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What is the Alliance
for Workers’ Liberty?
Today one class, the working class, lives by selling its
labour power to another, the capitalist class, which owns
the means of production. Society is shaped by the
capitalists’ relentless drive to increase their
wealth. Capitalism causes poverty,
unemployment, the blighting of lives by
overwork, imperialism, the destruction of
the environment and much else.
Against the accumulated wealth and
power of the capitalists, the working class has
one weapon: solidarity.
The Alliance for Workers’ Liberty aims to build solidarity
through struggle so that the working class can overthrow
capitalism. We want socialist revolution: collective
ownership of industry and services, workers’ control and a
democracy much fuller than the present system, with
elected representatives recallable at any time and an end to
bureaucrats’ and managers’ privileges.
We fight for the labour movement to break with “social
partnership” and assert working-class interests militantly
against the bosses.
Our priority is to work in the workplaces and trade
unions, supporting workers’ struggles, producing
workplace bulletins, helping organise rank-and-file groups.
We are also active among students and in many
campaigns and alliances.
We stand for:
● Independent working-class representation in politics.
● A workers’ government, based on and accountable to the
labour movement.
● A workers’ charter of trade union rights — to organise, to
strike, to picket effectively, and to take solidarity action.
● Taxation of the rich to fund decent public services,
homes, education and jobs for all.
● A workers’ movement that fights all forms of oppression.
Full equality for women and social provision to free women
from the burden of housework. Free abortion on request.
Full equality for lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender
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 society, from the smallest
workplace or community to global social organisation.
● Working-class solidarity in international politics: equal
rights for all nations, against imperialists and predators big
and small.
● Maximum left unity in action, and openness in debate.
●●If020
you7394
agree8923
with●us,
please take some copies of Solidarity
solidarity@workersliberty.org
to sell — and join us!
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SNP MSP tweets anti-semitic cartoon
By Dale Street

On 6 November SNP MSP
Sandra White retweeted a
particularly vile antisemitic “cartoon” commonly
used by US neo-Nazis.
The “cartoon” portrayed
a pig labelled “Rothschild”.
A picture on the pig portrayed Rothschild himself
(above a blood-red Star of
David), Bush and Obama.
On either side of the picture
were clawed hands and
hooked noses.
Such details would not
have been apparent in the
tweet of the “cartoon”. Even
so, the very visible word
“Rothschild” showed that
this was “classical”
19th/20th century antisemitism. So too did other
elements of the “cartoon”,
including its headline:
“Why Murdoch and Rothschilds Push for War”.
Five piglets were suckling
the pig. They carried the
words or flags: MI6/Union
Jack; Mossad/ISIS; AlQaeda; CIA/US flag; Israeli
flag; Boko Haram. In other
words: rich Jewish bankers
(the Rothschilds) control the
world.
A German student at
Glasgow University (in
White’s constituency)
launched an online petition
calling for White’s resignation. He explained: “In Germany, where such
propaganda resulted in the
dehumanisation and eventual killing of European
Jewry, a politician would
not only resign but face a
criminal charge.”
Three days later, after
complaints to the SNP by
the Jewish Chronicle and the
Scottish Council of Jewish

The anti-semitic cartoon
Communities (SCJC), an
SNP spokesperson issued a
pro forma apology:
“This tweet was
retweeted in error and has
been removed from Sandra
White’s account. Sandra
apologises for any offence
caused.”
White had no comment to
make. And no direct public
apology. And no tweet to
her 6,500 followers to criticise her antisemitic retweet
and flag up its removal.
At this point SNP leader
Nicola Sturgeon intervened.
By 11th November both
White and Sturgeon had issued full and public apologies, including ones directly
to SCJC.
SCJC director Ephraim
Borowski, who had initiated
complaints to the SNP
about the retweet, commented: “No-one is seriously going to suggest that

COP 21 banned
By Gemma Short
The United Nations Climate Chance Conference,
COP21, will be held between 30 November and
11 December in Paris.
The stated aim of the conference is to achieve a
legally binding and universal agreement on climate
from all the nations involved, yet previous sessions of the conference
including most recently in
Copenhagen, have failed to
achieve such agreements.
Planned demonstrations
at the conference by climate
activists have been banned

by the French state as part
of their ″state of emergency″ measures. This is a
bad thing, and sets a bad
precedent for anti-terror
laws being used against
demonstrations and
protests.
An international day of
mobilisation for climate,
justice and jobs has been
called prior to the conference. A demonstration
will be held in London
starting at 12 noon on 29
November from Park Lane
through central London to
Millbank. We urge activists to join us on that
day.
• climatejusticejobs.org.uk

Sandra White is personally
antisemitic.”
Despite the vile nature of
White’s retweet, Borowski
was right.
White is not personally
anti-semitic. But she is certainly exemplary of, and
blind to, the political antisemitism inherent in much
of what passes for Palestinian solidarity campaigning,
especially in Scotland.
White herself supports a
“two-state solution” in the
Middle East.
But she uncritically backs
campaigns committed to
the destruction of Israel (i.e.
Jews are not entitled to a
state of their own) and demands in pursuit of that
goal (i.e. boycott the Jewish
state, even though it lags
well behind a lot of other
states in breaching human
rights).
White regularly speaks on

platforms of the Scottish
Palestine Solidarity Campaign (SPSC), despite a
litany of complaints from
the SCJC about the public
statements and conduct of
at least some of the SPSC’s
members.
Nor is there any evidence
that White has ever spoken
out against any of the worst
examples of the politics and
demagogy of the SPSC –
such as “commemorating”
Holocaust Memorial Day
with readings from the antisemitic play “Perdition”, or
its endless denunciations of
Israeli “genocide”.
But at least White has
been forced to confront
and acknowledge the antisemitism of her retweet,
even if as a result of action by her party leader
rather than in response to
complaints by the SCJC.

By Omar Raii

pose? Though the minimum
figure often given for the
number of districts effectively controlled by the
group is 35 (out of
Afghanistan’s 398), many
say that their true influence
could well be in one-fifth of
the country.
The Taliban have been responsible for around threequarters of the civilian
deaths in Afghanistan and
so their recent successes are
a worrying sign.
Many of the Afghans
currently fleeing into Europe have left areas under
Taliban control or of ongoing fighting.

Taliban victory

In October, the Taliban
managed to claim what
was perhaps their greatest victory since 2001, in
which they managed to
take brief control of
Afghanistan’s fifth largest
city, the northern provincial town of Kunduz.
The embarrassing loss of
this city by the Afghan central government was followed by even more
problems when in the ensuing re-taking of the city, US
forces bombed a Médécins
Sans Frontières hospital, apparently on the orders of
the Afghan government.
But how much of a threat
do the Taliban currently

• Full article at:
http://bit.ly/1HZy9sM
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Support the junior doctors!
By Gemma Short
Junior doctors in the BMA
(British Medical Association) have voted by an
overwhelming 98% for
strikes over the unfair and
unsafe new contracts, on
a turn out of 76%.
The huge ″yes″ vote and
turnout will be a huge boost
to morale for doctors and
others campaigning to save
the NHS. Already the press
is hunting for the one or
two doctors who will not
strike to speak out, yet the
junior doctors′
dispute has a lot
of public support.
The BMA set
the dates for
strikes in advance of the ballot result, and
has confirmed
the dates now as
1, 8 and 16 December. Doctors
will provide
emergency-only
care on 1 and 8
December, meaning routine operations and
outpatient clinics
will be closed.
On 16 December
junior doctors
will not provide
any cover, with
consultants and
staff doctors
committing to fill
in for emergency
cover — increasing the disrup-

tion as consultants are taken
from specialised clinics to
provide emergency cover.
Setting three strikes in advance, with an escalation of
disruption, shows junior
doctors are serious and
have thought about industrial strategy. In fact it is
better than most public sector unions managed in the
pensions and pay national
strikes in the last five years.
During the ballot Jeremy
Hunt tried, and failed, to
buy off doctors and turn the
public against them by of-

fering junior doctors an 11%
rise on their basic pay. Yet
this would not change the
huge loss of pay junior doctors are expecting from the
increase in the hours that
doctors are expected to
work on their basic rate. It
also does nothing to address the issues of workload
and unsafe working hours.
The junior doctors′ dispute is about more than just
their pay or working hours.
A large number of placards
on the 20,000 strong London demonstration linked

the demands to the slogan
″save the NHS″. The dispute over junior doctors′
contracts is opening up the
discussion about the funding of and privatisation of
the NHS. A whole raft of
other NHS workers are affected by these issues as
well.
Join doctors’ picket
lines on 1, 8 and 16 December, pass motions of
solidarity in your union
branches, and get involved in campaigning to
save the NHS.

Daesh shifts its tactics
By Simon Nelson
Daesh has since its evolution from
Al Qaeda in Iraq concentrated on
the “near enemy”, on sectarian
killing of Shia Muslims, non-compliant Sunnis, and other minorities,
and conquest of contiguous territory to form its “Islamic State”.
The “far enemy” was not a priority
for Daesh.
Now there is a shift in the style and
type of attack that Daesh and its supporters carry out. The downing of a
Russian plane, the bombing of Beirut,
and the bombings and mass shootings
in Paris, are more like Al Qaeda attacks such as the 2004 Madrid bombing.
Daesh do not follow the guidance
issued by Al Qaeda in 2013 to avoid
attacks that could kill Muslim civilians. It is not that Al Qaeda have more
moral compass than Daesh, or that Al

Qaeda cells have diligently followed
the guidance. The guidance was made
to propagandise for a particular kind
of reaction from Muslims in Western
countries.
Whether these attacks were ordered
by the Caliphate, and the extent to
which Daesh’s leadership in Raqqa
had oversight of them, is not clear.
However, Daesh soon put out statements welcoming and seeking to justify the attacks.
They say they were “targeting the
capital of prostitution and vice, the
lead carrier of the cross in Europe —
Paris”. They “attacked precisely chosen targets in the centre of the capital
of France... includ[ing] the Bataclan
theatre for exhibitions, where hundreds of pagans gathered for a concert
of prostitution and vice.
“Let France and all nations following its path know that they will continue to be at the top of the target list

for the Islamic State and that the scent
of death will not leave their nostrils as
long as they partake in the crusader
campaign, as long as they dare to
curse our Prophet... as long as they
boast about their war against Islam in
France and their strikes against Muslims in the lands of the Caliphate”.
Yet there is evidence that the Paris
attacks were carried out by “sleeper
cells” long established there, and had
their own motives quite autonomous
from reaction to France’s recent bombing in Syria.
Daesh’s encouragement for “lone
wolf” attacks, as at the Brussels Jewish Museum or the Sousse beach
shooting in Tunisia, shows that their
tactics have shifted and expanded
since their formation.
The millions of people fleeing
Daesh and their cothinkers in Syria
now potentially face the same
enemy wherever they go.

Autumn Statement
By Matthew Thompson
Chancellor of the Exchequer George Osborne will set
out the Government’s tax and spending plans when he
delivers the annual Autumn Statement to the House of
Commons on 25 November.
He will outline how the Government intends to meet its
target of cutting an extra £20 billion from public spending
by 2019-20, the equivalent of Departmental budgets
falling by between twenty-five and forty per cent over the
next five years. Osborne is also expected to list ways in
which the Treasury will look to minimise the impact of
the £4.4 billion in cuts to tax credits (paid to low-paid and
part-time workers) announced in the Budget in July.
Osborne has been heavily criticised by the press over
his plans to cut tax credits, not long after an election campaign in which the Tories presented themselves as the
“workers’ party”, standing up for “strivers” against socalled “skivers” on benefits. He was attacked in October
by Tory backbenchers in an Opposition day debate on the
issue in the House of Commons and lost a vote in the
House of Lords on the statutory instrument which would
have brought in the changes next April.
Osborne promised to listen to the concerns expressed
by his Parliamentary colleagues, although at the same
time Downing Street officials floated the idea of the Government creating hundreds of new Tory peers to push the
measure through, a threat unheard since the Liberal government before the First World War had its “People’s
Budget” blocked by Tories in the upper house.
It is unlikely that Osborne will signal an open U-turn on
his plans to cut tax credits in the Autumn Statement on 25
November. It is much more likely that he will tweak taxes
in other areas to lessen the impact of the upcoming drop
in the incomes of the lowest-paid workers. He could do
this in a number of ways. He could speed up the introduction of a higher personal allowance for Income Tax,
due to rise to £10,600 next April and to £11,000 by 2017-18.
He could raise the lower earnings limit at which workers
start paying National Insurance contributions on their
wages (currently £111 a week), possibly bringing it into
line with the new higher personal allowance for Income
Tax, or a combination of the two. He could also bring forward the rate at which the new so-called “National Living
Wage” he announced in this summer’s Budget will increase. (It is due to come in at £7.20 an hour next April before rising to £9 an hour by 2020). That would be
unpopular with Tory-voting small business owners who
are already unhappy about the whole living-wage idea.
It also almost inevitable though, that what Osborne announces next week will reduce rather than offset the impact of the cuts to tax credits.
Momentum, the grassroots movement set up to
continue the “surge” which saw Jeremy Corbyn
elected Leader of the Labour Party, is organising
protests with the People’s Assembly across the country around the time of the Autumn Statement to
protest at cuts to tax credits.

No mourning for Emwazi
One of Daesh’s most valuable propaganda assets, Mohammed Emwazi, Jihadi John for much of the tabloid
press, was targeted by a US drone strike on 12 November, after being located in Raqqa by MI6. The US military
say they are 99% certain they have killed him.
Emwazi appeared in numerous videos of killings of
hostages and of captured Syrian soldiers. Reportedly, he
was heavily protected by Daesh, appearing publicly only in
their videos. As Jeremy Corbyn said: “it appears Mohammed Emwazi has been held to account for his callous
and brutal crimes”.
No socialist can mourn Emwazi. At the same time we cannot imagine that the licence which the UK and the USA
claim to compile “kill lists”, to target with drone strikes,
with very little public scrutiny even after the event, is the
answer.
The death of Emwazi may give some relief to the victims of the gruesome hostage videos, but Daesh continues to recruit new executioners.
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Flags and solidarity
By Michael Chessum
In the wake of events like the massacre in Paris, almost
all responses seem inadequate or wrong — especially
the official and establishment ones.
Solidarity with the French nation is an easy sentiment, but
far from a simple one. And among a wide variety of commentators and activists — predominantly on the left — it has become usual to denounce the selective mourning of Parisians,
as opposed to those killed in Beirut or Baghdad.
Flags are, to be sure, a bad way to remember people. Meaningful solidarity — which can only ever be and aimed at addressing real political and material problems, and therefore
far beyond any sense of nation — cannot be adequately expressed through symbols with so much baggage, which can
be so easily used to unify and mythologise the experience of
terror. In the domestic politics of France, it is an explicitly national pride and national mourning will be used as cover by
the far right and the political centre for a new set of attacks
on Muslims in French society.
But some of the critical responses to mourning the dead in
Paris are hard to swallow. The political dimensions are different — and the media coverage doubly so — but the logic
that asks why Parisians are so mourned is not so different to
the arguments of apologists for the Israeli government who
demand to know why the left focuses so much on Israeli war
crimes when there are so many others around the world,
such as Western Sahara or Tibet.
To this the British left is used to responding that of course
we are also in favour of solidarity with the people of Western
Sahara or Tibet, and we would lead it ourselves if we had the
time and energy. But why do apologists for the oppression of
Palestinians only start caring so publicly about these places
when we start criticising the Israeli government?
Mourning and political solidarity are always selective. The
left does focus disproportionately on what happens in Is-

rael/Palestine, partly because it is such a pivotal question for
regional and global politics, but also because it is close to
home. Events in Jerusalem or Jenin are very linked to
Britain’s imperial legacy — and injustices there hold a special
kind of symbolism.
Paris is close to home. Here is a place to which many people have been on holiday, which they have studied in GCSE
French, or which is home to their friends and family. These
attacks will play a pivotal role in the politics of our own region — moulding and licensing our governments’ response
to the refugee crisis and their persecution of Muslims. A response which tells people to stop mourning their neighbour,
or to stop worrying about the proliferation of explosions
closer and closer to their own front door, is just about the least
convincing way of trying to alter how people think about the
world.

TRUTH

There is an important truth that many of these criticisms
are trying to get at and rectify – that the political establishment and media are systematically racist and eurocentric, and that they value the lives of poor people of
colour far less than they value the lives of rich white
westerners.
But the atrocities in Beirut happened well before the attacks
in Paris – and until bombs exploded in Paris, barely anyone
talked on the left talked about them either.
Nationalism and eurocentrism do need to be opposed. If
we, the left, want to do so effectively, we will need to offer
genuine alternatives — to change the way the media reports,
and to persuade a much wider layer of people that the really
effective form of solidarity is an internationalist, rather than
a nationalist one. To do that, we need to locate the problem
on a societal and collective level, rather than obnoxiously berating those who display a French flag or mourn the Parisian
dead. We need to create a public consciousness that em-

Cities around the world projected the French flag onto famous
buildings
pathises with the victims of atrocities across the world, not
simply seek to reactively redirect grief over events as they
emerge.
For now, there are thousands of people, who, confronted with an array of pious pronouncements from leftwing commentators, are thinking: “Well, those guys are
weird. And why did they only start caring so publicly
about explosions in Beirut when I changed my Facebook
profile picture to the tricolour?”

More hopeful for the Left Bloc?
Letters
The Solidarity 384 article on Portugal says the Portuguese SP is a “neo-liberal” party and seems to suggest
that the Left Bloc shouldn’t have entered government
with them. I think this misreads the situation.
Whilst the Portuguese SP back in 2008-2012 implemented
harsh austerity, the programme the new leader of the SP Antonio Costa ran on in this election is not neo-liberal. It seems
straightforwardly Keynesian and social democratic. So they
promised to match the Troika’s targets for reducing the deficit
but Costa pledged to do this not through austerity but boosting disposable income to households.
Reuters reports “He proposed to boost incomes, hiring and
growth in order to cut the budget deficits while scrapping
austerity measures and cutting taxes, asserting that would
still allow deficits to reduce in line with the Euro convergence
criteria”. “Also, he pledged to roll back a hugely unpopular
hike in value added tax on restaurants and reinstate some
benefits for civil servants “
Obviously Hollande’s Socialists in France stood on pretty
much the same thing and then ended up imposing more austerity themselves. However there has been a rising tide of
anti-austerity agitation in Portugal and the country is moving
leftward. Costa himself seized the leadership of the SP from
a neo-liberal former leader.
Our article seemed to suggest the Left Bloc is mistaken to
form a united front government with the SP, and it will end
up behaving the same way as the left wing in Syriza did
when the Tsipras governments caved and imposed the new
memorandum.
I don’t think this is inevitable and given the Portuguese
working-class desire for an anti-austerity government, leftwing deputies should support the formation of such a government.

The nature of that government and the left’s intervention within it can be determined by struggle on the
streets, in the unions and by struggle within the Left Bloc
itself.
Dave Kirk

Reply: our program is for when?
Dave Kirk argues that the Portuguese SP is not neoliberal, that the Left Bloc is right to form a government
coalition with it, and that the nature of an SP-led government is fluid, indeterminate, determinable by struggle on
the streets.
Does he mean that with enough street agitation, it could
become a workers’ government?
On Sunday 8 November I went to a session at the Historical
Materialism conference where Mariana Mortagua, economic
spokesperson of the Left Bloc, spoke.
In response to questions, she made none of the claims that
Dave makes. She defended the Left Bloc decision to ally with
the SP with obvious unease, and only as a way to put a brake
on the right-wing direction of Portugal under the PSD government.
There are variants within neoliberalism. The Portuguese
SP’s current policy is a less harsh variant than the PSD’s, but,
as Dave himself points out, it is “pretty much the same thing”
as Francois Hollande promised when campaigning for president in France. Or as Helle Thorning-Schmidt’s Social Democrats promised in Denmark in 2011. Or, indeed, as Justin
Trudeau’s Liberals promised in Canada’s recent election.
The Portuguese SP is different from the Canadian Liberals
in having some links with the labour movement, but different
also from the British Labour Party, or even the French SP, or
even Greece’s Pasok, in the weakness of those links.
It was founded only in 1973, as a small exile group. It built
up support in the tumult of 1974-5, but as the “safe” option

as against the revolutionary left, the Stalinists, and the supporters of the old fascist regime.
After the Eanes military coup in November 1975, it became
the major governing party of stabilisation, and of integration
of Portugal into European capitalism. (Under the Salazar and
Caetano dictatorships, Portugal’s economic orientation had
been more to its then-surviving colonial empire, which collapsed in 1974-5).
Costa represents a nudge to the left compared to the previous SP leadership, but nothing anywhere near the Corbyn
surge in the British Labour Party.
Should the revolutionary left nevertheless merge with this
not-so-bad neo-liberalism as the best available alternative to
the harsh neo-liberalism of the PSD? I think that an independent working-class stance is both more likely to win concessions in the short term, and essential for the longer-term
task of transforming the workers’ movement so that it can
transform society.
The revolutionary left might well address itself to rank and
file working-class supporters of the SP with a policy offering
support to an SP government under certain conditions, but
those conditions should include major steps to empower the
working class rather than just a braking and softening of neoliberalism.
Otherwise our essential policies are relegated to a limbo of
things to be pursued at another time — not in this crisis, not
in this moment of uncertainty within the bourgeois order, not
now when the working class is suffering and stirring, but at
some quiet and ideal future time.
An independent stance by the Left Bloc might well leave
Portugal unable to form a government, and forced into new
elections, or make “centre” elements of the old parties split
away to form a new governing coalition.
Those outcomes, with the revolutionary left standing
clearly as the pole of working-class opposition, would
be better than a peace treaty between the revolutionary
left and modified neo-liberalism.
Martin Thomas
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Vigil in Beirut

The killings in Sinai, Beirut, and Paris
On 31 October the Islamist group Daesh claimed the destruction of a Russian passenger aircraft flight 7K9268,
over Sinai, Egypt, on 31 October, killing 224 people. On
12 November it claimed 43 civilians killed by bombings
in Beirut. And now it has claimed 129 people killed in
Paris on the evening of 13 November.
In Paris, gunmen opened fire in many crowded cafes,
dance halls, and stadiums. The latest count is 352 injured, 99
critically. The suspected ringleader, a Belgian national, has
been killed in a police raid.
Daesh conquered Iraq’s second city, Mosul, in June 2014,
and since then has run a bloodthirsty “caliphate” in territory
stretching across northern Iraq and eastern Syria, along the
Euphrates valley, from almost the border of Iran to almost
the border of Turkey.
It has massacred hundreds and thousands in that territory,
just for differing with Daesh’s obscurantist doctrines, and
taken women into slavery.
Pushed back slightly by Kurdish forces in northern Iraq
and around Kobane, and restrained from further advance by
Iraqi government forces in de facto alliance with the USA and
Iran, Daesh has continued its bloody rule over most of its territory.
Now it has started another front of battle, against the ordinary people of Russia, Lebanon, and France. The military involvement of those states in Syria is only an excuse. The
action is aimed not at easing oppression, but at provoking
polarisation and repression which will drive new recruits towards the jihadi-terrorists.
The most effective fighters against Daesh in Syria and Iraq
have been the relatively secular-Muslim Kurdish forces. The
US and its allies have given them dribs and drabs of aid, but
no more.
The US and its allies remain in league with the Turkish
regime of Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, which has often turned a
blind eye to Daesh activities because it hopes they may
weaken the Kurds and the Assad regime. Whenever Erdoğan
has felt compelled to take some action against Daesh, he has
simultaneously attacked the Kurds.
The US and its allies also remain in league with Saudi Arabia, Qatar, and the other Gulf states, which are responsible
for funding the Sunni-sectarian trend of the Syrian resistance,
from which Daesh has nourished itself.
Their operational aim in Syria and Iraq now is just to keep
the conflict continuing and contained, and ensure no side
gains a decisive advantage, with the hope that after some duration of bloodshed all sides will be weakened enough for
them to preside over a compromise deal acceptable to all the
strong states in the area.
Solidarity with the victims of Daesh terror, and effective
action to cut the roots of this gang, must therefore be through
the independent and democratic struggles of the international working class, Muslim, Christian, Jewish, atheist, and
other — and not through any sort of common front with big-

power governments, let alone with their attacks on civil
rights.
French president Francois Hollande has declared France is
“at war”, stepped up bombing in Syria, and declared a state
of emergency in France. British prime minister David
Cameron has suggested that he will try again to get a parliamentary majority for Britain to bomb targets in Syria.
The US, French, or maybe British bombing in Syria is no
more likely to bring progress than the US military action in
Afghanistan, launched in a similar wave of retaliation after
the Al Qaeda atrocity in New York on 11 September 2001.
After 14 years of US military action, the Taliban is stronger
than it was when Afghan forces allied with the US drove it
out of Kabul in November 2001. The US military action has
driven people into the arms of the Taliban, rather than undermining it. Afghanistan remains plagued by war and Islamism.
In Syria, not even a first flash of progress, such as happened when the people of Kabul rejoiced at the fall of the Taliban in 2001, is likely. At most, increased bombing of Daesh
might strengthen other Sunni-sectarian anti-Assad groups,
or the Assad regime, that is, just shift the balance between
the rival reactionary forces.

ALTERNATIVES

Only politics based on democratic and working-class
mobilisation in the whole region, against US and French
allies like the Turkish and Saudi government, and actively supporting the Kurds’ struggle for national rights,
can create better alternatives.
Equally to be rejected is any apology for or whitewashing
of Daesh. This is not the French people “reaping” what they
have supposedly “sowed”. Civilians are not responsible for
the actions of governments. And the Daesh leaders are conscious political actors motivated by a deeply reactionary Islamist ideology.
They are not stupid, nor are they automatons who simply
react to whatever US and European imperialism does. They
have their own conscious political strategy which we should
take seriously.
Most people who oppose the US or Russian or French governments, and their international activities — most people
who have fought imperialism all through history — do so
without drawing the conclusion that the way forward is the
establishment of a violent theocracy and the launching of indiscriminate attacks on civilians.
Daesh’s actions can no more be dismissed as just inevitable
“blowback” from US and French government policy than
Hitler’s atrocities could be dismissed as automatic “blowback” from the Treaty of Versailles.
We recall today what we wrote in September 2011, after Al
Qaeda made the attack on New York which served the Paris
and Sinai attackers as their model.

“Such people are enemies for the working class and the
labour movement as much as the US government is [or the
French government]. In fact, more so. Modern capitalism includes profiteering, exploitation, and imperialism, but it also
includes the elements of civilisation, technology and culture
which make it possible for us to build socialism out of it”.
We recalled the words of Lenin, the great Marxist advocate
of revolutionary struggle against imperialism:
“Imperialism is as much our mortal enemy as is capitalism.
That is so. No Marxist will forget, however, that capitalism
is progressive compared with feudalism, and that imperialism is progressive compared with pre-monopoly capitalism.
Hence, it is not every struggle against imperialism that we
should support. We will not support a struggle of the reactionary classes against imperialism”.
We recalled, also: “Fascism recruits mass support from people who have been disappointed, ruined and oppressed, and
often think they are combatting ‘finance capital’; that does
not make it any the less vile. The same goes for Islamic fundamentalist militarism”.
We continued: “The US government will respond to the
New York massacre with bombing raids abroad and a clampdown at home. Its aim will be to make a show of retaliation
and retribution. It will not and cannot mend the conditions
which gave rise to this atrocity, conditions which the US government itself, capitalist and imperialist, has helped to shape.
Probably ordinary working people who live in [target areas]
will be the victims...
“Civil rights will come under attack both in the US and in
other countries... These blows at civil rights will do far more
to hamper the labour movement, the only force which can remake the world so as to end such atrocities, than to stop the
killers. Repression may well increase support for the most
desperate and dehumanised groups.
“The first, and still the most-suffering, victims of Islamic
fundamentalist militarism are the people, mostly Muslim, of
the countries where the Islamists are powerful.
“Refugees seeking asylum in Britain do not in any way
share blame for the New York massacre. In fact, many of
them are refugees because they are fleeing Islamic-fundamentalist governments...
“We must remake the world. We must remake it on the
basis of the solidarity, democracy and spirit of equality which
are as much part of human nature as the rage and despair
which must have motivated the attackers...
“That is the battle to which we must re-dedicate ourselves. That is the battle in the name of which we will oppose all moves by the governments of the big powers to
make spectacular retaliation or to restrict civil rights”.

Solidarity 386 will be published on
Wednesday 2 December.
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No one
leaves home....
Kenyan-born Somali-British poet Warsan Shire explains why refugees leave their countries, putting
their lives and their children lives at risk. This is the
strongest possible answer to the stupidity that characterises racist and fascist “thinking” against migrants. It is a weapon in the hands of all those who
struggle for humanity and justice. (Extracts)
no one leaves home unless
home is the mouth of a shark
you only run for the border
when you see the whole city running as well
….
you have to understand,
that no one puts their children in a boat
unless the water is safer than the land
no one burns their palms
under trains
beneath carriages
no one spends days and nights in the stomach of a truck
feeding on newspaper unless the miles travelled
means something more than journey.
no one crawls under fences
no one wants to be beaten
pitied
….
the
go home blacks
refugees
dirty immigrants
asylum seekers
sucking our country dry
niggers with their hands out
they smell strange
savage
messed up their country and now they want
to mess ours up
how do the words
the dirty looks
roll off your backs
maybe because the blow is softer
than a limb torn off
….
I want to go home,
but home is the mouth of a shark
home is the barrel of the gun
and no one would leave home
unless home chased you to the shore
unless home told you
to quicken your legs
leave your clothes behind
crawl through the desert
wade through the oceans
drown
save
be hunger
beg
your survival is more important
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Greece and the refu
By Theodora Polenta
Fences in Evros (on the Greek-Turkish border), Hungary,
Bulgaria, Slovenia, Austria… The Calais tunnel and the
“protection” of the French and UK borders… Fences in
Mexico. Walls in Israel. Visible and invisible fences
through the sea, through the land, though the air.
Refugees and migrants demonstrating near sunbathers on
a beach in Calais, on a beach in Lesbos, on a beach in Kos.
Refugees and migrants with no names stacked between
borders and outside the realm of geographical boundaries
and temporality. In uncharted territories, people who concretise the meaning of Michel Foucault’s Heterotopia, “spaces
of otherness, which are neither here nor there, that are simultaneously physical and mental”.
Europe is now but a shadow of the People’s Europe that
celebrated the fall of the Berlin Wall, the Europe that celebrated the demolition of fences and walls that divided people.
For months thousands of refugees have been trying to get
to Greece and Europe, in search of work, dignity and survival. Many of them, children, women and men have
drowned in the waters of the Aegean and the Mediterranean,
chased by Europe’s border police, Frontex.
Others, who manage to arrive, find themselves in modern
concentration camps, and suffer the brutality from the Greek
police, and plundering by illegal or legal mafia — traffickers,
black marketeers, unscrupulous shopkeepers.
According to UNHCR, by July 2015 12 million Syrians had
fled their homes. Of these 7.6 million are displaced within
Syria, two million are in Turkey, 1.2 million in Lebanon, 0.6
million in Jordan, 0.25 million in Iran, 0.2 million in Egypt
and only 0.4 million in Europe.

DROWNED
More than 3,150 people have been drowned in the
Mediterranean in the first nine months of 2015.
In the last two months 100 children have died in the
Aegean. And yet the EU leaders have decided, in their endless summits and counter summits, new measures of repression and deterrence against refugees attempting to cross the
border.
The numbers of refugees will grow as long as there is an
escalation and continuation of the wars. The wars in Syria,
Iraq, Afghanistan, Ukraine, Libya, Somalia, Eritrea, Yemen,
Nigeria, Sudan all have the direct engagement and intervention of the imperialist centres, the most recent being the direct
involvement of Russia and the US in Syria, the intensification
of repression in Palestine by Israel, and the war of Erdogan
against the Kurds, the left and the labour movement in
Turkey. The Aegean is a sea cemetery of the new “sans papiers”.
On 27 October, 11 refugees died, of whom eight were children, and 40 went missing near Lesbos and Agathonisi. Before then, a total of 925 refugees had been rescued in 20
incidents in the maritime areas of Lesbos, Chios, Samos and
Kos.
The continuing tragedy in the Aegean makes two measures
urgent. The first would be to organise passenger-ship transfers of refugees from the Turkish coasts directly to the ports
of Piraeus, Kavala and Thessaloniki.
Second would be to dismantle the fence in Evros, on the
land border between Greece and Turkey.
In Greece, the government of Syriza and Anel has responsibility. Their “half promise” before the September election
of a liberal and humanist program in all aspects of life not affected by the Third Memorandum and budgetary concerns
has crashed. Tsipras is now defending the fence in Evros. On
a tour with Martin Schulz, the Social Democrat President of
the European Parliament, and in response to the left parties

and the youth of Syriza who demand the removal of the
Evros fence, Tsipras said: “The demolition of the fence in
Evros seems a good idea to those who have no idea about reality, to those that do not know that there are mines in Evros!”
If there is still a problem with mines in Evros, why does
the government not collaborate with the Turkish government
to clear the mines? Were the whole of Syriza and all the revolutionary left, anti-racist and progressive forces and movements politically naïve when they were fighting against the
creation of the fence in Evros back in 2012? Was Alexis Tsipras
“politically naïve and ignorant” when abolition of the fence
was included in the program of Syriza?
The funding given by the EU for interceptions and returns
is 27 times greater than funding for “humanitarian aid”. The
funds allocated for Greece are as follows: €430 million to create “hotspots” (processing centres), €80 million for expulsions, and only €2-3 million for humanitarian relief.
After the last EU mini-session on 25 October, which involved ten countries of the EU but excluded the UK, France,
and Italy, a 17 point draft plan for action was drawn up.
It included: creation of “hotspot” screening centres, new
fences and military-style operations by Frontex in cooperation with coastguards, police and armies in all countries that
are considered to be the routes of passage for refugees.
100,000 resettlement places for refugees will be found in Europe. But in the summer alone, and in Greece alone, the number of immigrants and refugees passed 250,000.
The external and internal borders of Europe will be closed
even more tightly. Co-operation will take place between
Greece, Bulgaria, the EU, Turkey, Macedonia, and Albania,
for border control. Detention camps will be built in Greece
for 50,000 refugees.
The EU leaders are cynically granting promises EU entrance and unrestricted visas to Turkish citizens, €3 billion to
the murderous government of Erdogan. This in exchange for
keeping the refugee “problem” within Turkey and outside
the EU borders.

HOSPITALITY
In Greece, shortly after the Deputy Minister of Migration
Policy, Yannis Mouzala, backed keeping the Evros fence,
he announced plans for two “hospitality centres” in
Sindo and Lavrion for 20,000 refugees.
He also said the government will reopen the infamous
Amygdaleza detention camp: “immigrants who have illegally entered Greece are subject to different laws.” This is the
same Amygdalega detention centre that the last Syriza government was gradually shutting down (back in March 2015)
due to the inhumane living conditions which led to the suicide of a Pakistani national.
The Greek government could have demolished the “fence”
in Evros, allowing refugees to move more safely by land. This
government could have operated boats, in cooperation with
Turkey, to carry refugees safely from the Turkish coast. Why
these simple, straightforward solutions have been conveniently eradicated from official discourse on the “problem of
refugees”?
First of all, because the Syriza-ANEL government remains
subservient to the European policy on supposed “control of
refugee flows”. Secondly, because the government does not
dare to clash with the racist prejudices which have saturated
previous governments and much of Greek society.
ANEL has within its ranks openly racist and xenophobic
politicians. ANEL leader Panos Kammenos repeats, as his
“red line”, that the borders must remain “impervious” and
that the Thrace-Aegean-Cyprus line is a “line of defence of
Hellenism.”
According to the activists of the anti-racist movement, the
Coast Guards continue a policy of “pushing back” when they
come across drifting rubber boats in the Aegean. If it is true,
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ugees: solidarity first!

Acts of solidarity. Protest on Lesbos, 31 October, local residents care for the baby of a Syrian refugee
it is a racist crime, violating even the old unwritten laws of
seamanship.
The remaining Syriza rank and file and the Syriza MPs and
members of the cabinet who were prominent activists in the
anti-racist movement, such as the former minister of immigration policy, Tasia Christodoulopoulou, must speak out.
The deputy minister of immigration policy, Yannis Mouzalas, stated on ERT that “the tragedy of the refugees will only
stop when Turkey takes responsibility for controlling its borders and stopping transportation of refugees to the Greek islands.” So around three million refugees should stay
indefinitely in the refugee detention camps that have been
set up in Turkey’s heterotopias...

DEMONSTRATIONS
On Saturday 31 October, 500 people from Patras,
Athens, Volos, Ioannina, Larissa, Kavala, Komotini,
Alexandroupoli, Orestiada and Thessaloniki demonstrated against the fence in Evros.
They managed to get to Kastanies, the last village before
the fence, and were then blocked by riot police who stopped
them with tear gas and chemicals.
On the same day, a big demonstration was organised in
Mytilene, the capital of the Greek island of Lesbos, near the
Turkish coast. The demonstration occupied the main street
of the city and joined refugee groups waiting for the boat to
Athens at the harbour. Demonstrators, both locals and
refugees, stood in unison against the European policy that
translates into unsafe journeys and horrible deaths for those
that seek to flee from war and poverty. A key demand of the
demonstration was demolition of the fence in Evros.
A visit by the Greek Prime Minister, Alexis Tsipras, and the
president of the European Parliament, Martin Schulz, to Lesbos was met with demonstrations and occupations of public
buildings.
The mayor of the island, Spyros Galinos, had just before
the visit proclaimed a three-day mourning and arranged for
a common Orthodox and Islamic prayer in honour of the
dead in front of the Asia-Minor “Mother Refugee” statue in

Epano Skala (the old Turkish quarter of Mytilene).
Interviews with locals in the northern part of the island
over the last few weeks are full of representations of the dead
refugees as something that is “holy” even for the Greek community, and of their death as something utterly pitiful that
provokes anger against the smugglers but also against the
politicians who do not provide a safe passage for refugees.
Residents, solidarity activists, members of non-governmental organizations, port authorities, opened the church of
St. Nicholas in the harbor of Molyvos to treat refugees, to
save human lives.
Ordinary people mobilized with only one thought: “To
save the people”!
The mobilisation against the fence opens a new cycle of
struggles. We will not stop fighting against their fences and
their closed borders! We will not stay silent when confronted
with death!
We need to stop their crime! To tear down their fences!
The first thing that should be done (and this requires EU
pressure, the UN, and the governments of Greece and
Turkey) is getting ships carrying refugees from the coast of
Turkey to Greece. That would immediately stop the drownings.
The fences should be torn down where they have been
built (Evros, Hungary-Serbia border, etc.) and replaced by
open reception and accommodation centres that ensure the
quick and humane passage of refugees to their country of
destination.

SOLIDARITY
In Greece, 200 local solidarity networks are reported nationwide.
They need to be coordinated in a regional and national
level through horizontal democratic and accountable structures of direct democracy, and coordinate their actions with
the solidarity movements and struggle developed in many
European countries.
We should participate in and encourage individual and collective acts of solidarity and cooperation for refugees and im-

migrants (gathering food, relief supplies, volunteer work, accommodation, medical aid, Greek lessons, cultural events,
free transportation, coastal rescue operations) without ceasing to place demands on central and local governments and
on the EU.
We should assert working-class control of the allocation of
the resources and funding from the perspective of internationalist solidarity. Call for a massive redistribution of wealth,
heavy taxation, and a “Memorandum against the rich” in
order to meet the needs of the working class, immigrants,
and refugees.
For Greek activists, the battle-front against Euro-racism
and imperialism is not only “outside” but especially within
our own country. It is “our own” government, “our own”
fences, “our” state orchestrated racism, “our own” Fascism
(Golden Dawn), “our” business interests, “our own” unscrupulous speculation against refugees (traffickers, black
marketeers, some unscrupulous shopkeepers and types who
are spreading the poison of racism at the same time that they
are charging refugees one euro for a banana and two euros
for a bottle of water). The battle is first and foremost “at
home”.
The thought that the number of refugees is “unbearable for
the country “ undermines solidarity and leaves full room for
racism. The residents of Molyvos, a village of 1,000 souls and
primarily a tourist place, are “welcoming” three to seven
thousand immigrants daily! They hear very loud voices
telling them the influx is “unbearable”. But they hold on. Not
all of them, but enough that together with the solidarity volunteers and the members of non-governmental organisations
they do not allow racist voices to dominate.
An elderly resident of Molyvos interviewed about the
issue, despite the “excessive” daily flow of refugees to his village, describes them as “our blood”. He sheds tears for the
drowned children, and says that the first thing is that “we
must save them”. He “curses” the powerful of the world,
who “leave people drowning.”
Solidarity above all and first of all. Solidarity without a
second thought and without “preconditions”! That is our
road!
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French left: no answer in national unity
By Ensemble, a revolutionary-socialist group
within the Front de Gauche
Today is a time for mourning.
The murderous terrorist attacks which took place on Friday
13 November have had numerous victims. They are a terrible

tragedy. Our compassion and solidarity go to all who have
been affected, to the victims’ families and everyone close to
them.
These terrorist attacks follow those of last January in Paris
against Charlie Hebdo and the Hypercacher supermarket,
and those against the Bardo Museum and in Sousse in
Tunisia. They are an echo of the tragedies which have struck

Attacks of a piece with barbarity in Syria
This statement on the Paris atrocities was made by
Nathalie Arthaud of the French revolutionary socialist
group Lutte Ouvrière.

By Nathalie Arthaud
To massacre people in a theatre, in bars, in restaurants,
around a sports stadium; those who carried several attacks yesterday [13 November] in Paris and Saint-Denis
wanted to kill as many as possible, indiscriminately.
These attacks are despicable. We express our sympathy
and our solidarity with the victims and their relatives.
Whatever the ideas claimed by those who perpetrated
these attacks, they are the enemies of workers everywhere.
If it is confirmed that they were Islamists, their violence is
of a piece with the barbarity of the Syrian and Iraqi jihadists,
who seek, through terror, to bleed entire populations, to reduce women to slavery, and to liquidate all those who do
not think like them.

Leave Labour to the right?

The horror of the attacks in Paris and Saint-Denis
strengthens those whom their perpetrators claim to be fighting. They reinforce the French state, which is declaring a
state of emergency and increasing police measures. They
strengthen the far right, its hate speech vis-à-vis Muslims
and immigrants, and its demand for a stronger state.
We fully share the feelings of the populace, especially the
relatives of all the victims of these attacks. But we have no
solidarity with the French state and its political leaders.
They have a large share of responsibility for the wars that
are bloodying the Middle East today, wars of which Paris
last night suffered a bloody reverberation.
Therefore Lutte Ouvrière will not add its voice to the chorus of national unity. We have nothing in common with the
Hollandes, the Sarkozys, and the Le Pens. Our solidarity
goes to the victims and their relatives.
We will continue our fight for a world free of obscurantism, of injustice, and of imperialist domination in all
its versions.

the Middle East, in the Lebanon, Syria, Iraq, Turkey, and
Palestine and elsewhere. The terrorist groups behind them
are inspired and organised by the Islamic State, an organisation driven by a totalitarian ideology which cloaks itself in
religion in order to trigger a war between different peoples.
These fanatical political groups have found a fertile terrain
in Iraq and Syria, with the bloody war waged against his own
people by Bashar Al Assad, and the terrible consequences of
the US intervention in Iraq. They find an audience amongst
desperate people who are then pressed into service and
caught in a deadly sectarian logic.
We face a challenge. The answers will not be found in any
so-called “national unity”‘, nor in a race to remove civil liberties. Measures are needed to guarantee the safety of the
population, but we oppose a state of emergency which prevents meetings, rallies and demonstrations, and allows individual freedoms to be eroded.
More than ever, we must resist blaming any section of the
population for actions over which they have no control, and
oppose all racist and islamophobic reactions, as well as conspiracy theories and anti-semitic ideas which these attacks
are intended to encourage.
We call for support for the peoples of Syria, Iraq, the
Lebanon, Palestine, Turkey, and Kurdistan in their struggle
for their freedoms and democratic rights.
Fear must not prevail over civic mobilisation. We call
for a united and popular movement for solidarity, a welcome for migrants and refugees, social justice and
democracy.
• www.ensemble-fdg.org/content/contre-la-peur-lasolidarite

False flag and “soft” conspiracy theories

The Left
By Martin Thomas
Socialist Worker of 14 November calls for the Momentum group, launched as a follow-up by members of the
Corbyn Labour leader campaign team, to turn away
from “internal Labour Party battles”.
“Some in Momentum have been quoted as saying their
task is to ‘turn the attention of their supporters towards the
battles that will take place within the Labour Party’.
“Tensions inside Labour mean there is always infighting... But the strength of Corbyn’s election campaign was
based on the hundreds of thousands of people who signed
up looking for radical change.
“It would be a shame if that potential was lost on internal
Labour Party battles”.
That policy would mean that the “infighting” continued,
but with the right wing having a clear sweep while the left
looked away.
It would guarantee triumph for the Labour right’s drive
to use their entrenched positions among MPs and in the
party machine to undo the Corbyn leadership victory.
Momentum groups should certainly be more active on
the streets, over tax credit cuts, over the NHS and the junior
doctors’ dispute, over Trident.
But they should also organise to tackle the Labour
right face-to-face, toe-to-toe, in a battle to transform
the labour movement.

By Andrew Francis
In the aftermath of the devastation in Paris it took no
time at all for new conspiracy theories to emerge.
The “false flag” theory is a popular one, and has been
wheeled out increasingly in response to acts of terror since it
first gained popularity within the 9/11 conspiracy movement.
“False flag” refers to the idea that terrorist attacks are actually covertly orchestrated by the government or axis of
power which claims to be the victim of them. The alleged motive is often to provide a pretext for going to war or curtailing
civil liberties. Unlike most conspiracy theories, “false flag”
events do have some limited evidential basis, but not in recent history.
“False flag” conspiracy theories have been promoted by
state propaganda outlets such as Russia Today and Iran’s
Press TV in order to cast suspicion on Western hegemony, but
mainly they find traction online by means of a vast array of
shadowy websites. Furthermore, like a lot of conspiracy theories they are tinted, if not saturated, with anti-semitism.
Regularly, the idea is presented of an all omnipotent global
power, accompanied by references to “Zionists” or Israel,
echoing the more traditionally anti-Semitic “Jews run the
world” mythology, a narrative used by fascists to justify the
extermination of Jews during some parts of the 20th century.
Typing “false flag Paris” into Google yields a deluge of results claiming the events were not as reported and the real
culprits were Zionists, Israel or Freemasons. Even further
“out there” is the ridiculous idea that the events were a complete hoax, and no-one actually died. Some suggest that it
was planned in order to provide a pretext for Nato to bomb
or invade Syria or the Middle East, and victimise Muslim
populations. Elsewhere, arch conspiracy theorist (and fundamentally right-wing) internet radio host Alex Jones lays claim
to a softer version — that Paris was “spillover”‘ and Obama
has blood on his hands for funding and “creating” ISIS so
that he can use the crisis to repress freedoms in America.
Basically, these similar conspiracy theories are being
adapted and fitted to serve a variety of political agendas,

A “false flag” meme from notorious anti-semite David Icke
from anti-immigrant right-wing “libertarianism”; to leftsounding anti-American, “anti-imperialist”‘ Arab nationalism; and much in between.
It is mostly versions of the latter which are found in our
everyday politics. Crude, supposedly left-wing theories of
imperialism characterise America and the West as the world’s
ultimate nemesis, with monolithic control over world events,
and thus remove all political agency from other actors, states
and political movements — including the working class.
Such a schema writes out the capacity of the masses to shape
our own destiny. It is not hard to see how leaps can be made
from this world-view towards things like “false flag” conspiracies — both present a world order in which the only relevant agencies who shape anything are the ruling elites.
As socialists, we can see the falsity and toxicity of such a
world-view. We fight for the working class to independently
assert itself against capitalist rulers on all sides of the world.
We see that society is shaped by our class’s ability to organise
and challenge capitalist power through the labour movement
and through raising the consciousness of the masses towards
active resistance of the exploitative class system under which
we live.
Conspiracy theories pollute and distort the understanding we need to change the world.
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Rights for disabled people
This document on disability and struggles by disabled people was prepared for discussion at Workers’ Liberty’s annual conference on 21-22 November.

By Jasmine Bryant
The Tory-led governments since 2010 have launched a
sustained and vicious assault on the living standards and
rights of disabled people.
Some of the ground for this — for example, the introduction of Work Capability Assessments — was laid by the previous “New Labour” government, but the Tories have
cranked it up to an unprecedented degree of cruelty.
These attacks have been backed up by media hysteria and
portrayal of disabled people as idlers and scroungers, leading
to a significant increase in verbal and physical abuse of disabled people.
On a more positive note, there has also been sustained and
militant resistance to these attacks, particularly from Disabled People Against Cuts. DPAC formed following an antiausterity protest in 2010 and has kept up campaigning
activity since, even while other anti-cuts groups have faded.
The new leadership of the Labour Party has a good record
on disability rights. In contrast to their predecessors, Corbyn
and McDonnell have clearly opposed the Tory attacks and
have consistently participated in protests. This stance has
played a part in the “Corbyn surge”, which has been supported by many disability campaigners.
Our understanding of disability in contemporary society
is based in understanding the way that capitalism disables
people. Capitalism causes physical and mental impairment
through industrial injury, war and other factors; and organises production for profit rather than human need and consequently allocates insufficient resources to research,
treatment, cure, access, care and support services.
Capitalist society has treated impaired people as objects of
pity, whose only hope lies in either a medical cure or dependence and charitable care. Thus, when capitalism failed to develop cures or treatments, people have been consigned to
institutions or to poverty and social exclusion. Thus, capitalism disables impaired people.
We note that while some disabled people would welcome
a cure for their particular impairment, for many the priority
is to be allowed to participate fully in society as they are.

There is also some variation in the extent to which an individual’s particular condition constitutes an impairment or a
difference. For example, many autistic people understandably fear that attempts to cure or prevent autism aim to eliminate human neurological diversity.
In the 1960s and 70s, the surge in liberation struggles also
saw a disability rights movement grow. It organised against
discrimination and in support of independent living, and it
rejected the ‘medical model’ of how disability was generally
viewed. Socialists in this movement outlined a distinction between impairment and disability. Impairment is the shortfall
in full bodily or mental functioning; disability is the obstruction that society places in the way of an impaired person’s
equal participation, which can include physical barriers, prejudices, communication barriers and/or lack of adequate social and medical provision. This distinction became the
foundation of the social model of disability.

RIGHTS
The social model is not in itself a Marxist theory. Indeed,
it is a model — an approach, a way of understanding, a
guide to action — rather than strictly a ‘theory’ at all.
It is, however, consistent with Marxism. It provided a significant boost to the confidence and assertiveness of the disability movement. It is a liberatory approach. We support the
social model of disability, and seek to clarify, develop and
apply it. The social model, and the movement behind it, has
achieved significant progress. Pitiful images of crippled kids
on charity collection boxes are being left in the past. The UN
Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities takes
a social model approach, having been drafted by representatives of disabled people’s organisations.
Progress in legal rights for disabled people is limited by
the persistence of the medical model. Legislation is based on
requiring individuals to prove what they can not do rather
than on identifying and removing discrimination and barriers.
The Tories’ 1995 Disability Discrimination Act was very
weak, delivering as little as the government could get away
with in the face of unstoppable pressure for legislation. Although it was strengthened to some extent by the 1997-2010
Labour governments, it has since been weakened again by
the Tory/LibDem coalition.
There is a huge class divide among impaired people. Rich
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individuals with the resources to overcome barriers are far
less disabled by society than are working-class people with
impairments.
The employers’ austerity-driven offensive has seen many
disabled workers driven out of work or into the most lowpaid, insecure employment.
The role of trade unions is essential in defending disabled
workers. While many rank-and-file reps carry out important
work, and while three-quarters of union members are in
unions which have structures for disabled members, there is
much more that can be done to make unions accessible, militant and effective in this area.
Disability is an issue for the whole of the labour movement
and the left to take up, discuss and campaign about. Self-organisation of disabled people, and of disabled workers, is
central to making this happen.
Workers’ Liberty supports self-organisation for speciallyoppressed sections of the working class. Disabled people
have long had well-meaning people, charities and others
speak for them: in contrast to this, we support the right of
disabled people to articulate their own demands and to call
on the labour movement for its active support.
We resolve to organise our work in this area, focusing on
three key themes:
1. co-ordinating our participation in the disabled people’s
movement, particularly its mobilisation against austerity
2. discussing and developing Marxist theory on disability
3. improving the accessibility to disabled people of our
own events, publications, education, etc.

The horror of “the lump”
By Hugh Edwards
On Saturday 14 November more than 100 people
squeezed into the Three Minute Theatre in Manchester
for a very rare showing of “The Lump”.
″The Lump″ is a film made for TV in 1967 by socialist Jim
Allen, and produced for the BBC by Tony Garnet. It is an exposure of the corrupt building industry and the conditions
of brutal exploitation and oppression of the workforce, especially of those trapped within the openly criminal, cynically
violent, unregulated system of “the lump” — a government
policy where workers were considered to be self-employed
and therefore responsible for their own tax and national insurance.
The film′s enormous power and success does not reside in
some “neutral” documentary style of presentation. Instead it
is an unashamedly partisan and deeply moving account of
the experience of several groups of workers on their respective sites as they confront and battle against the bosses. The
film exposes the workers′ cowardly conniving union leaders,
the scabs brought off their ″lump″ sites to break workers′
struggles, and, of course the thuggery of the cops aiding them
to break the workers resistance.
The horror of ″the lump″ is shown in the film as two characters find themselves forced on to it as the blacklist takes its
toll on their search for work. They are inevitably driven to

rebel and into the tragedy that ends the film.
The character of Yorky, a student working on a building
site during his holiday, embodies Allen′s central message —
that the working class struggle is above all a political struggle
to challenge and overthrow the capitalist social order, nationally and internationally. It is this lesson that Yorky increasingly comes to understand as he is swept up in the reality of
the class struggle.
After the film producer Tony Garnett described the making
of the film, his relation with Allen and how it opened the way
for Allen to become the country′s leading political writer for
television. Within a decade Allen produced other masterpieces covering working class history, including “Days of
Hope” covering the events from 1915 until the General Strike
of 1926 — the Stalinist betrayal of both the Minority Movement and the strike itself.
As Garnett explained more about ″the lump″ and the widespread blacklisting system, an elderly man in the front row
politely interrupted him. The man was a former building
worker, long blacklisted and like many others at this very
moment involved in cases of compensation against those recently brought to light as responsible. As a young worker in
1967 he and others had seen the film, loved it and tried to organise showings through their union, but to no avail. Now
that he had seen it again, he wanted to make sure younger
workers in the trade are able to see the film because “they
have never heard our history nor ideas like this, and this in

spite of the fact that the conditions today are as bad, if not
worse”.
No greater compliment could be made to the work of
Jim Allen and its acute relevance to the working class
struggle today.
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Germaine Greer, student politics and the left
By Louise O’Shea*
To a casual observer, it might seem incongruous that a
campaign to prevent a prominent second wave feminist
speaking on a university campus would be led by the
women’s officer of the student union. But this is typical
of the world we live in, and of student politics in the English-speaking world in particular.
The second wave feminist concerned is Germaine Greer,
who was invited by the University of Cardiff in the UK to
speak on the topic of “Women and power: the lessons of the
20th century”.
The campus women’s officer, Rachael Melhuish, initiated
a petition calling for the university to cancel the event on the
basis of Greer’s “misogynistic views towards trans women”.
The petition attracted more than 2,900 signatures. While the
university has resisted cancelling the 18 November event, it
is unclear whether it will go ahead.
There is nothing to celebrate here.
The episode reflects a widespread tendency towards knee
jerk appeals to authority by student union officials as the preferred method of righting wrongs.
Calling on a neoliberal university administration to use authoritarian measures to protect students from unpalatable
ideas does nothing to strengthen the collective organisations
of staff and students. Nor does it help develop the political
consciousness needed for our side to fight against injustice
and oppression, including that against trans people.
Rather, it sows illusions in the idea that the powers that be
should and will play the decisive role in bringing about progressive change, while further diminishing traditions of collective action and confidence in the potential of students’
own actions to shape the world.
This is in stark contrast to a situation in which demands
are made on a university administration with the backing of
a real campaign by staff and students, and which helps to
build awareness of the antagonistic relationship between the
two.
By instead treating the university administration as the legitimate gatekeeper of public debate and saviour of the oppressed, student unions only strengthen the capacity of
university managements to undermine staff and students’
rights in the long run.

DEBATE

The petition against Greer also intensifies the already
highly morally charged nature of political debate that unfortunately pervades campus culture and politics.
Greer’s comments about the legitimacy or otherwise of
trans women’s claim to the label “woman” are indefensible
and utterly disrespectful. Those who suffer terrible oppression as a result of their gender identity conflicting with that
assigned them under society’s rigid and oppressive gender
code, however that gender identity is ultimately expressed,
are in no way responsible for sexism. For women’s rights advocates to single them out for attack is disgraceful. The left
has a responsibility to stand against such attacks.
But it is also wrong to equate such ideas with outright bigotry and demand they not be heard. Greer’s views regarding
questions of transgender oppression reflect her particular history and framework for understanding gender and sexual
oppression, which have been successfully contested and discredited within the left.
That she presumes to arbitrate between what constitutes
legitimate gender expression and what does not leads to her
indefensible rejection of trans women’s identities and experience, even though she might oppose formal discrimination.
It is not the job of the left to call for her to be silenced, but
to explain how and why Greer’s ideological framework,
which was once radical, fails to position her consistently as a
champion of the oppressed. It is the left’s job to put forward
ideas and strategies that offer a way forward for trans liberation, and for all those oppressed and marginalised by the
capitalist system.
To do this effectively, we must be able to distinguish between errant ideological currents within the left broadly defined, and the ideological representatives of the oppressors,
which Greer is not. Hiding from such debate will not advance
the cause of trans liberation.
More broadly, to insist that Greer should never be heard
simply plays into the more general climate of heresy hunting

and authoritarian control over
debate that increasingly characterises modern capitalism,
including among the left.
This trend is ubiquitous at
Australian universities. For example, it is now standard practice at the National Union of
Students annual Queer Collaborations conference for participants to be required to sign an
undertaking that they will not
argue with other participants at
the conference, because such
behaviour might cause offence
or make others feel unsafe.
Such officiousness is now
commonplace within student
unions. In practice, this reinforces mainstream ideas (supposedly more neutral and
therefore inoffensive), lowers
the level of ideological rigour Germaine Greer’s comments about trans women must be challenged. But banned?
and creates bureaucratic mechanisms through which people
relation to the separation of acts and ideas, as those who jusarguing radical ideas can be intimidated or sidelined.
tify the campaign against Greer have done. Oppressed peoIt also borrows heavily from corporate management stratple are made safe from harm by building strong movements
egy, in which conflict is to be avoided at all costs (i.e. no union
that create connections between people, win rights and help
activity), “wellness” is paramount (but the boss won’t let you
develop their confidence. Part of this must involve debate
leave work on time) and any number of ridiculous euand taking on hostile arguments, not silencing them.
phemisms are thrown around to disguise the authoritarian
There are more subtle ways in which arguments about
nature of the workplace. In the current climate, the left needs
harm are used to push a right wing agenda. The conservative
to stand against this by welcoming debate, not stifling it.
arm of LGBTI advocacy, for instance, has long argued against
a public vote on marriage equality on the basis that a “no”
campaign would lead to distress and harm among vulnerable
POWERFUL
LGBTI youth.
Indeed, the premise that non-conformist ideas should
not be heard is used overwhelmingly to strengthen the
position of the powerful, not to aid the oppressed.
MEEK
Just think of the reaction to Zaky Mallah, who dared to
The idea that the oppressed are by definition too meek
suggest on the ABC’s Q&A program that the criminal actions
and damaged to mount a struggle for our rights is selfof Western countries in the Middle East and bigoted, antidefeating and demonstrates a grotesque ignorance of
Muslim politicians encourage some to turn to extreme Ishistory and how greater LGBTI visibility and acceptance
lamism. There was outrage that the ABC had given a
were achieved in the first place.
platform to someone with such “extreme” views. He was
There is often a political agenda underpinning such argueven threatened with deportation by a government minister
ments: such forces in reality have no interest in reviving the
(something nobody seemed to find problematic).
sort of grassroots struggle that would be necessary to win a
Advocates for the Palestinian struggle likewise have been
public vote, preferring to network and lobby with politicians
put on the back foot by this censorious atmosphere. Expressand the powerful elite whose circles they aspire to move in.
ing any support for Palestine, or refusing to condemn Hamas,
Within the student movement, Labor-aligned students
is considered beyond the pale of acceptable political dishave in a similar vein argued against the use of the word
course in Australia. Such positions have been successfully la“cut” to describe government reductions in higher education
belled anti-Semitic and their proponents intimidated into
funding, because it might trigger memories of self-harm
silence.
among students. Language and tone are sanitised to be less
The pro-Israel lobby’s concern to maintain legal sanctions
upsetting to the powerful, all in the name of protecting the
against “offensive” and “insulting” behaviour during the devulnerable. This logic has led to new depths of absurdity at
bate about changing the Racial Discrimination Act was unLa Trobe University in Melbourne, where red textas [felt-tip
derpinned by an aspiration to criminalise in effect
pens] were recently banned from student union council meetpro-Palestinian words and acts. The left should not mirror
ings on the basis that they are “aggressive” and upsetting to
this practice in our own activities by attempting to repress
some students.
ideas that deviate from the dominant position on the left, as
Of course, this is not to say that callousness or insensitivity
Greer’s do. To do so makes it more difficult to speak up for
to the suffering caused by capitalism are to be celebrated.
the oppressed in the long run, something that will rebound
They are not.
on trans women as much as anyone else.
The traditions of struggle forged by workers and the opPerhaps the most insidious argument in favour of such repressed are everywhere characterised by a tendency towards
pression is that ideas and argument alone do real physical
solidarity, collaboration and mutual respect. But too often,
harm to people suffering oppression, and that they contribute
arguments about harm and offence aid a conservative agenda
to “hatred stigma and violence”. Ideology is certainly a comthat is a barrier to rebuilding our side’s strength. Or worse,
ponent of how structural oppression is maintained and perthey are advanced cynically to put those looking to rebuild a
petuated, which in turn has a real material and physical
fighting movement on the defensive.
impact on those affected by it.
The campaign against Greer has to be seen in its broader
But as much as there is a connection between ideas and
social context. In Western societies today, and Australia in
physical harm, there is also an important separation.
particular, the trend is overwhelmingly towards greater reOver the last 14 years, the Australian government has atpression, authoritarianism and paranoia, not less.
tempted, usually successfully, to blur this separation in the
Our side silencing other voices on the left, focusing on
name of fighting terrorism. In particular, it has introduced
our role as victims rather than fighters and relying on
draconian new laws that criminalise not only acts of terrorpowerful institutions to wage our battles, can only lead
ism, but also mere discussion of violent acts. As a result, 13
to greater weakness and defeat.
young Muslim men have spent years in the maximum security Barwon Prison for the supposed “crime” of talking about
* Originally published by Socialist Alternative in Austerrorist acts on the phone.
tralia: redflag.org.au/article/germaine-greer-and-new-leftThe left should not embrace the same logic as the state in
authoritarianism
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Vote Burgess for Unison
General Secretary
John Burgess is standing
for Unison General Secretary. He spoke to Solidarity about why.
I decided to run for Unison General Secretary
for a mixture of reasons.
Mainly due to the frustration and disappointment
that after five years of
austerity our union appears to have no strategy fight back.
It is clear that the Tories
sense a weak trade union
opposition and want to finish us off. I am not someone who stands at the back
complaining, but adding
nothing.
The General Secretary
role is clearly a leadership
one, but it should be a role
that inspires members and
reps to organise and fight
back for themselves.
I am not someone who
promotes a one size fits all
approach. I am, and have
always been keen to listen
and learn from others and
most importantly share
with others. My number
one priority is to get all
areas of our union into a fit
state to tackle austerity
and the trade union bill. I
want to deliver a trade
union that is in the hands
of the membership and not
the other way round. I
want branches to be able to
engage with employers
without the need of any officials. Election of officials
is another way that we
open up democracy and
bring accountability to the
membership.
We must stop the fear of
branches talking to each
other. I find it difficult to
understand how this culture has been allowed to
take hold within a trade
union. I have learnt so
much from so many other
branches, it is negligence
in my view to promote a
culture whereby branches
are fearful of speaking to
each other. I think the very
fact this question needs to
be asked would shock the
majority of our members. I
am very clear we have
mandate to represent and
defend our members.
Being a rep is not about
building a career or avoiding work it is being member-focused, all of our
resources should be to that
end.
Pay is a big issue and I
would want to look at how
we can maximise our collective strength in trying to
win decent pay for our

members. It is clear the
next pay campaign is
going to take place under
the new anti- worker bill.
It is going to take hard
work to win on pay, but I
believe with the right attitude and resources it is
possible. More of the same
is just not sustainable.
Privatisation is taking
place at an alarming rate
and this presents the
biggest threat to our national union role. If we
don’t mount a coordinated
response to this issue,
there will be no national
union as any agreements
will either be done on a
branch to branch basis or
by the hundreds and thousands of other employers.
Ultimately, our existence
depends on having reps
prepared to organise and
represent members. If they
are unable to do this then
we are not going to survive
the attacks that are already
starting to services, jobs
and activists.

NHS
I don’t understand why
we are not more high
profile in the NHS, this is
a service with strong
community support.
We need to quickly examine our organisation
and with support of our
members, reps, branches
and officials turn it into a
real fighting arm of our
union.
I don’t seek a higher
wage and have made it
clear I will remain on my
current salary. Elected officials’ salaries should be
linked to whatever we win
for our members. My own
view is that I should be allowed to be seconded to
the role. If I was to stand
down or fail to win and
election I would return to
my substantive role in the
Council or wherever it
ends up. I think the link
back to the work place is
critical.
We are very much “in
the thick of it” here in Barnet. It has been seven years
since we started, but it really just seems like it was
yesterday. We have just
learnt children’s and families’ social work are now in
an outsourcing project,
which means 91% of the
current workforce are facing outsourcing.
We are going to organise and fight because to
do nothing would be so
wrong.

Workers stage unofficial
walkout to save libraries
By a library worker
On Wednesday 18 November 90 library workers
across Lambeth walked
out of work to protest the
Council’s refusal to listen
to concerns over libraries
closures, including controversial plans to turn
three libraries into feecharging gyms run by
Greenwich Leisure Limited.
The strike was unofficial.
No formal ballot or notification of strike had been held.
Library workers in Lambeth
have criticised their national union, Unison, for delaying their request for a
ballot. However even without bureaucratic delays the
hoops that unions are required to jump through to
get legal strikes would have
meant library workers
being prevented from taking action at a crucial time
when the consultation is
being held and the council
is making their decisions.
Library workers decided
to take matters into their
own hands, and organised
the unofficial walk out. As
library workers are already
well organised they were

able to quickly discuss
plans, get the word round
and mount pickets.
On the day a notice was
displayed on the locked
doors of Lambeth’s Libraries saying;
“The library will be
closed today as staff have
walked out to try and stop
our libraries closing forever.
We have been forced into
this protest, as Council
management are pushing
through with proposals and
refusing to look at alternatives despite questions and
challenges from Lambeth’s
Scrutiny Committee and the
government’s Department
for Culture Media & Sport.”
Pickets were organised at
Brixton, Carnegie, south
Lambeth, Upper Norwood,
Waterloo, West Norwood
and Streatham libraries.
Workers report that only
three members of staff went
into work.
Lambeth Full Council met
in the evening to debate the
library closures and the
Council’s stance against the
Trade Union Bill. Library
workers joined community
campaigners to lobby the
meeting.
A library worker com-

Roache wins GMB election
By Darren Bedford
Tim Roache has been
elected General Secretary
of the GMB, Britain’s third
largest trade union.
He succeeds Paul Kenny,
who has stepped down
after 10 years in the position, and who courted controversy recently by
accepting a knighthood.
Roache won with 57% of
the vote to his opponent
Paul McCarthy’s 43%. Both
men are former Regional
Secretaries, powerful posi-

tions in the GMB which are
appointed, rather than
elected. Other candidates
initially put themselves forward but later dropped out.
Neither candidate would
have represented any profound change of direction
for the union, although
Roache is generally perceived to be the more progressive of the two, and has
been supportive of the new
turn in the Labour Party.
26,488 people voted in
the election — just 4.2%
of the GMB membership.

Wildcat postal strike
By Peggy Carter
CWU members in Bridgwater, Somerset, staged
an unofficial walk out in
defence of a disabled
worker, Andrew Mootoo.
Royal Mail management
had refused to help Andrew
back to work after being ill
due to multiple sclerosis. In-

stead they kept him on sick
leave so long that his pay
was stopped.
Workers struck on
Wednesday 11 and Thursday 12 November, and
only went back to work
after Royal Mail management agreed to negotiate
about making adjustments for Andrew to return to work.

mented “These proposals
are not driven by financial
necessity; the money is
there to keep all 10 Lambeth
libraries open. The Council
would like people to forget
that they stated that they
had £500k available in the
Culture budget for preventative health work. It is
scandalous that this money
has been given to GLL to
open up new private gyms,
that people can ill afford,
when it could have kept libraries open benefiting
older peoples, visually impaired and dementia
groups (to name but a few).
Health prevention cannot
be reduced to physical fitness – books, information
and social interaction cannot be replaced by dumb-

bells. The Council do not
want people to notice the
lack of financial information
provided in the hundreds of
pages of appendices to the
report. The Culture 2020
process has not been legally
sound or financially prudent. The Cabinet papers
contained no financial information, no plans, no details
of the arrangements made
with GLL. Despite Scrutiny
Committee making a number of recommendations on
equalities, looking at other
options and on mitigating
the damage; the Council Officers are pushing ahead.
“We are angry that the
Council will not listen, and
we will do everything in
our power to save our
service.”

Teachers fight workload

Teachers on the picket line at Alfreton Grange School

By Gemma Short
Teachers at John Roan
school, Greenwich, struck
again on Thursday 19 November in their dispute
over excessive observations, workload, and
marking.
On Wednesday 18 November teachers held an
open meeting about the dispute, inviting parents to attend to air their views.
Despite a few parents being
concerned about school
days lost to strikes, most
parents were supportive of
the dispute, seeing it as part
of a wider fight for better

education for their children.
Parents have now formed a
support group and plan to
visit picket lines.
Teachers at Alfreton
Grange School in Derbyshire also struck on 19
November in their ongoing
dispute over increased
working hours. The school
intends to move to a ninelesson school day and has
introduced other measures
which increase teacher
workload.
Teachers at Crosby
High School in Sefton
also struck on 19 November and disputes over
workload are brewing in
many other schools.
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Students: get ready to strike!
By Kelly Rogers

In early November students from 110 college
campuses across the
United States rallied,
protested and walked-out
over rising student debt.
They demanded free education, debt cancellation,
and a $15 per hour minimum wage for workers on
their campuses. They
pointed to Obama’s recent
comments, that the $80 billion bill for the US prison
system, would more than
cover eliminating tuition
fees and student debt for all
public colleges and universities.
This month also marks
five years since Millbank,
when thousands of students
marched on and occupied
Conservative Party HQ, in
protest of the tuition fee
hike.
These events, alongside
the 10,000 strong demon-

stration in London on November 4th, set the stage for
the National Campaign
Against Fees and Cuts
(NCAFC) and students
across the UK, as they prepare to step up their fight.
The NCAFC have called
for a student strike, with the
dates being set on the 1st
and 2nd February 2016. Students are planning walkouts, campus blockades,
and pickets for the strike
days, and will be demanding that the government
overturns its plans laid out
in its Green Paper, its plans
to cut maintenance grants
and Disabled Students Allowance, and the cuts to
Further Education.

MOBILISING
In preparation for this,
NCAFC have called a UKwide day of action for the
26 November.
The day of action begins
the process of mobilising

students on campus for the
strike, and lobbying their
university and college managements to come out in opposition to the Green Paper.
The Green Paper threatens a huge attack on our
Higher Education system,
with its key policies including: the power to set fees to
be handed over to government ministers, rather than
through secondary legislation and a vote in parliament, laying the
foundations for huge fee
rises and ultimately uncapped fees.

TEF
The formal introduction
and ramping up of the
Teaching Excellence
Framework (TEF), which
uses market-oriented
metrics to measure staff.
In practice, the TEF will
be used to bully teaching
staff, and justify course and
department cuts and closures. Universities will be
incentivised to abide by
both the TEF and Research
Excellence Frameworks
(REF), by being offered the
opportunity to have their
tuition fee cap pegged to inflation.
Both the TEF and REF
will dramatically restrict ac-

Students on the 4 November demonstration in London
ademic freedom and the
quality and scope of debate
happening at our universities, as academics would be
pressured to study subjects
of interest to big business
and free market ideologues.
The Green Paper also includes a number of different
measures geared towards
introducing new, fully-private institutions into the
market whilst edging out
publicly-funded universi-

ties, as well as vague threats
of restricting the powers of
students’ unions.
Together, the Higher Education Green Paper and the
cuts to grants and Further
Education colleges comprise an all-out attack on
education in the UK. As is
typical under the Tory government, those targeted will
be poor, working class students, and disabled people,
with the changes making it

even less likely that they
will make it to university.
So as students from
South Africa to the United
States are taking to the
streets for free education,
debt cancellation and
workers’ rights, we
should all be supporting
students in their fight for
the same things here in
the UK, and helping them
build for the strike on 1st
and 2nd February.

Campaign to stop the expulsions of Corbyn supporters
By Sacha Ismail
As we campaign against the expulsion
of five Workers’ Liberty supporters from
the Labour Party, we are coming into
contact with other left-wingers expelled
or barred from joining.
The specific “charges” against these
comrades vary widely, but all the exclusions come down to politically motivated
acts against left-wingers because they are
left-wingers. They also have in common a
lack of proper democratic procedure – or
possibly even proper legal procedure.
They are all carried out by the “Compliance Unit”, a shadowy body with no status
in the Labour Party constitution.
We will work with other expelled or
barred individuals, and with anyone in the
Labour Party and its affiliated organisations who wants to oppose and stop these
witch-hunts, to set up a formal campaign

against the purge and for democratic rights
in the party.
What you can do
1. There should be a launch organising
meeting for the campaign in mid-December: we hope to publish details in the next
issue.
2. The Labour left network Red Labour
has put out a statement calling for the expulsions of Workers’ Liberty supporters to
be overturned. It has already been signed
by two hundred Labour Party and labour
movement activists.
You can see the statement here
on.fb.me/1MDYxW1
To add your or your organisation’s name
please email
stopthelabourpurge@gmail.com
Please also print off the statement and
use it as a petition at your labour movement meeting.
3. Red Labour have also produced a

model motion, which you can find here
on.fb.me/1X0Qk8q
Please put to your CLP, trade union
branch or other organisation.
The more awareness, noise and fuss we
create about this, the more likely it is that
we can overturn these expulsions, and the
more likely that the party machine can be

scared off further attacks on the left — and
on Corbyn.
This is a struggle with potentially very
big implication for the struggle over
Labour’s future.
• For more information email stopthelabourpurge@gmail.com

