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ARE POLITIGAL

STRUGGLES

RECENT months have seen a determined fightback
against the government’s plans for another period of
wage restraint particularly by workers in the public

sector unions.

A number of other major areas such as the teachers, civil .
servants, and possibly miners, railwaymen and power
workers as well are also about to enter into similar struggles.

It is true that because of a combination of inadequate
leadeship from the bureaucrats, the lack of a tradition of
struggle of many of the workers and unions involved, and
distorting headlines and pressure from the Press, workers at
present in dispute are likely to settle for inadequate rises.

A main feature of the present
round of pay disputes is that the
problems of the low-paid have
been brought to public attention.
However, it seems likely that they
will be bought off by a mediocre
rise and some kind of compara-
bility deal.

Comparability deals are a con.
Recent events in the Civil Service
show this. There, workers were
bought off last year by the
assurance that they would be
allowed ‘“‘comparability’ via an
independent pay research unit.
The unit has recommended
around 25% rises, but the govern-
ment are now talking about
phasing any increase that they do
allow over a period of years.

It is clear that the low-paid are
unlikely to come out of the present
round of negotiations any better off
than they were before. After all, the
low-paid are necessary for
capitalism, they are the pool of
cheap labour doing dirty jobs on
which our society depends. The
hypocrisy of the Press praising the
bravery and loyalty of workers
such as nurses and then
condemning them when they try
for a fairer wage is sickening, but it
does conform to capitalist
interests.

What effect will the prsent round
of disputes have on the forth-
coming elections? Well, the
Labour government knows that its
Image as the party that can
‘control the unions’ has been
dented. As a result they have
cobbled together a ‘concordat’,

which is unlikely to hide the fact
that no government, whatever its
supposed outlook and
allegiances, is able toimpose con-
tinuous pay restraint on the
working class.

Undoubtedly the coming
election poses a problem for
socialists. As we have argued in
the past, although it is true that
‘whoever you vote for, the govern-
ment always gets in’ it does make
a difference which government.
The election of a Thatcher govern-
ment will mean a real setback for
the working class. It means
repression will be intensified in
Northern.Ireland and against
Britain’s black community. There
will be even greater attacks on all
our public services, schools, hos-
pitals, social security benefits etc.
It will mean a legislative attack on
the rights of the trade unions. It will
mean a very determined attempt
to increase the profits of British
iIndustry at the expense of the
class.

Nevertheless, it can be argued
at there is little difference between
Labour and the Tories. Certainly
both parties, despite the rhetoric of
Labour’s left wing, are com-
mitted to running the country
within the framework of capitalism.
Certainly, Labour has slashed
public spending and allowed
profits to rise in an attempt to solve
the crisis at the expense of the
class. The fact remains that they
will not hurt as severely as a Tory
government.

We do not believe in campaign-

ing for a vote for Labour. This is not
an agitational paper, and even if it
was, we would not legitimise
parliament and bolster illusions in
social democracy by calling for a
Labour vote. Rather, we believe
that comrades should vote Labour
where there is no acceptable
alternative to their left, but we
believe that the main focus of our
activity should be to put forward
anti-fascist propaganda, propa-
ganda in support of the Irish
struggle etc., that can lead to the
strengthening of working-class
political currents to the left of the

Labour party. We work for the
creation of a genuine socialist
alternative which is a campaigning
alternative.

Indeed, the present situation is
important to us for its overall
political relevance, its relevance to
the development of the conscious-
ness of the movement, not just the
election.

The recent upsurge in wages
struggles is revealing. It shows
that many workers, not just ‘mili-
nts’, that is those already
experienced in struggle who have
developed an understanding of

ertarian

e

-

Photo John Sturrock (Reporf)

the necessity for opposition to the
system, are perfectly aware that
their own interests override any
talk about the ‘national interest’.
The publicity given to the
present disputes, above all those
in the public sector, shows the
awareness on the part of bougeois
commentators of the integration of
both political and economic
decision making. As we have
argued repeatedly inour coverage
of the public sector, the state is the
employer and the government
takes the decisions about levels of
service etc. We have concentrated
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