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shoot their mouth off about how thoy‘re all in iaﬂv“r 0f an

able to fight the Tories. One would have to be crim :
ist) not to see through such dishonesty, These arg'ﬂ“ ’c an.bﬁreauorats who
sabotage the IHS dispute and send striking miners back %ﬁ work, the same IPs who
have done nothing in the way of Parliamentary obstruction or anything else to fight
the Tories during their first term of office, and the same oogn@iliors who have not
even put up token resistance to the Tory-demanded cuts, But now, as 'proof’ of their

determination to fight the Tories, they're suddenly all in favour of an sa. Their
devotion to the cause of an sa flows out of a desire to avoid any confontation with

the Tories. laxton, IP for Cathcart, did at least have the decency to spell this out
‘We must make it clear to the Tories: graut us an sa, then

at the recent 555 meeting:

there will be ]esslpressure on you in the United Kingdom, Extra-Parlianentary activ-
ity (in pursuit of an sa,) cannot replace and overthrow Parliament, We cannot have
such activity bringing down a democratically elected government,

d) Muddle~headed petty-bourgeois intellectuals devoid of even a y minimal acguaintance
with working class struggle and who equate socialism with ggport controls and the
8a le of counc1l houses These are the people who have got it all sussed outi: a
scenario of mountlnw class struggle culminating in Scottish Laliour Mis (nush Brown?
Bruce Millan? James Vhite?) withdrawing from Parliament to set up a Seottish Con
stituent Assembly, harbinger of a Socialist Scotland, It is true that such people
can't even run a Polish Solidarity Committee, or even use a stapler, But, meditating
in their Habitat armchairs, they've alrcady mapped out the road to socialism in

e kind of people who
80 as to be better
ve (or an accomodation-

Scotland.

liow McViear, no doubt choking on hig brealfast kippers, will vehemently deny that
any of the above has anything to do with IIS reasons for campaigning for an sa. he'sn
SOCIALIST reasons for campaigning for an sa. Sad to say, this is pnot the oase.

gov
This can be easily proven on two levelse: thot of HeViean'n genewal aseswmenia, and
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d) McVicar has no basis i
a popular front for an sa. Supp
to affiliate to the Glasgow Polis dari
managed to find the thing), would ileVicar al jeations? We know that
he would. So why not also have a joint cam with them for an sa? They support
an sa. MgVicar supports an sa. Isn't that basic agreement good enough for a united
(popular) front with them? True, the SNP and the CP place their call for an SA from
a different motive than MeVicar, Tor them it's a way of bresking up not just support
for the Labour Party but also the Labour Party itself. (And it would be a break-up on
the worst possible lines as far as socialists are concerned) Dut in any united front
the motives of the various bodies participating are always different anyway.

ents of an article by Phil o'lrien

e) licVicar, I believe, endorses the general cont
in the July edition of Btrathclyde Lebour Briefing. Given that the article sums up

just about everything wrong with any attempt to make a 'left-wing' case for an sa, 2

1) "John IMaxton's stirring call for socialism and a Scottish Assembly ,..". It must
be a matter of debate as to whether llaxton can even spell the word 'socialism'. Hiis
movement to the right continues unabated. his support for Kimmock fox leader, his
current whipping up of a witch-hunt against lilitant in his CLP, his support for the
f any decisive confontation with the lories (see

gale of council houses, his fear o
above) etc. Yet, solely because of his call for an sa (every Labour IP is verbally
for socialism), the article portrey's him as a left-winger!
cottish teachers' union called for an sa ... a8 one way to defend and main-
their annual conference
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ers calling for an sa as all egsential ote
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few comments on it:

genuine in
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and were full--blocded socialists, McVicar himself ip amongst those who have
1¥ poured scorn on such an idea. 3 S

6) "Scottish Labour lNPs are right at this stage {my emphasis) not to support an all-
party allisnce ... tactical alliances may be feasible later.! On, to put it in plain
English: "T'm against popular frontism and class collaboration just now - but not

ngceasarily in the future."
nf

8) "If we are serious, then we must face the prospect of withdrawing MPs from West~
minster to establish a Constituent Assembly.” In fact, one would have to be in a par-
ticularly jovial mood to envisage auch a prospect. Unless the sentence is sloppily
written, it means withdrawing MPs of all parties from Westminater (the "tacticel all-
iance" referved 1o above?). Seottish Labour MPs, never mind the rest, certainly

to be dragged sway from the Commons Bar and the llother of Parliaments to

aren't going
set up a Constituent Assembly. And how would it benefit Scottish worlkers anyway %o
have Hugh Brown, Donald Dewar, James White, John haxton et al sitiing azou in Ed-
inburgh ingtead of in London?
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mate arbiter of its own powers (the phrase currently in circulation; might soun
quite radical but in practice it simply evades the issus. The Scottish working clas:
n other words, is meant ‘to campaign for a pig in a poke. And since e sa is not,
by its very nalure, an organ of worikers pover but merely another tier of bous eoig
have a specifically socialist content.
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doubt true, but also completely irrelevant, Campalgns
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caupaign for those demands for the same reason
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: helmimg support for Latour
eneral Election, No-one even glancing

open mind could have made such a claim, giv-
- gl fell by 7% to 34%. Moreover, McVicar, who writes
g the lack of analysis and substitution of scenarios instead
€ the General Election in 5@, does exactly the samo thing
0 attempt to explain why Labour lost OKE IN SIX of its voters in
General..Flection, compared with Ig979; instead, Scotland is
Asneaby ndéah 'nﬁgiqtmghold, supposedly justifying a campaign for a Scottish
vote in écotlan:.ax: h:ir ever made any reference to the fact that where Lezbour'e
most Tttt LR S d up or increase, it was where the Labour Party is at its
Mi1Yen, or VLS e whole country: Glasgow. The aassive v9tes chalked up by Martin,
tradltj’.ona]_ % bg We{: not votes for a f:!.ghting, campai;nmg Labour Party; they were
B, Son al; ur-loyalty votes at their worst, especially in the case of Hugh

; . this is glossed over by McVicar in his search for a 'gocialist' cam-
paign for an sa.
It 18 also worth noting McVicar's sudden decision to drop his idea of campaigning
for proportional representation (PR). In the aftermath of Bermondsey, McVicar wrole
a document suggesting that socialists should campaign for PR, Yet now, when PR real-
ly is an issue because of the imbalance between votes for the Alliance and the num-
ber of geats they have in Parliament, McVicar has dropped his earlier posgition in
favour of the call for an sa. For the left-reformists, an sa elected on the basis of
PR would not be of any use since Labour MPs would not be in a majority. So anyone
calling for an sa elected on the basis of PR would certainly be out of favour with
that section of the mainstream Left which supports an sa. (By no means all of the
mainstream Left supports an sa: the ILP and sections of the LCC, for exemple, don't)
McVicar's ditching of his earlier position can be easily demonstrated. At the Leag-
ne's Scottish aggregate on June I2th all present agreed that where a motion was
moved for an sa,; we should move a geries of amendments including the proposal that
an Apsembly should be elected on the basis of PR. (On reflection, this was wrong:
should slmply oppose and vote against such diversionary motions). Yet when McVicar
presented his model resolition to a Strathclyde Labour Briefing meeting the follow-
ing evening and put the same motion to his Labour Party branch meeting the evening
after thet, not a single one of the amendments agreed to at the Scottish aggregate
included, on the grounds that, as McVicar later explained, the motion would not

we

were

have got through if it included the clauses agreed to at the aggregates McVicar't
enthusiastic support for PR thus disappeared in order to get through a motion for an
?ll.) pasging, it phould also be mentioned that both the prc—-f‘.l;;lu'..x organisations had
anti-sa pogltlions. McVicar ie therefore acting ou‘L\:ith thg_- C(‘)l.\i..t,l.tul’LCr:\ ‘;;‘\ noving
such a motion, and engaging in external factionalisatlion in His attempts to set

up his 'Socilallists for a Scottish Assembly' campal.gn, ) ‘

[n spite of the W atering dowm of the motion, McVicar st111l encountered problems at
hie Labour Party branch when moving it, due to a clause to the effedt that il the
fwories nad not granted an sa by the end of the firat full session of Parli nt,
shon the Hcottd sh labour movement should hold elections for an sd. ({m, the scan r-
Llos inr'.au san are based on the monthe of the calendar and on the Parliamentary UL
able, not on the rythm and logie of hh‘c class strugple.) ) P - L ki,

Now such a clause is clearly nonsenss. [he only situation in which the labour

aent could hold goclety-wide elections (even just on a Scottish .l'.'v"l) L6 Ll‘ i\‘ were

and hold elections, {.08s Lf it ware alroa the

eparded as having the right to call
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3¢ in a back issue of "International Communist" by a
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s 2% We are unaware of any theoretical analysis of the issue, We
:°u1¢_surniegu:f _the only article analysing the issue in any depth from which
that organisa ion dre conclusions was written by one of the signatories of

the "Fourth International® published by the Socialist

this document
mbly sentiments expressed in that article areno longer

Labour League. The
espoused by ite su

Taken together, the-two,contributions‘conatitute a very slender foundation for
establishing an anti-Assembly position, As well as being inadequately rosearched,
they are also now very dated, To claim that the WSL has even a "formal position®
of opposition to an Assembly on the basis of these documents is an untenable
posture to strike,

Hence we would contend that, as the Agsembly is now a pressing issue in the
Scottish context and as the organisation has no fixed position on the question,

the debate be allowed to proceed publicly as well aa internally and that therebe
no attempt made to restrict comrades from opublicly participating in the campaign

for an Assembly.

A Mandate for an Assembly
: Although there have been, as far as we are aware, no public opinion polls
conducted on the issue in Scotland since the General Flection, we are in no doubt
that a majonity of people in Scotland now favour the establighment of an Assembly.
/At the election, 73% of the Scottish electorate voted for parties other than the
* Tories and all of these anti-Tory parties contained an Assembly pledge in their
manifestocs. Since the election, the largest teachers' union in Scotland, the EIS,
and the Scottish Area of the NUM have both declared for an Assembly, No one doubts
that a very large body of opinion within the Scottish Labour movement and within
the populace generally now supports the establishnent of an Assembly.

In parenthesis, it is worth noting that the reason for the failure of pro-
Assembly opinion to prevail in the 1979 Referendum vas because of an amendmont

to the Referendum Bill secured by George Cunningham who later defected to the SDP.
ottish electorate had to vote for an

This amendment stipulated that 40% of the Sc
AssZmbly before that demand was acceded to, In the event, 37% did so, and thuas the
t is noteworthy that if Britlsh general elections

- embly campaign lost. I ‘
gggeAzgcideg on ghe same criterion, then almost every goverament slnce 1945,

whether Labour or Conservative, would have failed to be elected.

aid that they would
We would therefore contend that those socialists who sa .
suppojt the pro-Assembly caupaign if the majority of Scottish people so decided,

are now morally obliged to do just that.

Scotland - a Nation? :
The second group of socialists we referred to earlier a;?ttgtﬂinw:2u:;t\nl L

sadamantly opposed to an Assembly on principle. We believ: tt:ally B At

try to convince those comrades of the democratic, and poten 1!




« the CP was looking
-n was made on the

otslkyists in inter-war Scotland was
bution on the questioll. Influenced by Trotsky's

S liament in "ihere is Britain Going?", they

; 2 ism within which they were unable to posit their

In more recent times, it has been the right wing who have strenuously resisted

any form of Scottish self government within the Scottish Council of the Labour

party. Willie Ross, the Haumer of the Tartan Tories, exemplified the right wing

B etaliishment which dominated Labour politics in Scotland in the period since 1945

until very recently. It has been amongst the left wing, whatever its limitations

in other respects, that the sentiment for an Agsenbly has been strongest.

Whilst many Engliseh socialists say zhat they are not inimical to a federal
framework for the UK, they can see no valid resson why such priority ghould be
given to the establishment of a Scottish Assembly. That view can only meaningfully
be countered by a sustained exposition of the conception that there is an
exceptional character to the Scottish dimension, What are the salient characteris-
tice that give Scotland a national identity?

The turning point in Scottish history was andeniably the Act of Union of 1707.
Prior to that, despite the Union of the Crowns in 1603, no one denied that
Scotland was a nation state. The removal of the seatb of government, parliament,
from Edinburgh to Westminster produced a crisis of national identity. Henceforth,
as Tom Nairn has argued £0 cogently, a gulf opened up between the political and

the civil life of Scotland.

Phroughout the 18th cent
tional systems, as it still does to the presen
were supplemented vy an efflorescence of Scottish culture which made the country

the intellectual envy of all Burope. With talents such as Hume, Burns, Scott and
Black, in the words of T.C.Smout, "the cultural performance of Scotland between
1740 and 1830 was8 of dazzling virtuosity".
Yet that rich cultural heritage was to wither and virtually perish in the course
of the 19th century. The onset and acceleration of the Industrial Revolution
opened hitherto unknown opportunities for the Scottish bourgeoisie. This, combined
wilth unrestricted access to the markets of the Empire of the English, became the
focus for the energles of the burgeoning industrialists andmiddle classes. En-
thralled by the noggibilities of self enrichment, they sbandoned governance to the
¥neglish aristocracy and culture to the Lailyard, Thus, in the great age of Eurovean
) alism, which culminated in the attempted revolutions of 1848,
d on the sidelines, engrossed in the pursuit of material wealth.

What then sccounted for the neo-nationalist upsurge of the late 1960s and the
197087 The naterial basis for that must be sought in the m§1aise of British
capltalism, unable now to fall back upon the spoils of ewplre so readily as %n gto
past, From being a powerhouse of the Industrial Revolution, Scotland, saddled with
g preponderance of heavy industry, became crippled by massive unemploymegt and
deprivation, Multinationals, at first attracted by the genereus disburse-

ury, gcotland retained its separate legal and educa-
t day. Those distinctive elements

bourgeois nation
Bcotland remaine

poclal




.eVe nothing in terms of
Thatcherite right wing
Welfare capitalist measures of
‘ u , ervative., The reasons for that
i . as economic Qhe_inability of government in
i A ) e ncy even in capitalist terms is
irrevocably boun € strangulating impact of the British state,

finaghat state, a symbiotic formation of patrician dilletantism and rapacious

: ce caplta;,‘the historical develoment of which has been so well deseribed by
"erry Anderson and Tom Nairn, defies all attempts at reform, whether Wilsonite
white heap technological revolution" or Thatcherite laissez faire plus Rayner
style pruning exercises. The centralised, bureaucratic British state defies all
reform, stultifies all efforts to change, absorbs all Labourite challenges.

ge in Britain must enconpass the destruction of
arxism we must draw upon the tradition expressed
une in 1871 and as developed by Lenin in "State
tion which must bLe the inspiration of socialists
seizure of the existing state machine and its
e working masses, a view which Marx abandoned
ced by circumstances to reluctantly teturn in

The process of soclalist ch
that state. From the arsenal of
by Marx concerning the Paris Comn
and Revolution®, It ig that tradi
rather than the canception of the
utilisation in the intereets of th
in 1871 and to which Lenin was for
1918.

A key factor in the disinte
establish a Scottish Assembly, The break-u
would be a significant contribution toward
in British politics.

Why a Labour Campaign for an Assembly?

Although the project for an Assembly has been a long time in gestation, the
Labour movement in Scotland remains bereft of a feaszible strategy. This has been
exemplified by the divisions apparent since the general election.

On Friday 8 July it was intended that a meeting should take place involving
representatives of the executive of the Scottish Council of the Labour Party and
members of the executive of the STUC to discuss the launching of a L;bour Campaign
for an Assembly., That meetingnever took place, The reason? Leading figures in the

ist ade mion movement found themselves unable to attend for a variety of
5522232? ;i other words, the STUC opted out, But why? Surely a clue must be found
in the contents of a paper pre;ared for that meeting by.George Foulkeg, the :
Ayrshire MP, In this Foulkes proposed a number of practical options, 1nvolv1n§
dégrees of parliamentary disruption and non-cooperation with the Tory government

at national and local governmental levels.
i e shi ¢ being involved in such
How could the leadership of the STUC eveniccntemplatc
i i terparts at Congress House,
dical courses of action when they, like their coun . €
g:vzcset their faces firmly against any moves to stop talking to the Torleg?cnven
the mildest forms of non-cooperation are off the agenda as far as Milne and Co.

gration of the state in Britain is the struggle to
p of the unitary state, we are convinced,
8 rupturing the stasis which dominastes

are concerned, 3
Their incapacity to attend the Friday evening meeting was overcome by the

g ) ing ised by the Campaign for 3
i day when they appeared at thx.meetlr_l° organised
ggiigféﬂgAszgmbly, held in Edinburgh, There the leadership of the STUC found no




. f
i ~ primitive,
: 1gh will to accommodate
P, sion, is unable to take
unitary, centraliscd British
ughout Britain on that question
Campaign. In fulfilling this
s, it will be not unlike a number

B Tabour Committec on Ireland,

:gue:;ionzl role, : /
other Labour movement based campai

r novement based campalgn
Labour Committoe on Palestine, Labour Campaign for Gay Rights).

Bocioggezotgzgiexclude alliances with other political formations in Scottish
e b - i:”:hz“r objoctives? Certainly note Any nLabour Party

azy to malSWERaED alsa;ampaisn wonld be counterproductives 1t will be necess-
tiae the tan Pc liances to achieve our objectivese We would contend
Bstiod i strt‘azﬁy should have been present at the conference om 9 July
and.the noccsa?te p o-caso for o socialist perspective in the Assombly campaign
i e o ty or an independent form of organisation to project that

bty fo mobilisc opiniom around it. Given the back tracking by

e =, one of the Labour and trade union leddership and deliberate sab-

e by others, how should we nov proceed? Any initiative must come from
the base as well as the leadorship for it to be capable of creating a viable
campaign. We would therefore advocate that activists in Scotland get them-
nulvna_organiaod in forming local branches of the Labour Campaign for an
Aspembly, even if that is in embryo form in the period immediately ahead.

That orientation should be pursuad irrespective of ditherings and
posturinge by Labour MPs,  John Maxton slid from his call for an Assembly
ag a springhoard for Socialiem to his gectarian, bureaucratic speech at the
Seottish Socialist Socloty Confercnce & few wecks later; Hattersley calls
for an Agsembly whereas Kinnock and Heffer remain silent on that issue;
Robin Cook becomes an overnight convert to foderalism; GGOTEe Foulkes, hardly
an identifiable loft-wing figure, becomes an advocate of confrontation with
the Tory Governmente But these shifts, manoeuvres, retreats and so on are
not the fulcrum around which we build our campaign. They have to be studied
rolated to but they do not determine our trajectorys

ond

Tho Outcome
the most wilful porversencss could blind anyone to the reality that,

Only

avon under tho most sustained campaign for an Assombly, involving rallies,

domongtrations, parlinmontary disruption etcy Thatcher will refuse to imple-

mont such a measurce An Asscmbly with meaningful powers will have to be
That will assuredly involve

torn by forcoful action from the British state.
the ostablishment of a constituent Assembly which
arbiter of ite rightsa and powers and its rolationship with Westminster. .
Again, the initiative for that muet be taken by the Labour movement in tactical
alliance with other prc-Aasumbly policical forces., Comrades who deride the
psombly campalgn on the grounds that the mechanics of such a Constituent
havoe not been dotermined at this stage reveal themselves to be the

cunutitutionnlints.

will be the ultimate

A
Anpombly
mopt timid




iry to nide trom
en all that will
. On the

n and a do

vacles other hand,
= embly % for throughout the lemgth and
s ade n and labour movement as a democratic demand,
if it e struggles of Scottish workers in every form, if

it is projected as a springboard for the implementation of socialists, them
it may both fulfil the intercsts of the Scottish working class and, through
undermining the viability and credibility of the British state, thereby create
possibilities for the working class throughout Britain to get to grips with
the dismantling of the centralised capitalist state,

Macvicar
Mechan
Ben jamin July 1983
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Some Introductory Beading

Tom Nairn, The Break-Up of Britain (1981)
James Young, The Scottish National Question and Labour History (1982)
Gordon Brown (ed), The Red Papor on Scotland (1972)




A ; ;_thsimg; ionary nature of the call for an Ass-
stuﬂinfam\xof democratic rights of the Scottish
Kinnell

sh capitalism and the failures of the official labour move-

ment have rated , muber of nationalisms within Britain:Scottish telsh.These differ
fu-ximent:a%l from the nationalism of the Catholic population of North East Ireland,

>4
because throughout modern his;or{ig‘meae sectors,unlike Ire
ecyal partners in british capita state,in its colonial and imperial phases.The
ney sub-national ara reactionary,like British nationalism as a whole.
Rootedpot in' 3 of oppressed matio but in a general frustration
towhich they respond with a petty bourpeois spirit of particulartm.parochialm. and
the mean and narrow search for soctional advantages{lorth Sea 0il!) - such views have
nothing in comoon with a working class outlook.

They have nothing to contribute to drawing together the workers of England ,Scotdand
and Wales in real fraternal unity.

They are a distuption of the labour movement,a drive to divide and segment the
real unity,necessary to Scottish,elsh and English workers,which now exists.Their

logic is regional fragmentation of the orga 1abour movement from the trade unions

to the Labour Party.
These sub-nationalisms are parnicious,not only in their openly right-wing expres=

sions,but also where they find influence in the left,for exanple,in the Scottish

'Ieft'rtSZottish nationalism leoks to John Maclean.Maclean was a great martyr
and fighter against capialism,the British Karl Liebknecht,But his lapse into the
belief that a fusion of a Scottish independence movenent with commnism could be a le-
ver for dis ruptingthe British Empire was a tragic and entirely negative exparience of

early British communi.si.

Weendorse the general denocratic right of self determinatiop and opoose the

Tories and Tribunites who would deny that right to Seotland,for example,by rigged . -

referendums.A referen son the future of Scotland(or Wales) should be conducted in
include English voters.That denial ,rooted in conservative

Scotland (or Wales) also .
Great British nationalism,will help,not hinder,the spreading of the nationalist

poision-mt sithin Britain the ICL puts all its emphasis on opposition to nationalism

ssion and separation;when and if there

ism.At present we Oppose sece
aigdaga :;;ggigéd ma.jorgr & tland(or VWales) for separation,we support their right
to separate.

ty in
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‘Aly{n!ﬂeeﬁse Pl Sintomee b
& Se 0 a was
wppI:rt bourgeois nationalists against representatives of a degenerated
5 : il rowritings on the national question did Lenin or Trotsky use the
I - _nature of the social group which was pressing for national ;. aonena
dgny that group the right of self-determination. A
i,aticna%im is precis y the expression of such a growfsdesire to improve its
conditions.It may not be the highest necessary expression - but it is an advance.
Later on you appear to deny the identity of Scotland as a nation. This is
asserted rather thanproved - indeed, I would like to see you try to prove it.
Scot 1and has a distinct history,culture,religion,and form of govermment up to
the Act of Union in 1707.It was separated and developed independently of Eritain
- far longer and in a more advanced fashionthan Ireland and today that national
legacy is still there.
tia A Scottish nationalist movement has existed in one form or another ever since
- 18th century.Contrary to your belief,the majority of the Scottish people did
oppose the Act of Union.The £ otti h parliament itself was heavily bribed to make
it docile tothe wishes of the English government.Even so, one of its members
claimed that there "wasn't a man in Scotland who wikhed to see . the Union" .
It was shortly after this that the Jacobites rose up against the Englsih oppression.
What could be clearer than that that was a nationalist revo t?

Comrades, face the facts.The SHP according to the /8 $&oral projections will
in Scotland.I agree that that will be so because of the

sweep Labour out of power

failings of the Labour government,but  that is still no argument against

moves for Scottish independence. [n a sense,you recognise this by seemimg willing

to accept thatifthe majority of the Scottish pecple want indgpendence by
expressing their wishes through a referencum, then you w:.l'l be preparcd'to let ths-:vm
have it ... big deal!ln effect you axe denying them the justice of their case,while
saying that if they are duped ~ into nationalism all revolutionaries can do is
stand aside and let them get on with it.For you,the sting in the tail (_15 that

argw nt is that it condemns revol mitionaries to complate impotence in the
cn(;r.mus debate that will certainly be taking place around devolution and independ-

&

i ironi rs' {on which contains your reply
it ironic that the s¢ rkers' Action whi ins )

als<13 gr);rrrgains an article supporting independence for Quebec. For the life of me

I cannot see aﬁy fundamental  differences between the Scottish and Quebecois nation-

alist MOVEments .« .4 suspectmost of your readers can't oeithote I -
Surely comrades,this shows the sedantic nature of your argmnnt{s against Scottish
i iem lationali i ine Scotlandjrevolutionaries

nationalism.Wake up,comrades.mcmnahsm is sweeping : s

ame issue of Wo

critical support,If ¥

houl e that movement b offering it : '
should be 0 b aders of Wf)rkeZs' Action will not bc'swmning against the
WY by the flood that is movang in the
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s limél?;ces":ﬁsger;‘mp right direction.
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f M as_the catspaws of reaction
3 Let us first recppit ulate the clements of the Marxist thoery of the national

"As trade cames to play an increasing role,sofover a 1 riod)the unit for
W lifeextends ?t(x}:'m the household, the \'rillagc,tm mm the lord's
estate,to a larger scale.The boundaries of these units are chiefly determined by
- and determine - geography and commnications,including the most important
means of commnication,langwge,and the forms of culture built up round it.

s The decisive stage in the development of nations is the emexgence of capitalism

tim.?e associated massive increase in trade,mobility of population and commnica-
generally.Then ,as the Communist Manifesto puts it''Independent,~r but loos” 1y

c"'f nected provinces with separate interests,laws,governments and systems

of taxation “eoce lumped togetherinto one nation,with one goermment,one code of

laws,c_ng national class interest,one frontier and one customs tariff " National

politieal institutions -political parties,trade unions - also arise.

Last Refuge
is development of nation states is progressive as against semi- -foudal

particularism;it opens the way to the advance of the forces of preduceion and the
more ext&;:nsiva organisation of the working class.Tous Marx and Engels considered
progressive the struggles for the unification of Germeny and Ttalyjand (in retro—
shect fhe crea i",rﬁof a uniform national market and state system by the French
Revolutionyand why :Wﬂﬂﬁé}mﬁjﬂ declared that "Patriotism is the last refuge of the
scoundrel' he understood 'patriotism' not as we would understand it today but as
synonymous with democracy,radicalismrdleby the majority f the naticn.

Internati 1al trade develops even before the flowering of capitalism;and
capitalism itself creates a world market and the close econmic interc
every area of the world.If capitalism developed in an even,st raight-line
fashion,it would long ago have progressed from the nation-state to continental
w world-wide state forms.

However ,capitalism develops unevenly.
classic nation-states of Europe was compl
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more advanced
Oucbec - also suffered thz fate of becoming econ mic and political vas f the
major states,rather than being integrated int r developing an autonomous state.
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PRI nevl ates, that is, of their

. e s ive and organie bourgeois development (though
°PI’,F‘._.°"_:_S’_§°‘d nations or semimim Wﬁo Et?)oghzmver, the demand for these
elementary bourgeois-democratic AbEanA ve theiz own government is e%
e fighmtmfﬁus 'd‘ﬂ;m‘zxrwy, t00, is decaying and obsolete, Yet Marxists conbinue
aorA el thebmmore = geois—democratic rig hts, because the more such rights are
e o Mieh ﬁmdm ely can ¥ae working olass opganize and the more clearly
oo e B amental clags .i%@as in socicty. We are ultimately for a
. oS e ra:?ion of nations — ocut 1 voluntaxry federation on the basis of
'nwlby. odern m;:eri_.alis'h nations ar. — as a matier of econom‘c law — % Ll
in _(la_.na-t_l% of ootablishing democratic and equal links with third-world' nations.
-llarj-u.s s therefore support the strugzles for national liberation of oppressed
nationse

: We do not cease to fight politically against the nationalism of oppressed
nations, any more than we c§a.se to combat the jdeology of bourgeois democracys
Indeed, our suprrt for national liberation struggles derives not from any
gympathy for nationalism, but from our bitter oposition to the (;aggi.—d.emocratio)

nationalism of the oppressor nation, To deny the right of one nation to separate

from another is to endorae the tright' of the dominant nation to control the
alism of the dominant natione

dominated nation — it is thus to endorse the nation

What, asks comrade Hargroaves, ig the difference between Scotland on the
one hand, and Quebec or Ireland on the other?

Scotland was certainly not & fully-doveloped nation prior to the Union of

1707y still less 8O prior to the 'regal uniont (the merging of the monarchies
of England@ and Scotland into one parson) of 1603. There was no national
aconomio integration, no common languagsy not even ( as comrade Hargrecaves

suggests) a comuon religion.
The dovelopment since Umion has not becn a colonial development, bub one
jon into the Eitigg national egonomys Even the Scote—nati.onalist
writer Tom Nairn concludes—that wgeotland had in Scott's own time left
the category of 'subject nationg! for zo0d and joined the ranks of the ' imperi-
1 n  and notes “Scotland'sparticipation in two centuries of grr~at-British
tgubject nations! "e As cegards the

alists ' "y :
exploits, in the subjugation of many genuine :
distinctive cconomic character of imperialism, export of capital, John Foster
d contrituted far more than its share

of integrat

records that "it secms clear that Scotlan ; : : .
of the= British total" before 1914, Today, one third of Briish finance capital is

ocial ingtitutions = 1awy, edgoation, =

t in gootlands But this is to be attributed to the notorious un=

does persis . .
he British bourzeois revolution, which leaves us algo with suc
ha House of Lords. There is no

and ( the parliamentary cffotrs
880sand Hugh MaoDiarmid's crack—

pated pamblings were just about the high points prior +o today's oil~fired SWP
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| : : Bngland; the 1745 rebellion
involve: ih defeating the '4;{&1: orces in, Migland; and there yere more Scots
partTantarton sehtast b > than suprorting it) they represented the revolt of
R ﬂgﬂm”istigm‘ogegz:oe»comoy..n was not one of the national-demooratioc
OnpoRi i char pean politics in tha - epoch, but just the L% e
e bggr:ase of E;hiopia, impelled into revolt against modern imperialism
A bourm‘f:odis-;gg::gatéc rim_remanti would organically have developed thara,
olotm "'lomlgbe ; s Italy. ertainly, for example, Haile Selassie laid no
If comrade Hargreaves want. to make i i
» < W comperisons with Italy, it would be
;;araxolg t:gemark to compare ‘he war of 1860 in which Garibeldi de;‘entod Francis
b s :3 o poss;ble.the ins ‘gra.ti:m of the wingdom of the Two Sicilies into
o et alyeFrancis IT . I prev ouslY %ad plans toinvade the North; after * in
unifioa ion there were substantial revoli . led by pricsts and agents of Francis
IT, in the South; and even today the South is a deprived aren of ItalyeWould
comrade Hargroaves cons-der Kisg Francis II to be the le:ier of a nationalist
moverent to be supported agoinst Garibaldi? Or would he 'efine Southern Italy as
4

a nation?.

Wildly inaccurate
One statement, and a wildly inaccurate one at that, from o member of

the Scottish Parliament, ssarcely stands as evidence of masssive popular
oposition to Unicn = certainly not if put against the lack of 3°r}§ yopular
anti-Unionist agitation.Also, most importantly, sthere is nolevidence %im\
establish ng an impuriz'.l/colonialrela.tion botween Engdand and Sectland at all
comparable to Italy's to Bthiopia. John Foster firmly declares that it was o
non—colonial relationship, "a position of near partnership,th: result of a .
onreful pgrafting of one capitalisr economy and culture onto anothere"Tom
Nairn oobcedes " e rapid progress of Scotland's new bourgeois civil sociaty "
"in the extremely favourable conditions of the Union". "Few, cven among
perfervid nationalists, would regret that the country escaped so sharply from
hte age of witch=burning snd feudal futility".

What off Quebec and Ireland? They were subjugated by colonial conquosts

They have a distinct econonic and geographicl identity - not of a t‘glly-
developed nation-state, obviouslyss They have a distsnct }unguugo ( in -tho_c-mc
of Quebec), distimct religion and oultura ( for the majority, at L ant), dietinct
political institutions, and a mi.itant history of national struggle. .
National independence ( and national unity in tho case of Ireland) is an

1 democr itic domand on the road of clearly uniting the prolotarinte
Town' bourgeoisies. ,
14 hinder ‘the unity of the working classe
dantry, that our policy ‘is baseds

essentia.
of those nations against their
In the Scottish case, separntion wou

Ttis on that consideration { and on no pe
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