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I TORIAL

Azerbaijan: End the military
occupation!

THE HEAVY-HANDED military intervention of the Soviet
army in Baku on Januvary 19, which left dozens, possibly
hundreds dead, was much more than an attempt to restore
law and order.

The massive force of army, navy and KGB troops dispatched
by the Kremlin to Azerbaljan was certainly intended to stop the
brutal and senseless ethnic slaughter being waged between ex-
tremist groups of Azeris and Armenians: but it was also intended
te beat down the rising Azerbaljan national movement, upholding
the power of the Kremlin and its local agents, the largely dis-
credited and corrupt Azerbaijan Communist Party.

The official Kremlin appeal for support from the peoples of
Armenla and Azerbaljan referred to the ‘tragic events’ in Bakn
and other towns, in which “blood has been shed, and outrages and
pogroms claimed human victims®. But it also significantly em-
phasised Moscow’s fear that ‘Groups of militants In both
republics are being formed. The Holy of Holies - the state border
of the USSR - is being violated’.

President Gorbachev himself, explaining on television the
decision io send such a large army effectively to invade Azer-
baijan, declared that ‘Events took a particularly tragic turn in
Baku. There were growing calls for the selzure of power by force’,
In this Gorbachev was echoing the demands of Ceatral Commit-
tee hardliners and army political chief Lizichev, who had called
for ‘tough measures’.

But while the old guard, echoing the traditional Brezhnevite
and Stalinist attitude, reject any notion of a right of national
minorities to self-determination — least of all the right to secede
from the USSR — and regard the defence of Soviet borders (the
‘Holy of Holies') as a task to be accomplished by force wherever i
is challenged, Gorbachev had until recently embraced a more
progressive point of view. Only days earlier he had conceded to
the mass Lithuanian Popular Front that the USSR would take
steps to provide a legal mechanism for secession. It is not yet clear
whether the intervention in Azerbaijan represents an isolated,
bureaucratic response to the particular problems faced by the
Kremlin, or a major retreat by Gorbachev from the more en-
lightened policy towards the nationalities issue which is an essen-
tial cornerstone of glasnost

What is certaln is that the attempt to solve this problem simply
through military force will fail either to crush the Azeri
nationalist movement or to ensure the long-term stability of the
Soviet borders. Gone are the days when the Kremlin by Stalin’s
sheer terror and brute force could enforce its rule on a prison-
house of nations. Unless a political solution is found, the Azer-
baijan military adventure could prove many times more costly
and politically destructive than even the invasion of Afghanistan:
the nationalist backlash against Moscow's armed forces Is already
plain te see, as was the instant hostile response from women in
Russia opposing the sending of troops under the slogan ‘no more
Afghanistans’. Any long-term occupation of Azerbaijan would re-
yuire not only the call-up of reservists, but also the repression of
opposition throughout the USSR: it would be the end of glasnost.

Since the latest fare-up in the centuries-old anatagoaisms be-
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tween the Azeri and Armenian peoples of the region began in
1988, the Azerbaijan nationalists have formed their own Popular
Front, with a huge mass base of support clearly embracing most
of the population. Mass rallies of up to 1 million at a time have
been held each weekend for six months. Despite attempis by the
Communist Party to sidetrack this movement by adopting some of
the nationalists’ demands and some of the methods of the worst
and most reactionary elements (the Communist Party itself led the
first anti-Armenian pogrom over the disputed enclave of Ngorny-
Karabakh in 1988, before the Popular Front had even been
formed), the movement s dearly out of their control: in the elec-
tions due to be held shortly, the nationalists seemed certain to
sweep the Communist Party aside: this is a grave concern to Mos-
COw.

There is no doubt that the case for self-determination, up to
and including the right to secede if a majority wish it, applies
equally strongly to the Azeri people as to the Lithuanians, though
we can se¢ why the oil-rich and strategically much more sensitive
Azerbaijan should be even more alarming a possible loss for Mos-
cow than Lithuania. What is also essential to insist upon, however,
is that the interpretation of ‘self-determination’ which appears to
animate the most extreme nationalist elements of the Azeri
Popular Front is radist and chauvinist, designed to justify them
riding roughshod over the legitimate rights of the beleagured Ar-
menian minority in the endave of Ngorny-Karabakh.

The Armenians, who called on Moscow to intervene in their
defence, also have rights — to live without fear of pogroms, and to
national self-determination: indeed a political settlement in the
region is only possible through the free association and mutual
respect of self-governing and independent socialist republics.

While marxists argue that the Sovict state has a responsibility
to defend the safety of endangered national minorities like the Ar-
menians of Ngorny-Karsbakh (and the Azeris of Nakhichevan),
this must be with the involvement and consent of these minorities,
and in the context of working towards a political settlement. This
is impossible while a full-scale army of occupation is polarising
opinion and strengthening the more extreme nationalist forces in
Azerbaijan.

That s why we call for an end to the military occupation, while
maintaining sufficient state forces to prevent further pogroms:
and for immediate elections and a referendum on the issue of na-
tlonal self-determination to be held in Armenia, Azerbaijan and
the two enclaves — whose populations should also have the right to
decide which socialist republic they wish to relate to.

Many Azeri people know from bitter historical experience that
there is little to be gained in sceking links with capitalist Iran,
where their kith and kin have long been oppressed. As socialists,
we believe thal the best solution for the masses of Transcaucasia,
as for the other oppressed nationalities in the USSR is a new free
federation of independent socialist republics. Only this solution of-
fers an antidote to the deadly poison of nationalism and clerical
reaction, and an alternative to the brute, bureaucratic violence
that has been the stock in trade of the Kremlin and helped create
the crisis Gorbachev now faces.
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Poll Tax

Who are they trying

to fool?

The mebellion in the Tory
ranks against the poll tax was
cetainly smaller than many
had predicted: however it
points up the delicate path
Thatcher is trying to tread.

It is clear that few believe
govemnment claims  that the
average poll tax will be £347. Not
only the Labour ALA but the
Tory controlled Association of
District Councils and the As-
sociation of County Councils all
predict that the average will be
around £340.

The Tory argument is that if
poll tax levels are above their es-
timates, it will be as a result of
over-spending councils. But their
figures are based not only on a
calculation that the rate of infla-
tion will be 4%, but also on their
assumption thal pressure againsi
*high spending’ councils will
force them to make further cuts in
order to keep the poll ax low,
Such arguments cut little ice
either amongst the electorate or
amongs politicians.

While rescheduling of debis
by some inner<city authorities
may have some impact on the
level of the tax, few can seriously
argue that there is a single council
now thal is anywhere near meet-
ing the most basic needs of the
people in its arca. Many Tory
authorities complain that the level
of poll tax they are expected o
sel will not meet even their as-
sessment of local needs.

Nor is there any indication
that poll tax activists would be
bought off by any local councils
who attempt to make further cuts
to keep the tax levels relatively
low. Rather this would foel fur-
ther opposition, particular
amongst the council trade unions.

The chaos of the Tory line
over the poll tax is also com-
pounded by the overall political
situation; the of wage
militancy and in panicular the
huge public support for the am-
bulance workers' claim. This
gives further confidence to poll
tax activists as they see workers

rise
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moving into action on these other
fronts.

The poll tax movement itself
remains strong after the launch of
the all-Britain federation from the
successful conference in
Manchester on MNovember 25,
Despite the fact that there were
real problems in the way the day
itself was structured, leaving in-
adequate time for exchange of ex-
periences and open political
debate, the fact that the con-
ference passed overwhelmingly a
statement selting up the federa-
tion on the basis of non-co-opera-
tion with the tax shows how far
the movement has developed over
the last year. The first meeting of
the new stecring committee,
which took place on January 13th
was generally positive, with the
three 3D supporters being elected
to promineni positions on the

commilles,

The key task of the federation
is now 1o orfganise a massive
demonstration in  London on
March 31st, for which suppor
must be mobilised in every
locality and at every level of the
labour movement. Building this
demonstration must be seen as a
key task for every labour move-
ment activisl

Beyond
that, there are
undoubtedly
more  difficult
tasks. The
movement  in
Scotland  has
been consistent
in  mobilising
successfully
againgt every
single al-
tempted poind-
ing, but as
authonties now
attempt warrant sales against the
vasl numbers of non-payers, there
is a deal of work to do to keep up
the pressure.

Fighting for industrial action
against the tax must be a key
priority nol only amongst groups
of workers who have a specific
role in terms of implementation
but more generally. Activisis
should be exploring the pos-
sibility of onc day actions around
April 1. It was unfortunate that
the otherwise very positive
NALGO Against The Poll Tax
conference in  Birmingham on
January 20 felt unable to commit
itself to such a targel, but never-
theless possibilities should be ex-
plored wherever practicable.

Al the same time, it is also be-
coming increasingly urgent that
Labour Party members both make
clear their own commitment to
non-implementation and defend
those being witch-hunted for this
stand. As the upheavals continue
over Frank Field's deselection,
this becomes an even more ur-
gent task than previously.

Building a genuine mass anti-
poll tax movement, attempling to
involve as large a proportion of

those opposed to the tax, in par-
ticular those in Scotland not

paying, and those in Wales and
England committed not to pay,
must be the goal before us.

Terry Conway.

Pay, conditions, class sizes:
Teachers must get ready to

The Independent Advisory
Commitiee  (IAC), s
tablished by Kenneth Baker,
to impose pay awards on
teachers as a result of the
abolition of their negotiating
rights in 1986, announces ils
recommendations at the end
of January.

These are likely to be un-
surprising - the Tories have sct a
£6000 million limit for the
1990y91 pay mecrease which
would work out as a 7 per cenl

| 1
fight!
increase if the money was dis-
tributed evenly to all teachers -
and will be met with anger in the
staf frooms.

Since 1986, teachers have
seen their standard of living fall
continuously. In addition, the
huge increase in workloads that
have resolied from the Tones'
Education Reform Act have scen
maore teachers than ever leave in
search of other employment,
and potential new entrants recon-
sider.

In some areas, particulary

London, where according 1o one
survey 1000 vacancies existed in
the ILEA, children have been
regularly excluded or prevenied
from starting school. The situs-
tion remains desperale in the
primary sector and there are also
serious shofages in  science,
maths and technology arcas in
secondary schools.

The Tories are not prepared
to spend the necessary resources
to finance their own reactionary
programme, They will attempt to
deal with the teacher shortage by
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Raising the heat in Central America

Central America remained in
the news right until the end of
the decade. In the last two
months, US planes bombed
large areas of two Latin
American capitals, San Sal-
vador and Panama.

After nine years of large-
scale intervention in the region,
the US still has had to rely on
such barbaric acts as attacks on
the urban civilian population as
it struggles to get its way.

The situation in El Salvador
has shifted significantly as a
result of the offensive launched
in November by the FMLN
liberation forces. The FMLN
broke through the military defen-
ces of the capital, and were still
fighting in San Salvador in the
new year.

This has been a major
military gain both from the view-
point of recruitment (though the
FMLN lost 400 fighters in com-
bat, thay have recruited many
more) and from the fact thmt
muost of the regime’s armed for-
ces are now centred in the major
cities: this gives the FMLN a
comparatively free run in the rest
of the country.

For the right wing ARENA
government, the mass bombings
in the capital were a desperate
move, decisive in preventing an
wprising in the militant working
class neighbourhoods; but they
have led to growing international

isolation. Spain and West Ger
many have suspended loans, and
159 govemments in the United
Nations have condemned the
bombing of civilians.

Air  PForce  commander
General Bustillo saw the bomb-
ing a5 a lever o gain more in-
fluence, possibly to set himself
up as & new military strong man
to run El Salvador: instead he
has been kicked out into a
diplomatic job as military attache
to Israel and Europe,

The most recent blow lo the
Salvadoran and Latin American
left has been the assassination in
Guatemala of Hector Oqueti,
who was assistanl general
secretary of the Salvadoran
MNR and a leader of the
Revolutionary Democratc Front
(FDR). He was also secretary of
the Socialist Intemational s Latin
America Commillee.

The Guatemalan  death
squads that killed him were set
up by Salvadoran death squad
godfather and ARENA chief
Roberto D'Auvbuisson. Many
countries have now called for an
inguiry into Ogueti’s death and
the involvement of ARENA.

In MNicaragna, the Sandinista
govemnment is keeping its head
down as it approaches a tough
political  challenge in the
February general election.

In December, President
Daniel Ortega, along with the

other four Central American
presidents, signed a stalement in
San Isidro de Coronado. The
statement says that : “The presi-
dents express their determined
support for the president of El
Salvador ... and his government
as a faithful demonstration of
their unalterable policy of sup-
porting govemments that are the

product of democratic and
pluralistic = processes  with
popular involvement™.

From El Salvador, the FMLN
have declared this statement to
be the load of rubbish that it is;
but they have not criticised the
Sandinistas for signing it, since
they see it as the MNicaraguan
state using diplomacy to defend
iteelf, rather than as a serious
political statement by the FSLN,
who clearly do not believe it.

The invasion of Panama has
produced confused responses.
The Thatcher govemnmment was
one of the first to recognise the
new US stooge regime, which
was swom in in English in an
American base.

However too many liberals,
relieved to see Panamanian dic-
tator Moriega ousted, were silent
about the gross wiolation of
Panama’s national soversignty.
The Panamanian regime played
an important role in breaking the
US trade boycotts on Nicaragua
and Cuba, az well as being nseful
to the FMLN.

Castro and the Sandinistas
were wrong lo give MNorega
political support in retum for his
limited material cooperation. (In-
deed according to some reports,
even this cooperition rman
alongside offers to the CIA that
MNoriega would help wipe out the
Sandinista leadership — if the
price was right!)

In Britain, our main task is to
condemn the US invasion. The
tactics were brutal: wherever the
Americans met determined resis-
tance (for example in the work-
ing class districts of Chorillo and
Miguelito) they retreated, and
sent in the heavy anillery and
aerial bombing raids. Only after
this would they send in US
troops.

Staff in the Sante Thomas
hospital in Panama City who
revealed th real extent of casual-
ties to the press were removed
and replaced. The number of
dead is still unknowm, but is like-
ly to be between one and two
thousand.

At the meeting of the Or
ganisation of American States,
the USA secured only its own
vote against condemnation of the
invasion. Twently states voted 1o
condemn the move, with seven
(El Salvador, Gualemala, Hon-
duras, Costa Rica. Venezuvela,
Antigua and Barbuda) abstain-
ing.

Gareth Mostyn

promoting differences within the
teaching workforce, They want
allowances given by LEA's 1o
teachers  with additional
workloads and pastoral/academic
responsiblities to be uosed as
levers in shortage subjects.

Their longer-term perspective
is to introduce *merit pay” based
on market forces, to destroy na-
it with local or even school
based pay schemes. The intro-
duction of Local Management of
Schools (LMS) will facilitate
this.

The main classroom teacher
trade unions have policies firmly
opposed to these ideas, but, un-
less pational action around
salaries is organised, demoralisa-
tion will become such that al-

though the Tories are mnning
into stormy walers, their objec-
tives will be easier to enforce.
Industrial action is needed now
by the NUT and NASWT in the
context of the ambulance dispute
and the pay claims by Ford and
NALGO workers.

While the left in the NUT
around the Socialist Teachers Al-
liance will be giving uncondi-
tional support for the NUT's
40% pay claim over two years, it
will continue to campaign for a
flat mie increase for all teachers,
This would benefit lower paid
tecahers who are mostly women
and help make teaching more at-
tractive 1o potential new recruits,
Without a serious pay campaign,
the action by London teachers
over class size for which there
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has been a 95 per cent ballot
result in favour, will be difficult
o maintain.

The second arca that
sociulists peed to confront is the
question of ‘licenced teachers’.
This scheme is being introduced
by the Tories in an attempt to
deal with shortages. It involves
unqualified teachers working
under licence, on Jower pay
scales for a period of time in
schools before ‘qualification’,
Again the leadership of the NUT
is opposed to this, but lacks
clarity over its policies and on
the guestion of action against the
scheme.

Socialisis should be in favour
of increasing the number of
roules into teaching for the
working class and for black

people. We should distance our-
selves from the ‘all-graduste
professionalism’ of the NUT
However, we should oppose
licenced teachers completely.
The scheme will undermine
longer term pay and conditions
within teaching through the crea-
tion of a cheap labour market.
And it will help legitimate the
racist policies of the Department
of Education and Science, as the
many black teachers from ‘New
Commonwealth countries’ that
have had their teaching qualifica-
tions rejected by the DES and
often work as ‘instructors’ will

be pushed into these schemes.
Martin Allen
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