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Trump’s road to economic 
chaos and autocracy
Donald Trump announced a trade 

sort-of-deal with China on 12 May, 
and with the UK on 8 May.

Even if Trump continues to announce 
more “deals” up to the end of his 90-
day delay on 8 July, these are thin 
quarter-deals. They leave dozens of 
issues open. They leave tariffs still 
much higher than they have been for 
decades. And they are unstable. They 
leave tariffs unpredictable. World trade 
will still be disrupted.

Quite likely Trump won’t “succeed” 
broadly in forcing other countries to 
level down their environmental and 
safety standards down to the USA. At 
least in the short term, quite likely other 
countries will seek to build networks of 
their own bespoke trade deals, rather 
than raising retaliatory tariffs.

But the unmistakable push is towards 
a patchy world market of bilateral trade 

deals. In the US-UK deal, the UK casu-
ally dropped the rules of multilaterality 
which had been written into the recon-
structed capitalist world market back in 
1947 and which had made their way, 
over decades, into a relatively free-flow-
ing global economy. Dropped after 78 
years, and without a murmur.

About half of world goods trade 
these days is neither raw materials nor 
finished products, but “intermediate 
goods”, parts and processed materials 
exported as inputs into final produc-
tion. Many US corporations’ supply 
chains depend on China, with no im-
mediate alternative, which is why China 
was and is the stronger-placed in its tar-
iffs tussle with the USA.

The short-term outcome of the tariffs 
war will not be tariffs replacing income 
tax for US government revenue, indus-
try rebuilding large-scale in the USA, 
or any other of Trump’s claim. It will 
be inflation and shortages in the USA. 
The longer-term result: disruption and 
chaos.

Workers
Building a moderately high-tech factory 
these days can take something like ten 
years, when you factor in the time to 
get planning permission and tax breaks 
and to arrange the utilities and commu-
nications you need. And that’s assum-
ing that you’re sure of a good supply 
of workers with the right skills near to 
the factory. The USA is short of weld-
ers and similar workers — it predicts a 
shortage of about 360,000 welders by 
2027 — and it won’t fill that gap quickly. 
Capitalists want a good guess at trade 
conditions in ten years’ time before 
they build.

Grand claims then jettisoned are not 
new with Trump (as with: Mexico will 

pay for The Wall). Maybe Trump is dial-
ling down his tariffs outcry, at least for 
now, to “shorten the front” and ease his 
way on other things. Maybe that is why 
he has also backed down on a couple 
of other things. Rümeysa Öztürk, the 
international student arrested on the 
street in Massachusetts and shipped to 
jail in Louisiana, has been freed follow-
ing a court order. After Trump sacked 
the chief of the Library of Congress (the 
biggest library and records office in the 
world), staff there have refused to co-
operative with the MAGA appointees 
sent in to take over, and Trump has not 
forced the issue yet.

But if he is clearing the deck, it is for 
his promised mass deportations, which 
are likely to be accompanied by a big 
uptick in repression and in Trump’s in-
stitution-by-institution power grab on 
the way to personal autocracy.

Trump has ordered the recruitment of 
an extra 20,000 Immigration Enforce-
ment (ICE) cops, on top of the current 

6,000. His sidekick Stephen Miller says 
the government could suspend habeas 
corpus (the right to have a hearing, not 
to be held or deported arbitrarily). 
“The Constitution is clear”, he claims: 
it “could be suspended in time of in-
vasion. That’s an option we’re actively 
looking at”.

Trump’s Homeland Security boss Tom 
Homan warned Wisconsin governor 
Tony Evers: “I’m just saying: watch what 
happens”. The Department of Justice 
is “suing sanctuary cities. We’re going 
to arrest people who cross that line of 
harbouring and concealing. So if they 
cross that line, just see what happens.”

The leading Democrats remain ab-
ject, resorting to catchpenny criticism 
of Trump’s climbdown on wild ultra-tar-
iffs against China as “capitulating to Xi 
Jinping”.

The next mass protests are planned 
for 14 June, the day when Trump plans 
a huge military parade to celebrate his 
personal birthday. □

The current wave of Nottingham 
Health Care Support Workers’ 

strikes is 13, 14, 19, 20, 21 May, 
not 18 May as in Solidarity 742. 

Solidarity 744
Solidarity 744 will be out on 28 

May, not 21 May, because some 
of our staff are at an international left 
conference on 16-18 May. □
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Peace! Two states and equal rights!
By Ira Berkovic

As Solidarity goes to press, activists 
in UK Friends of Standing Together 

are preparing for a speaker tour fea-
turing Amin Amara and Uri Weltmann, 
two leaders of the Standing Together 
anti-war movement in Israel, who are 
due to speak in six cities in England 
between 14-20 May.

Their cause is urgent. A report com-
missioned by the United Nations has 
concluded that the entire 2.1 million 
population of Gaza is at risk of famine.

Israel has imposed a total blockade 
of aid, including food provisions and 
other essential supplies, entering Gaza 
for nearly three months. Malnutrition, 
particularly amongst children, is rising 
sharply. The blockade has also exac-
erbated existing humanitarian crises 
resulting from the widespread destruc-
tion of Gaza’s healthcare, sanitation, 
and housing infrastructure caused by 
the war.

244,000 people, over 10% of Gaza’s 
population, are already experiencing 
“catastrophic” levels of food insecu-
rity. Nearly 71,000 children under the 
age of five are expected to experience 
acute malnourishment over the next 
year unless aid provision dramatically 
increases.

Mike Huckabee, the US ambassador 
to Israel, has said aid provision will re-
sume via distribution centres run and 
protected by private security contrac-

tors. The UN has previously said such a 
scheme would be unworkable. Hucka-
bee did not give any specific date.

Negotiations
Since his announcement, media outlets 
have reported direct negotiations be-
tween the US government and Hamas, 
the Islamist paramilitary party that ruled 
Gaza prior to the war. Hamas has re-
leased Edan Alexander, the last US-Is-
raeli dual national being held hostage. 
Negotiations have reportedly also cov-
ered the issue of aid provision.

In Israel, peace organisations met on 
8-9 May in Jerusalem for the second 
annual “It’s Time” conference, which 
was attended by around 5,000 people. 
Some Israeli leftists, such as Orly Noy 
in +972 Magazine, have criticised the 
conference for not more explicitly fore-
grounding opposition to the destruc-
tion of Gaza. Whilst some Israeli peace 
organisations are quietist and overly 
moderate, with a discourse that reflects 
the long-dead diplomatic “peace pro-
cess” of the 1990s, that is not true of all 
the organisations involved in “It’s Time”, 
and especially not of Standing To-
gether, the binational (Palestinian-Jew-
ish) left-wing social movement whose 
speakers were prominently featured.

Standing Together continues to build 
its “Refuse War” campaign, encourag-
ing Israeli citizens to refuse to fight in 
Gaza. A former IDF colonel who spoke 
at a Standing Together protest on 24 

April said: “No-one is off the hook. If 
you are sent to do wrong, you’re still 
responsible, even if it’s an order. A pilot 
sent to bomb a 10-story building be-
cause a logistics officer from Hamas 
lives with his family on the seventh floor 
should say, ‘No, I won’t do it. I won’t take 
part in war crimes. The responsibility is 
on me, because I’m not just following 
orders.’

“An intelligence officer asked to ap-
prove a target that will hurt dozens of 

civilians because an AI programme says 
the suspect once stood near someone 
maybe tied to Hamas, she should say 
no. A soldier ordered to shoot at medi-
cal workers and then bury them should 
say, ‘No, I won’t shoot. This is on me, be-
cause I am not a tool for wrongdoing.’ A 
soldier in the West Bank entering a vil-
lage where settlers are attacking Pales-
tinians whose commanders tell her to 
arrest the Palestinians, not the settlers, 
should say no.” □

“Change is needed, and possible”
An extract from a speech 
given by Rula Daood, 
national co-director of 
Standing Together, at 
the “It’s Time” confer-
ence in Jerusalem on 
8-9 May.

At one of our stalls in 
Jaffa, showing pho-

tos of Palestinian chil-
dren killed in Gaza, a 
passer-by approached 
me. He was Jewish. He 
stood quietly, looking 
at the photos, and said, 
“Better their children 
than ours.”

I replied, “Better a 
world where no children 
die in wars at all, neither 
Jewish nor Palestinian.” 
He answered, “I agree, 
but it won’t happen”, 
and walked away.

I’ve thought a lot 
about that exchange. 
This brutal war in Gaza 
has claimed 50,000 Pal-
estinian lives, 18,000 
of them children. Hun-

dreds of Israelis have 
died too, in Hamas’s 7 
October attack, or as 
hostages killed in cap-
tivity, or by air strikes. 
The war has displaced 
hundreds of thousands, 
forcing them into tents 
and starvation.

Amid this pain, two 
peoples yearn for a 
different life. To live in 
security, without fear-
ing tomorrow. To live 
comfortably, with live-
lihoods, with housing, 
with true freedom with-
out oppression or dis-
crimination. Simply to 
live well.

But though most peo-
ple here want change, 
many are swayed by 
those in power. As if 
we’re doomed to end-
less war, occupation, 
and racism. But this is 
our mission. We here, 
and those watching 
across the country, tens 
of thousands strong, 

Jews and Palestinians, 
will convince them: 
change is needed, and 
possible. We’ll mobilise, 
inspire political imagi-
nation, recruit, and do 
it together, Jews and 
Arabs. I’m thrilled to 
open our conference on 
this stage today, excited 
to discuss our opposi-
tion, and our vision for a 
different future.

I know it’s tough, with 
endless terrible news 
from Gaza and the West 
Bank. But I refuse de-
spair, and I know you 
do too. And that, my 
friends, gives me hope. 
I am a Palestinian citi-
zen of Israel, standing 
here with Alon-Lee 
[Green, the co-director 
of Standing Together], a 
Jewish citizen, and you, 
thousands of Jews and 
Arabs, we are together 
in the struggle to save 
this land, and make it a 
safe place for all of us. □
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Meetings
Sun 18 May: Workers’ Liberty eco 
reading group: Aviation. 8pm. Zoom-
link bit.ly/envi-rg

Wed 21 May: The Reform surge. Lew-
isham AWL. 7pm, New Cross Learn-
ing, 283-285 New Cross Rd SE14 6AS

Wed 28 May: Trans fightback. Lon-
don AWL. 7pm, Marchmont Commu-
nity Centre WC1N 1AB

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

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.

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

29 May: Leicester. Minnie Lansbury; 
email womensfightback@workerslib-
erty.org for venue.

1 June: Manchester. Trans/Rad/Fem. 
81 Princess St M2 3JL

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 eco@workerslib-
erty.org. □

Activist Agenda
Scan the QR code 
to see our events & 
meetings page.
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Turkish union’s whole leadership arrested
By Pete Boggs

Schools in Turkey are in a bad 
way under the AKP gov-

ernment. Forced transfers of 
teachers are happening at so-
called “project schools”, part of 
an education scheme to create 
specialised high schools with 
focuses like science or training 
new imams. Many of the teach-
ers who have been transferred 
out were political critics and 
trade unionists, and the edu-
cation workers’ union Eğitim 
Sen argues that the main crite-
ria for getting an appointment 
now is political loyalty.

The leadership of Eğitim 
Sen has faced intense state 
repression since the begin-
ning of recent protests and 

their decision to carry out po-
litical strikes in solidarity with 
students protesting against 
a wave of arrests. The union’s 
entire Executive Board was 
placed under house arrest 
and fitted with ankle monitors, 
and have only recently been 
released.

Protests against state re-
pression have continued since 
the arrest in March of Ekrem 
İmamoğlu, mayor of Istanbul 
and disbarred CHP presiden-
tial candidate for 2028, and 
the Turkish government has 
continued to crack down vio-
lently on the opposition.

Towards the end of April, 52 
more people were arrested as 
part of a “corruption investiga-
tion” into the CHP-controlled 

Istanbul municipality, particu-
larly targeting officials in the 
Istanbul Water and Sewer Ad-
ministration (İSKİ). The leader 
of the CHP, Özgür Özel, claims 
that this is is due to their crit-
icism of President Erdoğan’s 
controversial “Canal Istanbul” 
project, a proposed $75 bil-
lion canal paralleling the Bos-
phorus. 

Harassment
May Day this year in Istanbul 
was large but also subject 
to heavy police harassment, 
which is no departure from tra-
dition. The government used 
their usual tactics of shutting 
down most public transport in 
Istanbul and deploying over 
52,000 police officers: by the 

end of the day, 407 people 
had been detained. Accord-
ing to state figures, across the 
country there were 212 sepa-
rate May Day rallies across the 
country with 286,584 people 
taking part.

Students have played a large 
role in the protests, organising 
boycotts and walkouts. This 
boycott movement has spread 
to high schools, where stu-
dents have led walk-outs and 
sit-ins in support of teachers 
who have been transferred 
out of their schools as punish-
ment for supposed political 
disloyalty. These actions have 
been carried out in coordina-
tion with teachers, particularly 
those organised by Eğitim Sen.

Another trade union under 

attack in Turkey is SES (Health 
and Social Services Workers 
Union. Some of their lead-
ers have dragged through 
extended trials and prosecu-
tion since 2021 for supposed 
links to terrorist groups: this 
is a commonly used charge 
against any political oppo-
sitionists. They recently held 
a meeting with sister unions 
from Europe, which included 
representatives from Unison 
and Unite.

Even though the Eğitim Sen 
leaders are now out of house 
arrest, they and their members 
are still facing repression and 
still fighting back. Sign this pe-
tition in defence of them! bit.
ly/tk-te □ 

The mask slips on Putin and Ukraine

By Jim Denham

The Morning Star celebrated VE Day 
with a 12 page “commemorative 

supplement” that contained an account 
of World War Two by prominent Com-
munist Party member and author of 
Freedom from Tyranny: the war against 
fascism and historical revisionism, Phil 
Katz.

Comrade Katz describes the events 
leading up to the war. “Chamberlain’s 
betrayal at Munich”, he writes, “wasn’t 
just a diplomatic failure; it was proof 
that the old elite would rather bargain 
with fascists than arm the Spanish Re-
public.” An interesting observation to 
find in a paper that vehemently op-
poses arming Ukraine. 

Katz goes on to mention that the 
Communist Party had “some early de-
bates over the war’s character” before 
becoming “a relentless anti-fascist 
force” bringing “battlefield discipline 
to the Home Guard and shop floors.”

This is what really happened: between 
August 1939 and June 1941 Stalin and 

Hitler were in alliance (the Hitler-Stalin 
pact), and the British Communist Party 
(CP) made pro-Hitler propaganda, em-
bellishing the German regime, and its 
“desire for peace”, which British imperi-
alism was obstructing.

It was only after Germany invaded the 
Soviet Union in June 1941 that the CP 
became “patriotic” — and a strikebreak-
ing agency for the bourgeoisie, now 
the allies of Stalin’s Russia. CP leader 
Harry Pollitt made an infamous speech 
in which he insisted that it was “the 
class-conscious worker” who would 
cross the picket line!

If Katz’s account of the war is selec-
tive to the point of dishonesty, an ar-
ticle (“Winning the Peace”) by former 
union bureaucrat and uber-Stalinist 
Doug Nicholls is simply nauseating: he 
uses the anniversary to denounce im-
migration (“engineered to weaken the 
labour force from which people leave 
and those where they emigrate to”), 
condemn the EU (for “nation-breaking 
politics”) and promote patriotism (“To 
be patriotic and proud of our country is 
to be proud of the progressive achieve-
ments of us as a people”).

Poisonous
Not content with such reactionary 
nonsense, Nicholls slips in a poi-
sonous dose of Putin’s propaganda: 
“That Ukrainian president Volodymyr 
Zelensky has intimated that the largest 
commemorations of the victory over 
the Nazis, which will be held in Mos-
cow on May 9, may not be secure is a 
blood-chilling reminder of the tradi-
tions that he comes from.”

Yes, Nicholls believes Putin’s “Victory 
Day” charade in Moscow represents 
some sort of continuation of the Red 
Army’s campaign against German fas-

cism on the Eastern Front – with Zelen-
skyy and the Ukrainian resistance in the 
role of the Nazis!

The claim that a nation whose pres-
ident is a Jew with relatives who died 
in the Holocaust and where far right 
parties have less electoral support than 
many other countries in Europe is “neo 
Nazi” may seem absurd, but it’s cen-
tral to Putin’s propaganda around the 
Ukraine war.

And it’s now cropping up openly in 
the Morning Star. A piece by the pa-
per’s former Moscow correspondent 
Kate Clark (“When allies became ene-
mies: the Soviet sacrifice betrayed”, 9 
May) claims that “Ukraine – part of the 
USSR for 70 years – has been taken over 
by a ruling clique which admires and 
applauds those Ukrainian nationalists 
who openly collaborated with the Nazis 
during their occupation of Ukraine from 
1941 to 1944.”

The paper’s editorial of 10-11 May, 
applauding leaders of the so-called 
global South “flocking” to Putin’s cha-
rade in Moscow, accused the Ukrainian 

government of “open celebration of 
Nazi collaborators.”

It is true that the Ukrainian parliament 
marked the 114th birthday of the col-
laborator Stepan Bandera, but Zelen-
skyy is on record discouraging such 
celebration and has commemorated 
the victims of Bandera’s movement. 
Paradoxically, the Kremlin’s attempt 
to paint the current Ukrainian govern-
ment as heir to Bandera’s crimes has 
enhanced his symbolic status within 
Ukraine.

But the MS ignores all that – as it ig-
nores the far-right nature of Putin and 
the “Ruscist” ideology he espouses, in-
fluenced by fascist thinkers Alexander 
Dugin and Timofey Sergeytsev.

The paper’s coverage of VE Day 
and Putin’s Victory Day proves that all 
the pious claims to disapprove of the 
invasion were so much nonsense: at 
heart the paper – and its political mas-
ters, the British CP – want Putin to win 
and Ukraine subjugated. The mask has 
slipped. □

Pic: The Kremlin
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Open borders! Migrant and local workers’ unity
By Will Roberts

On Monday 13 May, Labour 
Home Secretary Yvette 

Cooper released a White 
Paper (a statement of govern-
ment policy prior to drafting 
legislation) titled Restoring 
Control over the Immigration 
System. It proposes a number 
of changes to immigration law, 
all of which aim to restrict im-
migration, and all of which so-
cialists should fight to oppose.

The paper focuses on legal 
immigration, with a further set 
of proposals on illegal immi-
gration and borders due later 
in the summer. The current 
proposals include (see the 
FreeMovement website for the 
full list): 

• Raising requirements for 
education or training for visa 
applications, as well as de-
manding higher qualifications 
in the English language;

• Work visas below those 
education requirements being 
limited to industries with es-
tablished shortages, or strictly 
time-limited;

• Employers being punished 
for offering work visas without 
hiring enough British workers;

• A clampdown on foreign 
students, including making 
requirements during their 
studies more rigorous and 
reducing the period students 
can stay in the UK after com-
pleting their studies. 

The paper also encourages 
reinterpreting the application 
of a section of the Human 
Rights Act regarding the right 
to a family, which Labour 
claims (following the lead of 
right-wing propaganda) has 
been misused to grant too 
many asylum claims.

Starmer’s introduction to the 
White Paper claims Labour are 

putting into practice policy that 
the Tories failed to implement: 
“the previous government 
repeatedly promised inward 
migration would be brought 
under control. Instead, Britain 
became a one-nation experi-
ment in open borders […] The 
damage this has done to our 
country is incalculable. Public 
services and housing access 
have been placed under too 
much pressure. Our econ-
omy has been distorted by 
perverse incentives to import 
workers rather than invest in 
our own skills.”

Blaming migrants for cuts 
to public services and lack of 
affordable housing is a classic 
piece of Westminster trickery. 
A high influx of migrants does 
not have a noticeable impact 

on wages, and population 
growth does not correlate to 
unemployment. 

Public services are decayed 
because of 15 years of aus-
terity, which Labour have con-
tinued instead of reversing as 
they promised in the run-up to 
the election. It is also a lie that 
Tories were somehow “lax” on 
migration: they ended free 
movement with Europe and 
introduced yet more restric-
tions and punitive measures 
on immigrants, up to and in-
cluding the notorious deporta-
tion-to-Rwanda scheme which 
even Starmer had to oppose 
and scandal.

Starmer also encourages 
racist ideas about migrant 
workers: “if people want to 
come to Britain to start a new 

life, they must contribute, learn 
our language and integrate.” 

The imaginary “lazy migrant” 
Starmer attacks here is a rac-
ist fantasy used to encourage 
nationalist politics. Visa appli-
cants being made to pass a 
higher grade of English Lan-
guage test will achieve noth-
ing but restricting the number 
of applicants. Despite Tory cuts 
to funding for teaching English 
as a Second Language, official 
statistics show 98.2% of peo-
ple in England speak English 
well, and another 1.5% imper-
fectly. 

Narratives about migrants 
failing to integrate may as well 
have come straight from Re-
form UK’s election platform.

The fight against these pol-
icies has to come both within 

and outside the Labour Party. 
At the September 2024 La-
bour conference, the platform 
had to withdraw an anti-mi-
grant motion for fear of defeat 
after campaigning by groups 
including the Labour Cam-
paign for Free Movement and 
Labour Left Internationalists 
which produced announce-
ments by affiliated unions that 
they would vote against.

Our counter-demands to 
these policies must be:

• Safe and legal routes for 
asylum seekers

• The right to remain and 
work, and access to benefits, 
public funds, health care, and 
education

• Restored free movement 
with Europe

• Open borders. □

Unions can push back for trans rights
By Simon Nelson 

The Women and Equalities Commit-
tee of MPs wrote on 8 May to the 

Equality and Human Rights Commis-
sion (EHRC), raising concerns that its 
guidance following the Supreme Court 
ruling of 16 April will discriminate 
against trans people.

EHRC chair Kishwer Falkner stated 
that only “biological women” could 
access single-sex spaces like chang-
ing rooms and toilets, and that trans 
men might be barred from using male 
facilities. The committee’s letter calls 

for assurances that the forthcoming 
EHRC code of practice will support the 
rights of all individuals, including trans 
people. It also urges an extension of 
the public consultation period from 
two weeks to at least six. The EHRC 
responded that it is reviewing its con-
sultation approach in light of the feed-
back.

The EHRC “guidance” is not guidance 
in any official sense, only an “interim 
update”. Even if the EHRC finally pro-
duces regressive guidance and gets it 
approved by the government, it is only 
“guidance”, not law. If the EHRC wants 

to enforce it against organisations and 
employers, it has to do an “investiga-
tion”, issue a “compliance notice”, then 
start proceedings if it claims non-com-
pliance.

There is wide scope for unions to 
stop and reverse any rush by employ-
ers and organisations to start penalis-
ing trans workers or service-users on 
the pretext of the EHRC “update”. We 
can hold the line and go forward to se-
cure and codify respect, equality, and 
healthcare provision for trans people. □
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Another version of Collective?
By Matt Cooper

An online report from Socialist 
Worker on a meeting in Hudders-

field on 10 May (called by a local alli-
ance, People’s Alliance for Change and 
Equality, within which Socialist Alter-
native is active), reported that Jeremy 
Corbyn as shifting closer to endorsing 
a new political formation. While still 
cautious, he said:

“Now I hear the call for a new political 
party. I fully understand that... that party 
needs to give our central message of 
peace, justice, equality, and diver-
sity... Anyone we support must be ac-
countable to their community, behave 
democratically, and pledge to redress 
grotesque inequality.”

He added that efforts are underway 
to bring people together ahead of the 
next local elections in May 2026.

Independent
Yet Corbyn reiterated his view that 
those candidates should be “inde-
pendents”. Which begs the question, 
independent of what? The Labour gov-
ernment is too “independent” of the 
working class and the labour move-
ment. One of the MPs in Corbyn’s small 
“Independent Alliance” parliamentary 
group, elected in Birmingham Perry 
Barr, was a Lib Dem councillor until re-
cently. He called for troops to break the 
Birmingham bin workers’ strike.

The 10 May speech may be a small 
shift, because so far Jeremy Corbyn has 
been pointedly reluctant to support a 
coordination of candidates. There is 
not even a clear formula for whom he 
might personally endorse.

In the 2024 general election, a 
would-be party named Collective, in 
which Karie Murphy, formerly “Execu-
tive Director” of Corbyn’s “Leader’s Of-
fice”, was a main mover, tried to do it for 
him. Collective took the “five demands” 
of Corbyn’s Peace and Justice Project 
as its main criterion for endorsing can-
didates. These were: a pay rise for the 
many, a Green New Deal with public 
ownership, housing for all, taxing the 
rich to save the NHS, and welcoming 
refugees. While worthy, the demands 
were not distinctively socialist and had 
no reference to the working class or la-
bour movement as agents of change. 
Corbyn’s own campaign in Islington 
North had a different headline, “For All 
of Us: An Independent Voice”, and dif-
ferent planks.

Collective endorsed candidates in-
cluding a mix of Gaza and other in-
dependents, TUSC, and RCP. Corbyn 
remained at arm’s length. Candidates 
did not promote Collective in their 
electioneering. Collective as such did 
no visible campaigning in the general 
election, and now appears defunct.

Rather than viewing candidates as a 
way of building a democratic political 
movement which is also active outside 
elections, works to increase confidence 
in the working class and trade unions, 
and makes candidates accountable to 
the movement, Corbyn leans on vague 
notions of “community” support as a 
way of building candidates. In Islington 
North, this translates into the nebulous 
“People’s Forum”, which is due on 29 
May to hold its fourth meeting since 
the July 2024 election. The meetings 
have been worthy public forums on 
handed-down topics (housing, mental 
health, gig economy, housing again) 
rather than democratic decision-mak-
ing events. Others have experimented 
with citizens’ assemblies, sometimes 
linked to Assemble, a project of Roger 
Hallam (Extinction Rebellion/Just Stop 
Oil).

We Demand Change
Also on 10 May, the SWP’s National 
Council discussed two documents 
from their central committee (we can 
assume they were passed). The first 
focused on “We Demand Change” 
(WDC), the SWP-aligned activist net-
work aimed at giving them political 
leadership across fragmented cam-
paigns. It positions WDC as a means 
of building opposition to Starmer, but 
so far it has only been initiated in four 
cities outside of London (Birmingham, 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Leeds). In 
Manchester, it has struggled to expand 
beyond core members from SWP and 
Counterfire (wearing a variety of hats: 
SutR, the Campaign Against Climate 
Change, People’s Assembly, and StW), 
though it has attracted some disability 
rights activists and a broader layer of 
activists appear open to it.

The SWP seems unsure about WDC’s 
purpose beyond mobilisations. Its 
recent priority was a mass picket in 
support of the Birmingham bin work-
ers — something that should have 
been pushed for through the local la-
bour movement long ago. Reviving 
labour-movement structures might be 
more strategically useful than creating 
new vehicles.

Umbrella
The second SWP document addresses 
electoral strategy. It clarifies that WDC 
is no longer seen as a potential elec-
toral front. Instead, the SWP supports a 
Corbyn-style “umbrella” for independ-
ents with “community” backing, albeit 
with more connection to existing cam-
paigns. Like Corbyn, they avoid propos-
ing a new party and instead advocate a 
network of candidates with “high-pro-
file” (read: Corbyn’s) support. This, they 
believe, can lead to “a big and insur-
gent campaign... nearly everywhere”.

The SWP also wants to impose a 
“filter” to avoid backing politically 
problematic candidates like the 2024 
“independent” MPs. Their six demands 
— including “welfare not warfare”, which 
is poor because it functions as code for 
“abandon Ukraine” — are arguably even 
weaker than the PJP’s and Collective’s 
(which at least included “tax the rich”). 
The idea of creating a broad but ideo-
logically coherent umbrella in the next 
few months is fanciful.

The SWP seems to believe recent mo-
bilisations — against anti-refugee rac-

ism, for Gaza, and for trans rights — can 
be transformed into a united political 
movement under their leadership, with 
Corbyn’s blessing adding legitimacy. 
But it is far from sure that they can do 
better than Collective. They risk build-
ing only a loose candidate network, 
without an ongoing base outside elec-
tions, and one that bypasses the hard 
work of convincing people of socialist 
ideas and rebuilding a fighting labour 
movement. □
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Feminism, capitalism, and alienation

By Katy Dollar 

In Socialist Feminism: A New Approach, 
Frieda Afary looks to “conceptualise 

an enriched emancipatory socialism 
with transformed gender relations at 
its heart”. She does this by examining 
four socialist feminist theories of gen-
der oppression: (1) theories of social 
reproduction, (2) theories of alienation, 
(3) intersectionality, and (4) queer iden-
tities.

The book contains useful literature 
reviews of socialist feminist theories, in 
particular queer theories and social re-
production, which she also subjects to 
friendly critique.

She correctly identifies that in its 
quest to produce a Marxist theory, so-
cialist feminism has become over-re-
liant on social reproduction theory, 
which can tell us much about the re-
lationship between paid and unpaid 
labour and women’s role in the home, 
but is not an all-encompassing theory 
of sexism under capitalism.

Her own explanation for the missing 
piece of socialist feminism is the rela-
tion of alienation to sexism: “Capital-
ism affects and alienates the mind and 
body and human relations in insidious 
ways that are not simply caused by pri-
vate property and the market. Its alien-
ated mode of labour affects all human 
relations and most deeply intimate and 
sexual relations.”

In the Economic and Philosophic 
Manuscripts of 1844, Marx discusses 
the various ways in which workers are 
“alienated” under capitalism. Oppor-
tunities for workers’ creativity are shut 
down. Routine and repetition increase 
as work is specialised, to extract more 
and more profit from more and more 
intensified work.

Marx explains how this can “mutilate 
the labourer into a fragment of a man”. 
Our project is to return human freedom 
to those whose labour makes the world 
run.

Yes, what Marx described as the work-
ing class’s “loss of self” must clearly 
have some effect on our gendered rela-
tions. The coercion inherent to broader 
society is certainly replicated within our 
family structures. But the nature of cap-
italism’s effect on the worker is contra-
dictory, and those contradictions aren’t 
just waiting within us to be resolved 
after the revolution. Many aspects of 
gendered relationships have improved 
through collective working-class strug-
gle under capitalism.

It is important not to lean too far to-
wards Marx’s idea of capitalism dehu-
manising us; it gives us chances to be 
humanised too, and Marx identifies 
those tendencies alongside the dehu-

manising ones.
“Modern Industry, indeed, compels 

society, under penalty of death, to 
replace the detail-worker of to-day, 
grappled by life-long repetition of one 
and the same trivial operation, and 
thus reduced to the mere fragment of 
a person, by the fully developed indi-
vidual, fit for a variety of labours, ready 
to face any change of production, and 
to whom the different social functions 
they perform, are but so many modes 
of giving free scope to their own natu-
ral and acquired powers...” (and Marx 
cites testimony from a migrant worker 
in the capitalist USA on actually achiev-
ing that through varied work).

Realised
Capitalism brought with it the human-
ist conceptions of reason, universality 
and solidarity, but it also prevented 
them from being fully realised. We can 
realise movements not possible before 
capitalism. Men under capital are nei-
ther machines nor animals, but people.

I’m unconvinced too by Afary’s dec-
laration that the end of alienation will 
bring the end of the unconscious mind. 
I suspect that human minds will change 
considerably (as they already have). But 
the fact will remain that there are things 
of which we are aware, and other things 
of which we are not aware, and we will 
not change so fundamentally that all 
implicit mental processes will disap-
pear.

Even where capitalism does brutal-
ise us, it is not right to situate sexism as 
flowing from alienation. What about the 
systemic oppression of women that oc-
curred in pre-capitalist societies before 
capitalist alienation began? In part the 
working-class family under capitalism 
derives structures from the ruling class 
(from the bourgeois family). Both as a 
conscious ruling-class project of con-
trol, and through workers’ understand-
able desire to emulate lives which look 

better and more comfortable. Families 
do not just produce workers, they have 
an ideological function for capitalism: 
the reproduction of the relations of 
production through the socialisation of 
children within the family hierarchy.

As women have entered the work-
force in greater numbers and expe-
rienced greater alienation there, we 
haven’t noticed sudden spikes in 
women committing rape or domestic 
violence. In part, Afary gets around this 
by situating alienation as primary within 
capitalism. Everything else stems from 
alienated labour, because alienated 
labour is essential to the system. To 
identify alienation as the one decisive 
element of capitalist exploitation, and 
ignore its interactions with ever-shifting 
elements of the capitalist system and 
changing social forces, seems undia-
lectical.

Afary argues that we are facing a new 
model of state capitalism, with the state 
and military having more and more 
control over the direction of compa-
nies even when there is no direct full 
ownership. She at one point (borrow-
ing from bourgeois economist Joshua 
Kurlantzick) defines state capitalism 
as state ownership or significant influ-
ence over more than one-third of the 
500 largest companies (by revenue) in 
a country. It is a very broad definition. 
She jumps from this to predicting a 
move to an authoritarian state capital-
ism, and its potential gender implica-
tions. She posits a capitalist future with 
the state in charge of all aspects of life, 
including the family: children brought 
up in care facilities and adults working 
in workcamps. This seems fantastical.

There is a blur between “free” wage 
labour and wage labour in work camps 
or super-exploited migrant labour in 
capitalist economies. But workcamps 
and political labour are not the eco-
nomic norm. They are exceptions to the 
wage system. Were the economy not to 
depend on wage labour, and transition 
instead to being based on some form 
of prison labour, I don’t see how you 
could describe it as capitalist. There are 
real threats of rising authoritarianism to 
gender relations, but fringe exceptions 
do not affect the majority of the work-
force. The authoritarians are politically 
motivated to strengthen gender rela-
tions and the family.

Afary has a commendable humanist 
and internationalist perspective on the 
liberation of women. She references 
Black liberation struggles in US led by 
women and uprisings in Sudan, Alge-
ria, Hong Kong, Iraq, Lebanon, Chile, 
and Iran, as well as mass protests and 
labour strikes in France, Haiti, and else-
where which had women at the fore-
front.

She is not afraid to call out those 
leftists who are so adamant that im-
perialism is a western phenomenon 
that they fail to fight for liberation else-

where: “Although the Occupy Move-
ment was inspired by the Arab Spring, 
many of those on the Left who called 
themselves anti-imperialist supported 
the Assad regime in Syria because it 
claimed to be against U.S. imperialism, 
and its regional imperialist backers Is-
rael and Saudi Arabia. Some leftists 
also openly supported Russian impe-
rialist intervention in the Middle East 
and Ukraine, as well as Iranian regional 
imperialist intervention in Syria and in 
Iraq. This unprincipled and inhumane 
attitude, this failure of those who claim 
to be against capitalism to see the con-
nection between capitalism and the 
rise of imperialist powers other than 
those in the West…”

It would be good to see more books 
trying to move socialist feminism be-
yond current approaches. Dual-sys-
tems feminism, a perspective within 
Marxist feminism, argued that women’s 
oppression stemmed from the intersec-
tion of two distinct systems: capitalism 
and patriarchy. The swing back to so-
cial reproduction theory has somewhat 
overcorrected. The role of women in 
reproducing workers is part, but not 
all, of the material basis for sexism, and 
taking that as the explain-all can be 
economistic.

Though I am unconvinced by the 
way Afary situates sexism in alienation, 
considering oppressive practices in the 
context of the dehumanising nature of 
capitalism as a political/economic sys-
tem is necessary too. More discussion 
is necessary on pre-capitalist gender 
oppression, which continues not just 
through human practices being slow to 
change, but also by their embedding 
into the material lives of workers. □

Our pamphlets
Browse, download, buy, or listen 

to our pamphlets including:
• China and Trotskyism
• Women’s Fightback
• The German Revolution: selected 

writings of Rosa Luxemburg
• For Workers’ Climate Action
• Two Nations, Two States 
• Workers Against Slavery
• How to Beat the Racists
• Shapurji Saklatvala: Socialist 

Rebel in Parliament
• Stalinism in the International 

Brigades
• The story of Sylvia Pankhurst
• Left Antisemitism: What it is and 

How to Fight it
• Arabs, Jews, and Socialism: So-

cialist Debates on Israel/Palestine
• The Occupation of the Cammell 

Laird Shipyard, Birkenhead 1984
• When workers beat the fascists
•Automation and the working 

class □
workersliberty.org/publications/

Women’s Fightback

https://youtube.com/c/WorkersLibertyUK
https://workersliberty.org/events
http://workersliberty.org/audio
https://www.plutobooks.com/9780745347738/socialist-feminism/
http://www.workersliberty.org/publications
http://www.workersliberty.org/publications


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

Finland, the labour movement and women’s rights
By Eric Blanc

Contrary to the myth that socialists 
have always ignored gender op-

pression, full women’s suffrage was first 
won by socialist feminists — and work-
ing-class revolt.

There are a lot of different ways to 
discredit working-class politics. One of 
the most popular today is to claim that 
socialists ignore women’s oppression. 
Elaborate versions of this argument 
fill the news-media, Twitter, and aca-
demia. By focusing only on economic 
issues and class, we are told, the social-
ist movement has always marginalised 
women and their specific demands for 
equality.

Like all good liberal myths, these 
arguments rely on bad history. Work-
ing-class feminism has a long and rich 
legacy. For over a century working 
women fought for their own liberation 
through the socialist movement.

Few cases better illustrate this point 
(or have been more buried by history) 
than that of turn-of-the-century Finland. 
In 1906, through a mass general strike 
and working-class insurgency against 
the Russian Empire, it became the first 
nation in the world to grant full univer-
sal suffrage — i.e. the right to vote and 
run for office. Socialists were at the 
forefront.

Of all the lands of the tsarist em-
pire, Finland had throughout the nine-
teenth century been allowed the most 
self-government and political freedom. 
Annexing Finland from Sweden in 
1809, the Tsar granted its new domin-
ion extensive autonomy, though the 
Russian regime maintained ultimate 
authority. Finland preserved its own 
constitution and most state functions 
were governed by Finns through their 

autonomous Senate. In 1863, a new 
Finnish parliament was established, 
though only a small percentage of the 
population was allowed to participate 
in its election.

A crucial turning point in Finnish his-
tory came in 1899. In February, the Tsar 
began to eliminate Finland’s special au-
tonomous status, attempting to bring it 
under the same forms of administration 
as the rest of the empire. Soon a major 
Finnish national protest movement 
emerged against this “Russification”.

1899 also marked the emergence 
of the Finnish labour movement as 
an independent political force. After 
a string of labour strikes, the Finnish 
Workers Party was founded in July 
1899. Whereas socialist parties across 
the Russian empire were banned and 
forced underground, the relative po-
litical freedom prevailing in Finland 
allowed the Workers Party to exist as a 
legal organization.

Autonomy
Though virtually all labour leaders in 
Finland supported the re-establish-
ment of Finnish autonomy, the question 
of whether to collaborate, and on what 
basis, with the Finnish liberal “constitu-
tionalists” against Russification became 
a major debate. While the constitution-
alists essentially fought for a return to 
the pre-1899 status quo, the labour 
movement tied the national struggle to 
popular demands, such as improved 
conditions for urban and rural workers, 
the prohibition of alcohol, and the ex-
pansion of the vote.

One of the central points of conten-
tion between workers and constitution-
alists was the issue of suffrage, from 
which all working people — both men 
and women — were excluded at that 
time. Constitutionalists refused to sup-
port universal suffrage. The conserva-
tive Association of Finnish Women led 
by women’s rights activist Alexandra 
Gripenberg, for example, argued that 
lower-class women were ignorant and 
prone to vice, therefore they had to be 
guided by their morally superior up-
per-class sisters.

In contrast, the Workers Party from 
its inception demanded suffrage for 
all: the right to vote and to run for of-
fice irrespective of wealth, gender, or 
nationality. In 1900, it helped found 
the socialist-led League of Work-
ing Women to involve working-class 
women in the labour movement, to de-
velop their leadership capacity, and to 
help raise their demands.

Socialist leader Hilja Pärssinen, the 
working-women movement’s main 
theoretician, advocated a strict class-
against-class perspective along the 
lines set out by the German Marxists 
August Bebel and Clara Zetkin. Pärssi-
nen’s 1903 pamphlet on women and 

the vote made the case for irreconcil-
able class conflict: bourgeois women 
wanted only equality with upper-class 
men, while women workers wanted the 
vote to pass laws to improve their ma-
terial conditions.

That same year, the Workers Party 
adopted a Marxist program, renamed 
itself the Social Democratic Party (SDP), 
and announced that if its suffrage de-
mands were not met, it would resort to 
a general strike to win them.

The Bloody Sunday massacre of un-
armed protestors in St Petersburg on 
January 9, 1905 sparked revolt across 
the entire empire. This upheaval, more 
often than not under socialist leader-
ship or influence, demanded better 
working conditions, political freedom, 
and a democratic republic — and it 
came close to toppling the increasingly 
discredited tsarist regime.

The revolution arrived relatively late 
in Finland. Inspired by the general 
strike in central Russia, Finnish railway 
workers walked off the job on Octo-
ber 29, 1905, setting into motion the 
“Great Strike.” By October 30, all of Fin-
land was on strike, and effective power 
passed into the hands of strike commit-
tees and armed guards. The event radi-
cally transformed the consciousness of 
urban and rural working people. And 
perhaps nowhere was this transforma-
tion more pronounced than among 
women workers.

Palvelijatarlehti (The Maids’ Paper) 
noted:

“The strike week was a wake-up week 
for the rights of women. … As soon 
as the strike began, women started to 
hold special meetings in which they 
debated their economic position, and 
these meetings were flooded by peo-
ple. It was as if it took the breakout of 
the general strike to make women real-
ise that it would depend on themselves 
whether the status of women improved 
or not”.

Miina Sillanpää, the influential so-
cialist leader of the maids’ association, 
noted that the week of the general 
strike accomplished among the maids 
“more than what could have been 
promoted in ten years of peaceful 
conditions.” Bourgeois society was 
particularly scandalised by the partic-
ipation of their servants in the action, 
which shattered paternalistic notions 
of maids as members of the host family 
and represented the direct intrusion of 
the labour movement into their homes. 
In daily mass meetings in a Helsinki el-
ementary school courtyard, thousands 
of servants came together to formulate 
their demands.

The call for full suffrage was legiti-
mised by this mass female participation 
in all arenas of the strike, including in 
its top leadership; the Tampere Strike 
Committee, initially composed only of 

men, was quickly reorganised to in-
clude ten women and twelve men.

“We live in a wonderful period of 
time,” wrote Alma Malander in the SDP 
newspaper Kansan Lehti (The People’s 
Paper) in December 1905:

“People who were humble and sat-
isfied to bear the burden of slavery 
have suddenly thrown off their yoke. 
Groups who until now have been eat-
ing pine bark, now demand bread. The 
oppressed demand justice! … Women, 
who have always been subordinate, 
suddenly get the idea that they really 
are equal with the other sex”.

Faced with the imminent overthrow 
of the regime by a paralysing labour 
strike, peasant rebellions, and army 
mutinies, the Tsar was forced on Octo-
ber 30 to promise civil liberties and a 
parliament for the whole empire. On 
November 4, the Tsar’s “November 
Manifesto” repealed the Russification 
of Finland, re-establishing the pre-1899 
status quo — without guaranteeing that 
the new Finnish Parliament would be 
elected by the whole population.

Though constitutionalists and social-
ists had closely collaborated during 
the first days of the November Great 
Strike, this tenuous alliance quickly 
broke down into open conflict. After 
the Tsar’s “November Manifesto,” the 
constitutionalists pushed for an end to 
the strike, as their main demand — the 
restoration of pre-1899 “constitutional 
legality” — had been achieved. In con-
trast, the workers’ movement contin-
ued to demand universal suffrage and 
a unicameral parliament.

Having felt their power to shut down 
society, Finnish workers were deter-
mined to continue mobilizing. Immedi-
ately following the strike, the SDP began 
organizing mass demonstrations and 
building for a new general strike to en-
sure their political demands. The next 
half-year witnessed an unprecedented 
number of strikes, the rapid spread of 
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Finland, the labour movement and women’s rights
socialist influence among tenant farm-
ers and workers in the countryside, the 
creation of a workers’ Red Guard, and 
closer Finnish socialist collaboration 
with Russian Marxists. It was during this 
upsurge that the campaign for wom-
en’s suffrage reached its highest peak.

Following the Great Strike, there was 
considerable and justifiable concern 
that women would be excluded in the 
upcoming elections. During the April 
1905 suffrage reform bill discussions 
in the Finnish parliament, only the 
Peasants Estate had supported wom-
en’s suffrage, while other estates and 
the various constitutionalist parties all 
favoured giving the vote only to men. 
The chair of the Parliamentary Reform 
Committee chosen in November 1905 
to draft the new suffrage rules was lib-
eral leader Robert Hermanson, an out-
spoken opponent of women’s suffrage. 
Women, he felt, were by nature emo-
tional creatures prone to extremism 
and ill-suited for politics.

Initiative
In this context, League of Working 
Women leaders argued that work-
ing-class women had to take the initia-
tive to ensure that their demands were 
met:

“We [working women] have to shout 
to the world that we are demanding the 
right to vote and to stand for election, 
and that we are not going to settle for 
anything less. Now is not the time for 
compromises, because if we are ex-
cluded now, we can be sure that it will 
remain that way for a long time”.

By the end of 1905, the League, with 
the support of the whole Finnish Social 
Democracy, had organized 231 suf-
frage meetings across the nation with 
41,333 participants. It called for a new 
general strike in the case that women 
were excluded from the vote, and it es-
tablished a special women’s committee 
to start preparations.

It was announced that any male party 
members who opposed women’s suf-

frage would be denounced as col-
laborators of the bourgeoisie. Some 
female workers threatened to go on a 
cooking strike at home to force scepti-
cal husbands to support their struggle. 
And there were even public statements 
made that if women were left out of the 
vote, women workers would, if neces-
sary, strike on their own, even against 
the opposition of the other party mem-
bers.

The influx of women into political life 
challenged traditional gender roles. 
Miina Sillanpää called on men to stay 
at home and watch the children to ena-
ble their wives’ participation in political 
meetings.

Perhaps the most powerful actions 
of the suffrage campaign were its mass 
demonstrations. On December 17, 
1905, the League organised protests 
for women’s suffrage in sixty-three 
towns across the nation, bringing to-
gether over 22,000 demonstrators. A 
“National Women’s Declaration” writ-
ten by the League’s leadership was sent 
out to be adopted by each rally.

“The fate [of Finland] concerns us 
just as much as men. Is it any wonder 
that tens of thousands of us rise up to 
call for our rights, to demand for our-
selves equality with men. A powerful 
cry is echoing across our country at 
this moment, from the large cities to 
the villages, showing that the majority 
of citizens support the heartfelt wishes 
of women. The demand of women for 
the vote and to run in elections will be 
silenced only when it is granted. The 
right to vote is a means for us to shut 
off the flow of alcohol, to raise the pro-
letariat from material and psychologi-
cal distress, to prepare the way for light 
and freedom”.

The rallies continued into 1906 and 
the Finnish Social Democratic Party did 
not waver on demanding suffrage for 
all. But a new general strike did not 
ultimately prove necessary to win this 
demand, as the Parliamentary Reform 
Committee eventually announced that 
all women would be allowed to vote 
and run for office, despite considerable 
controversy within the Committee over 
the latter point in particular.

How can we explain this decision by 
a Finnish political elite that until then 
had consistently opposed universal 
suffrage? Put simply, they were forced 
into it. The pressure of the workers’ up-
surge during and following the Great 
Strike of 1905, and the real threat of a 
new general strike, proved greater than 
elite opposition to universal suffrage.

That the suffrage decision had been 
imposed from below was openly admit-
ted at the time. The influential banker 
and politician Emil Schybergson told 
the Parliamentary Reform Committee 
that the revolution had forced them to 
rush through a decision that might oth-

erwise have waited another fifty years. 
Indeed, it took many more decades for 
other countries to grant full suffrage, in-
cluding France (1944), Italy (1946), and 
Switzerland (1971).

The Tsar’s acceptance of the Finnish 
suffrage proposal on July 20, 1906 was 
similarly a victory imposed by revo-
lutionary struggle. Such an act would 
have been inconceivable without on-
going mass rebellion across Russia, 
which flared up again that summer in a 
new wave of peasant revolts and army 
mutinies. Through this concession, the 
embattled tsarist regime hoped to 
quell unrest in Finland in order to con-
centrate its forces on putting down the 
revolution in the rest of the empire.

Campaign
The suffrage campaign lasted all the 
way through 1907. In January, the 
League sent out a memorandum to 
its local branches, calling on them to 
ensure that the SDP electoral slates 
include a sufficient number of women 
candidates. By this time, over 18,000 
women had joined the party, close to a 
quarter of the total membership.

The 1907 elections were swept by 
the Finnish Social Democracy. It won 
37 percent of the vote — the highest of 
any party — and of the nineteen women 
in the new Parliament, nine were social-
ists. The latter were a remarkable group, 
all leaders of the League and most from 
humble backgrounds. Anni Huotari, 
Maria Laine, Maria Raunio, and San-
dra Reinholdsson were seamstresses; 
Jenny Kilpianen was a weaver; Mimmi 
Kanervo was a maid, as had been Miina 
Sillanpää; Ida Ahlstedt was a baker and 
boarding-house operator; and Hilja 
Pärssinen was a school teacher.

Prominent feminists were, at best, 
ambivalent about the suffrage victory. 
The Finnish Women’s Association’s 
top leaders still stressed that Finnish 
working-class women were too back-
ward and unprepared for full suffrage. 
Alexandra Gripenberg declared to 
a 1907 women’s congress in Vienna 

that the entry of uneducated, plebeian 
women into Parliament was a “horrible” 
embarrassment. Most of the social-
ist MPs, Gripenberg lamented, were 
“formerly servants, factory hands, or 
seamstresses… It was a mistake that 
so few really able and suitable women 
for the work in the Diet [Parliament] 
were elected… If we had women law-
yers, merchants, physicians, scientists, 
and so on, women’s words would have 
weighed more.”

Hilja Pärssinen, in contrast, travelled 
abroad to present the Finnish struggle 
as an unqualified victory and a vindi-
cation of a strict class-versus-class po-
litical perspective. She argued in the 
British newspaper Justice that “women 
who have to fight together with their 
men comrades for the abolition of the 
present capitalist system and the pri-
vate ownership of the means of pro-
duction cannot work together with 
women who support this very system.” 
In an interview with the Christian Sci-
ence Monitor, she declared:

“I should very much like through your 
paper to send a message to the Amer-
ican people, and to ask them why they 
have not yet granted the suffrage to 
women, and to urge upon them, out of 
a considerable practical experience of 
its value, the importance of making this 
great, and ultimately necessary, politi-
cal change”.

Pärssinen’s perspective was shared 
by the workers’ movement in Russia 
and beyond. For August Bebel, the 
German SPD leader and author of the 
influential work Women and Socialism, 
the events in Finland represented “the 
triumph of international socialism.” 
Similarly, Alexandra Kollontai at the 
1908 First All-Russian Women’s Con-
gress pointed to Finland to show that 
“in those countries where unlimited 
political rights for women have been 
achieved, this has been done only with 
the help of the social-democrats.” □
• Taken with thanks from bit.ly/eb-fi

Hilja Pärssinen

The Women’s Guard from Vihti in 1918. Composed entirely of local maids
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Adapted from the Workers’ Liberty 
pamphlet Remain and Rebel

Immigration and asylum rights were 
the headline issue of the Brexit cam-

paign in 2015-6. Almost a decade later, 
many of those who voted for Brexit re-
gret that, and polls show a majority for 
rejoining the European Union. But Mr 
Brexit, Nigel Farage, is back, on a roll 
with his scapegoating of immigrants 
and asylum-seekers as if they are the 
cause of decayed public services, 
eroded wages, and high rents, and in-
timidating the Labour government into 
“Reform-lite” policies.

Reform is still beating the old Brex-
it-type drum about “taking back con-
trol of the UK’s borders” and limiting 
migrants.

Nigel Farage’s famous “Breaking 
Point” adverts in 2016 portrayed a tide 
of mostly Syrian refugees as the threat 
which would somehow “break” Britain.

That built on decades of anti-migrant 
agitation, in which xenophobic politics 
were advanced by endless scaremon-
gering about migrants supposedly un-
dermining workers, committing violent 
crime and leeching off the public purse.

All too often, back to the 1960s at 
least, the centre and centre-left tried to 
head off the right-wing agitation with 
more “moderate” anti-migrant rhetoric 
and policies of their own. But the ef-
fect was the opposite: to vindicate the 
worst agitation and let it advance ever 
further.

The mainstream, conserva-
tive-and-liberal led Remain campaign 
in 2016 continued that failed approach. 
Rather than offer an uncompromising 
defence of free movement, its leading 
figures tried to triangulate by high-
lighting the anti-migrant policies that 
remained possible within EU rules, or 
even proposing to push within the EU 
for yet harsher rules.

Jeremy Corbyn supported free move-
ment within the EU then, and contin-
ued to support free movement across 
the Channel for some months after the 
2016 referendum. Then he gave in to 
pressure from the Labour right — and, 
indeed, many on the Labour left — and 
dropped that support. The 2017 La-
bour manifesto was very poor on mi-
grant rights, arguably worse than Ed 
Miliband’s 2015 manifesto.

In 2019 the Labour Campaign for 
Free Movement won a vote for free 
movement at Labour conference. That 
was one of the Labour policies kept out 
of the 2019 manifesto, although gen-
erally that manifesto included more 
conference policies than any for a long 
while, and it was not as bad on migra-

tion as 2017’s.
In early 2020 Keir Starmer, in order to 

get elected Labour leader, felt obliged 
to make one of his “ten pledges”: “De-
fend migrants’ rights. Full voting rights 
for EU nationals. Defend free move-
ment as we leave the EU. An immigra-
tion system based on compassion and 
dignity. End indefinite detention and 
call for the closure of centres such as 
Yarl’s Wood”.

Now the same Starmer is chasing 
after Reform, trying to cajole Reform 
voters by promising them that Labour 
can be as anti-immigration as Reform 
or the Tories. He can see that the UK 
needs to repair links with the EU — even 
more so in the Trump era — but insists 
that even mild schemes facilitating 
“youth mobility” across borders would 
cross a manufactured “red line” by edg-
ing too close to free movement.

Such moves will push more people to 
vote for the actual Reform party rather 
than Reform-lite, and more of the many 
Labour voters who would never back 
Reform into abstention or voting for 
Greens or Lib-Dems.

This is a lesson that — it seems — is 
never learned.

Back in 2016, many supporting Leave 
within the labour and trade union 
movements — from the Stalinists of the 
Morning Star, to Blue Labour arch-con-
servatives, to leading trade union 
bureaucrats in Unite, RMT and more — 
adopted elements of their right-wing 
bedfellows’ politics on migration. Par-
roting the racist tabloid fiction that mi-
gration threatens the wages of workers 
who are already here, they demand we 
acquiesce to the so-called “legitimate 
concerns” of the “white working class” 
and embrace curbs.

As socialists, anti-racists, and 
internationalists, we stand against all 
these forces and uncompromisingly 
in favour of the maximum possible 
freedom for people to move across 
borders. It should be a basic obliga-
tion for the left to fight to increase free 
movement we have and fight to extend 
it — not making the UK open again to 
Europe but opening both to the rest of 
the world.

Border controls exist to separate us 
and to enforce different restrictions on 
the right to live in different places to 
people based on their origin. They are 
presented to us by our ruling classes as 
protecting us from outsiders. But as so-
cialists we believe that each “national” 
group of workers has more in common 
with other workers than with its “own” 
ruling class, the capitalists.

Our vision for society is about human 
freedom and solidarity. The socialism 

for which we fight is one that liberates 
people to live how — including where 
and with whom — they choose. There 
is no place in our socialism for barbed 
wire, detention centres and 2am raids. 
No place for uniformed heavies check-
ing papers and denying you the right to 
access healthcare or education or even 
just to walk down the street in peace.

Some leftist supporters of immigra-
tion controls like to imagine that these 
things — barbed wire, violent deporta-
tions and a hostile environment — are 
not a necessary part of restricting mi-
gration, and that these things can be 
replaced by a “kinder, gentler” enforce-
ment of borders.

It is certainly true that reforms falling 
short of the full removal of migration 
controls can reduce these things to 
some degree. But it is simply not possi-
ble to effectively enforce any restriction 
on migration without them. The idea 
that migration in the modern world can 
be successfully controlled with nothing 
more than an official at an airport, port 
or road checkpoint, politely turning 
away those whose papers are not in 
order — that’s a fantasy.

Contradiction
And more fundamentally, the very idea 
of progressive migration controls is a 
contradiction. Some proponents try to 
frame them as “democratic” control of 
the “supply of labour”, by and for work-
ers. But migrant workers are not inani-
mate raw material, a commodity picked 
up, moved around the world, dumped 
here or there — they are human beings. 
So these calls amount to nothing more 
than a request for the state to ramp up 
the machinery of border controls to 
discriminate against some workers for 
the supposed benefit of others.

Some migrants are fleeing poverty, 
war or environmental destruction. 
Many would prefer to stay where they 
grew up, and near family and friends. 
We support aid and solidarity which 
helps them do that. But that will not 
happen overnight, and it would be a 
criminal failure of solidarity to turn away 
the people trying to flee right now.

This is not a new theme. Demands 
to discriminate between workers by 
nationality echo the male trade union-
ists who historically protested against 
women entering the workplace, or the 
white workers who defended “colour 
bars” blocking black workers entering 
their professions.

In those cases, those in those on the 
right side of history saw an alternative 
to clinging onto the old hierarchies 
and prejudices. They rejected the idea 
of begging capitalists or the capital-

ist state to inflict violence, discrimina
tion or deprivation on other workers 
to “protect” us from them. Those who 
best served the movement and its fu-
ture strove instead to organise workers 
on equal terms, across divides like race 
and gender, to win a better future for all 
of us. The solution is no different today.

In fact, it is not even true that immi-
gration undermines wages, conditions, 
job security or public services for the 
workers already here.

Consider the claim that immigration 
stretches NHS waiting times. We sur-
veyed the figures in 2022. Plenty of the 
NHS divisions with shorter A&E waiting 
times had high proportions of migrants 
(e.g. North-West London, Bedfordshire 
and Milton Keynes) and some of the 
worst-per forming ones had very few 
(e.g. Shropshire, Staffordshire, Lan-
cashire and South Cumbria). Overall 
there was no correlation. Meanwhile, 
foreign-born workers keep the NHS 
going.

Or take the claim that an increase in 
the supply of labour drives down the 
price, which has an intuitive appeal. 
But this assumes that there are a fixed 
number of jobs workers are competing 
to take — the “lump of labour” fallacy, 
debunked over a century ago. If this 
were true, then population growth from 
births in general would also depress 
wages, and population decline would 
raise them. But the populations of cities 
like Sunderland and Hull, both of which 
saw majorities for Leave, shrank sub-
stantially (6% and 7% respectively over 
1981-2013), while both suffered high 
unemployment and low wages. Con
versely, Swindon and Cambridge are 
some of the UK’s fastest-growing cities 
and have substantially above-average 
wage growth and employment rates.

Extra workers don’t just seek jobs; 
they need to eat, drink and live. So they 
increase demand for housing, food, 
and other goods and services, which in 
turn creates jobs (plus the government 
could, if it chose, spend their taxes on 
better public services and more jobs). 
And at least some of the profits de-
rived by the rich from their labour fur-
ther spur consumer demand and new 
investments.

A study just before the 2016 referen-
dum found no relationship between 
immigration from the EU and wage 
cuts, unemployment, or deterioration 
in public services — even when they 
narrowed their focus to the poorer-paid 
sectors which are often claimed to 
be more affected. Other studies have 
found wage impairments for some of 
the lowest-paid, but only small ones.
The scapegoating of migrants for the 
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social ills facing working-class people 
was always a lie. Its function is to divide 
the working class and shield the real 
culprits — the rich and powerful, and 
the capitalist system that serves them.

Some left-wing opponents of free 
movement claim that it is a policy that 
serves capitalists against workers. 
Bernie Sanders memorably called open 
borders “a Koch brothers proposal”, re-
ferring to the billionaire crusaders for 
hard-right free-market politics. But for 
all the rhetoric about protecting local 
workers, it is anti-migrant policies that 
really undermine us, by making mi-
grants less than equals, making them 
into a sub-class of particularly vulnera-
ble, easily exploitable workers lacking 
legal rights.

We are sold policies such as “no re-
course to public funds” and tying visas 
to employment conditions or to par-
ticular employers, by conservative in-
vective about the need to stop migrants 
“stealing” benefits and “leeching” 
off the welfare state. But if a migrant 
worker knows that losing their job will 
mean being left without the safety net 
of unemployment benefits, their child 
going hungry without school meals, or 
even deportation, then they will be less 
willing to stand up to an exploitative 
boss, and more willing to accept low 
paid work with poor conditions.

This goes double for the hounding 
of undocumented migrants. In 2008, 
cleaners on London Underground un-
ionised and went on strike for a living 
wage, sick pay, holiday pay and dignity 
at work. It was probably the largest in-
dustrial dispute of undocumented mi-
grants in UK history and then Mayor 
Boris Johnson was forced to concede 
the pay rise.

The reprisal was swift and merciless. 
Long serving workers’ papers were 
suddenly questioned and their bosses 
coordinated with the Home Office to 
have them seized and deported. Oth-
ers were scared into staying away from 
work and away from the union. Every 
attempt to organise tube cleaners since 
has been disrupted by the same tactics.

In 2009 a similar fate befell cleaners 

at the School of Oriental and African 
Studies who were campaigning for a 
living wage. They arrived at an “emer-
gency” meeting with their bosses only 
to find themselves locked in and con-
fronted by immigration officers in riot 
gear. Nine were deported.

In 2010 David Cameron won the 
election for the Tories with a promise 
to reduce all immigration to “tens of 
thousands a year”. In 2012 the Tory 
government officially declared it was 
introducing policies of a “hostile envi-
ronment” to push out undocumented 
migrants. The slogan “hostile environ-
ment” was dropped after the Windrush 
scandal of 2018, about mistreatment 
of migrants from the Caribbean who 
had been living and working in Brit-
ain for decades, but the actual policies 
changed little.

Reduce
Those policies did not reduce total im-
migration — it has increased steeply — 
or even undocumented migration. But 
then, that was never their purpose. For 
the capitalist class and the right-wing 
politicians who serve them, the pur-
pose of all these policies is discipline 
— to keep a set of workers precarious, 
non-unionised and exploitable. Even 
documented migrants are now often 
on work visas, dependent on the 
goodwill of their employers, at risk of 
deportation if they annoy employers by 
standing up for their rights.

An amnesty for undocumented 
workers, citizenship for all residents, 
and equal access to decent employ-
ment rights and social security for all, 
would put the whole working class on 
a secure footing to fight back against 
exploitation.

Another argument commonly found 
on the anti-free-movement left is that 
the right is an elitist concern: that work-
ing-class people don’t have the oppor-
tunities to make use of free-movement 
rights, and the concerns boil down to 
privileged people fretting about how 
easily they’ll get to swan about the con
tinent.

But five minutes in a multi-ethnic, 
multi-national, working-class neigh-
bourhood like London’s Wood Green, 
where a myriad of languages from 
Bulgarian to Portuguese to Somali fill 
the high street and adverts for cheap 
international phonecards fill corner 
shop windows with slogans about free-
dom from borders, will quickly dispel 
the myth that only the comfortable and 
privileged are bothered about the free-
dom to live and work in other countries.

Conversely, the very richest are al-
ways able to breeze around the world 

quite freely with or without free move-
ment policies. Visa fees amount to the 
kind of money these people might lose 
behind their sofas. Over 20 countries 
— including several in the EU — offer 
fast-track citizenship or residency in ex
change for large investments in local 
property or business.

If the most disadvantaged workers 
face bigger obstacles in the way of liv-
ing, working, or studying abroad, then 
we want to reduce those obstacles. In 
any case, we won’t help them by deny-
ing these opportunities to those work-
ers who are a little better off — or to 
those poorer workers who do manage 
to access them despite the inequality.

Free movement within Europe, which 
we had before Brexit, was better than 
what we have now, or what is threat-
ened now, but even at its best it has 
never been a right enjoyed by every-
one. It has been a partial right, ex
tended only to citizens of the EU and 
Schengen area (i.e. also non-EU Ice-
land, Norway, Switzerland, and Liech-
tenstein). Those coming from outside 
the walls of Fortress Europe have long 
had a frostier reception — somewhat 
less hostile in countries such as Ger-
many and Sweden than in the UK, but, 
all too often, one characterised by 
barbed wire and brutality.

Non-European migrants are barred, 
or if allowed in, face onerous visa con-
ditions including fees, denial of social 
security and public services, surveil-
lance, legal discrimination, and precar-
ity that could see them detained and 
deported on any number of grounds. 
EU member states collaborate to en-
force a vicious regime at Europe’s 
borders against those fleeing war, per-
secution, disaster, environmental de-
struction and poverty.

Many thousands of refugees have 
drowned in the Mediterranean since 

2014. While charities and NGOs at-
tempt to run rescue missions, the re-
sponse from European governments 
has been to turn them away from ports, 
bar them from operating in Italy’s wa
ters, criminalise them and impound 
their boats. Mainstream press com-
mentators have openly argued that ref-
ugees should be left to drown in order 
to deter others from making the trip. 
Those migrants pushed by this crisis 
into attempting the land route instead, 
report being beaten and abused for 
entertainment by police before being 
turned back from the Hungarian bor-
der — a border now fortified with elec-
trified fencing and heat sensors.

Rather than end this cruelty by open-
ing their arms and accommodating 
those in need — which would be easy 
with a mere fraction of the wealth of 
our continent’s capitalists — European 
governments collaborate via the EU to 
pay authoritarian states like Turkey to 
fortify borders and capture and detain 
migrants before they even reach the 
edge of Europe.

With far-right parties in government 
from Hungary to Italy, all these aspects 
of Fortress Europe are only becoming 
more vicious.

All this is certainly a good argument 
against romanticising the EU. But stay-
ing out of the EU, or curtailing the 
rights of EU citizens, will not in any way 
improve the situation for non-EU mi-
grants.

Many migrants currently living in the 
UK on EU passports came originally 
from non-European countries but got 
their papers via another European 
country (for instance, Latin Americans 
to whom Spain and Portugal have low-
ered the barriers to citizenship due to 
colonial history). High barriers to move-
ment between the EU and Britain will 
not help them. □
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International conference 
on 16-18 May
By Michael Baker

On 16-18 May, delegates from 
many revolutionary left groups 

around the world will gather in Paris for 
the third “meeting of internationalist 
forces” initiated by Italian “left-commu-
nist” group Lotta Comunista. This year 
will be the first of those meetings at-
tended by Workers’ Liberty.

Before each meeting, attending 
groups are invited to contribute to a 
bulletin (see our contributions for the 
last bulletin on our website). This is a 
summary of the attendees and contri-
butions at the March 2024 meeting.

The meetings are not an attempt to 
establish a new international. For start-
ers, many of the groups attending are 
in their own international networks, and 
multiple such networks have contrib-
uted as a whole to the bulletins.

Instead, they are billed as encourag-
ing a level of constructive interaction 
and debate, and cooperation on key is-
sues where there is mutual agreement. 
If the left is to regroup, its various parts 
must be willing to talk to each other 
first; in that spirit, we see this initiative 
as a productive step forwards.

The groups attending fall broadly 
into three categories: left communist 
groups, Trotskyist groups and interna-
tionals, and a smattering of anarchist 
and other groups.

Left Communists
The paper Lotta Comunista has a subti-
tle “Organ of the Leninist groups of the 
Communist Left”: it has little continuity 
with the “Left-Wing Communism” criti-
cised by Lenin in a 1920 pamphlet.

Its original core, round Arrigo 
Cervetto (1927-1995), started activity 
in the “partisan” movement against fas-
cism in northern Italy in 1943-5. They 
evolved towards anarchism. Then they 
took part in a regroupment, from 1957, 
which included “Bordigist” currents. 
Lotta Comunista as such was launched 
as that regroupment broke up, in 1965.

It is different from other left groups 
not only in programmatic stances but 
in its activity. It puts much effort into 
selling its paper, including door-to-
door. But the paper is monthly rather 
than weekly (although the group is now 
quite sizeable), and relentlessly “heavy”, 
with long analytical articles often full of 
economic statistics and very little in the 
way of “agitation” or reports from strug-
gles. LC also publishes a lot of books. 
It has long held that the world is in a 
lengthy counter-revolutionary phase.

Unlike many “left-communist” 
groups, it is not against activity in es-
tablished trade unions, but seems to do 

little of that, instead promoting neigh-
bourhood “Workers’ Clubs”.

In its early years, the Cervetto group 
talked of a “Third Front” against US and 
USSR imperialism, but then dropped 
it as giving too much credence to the 
idea of (capitalist) Europe forming that 
“Third Front”. They spoke and speak in-
stead of “unitary imperialism”.

Despite its origins in a “national” 
struggle, LC has for decades now ar-
gued that we are past the era of history 
in which “national liberation struggles” 
are truly liberatory, or carry any impor-
tance for the revolutionary left. “Blath-
ering about the oppressed and the 
oppressors without a clear class refer-
ence,” they argue, “means falling into 
priestly moralism or becoming an in-
strument of the game of the bourgeois 
fractions and their large economic 
groups.” It does not call for victory for 
Ukraine.

Other groups in the conferences, 
such as Novyj Prometej (Russia) or Con-
troCorrente (Italy), are likewise inclined 
to see no gain in national struggle. This 
produces a consistent position that 
may seem out of place for many used 
to debates on the British left when dis-
cussing the oppression of the Palestini-
ans. Contributions are short on answers 
for what Palestinian and Israeli workers 
should fight for in the immediate fu-
ture, but strong on opposition to Isla-
mist forces like Hamas.

Trotskyists
The selection of Trotskyist organisations 
is much more varied. The most active 
of them is are the French NPA-Révolu-
tionnaires, which is now helping to or-
ganise the meetings, and with strands 
of which Workers’ Liberty has long had 
links.

Of groups that have sections in 
Britain, most prominent are the CWI 
(Socialist Party) and the LFI (Workers’ 
Power). Other Trotskyist groups include 
the PCL (Italy), the post-Morenoist ISL/
LIS, Argentina-based group Socialismo 
o Barbarie, the Partido Obrero, the 
Turkish SEP, and the RCIT.

This spectrum is far too varied to 
summarise in one go. The only true 
shared principles are a belief in revo-
lutionary politics, some form of agree-
ment that Stalinism as constituted in 
the USSR was a force to be opposed, 
and that between now and the socialist 
future there are “transitional demands” 
of some form, for which communists 
must agitate. There is an inconsistently 
applied and shakily explained belief 
in “the right to self determination” 
and “national liberation struggles” ex-

pressed in many of the 
statements.

Workers’ Power is the 
only group to make a prac-
tical suggestion for activity 
at the conference: given 
the vast differences in pro-
gramme and agreement, 
groups that have greater 
areas of similarity should 
engage with one another 
in talks on further cooper-
ation. This, presumably, led 
to the discussions between 
the LFI, the ISL/LIS and the 
International Trotskyist Op-
position that occurred late 
last year.

Workers’ Power’s state-
ment also has an odd side-
step: they declare first that “without a 
proper analysis of Russia and China, no 
analysis of the world situation is pos-
sible”. They then proceed to give no 
analysis of Russia and China. We wish 
the comrades luck in their efforts to 
work out what’s going on over there.

Most of the Trotskyist groups claim 
that the Ukraine war is an “inter-imperi-
alist” conflict, and that the primary obli-
gation for socialists around the world is 
to prevent their own government from 
intervening. Those who disagree, and 
believe that Ukrainian self-determina-
tion is a cause worth defending, are the 
ISL (whose Ukrainian section will have 
played a positive role), the NPA-R (who 
declare Russia an imperialist nation 
“even if it exports more raw materials 
than capital”), and the RCIT (who call to 
“support Ukraine’s struggle of national 
liberation” without “supporting the 
great powers”).

Several of the groups lack the critical 
analysis of political Islamism that the 
left communists (and we at Workers’ 
Liberty) have developed. Socialismo o 
Barbarie, a group with whom we have 
engaged in discussion elsewhere, re-
ject any organisation that criticises both 
the Israeli government and Hamas as 
“equating the two sides”. The ISL calls 
for “dismantling the Zionist state”, and 
the Partido Obrero and Turkish SEP out-
right defend the 7 October 2023 attack 
on civilians in Israel.

It may be no surprise to learn that 
the Trotskyist left is disparate, has lost 
its bearings on key questions of impe-
rialism and has lost the ability to argue 
even amongst itself. You could even 
write a book about it. Nevertheless, 
Workers’ Liberty comrades will seek 
discussion on differences and see if 
there are areas of agreement where we 
can work together.

Anarchists and others
The final grouping is by far the least 
coherent. Groups such as the Alterna-
tiva Libertaria/Federation of Commu-
nist Anarchists have the left-communist 
“all bourgeois politics are identical” 
bent with an anarchist flavouring (their 
slogan of choice for Israel Palestine is 
“Two peoples, no state”). The Italian 
Anarchist Federation talks of calling for 
a general strike against militarism, and 
denouncing all those who “had not yet 
broken the umbilical cord with pro-gov-
ernment unionism”, calling instead for 
something akin to “red unions”.

The Kharkiv Anarchist Assembly con-
tributed primarily by complaining that 
the other contributing organisations 
wrote contributions that were too long 
and jargony (I have some sympathy). 
Kamunist Kranti has written a fasci-
nating article on factory organising in 
India since the 1980s, including discus-
sion of the anti-union laws in India and 
the harm they do to building militant 
industrial action, particularly amongst 
garment workers.

2025’s meeting will be discussing two 
bulletins: one on international themes, 
similar to the previous years, and a new 
bulletin focusing on industrial ques-
tions, and how the groups in question 
address the trade union movement and 
workers’ struggles in their own coun-
tries. □

More online
Care workers

Against Starmer’s demagogy:
bit.ly/c-work

Word4Word: oligarchy
The rule of a few: bit.ly/olig-a
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Against war over Kashmir
By Will Roberts

On Saturday 10 May, India and Pa-
kistan agreed a ceasefire which at 

the time of writing appears largely to 
have held, avoiding a full-scale ground 
war along the Line of Control in Kash-
mir.

On 22 April, 26 tourists were killed in 
Pahalgam, in India-controlled Kashmir. 
The Islamist group Kashmir Resistance 
claimed responsibility. Asserting that 
Pakistan had backed this group, India 
retaliated first with big words, then 
harsh diplomatic steps including a ban 
on trade, and ultimately with a series of 
missile attacks on what they deemed 
“terrorist targets” on 7 May. Three days 
of cautious back-and-forth followed, in-
cluding both sides firing missiles across 
the border, and sporadic gunfire along 
the Line of Control.

Trump claimed the ceasefire as a big 
win for himself, blustering that he could 

solve a “1,000 year” conflict (in fact, 78 
years, since partition in 1947).

Reliable information about the fight-
ing is hard to come by. It is certain that 
a great deal of infrastructure has been 
damaged on both sides. There have 
been a handful of civilian deaths and 
at least some damage to military tech-
nology. (The Pakistani air force even at 
one point claimed to have destroyed 
the entirety of the Indian air force in 
one operation).

Both India and Pakistan are run by 
nationalist governments with a history 
of oppressing minority populations. 
They are also both nuclear powers. A 
relapse into war over Kashmir could be 
catastrophic.

Some of the left in both India and 
Pakistan have come out against war, 
supported the self-determination of 
Kashmir, and opposed national-chau-
vinist rhetoric. Revolutionary Socialist 
Movement, the Pakistani section of 

the LFI (Workers’ Power in Britain) re-
leased a statement before the cease-
fire, condemning both governments 
and calling for working class action to 
oppose the war. Indian socialist Kavita 
Krishnan posted on Facebook calling 
for the Indian government to publish 
the terms of the ceasefire, support an 
international investigation into the Pa-
halgam attacks instead of taking their 
own kneejerk military reaction, and to 
stop ramping up confrontation with the 
Pakistani government.

However, the CPI(M), closely associ-
ated with Stalinist political figure Vijay 
Prashad, released a statement on May 
7 supporting “Operation Sindoor”, the 
Indian government’s missile strikes into 
Pakistan earlier the same day. They de-
clared that “pressure should be con-
tinued on Pakistan to hand over those 
responsible for the massacre of inno-
cent people in Pahalgam… The Indian 
government should ensure that the 

unity of the people and integrity of the 
country are protected.” This is a shame-
ful capitulation to Hindu-nationalist mil-
itary adventurism, and has no place on 
the left.

In Britain, the Labour Party has a track 
record of courting Modi’s BJP in India, 
including meeting with Hindu national-
ist groups. Starmer declared soon after 
becoming Labour leader in 2020 that 
the oppression of Kashmiris was “a mat-
ter for the Indian parliament”.

Escalating war would serve nobody’s 
interests. Kashmir is a complex mul-
ti-ethnic region split between two dif-
ferent ruling powers; despite large 
obstacles to its achievement, the princi-
ple of self-determination for the people 
living in Kashmir is paramount, along 
with rights for minorities in the region, 
perhaps most notably the Baloch peo-
ple in Pakistani Balochistan. □

Big vehicle-workers’ strike in China
By Dylan Seah

Thousands of workers at 
factories of the giant BYD 

electric-vehicle company in 
Wuxi and Chengdu struck in 
late March and early April this 
year. Those factories, previ-
ously owned by Jabil Inc, have 
had strikes every year since 
BYD acquired them in 2023.

The strike this year began 
on 28 March at the Wuxi fac-

tory, with workers demand-
ing the right to be paid their 
final wages if they resigned, 
and the restoration of perfor-
mance-based compensation 
and birthday benefits. The 
strike spread to the Chengdu 
factory where workers pro-
tested against a reduction in 
their working hours (and there-
fore their pay), cuts to allow-
ances and bonuses, workplace 
changes, forced department 

transfers, low pay and job pre-
carity. The Chengdu workers 
won some concessions and 
some workers were allowed 
to work overtime during the 
Qingming holiday. 

Despite the regime, strikes 
are common in China. In 2010, 
workers in a Honda factory in 
Nanhai won a 35% pay rise 
after going against the gov-
ernment-controlled “trade 
union” and taking strike action.

Technology manufacturing 
strikes in China are increas-
ingly common. In 2018 Mao-
ist students joined worker 
protests at the Jasic Technol-
ogy factory in Shenzhen and 
formed the Jasic Workers’ Sol-
idarity Group. That eventually 
resulted in the detention of 50 
activists.

The Foxconn workers’ battles 
with police at the world’s larg-
est iPhone factory in Zheng-

zhou were an important part 
of the larger protest move-
ment against the CCP’s Covid 
ultra-lockdown policy which 
produced the first spectacu-
lar example of the CCP back-
ing down to resistance from 
below.

Solidarity with workers in 
China against the bosses and 
the CCP! □

The cavalry at Lifford Lane
By Sacha Fox

The 8 May mass 
picket for Birming-

ham bin workers was in-
credibly successful, with 
many trade union dele-
gations and individuals 
attending from around 
the country. Informal 
discussions among bin 
workers and supporters 
ranged from big politics 
and the next elections 
to strategies in the dis-
pute and critiques of 
past strikes.

The feeling among 
workers was that the 
cavalry had arrived 
and injected new life 
into the picket line, but 
they’ll still have to be on 
those pickets each day 

across multiple depots, 
in a long war of attrition 
with the employer.

Step-up
Plans are afoot within 
Unite For A Workers’ 
Economy (a Unite cam-
paigning team) and We 
Demand Change on 
how to step up the com-
munity campaigning for 
this strike in commu-
nities around Birming-
ham. Ideas floated so 
far are public demos, a 
series of local meetings 
with strikers, forming 
some link with religious 
and community groups 
which have organised 
bin collections, and 
more.

Currently, posters are 

being put up around 
the city, postcards are 
being sent to council 
leader John Cotton, 
and union branches are 
sending money to the 
strike fund.

Absent on 8 May 
were local Unite offi-
cials who allegedly have 
been briefing the press 
against the dispute and 
suggesting that a deal 
could have been taken 
but was refused to 
boost Sharon Graham’s 
image. But if all goes 
to plan, the solidarity 
campaign will be too 
big to derail: linktr.ee/
brumbinstrike □

GMB takes Amazon to court
By Ollie Moore

The GMB union is pursuing a legal 
case against Amazon for alleged 

union busting during a ballot for 
union recognition at the BHX4 ware-
house in Coventry last year.

The ballot was lost by 28 votes, 
after Amazon launched a massive 
campaign against the union. The 
GMB alleges that some of its tactics, 
including a poster campaign with QR 
codes that auto-generated an email 
cancelling union membership, misled 
workers and may have breached laws 
on campaigning by employers during 
recognition ballots.

Amazon’s lawyers had applied to 
the Employment Tribunal due to hear 
the case to request a separate hear-
ing over the QR code issue; GMB ar-
gues the whole case should be heard 
together. The Tribunal judge ruled 
against Amazon’s request, which the 

union has described as “a big win”.
GMB is right to use every channel 

available to it to challenge Amazon. 
But the Tribunal is not due to begin 
hearing the case until December 
2025. The battle for union recogni-
tion and workers’ rights at BHX4, and 
in other Amazon warehouses, will not 
ultimately be won through the courts, 
but in the workplace. □

For socialists 
to understand 
and confront 
left antisemitism 
from primitive 
or Stalinist roots 
to the “anti-
imperialism 
of fools”. 265 
pages, £9.99 □
bit.ly/shop-wl
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Why is this the court’s problem?

By Jay Dawkey

Some conversations happen in a 
crowded messroom, whether peo-

ple are taking part or not: pensions, 
length of time driving, pay, housing, 
disruption, and complaining about 
management.

Some conversations happen one-on-
one and people judge who might be 
around to discuss them. One afternoon, 
after several loud-mouthed and vocal 
drivers had left the messroom, an old-
timer looked across to me and said, “So 
what does this Supreme Court decision 
[16 April, about trans people] mean?”

We know each other, and he knows 
my politics. He also knows that I would 
have supported the demonstrations 
that happened the weekend of the de-
cision. So I explain roughly what the de-
cision means and, more importantly, its 
consequences. 

“But why is this the court’s problem? 
What about everything else we have to 

worry about, whose business is this? In 
India [where he is from] you have the 
hijra [“third-gender” people], they don’t 
have the best life, the best jobs, and 
they live with each other, but the state 
doesn’t interfere. It’s not our business. 
People are left alone.”

“I don’t care what you want to wear or 
which toilet you go to, and why is it toi-
lets people are worried about? Is this all 
a way to distract us, from the real issues. 
And who is getting them to do that?”

I address the conspiratorial aspect 
of what he’s saying. This is not the first 

time people have alluded to this. The 
culture wars are used to divide people, 
and often it’s about an erosion of trust 
in official politics and institutions, but 
they are not something cooked up that 
you can just tell people not to worry 
about. They are real issues. “But people 
are living on the street, and the state is 
saying this is the toilet you can go to. 
This isn’t real. Who is this all for?” 

As often happens, one of you has 
to go, so it’s another conversation to 
pick up the next time the mess room is 
quiet. □

Disney’s Bambi and the original

By John Cunningham

Can there be anyone out there who 
has not seen the famous Walt 

Disney 1942 animated film Bambi? I 
suspect fewer people know that the 
original story was written in 1923 by 
the Austrian writer Felix Salten. With the 
title Bambi, a Life in the Woods (Bambi, 

eine Lebensgeschichte aus dem 
Walde), it became a best seller, and is 
very different to Disney’s offering.

The pursuit and killing of deer by 
human hunters in the novel was seen 
by many commentators as a kind of 
parable of the persecution of Jews. and 
in 1936 the Nazis banned the book. 
Salten, a supporter of the Zionist move-
ment and an acquaintance of both The-
odor Herzl and Martin Buber, fled to 
Switzerland in 1938 and died in Zurich 
in 1945. Salten sold the film rights in the 
USA for a pittance and, eventually, Dis-

ney acquired them.
The production team denuded the 

story of much of its social impact. In 
Disney’s hands it became primarily a 
children’s story, hence the introduction 
of two new characters, Thumper the 
rabbit and Flower the skunk, giving the 
film a much softer and more easy-go-
ing aura. Whether or not Disney was 
antisemitic has long been a matter of 
debate. □
• Watch online: bit.ly/bbi42

Donate if you like our articles! 
Our grand total has not risen that much this week. We are 

still lurking below £12k with our grand total now stand-
ing at £11,725.

But I want to thank a particular reader, Clare, who donated 
£10 because they enjoyed the article on Kneecap in Solidar-

ity 742. There are well over 20 articles in this paper, so if you 
enjoy at least one of them, why not consider donating to our 
fundraising efforts?

• Donate: workersliberty.org/fund

Who torched the Reichstag?

In Solidarity 742, Martin 
Thomas makes a passing 

comment on the “loner” who 
torched the Reichstag on 27 
Feb 1933. This refers to the 

Dutchman Marinus van der 
Lubbe, a former member of 
the Dutch Communist Party 
and stonemason. There is 
a considerable body of ev-
idence that Lubbe was not 
involved: that he turned up 
some 20-30 minutes after 
the conflagration started 
and the finger of guilt 

points to a conspiracy of 
Nazis headed by Hermann 
Goering. After such a long 
period of time it is difficult 
to be precise (although 
some new evidence has 
emerged in recent years) 
but I am currently working 
on a lengthy article which I 
hope will demonstrate Lub-

be’s innocence, show that 
Goering and his collabora-
tors are probably the guilty 
party, and also highlight the 
despicable role played by 
Dimitrov in all this. □

John Cunningham, 
Lancashire

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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Stop cuts in NHS!
By Matt Sanderson

The political choice of austerity as a 
method of control over the NHS in 

the past decade and a half has resulted 
in a situation where a Labour govern-
ment has no new vision other than 
further cuts and so-called “efficiency 
savings”.

An idea is emerging of what NHS 
Trust will have to do to meet the top-
down targets for “savings”. The picture 
looks grim. The government has made 
an increase of £22bn over a two year 
period above Tory plans, but the NHS 
still has a financial shortfall of £7bn this 
year. Some trusts have drawn up plans 
to shed jobs and to cut back diabetes 
and palliative care.

All that comes after the government 
saying in March that it would phase out 
NHS England and integrate control 
back into the Department for Health 
and Social Care, and make 50% cuts 
to “bureaucracy” within the Integrated 

Care Boards (ICBs) which commission 
regional health services. Unions, while 
they had not favoured the NHS England 
spin-off or the ICB structures, warned 
about the rushed nature of these plans.

The attitude of the government 
and the interim head of NHS England 
seems to be that “the NHS has maxed 
out its budget”. There is a maximum 
amount of money that is justifiable 
to spend on health, and above that it 
doesn’t matter that waiting lists are so 
long people die on them, that it has 
become normalised to wait for care on 
hospital corridors or car parks, or that 
every NHS worker is tired beyond hope 
and underpaid.

The mindset is out of step with fre-
quent public polls showing support for 
taxes on the rich to pay for healthcare. 
The unions recognise this and make 
some statements. But they should 
be organising mass demonstrations 
against cuts, balloting over pay, and 

getting ready to coordinate strikes 
across unions.

The Labour government set out aims 
for the NHS to include moving to a 
model where health care is more about 
keeping people healthy than fixing us 
up after we get sick. But if services can-
not meet current demands for the al-
ready-sick, how can they prevent future 
health issues?

We need a model of health care 
which accounts for the causes of ill 
health, recognising how poor hous-
ing conditions, overwork stress, and 
the cost of good food contribute to 
ill health. Healthcare is a collective act 
and relies on all functions of the state 
working effectively to lower the burden 
of serious disease and prevent illness 
at source. To finance that, we have to 
tax top wealth. A small wealth tax, and 
levelling up tax rates on capital gains to 
income-tax on wages, could raise £50 
billion a year. □

Universities continue cuts
By Sam Myerson

Several disputes in higher education 
have been settled in early May. Strik-

ing workers at the university of Dundee 
have got a deal with management to 
abandon compulsory redundancies 
and have the university seeking fund-
ing from the Scottish government.

At Cardiff strikes were called off after 
management withdrew the threat of 
compulsory redundancies. At the Uni-
versity of Sheffield the UCU branch 
has voted, with a significant minority 
against, for a deal which gets compul-
sory redundancies withdrawn this year, 
but insists staff reschedule teaching 
lost during the strike days.

The deal at Dundee is the best so far, 
but it still means significant job losses. 
At the University of Sussex, a volun-
tary redundancy scheme has recently 
closed with hundreds of staff signed 
up.

Each job lost will not be replaced, 
and it reduces the quality of the ser-
vice. Universities are often using this 
moment to strip out humanities and 
the arts.

And the basis is continuous cuts 
through voluntary schemes. What is 
going to change in the next year to 
avoid more cuts? An increase in inter-
national students, more direct funding 
from central government, and higher 
tuition fees for home students, are all 
unlikely.

Vice Chancellors, while having lux-
ury trips and enormous salaries, have 
called for an increase in fees. But we 
want education free from fees, with 
good wages, secure employment and 
a welcoming environment for interna-
tional students.

The 10 May UCU demo for higher 
education had at most 300 people on 
it, and no visible presence from Unison, 
Unite, or the National Union of Stu-
dents. What should have been rallying 
point was just a PR stunt for the general 
secretary. 

Where campus unions and anti cuts 
campaigns win some concessions, that 
should inform a continuous campaign, 
not a slowing down or a pause in or-
ganising. □

Setback in 
PCS election
By a PCS member

The 2025 National Executive (NEC) 
elections in the civil service union 

PCS have resulted in setback for the 
Coalition for Change, with its NEC 
presence reduced from nineteen to 
seven members and victory to the 
ironically named “Left” “Unity” (LU).

The setback follows the CfC’s 
sweeping 2024 gains, on the back 
of the disastrous mismanagement 
of PCS’s pay campaigns by the then 
long ruling LU. But from the outset, 
the LU General Secretary and Pres-
ident, supported by the LU NEC 
minority, obstructed and wrecked 
the effective working of the NEC at 
a time of rising challenges from our 
employers and with the intent to 
blame the NEC majority.

However, CfC still retains a higher 
NEC starting point, compared to 
2023, for transforming PCS, pro-
vided lessons are drawn, including 
the need to step up local resistance 
against employers’ attacks.

Voter turnout was an all-time low 
of 6.4%, a symptom of organisational 
and democratic ill health that should 
focus all factions, including the LU 
NEC members who argued in 2024 
that the then CfC majority lacked a 
democratic mandate on a turnout of 
8.6%.

Bev Laidlaw, a member of the In-
dependent Left (IL) component of 
CfC, secured the highest vote of CfC 
candidates standing for senior posts 
and was elected Deputy President. 
She secured the highest vote of all 
candidates for Ordinary NEC posts. 
She should have been the presiden-
tial candidate spearhead for the CfC 
campaign.

IL will now focus on the PCS con-
ference, 20-22 May in Brighton, 
where delegates can set policies to 
address the critical challenges facing 
members and for which the incom-
ing NEC will be accountable. □

Get Solidarity 
every week
Trial sub (6 issues) £7; Six months 

(22 issues) £29 waged, £15 un-
waged, €33 European rate.

Visit workersliberty.org/sub 
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Vindictiveness at University of East Anglia
By Pat Yarker

Lively and well-attended 
picketing of the Univer-

sity of East Anglia (UEA) 
campus in Norwich has con-
tinued into a second week. 
UCU members are striking 
to try to prevent a number 
of colleagues being made 

redundant. Management 
has called the strike action 
“premature”, even as they 
have summoned colleagues 
before Redundancy Panels.

In recent years UEA staff 
and students have endured 
many rounds of voluntary 
redundancies, the scal-
ing-back of courses, with-

holding of salary increases 
and other cutbacks. After 
similar measures this year, 
the remaining sum manage-
ment want to save by redun-
dancies amounts to a mere 
0.25% of the university’s op-
erating budget. This is half 
what was spent in 2023-24 
on “key management per-

sonnel”.
Union proposals for alter-

native ways to make up the 
apparent shortfall have all 
been rejected. In the face of 
what looks increasingly like 
vindictiveness, UCU mem-
bers strike again 13-16 May. 
Messages of support to: 
ucu.office@uea.ac.uk □
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Iran: against war, against nuclear 
weapons
By Dan Katz

Iran and the US meet for a fourth round of nego-
tiations on Sunday 11 May. 
The talks are being held in Oman’s capital, Mus-

cat, and the US has threatened to walk away from 
the nuclear talks unless a deal is reached. 

The US wants Iran to dismantle its nuclear en-
richment programme, including the facilities at 
Nantaz, Fordow and Isfahan. Steve Witkoff, Amer-
ica’s lead negotiator, has said that the alternative 
to an agreement is “another route”, which is a 
threat to bomb Iran’s nuclear sites.

Iran is a big loser from the aftermath of the 7 
October 2023 Hamas pogrom against Israel. 
Hamas has been smashed by Israel and Lebanese 
Hezbollah, an Iranian proxy, has been decimated 
too.

In December 2024 the Iranian ally, the homi-
cidal Syrian regime of Bashar al-Assad, fell. And 
the Iran-backed Houthi group which controls 
most of Yemen has recently agreed a ceasefire 
with the US.

The Iranian state is now talking to the US, forced 
to do so by its weakness and the sanctions re-
gime on Iran which has throttled its economy and 
immiserated the working class.

The US and Israel want to prevent Iran getting 
nuclear weapons. That is perfectly reasonable. 
The Islamist-fascist government in Iran is a poi-
sonous menace, malevolently interfering across 
the Middle East. The Iranian regime not only 
fiercely oppresses its own people but is a par-
ticular threat to Israel, which it is committed to 
destroying.

It is rational for Israel to oppose Iran getting nu-
clear weapons, which Iran is clearly intending to 
do.

However, Workers’ Liberty opposes a military 
attack on Iran, the consequences of which are 
unpredictable and possibly devastating. Iran 
is weakened but could still spread the conflict 
across the region, in particular to Iraq. Iran could 
well launch terror attacks in the West, too.

Iran would use a conflict with the US to rally na-
tionalist support at home, and strengthen its po-
sition inside the country. 

Following nearly a decade of periodic but 
very substantial rebellions inside Iran, most im-
portantly the Woman Life Freedom movement 
in 2022-23, the regime is isolated, perhaps with 
positive backing from as little at 15% of the pop-
ulation. Very many Iranians now detest the clerical 
state and there is still widespread public defiance 

of the obligation placed on women to wear the 
hijab.

Inside Iran the conditions of the working class 
are dire. Official inflation has run at 40% for over 
five years. The Iranian rial has lost about half its 
value against the dollar in the last year.

The minimum wage rate is set at the equiva-
lent of $125, about a quarter of the real amount 
needed to live.

Power cuts are now a regular feature of work-
ing-class life, shutting down major factories and 
impacting disproportionately on workers. Over 
the past two months, in the capital, Tehran, work-
ing-class areas in the south and west of the city 
have been hit by 75% of the power cuts, often 
lasting four hours per day, while the prosperous 
north of the city has had very few outages. 

Nevertheless, workers continue to organise 
and fight. On May 1 the Coordinating Council of 
teachers’ unions organised protests which were 
heavily repressed.

Last week bakers in Tehran and Arak protested 
about flour shortages and power cuts. Water and 
electricity workers in the southern region of Khuz-
estan protested against unpaid wages.

Since the mid-90s the Iranian economy has 
been deregulated, with a majority of workers now 
on short-term, usually three-month, contracts. 
Contract oil workers have their own clandestine 
organisation and committees and last week they 
protested in front of the Oil Ministry, chanting, 
“Our tables are empty.”

Our people are the workers. Solidarity with the 
Iranian working class! □

Step up fight on 
benefit cuts!
By Cathy Nugent

On 7 May, MPs discussed potential cuts to 
Personal Independence Payments at a West-

minster Hall debate (a forum where government 
ministers are questioned). A number of MPs re-
ported the situation of constituents who have ap-
proached them in fear of these cuts.

The MPs who spoke against cuts went beyond 
the 42 Labour MPs who last week signed a letter 
to Starmer pledging opposition and calling for a 
pause and change in direction. Danny Kruger, the 
Shadow Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State 
for Work and Pensions, also spoke, to say that the 
Tories will be joining MPs opposing the changes 
on the grounds that this was a cut without any 
plan for reforming the benefits system!

Control
Labour has lost control of its narrative — increas-
ingly it looks like the “nasty party”. Even if it man-
ages to push through these cuts it could do itself 
irreparable and irreversible political damage.

Time is short to get the government to either 
pause or change direction. We need to step up 
the pressure now.

We need to hammer home why benefit claims 
are rising. A recent report from the New Econom-
ics Foundation shows that the pandemic and the 

cost-of-living crisis has hugely impacted on our 
health, especially our mental health. In addition, 
a rise in claims, over-and-above the rise in disa-
bility, is likely due to more people claiming the 
help they are entitled to who previously let it go 
because of the hassle.

Reality
The government is not listening to the voices of 
people who best understand this reality. A Work-
ers’ Liberty supporter who attended a demonstra-
tion outside the Manchester public consultation 
on the proposed changes reports:

“[The event] had only 20 tickets made availa-
ble…. the scope of the consultation was limited 
to specific parts of the proposal (i.e. there was no 
opportunity for people in the consultation to say 
‘I disagree with the proposal as a whole’).

“Over the course of maybe 20-40 minutes, 
people managed to sneak in... Eventually secu-
rity gave up and everyone got in. Once inside, 
we were blocked from getting to the consultation 
room, police were present, but staff were wary of 
the optics of trying to remove a group of disabled 
people from the building with the TV crews there. 
Eventually 15 of us got let in to the consultation 
halfway through. The format of the consultation 
was small groups. Our group was lead by the 
senior civil servant who originally spent an hour 
keeping us out, who was then very frank about 
how he also thought the proposal wasn’t exactly 
a good move.”

Disabled People Against Cuts (DPAC) is organ-
ising a lobby of MPs on 21 May. Anyone who can 
get to it should. On Saturday 31 May DPAC-led 
lobbies or demonstrations will be held against 
Stephen Timms (in Newham) and Rachel Reeves 
(10-1.30am, Bramley Centre, Leeds). Sheffield La-
bour Against the Benefit Cuts has a demonstra-
tion on Saturday 17 May, from 2pm at City Hall.

Unison’s officials have yet to act on the union’s 
National Executive decision to have an active 
campaign of opposition. Branches and Exec 
members should demand they get on with it. 
Similarly Unite’s Retired Members section needs 
to start its promised campaign against the cuts. □
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