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CONTENTS EDITORIAL:

WHEN WE’RE RADICAL, 
WE’RE POPULAR -  

SO WHY THE TIMIDITY?

“Briefing is a marvellous magazine. If you don’t 
subscribe to it I hope you will” Tony Benn

THE TORIES may talk up the prospect of an economic 
recovery, but industrial action by public sector workers 
in recent weeks is just one expression of real public anger 
about the state of Cameron’s Britain. 

For the first time since World War Two, the Red Cross 
will be distributing food parcels in Britain this winter to 
prevent 500,000 destitute people from starving. Children 
are particularly affected; 85% of teachers report children 
turning up to school hungry, because their parent can’t 
afford to give them breakfast. Even in prosperous 
London, a quarter of the population lives in poverty. The 
hundreds of food banks that have sprung up nationwide 
are increasing by the week. Nearly 5 million people live 
in fuel poverty.

It’s no surprise therefore that there is a genuinely 
enthusiastic welcome when Ed Miliband announces a 
freeze on energy prices and the abolition of the Bedroom 
Tax. As has so often been the case in recent years, public 
opinion is to the left of Labour. Any clear red water 
between our party and the Tories is a vote winner. So 
why is Ed Miliband and his shadow front bench team so 
cautious? Why are they so willing to play catch up with 
the Coalition?

There was a collective sigh of relief in the Party at the 
sacking of Stephen Twigg, who failed abysmally to 
challenge Michael Gove on forced academies and free 
schools. But this was quickly replaced by total dismay at 
the cave-in on parent-led academies and free schools 
from his replacement, Tristram Hunt, a man with no 
experience whatsoever in the educational profession.

Even more woeful was new Shadow Work and 
Pensions spokesperson Rachel Reeves telling the media 
that Labour will be even tougher than the Tories at 
slashing the benefit bill. Her determination to follow 
tabloid headlines rather than lead public opinion is all 
the more repulsive when one remembers that the 
Government’s own figures show that thousands of sick 
and disabled people died last year, within weeks of losing 

their benefits after Atos, whose boss earns £2.3 million, 
assessed them ‘fit to work’. The same spirit of 
bipartisanship with the Tories can be seen in Yvette 
Cooper’s acceptance of large parts of the new Immigration 
bill as “sensible”.

Much of the front bench’s feeble-mindedness flies in the 
face of the will of September’s  Labour Party Conference. 
The education U-turn was in defiance of Conference’s 
unanimous support for an end to free schools. Within 
minutes of Conference calling for renationalisation of 
Royal Mail - again unanimous - leading officials were 
briefing it would never happen - as Chukka Umunna 
confirmed days later. The front bench rightly complained 
that shares were priced so low that £700 million went 
straight into the pockets of profiteers. But a clear 
commitment to bring Royal Mail back into public 
ownership would have stymied the whole sale - just as 
postal workers’ threatened strike action attempted to do.

And days after Labour Conference voted - again 
unanimously - to bring the railways back into public 
ownership, Shadow Transport spokesperson Maria Eagle 
was demoted in Ed Miliband’s reshuffle. It’s doubtful if 
the policy will be heard of again. 

Schools, rail, the post, gas, electricity and much more 
- Labour’s leadership remains committed to discredited 
private sector provision of public services. Yet as the 
hostility from energy companies to Ed Miliband’s 
proposed price freeze shows, you can’t control what you 
don’t own. These national assets all need to be returned 
to public ownership.

Meanwhile millions of public sector workers feel let 
down by our party’s lack of commitment to them. They 
are not prepared to wait for what a future Labour 
Government might or might not do. Teachers, lecturers, 
postal workers and firefighters have begun to take real 
action, right now, in support of their jobs, pay, pensions 
and conditions. They need and deserve our active 
support in the weeks to come.



THE  
RACISTS 

ARE 
BACK 

AND 
THEY 

ARE IN 
GOVERNMENT

BEFORE ENTERING Parliament Cameron 
was in public relations. When he ran for 
the leadership of the Tory Party he knew 
that the Tory brand was burned with the 
image of what Theresa May described as 
the nasty party. It didn’t take a genius to 
recognise that what was needed was a 
wholesale rebranding of the party.

Employing all his PR skills Cameron 
reinvented the Tories as the caring, green, 
new Conservative Party. Many of the PR 
stunts to get this message across were 
derisory but they had some effect in 
shifting some public opinion. Cameron 
was greatly aided by the move to an 
increasingly authoritarian right by New 
Labour. 

The rebranding strategy failed to win 
Cameron an overall majority and so is 
largely viewed by a sizeable and influential 
section of the Tory Party as a failure. Hence 
the decision was taken earlier this year to 
revert to an aggressive attack election 
strategy. Tory Party strategists appreciate 
the risk of being seen as the nasty party 
again but judge that there are more votes in 
mobilising bigotry and prejudice than in 
trying to defend a record of failed policies.

Cameron took the decision 
therefore to reach down into the 
sewers of political life and recruit 
Lynton Crosby to run the Tories’ 
General Election campaign. 
Crosby makes McBride look like 
the Archangel Gabriel.

The Crosby advice to Cameron on how to 
fight the next election is being followed to 
the letter. The Crosby strategy is based 
upon stirring up every bigotry and 
prejudice that can be mobilised in a society 
to shift the blame for failures of government 
policy onto innocent scapegoats who 
haven’t the power or resources to fight 
back. The Tory targets are the poor, the 
unemployed, people with disabilities, 
refugees and migrants. 

The poor have had their turn as  
Crosby targets, with government  
ministers unleashing wave after wave of 
slurs and lies about anyone who dares  
to claim the benefits they are entitled to 
and have paid for generally many times 
over in their taxes.

Refugees and migrants have also borne 
the brunt of prejudice mobilised by the 
Tories but the word has gone out from 
Downing Street that immigration is the 
most fertile ground for the Tories in seeking 
to save themselves at the next election. So 
be prepared to confront the most racist 
piece of legislation that this country has 
witnessed since the breaking of the 
promise of citizenship to the East African 
Asians in the 1960s. The new Immigration 
Bill confirms that if you scratch many a 

Tory you won’t have to go very deep before 
you find the old racism seeping out.

The Bill is aimed at setting up a regime of 
harassment for migrants. As 
Unite has commented, the 
Bill is based upon the 
politics of hate and fear. 
Effectively it will introduce a 
system of checks and status 
papers that smacks of the old passbook 
system used in apartheid South Africa. 

The Bill sets up the surveillance state for 
migrants. In addition to employers, the Bill 
will now legally require landlords, banks 
and doctors to check on the nationality of 
the people who approach them for 
assistance. At one stage the Tories were 
planning to insist on teachers checking the 
papers of their pupils but this was leaked 
and, after protests, was eventually dropped 
by disappointed ministers.

In addition to reducing still further the 
appeal rights of failed asylum seekers, the 
Bill introduces a charge for health services 
on top of visa charges for visitors to 
this country. In effect what this 
means is that anyone taken ill 
suspected of being a migrant will 

have to have their papers checked to see if 
they have the necessary documentation 
confirming they have paid the health 
charge and, if they haven’t got the proof, 
they can be refused treatment. 

The British Medical Association, 
representing the UK’s doctors, has attacked 
the proposals, warning that the barriers to 
treatment caused by the proposed charging 
system could have implications for public 
health as the symptoms of communicable 
diseases are not picked up. The BMA has 
also expressed its fear at the prospect of 
emergency services in A and E units 
becoming chargeable. 

The Government’s excuse for this 
harassment of sick people is the myth of so 
called health tourism. In reality two thirds 
of the cost of treating foreign nationals in 
NHS facilities is recovered and only £12 
million, less than 0.01 % of the NHS budget, 
was spent on people who couldn’t or 
wouldn’t pay.

The Tories believe that they can stack  
up votes at the next election by promoting 
this form of covert racism under the  
guise of immigration control. By 
campaigning to expose and oppose this 
racist Bill we can show them that people 
are not willing to be dragged into the  
gutter with Lynton Crosby.

Only public ownership can fix 
our broken energy system, 

argues Jenny Lennox

John McDonnell MP

are 
price 

freezes 
enough?

I AM SURE MANY Labour members, on both left and 
right of the Party, breathed a sigh of relief after Ed 
Miliband’s speech at Conference. He finally said what a 
Labour Government would do if elected in 2015, and 
there was clear policy on an issue that actually resonates 
with UK residents – freezing energy bills. 

Without wanting to pour cold water on this proposal 
– and it would be cold because it costs far too much to 
heat it up – you have to ask yourself whether freezing 
costs really gets to the heart of the issue.

Officially, Labour policy is that while prices are 
frozen, they will consider how the energy industry 
should be reformed to ensure consumers aren’t being 
ripped off by the Big Six companies (EDF, E.on, British 
Gas, Scottish Power, SSE and npower) in the sector. 

In 2012, the Big Six made a combined profit of £3.37 
billion. This equates to a 73% increase in profits in three 
years, and around a £65 profit margin per household. 
The average annual energy bill in 2012 was £1,315 per 
household, and this is predicted to increase this year to 
around £1,400. This is set against a backdrop of 
stagnating wages, and falling living standards.

The current energy system is not just problematic, it 
is completely broken. It doesn’t work in the interests of 
people, it works in the interests of companies – which 
we have made more important than human beings. We 
don’t produce energy to make money, we produce it to 
keep warm during the winter, cool during the summer, 
feed ourselves and stay healthy. So why are we the last 
consideration in this process?

We are told that the costs of green energy creation 
have hiked up our bills, but does anyone really believe 
that the Big Six are interested in green energy? They 
don’t want to harness cheap renewables, through local 
energy creation, because where would they fit into that 
picture, and how would they profit from it?

Labour shadow ministers have talked about 
reforming the energy market, and splitting the 
wholesale and retail parts, to ensure that consumers 
really do get the best deal, and are not the victims of 
price-rigging. This tinkering really doesn’t address 
the problem.

But Miliband must be pursuing a policy that will fix 
things, people say, because ever since his speech the Big 
Six have told us the lights will go out, and the Tories 
have said that communism is just around the corner if 
Labour gets elected.

Perhaps what these companies are really scared 
about, is the natural conclusion of Miliband’s 
arguments. He has asked “What happens when 
competition fails?”, and said that “the system is broken, 
and we’re going to fix it”. He decried governments who 
had “not had the strength to stand up to the strong” 
and said a Labour Government would be one that 
“fights for you”. 

If you follow these statements to their full logic, then 
surely public ownership of energy creation and 
provision is the only conclusion. This is the only way we 
can ensure that no single company or group of people 
will profit from the basic needs of others. It is the only 
way we can ensure people’s energy needs are met 
without crippling them with ridiculous costs. And it 
will guarantee proper accountable investment in locally 
generated green energy, minimising the calls on a leaky 
national grid. The left needs to harness these arguments, 
and make them as powerful and popular as those for 
the nationalisation of the railways.

I like the new Ed Miliband, who seems comfortable in 
his role as a guide through the capitalist world, bringing 
back the idea that those who profit from us must show 
responsibility towards us. But I feel that he has taken us 
only part of the way towards the ultimate answer.
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OR PUBLIC
OWNERSHIP?

PRIVATE
SPECULATION

THE ENERGY MARKET – ANOTHER FINE MESS ROYAL MAIL – SOLD FOR A SONG!

The privatisation of Royal Mail, and the hiking of prices from 
put public ownership at the centre of the alternative to the 

author of Capitalist Crisis Theory and Practice argues

the utility companies, demonstrate how important it is to 
Government’s programme of austerity. Mick Brooks, 
the case for a real alternative.

ED MILIBAND HAS only proposed to trim 
the Big Six’s toenails, but they’re wailing as 
if he has threatened them with castration. 
Ed has struck a chord with the public, who 
know the energy market is not working in 
their interests. Here’s why it never will, 
and why the only answer for us is 
renationalisation.

Gas and electricity supply is a network 
covering the nation. Nineteenth century 
capitalist politicians like Joseph 
Chamberlain knew they couldn’t have 
50,000 firms all digging up the road to 
connect the water, gas and electricity 
supplied by these competing firms to 
people’s homes. They proposed ‘gas and 
water socialism’, a unified supply provided 
by local authorities. This was necessary 
infrastructure for capitalism to progress. If 
we’d waited for the sort of capitalists 
admired by Adam Smith to provide the 
network of utilities, homes would not be 

AN AFFORDABLE POSTAL system is 
another example of a service that “free 
market” capitalism could not, and did not, 
provide. Before Rowland Hill’s innovation 
there was a patchwork of horse drawn mail 
coaches all travelling different routes, and a 
proliferation of local rates depending on 
distance and the number of sheets of paper 
in a letter. Above all postal delivery was very 
expensive. A letter from London to Dublin 
would cost 15 old pence ( 6p) per page. 

The centralised postal system introduced 
by Hill meant that same letter would cost 
one old penny to send in 1840. Unified 
distribution routes made mass delivery of 
mail possible at much lower cost. Naturally 
there was an explosion in deliveries from 
76 million letters in 1839 to 250 million in 
1850. Public provision actually oiled the 
wheels of commerce in a way that capitalist 
competition never could. The Royal Mail 
also insisted on universal provision so that 
remote rural areas could keep in contact 
with the wider world.

All these advantages are already being 
picked away at and will be progressively 
dismantled as privatisation proceeds. 
Allowing in ‘competition’ has just meant 
cherry picking. The lucrative parcel post 
based on internet purchases has been 
swooped on. Letters sent from business 
addresses in central London to other firms 
in central London are easy for rivals to 
make money out of. They leave Royal Mail 
to handle the distant and remote deliveries.

After the sell-off the greedy new owners 
will be out to squeeze the workers and the 
customers. After all the people who 
actually deliver the post are just a ‘cost’ as 
far as they are concerned. As for the 
customers – the ones who are a bit out of 

connected up to the water supply, gas and 
electricity to this day.

Utilities are still a network, a natural 
monopoly. We are encouraged to switch 
suppliers ‘to encourage competition.’ 
Think about it. The same gas molecules 
enter your home through the pipeline 
whichever firm you pay for energy. There is 

no actual competition, and cannot be. It’s 
worse than that. Who do the suppliers get 
their energy from? Themselves. They can 

rig the prices they 
charge themselves as 
power generators in 
order to supply energy 
to the customer, and 
dodge taxes in the 
process.

Pick up any 
economics textbook 
and look up oligopoly 
– few sellers. Under 
oligopoly, prices go up 
like a rocket and come 
down like a feather. 
Since privatisation, 
that fits the Big Six 
down to a tee.

When there are just 
six giants dominating 

the way are a bloody nuisance. Even some 
Tory MPs realise rural deliveries will come 
under threat as a result. All for the sake of 
making a few fat cats still richer.

For years the Treasury has subjected Royal 
Mail to slow strangulation and treated it as a 
cash cow. Stamp prices have been held 
down and absurd restrictions on borrowing, 

that don’t apply to private firms, imposed. 
Business Secretary Fallon declares, “Every 
£1 it borrows is another £1 on the national 
debt.” But, if Royal Mail was allowed to 
borrow elsewhere, they could 
make more money for us. This 
is bonkers.

 As soon as privatisation 
approached, the Treasury 
waved a magic wand and got 
rid of the £12 billion pension 
deficit. (We’ll still pay, of 
course.) Postal rates were 
allowed to soar and Royal Mail 
was making pots of money – 
for us. Now the shares have 
been sold for a song and the 
goose is ready for plucking.

The Coalition Govern-ment 
set a cap of 330p on Royal Mail 
share prices at the sell-off. 
Institutions and speculators 

the market, they don’t have to intrigue 
together to put energy prices up. A nod’s as 
good as a wink to a blind horse. This 
autumn SSE is the price leader, setting the 
pace for increases all round.

The Big Six have been allowed to hold 
our future to ransom. In Somerset, EdF 
(alias Electricite de France) is haggling 
with the Government about how much 
they can charge for electricity from a new 
nuclear power station at Hinkley Point. 
The current generating price is about £45 
per Megawatt Hour (MwH). EdF is saying 
they need to be paid £90 per MwH. The 
firm is arguing they will need £100 per 
MwH by 2020. What choice does the 
Government have but to stump up if they 
refuse to take on the energy barons? EdF 
wouldn’t find the French Government such 
a soft touch!

The Big Six have an incomprehensible 
set of tariffs so we can’t see how they’re 
ripping us off. People who spend their time 
shopping around and trying to get the best 
deal for themselves report that by switching 
suppliers they just jump from the frying 
pan into the fire. 

4.5 million of us live in fuel poverty, which 
means we have to pay more than 10% of our 
income to keep warm. With the projected 
rises in energy prices that figure is set to 
rocket. Shouldn’t it be the Government’s 
responsibility to protect the most vulnerable 
from the greed of the Big Six?

The system created by privatising the 
utilities is designed to milk us all for profits. 
They make those profits by inflicting 
hardship on millions of people. It is a 
rotten system, and it is high time it was 
put an end to. Take the utilities back into 
public ownership!

saw their chance and salivated with greed. 
This was in no way an exercise in ‘popular 
capitalism’. City institutions scooped up 
70% of the issue. They bid for twenty times 
as many shares as were available. Individuals 
with £750 ( 690,000 of them) oversubscribed 
seven times for the remaining shares. Both 
groups knew that the Government was 
literally giving away free money.

Shares with a top price of 330p were 
selling within a few minutes of issue at 
450p. Punters with £750 to spare could buy 
and sell in a morning and make £250. It 
certainly beats working for a living! Vince 
Cable calls this ‘froth’. From where we 
stand it looks more like a feeding frenzy.

The Guardian got it right when it 
commented, “Britain cannot, apparently, 
afford to keep disabled people in their 
homes or maintain the dole in line with 
inflation. And yet, it seems, the resources 
are still there to parcel up a gift – for those 
with money to spare.”

“Shouldn’t it be the 
Government’s 

responsibility to 
protect the most 

vulnerable from the 
greed of the big six?”

“Even some Tory MPs 
realise rural 

deliveries will come 
under threat as a 

result.”

Ed Miliband with TUC General Secretary 
Frances O’ Grady, TUC Bournemouth 2013         Photo: Louise Whittle
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“WE ARE NOT going to go back to the old 
days of the local authority running all the 
schools – they will not be in charge. We 
will keep free schools going”. In his first 
statement as Shadow Education Secretary, 
Tristram Hunt has made it clear there will 
be no change in Labour’s education policy, 
except, if anything, to make it even closer 
to that of the Coalition.

With Stephen Twigg sacked as Shadow 
Education Minister, there was a brief hope 
Labour would look again at education 
policies that would restore the damage 
done by the Tories. Stephen Twigg’s stint as 
a Shadow Minister was abysmal. At  
Labour Party Conference and in his much-
lamented ‘key-note’ speech in July, he had 
said almost nothing concrete about what 
Labour’s education policy was supposed to 
be and how it would differ, if at all, from 
the Goviet Regime. Twigg had given a 
muted commitment that only qualified 
teachers would be used in the classroom 
and that academies would revert to local 
control but even these commitments were 
vague and reflected the fact that for months 
Labour’s education policy had been short 
on concrete proposals.

It has seemed at times that Progress 
member Twigg’s basic educational 
philosophy was exactly the same as the 
Tories’. In a speech in July Twigg had made 
it clear that after 2015 a Labour Education 
Minister would leave alone those 
academies that are currently in existence, 
meaning that they would continue to be 
run by private education authorities – 
academy chains – rather than be 
re-absorbed into the local authority 
system. This is important as half of 
secondary schools are already 
academies and the proportion is likely to 
be nearer 90% than 50% by the next 
General Election. 

Already academy chains are opening the 
door to privatisation because the chains are 
being run by people who have links with 

support its education workforce, especially 
teachers, who have been demonised, worn 
down and demoralised by successive 
governments. Labour should give a clear 
commitment to the restoration of national 
pay bargaining and conditions of 
employment, a proper provision for 
professional development and a drastic 
reduction in the teacher-pupil ratio. Doing 
these things will not only win parents to 
Labour in 2015, but guarantee the support 
of the vast majority of teachers and 
education workers.

The fight for a Labour education 
policy continues.

l
 John Pickard is the author of Behind The 

Myths, The Foundations of Judaism, 
Christianity and Islam, published by 
AuthorHouse.

private companies which are making profits 
from supply staff, school facilities 
management and school equipment. The 
academies have been handed extremely 
valuable assets on a plate, in the form of 
land and buildings - property that should 
belong to local communities and which in 
the future will provide an even greater 
source of profit for the private sector. 
Labour policy should unequivocally lead 
to the reversal of this sequestration of 
public property.

Neither has any Labour Shadow Minister 
said anything positive about school 
governance. Under the old system, school 
governing bodies may not have been 
perfect but at least they represented local 

communities – with elected parents, 
teachers and local authority representatives 
on them. Most academies now have boards 
that are self-electing cliques with little or 
no accountability to local communities. 
Hunt’s call for “parent-led academies” 
promises little change.

A “position paper” that was circulating 
before  Conference, and supposedly written 
by former Labour minister David Blunkett, 
was hardly any better at putting any flesh 
on the bones of a Labour policy. It pointed 
to the many failings of Tory policy and the 

OCTOBER’S MUCH-trailed Immigration 
Bill includes the predicted dog-whistle 
measures to remove appeal rights and 
make life difficult for migrants. The 
Government, including its supine Lib 
Dem members, expects to start 
implementing it from mid-2014. 

Much of it, while viciously anti-
migrant, is poorly thought out and may 
be unworkable, as were this summer’s 
“Go home” vans. For the Tories this does 
not matter, because the Bill’s purpose is 
to ensure that immigration stays on the 
agenda throughout the pre-election 
period. So they get the opportunity to 
use this coded form of racism as much as 
possible to win votes from UKIP and 
embarrass Labour.  

Labour will be embarrassed unless it 
changes its stance. Yvette Cooper 
described some of the measures as 
“sensible”.  But how “sensible” is it to stop 
“illegal migrants”, as she calls them, from 
opening bank accounts or getting driving 
licences, forcing everyone to produce 
complex paperwork to prove their right 
to exist? And how “sensible” is it to force 
every landlord in the country, including 
people taking in lodgers, families 

sub-letting to relatives, and most hostels, 
to check new tenants’ documents?  

It’s scarcely “sensible” to unleash the 
inevitable discrimination this will cause 
as landlords refuse to rent to anyone 
who looks like a migrant or who 
cannot produce a passport to prove they 
are British. The Lib Dems did not 
think it was so “sensible”; they insisted 
that landlord checks be confined to 
one small area until after the General 
Election, because they could see the 
potential problems.

 These proposals have been rejected, 
mocked and slated by housing 
professionals, landlord bodies, lawyers, 
children’s charities, local councils and 
tenant organisations. Instead of standing 
with them against the Tories, Yvette 
Cooper has run scared, ceding the 
argument and choosing to fight the 
election on a terrain she cannot win.  

Labour should be saying: we will not 
license discrimination; we will prioritise 
families’ rights to live together in spite of 
the hatred from the Daily Mail; we are 
building a strong, cohesive, welcoming 
and equal country.  Without that vision, 
we are lost.  

“incoherence” of current education policy 
but it doesn’t mention that this incoherence 
started under Labour – with grant-
maintained schools, academies, foundation 
schools, specialist schools, faith schools, to 
name but a few – and with more top-down 
initiatives than schools could keep up with. 
Like Stephen Twigg’s proposals, David 
Blunkett’s seemed to be based on accepting 
the entire Tory structure of academies 
being run by chains and free schools set up 
by local parents and “interests”, whoever 
they might be.

Labour Party members should ditch the 
quasi-Tory ideas pushed by the likes of 
Twigg and Blunkett, and now Hunt. They 
should argue in their branches and CLPs 
for the Party to develop a policy based on a 
properly-funded and fully-comprehensive 
education system. Whatever structure a 
local authority uses – education authorities 
or children and young peoples’ directorates 
– it is important that the system is 
democratically and locally controlled.

All those academies and ‘free’ schools 
opened or converted in the past years must 
be reassigned to the local authority so that 
resources, buildings, admissions and 
special service provision can be based on a 
coherent and efficient local policy. It ought 
to be made clear that democratically-
elected local authorities are the proper 
bodies to plan, administer and manage 
education in local areas, not ad-hoc groups 
of middle class parents or business lobbies.

One feature that has stood out in the 
statements of Twigg, Blunkett and Hunt is 
that they have had little or nothing to say 
about the teaching profession. As with the 
Tories, there is an unspoken assumption 
that teachers are somehow an obstacle to 
good education policy, “part of the 
problem” rather than “part of the solution”. 
Labour should start by making it crystal 
clear that its policy of using only fully-
qualified teachers would apply to all 
schools, without exception. Labour must 

Labour’s
education
non-policy

More Tory 
dog-whistling

John Pickard, Brentwood and Ongar CLP and Mid-Essex NUT, looks 
behind the demise of Stephen Twigg. Unfortunately, his successor 

Tristram Hunt seems to be promising more of the same, if not worse.

The latest Immigration Bill is about 
pre-election posturing and we shouldn’t fall 

for it, says Sue Jones.

The recent publication of the 
“thoughts” of Dominic 
Cummings, until now Michael 
Gove’s special adviser on 
education, throws into stark 
relief just how far our education 
system is moving away from 
any ideals of equity and 
fairness and towards the 
entrenchment of wealth and 
social privilege.  A counter- 
view is urgently needed.
Reclaiming Education is a 
conference designed to help 
develop such a counter-view.  It 
is being promoted by the 
“Picking up the Pieces” alliance 
– a coalition of education 
groups opposed to current 
policy.  It will take place on 
Saturday, November 16, from 
10.00 – 3.30, at the University of 
London Union, Malet Street.  
Places cost £25 and can be 
booked at  reclaimingeducation.
ticketsource.co.uk

Picking up 
the pieces

Kingsley Abrams at picket of racist letting agency, October 15.                    Photo: Pete Firmin

Stephen Twigg - before the fall



     Making  
   a  house
a  home

Furthermore, it will do nothing to assist those in most 
need. After all, a 5% deposit is a significant proportion 
of many people’s income ( 40% to 85% of an average 
annual salary). Not only does Cameron’s policy fail 
to benefit many people, but it misses the point – i.e. 
the shortage of housing4.

This lack of housing is something that successive 
governments have failed to address. Ed Miliband’s 
reference at Conference to building 200,000 homes per 
year by 2020 is welcome, but Labour have failed to live 
up to promises on this before. His commitment to 
ending land banking (whereby developers will have to 
use or lose planning permission) is also encouraging – in 
London alone, this would create 210,000 homes. Ed 
must pay these issues more than lip service.

There are, of course, other issues to address – 
improving the condition of existing houses and 
removing the Mayor of London’s recent policy for 
so-called affordable housing rents to be set at up to 80% 
of market value – but, if Ed and Labour do one thing on 
housing, they must build more.

Broadly, increasing supply will lead to falling house 
prices and a drop in the cost of private renting, it will 
address the backlog of 1.7 million households that are 
waiting for social housing5 and it will provide a home 
for thousands of homeless people. It is unacceptable that 
in England 1.4 million children live in bad housing; 
654,000 households are overcrowded; and the number 
of repossessions has doubled since 2007 to over 50,0006. 

Today, the disparities in wealth associated with housing 
are higher than in Victorian times. While the Tories take us 
back there with their dismantling of employment rights 
and the welfare state, the Labour Party must plan housing 
policy that meets the demands of the 21st century, making 
us relevant to people today, and therefore electable.

LABOUR LEADERS HAVE committed to 
abolish the Bedroom Tax. Lib Dems at 
their conference also demanded a 
‘review’ of the policy.  

Determined campaigning led by tenants 
is exposing the Government’s ‘scrounger’ 
rhetoric and putting pressure on the 
Opposition.  A ComRes poll on September 
11-12 reports that six out of ten people 
( 59%) say the Bedroom Tax should be 
scrapped (up from 51% in April). That 
includes four out of five ( 79%) of Labour 
voters, and 65% of Lib Dem and 34% 
of Conservative voters. 

Ministers are increasingly isolated and 
under pressure. Rent arrears are rising fast 
and legal judgements are challenging the 
Government’s definition of a ‘spare room’. 
The Bedroom Tax is the weak link in a 
vicious chain of benefit cuts. By defeating it 
we can challenge the whole basis of the 
benefit attacks on the poorest. Now we 
need to step up the demand for abolition 
of the Bedroom Tax.  People in arrears, 
in debt and in fear can’t wait for the 
next election.

Labour-controlled councils need to 

review urgently policy on the Bedroom 
Tax and other benefit cuts. Miliband’s 
promise to scrap the Bedroom Tax will 
not be credible if Labour-run councils 
like Manchester continue to seek to 
evict tenants in arrears caused by the 
same Bedroom Tax.

Labour in opposition can put itself firmly 
on the side of tenants, councillors and 
campaigners in this fight. And councils need 
national support to deliver on this. All 
Labour councils and councillors must get 
national backing to say, as Scottish 
Labour councils have already, that they 
will not evict tenants in arrears due to 
the Bedroom Tax. 

And we need a commitment that  the 
Government will refund landlords for 
arrears and costs of this unjust and 
unworkable attack on tenants and benefits. 

Councillors must halt eviction actions, 
or make political nonsense of Labour (and 
Lib Dem) national party decisions.  
Demand your councillors and other local 
landlords reassess their position and 
commit not to evict anyone due to 
Bedroom Tax and benefit cuts.

Councillors can join the growing tide of 
opposition by signing up to the Councillors 
Against the Bedroom Tax statement – see 
http://www.defendcouncilhousing.org.uk/
dch/resources/CouncillorsvBedTax2.
pdf#sthash.zsB2OvPc.dpuf

Tenants hit by the Bedroom Tax have 
kept up active campaigns, and built local 
and national Federations linking with 
other benefit campaigners, trade unions 
and others. Organisation is still patchy and 
many people hit by benefit cuts remain 
isolated and fearful. But in towns and cities 
across Britain there are campaigns, stalls, 
lobbies and marches that break down the 
fear, and are determined to beat 
Government’s attacks.

The Anti-Bedroom Tax and Benefit 
Justice Federation have produced a new 
4-page How to Beat the Bedroom Tax 
guide - email orders to benefitjustice@
gmail.com ( 10p a copy; 100= £10 plus 
postage; or less for bigger orders.)

l
 For details and to get involved see 

antibedroomtax.org.uk and on facebook: 
The Anti-Bedroom Tax and Benefit 
Justice Federation.

Bedroom Tax
how to beat the Government

Eileen Short, Chair Defend Council Housing

Duncan MacLean 
continues his review of 
the consequences of the 
Government’s policies, 
this time on housing.

Affiliation motion 
The Bedroom Tax and other cuts to housing and other 
benefits are unjust and devastating for communities, 
bringing more poverty, debt and evictions.
We oppose cuts in benefits and tax credits which 
scapegoat the poor, sick and disabled who did not cause 
the banking and economic crisis and should not be 
abused to pay for it.
We are against evictions and legal action against those 
hit by benefit cuts and support action to defend them and 
prevent evictions. We support a federation of groups 
fighting the Bedroom Tax and benefit cuts.

We agree to:
1. support local and national campaigns against the 

Bedroom Tax and benefit cuts,
2. affiliate to the Anti Bedroom Tax and Benefit Justice 

Federation (see below),
3. Send this motion to our regional and national union 

bodies, trades council and other relevant bodies, to 
demand wholehearted support for this campaign and 
for co-ordinated national action for Benefit Justice.

Affiliation to Anti Bedroom Tax and Benefit Justice 
Federation (England and Wales)

Local organisation: £20
(unfunded organisations: donation)
Regional: £50
National: £200
Organisation:
Contact name:
Email:
Telephone:
Postal address:

Return to: 
Anti Bedroom Tax and Benefit Justice Fed
c/o PO Box 33519
London E2 9WW

Cheque made out to Defend Council Housing 

TRADE UNION / COMMUNITY GROUP / TENANTS AND RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION MOTION

HOUSING IS SOMETHING that affects us all. It goes 
further than merely providing us with shelter; it impacts 
on health, safety, the ability to feed ourselves and on 
educational attainment. The issue of housing is 
significant, yet decades of underinvestment and inflated 
mortgages have created an unsustainable mess.

There are 23.4 million households across England and 
Wales. 15 million ( 64%) are owned, 8.3 million ( 36%) are 
rented1 and 56,120 are used as temporary accommodation 
for the homeless2. Then there are 6,400 people who 
sleep rough every night3.  

These figures show that the UK’s housing market 
broadly operates on four tiers: the people at the top who 
own their homes, having paid off mortgages or bought 
houses outright; the people who have mortgages, are 
saddled with debt, rely on interest rates remaining low 
and on their employment status remaining stable; the 
people who rent at the mercy of private landlords or, for 
social housing tenants, the Bedroom Tax; and the people 
who fall through the net completely.

The result, unsurprisingly, is that the rich get richer, 
buy second homes, enhance their income by renting 
properties, and price many local people out of the 
market entirely. Our country’s appetite for capitalism is 
demonstrated nowhere more than in the housing 
market and, in order for us all to have a home, we have 
little choice but to buy into it, which perpetuates an 
unjust and broken system – which, because it is largely 
unchecked, can only lead to a repeat of the financial 
crash we have experienced since 2007.

Save for a complete revolution in the way our economy 
operates, something needs to change in the way the 
housing market functions. David Cameron’s solution is 
to bring forward the Help To Buy scheme, where the 
Government guarantees parts of mortgages for buyers 
who can afford a 5% deposit upfront. 

This policy will serve to increase demand on a supply 
chain that is already failing abjectly to keep up which – 
according to supply and demand theory – will push 
prices even higher. Even the Governor of the Bank of 
England, Mark Carney, has voiced his concerns on this. 

Labour Briefing November 2013 Labour Briefing November 201310 11

1 Census, 2011
2 Department for Communities and Local Government, 2013 
3 Broadway Homelessness and Support, 2013
4 BBC House Prices Calculator, September 2013
5 Housing Strategy Statistical Appendix Data, Department of 
   Communities and Local Government, 2013
6 Shelter, 2011
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Stark findings,
dire prognosis

International Panel on Climate Change Report:

Invest in green science to avoid full-blown
climate catastrophe, writes Oliver Tickell.

Professor Alan Rew, Horsham CLP, who was the County Council candidate for Worth Forest division, 
in the front line of potential fracking, outlines the arguments and reports on the campaign so far.

THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL PANEL on 
Climate Change has published its latest 
report on climate change. The findings are 
stark and the prognosis is dire. The world is 
on its way to full blown climate catastrophe, 
and human emissions of greenhouse gases 
are to blame. Sadly, it won’t change a thing. 
Yes, climate change believers are now all 
the more certain that they are right and 
that urgent action is needed. 

But climate change sceptics (not to 
mention out-and-out deniers) remain just 
as certain that climate change is a hoax 
perpetrated on them by a liberal elite of 
Hollywood superstars, venal journalists, a 
UN bent on world domination (as 
evidenced by the deeply sinister Agenda 21 
- google it if you don’t believe me) and a 
worldwide conspiracy of scientists milking 
multi-billion dollar research grants.

Of course the world needs an effective 
climate agreement with global reach. But so 
paralysed are the climate negotiations aimed 
at replacing the Kyoto Protocol - itself a 
dismal failure - that we can be certain of 
only one thing: that any climate agreement 
that comes out of it will not be worth having. 

Rajendra Pachauri, chair of the IPCC, 
came close to admitting as much when he 
called for a simple carbon tax that would 
give competitive advantage to renewable 
sources of power over fossil energy. If he 
were somehow to get his way, all the 
tortuous protocols and processes 
of the Climate Change Convention would 
be cut through as one gigantic Gordian 
knot - and a very good thing too. But it 
won’t happen. The US’s Republican -  
dominated House of Congress alone 
would make sure of that.

WHAT PRIORITY SHOULD Labour give to 
the hydraulic fracturing (“fracking”) of 
oil and gas in ‘unconventional’ rocks 
such as shale? 

Novel methods are used to exploit fossil 
fuels long buried by geological processes, 
leaving the public to easily misdiagnose 
the drilling as merely very narrow, deep, 
mining. The process is, in fact, frighteningly 
complex and risky.

Some Labour supporters argue that fears 
of pollution are a side-issue; economic 
growth, employment and natural resources 
are first needed to improve livelihoods. 
Hydrocarbons in shale are a resource for 
use, they argue - provided all necessary 
safeguards are in place. 

With drilling underway this summer in 
Balcombe, and fracking possibly imminent, 
Mid Sussex CLP identified dangers for the 
village and the whole district. It stated to 
the County Party it would:

“campaign vigorously against 
fracking because this technology 
is very risky …The drilling in 
fracking being horizontal, where 
the point of entry is precisely 
located is not crucial: …Labour 
will… ensure that rigorous 
environmental safeguards are in 
place and that any shale 
development will balance 
potential gas gains against known 
conservation disbenefits.”  

Shale oil and gas exploitation is 
more than cracking rock – it will 
involve dirty drilling with a legacy of 
environmental, industrial, income 
distribution, and political consequences 
unfolding over decades. The process uses 
massive amounts of water pumped at high 
pressure to release bubbles of oil and gas. 
Sussex can ill afford to misuse its very 
scarce water. Disposal of the produced 
waste water is then very hazardous.  
Further pollution risks arise when 
handling drilling mud and from the flaring 
of waste gases containing toxic, potentially 
carcinogenic elements. Drill-holes create 

pathways for gas and other deep 
contaminants to come to the surface. 
Industry spokesmen disingenuously give 
safety assurances based on good British 
standards in concrete and steel well casing. 
First, human structures aren’t permanent: 
1% of wells fail in the first year; 30% fail in 
the first 10 years even though properly 
capped. Second, horizontal drilling 
penetrates shifting, and so misaligned, 
rock strata, and gas then leaks through the 
geological fault-lines.

Many in Balcombe now wish dirty 
drilling was illegal as in France. Convinced 
that only a ‘total ban’ will work, some 
villagers fight shy of lesser political change 
at community and county level in this 
Tory heartland.  They would prefer to 
lobby technical agencies and local press 
and support “green” campaigns. Yet 
political awareness is also growing, 
sometimes rapidly. Government and 

industry’s claims that “safeguards are in 
place” fail because the drilling programme 
depends heavily on industry self-
regulation and vague sanctions. So, Middle 
England experiences frustrating 
“run-arounds”, heavy PR, and “economy 
with the truth” in an ever proliferating 
range of official and corporate encounters. 

Realisation is growing that the dirty 
drilling licences that extend from Kent to 
Hampshire will mean the industrialisation 
of the Wealden countryside. A locality’s 
selection will mean multiple holes and 

many exploitation pads per square mile.  
Each productive pad must be connected 
by pipeline. Many lorries will carry wastes 
and supplies. The “product” is resurfaced 
water with gas and oil dissolved in it and 
needing transportation somewhere. Road 
traffic loads and pipelines will disturb 
communities the most. 

Energy economics and huge 
environmental risks ensure an uncertain 
future for fracking. Only a fraction of the 
buried resource can be tapped this way, 
and economic benefits will be marginal.   
Nonetheless, David Cameron wants to ‘get 
going’’ and his Government is rushing 
through changes in public consultation, 
planning law and air quality monitoring. 
Balcombe residents are most angry about 
the affront to democracy caused by his 
rushing extreme energy into being and 
that ‘fracking’ is exempt from climate 
change assessment despite the urgent 

need to curb carbon emissions. 
Conflicts over policy and 

with officials have dovetailed, 
surprisingly, into growing 
solidarity with the Community 
Protection Camp protesting 
against  the Caudrilla lorries 
and drill-rig. Innovative camp 
protests gained valuable media 
attention and calmed many in 
the community who were 
feeling threatened by the 
police over-kill; we were 
protected by the Camp! Highly 

visible forms of protest at fracking sites 
have also emerged as the most effective 
means of changing the public mood3.

1 ( 5th) Report of the Inter-Governmental Panel on 
Climate Change. September 2013
2 see Geoffrey Lean “The protesters are winning the 
battle against fracking”. A newspaper report on a 
public meeting in Balcombe which notes that all of 
the 30 villagers’ questions to the Environment 
Agency were hostile. Telegraph October 11 2013.
3 Sarah O’Hara et. al.  Public Perception of Shale Gas 
Extraction in the UK: the impact of the Balcombe 
Protests in July August 2013. University of 
Nottingham, Politics Department; October 2013 
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So how is the world to respond? And in 
particular, how is Britain to respond? 
Actually there’s quite a lot we can do. 
First, to stop putting any more money into 
developing fossil fuels. So put an end to 
George Osborne’s ridiculous fracking 
subsidies. But to look abroad, where most 
of the real action is taking place, the UK 
must use its directorship role in the 
multilateral development banks to halt all 
support for fossil energy.

Some reforms are under way. The World 
Bank’s policy is to fund coal developments 
only in exceptional circumstances. And the 
European Investment Bank has applied a 
carbon standard to its fossil energy 
investments. But the African Development 
Bank is financing massive coal development 
across the continent, especially in coal-rich 
southern Africa, while ignoring 
renewables. The UK has the influence to 
turn that around. 

In another scandal, the UK’s nationalised 
banks, RBS and Lloyds, are financing 
enormous new coal mines in Kalimantan, 
Indonesian Borneo, alongside other British 
High Street banks like Barclays and HSBC. 
They should all stop - but the UK 
government has the power to make 
those banks it owns or controls stop 
right now. It should not be frightened 
to exercise that power.

The UK also runs a big aid budget, and 
should commit to using 20% of it to 
financing renewable energy development 
in beneficiary nations. Renewables like 
solar, wind and biogas are already the 
most cost-efficient technologies for 
bringing electricity to remote rural 
communities. And the cost is coming down 

all the time, especially with solar. Large 
solar power systems in India, for example, 
now cost only about $1.50 per watt of 
capacity, each watt capable of generating 
almost 2kWh per year.

According to Swanson’s law, with every 
doubling of manufacturing capacity the 
cost of solar power falls by 20%. Projects in 
the pipeline now include a huge 
4,000 MW solar power station in 
Rajasthan, India, and many thousands of 
megawatts more are being planned around 
the world. By 2017 experts expect that solar 
power will be the cheapest electricity 
source in the sunnier parts of the world 
from Australia to California. And when that 
transition takes place, fossil energy will be 
all over bar the shouting.

Britain can bring that day forward as set 
out above, but also by investing in key 
enabling technologies. 

• Responsive grids, for example, where 
electricity demand adjusts to supply, not 
just the other way round as at present.

• Low cost, efficient electricity 
storage systems.

• Long distance grids to smooth out peaks 
and troughs of power demand across 
regions and entire continents.

And any such investments in 
core science and engineering will, in 
the future, put Britain in prime position 
to export these technologies to the 
world - instead of leaving all the fun to 
Germany, Japan, China and the US. By 
driving forward the green energy 
revolution, Britain can not only help 
save the world from catastrophic 
climate change. It can also assure its 
own future prosperity.

A SUMMER 
OF POLITICAL 

UNEASE IN BALCOMBE

Activists and villagers prevent equipment 
from entering Balcombe fracking site, July 25. Photo: Guy Smallman
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AN UNEXPECTED FEATURE of the 2010 
General Election was the Tories’ decision 
to attack Labour from the left on a series 
of issues. One was the environment, 
particularly Labour’s unpopular proposal 
to bulldoze homes for a third runway at 
Heathrow.  Another was human rights: 
“under Labour, there are a million innocent 
people on the biggest DNA database in 
the world… councils and quangos carry out 
surveillance operations on parents taking 
their children to school” boomed the Tory 
manifesto, promising legislation to “roll 
back the intrusive state”.  More predictable, 
though, was the Tories rapid retreat from 
these and other election promises.  The 
third runway is firmly back on the agenda.  
And civil liberties, already placed under 
major strain by New Labour, are once more 
under threat.

The severity of that threat was made 
clear by CIA whistleblower Edward 
Snowden’s disclosures about the US 
government’s PRISM programme and 
its UK equivalent, Tempora.  Snowden 
revealed the breathtaking scope of 
operations by the British signals 
intelligence agency, GCHQ, to harvest 
private data from individuals’ use of 
digital networks.

According to The Guardian, Tempora 
has given GCHQ intercept capability 
over 95% of the international high- 
capacity fibre optic links connecting the 
UK.  This is coupled with server capacity to 
store the entire content of the intercepted 
material – nearly every e-mail, web search, 
phone conversation and everything else 
done online in the UK – for three days, 
and metadata (details about 
communications, but not their actual 
content) for 30 days.

The link with PRISM is that GCHQ and 
its US counterpart NSA have routinely 
exchanged intercepted information 
about each other’s citizens, deftly 
sidestepping even the modest protection 
each country’s laws give its own nationals. 
Outside government circles, legal 

commentators almost universally 
condemned these practices as 
flagrantly unlawful.

Former GCHQ Director Sir David Omand 
described the Snowden leaks as “the most 
catastrophic loss to British intelligence ever, 
much worse than [cold war spies] Burgess 
and Maclean.”  Why the uncharacteristic 
hyperbole from the usually inscrutable 
security mandarins? Because not only has 
the true extent of their activities been 
rumbled, so too has the fraudulent basis on 
which they sought expanded legal powers.

The Coalition’s draft Communications 
Data Bill, published last year and examined 
by a Joint Select Committee, proposed a 
major extension of the ability of police and 
security services to access private data 
about internet use, currently governed by 
the Regulation of Investigatory Powers 
Act 2000 (RIPA).  In their evidence to the 
Committee senior officials warned that 
since RIPA, the volume and types of digital 
communications had mushroomed.  The 
law had failed to keep pace with the 
growing potential for terrorists and other 
criminals to plot online.  Unless new 
powers were granted, the security services 
would be in danger of “going dark” – losing 
much of their ability to detect 
cyber-wrongdoing.

Luckily the Committee was unconvinced 
and produced a hostile report.  But what is 
now clear is that officials systematically 
deceived Parliament.  Far from playing 
catch-up, the agencies were in truth 
seeking retrospective legal cover for 
activities of unprecedented scope that were 
already well underway in secret.  In this 
dishonest strategy they were backed by 
Coalition ministers all the way up to the 
Home Secretary – and probably beyond.

In the short term at least, the Snowden 
leaks have killed off the Bill. But the 
episode demonstrates just how cynical is 
the attitude of the Tories and security 
establishment towards civil liberties and 
even the role of Parliament itself.  The 
Coalition continues to place civil liberties 

THE CAMPAIGN FOR Labour Party 
Democracy rally was held on Saturday 
evening. On top of the usual guest speakers, 
Jon Lansman presented the CLPD Charter 
of a Democratic Conference and there was 
a discussion on the rule changes to be 
debated at Conference on Tuesday. CLPD 
also urged CLP delegates to support Katy 
Clark MP and Peter Willsman for the 
Conference Arrangements Committee, and 
myself for the National Constitutional 
Committee. Unfortunately none of us were 
elected, and complaints have been lodged 
about non-compliance of Party officials 
with their own code of conduct by 
canvassing for our opponents.

On Sunday morning, prior to the start of 
Conference, regional delegates briefings 
were held. I took the opportunity to inform 
London delegates about an emergency 
motion from my CLP in support of 
firefighters’ industrial action to oppose 
pension cuts and also to campaign against 
cuts to our fire service. Unfortunately, our 
fire service motion was not debated but 
was welcomed by the Fire Brigades Union 
members at Conference.

At the start of Conference I asked the 
CAC to reconsider their decision not to 
admit my CLP’s rule change, on the 
election of the CAC by OMOV (one member 
one vote), onto the agenda by misuse of the 
“three year rule”. Other CLP delegates also 
went to the rostrum to challenge similar 
decisions by the CAC on their rule changes. 
This battle went on all week, and 
culminated in the CAC report on Tuesday 
being voted down by Conference. The end 
result was that the TSSA rail union’s 
emergency motion on public ownership of 
railways was admitted to the agenda and 
carried by Conference.

Conference agreed to debate six subjects 
– Cost of Living, Employment Rights, 
Housing, Lobbying, NHS and Royal Mail. 
These were formed into composite motions 
and all were agreed by Conference.

Paul Kenny, GMB, speaking for Labour’s 
affiliated unions in the debate on the 
interim Collins Review on Party 
organisation said “the real debate this week 
is about jobs, homes, living standards, 
employment rights…the removal or sale of 
our collective voice is not on the agenda.”

The LRC held two fringe meetings. The 
first, on Monday evening, on the theme of 
“Defend the Welfare state, Defend the Union 
Link”, was attended by over 150 delegates 
and visitors.  The contributions from, 
among others, John McDonnell, Jeremy 
Corbyn, Katy Clarke, Owen Jones, Mark 
Serwotka, Manuel Cortes and Ian Hodson 
from the Bakers’ Union, reporting from the 
Hovis strike, met with an upbeat mood of 
confidence and support for resistance.  

Ed Miliband’s speech was welcomed with 
commitments to abolish the Bedroom Tax, 
scrap ATOS, increase house building and to 
freeze energy prices for 20 months from 2015.

As is tradition, Conference closed on 
Wednesday by singing The Red Flag. 
Hopefully the political complexion of 
Labour’s policies will get deeper red by the 
2015 General Election.

under strain.
The latest salvo is the Transparency of 

Lobbying, Non-Party Campaigning and 
Trade Union Administration Bill, a clumsy 
attempt to criminalise political 
campaigning by trade unions and NGOs in 
the run-up to elections.   The Tories are no 
more “rolling back the frontiers of the state” 
than they did in the 1980s when identical 
rhetoric concealed their true agenda. Under 
Thatcher, the state machine did not 
shrink.  On the contrary, as the miners’ 
strike illustrated, the resources and powers 
of the police and security services were 
carefully built up and deployed as a foil 
to organised labour.  

Which brings us neatly to the question: 
what about Labour?  For sure, the European 
Convention on Human Rights has its 
faults, especially in its tendency to prioritise 
protection of property over key rights such 
as freedom of expression and protest. The 
content of human rights is ultimately a 
political question that should be 
continuously debated.  Nevertheless, 
the Human Rights Act, which gave the 
Convention the force of UK law for the 
first time, was one of the 1997 Labour 
Government’s landmark achievements.  
But the achievement was then 
squandered by the Blair and Brown 
governments’ rightward lurch on issues 
such as immigration and asylum, identity 
cards, detention of terror suspects, and 
protest in “sensitive” locations.

The tragedy is that in 2010 the Tories 
were able to make a populist (and more 
importantly, popular) appeal on civil 
liberties only because of New Labour’s 
catastrophic misjudgements. As we 
approach 2015, it is critical for Labour to 
restore its reputation as a champion of civil 
liberty, not one of its malcontents.  

l
 Gordon Nardell QC, Islington North CLP, 

has appeared as a barrister in several UK 
and European cases about surveillance and 
data-gathering. He regularly writes and 
lectures on the subject.

Still taking
liberties

2013
Labour
Party

The Snowden revelations about mass data-
collection by the British state demolish the 
Tories’ election promise to “roll back the 
intrusive state”, reports Gordon Nardell
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Gary Heather, delegate from Islington North CLP, reports.

Jeremy Corbyn, John 
McDonnell and Mark 

Serwotka at LRC 
fringe meeting, 

Labour Party 
Conference 2013

Photos: Louise 
Whittle

Nancy Platts, PPC for 
Brighton Kemptown, 
speaking at LRC fringe 
meeting , Labour Party 
Conference 2013
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SCOTTISH
REFERENDUM:

VOTE FOR INDEPENDENCE
FOR A RADICAL CHANGE

Class, Nation & Socialism
The Red Paper 2014

Professor Gregor Gall argues a socialist case for independence.

Neil Findlay MSP writes:

THE APPROACHING REFERENDUM on 
Scottish independence on 18 September 
2014 provides a wholly infrequent 
opportunity to have a wide-ranging, deep-
seated public debate on what is the nature 
of society in Scotland and whose interests 
should be served by it. 

Progressive change is on the agenda for 
there is no point having the referendum 
unless one can envisage that society can be 
improved – and for the vast majority of its 
citizens. Equally, there is no point having 
independence unless there is the possibility 
of envisaging radical social change. 

So out of this moment comes the 
possibility of taking the opportunity to 
assert – and then implement – that the 
touchstones of society in Scotland should be 
social justice, reduction in inequalities and a 
socialised economy. This is not socialism but 
a society where the market does not so fully 
determine citizens’ life chances and 
standards of living, and where equalities of 
outcome supersede equalities of opportunity.

Part of the reason why independence 
allows this possibility is the combination of 
having greater levers of power and the centre 
of political gravity in Scotland being to the 
left of that in England (although not some 
regions of England like the North East). This 
means the social democratic impulse can be 
more easily expressed in Scotland. 

However, the struggle to achieve such a 
vision will be a hard one for the 
dominant SNP, led by Alex Salmond, is 
determined to pursue a very conservative 
version of independence consisting of 
reducing corporation tax to attract inward 
investment, maintaining sterling (with 
the Bank of England setting interest rates) 
and NATO, and the Queen remaining 
head of state. The SNP does this because it 
has a policy of not frightening the horses 
among the rich and powerful. 

“THIS BOOK IS such an important 
contribution to renewing a crisis-ridden 
left. The outcome of the current debate in 
Scottish politics has clear ramifications in 
Britain and elsewhere.” - Owen Jones

This book is not only of importance in 
Scotland, it is vital reading for anyone in 
the UK who seeks social justice and the 
transformation of our society.

It is the product of two years of 
discussion, research and campaigning by 
the Red Paper Collective – a group of 
activists, trade unionists, academics and 
politicians from across the Scottish left. 

The Red Paper Collective is more 
interested in the politics of class than the 
politics of nationalism and in social and 
economic change rather than constitutional 
change. They have sought to provide a 
labour movement alternative to the sterile 
braveheart nationalism v Union Jack 
unionism that has dominated the debate 
around the referendum to date, and instead 
explore the issues that they consider to 
have been neglected.

For example, it questions whether the 
Scottish Parliament has made use of the 
powers it currently has for the benefit of 
working people; it explores where power 
really lies, and how it can be put in the 
hands of workers and communities and 
whether the Scottish Parliament should 
enjoy enhanced powers, which would both 
enable a challenge to the growing scandals 
of poverty and inequality while still 

The rub is that without offering a more 
radical version of what society in an 
independent Scotland could look like, the 
majority of citizens are not given a 
compelling reason to vote for 
independence. Indeed, two Scottish Social 
Attitude surveys in 2011 and 2013 showed 

levels of support for independence would 
double from their present one third to two 
thirds if voters were convinced they would 
be (just) £500pa better off after 
independence.

The chance of social betterment through 
independence needs to be expressed as a 
possibility (not probability). Progress down 
this path is relatively more possible at this 
juncture than under some British Road To 
Socialism of the Red Paper Collective (of 
the Scottish Labour Party’s Campaign for 
Socialism group and the Communist Party 
of Britain). 

This situation may not always be so, 
indicating that the support for 
independence is not synonymous with 
nationalism. Indeed, if the return of a 1970s 
upturn in the class struggle looked at all 
evident, the locus of support would change. 

Moreover, supporting independence is 
not to think that there are national 
solutions to inter-national problems. There 
are distinct limits to what an independent 
Scotland could do (assuming it had the full 
powers of sovereignty and wished to use 
them). Neither is it to deny antagonistic 

retaining the historic link with working 
people across the UK.

The Red Paper Collective argues that the 
real problems facing people in Scotland are 
not to be found in a flag, a border or even a 
list of powers in Edinburgh and London. 
They have challenged the main players to 
make clear why they want more powers and 
what they will do with the powers they have.

This book should be essential reading for 
socialists and trade unionists across the UK 
because the implications of constitutional 
change in Scotland have serious 
implications for those in the rest of the UK. 

interests of different social classes within 
Scotland or to assume that one nation is 
superior to another. 

If society in Scotland is to be able to 
progress in this direction, it will have to be 
part of a wider international process. And 
the possibility of Scotland acting as a spur 
to change elsewhere, primarily England 
and Wales, comes alive too.

Before getting to the operational crux of 
the matter, the accusation of breaking up 
the unity of the working class needs to be 
addressed. If this strength and unity was 
solely predicated on the same organisational 
structures, this accusation would hold 
some water. But it does not. Collective 
confidence – even class confidence – to 
pursue militant ends is dependent upon 
collective consciousness. And today, this 
consciousness needs to be of an inter-
national nature. There is no reason to think 
that workers either side of a border between 
England and Scotland would need or want 
to be in different unions. 

But unless the radical case for 
independence becomes mere stargazing, 
the question of where the requisite political 
forces for bringing about this change come 
from needs to be addressed. Neither the 
Scottish Socialist Party (SSP) nor the 
Greens are what they were a decade ago. 
Maybe the saving grace is that they might 
yet become this again through the 
opportunity of the 2016 Scottish Parliament 
elections – these are the crucial ones which 
will begin to determine what an 
independent Scotland might look like.

l
 Gregor Gall is Professor of Industrial 

Relations at the University of Bradford, 
lives in Edinburgh, and his Scotland the 
brave? Independence and Radical Social 
Change will be published next month by 
Scottish Left Review Press.

YES 
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NO?

“The chance of social 
betterment through 

independence needs to 
be expressed as a 

possibility”
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IT WAS GREAT to be able to attend this year’s Co-op Party 
conference in Edinburgh, from October 4 to 6. As a new member, 
this was my first conference and I had no idea what to expect. 
Conference kicked off with local MSP Kezia Dugdale welcoming all 
delegates and visitors to conference, followed by a keynote address 
and question and answer session with Ed Balls. He reaffirmed 
Labour’s stance against the Bedroom Tax which went down very 
well, but also said he was against the living wage, on the grounds 
that there is  a ‘London Living Wage’ and a ‘Rest of UK Living Wage’ 
and he did not want to see the UK have regional pay levels, which 
received a more mixed response from the floor.

A total of six policy debates were held over the weekend: the 
economy; transport; housing; young people; education; and 
culture, media and sport. There were many interesting 
contributions from the floor, including those for lowering the 
voting age to 14, which were quite well received. All speakers in the 
transport debate spoke in favour of taking the rail and bus networks 
out of private ownership. It was felt that Labour would have to take 
a serious look at housing policy in order to tackle the unacceptably 
high levels of youth homelessness and the current problem of 
supply and demand in the private rented sector. It was also very 
reassuring to hear that Labour plans to stop the roll-out of ‘free 
schools’ should they get into power in 2015.

The Leader of the Scottish Labour Party Johann Lamont  
addressed conference, giving a passionate speech about the politics 
of nationalism, where power lies and important social issues in 
Scotland, with the Q and A session being largely dominated by 
questions on Scottish independence. This was the first time 
conference had taken a new format, with 85% of time given over to 
delegates and visitors to speak and it was agreed that this format 
had worked very well. All in all, conference was a resounding 
success and it was refreshing to spend a weekend actually debating 
policy - if only Labour Party Conference was more like the Co-op’s!

WHEN THE RIGHT WING press starts to 
lash out wildly at a Labour leader’s 
deceased relatives, it’s a safe bet to assume 
they are rattled.  The poll reaction to Ed 
Miliband’s Conference attack on the power 
of the Big Six energy companies, albeit in 
the relatively modest form of a two year 
price freeze, has pointed to the potential 
popularity of standing up to the markets in 
a bolder way.  Lord Mandelson, 
understandably fearful that the days of the 
New Labour project are clearly numbered, 
was quick to hit out. And that bastion of 
small-minded reactionary middle class 
opinion, the Daily Mail, was panicked 
enough to resort to “red scare” rhetoric via 
on attack on the influence of Ed’s late 
father, the Marxist intellectual Ralph. 

The original attack, describing Ralph as 
“the man who hated Britain” on the 
strength of some remarks made in his diary 
as a 17 year-old, was particularly needling 
to the Labour leader’s office since the 
whole “One Nation Labour” framework 
appeals to a particular notion of Britishness.  
While the term itself is obviously adapted 
from 19th century Tory PM Benjamin 
Disraeli, the underlying project is more 
indebted to the popular frontist politics of 
the kind promoted by the Communist 
Party in the 1930s, masking class divisions 
in a popular appeal to national renewal 
where everyone is expected to make 
sacrifices in return for rewards at some 
unspecified time in the future. Following 
on from Danny Boyle’s Olympic opening 
ceremony in 2012, and Ken Loach’s Spirit 
of ’45, film which ends with a rousing 
rendition of Jerusalem, Labour is 
attempting to rearticulate a distinctively 
progressive narrative of pride in Britishness 
with which to contest the more obviously 
chauvinistic and reactionary appeals to 
national identity.       

The Mail’s implication that Ed’s politics 
are born out of an inherited sense of 
alienation from Britain’s culture and 

traditions has clear anti-semitic undertones, 
which invited the obvious comparison 
between the role played by the Mail in the 
run up to the Second World War (famously 
running headlines declaring “Hurrah for 
the Blackshirts”, and with proprietor 
Viscount Rothermere meeting Hitler), with 
Ralph Miliband’s own service in the Royal 
Navy in the fight against fascism.  However 
many on the left will feel uneasy with the 
acceptance of a standard of “patriotic 
loyalty” according to which we show our 
commitment by celebrating the role of the 
armed forces.  It is disappointing (if sadly 
predictable) that so few of the Labour critics 
of the Mail are prepared to robustly defend 
Ralph Miliband’s class-based critique of the 
British state and its institutions.  One Nation 
Labour is not a framework the left should 
be concerned to defend.  Nevertheless, if an 
ironic outcome of the Mail’s attack is that 
more people are beginning to explore works 

like The State in Capitalist Society, this can 
only be positive.

Ralph’s vision had no sympathy 
whatsoever with the kind of grotesque 
Stalinist distortion of socialism represented 
by the old Soviet bloc.  Yet this hasn’t 
stopped the Mail insisting that Ed has 
inherited a form of Marxism which seeks to 
“ drive a hammer and sickle through the 
heart of the nation”, a “poisonous creed”, 
which “provided the philosophical 
underpinning to a monstrously evil 
regime”, supported “government by diktat”, 
and has “disdain for freedom of expression”.  

The last of these accusations reveals the 
real motivation for the Mail’s venom. In 
standing up to the media barons after the 
phone hacking scandal, he has made 
himself into public enemy number one for 
the powerful moghuls who run the British 
media. To suggest that having an 
independent regulator of the press of the 
kind proposed by Leveson, and 
subsequently agreed by all three main 
parties, is somehow to invite rampant state 
censorship and an end to freedom of 
expression is clearly an absurd and entirely 
self-serving claim.  And yet the ferocity 
with which the Mail is gunning for the 
Labour leader demonstrates how powerful 
corporate interests are determined to resist 
even the most moderate attempts to 
regulate their power.

The stakes of these battles could scarcely 
be higher.  But from the post-Conference 
poll bounce it’s clear that the effort to curb 
the unaccountable power of corporate 
interests - whether in the media or in 
sectors like energy - is potentially very 
popular with voters.  Our task is to push Ed 
Miliband to follow through on the task he 
has now opened up for himself, for 
example by tackling not only press 
regulation but also by setting clear limits to 
the ability of moghuls like Murdoch to 
swallow up such large concentrations of 
media ownership.

WHO DO YOU THINK  
YOU ARE KIDDING, 

MR DACRE?

Co-Op Party 
Conference

As the Daily Mail smears the memory of Ralph Miliband, his son  
must now follow through on curbing the power of the media, argues  
Michael Calderbank (Brent Central CLP and co-editor Red Pepper)

Labour 
Assembly 
Against 

Austerity
THE LABOUR PARTY’S focus on the cost of living crisis, 
followed by Ed Miliband’s speech at Conference shows the 
Leader’s willingness to challenge aspects of the economic 
consensus and force the Tories onto the backfoot.

Abolishing the Bedroom Tax and cutting energy prices has 
real resonance with people suffering under austerity. As a result 
the Tories, in their own disastrous conference the week after 
Labour’s, were forced onto the terrain of the cost of living. 

But following the reshuffle, Rachel Reeves’ first interview on 
benefits demonstrates we cannot afford to sit back. Promising 
to be ‘tougher than the Tories’ – a line circulated by the Labour 
Press team – takes us into the scapegoating of social security 
claimants agenda the Tories and the tabloid press promote. 

Many Labour voters, given hope by the promise to abolish 
the Bedroom Tax, will be demobilised by such rhetoric – 
particularly when so many people, especially in London, rely 
on benefits to pay their basic housing costs.

And without any new spending commitments that reject 
Osborne’s austerity plans for the next elected government, we 
are in danger of offering to do the Tories dirty work for them.

That’s why we as Labour activists need to be part of the 
growing People’s Assembly movement and build the Labour 
Assembly Against Austerity on 9 November.

Marian Craig, Chair of West 
Scotland Young Labour, reports.

Johann Lamont, Scottish Labour Party Leader
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IN AUGUST 2012, I joined the Labour Party 
because I was disgusted with the measures 
being introduced by the Coalition 
Government. My fiancee and I were 
expecting our first baby and I wanted to 
make a stand against the austerity being 
implemented by the Conservative-led 
government. I knew the only way I could 
really make a difference would be to gain 
some political representation. 

Castle Point has traditionally been 
represented by the Conservative Party, 
except for two occasions, one of which was 
when it was represented by Labour and the 
other by Bob Spink, ex-Tory and first UKIP 
MP. Not only is Castle Point represented 
nationally by a Conservative, but also at 
local level. Castle Point Borough Council 
has 25 Tory councillors out of 41, with 15 of 
the remaining seats going to the Canvey 
Island Independent Party and one is held 
by an independent - no Labour at all.

Essex County Council is represented by 
42 Conservatives, 9 Labour, 9 UKIP, 9 Lib 

AS CHAIR of the Trade Union Group of 
Labour MPs, I was delighted at 
Conference to relaunch the group and our 
new Trade Union Charter. The launch 
was a huge success with TUC General 
Secretary, Frances O’Grady, GMB General 
Secretary and Chair of TULO, Paul Kenny, 
and Unite General Secretary Len 
McCluskey addressing the assembled 
audience of friends and comrades 
from the labour and trade union 
movement. The support and 
enthusiasm of all in attendance, other 
than perhaps Andrew Pierce of the Times, 
was warmly welcomed.

The launch of the Trade Union Charter 
marks a significant development in the 
representation of the interests of trade 
unionists in the Houses of Parliament. We 
are unashamedly pro-trade union. Perhaps 
this is a position which may feel 
unfashionable given the spiteful rhetoric 
spewed out by the Government 
benches and their friends in the right wing 
media, but it is a position that we are 
rightfully proud of. 

The following charter will be written into 
a newly formed constitution replacing the 
original which has survived since the early 
‘50s. The immense interest expressed by 

Dems, 2 Greens and 4 independents - once 
again a poor showing for Labour. When I 
stood in the County Council elections for 
the Hadleigh division in May 2013, I wanted 
to create a proper opposition to the 
Tories that differed from them and the 
soft-left sympathisers that exist within 
our own Party. 

I came third after the Conservatives and 
UKIP. This was an awakening to me that we 

really need to start reminding people, 
especially those who don’t bother to vote, 
that there are people within our Party who 
still stand up for working class people, 
unlike the self-serving Tories and their Lib 
Dem collaborators. 

Under austerity, it’s the people at the 
bottom who suffer. The Bedroom Tax and 

the scrapping of Council Tax benefit are 
certain to condemn the less well off to a life 
of poverty. Secure council tenancies are 
being reduced to a series of five year 
reviewable contracts. 

We should not be capping benefits and 
removing life-saving services, with further 
fire service cuts coming. The interests of the 
99% must take precedence over the top 1%. 

 People like myself and others within the 
LRC and left wing of the Labour Party are 
at the front line of being able to protect 
vulnerable people in our communities 
from such vindictiveness. This Government 
is leading an ideological attack on the 
working class, aiming systemically to 
destroy the welfare state. Yet at the same 
time millions can be found for a state 
funeral for Thatcher as well as a potential 
war in Syria. 

Austerity has been proven not to work, 
and it’s quite clear that an alternative needs 
to be put in place. Capitalism is doomed to 
fail and the only way it can survive is 
through these vicious attacks on working 
people. It is only through a new socialist 
society that we can begin to make a better 
life for everyone. 

many members of the PLP show how 
popular the Trade Union Group move has 
been, bringing the group up to the 21st 
century with the same principles 
embodied in the constitution as they were 
almost 60 years ago.

• The Trade Union Group of Labour MPs 
understands and shares the aims and 
aspirations of the millions of members of 
the trade union movement in solidarity 
with, and based on, the strength of the 
collective, and we will work with the trade 
unions to ensure that their voice is heard 
loud and clear, using all available democratic 
parliamentary powers regardless of which 
party is in government.

• We will promote and defend the right 
of TUC affiliated trade unions to be key 
players in the Labour Party at local, regional 
and national levels, working closely with 
them to ensure that our Party promotes 
workers’ rights in our manifestos and 
implements them when in power.

• We will seek to achieve common goals 
for trade unionists and Party members by 
positively working together with the Party 
and trade union leaderships and fellow MPs 
to develop a modern, mature and two way 
relationship based on common respect,  
regular engagement and a clear and concise 
understanding of each other’s political and 
industrial roles.

• We will positively promote the candidacy 
of trade union members to positions of 
power and influence in our Party, 
understanding clearly the necessity for 
transparency at all times. Our joint 
commitments to equality and diversity 
should be of paramount importance and, 
while seeking to deliver and develop this 
agenda, we will work with the Party and the 
unions to develop educational and personal 
development programmes to maximise the 
potential of trade union candidates.

• We will work with trade unions to 
encourage workers to join trade unions and 
seek the support of the unions in 
encouraging their members to join our 
Party in order to ensure that it is once more 
seen as the party of labour and that we 

reflect the desires and ambitions of the hard 
working people in this country

• We will support workers in struggle and 
engage with all parties to both prevent and 
resolve disputes that may arise with 
employers and governments.

The Trade Union Group of Labour MPs 
has also agreed to invite all TUC affiliated 
unions to join, regardless of their affiliation 
to the Labour Party. The intention is to be 
inclusive rather than exclusive, embracing 
the words on many trade union banners, 
“Unity is Strength”.

Stand
up

against
austerity!

THE LAUNCH OF THE 
TRADE UNION CHARTER

By Joe Reeder, 
Castle Point CLP

By Ian Lavery MP

Sep/ Oct issue of Chartist out now…

• Franziska Brantner MEP & Greg Barnes on EU Futures
• Linda Kaucha, Phillip Whyman & Mark Baimbridge on Social Europe Follies
• Frank Lee on Statistics
• Andy Gregg on Immigration
• Mary Southcott on Turkey

Subscribe on-line at: www.chartist.org.uk
Six issues a year

The Defend the Link campaign 
has now formalised a structure 
with a committee. Marshajane 
Thompson and Jon Lansman 
are joint secretaries and Mark 
Seddon is chair of the campaign.  
Successful Defend the Link 
meetings were held at the TUC 
conference and there were DtL 
speakers at fringe meetings at 
the Labour Party Conference. 
Following the conferences a 
number of new people signed 
the statement including MPs. 
For the latest on the campaign 
see www.defendthelink.
wordpress.com The campaign 
will shortly be sending out the 
next bulletin and model 
response to the Collins review. 
Submissions must be returned 
by December 24.

Defend 
the link

“Under austerity, it’s 
the people at the 

bottom who suffer”

“Our joint commitments 
to equality and 

diversity should be of 
paramount importance”
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COMPENSATION
FOR LISTED 

WORKERS

“Blacklisted workers obviously welcome the announcement of an 
industry funded compensation scheme for those they deliberately 
victimised as part of the Consulting Association blacklisting 
conspiracy. But so far there are no firm proposals, only a vague 
promise of compensation for any workers with a ‘legitimate 
claim’. We want every single person who is on the Consulting 
Association blacklist to be compensated and jobs guaranteed for 
blacklisted workers on major construction projects. The Blacklist 
Support Group looks forward to participating in the negotiations 
about the details of the scheme. But forgive us if we do not crack 
open the champagne just yet. We do not for one second believe 
that these companies have suddenly seen the light. Most of the 
senior managers implicated in the blacklisting conspiracy are still 
in post. The only thing they regret is being caught. The reason why 
the blacklisting firms are offering a compensation scheme now is 
because of the unrelenting campaign, political exposure and 
especially the impending High Court claim being brought by 

Guney Clark and Ryan solicitors supported by the Blacklist 
Support Group. The so far undisclosed documentary evidence we 
have amassed for the High Court claim will expose the entire 
conspiracy. It is no coincidence that all of the companies signed up 
to Blacklisting Compensations Scheme are named defendants in 
the High Court claim. This is a cynical move intended to reduce 
corporate reputational damage. There will no doubt be exhaustive 
negotiations in the coming months. Victims of blacklisting 
demand that there should be no talks about us, without us. We are 
the people who have been blacklisted. We expect to play a central 
role in the negotiations. The Blacklist Support Group would like to 
make our position crystal clear before any negotiations even start. 
We have no intention whatsoever to stop or even pause our 
campaign for a fully independent public inquiry to expose 
everyone involved in this human rights conspiracy wherever they 
are hiding - in the companies, the police or anywhere else. Our 
High Court claim continues. Our campaign for justice continues”. 

Blacklist Support Group video: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JlCa8yQmZ70 

blog: www.hazards.org/blacklistblog 
facebook: http://www.facebook.com/groups/blacklistSG/   

THE BIGGEST BLACKLISTING firms announced the proposal for an 
industry funded compensation scheme. Balfour Beatty, Carillion, 
Costain, Kier, Laing O’Rourke, Sir Robert McAlpine, Skanska and 
Vinci “all apologise for their involvement with the Consulting 
Association and the impact its database may have had on any 
individual construction worker”.

The Blacklist Support Group issued the following statement:  

Dave Smith, co-ordinator of 
the Blacklist Support Group

Photo: Jawad Qasrawi

Frank Morris, reinstated 
blacklisted Unite rep  

from the Crossrail project 
Photo: Mick Holder
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FBU defends the fire 
and rescue service

THE FIRE AND RESCUE service, along 
with many other public services, has been 
under sustained attack from this 
Government since it came to power. The 
worst cuts in the services history has led to 
3,600 firefighter jobs being lost since 2010, 
which amounts to nearly 7% of firefighters 
across the UK. Central funding cuts will 
total another 7% over the next two years, 
and between 2011 and 2015 job losses could 
total at least 6,000 – or one in eight 
firefighters. On top of this, fire stations are 
at risk of closure or severe downgrading, 
and the number of fire engines available is 
reducing in many 
parts of the country.

The Fire Brigades 
Union (FBU) has 
fought local, 
regional and 
national campaigns 
to argue against the 
cuts and the fact 
that many parts of 
the country are 
now dangerously 
short of fire cover. 
There can be no 
doubt that lives are 
at risk as a result 
of these cuts. 
Response times are 
slowing, and fire 
and rescue services cannot meet their 
own targets for the arrival of fire 
engines at incidents.

But it’s not just our capacity to fight fires 
that is at risk. Firefighters spend much of 
their time undertaking prevention work. 
They help educate local communities on 
reducing fire risks and they inspect 
buildings to make sure the right provisions 
are in place. This work has led to a 
successful reduction in fire deaths over the 
last ten years. However, the cuts jeopardise 
the effectiveness of this work. On top of 
this, modern firefighters attend road traffic 
accidents, civil disturbances, terrorist 
incidents and floods. There is a growing 
need for firefighters to protect public safety.

If the cuts continue, fire response times 
will continue to slow. More people will die. 
Injuries will increase. And lives will be 
ruined, as people’s homes and communities 
are more likely to be destroyed.

Coupled with this, firefighters 
themselves are still suffering at the hands 
of a government fuelled by a dislike of the 
ethos of public services and those who 
work in them. Pay has decreased in real 
terms; shift changes designed to make 
firefighters work longer hours to cover the 
ever widening cracks in service provision 
are implemented piecemeal across 

brigades; and finally they attack the 
pensions that firefighters pay ever 
increasing amounts into.

The latter issue has resulted in strike 
action by FBU members across England 
and Wales, with the Government hell- 
bent on making firefighters work until 
they are 60, although the Government’s 
own review says that half of 50-54 year 
old firefighters and two-thirds of 55-60 
year old firefighters are below 
minimum recommended fitness levels 
for the job. This isn’t some arbitrary 
fitness level, nor is it one that indicates 
that firefighters are generally unfit. It is a 
level that reflects the arduous nature of 
the profession at times and recognises 

that men and women on reaching a 
certain age naturally find it increasingly 
difficult to reach these standards. The 
Government is simply ignoring the 
evidence about the physical demands of 
firefighting and has been unable to answer 
our concerns during two years of 
negotiations.

To compound these attacks, the 
Government has announced a further rise 
in firefighter pension contribution rates. 
For many firefighters, this is set to rise in 
April 2014 to 14.2% ( 14.7% in London) of a 
firefighter’s wage. 

The fact that the 
FBU have been 
negotiating for 
almost two years is 
testament to our 
patience and 
reasonablenes s. 
However there is 
only so much 
firefighters can 
take and, with the 
G o v e r n m e n t 
pulling the plug on 
negotiations and 
then giving us an 
ultimatum, either 
accept the latest 
proposal or lose 
everything, it has 

left us with no place to go.
The attacks on all across the public 

sector, ideologically motivated as much as 
anything else, continue unabated. With a 
General Election looming we need to 
campaign for publicly owned, publicly 
funded and publicly accountable services 
that protect the most vulnerable in society. 
The FBU wants an incoming government to 
abandon austerity plans and invest in 
public services. This would mean the 
immediate reversal of cuts in central 
government funding and the scrapping of 
the further cuts targeted for 2015–16. We 
must oppose these cuts – and stand 
together with others to protect the public 
sector as a whole.

Dave Green,
FBU national officer reports.

Strike action, Greenwich, September 25
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TODAY I JOINED an estimated 2,000 
teachers walking through the streets of 
Brighton. Nearly every Brighton and Hove 

school was closed. 
We were joined by 
colleagues from other 
public service unions, 

including UCU, FBU, Unison and GMB, and 
by parents and secondary school students – 
who carried home-made placards in 
support of their teachers.

But why did I go? I am a teacher working 
for a service that supports children with 
special educational needs. It is because I, 
and all my colleagues who work very long 
hours every day in the service of needy 
children, want to tell everyone how 
undermining state teachers - through 
changing our pay and conditions of 
service, and making us work much longer 
until we retire, and making our appraisal 
system even more bureaucratic - 
undermines not just teachers but, more 
importantly, the quality of education that 
we provide for children.

Teachers are not just angry about how 
our pay and conditions of service affect 
our ability to deliver high quality 
education. We are also angry about 
Conservative-Lib Dem policies that 
undermine universal, comprehensive 
education - such as the increasing number 
of schools being forced to become academies 
and the creation of free schools;  policies 
that extend inequalities between rich and 
poor; and policies that work against the 
inclusion of children with special 
educational needs and bring about unequal 
opportunity between more and less 
cognitively able children.

 It was heartening to hear that many 
messages had been received from other 

OVER A THOUSAND TEACHERS and 
supporters massed in Sheffield on  
October 1, a day of regional strike action 
by members of the NUT and 
NAS/UWT. Further regional strikes 
will follow but strikers demanded 
that their two unions name the day for 
a national one day strike in November. 
The joint action by the two largest 
teaching unions is historic and a 
welcome step towards greater unity. 
The intransigence of Tory Education 
Supremo, Michael Gove, is the root cause 
of the action. He will not talk to 

TODAY SAW THE LAST in the series of 
three regional strikes by the NUT and 
NASUWT over Government plans to bring 
in performance-related pay, higher 
workloads and changes to our pensions. 
The two unions, together representing 
nearly 9 in 10 teachers, have united in the 
face of Michael Gove’s endless attacks on 
teachers, and plan to escalate action to a 
national strike in November.

Thousands of schools were closed today 
and there were well attended 
demonstrations in London, Bristol and 
Durham as well as local rallies in smaller 
cities. Up to 12,000 people gathered in 
London, many of whom it seemed had 
never been on a demonstration before, 
clearly frustrated and angry at the complete 

THE THREE MAIN UNIONS within Higher 
Education will be co-ordinating national 
strike action over pay on  October 31. UCU 
and Unite members both voted for action 
by around a two-thirds majority, with 
Unison members delivering a slightly 
smaller majority ( 54.4%) for action.  

The employers have refused to increase 
their below inflation offer above 1%, 
amounting to a 13% cut in real terms 
since 2008. They have not even been 
prepared to meet the demand that no 
workers would be paid below the living 
wage (£7.45 per hour outside of London 
and £8.55 in London).

University staff have had to deal with a 
wide range of problems as universities feel 
the impact of the withdrawal of government 
funding and increases of fees to £9,000 per 
year, resulting in cuts and redundancies. 
Despite this, most colleges still sit on 
substantial reserves, not least of all because  
pay increases are significantly less than 
budgeted for over five successive years. 
While university leaders have continued to 
award themselves significant pay rises, lower 
paid members are finding an ever increasing 

teachers. He is imposing detrimental 
changes to teachers’ pay, conditions 
and pensions. Teachers stress they 
are not just striking for themselves but 
to defend the quality of education. 
Students suffer from a narrowed 
curriculum, unqualified teachers and a 
regime of testing while government 
policies leave many coming to school 
hungry and stressed. A sixth former 
addressing the rally described Govean 
schools as “education factories where 
students are tested to death”

Messages of solidarity came from PCS 

disdain that Michael Gove shows for our 
entire profession. 

Speak to any teacher and you’ll realise 
why we’re so angry. The idea that a 
teacher’s pay should be linked to their 
‘performance’ is insulting and completely 
counter-productive. Anybody working in 
schools knows that teachers rely on 
each other every day to get the best out 
of their students. By making them 
compete with each other, Michael Gove 
is removing any incentive for us to 

share resources, pull together to 
manage behaviour or even to simply 
help students out after school unless 
we’re getting ‘recognised’ for it.  

These proposals not only introduce 
market principles into education, they will 
actually mean we spend yet more of our 
time completing administrative tasks. 
Couple that together with increased 
pension contributions and working until 
68, and it’s no wonder that applications for 
teacher training are down. 

However, despite the war waged upon us 
by the Department of Education, teachers 
are standing strong and are more united 
than ever to resist the Government’s 
attacks. We hope we have the support of 
parents and the public behind us.

struggle to pay for basic living costs.
The three unions now need to convince 

the entire workforce to support the action, 
whichever way they voted, and including 
those not in the union. The first united 
action for nearly a decade provides an 
opportunity to deliver effective action that 
can force the employers to negotiate. Equally 
as important, the action can provide an 
opportunity to strengthen union 
membership and activism and to better 
prepare us to fight off the other attacks 
university staff are facing. Many colleges are 
already preparing Halloween themed picket 
lines to drive off the spectre of low pay.

and the TUC. Many would like to see joint 
action with other unions facing Tory 
attacks. A Sheffield primary school teacher 
told her non-striking colleagues “We 
cannot afford not to strike”. 

The strikers gave a round of applause to 
an unlikely ally,  top Independent School 
Head Tim Hands, who described the Tory 
regimen in education as “the office of the 
Supreme Goviet.....  a philosophy with not 
a child but a hole at its heart”.  The 
opposition to Gove is growing and, for 
LRC members and supporters, making that 
felt inside the Labour Party is a key task. 

NUT branches, other unions and the Labour 
prospective parliamentary candidates for 
Brighton Kemptown (Nancy Platts) and 
Brighton Pavilion (Purna Sen). Nancy and 
Purna were very clear in their messages 
about their support for teachers and Nancy 
is clear in her opposition to free schools and 
believes that schools should be under local 
authority control. The meeting was also 
addressed by Brighton Pavilion Green MP 
Caroline Lucas, as she always supports 
public sector workers. This is a salutary 
reminder to the national leadership of the 
Labour Party; when the Party veers toward 
neoliberalism, socialists may vote 
elsewhere. 

So, what is the state of play in UK 
education today? We have stressed teachers, 
hassled by managing increasing 
bureaucracy, anxious about whether they 
will be physically able to continue working 
until they are 68 and strained by continual 
criticism from Michael Gove and his 
advisers. One of whom recently said of 
teachers that “real talent is rare, and 
mediocrity is ubiquitous”. There is a crisis 
of low morale in the profession.

 I think we teachers are right to be angry, 
and show our anger through industrial 
action. If we do not, who will stand up for 
high-quality, universal, comprehensive, 
inclusive education? I sincerely hope that 
the Labour Party is returned to power in 
2015. But Tristram Hunt needs to be mindful 
that just tinkering with Conservative-Lib 
Dem policies such as free schools will not 
deliver social justice in education, and social 
justice must be the underpinning 
philosophy of the democratic socialism for 
which the Labour Party stands. Let’s fight 
for a Labour victory – and let’s fight with 
policies that promote social justice!

For 
comprehensive, 
universal, 
inclusive, 
state 
education

TIME TO GO, GOVE!

Teachers
On Strike

Halloween strike 
must unite 

university staff
By Val Graham, 
Chesterfield CLP & TUC

Simeon Elliott, NUT 
(Brighton and Hove 

Division) reports from 
the teachers’ action in 

Brighton on October 17.

Aisling Mac Sweeney 
(physics teacher) 
reports on action 

on October 17.

Simon Deville, Secretary 
Birkbeck College Unison

Photo: Simeon Elliott
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SINCE BECOMING PRESIDENT, Maduro 
has faced the formidable task of both 
leading the Government and facing 
an emboldened, anti-democratic right 
wing seeking to undermine, and 
ultimately overthrow, the country’s 
progressive government.

After Maduro’s narrow election 
victory in April, Venezuela’s right 
wing opposition have carried out a 
protracted campaign to discredit the 
legitimacy of his presidency, both 
domestically and internationally. In this 
they continue to be emboldened by the 
hostile stance of the US administration, 
which is now the only major international 
power not to recognise Maduro’s win. Over 
the summer, Samantha Power – the Obama 
administration’s nominee to the UN – 
characterised Venezuela as a “repressive 
regime” which she vowed to stand up to.

Thankfully, this campaign to destabilise 
Maduro’s Government has suffered 
setbacks. One element of this has been the 
launching of a number of new popular and 
progressive initiatives.

One such initiative is the ‘Street 
Government’ programme, aimed at 
promoting grassroots community 
organisation and political participation at 
a community level to tackle everyday 
problems. Pursuing this, Maduro and his 
cabinet travelled to every state to meet 
with both grassroots organisations and 
regional officials. 

The programme has approved numerous 
projects ranging from environmental 
issues to new infrastructure to 
tackling crime, allocating more than 63 
billion bolivars ($10 billion). 
Additionally, over the summer President 
Maduro revealed a far-ranging new 

initiative to consolidate and expand the 
dozens of social programmes (known in 
Venezuela as missions.) 

This new ‘National System of Missions’ 
seeks to improve the efficiency of the social 
welfare policies introduced in recent years. 
It also aims to find ways, including creating 
a new set of statistical indicators, to 
measure more accurately the gains made in 
education, health care and food security. 

President Maduro has promised to 
continue funding these social missions 
with the same vigour that marked Chávez’s 
presidency. This saw budgets for key areas 
such as health, education and poverty 
reduction programmes protected even 
during the global recession. 

Maduro has observed that Venezuela has 
“the resources to invest in all areas. We 
know what we want to achieve, how we’re 
going to achieve it, and where we’re going.” 
He pledged to eliminate poverty completely 
in the country by 2019. Venezuela has 
already cut overall poverty in half and 
extreme poverty from 17% to 6.9% since 
1998, receiving special recognition by the 

UN for its achievement. 
These initiatives seem to be gaining 

Maduro support domestically. A survey 
conducted by pollster Hinterlaces reported 
that 62% favour the “Street Government” 
initiative and 57% view the administration 
positively. A further poll by International 
Consulting Services registered 65% 
believing that President Maduro’s 
performance has improved from good to 
excellent during his first 100 days.

This progress is most welcome but 
nonetheless the right wing opposition - 
with continuing US support - is clearly 
continuing its campaign to destabilise the 
country’s elected government. 

In recent weeks – as Venezuela marked 
the 40th anniversary of the coup against 
Allende in Chile – enquiries have found 
elements of the right wing opposition 
guilty of an oil refinery fire prior to the 
2012 presidential election and right wing 
sabotage behind some recent power black 
outs. We know from the coup in 2002 and 
oil lock out of 2003 that the Venezuelan 
right wing is more than capable of such 
‘dirty tricks’. President Maduro himself 
warned of the right’s aim to create a 
month of ‘total collapse’ through 
destabilisation in the run-up to regional 
elections in December.

Our international solidarity remains as 
vital as ever – the Venezuelan revolution 
needs our support!

l
  The Venezuela Solidarity Campaign is

among the organisers of the annual Latin
America Conference at Congress House on
Saturday December 7. Speakers include
Jeremy Corbyn MP, Victoria Brittain and
Chris Williamson MP. Info at
www.latinamericaconference.org.uk

Social
 progress
  deepens in
   Venezuela

Former trade union leader Nicolas Maduro has been 
in office as Venezuela’s President since April, a period 
marked by measures to consolidate and deepen the 
remarkable social progress that took place under 
President Hugo Chávez, writes Matthew Willgress
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DISILLUSIONMENT HAS QUICKLY set in 
during Barack Obama’s second term as 
President, not least for the remaining 164 
prisoners at   Bay. Weeks into his second 
term, and days after he closed the State 
Department office working on the closure 
of Guantánamo Bay, over 130 of the then 
166 prisoners started a hunger strike. It 
lasted over seven months. The peaceful 
protest at over eleven years of detention 
without charge or trial was met first with 
denial and then, from April onwards, with 
violent suppression, through means 
tantamount to torture. This included 
solitary confinement, force-feeding 
through nasal tubes, beatings and intrusive 
physical examinations.

Officially reported to have ended since 
mid-September, 17 prisoners remain on 
hunger strike. Lawyers for the prisoners 
report conditions have largely returned to 
how they were before the hunger strike.

The hunger strike 
brought Guantánamo 
Bay back into the news. 
Two prisoners were 
released to Algeria and the 
closed State Office department reopened.  
A review of prisoner cases is underway. 
After nearly twelve years, progress remains 
slow. Obama responded to the hunger 
strike with verbal assurances in May, but 
his sentiments simply recycled those 
expressed before. There is no urgency to 
closing Guantánamo or releasing prisoners.

Another area where Bush-era policy is 
alive and kicking is extraordinary 
rendition. In early October, reports 
emerged about  the botched attempted 
kidnapping of an Al-Shabaab leader in 
Somalia. This was followed by the more 
successful kidnapping and extrajudicial 
detention, and possibly torture, of an 
alleged al Qaeda chief off the streets of 

Tripoli. He is currently assumed to be held 
on board a US naval vessel.

The US is still holding prisoners without 
charge or trial at Bagram and elsewhere in 
Afghanistan, and several suspects, 
including Briton Madhi Hashi, have 
“disappeared” in East Africa only to emerge 
later charged with terror offences in US 
custody. So the practice of extraordinary 
rendition has not ended at all. With states 
refusing to admit past and current 
collusion, the veil of secrecy remains 
intact. The media are also complicit with 
an almost blanket lack of coverage on this.

The world’s attention has shifted away 
from these issues in recent years, but they 
are not going to disappear.

Guantánamo Bay: 
business  

as usual

Global inequality and poverty

Mike Phipps  Haunted by Iraq

Aisha Maniar, London
Guantánamo Campaign, reports

TWO INTERESTING NEW blog posts 
from Michael Roberts here http://
thenextrecession.wordpress.com/2013/ 
10/10/global-wealth-inequality-10-own-
86-1-own-41-half-own-just-1/ and here: 
http://thenextrecession.wordpress.
com/2013/10/11/from-the-extremely   
-wealthy-to-more-than-a-billion-in-
extreme-poverty/.

In the latter, he cites a World Bank 
report that says there are now 1.2 billion 
people in extreme poverty - living on  

less than $1.25 a day – a third of whom  
are children. Despite improvements in 
living standards for some in India and 
China, there are now 103 million more 
extremely poor people in the world’s  
35 poorest countries than 30 years ago.

The headline of his other post says it all: 
Global wealth inequality: top 1% own 41%; 
top 10% own 86%; bottom half own just 
1%. According to a report commissioned 
by Credit Suisse Bank, the wealthiest 10% 
of UK households were 4.4 times wealthier 

than the bottom 50% of households 
combined. And the idea of an “American 
dream” is a myth for most people: 
two-thirds of US adults are in the same 
wealth decile as their parents were. 

Past class societies considered such 
extremes of inequality “normal and 
‘god-given’,” comments Michael Roberts. 
“Capitalism on the other hand talks about 
free markets, equal exchange and equality 
of opportunity. But the reality is no 
different from previous class societies.”

PARLIAMENT’S REFUSAL to support a 
war on Syria in late August was 
undoubtedly influenced by Blair’s 
catastrophic invasion of Iraq. A million 
died, a further million left disabled, one in 
six orphaned. Some 16% of the population 
were uprooted. 

British troops are still being investigated 
for their abuse and torture of Iraqi 
prisoners. This brutality now continues 
under the new puppet regime, with rape of 

women in jail widespread. The Government 
is one of the world’s most corrupt – one 
politician claimed Cabinet seats were 
bought ata secret meeting in the house of 
an Iraqi businessman. 

But in this they were merely emulating 
the US reconstruction programme. A 
recent report to US Congress said private 
defence contractors reaped some $140 
billion in profits in Iraq. One billed the US 
Government $900 for a switch that was 

valued at just $7.05, a 12,000% mark-up. 
Political corruption, in particular the 

vast lifelong pensions MPs get, continues to 
be the focus of widespread protests. On 
October 5, there were demonstrations in at 
least 15 of Iraq’s provinces, despite beatings 
and arrests. After a decade of calamity, the 
Iraqi people continue to struggle.

To subscribe to the free e-newsletter of 
Iraq Occupation Focus, see http://lists.
riseup.net/www/info/iraqfocus. 

Photo: Molly Cooper
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THE DUBLIN LOCKOUT was provoked by 
a major employer, William Martin Murphy, 
in August 1913 to destroy the power of the 
unions. Workers were to be forced to sign 
‘the document’ saying they would have 
nothing to do with the Irish Transport and 
General Workers’ Union (ITGWU). The 
lockout soon involved 30,000 workers and 
lasted six months.

When the titanic battle came to an end, 
the ITGWU was financially ruined and its 
numbers were decimated. Yet the morale of 
the organised labour movement was not 
broken. Within five or six years there would 
be a number of widespread union actions, 
including a national general strike against 
conscription in 1918 and a series of labour 
uprisings in areas such as Limerick, Cork, 
Waterford and Belfast where workers’ 
organisations were in local control for 
periods of time. Between 1917 and 1920 
membership of the ITGWU soared from 
5,000 to 120,000. 

The 1913 strikes and lockout were big 
factors in the growth of trade unions in 
Ireland. When the Irish Trades Union 
Congress (ITUC) was founded in 1894 it had 
around 17,500 members, representing around 
10% of the workforce, the main stronghold 
being in the industrial area of Belfast. In 1920 
25% of the workforce was unionised. 

The events of 1913 arose in the context of 
a continuing trade union battle for better 
wages and conditions, particularly for 

SYLVIA PANKHURST HAS long been an 
inspiration for me and so when I had the 
opportunity to write a political biography 
of her I felt honoured, excited and 
somewhat daunted.  I admired her for her 
lifelong commitment to campaigning 
against injustice and oppression, as well as 
for her remarkable personal courage. As a 
militant suffragette she was frequently 
imprisoned and denied political prisoner 
status against which she protested by 
undertaking hunger, thirst and even rest 
strikes, for which she was repeatedly 
subjected to the horror of forcible feeding.  
A prominent supporter of the Russian 
Revolution, she was denied a passport by 
the British Government and so she 
smuggled herself aboard ships, made 
dangerous journeys across the sea in tiny 
fishing boats, and walked over the Alps by 
cover of night, in order to participate in the 
debates of the international communist 
movement.  In a fascinating interview that 
Sylvia’s son, Professor Richard Pankhurst, 
very kindly gave me specifically for this 
book he told me about his mother’s 
response to receiving death threats from 
fascists in the 1940s: ‘I think she didn’t take 
it very seriously . . . we didn’t lock our back 
door at that time’.  

     First and foremost, Sylvia Pankhurst 
was a political activist.  A member of the 
militant suffragette movement founded by 
her mother and older sister, she had to 
painfully break with her family to build an 
alternative suffragette movement based in 
the impoverished East End of London which 
put working class women at the heart of the 
struggle – a story that Pankhurst powerfully 
evoked in her autobiographical book The 
Suffragette Movement.  She opposed the 
First World War from its inception; she 
championed the Russian Revolution and 
secretly printed Bolshevik literature calling 
on workers to strike against the British 
Government’s attempts to militarily 
intervene against the revolution – resulting 
in a landmark action of solidarity when East 
End dockers refused to load the Jolly George 

Last May legislation was passed through the Irish Houses of Parliament penalising members of 
trade unions that voted to reject a series of pay cuts and worsening of conditions of public 
service workers. As in 1913 the aim of the measure was to break the militancy of the trade union 
movement. The Financial Measures in the Public Interest Act was introduced by a Labour Party 
Minister and supported by the Labour Party. Under the terms of this act wages and pensions 
were cut, ministers were given power to unilaterally change conditions of service; and a 
coercive clause in the Act allows ministers to penalise workers whose unions voted against such 
measures. Public service workers were told that if they did not vote for a series of cuts their pay 
would be cut by government edict. The rights of free collective bargaining and of unhindered 
exercise of democratic rights were thereby undermined. As happened in 1913!

unskilled workers. Following a series of 
strike actions led by Jim Larkin, the wages 
of unskilled workers who had joined the 
ITGWU rose by between 20 and 25 % in the 
first eight months of 1913. The owners of 
coal distribution firms, iron foundries and 
Jacob’s biscuit factory faced major disputes 
during the period. 

The most effective weapon that Larkin 
was able to employ was the sympathetic 
strike. Decisions by workers in a range of 
firms not to handle goods connected to 
firms owned by Murphy were decisive in 
the build-up to the lockout. 

The majority of unionised workers at the 
time belonged to craft unions, and the more 
conservative union leaders opposed the 
affiliation of the ITGWU to the Irish Trade 
Union Congress. The ITUC was almost 
irrelevant during the lockout. Apart from a 
few instances of workers taking individual 
action in a number of workplaces, strike 
action did not extend beyond Dublin. In 
particular sympathetic action by workers 
on the Irish railways failed to materialise. 

Larkin and Connolly went on speaking 
tours in Britain where they raised funds and 
tried to encourage solidarity action from 
British trade unionists. Everywhere they 
went they got huge support. Larkin himself 
addressed a number of trade union 
conferences in what became known as his 
‘fiery cross’ campaign. Following pressure 
from the rank and file a special meeting of 

ship with munitions destined for Russia.  
She was a lifelong opponent of racism and, 
as the editor of her radical newspaper the 
Workers’ Dreadnought, she was the first to 
employ a black journalist in Britain.  When 
Mussolini came to power in Italy in 1922 she 
was one of the first to identify the dangers 
that fascism posed, arguing against 
appeasement at a time when Winston 
Churchill was praising Mussolini for 
“defend[ing] the honour and stability of 
civilised society”.  When fascist Italy invaded 
Ethiopia in 1935 Sylvia campaigned for that 
country’s freedom – establishing a 
newspaper dedicated to raising awareness 

the British TUC was held to organise 
sympathetic union action in Britain. But the 
leadership defeated a resolution calling for a 
blockade of Dublin. Larkin severely 
criticised the union leadership in Britain for 
their betrayal of the Dublin workers, and 
this in turn allowed the union bureaucracy 
to increasingly distance themselves from 
Larkin and from the dispute. 

The strikes and lockout of 1913 raised the 
profile of the organised labour movement. 
Padraic Pearse, one of the leaders of the 
Easter Rising three years later, pointed to 
the lessons of the events of 1913 as a warning 
to the British ruling class of the power of the 
‘risen people’.

Perhaps one of the foremost lessons of the 
1913 lockout is the very significant role of 
leadership in the organised labour movement. 
Leaders like James Larkin were able to inspire 
the members of their unions, to mobilise them, 
to articulate their needs and to win victories. 
Unlike the Irish trade union bureaucrats of 
today, the leaders in 1913 made immense 
personal sacrifices in their endeavours to 
achieve gains for their members.  

Throughout the devastating cutbacks of 
recent years, trade union and Labour 
leaders in Ireland have largely abandoned 
their members and continue to seek an 
accommodation with government policies.

about Ethiopia and which, through 
pioneering investigative journalism, 
managed to expose fascist war crimes and 
report on the Ethiopian resistance 
movement.  After the end of the Second 
World War Sylvia continued to campaign 
against colonialism, moving at the end of 
her life to Ethiopia to help rebuild the 
country.

     Sylvia never retreated to an ivory tower. 
Instead she developed her ideas in the 
ferment of political activism.  This is why I 
thought it was so important to look anew at 
the life and politics of Sylvia Pankhurst.  
Since the last political biography of Sylvia 
was published 14 years ago we have seen an 
explosive re-emergence of mass movements, 
from anti-capitalist protests to the anti-war 
movement which drew millions of people 
into campaigning.  This has given a new 
relevance to many of Sylvia Pankhurst’s 
ideas as she confronted many of the same 
challenges and dilemmas as activists today: 
what role direct action can play in a mass 
movement, what to do when the 
Government ignores your biggest 
demonstration, and how to build a 
movement that can win.  

     Today we are seeing a huge assault on 
every aspect of working class life and a 
central part of that is the rewriting of 
history, from Michael Gove’s ideological 
attack on the national curriculum to 
Cameron’s plans to mark the 100th 
anniversary of the First World War with a 
nationalistic jamboree.  It is therefore more 
important than ever to remember activists 
like Sylvia Pankhurst who teach us that 
history can be made by ordinary people 
who, organised together, can achieve 
extraordinary things – even the overthrow 
of nasty, repressive Tory governments.

The 1913 
Dublin Lockout

part two

Commemorating the lockout?
The return of repression against 
trade unionists

By Finbar Geaney, Dublin Council of 
Trade Unions and Irish Labour Party

Katherine Connelly, the author of a new 
political biography of Sylvia Pankhurst, 
explains why she thinks Sylvia 
Pankhurst’s ideas are more relevant than 
ever for today’s political activists.

Sylvia Pankhurst: Suffragette, Socialist and 
Scourge of Empire is out now, price £12.99

Writing about 
Sylvia Pankhurst
         today

James
Connolly
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THE LRC’S DISABLED MEMBERS have held their first meeting as a 
self-organised group. The group will be seeking representation on 
the National Committee in addition to the two reserved places set 
aside for one female and one male disabled member.

We plan to develop a policy statement and links with Disabled 
People against the Cuts which has played a major role in campaigning 
against the Tory onslaught on disabled people. We welcome the 
publication of the UK Disabled People’s Manifesto Reclaiming Our 
Futures and will organise a discussion around this in January.

We want to work in the unions and the Labour Party. Members 
expressed concern that the Labour Party Disabled Members 
Group appears to be defunct when disabled party members 
desperately need a forum in which to pursue policy and access 
issues. A major policy issue we want to debate is the Party’s 
stance on Work Capability Assessment. Getting rid of ATOS and 
engaging Capita or another set of profiteers will not do. John 
McDonnell, LRC Chair, has also raised the issue of compensation 
for ATOS’ many disabled victims. We will be using the channels 
we have to press for a meeting. 
l Our next meeting will be on January 18 in London.  
LRC members can find out more by contacting Val Graham- 
Val@patrick47.fsnet.co.uk

MANY PEOPLE KNOW of the struggle of 
black people in the Southern States of 
America against segregation on the buses. 
Very few know of similar struggles that 
went on in Britain, but in October 2013 a 
celebration of the Bristol Boycott Campaign 
was held to commemorate the stunning 
victory of the 1963 Bristol civil rights 
campaigners. The celebration drew an 
audience of trade unionists, anti-racists 
and the protestors who bravely took on the 
bus company in the 1960s. The Bristol 
Boycott was called after the Bristol Bus 
Company, a nationalised company, refused 
to employ black workers as drivers and 

Mistaken formulation
I was somewhat mystified by John McDonnell’s concluding 

sentence last month (‘Our Response to Miliband’, Briefing October 
2013). Speculating about what might happen should Miliband 

reject compromise with the unions on the question of the link, 
John foresees moving on ‘without him or the Labour Party’. John’s 

instincts are great but surely this is a mistaken formulation? If it 
came to a split, with New Labour on one side and the Party’s mass 
base, including the unions, on the other, wouldn’t it be Miliband 

and co. who were ‘moving on’? 
Chris Knight 

Nasty Greens
After their ‘flagship’ council attacked Brighton’s 
binmen, we know there’s a nasty side to the cuddly 
Green Party. They even have their own internecine 
battlesite @GreenLeaksUK, “Exposing paranoia, 
lies and deceit within the leadership of the Green 
Party.”

Getting it wrong as usual
As usual, the man to call the reshuffle most 
wrongly was ex-Labour commentator Dan  
Hodges, still mysteriously employed by the 
Telegraph. He wrote, “Until now the remaining 
Blairites in Labour’s ranks have been content to sit 
back and wait for Ed Miliband to lose the 2015 
election, then pick up the pieces afterwards. They 
will see today as an act of war.” Except that they 
didn’t. Unlike on previous occasions, they all loyally 
took on more junior positions with at least a 
pretence of enthusiasm. And replacing Twigg with 
Progress board member Tristram Hunt is hardly  
a move to the left.

Hunting for support
How desperate are the Tories for election 
footsoldiers at the next election? Tory country house 
mag Horse & Hound reports, “Hunting needs a 
signal, better still action, from the Tories that 
demonstrates their loyalty is appreciated, otherwise 
it will be difficult to muster the troops once again 
who made such a difference at the last election”. 
Will Cameron be crazy enough to have a vote to 
bring back hunting before the next election?

By their friends shall ye know them
Fair enough for party members seeking 
parliamentary selection to list their testimonials. 
Even just about acceptable when ex-MP Dawn Butler 
lists Gordon Brown in her support as she attempts 
to be reselected as Labour candidate for Brent 
Central. We thought the endorsement from Barack 
Obama was perhaps a little over the top – but we’re 
broadminded. But even our tolerance was tested by 
this. “She might not welcome this, but we do have 
something in common”, says who? None other than 
David Cameron. That really is the Tory Prime 
Minister, David Cameron, whose testimonial Dawn is 
proud to display! We kid you not.

Wage slavery or just slavery?
In all the words written or spoken about the 
privatisation of Royal Mail, no mention that 150,000 
workers have been sold to private buyers. Who said 
Britain is against people trafficking?
 
Learning from history?
When she introduced “Britain’s Global Role”  
at Labour Party Conference, Ellie Reeves said how 
proud she was to be a member of the 
internationalist Labour Party and how proud  
she was of its role in fighting fascism in the 
Spanish Civil War. Er ..... the Labour Party 
vigorously opposed any intervention into  
Spain during the civil war!

conductors. The company blamed the 
colour bar on members of the Transport 
and General Workers Union (TGWU). The 
bus boycott, organised by black workers, 
drew widespread attention to the scandal 
of overt racial discrimination against 
blacks. Tony Benn and Learie Constantine, 
the Jamaican born cricketer, were among 
many who supported the boycotters’ 
campaign for civil rights. After pressure 
from Bristol’s small black community and 
other anti-racists, the colour bar finally 
collapsed when the bus workers of the 

TGWU branch voted at a mass meeting of 
500 conductors and drivers to end their 
support for the colour bar. The Bristol 
Boycott campaign was instrumental in 
bringing forward the first British anti-
discrimination legislation. Unite, the 
successor of the  TGWU, issued an apology 
for the colour bar in February 2013. 

This month’s event was supported by 
trade unions and anti-racist groups 
including Bristol Unite Health, Bristol 
Unite General Services and Bristol Unite 
Against Fascism. 
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True, he has provided critics with plenty of 
ammo. Not only is he an erstwhile member of 
the Socialist Workers’ Party, but as recently as 
2005, he stood against Labour in Swindon North, 
securing just 208 votes on a Socialist Unity ticket. 
After that he became an enthusiastic member of 
George Galloway’s Respect Party.

He also enjoys a high profile as an online 
commentator, thanks to his Socialist Unity blog. 
Among his quixotic stances are a staunch 
defence of China’s occupation of Tibet, a 
fawning treatment of Iran’s ‘mature democracy’, 

and numerous posts suggesting 
that Eastern Europeans deeply 
regret dispensing with the 
workers’ paradises under which 
they previously frolicked 
and gambolled.

From my point of view, he is 
wrong on all these counts, and 
much else besides. But many of 
Newman’s positions are 
unexceptional on the British left. 
The regrettable but undeniable 
reality is that soft Stalinism – or 

even pretty damn hardcore Stalinism, if we are honest about 
it – has found an echo inside Labour’s ranks ever since its 
inception as a doctrine.

But those on the left who regard this legacy as toxic have to 
accept that this layer forms a necessary part of the broad labour 
movement coalition that must be mobilised – inside and outside 
the Labour Party - to defeat of the Tories and the Liberal Democrats.

In any case, espousal of much stupidity is usually pretty much 
theoretical. Even comrades willing to pen an editorial or two 
favourable to North Korea rarely regard Juche as a concept transferable 
to the UK, and are not clandestinely planning to open a chain of 
gulags in the Cotswalds the minute Ed M gets into Number Ten.

Besides, this isn’t the real reason the knives are out. What 
Newman’s enemies really find unacceptable is that here we have a 
Labour candidate who is a firmly rooted trade union activist, who 
has consistently condemned New Labour’s illegal invasion of Iraq, 
and may decide to feature class issues strongly in his campaign.

Andy Newman is properly selected by the constituency party on 
whose behalf he is standing, and should be accorded all the support 
that Labour activists extend in the circumstances, even to men and 
women who would not be their first choice to fight a seat. I wish 
him the best of luck.

IS AN ANACHRONISTIC NOSTALGIA for 
Actually Existing Socialism more 
reprehensible a trait in a Labour politician 
than, say, being caught with your pants down 
in a police raid on a Thai massage parlour 
in Northampton?

Or faking your own death and re-emerging 
as an MP for a far right splinter group? Or 
defecting to the Tories and serving as a 
minister in the first Thatcher government? 

I pick at random here, of course. But given 
the misdemeanours of some of his more 
colourful predecessors, the claim that Andy 

Newman – the left winger recently adopted as Labour PPC 
for Chippenham  - is ‘the worst possible Labour candidate 
ever’ has to be a little wide of the mark.

Yet that is how the poor bloke has been branded on one 
widely-read blog, while the Spectator, the Daily Mail and the 
Sun have followed through with hatchet jobs on the man 
they are describing as ‘Red Andy’. Coming after the Mail’s 
ugly attack on the late Ralph Miliband, 
I get the feeling the next General 
Election will see tabloid red-baiting 
on a scale not witnessed since the 
heyday of Bennism.

Andy has plenty of other enemies, 
too. The Labour right will not have 
forgotten that Newman moved the 
‘party within a party’ condemnation of 
Progress at the GMB conference in 2012. 
Don’t be surprised if there are moves 
towards deselection.

THE CASE OF  
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