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Ceasefire! Peace 
with justice!
Israel and Hezbollah, maybe 
Iran too, have moved near all-
out war. The suffering in Gaza 
increases, as does repression 
in the West Bank. We say: 
ceasefire, peace, two states: a 
real independent Palestinian 
state alongside a secure Israel. 
This article describes the back-
ground and prospects.

By Vincent Présumey

Hezbollah has confirmed that 
its leader, Hassan Nasrallah, 

was killed on 27 September 
by the Israeli bombardment of 
the Beirut district where he was 
staying.

He is not the only one: the 
bombardment officially left at 
least six dead and 90 wounded, 
adding to the hundreds of civil-
ians killed in Lebanon in recent 
days. A million people have fled 
southern Lebanon, some cross-
ing into Syria. You have to be 
truly terrified to take refuge in 
Syria.

There is no question of 
mourning Nasrallah. His death 
was celebrated in Idlib [in Syria], 
where there is not the slightest 
pro-Israeli sympathy. The tens 
of thousands of Syrian, Leba-
nese and Palestinian victims of 
Hezbollah’s thugs, killers and 
torturers have every right to ac-
knowledge this elimination with 

satisfaction, but they do so with 
a double bitterness. It should 
have belonged to them, not to 
Netanyahu and not to the Israeli 
state.

Netanyahu has reached an 
impasse in Gaza. 45,000, prob-
ably more, dead, hundreds of 
thousands of people trapped 
in and amongst the rubble by 
starvation, trauma and disease. 
But it is impossible for Israel to 
achieve its stated aim of “de-
stroying Hamas”: it is only pos-
sible to massacre the people of 
Gaza.

And it is precisely because 
there is a real risk of genocide, 
as a barbaric outcome of this sit-
uation, that the obsessive proc-
lamation of “genocide” prior to 
October 2023, as a description 
for all Israel’s mistreatment of 
the Palestinians, obscures the 
real situation of massacre and 
destruction that would lead to 
effective genocide, which must 
now be prohibited by impos-
ing a ceasefire and the release 
of hostages held by Hamas and 
Palestinian political prisoners 
held in Israel.

A ceasefire and hostage/pris-
oner-release agreement must 
be imposed by a global inter-
nationalist campaign, involving 
dock workers’ unions, to stop 
arms deliveries, mainly from 

the USA, to Israel. This has not 
been the focus of the current 
“pro-Palestine” movement in 
western universities, which has 
continually cried “genocide” 
but has no effective strategy for 
preventing it in practice.

It is the internal contradictions 
of US imperialism and the pres-
sure of public opinion which, in 
the event of Trump’s potential 
defeat by Kamala Harris in the 
US presidential elections, are 
likely to make Netanyahu’s im-
passe in Gaza the beginning of 
the end for him.

This is why Israel’s security 
and military apparatus has em-
barked in Lebanon on what is 
not an operation “in defence 
of Israel”, but a diversion de-
signed to reunite the Jew-
ish-Israeli population, which is 
increasingly divided over Gaza, 
the hostages and Netanyahu, 
behind the state, and to stoke 
global fears of a regional war 
with Iran.
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£600bn, the NHS, 
and the big picture
So the cut-off of Winter Fuel Allow-

ance from most pensioners may 
not save the government money at all. 
Some say the “savings” will be over-
whelmed by the extra costs as more 
of the 1.3 million people who are enti-
tled to Pension Credit, but don’t get it 
it, claim the credit and the consequent 
benefits.

We don’t know. For sure, though, un-
less the government’s talk of a real drive 
to increase Pension Credit take-up was 
all bullshit, then there were never going 
to be nett “savings”. And any “savings” 
there might be were always going to 
be rounding errors in relation to a total 
government budget of over £1 trillion 
a year.

The Labour government is probably 
puzzled. They have allowed public sec-
tor pay rises, meagre, but enough to 
win approval in several union ballots. 
They have moved fairly fast on union 
and employment law reform. The Blair 
Labour government of 1997, which did 
none of that (its relatively “good” stuff, 
like the minimum wage and such, came 
later), scored over 50% in opinion polls 
through to mid-1999. But Keir Starmer’s 
credit has sagged fast.

Voters are not impatient. Rather, they 
are generally too patient, too willing to 
be reassured that “Rome was not built 
in a day”.

Only, now, the government’s first 

steps are to half-demolish some of the 
flimsy shacks already there (the Winter 
Fuel Allowance) and to insist that the 
benefits building half-demolished by 
the two-child cap will stay half-demol-
ished. The shining future city depends 
on promises of “growth” arriving down 
a faint footpath scratched out with 
just 0.06% of UK wealth (the “National 
Wealth Fund”).

Probably the Labour leaders’ aim 
was to make a show of some cuts, so 
as further to reassure “business” that 
they are not tax-and-spend types, and 
get the “bad news” done quickly. Prob-
ably in the 30 October Budget Rachel 
Reeves will loosen the “fiscal rules” a bit 
and apply a few taxes on the wealthy. 
But no wonder few believe a chariot of 
“change” can arrive down the scarcely 
visible Starmer-Reeves footpath.

In all this scratching-around, the big 
picture is obscured. The new govern-
ment has said the NHS is broken, but 
nothing about fixing it except that 
there’s no money.

UK profits are about £600 billion a 
year; wealth, £12,000 billion. Those 
figures are some index of how much 
labour and technology is going to 
senseless fripperies, ostentation by 
the wealthy, and exercises in capitalists 
trying to out-gamble each other (high 
finance).

Meanwhile, millions rely on food 
banks, the NHS waiting list is 7.62 mil-
lion cases, hospitals are crumbling, 
and other public services are hobbling. 
Shortages, cuts, penury, alongside wild 
wealth.

The Labour leaders have closed their 
eyes to those facts, and to the answer: 
social ownership of the banks and in-
dustry, workers’ control, re-basing eco-
nomic life on solidarity, equality, and 
cooperation for the common good. Or 
at least, as a modest start, tax the mil-
lionaires!

Solidarity agitates in the unions and 
the Labour Party for those answers. We 
offer no illusions about the short term.

The general opinion polls show much 
less shift than the drastic drop in Starm-
er’s personal ratings. Labour is down a 
few per cent from its general election 
percentage, Reform is up a few per 
cent. Other parties’ scores are little 
changed (including the Greens, though 
you might expect a shift to the left to 
reflect at least partially in some increase 
for them).

Some Labour MPs have protested 
by voting against the government or 
abstaining on the benefit cap and the 
Fuel Allowance, and the unions de-
feated the Labour leaders on three is-
sues at Labour’s Liverpool conference 
on 22-25 September.

Rosie Duffield MP has quit Labour. 
She used to associate with Open La-
bour, a soft-left grouping in the party. 
But in recent years her criticisms of La-
bour have almost all been claims that 
Labour is too liberal on trans rights, 
and Open Labour and Duffield have 
parted ways (whether on her initiative 
or theirs, we don’t know). Duffield’s 
resignation letter gives no promise that 
she will now do anything left-wing of 
substance.

The Unison union conference this 
year was more left-wing than previ-
ously, and in the PCS civil service union 
a left slate won the Executive elections. 
But in both unions entrenched officials 
still hold control. There is much work to 
be done to transform the labour move-
ment.

This article is written in inner London. 
We can see the citadels of wealth here 
directly from many working-class areas, 
or at least on our journeys from and 
to work. The big picture is before our 
eyes.

Still, even here, people will factor 
out those citadels as inevitable back-
ground, and focus on supposed or 
small differences with other sections of 
the working class (such as immigrants). 
It’s like people being roasted by a fire, 
and not thinking of putting the fire out, 
but instead worrying or pretending 
about their neighbour having better 
clothing to mitigate the burns.

Our job is to refocus vision. □

Starmer, Odger, Bevan, and freebies
By Martin Thomas

Early capitalists often val-
ued frugality in the interest 

of maximising reinvestment 
of profits and the most rapid 
accumulation of capital. But, 
wrote Marx, “when a certain 
stage of development has 
been reached, a conventional 
degree of prodigality, which 
is also an exhibition of wealth, 
and consequently a source of 
credit, becomes a business 

necessity... Luxury enters into 
capital’s expenses of rep-
resentation”.

Maybe the motive for 
Starmer, Reeves, and Rayner 
accepting so many freebies 
from friendly plutocrats was 
that Starmer and the others 
thought posh clothes and ap-
pearances in private boxes 
were a “business necessity” in 
their drive to accredit them-
selves as “pro-business”. 
Maybe it was more that the 

“business necessity” seemed 
obvious to the friendly plu-
tocrats and the Labour politi-
cians wanted to seem in tune.

Either way, the freebies scan-
dal is a symbol of Starmer’s 
avowed “pro-business” orien-
tation.

Bevan
Aneurin Bevan, a hero of the 
Labour left, was fond of hos-
pitality from wealthy friends, 
which then he could take with-

out publicity. In a Britain where 
food was still rationed, he had 
a personal taste for a little lux-
ury.

George Odger, one-time 
President of the First interna-
tional and a pioneer of worker 
candidacies for Parliament, 
appears in a campaign photo 
from the 1870s wearing a top 
hat. The hatmakers’ union had 
made it for him because they 
thought that some workers, a 
bit conservative-minded but 

also radical-minded, would 
think that their champion face 
to face with the top bourgeois 
should at least be well turned 
out.

I guess there is a similar 
reason why John McDonnell 
usually chooses a smart suit 
(which a skilled worker’s wage 
these days will readily cover).

The business about the free-
bies for Starmer and his circle 
is different. And much worse 
than Bevan. □
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Gaza, Lebanon, Israel: 
ceasefire! Peace with justice!
By Vincent Présumey

Continued from back page

It was in fact Iran, with Russia’s blessing, 
that pushed Hamas into the provoca-

tion and pogrom of 7 October 2023, 
whilst never having the intention of 
turning the so-called “Al-Aqsa Flood” 
into an all-out war. Hezbollah and the 
Houthis have never tried to seriously 
help Hamas, let alone the people of 
Gaza, who they don’t care about.

The Jewish-Israeli, Palestinian and 
Druze inhabitants of northern Israel are 
the victims of Hezbollah’s missiles and 
threats, which have never weakened 
the Israeli state itself. Just as the end 
of Hamas’s threats could come from a 
ceasefire, the release of political pris-
oners and recognition of the Palestin-
ians’ right to a state, so the beginning 
of the end of Hezbollah, whose domi-
nation is rejected by many in Lebanese 
society, could quickly result from such 
a policy. The lives of those displaced 
and threatened in northern Israel are 
no more than a pretext.

For the past three weeks, Israel has 
been using the methods of state terror-
ism to strike a blow at Hezbollah. Whilst 
Hezbollah is a totally reactionary organ-
isation, the fact that these blows are 
being dealt by Israel, and using these 
methods, rules out any “progressive” 
scope or outcome for this operation.

For Netanyahu, stuck in Gaza on the 
brink of an actual genocide — which has 
not yet taken place, and which must 
be prevented — the aim is to create a 
diversion, to regain a broader base in 
Israeli society, and to raise the spectre 
of an all-out regional war before the US 
elections, in the hope of lobbying for 

his candidate, who is also Putin’s candi-
date: Donald Trump.

Above all, and this is the point least 
touched on, and which is precisely what 
is concealed by these operations, they 
also serve to cover up the pogroms and 
intensified colonisation against the Pal-
estinians of the West Bank. These are 
moving towards de facto ethnic cleans-
ing, which Netanyahu and his followers 
want to make irreversible. The end of 
this colonisation is a precondition for 
the realisation of Palestinian national 
rights and therefore for any peace.

The bitterness with which the hun-
dreds of thousands of Arab victims of 
Hezbollah can acknowledge the elim-
ination of Nasrallah and company is 
therefore caused by the fact that the 
moral right to judge and punish them 
belonged to them, and to no one else, 
and certainly not to the Israeli military.

Twofold
But it is twofold, because this military 
does not only kill, does not even mainly 
kill, Hezbollah cadres. Just as Israel is, 
in reality, targeting the population of 
Gaza whilst claiming to be confronting 
Hamas fighters (who reserve for their 
own exclusive use the protection of un-
derground tunnels, which are off-limits 
to Gazan civilians), so in Lebanon hun-
dreds of civilian victims and, already, a 
million refugees, are the main de facto 
targets.

These targets include many Syrian 
refugees who fled from Bashar al-As-
sad and Hezbollah, and thousands of 
Syrian refugees who cannot, and do 
not want to, return to Syria.

One might also wonder whether 
the Israeli military has not received 
discreet help from Assad, whose re-
gime has been silent about the attacks 
and operations carried out in recent 
weeks. Assad is not troubled by large-
scale massacres: in the event of ethnic 
cleansing in the West Bank and real 
genocide in Gaza, he, the “anti-Zionist” 
and “anti-imperialist”, is concerned only 
to ensure his own survival.

The demands of the world’s leaders 
for “restraint” are theoretically aimed 
at Israel, but do not inhibit it, and are 
therefore in reality aimed more at Iran. 
Technically and militarily, it is difficult 
for Iran to retaliate. Moreover, the Ira-
nian regime is going through an in-
ternal crisis. The Iranian population is 
hostile to it, and there is now a risk that, 
instead of putting down popular resist-
ance, the regime will seize upon a war 
to put an end to it. Although repressed, 
the “Woman, Life, Freedom” movement 
is alive and well in the consciousness of 
many. Iran is also in the process of ac-

quiring nuclear weapons, but probably 
does not yet have them.

For all these reasons, direct Iranian in-
tervention would require Russian help. 
Russia is busy with its invasion and oc-
cupation in Ukraine. The leaders in Teh-
ran and Tel Aviv know that transitioning 
to a full-scale regional war would there-
fore be very difficult.

Forced, theoretically and by their own 
bellicose rhetoric, to take “terrible” re-
venge, Iranian dignitaries and those 
of Hezbollah risk backing themselves 
into a corner where, for the time being 
at least, a ground war of position in 
southern Lebanon is their only option. 
They could perhaps try to advance to 
the north of Israel or even to the Golan 
Heights, although Israeli tanks are 
massing on the border.

To conclude these remarks, written in 
the heat of the moment, it is important 
to understand that the broad picture 
given in this article is part of a general 
framework — that of the international 
class struggle in the era of imperialist 
multipolarity. The pogrom of 7 Octo-
ber 2023 was a provocation aimed at 
triggering Israel’s war to destroy Gaza, 
thus playing into Putin’s hands and fan-
ning the flames of all the most reaction-
ary tendencies on a global level: “left” 

campism, “right” Trumpism, etc.
Israel is already at war with the Pales-

tinians. The spectre of a wider, regional 
war between an allegedly “anti-Zionist 
and anti-imperialist” “axis of resistance”, 
backed by Iran, and Israel, backed by 
the United States, plays a key role here. 
The great beneficiaries of this world 
order through disorder and war have 
been Putin and Trump.

But they have not yet decisively won. 
The world situation, whilst worsening, 
has not completely shifted in a reac-
tionary direction, which would have 
happened, and could still happen, 
in the event of a crushing defeat for 
Ukraine. Putin has not decisively won, 
and Trump might not win in November, 
so Netanyahu rightly feels threatened. 
In response to the threats he faces, he 
has opened a second front, going right 
up to the brink, and invoking the spec-
tre of regional war. □
• This article is reprinted from 
Arguments Pour la Lutte Sociale, 
with thanks. The translation has 
been lightly edited, and the 
headline here is ours.
• See also online: Ceasefire, not 
regional war, bit.ly/cf-war, by Ira 
Berkovic.

UK Friends of 
Standing Together
Standing Together, Israel’s fast-

est-growing grassroots move-
ment over recent years, unites Jews 
and Palestinians within Israel to fight 
for an equal and just society, for 
peace, and against the occupation. 

UKFoST promotes their work in the 
UK: for peace, justice, and equality 
for Israelis and Palestinians — Jews 
and Arabs — including an equal right 
to self-determination, and for the full 
equality of Palestinian citizens of Is-
rael. 

UKFoST promotes the benefits of 
joint struggle by Jews and Palestini-
ans to this end. • ukfost.co.uk

• @omdimbeyachaduk

Meetings
Thu 3 Oct: What is capitalism? North 
London AWL. 7pm, Menard Hall, Gal-
way St, EC1V 3SW

Fri 4 Oct: Women’s Fightback #32 
launch. 7pm, Feminist Library, 161 
Sumner Rd, London SE15 6JL

Thu 10 Oct: Why the Working Class? 
North London AWL. 7pm, Menard 
Hall, EC1V 3SW

Wed 16 Oct: How to defeat the far 
right. London AWL. Marchmont Com-
munity Centre, 62 Marchmont Street, 
WC1N 1AB

At work or on campus
We organise: among health and local 
government, school and education 
workers, on the railway and London 
Underground, in the civil service, on 
uni campuses, and more. See worker-
sliberty.org/work-unions, Insta @work-
erslibertystudents, and email awl@
workersliberty.org for more.

Template motions
Texts: to adapt for union branches 
and Labour Parties: bit.ly/mo-pe

Socialist-feminist book clubs
workersliberty.org/sf-book-clubs

Sun 6 Oct: London. The Second Sex 
(Volume I). 2pm, Effra Social, 89 Effra 
Rd, SW2 1DF

Sun 6 Oct: Manchester. Women and 
the Subversion of the Community. 
3pm, Gallery Café, 81 Princess St, M2 
3JL

Mon 7 Oct: Sheffield. Does Anyone 
Have the Right to Sex? 6pm, Univer-
sity Arms, 197 Brook Hill, S3 7HG

Campaigns
For: UK Friends of Standing Together, 
Labour Left Internationalists, Workers 
Against the CCP, Free Our Unions, 
Solidarity With Iranian Workers, Neu-
rodivergent Labour, Ukraine Solidarity 
Campaign, Labour Campaign for Free 
Movement — contact details, activities, 
template motions, etc. — see workers-
liberty.org/agenda. For environmental 
campaigning email awl@workerslib-
erty.org. □

Activist Agenda
Scan the QR code 
to see our events & 
meetings page.
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“Mobilised literature” in Tbilisi

I am currently in the Geor-
gian capital, participating in 

the Tbilisi International Festi-
val of Literature. The subject of 
the festival is protest — a very 
timely topic in Georgia with 
national elections just weeks 
away.

There are writers, novelists 
and poets from all over the 
world here, and one panel dis-
cussion involved three writers 
from Georgia, Ukraine and Ar-
menia. All three countries have 
had democratic revolutions 
with mass street protests in 
the last couple of decades. All 
have issues with the expand-
ing Russian empire. And in all 
three countries, according to 
the writers who spoke, there 
is an extraordinary degree of 
unity among writers and art-
ists.

As the Georgian writer put 
it, there is not a single person, 

not one, who he knows who 
does not support the struggle 
for democracy in this country. 
It was clear that similar senti-
ments were felt by the Ukrain-
ian and Armenian speakers.

Of course I am on their side. 
Obviously one cannot support 
authoritarian movements or 
regimes. Obviously democ-
racy is preferable to the alter-
native. And obviously when 
confronted with an aggressive 
foreign invader, one has to 
choose sides.

Speakers
But as I listened to the speak-
ers, acutely aware of the fact 
that they all came from for-
mer Soviet republics, I grew 
increasingly uncomfortable. 
And I was reminded of a He-
brew expression that I learned 
in Israel: sifrut m’guyeset. 
Roughly translated, that means 
“mobilised literature”. I tried 
to look up the precise mean-
ing of this phrase but found 
just a short Wikipedia entry in 
Hebrew — and in no other lan-

guage. Strange, because it’s 
not something unique to Is-
rael — and here I was meeting 
it again in the South Caucasus.

To me, it means literature 
in the service of a cause, or 
a state. And this would have 
been common in the young 
state of Israel where writers 
and other artists did feel a re-
sponsibility to contribute in 
their own way to the new soci-
ety being built there.

Controlled
But it can also mean the con-
trolled art and literature of a 
totalitarian state, like the So-
viet Union.

And in that case, “mobilised 
literature” means not only that 
artists and writers serve the in-
terests of broader society and 
the state, but that dissident 
views are not tolerated.

Worse that that, it means that 
artists and writers whose work 
focusses perhaps on their per-
sonal lives would be seen as 
useless because their writing 
does not contribute to the 

greater struggle.
This year’s festival was or-

ganised by PEN Georgia, PEN 
being the international organ-
isation that supports and de-
fends writers. PEN campaigns 
for writers who have been un-
justly arrested and jailed for 
the “crime” of writing that does 
not suit the current regime in 
their countries.

Fortunately, this is not hap-
pening in the three countries 
whose authors sat on the 
panel. But as one of them 
pointed out, depending on 
the results of the upcoming 
Georgian elections, that might 
change. He suggested that 
we prepare for the possibility 
of writers being punished for 
writing what they really think. 
In my view, he was not wrong.

But just as we must defend 
artistic freedom against a re-
pressive state, we must also 
defend the right of people to 
speak their minds, even when 
that doesn’t perfectly suit our 
agendas.

As Trotsky put it in the Man-

ifesto for an Independent 
Revolutionary Art, which was 
signed by André Breton and 
Diego Rivera, revolutionary so-
cialists must speak out against 
“those who would regiment in-
tellectual activity in the direc-
tion of ends foreign to itself… 
To those who urge us… to con-
sent that art should submit to 
a discipline which we hold to 
be radically incompatible with 
its nature, we give a flat refusal 
and we repeat our deliberate 
intention of standing by the 
formula complete freedom for 
art.”

“Mobilised literature” and 
“complete freedom for art” 
cannot co-exist; one or the 
other must be chosen. In free 
societies, regardless of chal-
lenges and threats, one thing 
we should all agree on — per-
haps the only thing — is free-
dom itself. □
• Eric Lee writes here in a 
personal opinion column. 
He is the founder-editor of 
LabourStart.

Singham’s man at the Morning Star
By Jim Denham

When Roger McKenzie, the (then) 
assistant general secretary of Uni-

son, failed in his bid to become general 
secretary in 2020, he fairly promptly got 
a job at Liberation (formerly the Move-
ment for Colonial Freedom), resigned 
from the Labour Party and joined the 
Communist Party of Britain.

Pretty soon Roger was writing reg-
ularly in the CPB-controlled Morning 
Star. When the paper’s international 
editor, Steve Sweeney, left in mid-2022 
so that he could more openly support 
the invasion of Ukraine and peddle Pu-
tin’s propaganda at RT (formerly Russia 
Today), Roger replaced him.

Roger has not promoted the kind 
of blatant conspiracy theories that his 
predecessor specialised in (e.g. false 
claims about the White Helmets in Syria 
and American “biolabs” in Ukraine), 
but he hasn’t changed much about the 
paper’s international coverage, which 
remains resolutely “campist”. In certain 
respects it has actually become worse: 
for instance Ortega’s brutal and reac-
tionary regime in Nicaragua, which had 
become too embarrassing even for 
Sweeney, is once again regularly glori-

fied in the pages of the MS.
Roger’s third-worldism and enthu-

siasm for “multipolarity” (i.e. multiple 
imperialisms) has led him to enthuse 
over military coups in Africa’s Sahel re-
gion, welcome the failure of leaders of 
the “Global South” to condemn of Rus-
sia’s invasion of Ukraine at the UN, and 
to call for the recreation of the “Non-
Aligned Movement”, originally set up 
in the 1950s by various Third-World 
heads of state (and Tito’s Yugoslavia) 
but by the 1970s increasingly domi-
nated by Cuba.

Roger’s increasingly bizarre geo-po-
litical outlook reached something of an 
apogee with an article (19 Sept: “From 
the IMF to Brics”) arguing for “a level of 
military co-operation between the alli-
ance of Brazil, Russia, India, China and 
South Africa — the core group and the 
newer Egypt, Ethiopia, Iran, the United 
Arab Emirates and, if they finally decide 
they are in Brics, Saudi Arabia.”

Roger is not entirely uncritical of the 
Brics leaders: while he has no criticisms 
of Putin, Modi or Xi Jinping, he does 
condemn Brazilian president Lula da 
Silva for remarks that “interfered with 
the sovereignty of Venezuela by argu-
ing that there should be a fresh presi-
dential election [which] led some critics 
to suggest that he had succumbed to 
US threats to remove him from power.”

All of this fits in very nicely with the 
world view promoted in the pages of 

the MS by Vijay Prashad, founder of the 
Tricontinental Institute for Social Re-
search and chief correspondent at the 
media outlets Globetrotter and Peoples 
Dispatch, all of which are funded by 
Neville Roy Singham, a US billionaire 
tech magnate now based in Shanghai 
who controls a network of “campaign-
ing” groups, “news”organisations and 
supposed “charities” dedicated to 
spreading Chinese government (i.e. 
Chinese Communist Party) propaganda 
and denying reports of Chinese human 
rights abuses. All Singham’s vast net-
work of organisations (the best known 
of which, the pro-Iranian regime sup-
posed “peace” group Code Pink, is run 
by his wife, Jodie Evans) portray the US 
as the root cause of virtually all exploita-
tion and oppression in the world, China 
as uniquely benevolent and Russia as 
blameless for its invasion of Ukraine.

Since Roger took over as interna-
tional editor Globetrotter and Peoples 
Dispatch articles have been frequently 
republished in the MS, and he refers to 

Prashad as “my comrade.” Roger him-
self has been writing for Globetrotter 
since 2022 and has jointly authored 
with Prashad at least one article (pub-
lished by Globetrotter, Peoples Dis-
patch and the Morning Star in April 
2022), “Now Is the Time for Nonalign-
ment and Peace.”

Just as we don’t know the details of 
the relationship between Singham and 
the Chinese government, so we don’t 
know the exact relationship between 
his various media outlets and the MS. 
What is certain, however, is that the 
paper is now a de facto, if unpaid, part 
of Singham’s network.

Singham and his people invariably 
respond to criticism with charges of 
“McCarthyism” and “red baiting” — 
charges that are simply bizarre when 
the criticism frequently comes from the 
genuine left and is aimed at a billion-
aire capitalist who defends some of the 
most authoritarian and reactionary re-
gimes in the world. □

2018 BRICS summit

Eric Lee
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Labour: uphill, but with footholds
By Colin Foster 

Keir Starmer has beaten 
down and demoralised 

many Labour activists, and 
pushed others into dispersing. 
The Labour women’s confer-
ence and general conference 
on 21-25 September in Liver-
pool confirmed that.

They also showed that resist-
ance can revive.

After they planned a victory 
celebration to follow the gen-
eral election, Labour leaders 
were defeated in the three big 
political disputes which got to 
conference floor.

A motion backing the worst 
of government policy against 
asylum seekers was with-
drawn to avoid probable de-
feat. Unite and CWU won on a 
motion to reinstate the Winter 
Fuel Allowance for pensioners 
and for a wealth tax. Unite and 
the GMB put through a call to 
ban all zero-hours contracts, 
not only those singled out as 
“exploitative”.

Cabinet speakers from 

the platform felt obliged to 
pledge again and again “no 
return to austerity”, and Keir 
Starmer, to stress “service to 
working people” and to omit 
his usual signalling about 
being “pro-business”.

Shift
None of that will shift govern-
ment policy soon. And the 
force behind all of it was the 
unions rather than the Constit-
uency Labour Party (CLP) dele-
gates. Maybe a majority of CLP 
delegates voted against the 
Winter Fuel Allowance motion 
(there was no exact count).

Moreover, the unions left big 
issues in the “too hard” basket 
— NHS, council funding, envi-
ronment, where the motions 
that reached conference floor 
were bland. Social care mo-
tions were bland too, and did 
not even get prioritised for 
conference floor.

Our victory on Border Se-
curity came thanks to frantic 
campaigning by the Labour 
Campaign for Free Movement 

and Labour Left International-
ists. Without that, the motion 
might well have gone through 
“on the nod”. But Unison, Unite, 
CWU, FBU and other unions 
decided to oppose it.

20,000 people attended the 
conference, the biggest ever. 
Maybe 2,000 were delegates. 
The others were visitors, staff, 
press, and lobbyists, both cor-
porate and leftish ones from 
NGOs.

Agenda
Only 116 motions reached the 
conference agenda, and 78 
were remitted in advance to 
the National Policy Forum or 
the National Executive. (How 
many of those 78 under the 
reintroduced “contemporary 
motions” rule, we don’t know. 
Only Rushcliffe CLP made 
noise about its motion being 
remitted: it was on asylum and 
migrant rights, but remitted as 
supposedly on “more than one 
topic”). Many of the 600-odd 
CLPs and 20 affiliated “socialist 
societies” didn’t send motions.

The figures from the pri-
orities ballot in which CLPs 
choose six topics to reach the 
floor suggest that many CLPs 
sent delegates but no motion. 
Some 42% of CLP delegates 
voted the straight “right-wing 
slate” on priorities, and it won 
(as in 2022 and 2023), but 
housing (a left-favoured prior-
ity) could have won with only 
11,000 of the other votes scat-
tered over multiple topics con-
centrated on it.

Left fringe meetings were 
sometimes bigger than in 
2022 and 2023, partly because 
of the absence of The World 
Transformed (a festival organ-
ised alongside Labour con-
ference from 2016 to 2023). 
Labour Left Internationalists 
(LLI) was the biggest and most 
consistent presence at the 
conference entrances, defying 
bad weather to distribute the 
LLI bulletin; help with Labour 
Campaign for Free Movement, 
Pride in Labour, and Ukraine 
Solidarity Campaign leafleting; 

and join protests organised by 
LCFM and Labour for Trans 
Rights. LLI also organised its 
own fringe meeting, with for-
mer TUC president Maria Exall 
and Unite Unilever convenor 
Jane Stewart speaking.

Workers’ Liberty people sold 
Solidarity — the only left paper 
on sale at the conference en-
trances, and selling well con-
sidering the weather — and ran 
a literature stall.

The path for the left in the 
Labour Party is still uphill. But 
with footholds along the way. 
□
• Much more online at bit.ly/
up-hill

Scale down jails, end 
migrant detention
By Katy Dollar

The Labour government has made 
a surprise announcement that it 

wishes to reduce the number of women 
prisoners. The Ministry of Justice (MoJ) 
will set up a new women’s justice board, 
led by a minister and tasked with “re-
ducing the number of women going 
to prison, with the ultimate ambition of 
having fewer women’s prisons”.

Speaking at Labour Party conference 
in Liverpool, Justice Secretary Shabana 
Mahmood said that “prison isn’t work-
ing” for women, describing prisons as 
“desperate places” that are “hurting 
mothers and breaking homes”.

Pressure has been mounting to re-
form women’s prisons, with reports of 
high levels of self harm (eight times 
higher than in men’s prisons), failing 

care for pregnant women, and the 
death of two babies in prison in recent 
years. New guidance from the Sen-
tencing Council for England and Wales 
came into force on 1 April mandating 
courts to consider how jail time affects 
a woman who is either pregnant or has 
recently had a baby.

Two-thirds of the women in prison 
in England and Wales have been sen-
tenced for non-violent offences, The 
MoJ also said those serving custodial 
sentences were significantly more likely 
to re-offend compared to those who 
haven’t been sent to prison. 

Prisoners (of any gender) convicted 
of non-violent offences should be re-
leased. Many people in prison need 
support, not incarceration. This is par-
ticularly true of women prisoners. 
More than half report being victims of 
domestic abuse. Well-funded services 
should be provided to support people 
with mental health issues, drug and 
alcohol addiction, debt, domestic vi-
olence and homelessness. We need a 
humane justice system which focuses 

on reducing crime, rehabilitating of-
fenders and keeping everyone safe.

Labour should follow the logic of 
closing “desperate places” that are 
“hurting mothers and breaking homes” 
by committing to close immigration 
detention centres, releasing detainees 
to decent housing in the community. 

About 2,000 women seeking asylum 
are locked up in detention every year in 
the. UK. Most of these women are held 
in Yarl’s Wood detention centre, near 
Bedford. The majority of asylum-seek-
ing women who are detained have re-
ported surviving rape and other forms 
of gender-based violence. □

Women’s Fightback
Graffiti outside Yarl’s Wood detention centre

Pic: [Eye DJ]
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Labour’s environmental vacuum
By Colin Foster

The environment debate at the TUC 
congress (8-11 September) was 

not clear. The debate at Labour Party 
conference (22-25 September), where 
the labour movement comes nearer to 
insistent demands on the new govern-
ment, was weak.

TUC passed both a fairly strong com-
posite from PCS and Unison, and a rival 

composite from Unite and GMB seek-
ing a longer life for fossil-fuel opera-
tions.

PCS is not affiliated to the Labour 
Party. Unison is, but put no environmen-
tal motion to the Labour Party. Nor did 
any other union.

There were Constituency Labour 
Party motions, and there were a lot of 
fringe meetings related to the environ-
ment. But Labour for a Green New Deal, 
the least weak of the left-environmen-
tal networks in Labour, has never been 
good at working with the rest of the left, 
and has faded recently. Labour’s official 
“environmental” affiliated socialist soci-
ety, SERA, founded by leftists in 1973, 
has long been right-dominated, and 
most of its many fringe events at con-
ference were corporate-sponsored.

One tranche of environmental mo-
tions (topic “Clean Energy Mission”) 
was prioritised for debate. But those 
motions really only applauded (some 
of) what the government says it will do: 
the National Wealth Fund, GB Energy, 
aspiration for “clean power” (unde-

fined) by 2030, upgrading five million 
homes. They were weaker than govern-
ment policy.

Some other environmental motions 
were parcelled off under other “top-
ics” which didn’t get enough priority 
to be debated, but they were scarcely 
stronger.

Nothing about public ownership of 
the energy industry. The PCS-Unison 
composite passed by the TUC called, 
rightly, for “public ownership of key 
sectors such as energy, water, trans-
port, mail, broadband, education, 
health, and social care”. But that was 
in a broad-brush way suggesting this 
as an aspiration rather than a practical 
plan, and no-one put anything to La-
bour conference translating the aspira-
tion into an insistent demand.

Nothing about expanding grid and 
storage capacity, as is vital to increase 
renewables contribution to electricity 
generation. Nothing about replacing 
gas heating of buildings wholesale by 
heat pumps. Nothing about expand-
ing and electrifying rail and shifting to 

electric vehicles on the roads. Nothing 
about what the government will say if a 
12 November court case results in the 
Rosebank and Jackdaw North Sea de-
velopments having to reapply for plan-
ning permission.

And nothing about workers’ plans 
— such as the North Sea “Our Power” 
report — to shape a transition from fos-
sil-fuels with retraining and new green 
jobs.

We will press unions to push environ-
mental policy within Labour, and seek 
to make lively environment campaign-
ing a big part of efforts to rebuild the 
Labour left. □

How should schools be checked?
We need external 
inspectors
 
By Patrick Yarker

A recent article about La-
bour’s decision to abolish 

“telegram” Ofsted judgements 
seemed to advocate replacing 
Ofsted by a system of local-
ly-managed school “peer-re-
view”.

As an inspectorate, Ofsted 
has shown itself unreforma-
ble and should be abolished. 
But a system based solely on 
peer-review, whereby schools 
“inspect” each other, will not 
appear independent enough 
to command public confi-
dence, even if all schools are 
returned to local authority 
oversight. 

In forming judgements 
about the quality of educa-
tion a school offers, all kinds 
of balances have to be struck, 
including the degree to which 
inspection is “responsive” to 
the needs of the school, and 
the degree to which it is “co-
ercive”, in the sense of requir-
ing certain standards be met. 
(How such standards are ar-

rived at is a separate question.)
Parents and carers, students, 

school governors, and argu-
ably those in the wider com-
munity served by the school, 
should retain a right to con-
tribute meaningfully to the 
process of inspection. The in-
spection judgement arrived 
at should be framed as provi-
sional, not summative: part of 
a continuing process of dia-
logue and review.

Schools working together 
to foster improvement is very 
much to be welcomed, al-
ways provided practitioners 
are given adequate time and 
space to think and talk to-
gether about what matters to 
them. But some democrati-
cally accountable mechanism 
of external scrutiny is also 
necessary. A public educa-
tion system must be open to 
public scrutiny, including by 
those who, as inspectors, are 
charged with representing 
the public good, however that 
may be determined. □ 

Ways for accountability 
 
By David Axon

I think Patrick Yarker is right 
that “peer review” alone 

would be insufficient as a re-
placement for an abolished 
Ofsted. There is more to be 
said, though — firstly on why 
the peer review idea is im-
portant, and secondly on the 
idea of school “accountability” 
more broadly. 

One of the most useful 
things the local authority (LA) 
system of schools did, before 
it was substantially dismantled, 
was provide opportunities for 
teachers and other staff from 
schools to come together in a 
range of “networks”, “projects”, 
“working groups” and so on. 

That LA system started to 
shift (pretty much from 2004) 
into the so-called “school-led 
system”. That system never 
had anywhere near the level 
of capacity that was taken out 
of LAs, but even that has gone 
now, with teaching schools 
replaced by MAT-run ‘teach-
ing school hubs’ with a much 
smaller remit. There is sim-
ply no system now whereby 
school staff have any oppor-
tunity to collaborate in any 
real way with people beyond 
their own school. Teachers are 
much more isolated now than 
when I was a new teacher in 
the 1990s.

Ofsted inspections don’t in-
clude any sort of feedback to 

staff, only to governors and 
SLT. There is no opportunity 
for inspectors to talk with staff 
about their findings and sug-
gestions, and no opportunity 
for staff, parents or students to 
ask inspectors for any clarifica-
tions. There are even schools 
that have resorted to “subject 
access requests” to try to get 
inspectors’ notes — none with 
any success that I know of.

I think Patrick would proba-
bly agree that it is a myth that 
Ofsted provides any sort of 
“accountability” to local com-
munities, parents/carers and 
so on. The only accountability 
is to DfE “Regional Directors” 
who decide what Multi-Acad-
emy Trust (MAT) to move a 
school into if it is judged inad-
equate.

And at the same time we 
have lost meaningful staff 
governors and parent gover-
nors from two-fifths of primary 
schools and four-fifths of sec-
ondaries. Parents find schools 
in many MATs hugely remote, 
resorting to trying to contact 
MAT offices or complaining to 
the DfE or Ofsted — there has 
been a huge increase in the 
number of these complaints. 

The Socialist Education As-
sociation manifesto for educa-
tion calls for peer review, but 

also “a new NGO with powers 
to enter schools, including 
those in the private sector, 
to monitor and ensure chil-
dren’s safety and wellbeing, 
plus compliance with legisla-
tion including the Equalities 
Act”. This new NGO would 
include the role of parent ad-
vocate, particularly for disad-
vantaged parents, refugees, 
and non-English speakers. It 
should also be the last port 
of call when complaints from 
parents and learners are not 
resolved. 

The National Education 
Union (NEU) “let teachers 
teach” slogan sums up op-
position to the wastefulness, 
workload, pressure and dis-
tortion of priorities that Ofsted 
brings, but could also be seen 
as saying “leave us alone to do 
what we want, with no checks 
by anyone”.

There should probably be 
more accountability of some 
schools and MATs. But the 
question is whether the cur-
rent arrangements actually 
provide that; and accountabil-
ity to whom? □

• Abridged from a debate on 
the Educators’ Fightback blog. 
For much more see bit.ly/sch-i

Correction
The Marking and Assessment Boy-

cott at Goldsmiths Uni (article on 
uni cuts, Solidarity 718) was not just 
threatened. It was carried out. A fur-
ther indefinite strike was threatened. 
The story has been amended online. 
□
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Direct funding, not tuition fees!
By Sam Myerson

The Guardian reports that Peter Man-
delson is pushing the government 

to raise university tuition fees by 2.5% 
now, and then in line with inflation, to 
shore up the finances of universities. 
He also talked of more support for 
students from disadvantaged back-
grounds to get them into higher edu-
cation.

Universities UK (the cabal of uni-
versity bosses) has proposed options 
which include increasing tuition fees 
to £13,000, the figure they put on the 
base cost of providing an undergradu-
ate degree programme. UUK says 93% 
of all funding for teaching comes from 
tuition fees. Until 2011 it was mainly di-
rect government grants. 

The Higher Education minister, ex-
penses abuser extraordinaire Jacqui 
Smith, has repeatedly said that there is 
no new money for universities and that 
some will have to be allowed to fail. 
Education Secretary Bridget Phillipson, 
having previously stated that the gov-
ernment would not raise tuition fees, is 
now hinting at an increase from £9,250 
to £10,500 over the next five years, the 
biggest since the Tory/ Lib-Dem tripling 
of fees to £9,000 from 2012-3. To cush-
ion the blow Labour might reintroduce 
maintenance grants for the poorest stu-
dents, removed by the Tories in 2015-6.

But those poorest students will be 
saddled with over £30,000 debt even 
before interest has accumulated, which 
it now does while students are study-
ing, and at a higher-than-ever level. 

Keir Starmer was elected as leader 
of the Labour Party on a pledge which 

said: “Labour must…end the national 
scandal of spiralling student debt and 
abolish tuition fees”.

We are under no illusion that there 
is a student movement ready-made to 
fight a fee increase. It will take diligent 
work to bring student groups, student 
unions, and the wider movement to-
gether.

The National Union of Students has 
a day of action planned, but its main 
thing is to invite students to “write to 
their MP”. Meanwhile over 60 universi-
ties have active cuts programmes.

As of now the student left is disor-
ganised and fragment, and in many 
places does not exist in any coherent 
sense. Where students are organised, 
we can work for demonstrations, direct 
action, and occupations. Elsewhere we 
can hold planning meetings, run stalls, 
and reach out to as many students as 
possible.

In 2010-11, a very right-wing National 
Union of Students was swamped by re-
volt on the campuses against the fee in-
crease. The terrain can change rapidly.

There is more than enough wealth in 
society to pay for Higher Education and 
public services, and without relying on 
funds from arms manufacturers, green-
washers, or fossil-fuel firms.

Reliance on fees and and universities 
competing to recruit more students is 
an irresponsible way to run education. 
Education at all levels is necessary for a 
democratic society. It allows us to dis-
cuss and think creatively and critically 
about the world, and gives people the 
means to learn, discuss and teach. The 
costs should be borne by those who 
have the means to pay. □

Solidarity with Haifa students
By Sam Myerson

On Monday 9 September 
Palestinian students at 

the University of Haifa, stand-
ing on lists for Standing To-
gether, Balad, or Hadash, or 
independently, were blocked 
by the Student Union from the 
union’s annual elections.

The deadline for candida-
cies was brought forward with-
out notice, so the Palestinian 
students’ nominations were 
“too late”, and a list of incum-
bent students was announced. 
Students gathered outside 
the Union offices shouting 
“Shame!” 130 lecturers have 
signed a letter for free and 
fair elections, and the District 
Court in Haifa has ordered a 
delay which should allow for a 
wider list.

About 40% of undergradu-

ate students at Haifa University, 
and a majority of those reg-
istered at the Student Union, 
are Palestinian. This is not just 
about excluding anti-war stu-
dents, but also Palestinian 
students, not currently repre-
sented in the Student Union 
leadership. 

Since the beginning of the 
current war, harassment and 
discrimination against Pales-
tinian students by the Union 
and university administrations 
has increased. As against 
those who advocate breaking 

connections with universities 
in Israel, we support solidarity 
with students, and academics 
within Israeli universities who 
are fighting for a fair and equal 
settlement. 

UK Friends of Standing To-
gether has produced a state-
ment and model motion: 
bit.ly/haifa-u. Bring those to 
your Student Union or union 
branch, seek support, and 
make links with students and 
workers on the ground in Is-
rael. □

Free Phoebe and Anna!
By Will Roberts

On 27 September, Just Stop Oil 
activists Phoebe Plummer and 

Anna Holland were sentenced to two 
years and 20 months respectively, for 
throwing soup on Van Gogh’s Sun-
flowers. 

The action was taken in October 
2022. Plummer had been on remand 
for 58 days by the time of the sen-
tencing. Three other JSO protestors 
responded almost immediately by 
daubing another Van Gogh painting 
orange (again, with no actual damage 
to the artwork). They have since been 
released on bail.

When passing down the verdict, 
judge Christopher Hehir noted that 
the crime fell under the category of 
“extreme harm to society”  (how ex-
actly failing to damage a painting 
causes society harm, he didn’t say). 

He also argued that “There is noth-
ing peaceful or nonviolent about 
throwing soup. Throwing soup in 
someone’s face is violent.” The judge’s 
reasons for equating an inanimate ob-
ject with a person’s face were unclear.

Stunt-based protest to “raise aware-
ness” of the climate crisis is a model 
Workers’ Liberty has argued against 
— in part so that talented activists are 
not locked away for vital years. We call 
instead for a concerted working-class 
intervention in the climate movement, 
to argue for reorganising industries 
under workers’ control with social 
foresight.

But the lengthy prison sentences on 
JSO’s activists are attacks against all 
space for protest, and we should be 
absolutely clear that these sentences 
are an outrage. Free Phoebe Plummer 
and Anna Holland! □

Legal challenges to rats, 
mould, damp, high rents
By Sam Myerson

Unite Students, the largest 
provider of purpose-built 

student housing, with 68,000 
rooms across the country, 
is being taken to court by a 
group of students.

A tribunal is reviewing 
cases from 346 students who 
lived in ten Unite blocks in 
Liverpool in 2022-23, includ-
ing Atlantic Point, where stu-
dents complain of rats and 
mice.

During Covid lockdowns 
Unite and Student Roost 
agreed to offer rent refunds 
to thousands of students 
after first trying to make 
them pay accommodation 
fees though they had left the 
student halls or stayed away.

Flat Justice also has cases 
coming in London, Coventry 
and Birmingham. The stories 
will be familiar to many who 
know “purpose-built student 
housing”: rats, poor waste 
management, unrespon-
sive administration, mould, 
damp, broken utilities.

There have also been 
shortages of student accom-
modation. In Liverpool and 
Manchester last year stu-
dents arrived in September 
only to find out they would 
be living in different cities 
with long commutes.

The boss of Unite Students 
stood down last year, blam-
ing the shortage of housing 
for higher rents. He had been 
paid £866,000 a year. □

Students wait outside the registration office, University of Haifa, 
September 9, 2024. (Hadash at University of Haifa)

Just Stop Oil activists protesting the jailings 
by throwing soup at another Van Gogh 

(picture credit Jamie Lowe)
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Kyaw Nyein and the “Third Camp”
By Hein Htet Kyaw

As regular readers will see, the author’s 
ideas on the “Third Camp” are not the 
same as ours: see Workers’ Liberty 3/7 
(bit.ly/3-camp) . But its account of an-
ti-Stalinist socialism in a country such 
as Burma (Myanmar) tells us about a 
chapter of history now almost entirely 
unknown.

Kyaw Nyein is one of the most con-
troversial prominent revolutionary 

political figures in Burma. He was al-
most everything a politician could be-
come in Burma, ranging from a student 
leader, a revolutionary who was hunted 
down by the colonial ruling classes, a 
minister, a party theoretician, and a dip-
lomat, to a political prisoner. 

Kyaw Nyein started engaging in 
student politics during the 1930s. At 
Rangoon University (later known as 
University of Yangon) he met other stu-
dent activists such as Than Tun (who 
would become leader of the Commu-
nist Party of Burma during the Cultural 
Revolution), Thein Pe Myint (who would 
become the co-founder of the Com-
munist Party of Burma), and Aung San 
(who would become the co-founder 
of the Communist Party of Burma and 
later known as the father of the nation).

In 1939, Kyaw Nyein founded the 
People’s Revolutionary Party (PRP) to-
gether with Thakin Mya, Aung San, Ba 
Swe and Thakin Chit. Kyaw Nyein, as 
one of the founders of People’s Revo-
lutionary Party, led several oppositions 
to British colonialism.

The Communist Party of Burma (CPB) 
was founded by Burmese revolutionar-
ies like Thein Pe Myint, Aung San, and 
some Bengali co-founders such as H N 
Goshal.

Both PRP and CPB considered them-
selves as Marxists, but PRP was broadly 
influenced by social democracy and 
CPB was more into “Marxism-Leninism”.

In 1942, a tremendous split occurred 
among the Burmese revolutionaries 
between Aung San’s faction, which 
was pro-Japan (pro-fascist anti-coloni-
alism) and Thakin Soe’s faction which 
was anti-Japan (pro-British colonialism 
but anti-fascist). Kyaw Nyein followed 

Aung San’s faction and served as a 
Cabinet Secretary in the Civil Executive 
Administration, but at the same time 
contributed to the founding of the 
anti-Japanese resistance organization 
“Anti-Fascist Organisation” behind the 
scenes as a member of the AFO Su-
preme Council.

[Kyaw Nein would repeat this combi-
nation of both having official govern-
ment positions, and organising radical 
opposition].

The People’s Revolutionary Party was 
transformed into the Burma Socialist 
Party after the war against Japanese 
invasion of Burma, and the Anti-Fascist 
Organisation was renamed Anti-Fascist 
People’s Freedom League.

AFPFL was an alliance that included 
three main organisations, two ideolog-
ically driven, one militarily driven and 
some independents. Burma Socialist 
Party represented social democratic 
ideology within AFPFL and the Com-
munist Party of Burma represented 
“Marxism-Leninism” (Stalinism), while 
the Burma National Army led by Aung 
San was solely military.

The struggles between socialists 
and communists were indeed tremen-
dous at that time. Even at the house-
hold level, the deep division between 
Socialists and Communists was felt 
throughout the nation. At that time, the 
majority of tiny villages were classified 
as socialist or communist communities. 
The same divisions were also seen in 
metropolitan areas.

Independence
Kyaw Nein became the first Minister 
of Home Affairs upon independence, 
Kyaw Nyein also held the roles of Dep-
uty Prime Minister and Minister of For-
eign Affairs starting in September 1948. 
That was interpreted by Communist 
Party of Burma and its sympathisers as 
their failure to influence the politics of 
AFPFL and a success of the Burma So-
cialist Party. The Stalinists complained 
about “Socialist Repression” and used 
Stalin’s conspiracy theory about “social 
fascism”.

[Eventually the Communist Party 
of Burma] officially started a civil war 
against the AFPFL government that 
lasted almost half a century.

Kyaw Nyein was also the founder of 
the “Asian Socialist Conference” which 
was a Pan-Asian multinational socialist 
organization.

The membership of the Asian Social-
ist Conference included Burma Social-
ist Party, Socialist Party of Egypt, Praja 
Socialist Party, Socialist Party of Indo-
nesia, Mapai from Israel, Leftist Social-

ist Party of Japan, Rightist Socialist Party 
of Japan, Progressive Socialist Party of 
Lebanon, Pan-Malayan Labour Party, 
and Pakistan Socialist Party...

Independent Trotskyist publications 
like Labor Action, edited by Hal Draper 
and carrying articles by Leon Trotsky, 
published articles and opinions of 
Kyaw Nyein. Kyaw Nyein gained notori-
ety for his “Third Campism” worldview, 
which shares a lot of similarities with 
the views of Hal Draper, Max Shacht-
man and Sean Matgamna.

Labor Action of 13 September 1954 
had a report about a discussion be-
tween Kyaw Nyein and Dr. Lohia of 
the Praja Socialist Party of India about 
“Third Campism”. Kyaw Nyein referred 
to western imperialism as “imperialism” 
and USSR imperialism as “neo-imperi-
alism.” Both of those forms were haz-
ardous in his opinion.

Kyaw Nyein: 
“The Soviet type of imperialism is 

perhaps even more degrading and 
more dangerous [than ‘Western’ im-
perialism] because it is more ruthless, 
more systematic...

“To us socialists, the one is a devil 
and the other a deep sea. We should 
not only reject them, we should com-
bat them, we should try to escape from 
them”.

Later, Kyaw Nein maintained that 
classical Marxist analysis only provided 
light on the dialectical evolution of 
capitalism and its highest state, impe-
rialism, and that it was necessary to 
analyse the dialectical development of 
Soviet neo-imperialism as a new phe-
nomenon.

Kyaw Nyein also shared the following 
thought during the same meeting.

“It is for Asian Socialist Parties to 
head a Third Camp, and try their level 
best to save the world from the Third 
Great War while they still can. It is for 

the Asian Socialist Parties to offer an al-
ternative to Capitalist Democracy and 
Totalitarian Communism namely in the 
form of Democratic Socialism. World 
Public Opinion will be with us.”

According to the report in Labor 
Action, the discussion between Kyaw 
Nyein and Ram Manohar Lohia also re-
vealed some difference or maybe “mis-
understanding” between them. Kyaw 
Nyein believed Stalinist imperialism 
to be more dangerous than capitalist 
imperialism since it misled the victims 
with the rhetoric of global communist 
revolution. Ram Manohar Lohia said 
both imperialisms were equally exploit-
ative.

Due to the shallow culture of Burmese 
leftists who failed to see beyond the 
“Marxist-Leninist” campist left and were 
ignorant of the global broader Marxist 
movements that are an antithesis to au-
thoritarian fascism-like Stalinism, such 
an intellectually impressive democratic 
socialist as Kyaw Nein, who managed 
to unite a lot of socialist revolutionaries 
from the Middle East, North Africa, and 
Asia, was pushed away and labelled 
an anti-communist nationalist. Kyaw 
Nyein, far from anti-communist nation-
alist, was an internationalist democratic 
socialist, post-colonial intellectual, and 
decolonial organiser who ended up 
with similar conclusions to Trotskyist 
revolutionaries such as Hal Draper, 
Max Shachtman and Sean Matgamna, 
a tradition that contributes to the new 
analysis of intersectional oppressions 
compared to orthodox Trotskyists. 
That Kyaw Nyein, a revolutionary from 
a third world country, who started off 
under the influence of Fabian social-
ism, reached to a similar conclusion as 
such thinkers, is something that should 
have attracted significant attention.

Since Kyaw Nyein had a high repu-
tation in anti-Stalinist socialist circle, U 
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Nu used the red-brown alliance type of 
populist politics against Kyaw Nyein.

Around 1958, U Nu and Kyaw Nyein 
had a split within AFPFL. U Nu pro-
posed for the formation of a faction 
known as “Clean AFPFL” by left-wingers 
with conservative ideals (red-brown al-
liance) and the independent members 
within AFPFL. The Burma Socialist Party 
faction of the AFPFL was called “Stable 
AFPFL.” 

U Nu’s faction, the “Clean AFPFL”, was 
also called the Union Party (Burma). 
The Union Party was supported by the 
Burma Workers and Peasants Party (a 
split from Burma Socialist Party), the 
conservative left-wing (Pongyi Kyaung) 
faction of the Burma Socialist Party, the 
National United Front (an alliance be-
tween far-left and far-right parties), and 
sympathisers of the Communist Party 
of Burma. Some local leaders from the 
Communist Party of Burma endorsed U 
Nu’s faction of AFPFL via the National 
United Front (NUF).

Kyaw Nyein supported multi-party 
parliamentary democratic socialism, 
but U Nu’s political principles were a 
syncretism of capitalism, evolutionary 
Marxism, and Buddhism. U Nu began 
to use religion and moral principles to 
influence those who adhered to tradi-
tionalist and social conservative beliefs 
with fringe help from communists (Sta-
linists).

U Nu pledged to establish the Union 
of Burma as a “Buddhist state,” effec-
tively eliminating secularism from the 
nation. Many left-wing NUF members 
who held conventional and conserva-
tive views joined U Nu’s “Clean AFPFL”. 

As a result, the Stable AFPFL was de-
feated by Nu’s party, and Kyaw Nyein 
lost his position in the legislature. Only 
conservative NUF members were per-
mitted to become cabinet ministers.

On 2 March 1962, Ne Win carried out 

a coup d’état with military support. As 
the Union Revolutionary Council leader 
and prime minister, Ne Win gained no-
toriety. The Revolutionary Council, led 
by General Ne Win, disbanded all po-
litical parties and other legislative dem-
ocratic institutions after the coup d’état 
in March 1962.

Imprisoned
In 1963, Kyaw Nyein and other well-
known politicians from the Burma So-
cialist Party and AFPFL were imprisoned 
by Ne Win’s military dictatorship. Kyaw 
Nyein suffered cruel treatment while he 
was detained. The military junta placed 
Kyaw Nyein in an animal cage, unlike 
other detainees. When the lights were 
off, they denounced Kyaw Nyein from 
the shadows. Kyaw Nyein tried to com-
mit suicide after such humiliations.

In 1968, Kyaw Nyein was set free dur-
ing the height of hostilities between 
China and Burma and a growing civil 
war between the Burmese military and 
the Burma Communist Party, which was 
supported by China.

Kyaw Nyein was invited by General 
Ne Win to advise the Revolutionary 
Council on drafting a national consti-
tution. He accepted the offer and be-
came part of a group of twenty-one 
politicians who proposed the return to 
democracy with a mixed economy. Thir-
teen politicians voted for a one-party 
Soviet-style system. Ne Win turned 
down Kyaw Nyein’s faction’s proposal 
to restore democracy with a mixed 
economy. In 1974, Ne Win established 
a Soviet-style one-party system based 
on a new constitution.

Despite all his impressive devotion 
for democracy, socialism, anti-imperial-
ism, and internationalism, Kyaw Nyein 
had a drawback. He was a universalist 
class reductionist. Although identity 
politics is reactionary at some point, 

self-determinism for minority ethnic 
groups is crucial in Burma’s politics.

During the advisory committee meet-
ing for Ne Win, even though Kyaw 
Nyein took the bold position of de-
manding the restoration of democracy 
with a mixed economy in face of the 
dictator who once sent him to prison, 
he took a chauvinistic position regard-
ing the self-determinism for minority 
ethnic groups. Kyaw Nyein voted for a 
unitary nation over a federal union; not 
to allow Mon ethnic group or Arakan 
ethnic group to have their own states; 
and to push back the separatist move-
ments.

Kyaw Nyein indeed was far from a 
perfect revolutionary. He was less dog-
matic than many, but yet at the same 
time, showed integrity on political val-
ues such as democracy, socialism, an-
ti-imperialism, and internationalism. 

Despite facing multiple personal at-
tacks from the BSPP dictatorship and 
the Communist Party of Burma, along 
with deceptive labels like “opportun-
ist” and “anti-communist nationalist,” 
he was in fact a leading figure in the 
broader internationalist left opposition 
against Stalinist regimes. He was a pio-
neer of decolonial politics since 1940s 
that united the internationalist socialists 
from post-colonial nations all across the 
Middle East, North Africa, and Asia.

Kyaw Nyein warned us about the im-
perialism of Soviet Union and China 
from the 1940s. Nowadays, China, with 
its pro-military junta politics, acting as 
an imperialist force, has undermined 
Burma’s Spring 2021 revolution. Rus-
sia, which shares the historical image of 
Soviet Union, has become an imperial-
ist camp that is actively endorsing and 
supporting the genocidal Myanmar 
military junta.

Kyaw Nyein was the Bernie Sanders 
of Burma.

During the Iraq war, the Syria war, 
and the recent Ukraine war, the global 
left has witnessed the dangers of con-
servative left-wing populist movements 
and their red-brown alliance fascist pol-
itics. The Workers Party of Britain led by 
George Galloway and Germany’s Sahra 
Wagenknecht Alliance show how left 
conservatism with the campist left pol-
itics is counter-revolutionary and can 
resemble classical fascism especially 
when it comes to genocide denialism 
and antisemitism.

Kyaw Nyein suffered the red-brown 
alliance of U Nu’s Union Party, NUF, and 
the communists (Stalinists) in Burma, 
giving us another case study to learn 
from.

The power of propaganda is yet an-

other lesson that Kyaw Nyein could 
offer to progressives of the twen-
ty-first century who support socialism 
and intersectionality. In fact, it was a 
successful propaganda campaign of 
Communist Party of Burma and Ne 
Win’s Burma Socialist Programme Party 
to portray a brilliant revolutionary such 
as Kyaw Nyein as an anti-communist 
patriot. Several young left-wing gen-
erations who know too little to see be-
yond the propaganda indeed bought 
the narrative.

It would be extremely hard to escape 
the sway of the Communist Party of 
Burma, the Burmese Way to Socialism, 
and their campist narratives unless one 
had a burning desire to discover the 
truth and a critical mind with the abil-
ities to undertake appropriate research. 

Understanding how democratic so-
cialism, and Trotskyism functioned 
as Marxist movements that opposed 
Marxism-Leninism (Stalinism), is nec-
essary to comprehend Kyaw Nyein’s 
perspective, which was anti-Stalinist 
rather than anti-communist in the his-
toric meaning of “communism”. One 
would need to have a thorough theo-
retical understanding of the national 
question, the development of imperi-
alism, and capitalism to appreciate the 
significance of “Third Campism” and its 
opposition to the campist left. □
• Much abridged. More: bit.ly/kyawn
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The dangers now in Sri Lanka
By Kavita Khrishnan

Taken with thanks from bit.ly/d-yake

As in India, the first test of demo-
cratic character in Sri Lanka is the 

question of Tamil nationality and Sin-
hala-chauvinist and communal politics.

The six-decade-long violence and 
genocide against the people of Tamil 
nationality by the Sri Lankan army 
reached its peak 15 years ago. The gen-
ocide of Tamils ​​in Sri Lanka is one of the 
most horrific genocides in history, and 
even today the Tamil people there have 
neither got justice, nor security and 

equality. On the contrary, many parties 
in Sri Lankan politics compete in Sinha-
la-chauvinist stakes.

In such a situation, the first condition 
for democratic change is the political 
will to mount a campaign against Sin-
hala-chauvinism. 

Like Modi, Mahinda Rajapaksa had 
gained popularity by calling himself a 
God-like national leader. He presided 
over economic disaster that trapped 
the country in a web of foreign debt 
and austerity measures, resulting in 
crippling inflation and impoverishment 
— but for a long time, Sinhala chauvin-
ist sentiment protected his popularity 
from being affected.

But two years ago, Sri Lankans finally 
burst out in anger against nepotism, 
economic chaos and dictatorship, and 
an uprising forced the Rajapaksa broth-
ers to flee. 

Sri Lankans no doubt voted with the 
hope of change. Anura Dissanayake 
succeeded in channelling this hope 
in his favour by promising miraculous 
solutions and presenting himself as a 
common man, an outsider challenging 
the ruling elites. His election campaign, 
an article published in Frontline yester-
day observes, was similar to Trump’s 
and Modi’s in this respect.

Dissanayake’s party JVP was directly 
involved in the genocide of Tamils: 
JVP’s militias massacred Tamils. Even 
today JVP and its NPP coalition are 
second to none in Sinhala-chauvinistic 
politics, especially against Tamils ​​and 
Muslims. The Frontline piece said, “The 
JVP claims that it is communist but ex-
cludes Tamils and Muslims from almost 
all realms of activity. Compared to Dis-
sanayake and his JVP, former President 
Mahinda Rajapaksa and his brother, 

Gotabaya Rajapaksa, appear to be a 
‘lite’ version of Sinhala chauvinism.”

The Tamil party ITAK supported Dis-
sanayake’s rival, SJB’s Sajith Premadasa 
and he got a large share of the vote in 
Tamil areas. SJB is by no means free 
from Sinhala-chauvinist taint. But Tam-
ils ​​noted that Premadasa, whose father 
was killed by LTTE, sought Tamil sup-
port in a language of unity and respect. 
Whereas Dissanayake maintains that 
he has no regrets about supporting the 
genocidal war against the Tamils.

Leftist leaders and parties in India 
are celebrating Dissanayake’s victory, 
saying Sri Lanka’s people have chosen 
a Marxist, left-leaning leader. They con-
gratulate Dissanayake, calling him a 
comrade. (It is not that these comrades 
have any excuse for ignorance about 
the character and history of JVP: they 
would only have to ask Tamil Nadu left 
leaders. I remember that in CPI (ML) our 
(late) Comrade Ganeshan educated us 
about the politics of JVP.)

So the question arises that what do 
the words “Marxist”, “communist” or 
“left-leaning” actually mean?

Not being chauvinistic and bigoted is 
an entry level requirement for being a 
decent human being and politician, not 
a higher standard to which Marxists or 
Leninists must be held. If JVP fails that 
minimum standard is more chauvinist 
and communal than some of the worst 
chauvinists in Sri Lanka, it’s a laugh that 
the Left is arguing about whether or not 
he’s a Marxist. I’m not arguing about 
whether or not Dissanayake is a good 
Marxist, based on his position on “right 
to self determination” in Leninist terms. 
I’m saying he and his party are right 
wing and communal-chauvinist — and 
therefore they aren’t democratic.

How can we call a leader who prac-
tices the politics of hatred towards 
Tamil and Muslim minorities and whose 
party’s history is stained with the blood 
of Tamils ​​a “Marxist”, “communist”, 
“left-leaning”? Is being democratic and 
opposing bigotry not the first condition 
of being a Marxist? How can anyone on 
the left say something like “The JVP was 
against Tamils, they are Sinhala nation-
alists ​​but they’ll be leftist on the ques-
tion of IMF”. Or worse, some on the left 
even say “The JVP was quite right to be 
against Tamil chauvinism and separa-
tism.”

What a shame it is that none on the 
Indian Left seem to have been able to 
say:

Yes, the people of Sri Lanka want 
change.

Yes, getting rid of the burden of eco-
nomic crisis and austerity is a big chal-
lenge for the new government.

But democracy — defeating Sinhala 
chauvinism is an even bigger question, 
on which no one can expect anything 
from the new president.

No one on the Left should allow Dis-
sanayake and the JVP cover up their 
crimes with a red flag. Their “Marxism” 
is a sham, their politics is chauvinistic 
and communal. They are not “left-lean-
ing”, but “fascist-leaning”.

The only hope is that enough peo-
ple in Sri Lanka will take responsibility 
to stop the new regime from “change” 
in the direction of more chauvinism 
and authoritarianism. We hope they 
will lose no time in demanding action 
from the new government to arrest and 
prosecute the Buddhist monks and pol-
iticians who incite hatred and violence 
against Tamils ​​and other minorities. □

Ukraine: a changing “analysis”
By Matt Cooper 

In many issues of Socialist 
Worker you can find a column 

headed “Analysis” by SWP 
leading writer Alex Callinicos, 
the purpose of which is to 
tell SWP members what they 
should be thinking. Ukraine 
features heavily in these col-
umns, dominating more than 
a fifth of them in the last year.

The essentials of the con-
flict are unchanged, and Cal-
linicos’s conclusions too, but 
the “analysis” has changed. 
Callinicos’s starting point im-

mediately after Russia’s 2022 
invasion was “the Western 
imperialist powers are instru-
mentalising the Ukrainian na-
tional struggle against Russian 
imperialism for their own in-
terests”, although these “inter-
ests” were never well defined.

Callinicos declared that 
Lenin’s views about the issue 
of Serbia’s claims to national 
independence within World 
War One were applicable and 
that the Ukraine war was 99% 
an inter-imperialist conflict be-
tween Russia and NATO. (SW, 
#2798)

As the war has ground on, 
it has not become a general 
inter-imperialist conflagration. 
By November 2023 there were 
new reasons to oppose the 

arming of Ukraine, “And let no 
one tell you that it’s a ‘moral 
imperative’ to supply Ukraine 
with whatever weapons its 
government says it needs. Nu-
clear war is a mortal threat to 
everyone on the planet.” (SW 

#2863)
Into 2024, Callinicos is now 

struggling with the apparent 
waning of backing from the 
USA and other NATO powers 
for Ukraine. His first take is that 
US/NATO has underestimated 
Russia and it is now a “danger-
ous rival”, although he is still 
unclear that what that Russia 
rivalry means. (SW #2892)

Now Callinicos has changed 
tack again. In SW of 18 Sep-
tember Callinicos downgrades 
the nuclear threat and pins the 
lack of enthusiasm from the 
US and its allies on the poten-
tial for Russia to aid the US’s 
enemies in the Middle East. 
The Houthis are named, but 
logically this would include 
Iran, which has supplied both 

Hezbollah and Hamas. Russian 
aid could be a “threat to exac-
erbate the crisis of US imperi-
alism where it is most severe”.

To be clear, Callinicos does 
not say “good” at the end of 
this. But SW remains sympa-
thetic to the Houthis and to 
Iran’s funding of Hezbollah 
and Hamas, whom they lionise 
as “the resistance”.

Whether, or how, Socialist 
Worker join up these dots in 
their “anti-imperialist” thinking 
remains to be seen. But they 
have drifted far from basic 
solidarity with the people of 
Ukraine, who are under the 
cosh not of NATO powers, but 
Putin’s Russia. □
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TUC Congress: left-wing votes plus deference
By Alex Jones

Several Workers’ Liberty members 
attended the 8-11 September TUC 

Congress — the national conference 
representing the big majority of UK 
trade unions, with 5.5 million members 
— as delegates.

As predicted before the Congress, it 
passed a swathe of left-wing motions.

That included several explicitly crit-
ical of the Labour government’s pol-
icies. Congress voted for a motion  to 
radically change economic policy, in-
cluding by implementing taxes on the 
rich to rebuild public services and ex-
pand public investment; and ones spe-
cifically calling for universal free school 
meals  and  an end to the two-child 
benefit limit and reversal of the cut to 
pensioners’ winter fuel payment. Most 
of that text came from unions generally 
regarded as left-wing (general union 
Unite, rail and transport union RMT, civil 
service union PCS) — but the two-child 
benefit demand came from “moderate” 
and Labour leadership-supportive re-
tail union USDAW.

Congress voted for blurry but left-
wing motions on fighting the far right, 
anti-racism and migrants’ rights. It 
voted  for a major expansion of pub-
lic ownership. It voted not only for a 
speedy and thorough carrying out of 
Labour’s New Deal for Working People 
proposals, but repeal of all anti-strike 
and anti-union laws; and for a high-pro-

file campaign for “pay restoration”, re-
versing real-terms pay cuts since 2008.

All that is good — but. The tenor of 
the whole thing was symbolised by the 
TUC hierarchy moving the vote on the 
two-child limit and winter fuel payment 
back a day so it would not take place 
till after Keir Starmer had delivered his 
speech at the Congress.

When Starmer spoke – offering very 
little and reaffirming the government is 
likely to implement further public-sec-
tor cuts — he received strikingly strong 
applause and a standing ovation from 
about half the delegates. Virtually all 
the motions discussed above were 
passed without opposition — which is 
part of the problem, because it is actu-
ally an indicator of how many of those 
voting for left-wing policies do not take 
them seriously.

And as predicted, the major open 
disagreements that did take place at 
the Congress were on climate change 
— though the TUC machine did manage 
to mitigate their sharpness.

The results were very mixed, but in-
dicate the progress made in labour 
movement debate on these issues:

The composite motion from the two 
unions encompassing large numbers 
of workers in high-emission industry 
(Unite and GMB), downplaying the 
need to move away from fossil fuels 
and opposing Labour’s policy of no 
new North Sea oil and gas licenses, 

was passed: but only by 2.7 to 2.4 
million votes. If conservative teachers’ 
union NASUWT, who appeared to have 
a rather vague idea what they were 
voting for, had gone the other way, it 
would have been defeated. Given the 
long-established culture of deferring 
to unions about their own sectors, even 
when the issues in question have a rad-
ically wider impact, the close vote was 
noteworthy.

A relatively strong composite  mo-
tion  from public-service unions PCS 
and Unison was passed overwhelm-
ingly. This did call for a “rapid and just 
transition away from fossil fuels to pre-
vent catastrophic climate breakdown”, 
as well as engagement with community 
groups in the formulation of transition 
plans and “a year of green trade union 

activity” in cooperation with community 
and climate justice groups.

GMB’s amendments seeking to gut 
the PCS text contributing to the com-
posite disappeared due to the nonsen-
sical and undemocratic TUC practice of 
not allowing separate votes on amend-
ments (so did an amendment from 
post-16 education union UCU arguing 
for reduced military spending). None-
theless, presumably fearing how being 
defeated would look, Unite voted for 
the motion, while GMB and technical 
and managerial union Prospect ab-
stained.

An important  motion  on climate 
change, heat and workers’ health from 
the Bakers’ Union and the FBU was also 
passed. □
• Abridged. More: bit.ly/tuc-co

How will work be better under socialism?

By Martin Thomas

A comrade off work on men-
tal-health grounds asked 

me: will work really be less op-
pressive under socialism?

Marx declared that even in 
communist society, “labour 
cannot become play, as [the 
utopian socialist Charles] 
Fourier would like”. There will 
still be difficult, stressful, tir-
ing work. As the first socialist 
demand, Marx emphasised 
shorter working hours, the 
“Magna Carta of the working 
class”.

Marx never promised uni-
versal ease. The Italian Marxist 
Antonio Labriola declared: “I 
leave it to... the people of the 
future... to arrange their own 
lives, which will not be easy, I 
hope, in order that they may 
not become imbeciles in par-
adisian beatitude”.

But shorter working hours 
can also change work. “The 

forces of production [wrote 
Marx]... increase… Freedom 
[in relation to the burdens of 
labour means] socialised hu-
manity, the associated pro-
ducers, rationally regulating 
their interchange with Nature, 
bringing it under their com-
mon control... and achieving 
this with the least expenditure 
of energy and under condi-
tions most favourable to, and 
worthy of, their human na-
ture... The shortening of the 
working-day is its basic pre-
requisite”.

“Free time — which is both 
idle time and time for higher 
activity — has naturally trans-
formed its possessors into dif-
ferent subjects, and they then 
enter into the direct produc-
tion process as those different 
subjects”.

We can make work differ-
ent by shortening the working 
day; by using technology to 
reduce physically-punishing, 
unsafe, dirty, wet, hot, noisy 
work; by electing managers 
and having them on workers’ 
wages and under workers’ 

control; by flattening competi-
tiveness between workers (for 
promotions, for better-paid 
jobs, etc.) inculcated by cap-
italism, and replacing it by 
mutual aid and conscious co-
operation; and, with increased 
free time to learn and develop 
our talents and skills, by mak-
ing each worker’s time more of 
a mix, rather than a treadmill of 
the same thing every day.

Work is still work. We will 
still want play and rest time. 
But a drive to learn (including 
difficult things), to work (even 
when it is difficult) in order to 
sustain collective life, to coop-
erate, and to value doing the 
work well and reliably, is prob-
ably hard-wired into humanity 
by evolution. Despite class so-
cieties being geared to getting 
maximum surplus labour, they 
also poison their own wells 
and stunt productivity by mak-
ing the majority experience 
work as a curse, to be suffered 
reluctantly, rather than a cre-
ative (if sometimes difficult) 
contribution to the collective.

None of this is airy or “uto-

pian”. Substantial parts of it 
have been won by better-or-
ganised workers in more de-
veloped capitalist countries. 
Sometimes we can “civilise” 
employers to value cooper-
ation above the advantages 
(for them) of setting workers 
against each other.

We can achieve it generally, 
however, only with a workers’ 
government, not by relying on 
incremental progress within 
capitalism. There are coun-
ter-trends within capitalism.

China has a “996” (9am-9pm 
six days a week) standard, 
especially in high-tech com-
panies. In Britain, after many 
decades of slowing-shorten-
ing work hours, they are slowly 
increasing, while also becom-
ing more on average more 
“anti-social”.

A friend of mine from teen-
age years who became a uni-
versity mathematician told me 
when he was retiring he could 
scarcely imagine anything bet-
ter — being paid for “self-devel-
opment” which expanded his 
personal and society’s knowl-

edge in friendly cooperation 
with others, and with mostly 
flexible hours. Even jobs like 
that have been warped by 
imposition of market or mar-
ket-simulating mechanisms, 
with academics chained to a 
“publish or perish” treadmill.

“Competitive-unproductive” 
jobs (high finance, lobbyists, 
PR specialists, telemarketers, 
corporate lawyers...) have in-
creased. Even in capitalism, 
most workers can see their 
work as a contribution to col-
lective life (if warped by the 
way it is organised), and take 
some pride in doing it well. 
But those jobs serve only the 
rivalry of capitalists with each 
other, or even the rival im-
pulses of managers to “show 
off”.

The motive for work effort 
in such jobs becomes almost 
entirely competitive — about 
getting ahead in the race for 
promotion. These are both 
“bullshit jobs” and stressful.

Workers’ control, in the 
workplace and in society, can 
bring huge change. □
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Watch Workers’ Liberty’s videos and playlists, and subscribe to our youtube 

channel! Many have subtitles. Playlists include:
• ABCs of Marxism, an introductory series
• Black Lives Matter
• The State, Crime, Prisons, and Police
• Socialist Feminism
• The struggle for LGBTIQ rights in the labour movement
• An introduction to Marx’s Capital, in 19 parts, with Martin Thomas 
• Tubeworker/Off The Rails, videos by the producers of the bulletins □

Watch, subscribe, like, comment and share: youtube.com/c/WorkersLibertyUK

Socialism vs 
Capitalism

http://twitter.com/workersliberty
https://youtube.com/c/WorkersLibertyUK
https://workersliberty.org/events
https://www.workersliberty.org/story/2024-09-13/tuc-congress-left-wing-motions-deference-starmer
https://www.ukonward.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/04/Burnt-Out-Britain.pdf
https://www.ukonward.com/wp-content/uploads/2023/04/Burnt-Out-Britain.pdf
https://bit.ly/mstdn-wl
http://youtube.com/c/WorkersLibertyUK


12 @workersliberty fb.com/workerslibertyworkersliberty.org @workersliberty

Grenfell: an indictment of capitalism
By Jack Horner

The Grenfell Tower Inquiry has at last 
produced its final report into the fire 

that killed 72 people and devastated a 
whole community. The public inquiry 
spent seven years forensically exam-
ining the events, now exhaustively laid 
out in seven volumes over 1,700 pages. 
For all the limitations of a state-spon-
sored investigation, the report is a 
damning indictment of advanced neo-
liberal capitalism.

The first volume of the report con-
centrates on the failures of central 
government, particularly relating to 
building safety and how thousands 
of homes were clad with materials as 
flammable as petrol. Ministers, senior 
civil servants and public bodies are 
severely censured. The guiding ideol-
ogy was deregulation, the drive by suc-
cessive governments over forty years 
to remove and weaken safety regula-
tion, giving business a free hand. The 
FBU fought deregulation throughout, 
warned about cladding and insisted 
the fire was caused by deregulation 
from the beginning. The union’s inter-
ventions are vindicated by the inquiry, 
even if they are not explicitly acknowl-
edged.

The second volume is a savage indict-
ment of the venal manufacturers who 
made and sold flammable cladding, 
insulation and related products. They 

systematically fixed testing and certifi-
cation to get around regulation, bring-
ing their dangerous merchandise to 
market and flogging them for a profit. 
They were aided and abetted by the 
private bodies such as BRE, BBA and 
NHBC that tested, certified or advised 
firms and governments. The crooks and 
killers must be brought to justice.

The third volume examines the role of 
the tenant management organisation 
(TMO), which superintended Grenfell 
Tower under another form of dereg-
ulation, the contracting out of social 
housing. The TMO and Kensington and 
Chelsea council failed the residents 
of the block, ignoring or threatening 
those who sought remedies to improve 
their homes.

Refurbishment
The fourth volume scrutinises the re-
furbishment of Grenfell Tower in the 
immediate years before the fire. In the 
words of one fire consultant, they made 
“an existing crap situation worse”. Not 
only the flammable cladding, but the 
windows, flat doors, lifts, smoke ven-
tilation system and pretty much every 
fire safety feature was worse after the 
refurbishment, while clowns and chanc-
ers made money out of the misfortune. 
They deserve to go to prison for their 
crimes.

The fifth volume studies the role of 
the London Fire Brigade (LFB). The 

inquiry’s 2019 report was scathing 
about firefighters and control staff on 
the night for not evacuating residents. 
The inquiry now at least recognises that 
there was no plan or training then (and 
still none today) to evacuate a building 
containing 300 people with 30 fire-
fighters, no alarm, no communications, 
no firefighting lift, down a 1-metre-wide 
single stairwell in the middle of the 
night with dozens of disabled and sick 
residents. LFB inspected the building 
numerous times before the fire, im-
posing enforcement and deficiency 
notices, but was mostly ignored by the 
TMO and the council.

Volume six is a poignant review of 
events on the night, including how the 
72 died and others were rescued. Most 
died from the inhalation of asphyxiant 
gases. This is scant consolation for 
loved ones or the firefighters who tried 
to rescue them from a nightmare situ-
ation.

The inquiry dragged into the light a 
mountain of evidence that capitalists 
and their states cannot keep working 
class people safe in our homes. The 
cladding crisis continues to plague 
housing to this day. The report exposes 
the mercenary practices of the con-
struction industry, which also heavily 
funds the Tories and no doubt other 
politicians. Despite its polite language 
and constricted remit, the inquiry does 
at least point to systemic failure and fur-

nishes the raw materials for a damning 
critique of current housing arrange-
ments.

Of course, the inquiry’s recommen-
dations do not advocate systemic trans-
formation. Many proposals are rational 
reforms of the existing state, with a few 
more constraints on private industry 
and landlords. Such measures if imple-
mented will improve safety at the mar-
gins, while leaving much of the system 
intact.

Socialists must rouse the labour 
movement to fight for safe homes for 
all and a revolution in housing. This 
starts with campaigns to remove clad-
ding, force landlords to improve living 
conditions, and make ministers invest, 
tighten safety regulation and build 
more decent homes fit for workers to 
live in. □

“Austro-fascism” was not fascism

By Cathy Nugent 

In Solidarity 718 Martin 
Thomas says that there is no 

doubt that the regime estab-
lished by Dollfuss in 1932 was 
“Austro-fascist”. The desig-
nation is a matter of debate 
among contemporary histori-
ans and was explicitly argued 
against by Trotsky in 1934 (in 
Bonapartism and Fascism). 
Trotsky’s analysis is interesting.

Trotsky is always concerned 
to be precise at any given 
point in time, to analyse what 
is happening in terms of his 
overall perspectives, but also 
to not leap ahead over the 
stages of the development of 
his perspectives. He describes 
the possibility of a “transi-
tional” (Bonapartist) regime, 
something not yet fascist, and 
the Dollfuss Austrian govern-
ment is an example. In the 

same article he says the Polish 
Pilsudski regime has elements 
of Bonapartism but overall can 
be described as fascist.

Austrian Bonapartism was 
another form of dictatorship, 
“an instrument of order”, and 
an attempt to stave off a more 
ferocious fascist order. Trot-
sky’s perspective was that this 
was an unstable stage on the 
road to fascism, yet the out-
come was not inevitable, I.e. 
it could be fought off by the 
Austrian workers. At the same 
time he was very sharp against 
those (the Stalinists) who could 
not imagine open capitalist re-
pression in any circumstances 
other than fascism.

The Austrian short-lived vi-
olent authoritarian regime 
had Catholic-political forces 
dominant, at the centre; it in-
corporated the Heimwehr par-
amilitaries and suppressed all 
opposition, the Social Dem-
ocrats and Communists but 
also the Austrian Nazis (who 
wanted unification between 
Austria and Germany).

The regime followed a pe-
riod of political polarisation 
and instability — 23 govern-
ments with 12 heads of state 
between 1918 and 1932. The 
ultimate Nazi takeover in 1938, 
came after two-plus years of 
intense German political inter-
vention. But the Nazi takeover 
was under the full direction of 
the German Nazis (i.e. it was no 
longer even “Austro-fascist”). 

What’s interesting about the 
historical example and Trot-
sky’s analysis is that it may help 
us think about (not provide a 
blueprint or exact replica, just 
think about) our own period of 
unstable, at-least authoritarian 
regime, where parliamentary 
democracy is intact. That is 
to say what transitional forms 
of far right regime look like. I 
did not say, nor meant to say, 
Trump was like Dollfuss. Only 
that there are many forms of 
extreme authoritarian govern-
ment other than fascism and 
even in the era of “classic” fas-
cism, there were many forms.

I find the way Trotsky’s anal-

ysis emphasises structural 
elements of fascism over 
description of ideology and 
culture useful. The way that 
Traverso, the historian Martin 
claims I draw on, attempts to 
combine both approaches, I 
find unconvincing. But I have 
never said that I “draw on” 
Traverso anywhere, certainly 
not as a positive source for 
what I have written. I think 
Martin has taken this idea from 
a brief conversation we had 
some months ago, a misun-
derstanding of some kind, and 
chosen to put it into circulation 
in order to point score: “Hey 
look all these professional 
historians who have changed 
their minds about Trump, in-
cluding the one Cathy draws 
on”.

But, of course, I already knew 
some historians had changed 
their mind about Trump being 
fascist, proto-fascist or what-
ever; it’s not something I’m 
overly bothered about. □
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Cammell Laird 37: The 
fight for justice continues
By Liz Williams and Lol Duffy 

I doubt that many people have visited 
or even heard of Birkenhead unless 

they’re a fan of Half Man Half Biscuit, 
but it has a proud history built around 
the Cammell Laird shipyard which in 
1950 employed over 17,000 men. 
Over the years, with deliberate lack 
of investment, the numbers dwindled 
and there were no other large employ-
ers in Birkenhead, so we knew with the 
announcement of 1,000 redundancies 
the only place that we were destined 
for was the dole.

When Elvis Costello sings about 
“Shipbuilding” he isn’t romanticising 
the building of ships but about the 
stark reality of how important this in-
dustry is to an island nation. The song 
is about the irony of shipyard workers 
hoping to benefit from the Falkland 
war. Thatcher was set on destroying 
this industry because countries such 
as Taiwan, Italy and Japan could build 
ships cheaper and, like the treatment of 
the miners, she wanted to destroy trade 
unionism, no matter the cost to ordi-
nary people. We knew that the redun-
dancies and closure would rip the soul 
from Birkenhead at a time when people 
were scrabbling to survive by collecting 
anything useful from the rubbish tip.

It’s been 40 years since I, along with 
36 of the lads, was arrested and impris-
oned for standing up for our jobs and 
our community.

We were fighting against nearly 1,000 
redundancies at the yard and many of 
us weren’t even on the list.

It wasn’t just about our jobs. It was 
about the future of Birkenhead and the 
wider Merseyside area. We could feel 
the rage and the despair at the indif-
ference of a vicious Tory government. 
We knew what was at stake. Our occu-
pation of the rig and frigate lasted four 
months. It was tough on us and our 
families, but we believed in what we 
were doing and those around us gave 

their support.
On October 1, 1984, the first 11 of 

us were arrested and sent to Walton 
High Security Prison. I was in the first 
11. The remaining 26 were arrested 
two days later, on October 3. We were 
all sentenced to 30 days for contempt 
of court, a decision made by courts we 
refused to cooperate with.

The prison sentence was brutal as 
Walton Prison was an old Victorian 
building and was dubbed as Britain’s 
worst prison infested with rats and 
cockroaches. It was in a terrible state 
with human excrement on the walls and 
our toilet was a bucket in the corner. 
We were held two to a cell and locked 
up for 23 hours each day, treated like 
hardened criminals rather than workers 
fighting for our jobs.

There were some bright spots like 
when I was approached by one of the 
other prisoners who said that they had 
been discussing it and said that it was 
totally out of order that we had been 
locked up for trying to save Lairds from 
closure. As a sign of solidarity he said 
that a group of them would be willing 
to organise a riot! I thanked him for his 
offer but pointed out that we would 
only be there for three weeks and we 
didn’t want to increase their prison 
terms. With limited options of solidar-
ity in prison it was a generous offer and 
showed that many of those in prison 
had a better idea of solidarity than 
those outside. We were also applauded 
on our first walk to the “I Wing”, also 
known as the Unemployment Wing, 
our home for the next three weeks. 
It’s ironic that we were put on the un-
employment wing as that was the only 
direction that we were headed on our 
release.

Two days later we heard a commotion 
with laughter and applause as Whitto 
(Chris Whitley) arrived with the rest of 
the 37. The main cause of the commo-
tion was Whitto striding through the 
prison in an oversized prison uniform 

singing Jailhouse Rock. Humour and 
solidarity was what got us through. This 
was about trying to rip our dignity from 
us and trying to humiliate us but they 
didn’t succeed. We stood together and 
held our heads high that we had fought 
a campaign that we were proud of.

When we were released, we found 
ourselves not only without jobs but also 
stripped of our redundancy pay, pen-
sion rights and blacklisted from other 
jobs. We continued to picket the yard 
into the early months of 1985 but the 
fight was lost although it did force the 
Thatcher government to place work 
in the yard when their previous plans 
were for closure.

In the years since Eddie Marnell has 
been the driving force behind the Jus-
tice For Cammell Lairds 37 campaign. 
Sadly, 13 of the lads have died without 
seeing their names cleared.

In 2014, the European Parliament 

ruled that the British Government had 
no basis for our convictions and should 
apologise and compensate us. That 
was 10 years ago but we’re still waiting 
for action. Why does it take so long to 
get any justice? The fight was never just 
about us. It’s about standing up against 
injustice and ensuring that workers’ 
rights are protected. As I look back on 
those events of 1984, I’m proud of what 
we stood for. We were just men fighting 
for our rights and our community. We 
deserve to have our names cleared and 
our story told.

The Labour government should now 
wipe the slate clean and apologise for 
the treatment of the 37 and their fam-
ilies as well as restoring their pensions 
and redundancy rights. They should 
also release all the paperwork/records 
related to the Thatcher government 
and the jailing of the 37. □

Far-right surge in Austria
By Will Roberts

On Sunday 29 September, 
Austria became the lat-

est European country to see 
an electoral surge for far-right 
parties. The Freedom Party 
of Austria, or FPÖ, received 
the highest vote of any party, 
though at just over 29% (58 

seats out of 183 in the parlia-
ment) not enough to form a 
government outright.

The traditional conservative 
ÖVP (Austrian People’s Party) 
came second with 26%. The 
ÖVP has formed coalitions 
with the FPÖ in the past, but 
says it will refuse any coalition 

with FPÖ leader Herbert Kickl 
as Chancellor. All other major 
parties have ruled out a coali-
tion of any form.

The FPÖ has a history of 
loose connections to Nazism. 
Its founding leader in 1956 was 
a former SS member (though 
it was more “moderate” before 

1986 than it is now). Two days 
before the current election, 
videos were released of mem-
bers of the party singing old 
SS songs.

Kickl’s slogan is “Fortress 
Austria — closed borders”. 
He is very fond of Hungarian 
Prime Minister Viktor Orban; 

since 2019, Orban’s party 
Fidesz and the FPÖ have been 
in an alliance in the European 
parliament. The FPÖ has also 
been the leading party in Aus-
tria promoting ties with Russia, 
wanting to force an unjust end 
to the war in Ukraine on Rus-
sia’s terms. □
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Back to pen and paper
By Jay Dawkey 

As I go to the platform, I check one of 
the apps on my phone that shows 

where my train is. It reckons it is 35 min-
utes away. On the board, it looks like it 
is five minutes away. Errors are not un-
common, and I assume the five minutes 
is closer to the truth. That would only be 
a minute behind, after all.

The train turns up, and I think nothing 
of it. Four hours later, I am back for my 
next train, but the app now shows no 
data. Oh well, it happens. My train is on 
time, and I think no more of it.

On 2 September, back at work, I 
saw that the app now says that TfL has 
switched off all publicly accessible data 
following a cyber attack. That’ll be that, 

then, for tracking our trains. Sadly for 
us, but not the passengers, the trains 
are still running fine.

In the mess room, the most important 
questions are: how will the syndicate do 
our duties if they get locked out of the 
system? And will we get paid on time? 
We all just assume TfL’s initial statement 
that no customer data has been ac-
cessed will not be true. And lo and be-
hold… it wasn’t. Faith in the company is 
not strong. Perhaps they should hire the 
17-year-old who has been arrested to 
tell them where they went wrong.

And now we are faced with the saga 
of every single employee having to get 
their password manually reset to access 
the systems. Drivers are low down the 
list of priorities. A fair number in my 
depot don’t use their email. As always, 
the rumours start. T says, “We won’t get 
paid”. Others: it must be “the Russians”.

We did get paid, and so far, we only 
have one 17-year-old in Leicester to go 

on as potentially complicit. D asks if “a 
ransom needs to be paid”. There is no 
confirmation from the company that an-
ything is being held hostage. Most of 
the switching off is apparently to pro-
tect the systems rather than the hack 
having taken them down.

“Some people are just fascinated 
by trains and transport; good chance 
the person who did this doesn’t have 
another motive”? I am guessing here. 
It isn’t as exciting as Russia hacking in 
and stopping people applying for Oys-
ter cards.

Of course, resetting 30,000 pass-
words is quite a big job — a job that 
most of us will not go out of our way 
to do, even if TfL would like us to ac-
cess one of the 24-hour centres they 
set up. So, for now, we’ll keep driving 
trains and doing anything else we have 
to the old-fashioned way, with pen and 
paper. □

Forty years since Threads

By John Cunningham

There is one sure way to know if a TV 
programme has made an impact: 

people talk about it on the bus or at 
work. Threads, broadcast in Septem-
ber 1984, was one such example.

Directed by Mick Jackson and writ-
ten by Barry Hines, it shows in a stark 
and horrifying way the effects of nu-
clear war, centering on the city of 
Sheffield. The Cold War was again 
peaking: Ronald Reagan was US Pres-
ident, Margaret Thatcher had just 
won the 1983 General Election, and 
the Soviet Union’s war in Afghanistan 

had been dragging on for almost four 
years.

In the film, conflict is triggered by 
the USSR invasion of Iran. The effects 
on the city and its population are ut-
terly devastating. Overworked civil 
servants, operating from a bunker, try 
vainly to maintain energy and food 
supplies but society as we know it 
has simply collapsed. The city is a pile 
of rubble and a starving population 
struggles to find anything to eat, some 
even venturing out onto the nearby 
moors to find a dead sheep.

A “nuclear winter” sets in and crops 
fail. The remaining population lives at 
a medieval level. In the final scene a 
young woman gives birth but this not 
a new dawn — the baby is still-born. □

Join Workers’ 
Liberty!
Want to be part of an organised 

long-haul collective effort to 
spread the socialist ideas you read in 
Solidarity, and to link together activ-
ities in diverse campaigns and con-
flicts around that consistent socialist 
thread? Then take some copies of 
Solidarity to sell each week, and 
contact us to discuss joining Work-
ers’ Liberty, the group that produces 
and sustains this paper. Check it out 
and contact us via workersliberty.
org/join-awl □

NHS needs better pay
By Alice Hazel

Members of the Royal College of 
Nursing (RCN) in England have 

voted against the 5.5% NHS pay award, 
by 64% on a reportedly high turnout. 
Despite calls from members for this 
result to trigger an immediate strike 
ballot, the RCN leadership appear to 
be using it weakly as a negotiation tool, 
rather than as a spur to necessary ac-
tion.

Pulling together active members of 
NHS Workers Say No and of local RCN 

organisations will need to happen 
quickly to push for a ballot for action. 

Unison (by 77% on a 31% turnout), 
Unite (two-thirds) and GMB all ac-
cepted the award. The long running, if 
sporadic, RCN strikes, have produced 
lasting increased militancy in compari-
son to the other unions. There is a need 
for this to be channelled and organ-
ised. In the other unions we need to 
start organising for next year, and con-
tinuing to build cross-union rank and 
file organisation so that we can level up 
on any action.

The Darzi report, commissioned by 
Wes Streeting, made it clear that lack 
of funding under the Tories, has been 
the main cause of the “serious trouble” 
within the NHS. (Darzi explicitly states 
that the model of the NHS as a tax 
funded free universal healthcare sys-
tem is not broken.) It may be that some 
additional funds for the NHS are cere-
moniously announced in the Budget, 
but nowhere near enough to fix the de-
cline of services.

A massive injection of funding is 
needed, including the restoration of 
pay levels to 2009 levels to limit the ex-
odus of staff.

Organisation at workplace level now 
will serve us well in the future as pres-
sure on the government increases. □

What we stand for

Today one class, the working class, 
lives by selling its labour power 

to another, the capitalist class, which 
owns the means of production.

Capitalists’ control over the econ-
omy and their relentless drive to in-
crease their wealth causes poverty, 
unemployment, blighting of lives by 
overwork; imperialism, environmen-
tal destruction and much else.

The working class must unite to 
struggle against the accumulated 
wealth and power of the capitalists, 
in the workplace and wider society.

The Alliance for Workers’ Liberty 
wants socialist revolution: collective 
ownership of industry and services, 
workers’ control, and a democracy 
much fuller than the present system, 
with elected representatives recall-
able at any time and an end to bu-
reaucrats’ and managers’ privileges.

We fight for trade unions and the 
Labour Party to break with “social 
partnership” with the bosses, to mil-
itantly assert working-class interests.

In workplaces, trade unions, and 
Labour organisations; among stu-

dents; in local campaigns; on the 
left and in wider political alliances 
we stand for:

• Independent working-class rep-
resentation in politics

• A workers’ government, based 
on and accountable to the labour 
movement

• A workers’ charter of trade union 
rights — to organise, strike, picket ef-
fectively, and take solidarity action

• Taxing the rich to fund good 
public services, homes, education 
and jobs for all

• Workers’ control of major indus-
tries and finance for a rapid transi-
tion to a green society

• A workers’ movement that fights 
all forms of oppression

• Full equality for women, and so-
cial provision to free women from 
domestic labour. Reproductive free-
doms and free abortion on demand. 

• Full equality for lesbian, gay, bi-
sexual and trans people

• Black and white workers’ unity 
against racism

• Open borders
• Global solidarity against global 

capital — workers everywhere have 
more in common with each other 
than with their capitalist or Stalinist 
rulers

• Democracy at every level of soci-
ety, from the smallest workplace or 
community to global social organi-
sation

• Equal rights for all nations, 
against imperialists and predators 
big and small

• Maximum left unity in action, and  
full openness in debate

If you agree with us, take copies of 
Solidarity to sell — and join us! □

• workersliberty.org/join-awl

Kino Eye

Diary of a Tube 
driver
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Labour council pushes 
through victimisation
By Cathy Nugent

At the start of September, Justine 
Canady, full-time Branch Secre-

tary for Unison at Lewisham council 
in south-east London, was made re-
dundant as part of a restructure at the 
council where her post was the only 
one affected!

Under pressure of a campaign 
against blatant trade union victimisa-
tion the council had retreated from 

previous plans to sack Justine. Then 
after the General Election the council 
u-turned and decided to move ahead 
with the deletion of her post.

At the same time Jay Kidd-Morton, 
also joint branch secretary since March 
2024, has been facing dismissal along-
side three members of her team (over-
whelmingly Black and Asian) in the 
legal services department, despite no 
allegation of wrongdoing.

The Branch Secretary had previously 

been a male member in post since the 
1970s.

The change of branch leadership led 
to increased turnout in national consul-
tations, a net increase in membership 
for the first time, recruitment of new 
reps and activists, and a new branch 
focus on equalities work and organis-
ing low-paid migrant workers. Jay was 
previously Black Members’ Officer and 
had lodged a whistleblowing com-
plaint about discriminatory practices.

In response Unison launched a strike 
ballot in August. Unfortunately, al-
though members voted for strikes, the 
ballot failed to reach the legal thresh-
old of 50% voting.

Justine is now pursuing legal action 
against the council. The fight continues 
to stop Lewisham council’s attacks on 
union organising in the run up to what 
look likely to be another year of severe 
cuts in the borough. □

Parking workers stay determined
By Will Sefton

Ealing parking enforcement officers 
remain determined to win union 

recognition for Unite from their “in-
sourced” employer, Greener Ealing. 

Workers have been on strike for six 
weeks and are determined to keep 
going until Greener Ealing, which is 
entirely owned by Ealing Council, rec-
ognises Unite. The workers have been 
represented by Unite for over 10 years 
and were recognised by previous pri-
vate contractors. There was no indica-
tion that this would change when they 
were transferred in-house. 

Ealing Council claims that the strike 
has limited impact, but the strikers told 
Solidarity this is not the case. Agency 

workers are being used to fill some 
gaps, but they also know that the num-
ber of enforcement notices is decreas-
ing, a clear sign of the strike’s impact. 

Workers have protested at the sur-
gery of the new MP for Ealing South-
all, the Council’s former deputy leader. 
She now wants to wash her hands of 
the matter, despite previously having a 
good relationship with Unite while she 
was the Cabinet member responsible 
for the workers. Those who lobbied her 
surgery were told she is independent 
from the council. “She has to be able to 
represent her constituents when they 
have an issue with the council”. These 
workers have a problem and want a 
local MP to intervene! 

A further protest has been held at the 

Ealing Council Cabinet, and the Ealing 
Trades Union Council has written to 
every councillor, calling on them to rec-
ognise Unite for this group of workers. 

The strikers are noisy and disrup-
tive outside the Council offices. Those 
working there has been moved to the 
back of the building, but they can still 
hear the chanting, drumming, and air-
horns from the daily pickets. Local busi-
nesses, residents, and the College have 
all complained about the noise, which 
can be quickly quieted if the council 
does the right thing. 

Greener Ealing is directing agency 
staff towards joining the union they 
already recognise, GMB. They believe 
that as they have made a collective 
agreement with GMB that covers all 

workers in Greener Ealing, including 
street cleansing and refuse, they do not 
need to recognise Unite. 

Two Ealing Labour councillors be-
came MPs in the last election, leaving 
local activists with the opportunity to 
pressure the candidates in the by-elec-
tions to stand with these workers. Peter 
Mason, the council leader, is newly 
elected to Labour’s NEC on the right-
wing slate. To win this dispute, Unite 
must put more political pressure on the 
council to stand with these workers. □

Get Solidarity 
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Visit workersliberty.org/sub 
Or, email awl@workersliberty.org 
with your name and address, or 
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Offers accepted, but what now?

Pay settlements have now been ac-
cepted by RMT union members on 

Network Rail and the Train Operating 
Companies (TOCs), both by large ma-
jorities.

Off The Rails believe those settle-
ments fall short of what we could have 
won, with a renewed push to mobilise 
sustained action. However, we under-
stand why so many workmates, many 
of whom feel fatigued by the strikes 
throughout 2022-3, wanted to take 
what was the on the table.

The RMT message to members an-
nouncing the acceptance of the deal 
says: “This ends a period of national 
dispute, which started in March 2020 
with what amounts to an industry-wide 

settlement.”
This isn’t entirely accurate; there has 

not been a single, continuous dispute 
stretching back nearly five years. But, in 
the absence of any alternative strategy 
being offered by the union leadership, 
it’s hardly surprising that most mem-
bers want to settle this year’s pay round 
without taking further action.

We have to be honest with ourselves 
and each other. These are not good 
deals. They are below inflation (i.e., 
pay cuts), and do nothing to address 
the years of lost pay we’ve suffered 
throughout all the prior years of below 
inflation rises, or no increases at all.

Throughout 2022-3, Off The Rails 
and others argued consistently that 
the RMT leadership’s “marathon, not 
a sprint” strategy of sporadic 24-hour 
strikes would not win. It would have 
the effect of grinding down members’ 
morale and confidence, whilst not ac-

tually budging the bosses. We argued 
that more sustained action, financed 
by strike pay wherever possible, could 
force real concessions, thereby short-
ening the dispute.

It is now up to the reps and activists 
who want to see us win substantial im-
provements to our pay and conditions 
to rebuild confidence in the idea that 
striking can win, and enthuse and em-
power members to renew our fight in 
2025.

RMT’s message says that negotiations 
over next year’s pay on Network Rail will 
begin at a Business Council meeting on 
22 October. The union must make clear 
that we will not settle for anything less 
than an above-inflation increase for all 
members, with a flat-rate minimum for 
the lowest paid. If Network Rail bosses 
don’t deliver that, we must build for ac-
tion. □

Off The Rails
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Asylum: defeat the 
“Meloni model”
By Ben Tausz

Much anger has rightly erupted about Keir 
Starmer’s visit to Italy’s far-right leader Geor-

gia Meloni, where he praised and sought to learn 
from her anti-immigration policies. What are 
those policies?

In November 2023, Italy signed a €670 million 
deal with Albania. The scheme is still not running 
but in theory Italy will divert 36,000 asylum seek-
ers annually to Albania for detention and pro-
cessing.

Starmer and his Home Secretary Yvette Cooper 
say they are considering copying this example. 
They emphasise that it differs from the Tories’ 
Rwanda plan in that under Meloni’s deal, asylum 
seekers will be processed under Italian jurisdic-
tion, with admission to Italy if successful.

Nevertheless, offshoring places detainees fur-
ther from support. Out-of-country detention cen-
tres are further from the reach of independent 
monitoring, legal assistance and solidarity cam-
paigns.

See the results of Australia’s years of offshoring 
immigration detention and processing to Nauru 
and Papua New Guinea. Migrants were impris-
oned for years in squalid conditions. There was 
rampant physical, verbal and sexual abuse and 
rape, including systematic child abuse. Some de-
tainees were driven to self-harm and suicide.

Irregular arrivals have dropped significantly in 
Italy this year. Starmer said he wanted to under-
stand this “remarkable progress”, commenting 
“It looks as though that’s down to the upstream 
work that’s been done in some of the countries 
where people are coming from”. This is a euphe-
mistic description of Italy’s border-externalisation 
policy: paying authoritarian governments, militias 
and gangsters to stop migrants before they reach 
Italy or its waters.

Italy’s deal with Libya was signed in 2017, be-
fore Meloni’s premiership, by the allegedly cen-
tre-left Partito Democratico government. People 
attempting to pass through Libya face torture, 
enslavement, sexual violence and murder at the 
hands of the Italian government’s partners.

Meloni signed a similar agreement with Tunisia, 
with EU support. There, security forces receive Eu-
ropean funding to imprison migrants in squalid, 

packed camps. Many report beatings, rapes and 
murders by police. Meloni has also placed curbs 
on humanitarian rescue ships.

Irregular crossings may be down due to these 
murderous deals — though will this drop even 
last? — but with safe alternatives barred, they have 
not stopped. And more than 1,400 are missing or 
dead in the Mediterranean since January.

Intensifying
Meanwhile, Labour’s leadership remains focused 
on intensifying policing against irregular Channel 
crossings, and ramping up deportations, while re-
fusing safe routes and asylum rights. Interviewed 
by inews, Cooper admitted that the clampdown 
has driven more people into fewer, more over-
loaded boats, increasing the danger of crushing 
or drowning, while hiking prices. Dozens have 
died already this year.

Cooper blames this on smugglers’ greed, but 
the border regime creates the smugglers’ mar-
ket. This was a predictable consequence of her 
actions: harsher enforcement has consistently 
pushed people into more dangerous routes.

The Labour Right had hoped to get Labour 
Party conference to endorse this approach. Their 
“Border Security Command” motion encour-
aged the government to escalate its crackdown 
by deploying new counter-terror powers against 
migration and speeding deportations, including 
by agreeing more “safe” countries as deportation 
destinations.

But the Labour Campaign for Free Movement 
rallied opposition. And with major trade unions 
swinging to oppose the motion, the Labour Right 
pulled the motion at the last minute rather than 
risk losing.

This was a symbolic win. Starmer’s government 
will continue implementing their policy regard-
less. But their forced retreat at conference shows 
their political weakness. A concerted, mass fight 
for safe passage, asylum rights, equality and free 
movement, crucially including through our un-
ions, could force concessions from the govern-
ment. □
• The Labour Campaign for Free Movement has 
an online organising call, 7pm on 10 October: bit.
ly/LCFMOct24

Thousands of 
jobs go in steel
By Matt Dunn

Thousands of jobs will go at Tata Steel UK’s Port 
Talbot plant as its owners shut its last ageing 

blast furnace on 30 September 2024. Thousands 
more look set to go at British Steel’s Scunthorpe 
works. The UK will be left with no ability to pro-
duce “virgin” steel — needed for industries like 
construction and vehicle manufacture. A huge 
economic impact will be meted out to the com-
munities of Scunthorpe and Port Talbot. And we 
will pay billions.

Despite a high-profile campaign by Unite, with 
at best mixed support from Community and the 
GMB, workers at Tata voted with their back pock-
ets. The voluntary redundancy scheme was over-
subscribed.

Money
New money was promised by the Labour Gov-
ernment for Port Talbot and the final deal does 
include talk of future investment in expansion. 
And it commits Tata to retaining 5,000 jobs in the 
UK steel sector. The government is promising 
a steel strategy to be produced in 2025. This is 
an improvement on the money-for-nothing deal 
struck by the previous government, but still lacks 

the clarity needed to give workers confidence.
Tata is a huge, rich corporation, headquartered 

in Mumbai. The UK Government has subsidised 
it through “pollution permits” to the tune of £1.4 
billion over the last four years, and is now hand-
ing over another £500 million. According to the 
Mirror (Sunday 15 September 2024) Tata bosses, 
“could be in line for a windfall worth tens of mil-
lions of pounds”. If they don’t use their free per-
mits, they can sell them. For a lot of money.

At the same time as they are shutting old, pol-
luting blast furnaces in the UK, Tata is investing 
in new, greener steel in the Netherlands, and in 
new dirty steel produced in brand new blast fur-
naces in India. They are able to do this thanks in 
no small part to the largesse of the UK taxpayer.

Instead of bankrolling private conglomerates 
and their wealthy owners, we should demand the 
public ownership of polluting industries and the 
planning and financing required for a just transi-
tion to new, cleaner, socially useful industry. The 
voices of workers and affected communities — in 
industries like steel, oil and gas and automotive 
— must be at the fore of a worker-led transition. □
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Ceasefire! Peace 
with justice!
Israel and Hezbollah, maybe 
Iran too, have moved near all-
out war. The suffering in Gaza 
increases, as does repression 
in the West Bank. We say: 
ceasefire, peace, two states: a 
real independent Palestinian 
state alongside a secure Israel. 
This article describes the back-
ground and prospects.

By Vincent Présumey

Hezbollah has confirmed that 
its leader, Hassan Nasrallah, 

was killed on 27 September 
by the Israeli bombardment of 
the Beirut district where he was 
staying.

He is not the only one: the 
bombardment officially left at 
least six dead and 90 wounded, 
adding to the hundreds of civil-
ians killed in Lebanon in recent 
days. A million people have fled 
southern Lebanon, some cross-
ing into Syria. You have to be 
truly terrified to take refuge in 
Syria.

There is no question of 
mourning Nasrallah. His death 
was celebrated in Idlib [in Syria], 
where there is not the slightest 
pro-Israeli sympathy. The tens 
of thousands of Syrian, Leba-
nese and Palestinian victims of 
Hezbollah’s thugs, killers and 
torturers have every right to ac-
knowledge this elimination with 

satisfaction, but they do so with 
a double bitterness. It should 
have belonged to them, not to 
Netanyahu and not to the Israeli 
state.

Netanyahu has reached an 
impasse in Gaza. 45,000, prob-
ably more, dead, hundreds of 
thousands of people trapped 
in and amongst the rubble by 
starvation, trauma and disease. 
But it is impossible for Israel to 
achieve its stated aim of “de-
stroying Hamas”: it is only pos-
sible to massacre the people of 
Gaza.

And it is precisely because 
there is a real risk of genocide, 
as a barbaric outcome of this sit-
uation, that the obsessive proc-
lamation of “genocide” prior to 
October 2023, as a description 
for all Israel’s mistreatment of 
the Palestinians, obscures the 
real situation of massacre and 
destruction that would lead to 
effective genocide, which must 
now be prohibited by impos-
ing a ceasefire and the release 
of hostages held by Hamas and 
Palestinian political prisoners 
held in Israel.

A ceasefire and hostage/pris-
oner-release agreement must 
be imposed by a global inter-
nationalist campaign, involving 
dock workers’ unions, to stop 
arms deliveries, mainly from 

the USA, to Israel. This has not 
been the focus of the current 
“pro-Palestine” movement in 
western universities, which has 
continually cried “genocide” 
but has no effective strategy for 
preventing it in practice.

It is the internal contradictions 
of US imperialism and the pres-
sure of public opinion which, in 
the event of Trump’s potential 
defeat by Kamala Harris in the 
US presidential elections, are 
likely to make Netanyahu’s im-
passe in Gaza the beginning of 
the end for him.

This is why Israel’s security 
and military apparatus has em-
barked in Lebanon on what is 
not an operation “in defence 
of Israel”, but a diversion de-
signed to reunite the Jew-
ish-Israeli population, which is 
increasingly divided over Gaza, 
the hostages and Netanyahu, 
behind the state, and to stoke 
global fears of a regional war 
with Iran.
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