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French Communists
imply that U.S. policies
encourage Chinese
aggression against
Vietnam.

We who condemned the invasion of Czech-
oslovakia and did not approve Vietnamese
intervention in Kampuchea, condemn the
invasion of one socialist country by an-
other.”’

»The French Communist party, recall-
ing that it had fought for full diplomatic
recognition of China when it was *‘iso-
lated and attacked by the very ones who
today are seeking to use it against the

USSR, called the Chinese aggression o

‘‘unjustifiable, inadmissable, and full of
dangers to world peace.”

The party newspaper, {’Humanite, said
it was “‘no accident’’ that the aggression
came right after Deng visited the U.S.
When Deng spoke of “‘giving a lesson”’
to the Vietnamese, ‘““not only did the
American government make quitc sure
not to raise the slightest protest but one
can legitimately think that it provided
underhanded encouragement.’’ The
PCF multiplied gestures of solidarity with
Vietnam.

sPopular reaction was strongest in Italy,
where support for Vietnam was most de-
veloped during the war. A Communist
party provincial congress in Livorno
dropped everything else to discuss the
news, and PCI secretary general Enrico
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In oz)pasmg Chma s actton, PCI secretary—genera! Enrzco Bprlmszn:, Kt _3§ea‘ ihe

backwardnesy of China and Vietnam.

BeriingLer chunged his speech to address
th» issue, noting that the attack raised
“new and disturbing questions as to the
overall orientation of Chinese policy.”
“We ftalian communists have long
since goi beyond any mythical view of
reveiutionary events and of the way
problems are solved after victorious revo-
lutions, especially in certain parts of the
worid,”’ Berlinguer said. He recalled that-
the Vietnamese L‘adxtlonally had to fight
off Chinese invasion. But the conflict be-
tween *‘two countries which have fought
and won great revolutionary battles and
turned toward a type of socialist develop-
ment’’ could not be explained away just

as the legacy of the past.

““it also had to do wiil the
peasant and especially nation
were strong in recent revolutions o con
tries where the working clas: was also
very sinall,”” he stressed.

““We Italian comm:
ways fought to undersi
lems of a country like China
demand for its rightfu! plac

..who have a?ways refi xaav{-.
thh excommunication an
demnation, nevertheless do n

hesitate
tC express our open disapproval of the

Lessons

Continued from page 3.

from Dong Dang toc what was formerly
known as “‘Friendship Gate’” at the fron-
tier point of Nam Quang was closed with
barbed wire barricades. Anti-tank ob-
stacles had been erected on the road lead-
ing into Don Dang from the south and
people were building air raid shelters in
their villages and in the roadside cuttings.

Troop trains arrive.
On a hill overlooking Dong Dang, a new-
ly-installed Chinese radar installation
scanned the area 24 hours a day. The ex-
pelled railway workers spoke of the ar-
rival of troop trains at P’ing Hsiang, in-
cluding not only heavy artillery but also
mule-drawn connons and mortars, which
the Chinese favor for mountain warfare.
The frontier topogfaphy in the Lang-
son Pass area is incredibly rugged and,
as history has amply demonstrated, fav-
ors the defenders. Lieutenant Nguyen
Tien Hoa, deputy commander of the Nam
Quan border post, a calm, but alert offi-
cer, described a systematic pattern of
,Chinese probing attacks—the latest of
"which had taken place a few hours be-
fore our meeting on Christmas day.
‘“These are aimed at occupying the high
peaks on our side of the frontier and
also at capturing ‘tongues’ from ameng
our armed personnel and civilians,”’ he
said. “‘Our troops have the strictest in-
structions not to violate an inch of Chin-
ese territory but also to defend our own.

We have had to erect barbed wire fences
along our side of the frontier and lay mine-
fields on our side of the fences.’

It was obvious that there was an eye-
ball-io-eyeball confrontation along the
froniier. it is significant that Chinese
cormnnnique report that about half their
casuaities from the frontier clashes come
from miness which they claim the Viet-
namese have laid on their side of the fron-
tier. If the Vietnamese request to UN Sec-
retary-General Kurt Waldheim, and to the
current president of the UN Security
Courncil on Feb. 10, *‘to examine the
grave situation and take appropriate mea-
sures,” is acted on promptly, at least in-
ternational opinion can be informed as to
which: side is responsible for the terribly
explosive situation on Vietnam’s northern
frontier,

The Vietnamese note to the UN and its
Security Council refers to the massing of
20 divisions of Chinese troops and ‘‘hun-
dreds of combat planes.”” Vietnam has al-
so withdrawn its best divisions from con-
struction projects aud dispatched them to
the frontier arzas. As to who will be
“taught a lessor’’ in case the unthinkable
worst happens, only time will tell.

Giap’s foresight.
Contrary to reperts from the Bangkok
“analysts®” that the most and best of Viet-
namese armed forces are in Cambodia
and {203, my information is that Vo Ngu-
yen Giap had withdrawn his best divisions
froo: construction projects at least three
months age and concentrated them be-
tween Hanci and the northern frontier.
‘“‘By preparing for the worst, we may
avoid the worst,”” was how one®of Viet-

Chingse attack on Vistnam,” said Ber

linguer, B
nam’s leaders explained it. It is note-
worthy that the Chinese are prudent in

preparing their public opinicn for re-
verses by describing the action as 2 “*puni-
tive strike’’ after which they will return
to their own side of the frontier.,

return to their own side of the frontier.

If the way to Hanoi had beexn easy, the
“*lesson teaching’” might gi; as far as the
sacking and burning of the Vietnamese
capitol as invaders from the north did so
often over the past 2000 years.

What are Peking’s uver"“ aims? Nor-
odam Sihanouk revealed in an interview
with New York Times c:)v-rv'nondsn* Mal-
colm Brown, published Feb. 9, that—in
an unsuccessful effort io get hzm to throw
in his lot with Pol Poi--Deng “*predicted
to me that the war in Cambodia would
continue many years, perhaps 20 years.”
Also, that at their last meeting on Jan. 31,
Sihanouk said Deng ““told me he had been
assured by Thailand that it will permit
use of certain smali ports anu of overland
routes for the transport of Chinese sup-
plies to Kampuchea’s guerrﬂias.“

There are an estimated 20,000 to 30,000
“military instructors’® still in Kampuchea
who will obey orders from Peking to keep
fighting *‘for 20 years”* if possible.

Sihanouk in the interview guoted
above states, ‘““The Chinese told ieaders
of the Pol Pot regime ‘We are helping you
as much as we can. We will be able tc do
more only after China has comuyleted its
modernization...””’—thzt is, in 2C years
time. Pol Pot, or a successcr, sheuld keep
Kampuchea ‘“‘warm’’ ‘n ?;ﬂc mezantime,
apparently until China is ready for ex-
pansionist moves intc Southeast Asia
once ‘‘modernization’’ is completed. M
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London shoppers pick their way along sidewalk, Feb. 2, and are dwarfed by hug

e pile of garbage in a market Just off Vitoria.

Market traders offered to clear it themselves, but were refused permission by garbagemen who had joined the strike of public

workers for higher pay.

- Labour’s hope for victory
dimmed by incomes policy

By Patrick Wintour
L ONDON

HE SOLE COMFORT FOR THE
Labour party at the moment
is that things cannot get any
worse. The opinion poils tak-

en in the migst of the current

industrial unrest, show a 17 percent lead
for Tory leader Margaret Thatcher. La-
bour is inextricably linked with a com-
promised attitude to the unions.

The government wants to postpone the
election until late autumn. By that time,
with the main pay battles having been set-
tled in late April, the union-party rela-
tionship could be patched up.

Standing in the way, however, is the
fact that after the Welsh and Scottish ref-
erenda on devolution, the government
will probably be without the Nationalist
support, which has, with the Liberals,
sustained this minority government.

Labour ministers are now anticipating a
long election campaign in which Thatch-
er, her hairstyle, her speaking manner
and her opinions receive maximum ex-
posure. It may be that she will be so con-
fident that all her horrific qualities will
feel safe enough to creep out. As one La-
bour minister said in private this week, “If
her advisors have an ounce of sense they
will keep her on a tight leash. If they
have more than an ounce, they will force
her to let Edward Heath back into her
Cabinet.”

If that quarrel is patched up then little
will stop the Tories. Moreover, accord-
ing to detailed research from Oxford Uni-
versity, the left-wing MPs have the most
marginal seats. Left-wing leader and En-
ergy Minister Tony Benn, who has
rested his whole career on waiting patient-
ly for the leadership, knows these calcula-
tions.

This is a fantastically gloomy picture to
paint. There are some chinks of hope. It is
possible for the government to pay a 10
percent raise to the local authority man-
ual workers who, according to the polls,

still have great public support for their

claim, despite a comprehensive anti-union
media campaign. The difficulty is what
comes afterwards. The teachers want 30
percent, the industrial civil servants 25
percent, the powerful miners 40 percent,
the electricians 25 percent. This is
known as ‘‘going for the going rate.”

The Leyland combine, one beast the
government thought they had tamed this
pay round, are now justifiably saying
that they were deceived by the manage-
ment over their productivity deal. Add it
all up and it is a recipe for industrial un-
rest right through the spring.

Prime Minister James Callaghan is said
to be particularly worried by the one dog
that has not yet barked, the pound.
Through all the hysteria, the sterling spec-
ulators have remained calm. But Calla-
ghan privately believes these are only two
weeks left before it starts tumbling, and
that it will definitely not survive spring.

New social contract.

On Feb. 21, after over three weeks of
consultation between the government and
the unions an electoral face-saver, a new
social contract, was unveiled. The Trade
Union Congress’ (TUC) intention is to
allow Labour to recapture their strong-
est electoral card, their almost mystical
ability to get on with the unions.

The new voluntary agreement will stress
the need to restrict the closed shop, to
discipline ‘‘secondary pickets.”” (Even
the term ‘‘secondary pickets’’-is totally
new to industrial politics; it describes a
form of picketing that has existed since
the 19th century, the right to picket firms
or docks only indirectly involved with
the dispute.)

This new social contract is not going
to mollify anyone. It is far too tentative.
Fed by over a month of anti-union prop-
aganda of both subtle and crude variety,
the public doesn’t have a stomach for
more..Above all, it does not explain what
is to be done about this pay round.

Both TUC and the government have
abandoned this year’s pay round. The
best they can do is squeeze the public sec-
tor and hold tight to the money supply.
The real victim will be the jobless.

The new social contract will not deal
with a problem that has been increasingly
touted by establishment commentators,
the shopfloor’s challenge to leadership.
The assertion of the shopfloor has been
a genuine cause of the disruption.

Since 1966 the number of full-time
shop stewards or convenors has more
than trebled to over 9,000, as has the
total number of shop stewards. Many
have their own offices on site, access 1o
telephone and reasonable research facil-
ities. These stewards owe their allegiance
less and less to their trade union hierarchy
and more to workers in their company
regardless of union. Multi-union shop
steward committees co-operating across
the different plants in one company hdve
mushroomed. Often antagonistic to tradi-
tional union structures and their officials,
they feel less overawed by the authority
of their national union centers.

Some unions, out of genuine desire to
increase participation in their union, have
consciously handed power over negotia-
tions to the stewards. Jack Jones, the
former general secretary of the transport
workers, first coined the phrase ‘‘all
power to the stewards’ in the late *60s. It
has now been picked up in other unions,

" particularly the hitherto centrist Munici-
pal Workers’ Union and the flourishing
National Union of Public Employees.
These two unions are at the center of the
public sector strikes.

The devolution of power was also felt
strongly during the highly organized and
disciplined Ford workers’ strike that broke

*the government’s pay sanctions policy.
For the first time the Ford workers’ nego-
tiating committee included a lay steward
from every Ford plant in the company.

Loss of leadership.

The dispersal of power has beenwstrength-
ened by the loss of two of Britain’s most
experienced and intelligent leaders this
year. Jones retired in the summer and
Hugh Scanlon, of the engineers, retired
in the autumn. These are the two largest
unions in the country: 2 million and 1.8
million strong, respectively. The former
“terrible twins’’ have been replaced by

the verbose if democratic Moss Evans,
who was elected in the transport workers
on a ticket of free collective bargaining,
and the embarrassingly ignorant Terry
Duffy of the engineers. Duffy is an instinc-
tive right-winger but an economic illiterate.
Neither of them had the authority ata
crucial TUC General Council meeting in
November to force through a document
that used a form of words to get the TUC
out of the difficult fact that their-annual
conference had voted for a return to free
collective bargaining. The demise of that
politically skillful document meant the
TUC had no written framework within
which to deal with the government. Evans
sanctioned every strike that came his way,
including the road haulers, the one dis-
pute the government had not seen coming.
The final event that turned the TUC
into an undirected missile was the loss of
the influential chairman of the TUC, Tom
Jackson, a bright exponent of incomes
policies who had to go into hospital and
have an eye removed. In other words, it is
not so much that the power relations be-
tween unions and the government has
shifted radically in favor of the unions but
that the power relations within the unions
have altered.

Rich get richer.

No trade union leader, however respect-
ed, could have won support for a fourth
year of incomes policy. Workers may not
know the detailed figures for the last three

. years, but when they hear counsel about

=l

further sacrifice, they have the intelligence
to look at what the people issuing this
advice are up to.

The whole government strategy has
been to clear a hole in the economy to
boost private profit and therefore invest-
ment and productivity. 1t is not a policy
to please the unions committed to plan-
ning. Although real profits overall only
rose 7 percent between 1970 and 1976, the
profits of the top 25 companies rose over
70 percent. Senior executives have re-
ceived pay increases in the last year that
broke the pay policy by 20 pounds a week
(1 pound = $1.90). .

Taxes for the higher paid and taxes
on wealth have been relaxed with a re-
duction in the rate of death duties. And
corporation tax, according to Professor
Mervyn King, Britain’s leading expert,
has been effectively abolished.

Doctors in the hedlth service, now rant-
ing about the hospital porters being on

- selective strike, busted clean through the

pay policy two years ago. Judges, the
heads of the nationalized industries, and
top civil servants won a 30 percent pay
increase only six months ago. The coun-
cil executives who are refusing to grant
500,000 local workers who earn no more
than a minimum 42.40 pounds for a full
working week an 8 percent raise got 15
percent increase for themselves last year.
Many of them earn over 10,000 pounds.
Such is the discreet charm of Britain’s
bourgeoisie.

“These figures may represent the much
derided politics of envy, but when an in-
comes policy is sold by the Prime Minis-
ter on the basis of self-sacrifice by all,
the numbers game does have relevance.

It was plain for all to see that the pay -

policy was going to finally fall apart this
year. (It had already come undone in the
private sector last year when wages rose
by 17 percent on average.) So it will re-
main one of the mysteries of British pol-
itics why Callaghan at the last minute
went against an October election.

The most likely explanation may be
vanity.

Callaghan started believing the press
when they described him as an avuncu-
lar Moses capable of leading Britain to
salvation. But the plain fact is that when
the government lets down its major con-
stituent as comprehensively as Callaghan
has lét down the unions in the past four
years, it is inevitable that the unions will
fight back in the only crude and nasty
way it can. Until there is a party worthy
of the unions and the working class, it
will always be the same, however much
the leader promises that a land of milk
and honey is around the nextbend. W
Patrick Wintour ..vers British politics
Jor The New Statesman.
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