replied
to the bosses’ sack threatglx 3

a strike from 1

February. |
Whiteside’s sackmg follow-
‘ed an incident on the last

workmixda y before Christmas,

when ¢
back drunk at Ilunchtime.

-When the g said he had allowed

them to have a dnnk in the

office that - mormng he was |

sacked.

Paper of the Socialist -
Campa.lgn for a Labonr
Victory ;
The March issue will be
out on Saturday 3rd
March: 12 pages for 15p.
Bundles can be ordered in

| advance: 10 coples for £1,
1 from SCLV, S Stamford

Hill, London N16.

To enable Workers’
Action staff tohelpon
getting out Sochllst Or-

ganiser, WA 136 wilibe

datedMarch 10th

ee of his staff came

: ‘,/{\\



