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FIGHT BACK WITH SOCIALIST POLICIES!

socialist.net
Issue 360

What We Stand For
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WHO ARE WE? and WHAT
ARE WE FIGHTING FOR?
Bold measures are required to deal
with the coronavirus crisis. Only a
clear socialist programme can offer
a way forward.
We must have no faith in the Tories
or their hangers-on, whose worship
of the market has brought the country to its knees.

■ No trust or confidence in the Tories
and their big business backers!

■ Instead

of attacking the left, Labour
must provide genuine opposition
to this shambolic Tory government.
Support workers in the fight to put
lives before profits!

The bosses and their craven political representatives have shown that
they will always prioritise profits
over lives.
We demand socialist measures to
protect workers, and put health before wealth.
■ For a fully publicly-owned and free
health service, under workers’
control and management. Reverse
all privatisation and outsourcing.
All private health and care services must be nationalised without
compensation, and integrated into
the NHS.

■ Nationalise

the pharmaceutical
companies – without compensation – in order to ensure that
vaccines are produced rapidly
and made freely available to all
worldwide.

■ Reverse

the austerity inflicted
upon public services. Launch a
fully-funded training programme for
doctors, nurses, paramedics, medical staff, and carers, with decent
pay and hours, to increase staffing
levels across the board. New hospitals must be urgently built.

■ Workplace

safety should be in
the hands of workers’ committees
and the trade unions. Proper
health and safety measures must
be implemented, with adequate
PPE provided for all workers. The
costs for this must be paid by the
bosses.

■ For safe work or full pay on a living

wage. Any future restrictions must
be accompanied by measures to
provide for workers affected by
closures. This means 100% wage
support for those furloughed, as
well as full sick pay to those required to isolate.

■ To

fight job cuts and the threat of
mass unemployment, work should
be shared out without any loss of
pay, in order to lower the hours of
the working week.

■ Fight

for the real emancipation
of women. Remove all barriers
to women working: provide free
nurseries, after-school childcare,
and care for the elderly. End all
forms of discrimination; equal pay
for work of equal value.

■ Scrap

tuition fees and rents, and
replace these with free education
and full maintenance grants for all.
Put staff in control in schools and
universities.

■ Ban

evictions and cancel housing
debts. Give local authorities the
power to cap rents at affordable
levels. And bring empty properties
and the assets of the big landlords
and management companies under public control.

■ Many

small businesses are faced
with bankruptcy, with banks resisting any extensions of credit. Many
are squeezed not only by the
banks, but by the big monopolies.
By nationalising the banks we can
supply these small businesses
with the lifeline of guaranteed
low-interest credit.

■ The

financial resources required
to fight the crisis must not come
from increased taxes or more
austerity, but through the nationalisation of the banks and finance
houses. Rather than a ‘wealth tax’,
we call for the expropriation of the
monopolies.

■ Instead

of building up the national debt through government
borrowing, the money needed
should be obtained entirely from

expropriating the accumulated
profits of big business.

■ If the bosses say they can’t afford

to pay for workers’ wages, we say:
open up the books! Let the working
class and the labour movement
see the accounts! If firms plead
bankruptcy, they should not be
bailed out, but nationalised under
workers’ control.

■ No to austerity! The working class
must not pay for this crisis!

■ For

the trade unions and Labour
Party to organise a mass struggle
to bring down this criminal Tory
government. Organise the unorganised!

It is clear that the market has failed and
capitalism is in a deep crisis. The anarchy
of capitalism prevents the planning of
society’s resources, in Britain and internationally.
We therefore stand for the nationalisation of the 100 biggest monopolies,
banks, utilities, landlords and so on
– under workers’ control and management – and without compensation. On
this basis, the economy can be democratically planned in the interests of the
majority, and not for the super profits
of a few.
A Socialist Federation of Britain
should be linked to a Socialist United
States of Europe and a World Socialist
Federation, in order to plan resources
internationally for the benefit of all. This
would put an end to the barbarism of
capitalism and allow humanity to begin
solving the urgent issues of climate
change, disease, and poverty that face
society and our planet.
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NEW YEAR’S HONOURS

Establishment rewards its faithful servants
Oliver Atack
York Marxists

W

ith the New Year comes another
Honours List issued by the Queen
– a chance for the establishment
to pat on the back their most reliable foot
soldiers.
This year, alongside the usual celebrities and sport personalities, the Queen has
rewarded those who have most effectively
done the bidding of the British state and
ruling class.
Among them is former Labour MP Frank
Field, an arch-Blairite, otherwise known
as ‘Lord Field of Birkenhead’. Field has no
doubt been appointed a member of the
‘Order of Companions of Honour’ for relentlessly attacking Jeremy Corbyn and the left.
Another notable figure to have been
rewarded is Vanessa Redgrave, a former
member of Gerry Healy’s Workers’ Revolutionary Party. In 1999, Redgrave rejected
the offer of an honour on the basis of her
objection to Tony Blair’s New Labour government and the war in Iraq.

But it seems Redgrave is quite happy
to receive an honour whilst a callous
Tory government implements austerity,
attempts to destroy civil liberties, and
allows at least 150,000 people in the UK
to needlessly die from COVID. It’s clear
her progressive veneer has well and truly
worn off.

the legality of the invasion by Western
imperialism.
Similarly, it has also come to light in
recent weeks that Blair’s New Labour administration initially opposed the Macpherson inquiry into Stephen Lawrence’s
murder and the role of institutional racism
within the police.

Prizes for war crimes

Rotten system

Most significantly, Tony Blair was awarded
the highest knighthood available – despite
a petition against this decision gathering
over one million signatures. It is clear
that a wide layer of working people have
nothing but disdain for Blair.
‘Sir’ Keir Starmer, of course, backed
Blair saying he “deserves the honour”.
This is nothing but an attempt by the
current Labour leader to show himself
similarly capable of carrying out the orders
of the British establishment.
To add insult to injury, Blair’s knighthood comes at the same time as revelations that his defence secretary at the
time of the Iraq war, Geoff Hoon, was
told to burn documents that questioned

The British state clearly wants to assure
its lackies that, as long as you act in the
interest of British capitalism, no amount
of death, war, and suffering is unjustified.
This, however, should not surprise us.
The purpose of the state, including
the monarchy, is not to protect us or to
represent the ‘national interest’. Rather, it
exists to defend the ruling class and their
interests.
We must place no trust in an institution
willing to venerate those who have attacked the working class. Instead, workers and youth must organise and fight to
overthrow the monarchy and capitalism
– these rotten, reactionary relics – and
fight for a socialist future. ■
Back to Contents
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BLAIR: A ‘knight’ of a racist system
Fiona Lali

S

tephen Lawrence was stabbed to
death in a heinous, violent, racist
attack in 1993. But ‘Sir’ Tony Blair,
when faced with the opportunity to address racism in Britain, wanted nothing to
do with it.
In fact, the newly-knighted former PM
believed it was ‘OTT’ (over the top) to sack
racist police officers. At the same time, he
blocked his ministers from producing a
report on racial inequality.
Later, in 2007, the same Tony Blair
went on to describe knife and gun crime
as not caused by poverty, but ‘distinctive
to black culture’.

No justice

Recently released Cabinet papers have
exposed the role of Blair’s New Labour
government in opposing an inquiry into
police racism, following the murder of
Stephen Lawrence.
Blair came to power in 1997, some
years after Lawrence’s murder. But the
significance of the case – and the ongoing
lack of progress in achieving justice –
loomed large.
The Home Secretary at the time, Jack
Straw, wrote to Blair, stating that:
“At the extreme, black and Asian
youngsters have observed their grandparents and parents suffer discrimination, harassment and racial violence
and are developing very hardened
attitudes against the white community.

We have to win back their confidence
in the institutions of British society.”
What was the knight’s response? That
this would lead to a “regulation nightmare”.
More specifically, it seems that Blair’s
office was concerned about the reaction
from right-wing newspapers, such as the
Telegraph.
On top of this, the New Labour
leadership wanted to ensure continued
support and confidence in the police, and
not produce a report that would present
‘unachievable goals’.
Well, given that they couldn’t bring
themselves to support the firing of racist
police officers, we can understand why
they didn’t want to make any promises
about ending racism in Britain!

Racism and the police

Racist violence was and remains a plague
on society. In 1998, a black man named
Christopher Alder, 37, died handcuffed
and face down in a Hull police station,
while officers chanted monkey sounds.
This is the context in which Blair feared
more the opinions of right-wing newspapers, over the lives of black people.
This report, therefore, is a sharp
reminder that being a full-throated champion of the capitalist system, as Blair was,
ultimately means defending the racism
that comes with this. You cannot have one
without the other.
Even if the review had gone ahead,
however, nothing fundamental would have
changed.

Jack Straw, who was the original proposer, went on to increase police powers
against terrorism. This strengthened the
impunity with which the police used racial
profiling and other discriminatory methods. Clearly this was not a man about
to oversee an end to police violence or
racism.

Capitalism is racist

Beneath this, lies the secret truth of
capitalism. You cannot have a non-racist
police force.
Despite the undoubtedly reprehensible views of certain individual officers
themselves, it is not the thoughts or prejudices of those individuals that creates
institutionalised racism – it’s the other
way round.
Policing – in Britain and elsewhere
– is rooted in the need to suppress the
working class and defend the interests of
the ruling class. And racism is a useful
tool for the capitalists to achieve these
same ends, propagated by the ruling
class in order to divide, oppress, and
exploit workers.
Nauseating nonsense that tries to
uphold Blair as a progressive figure is
a slap in the face to workers and youth.
The truth is that he defended the racism
of capitalism while he was prime minister,
just as he promoted and defended all
other aspects of the capitalist system.
Blair – and the system he defends –
shouldn’t be honoured with knighthoods,
but swept into the dustbin of history. ■
Back to Contents
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MOBILISE TO SAVE THE NHS!
Dr Raj Mistry, BMA
(personal capacity)

T

he NHS is faced with a perfect storm
of staff absences and soaring COVID
infection rates. While Boris Johnson
intends to ‘ride out’ this wave of COVID, the
NHS is struggling to tread water.
As the government’s ‘Plan B’ fails to hold
back the tsunami of COVID cases, multiple
hospital trusts have declared ‘serious/critical
incidents’, where staff have to be redeployed
and routine surgeries are cancelled. Meanwhile, the military has been deployed to
London hospitals to plug staffing gaps.
With an estimate of 1-in-15 people being
infected with COVID over Christmas (rising
to 1-in-10 Londoners), the government’s mishandling of the Omicron variant has made
this wave the largest of the three-year-long
pandemic.

Years in the making

Despite the government’s efforts to blame
only the virus for the deaths and suffering,
the NHS has long been in no fit state to fight
a pandemic.
Privatisation and austerity have stripped
the NHS of its staff and resources. With
100,000 job vacancies in the NHS, and staff
leaving in droves, our nation’s health increasingly relies on skeleton crews.
While the government plans to open
‘Nightingale surge hubs’, workers are
pointing out that there are no more
nurses to staff these extra sites!
Communities have been similarly
ravaged by Tory austerity. 89% of pharmacists feel at risk of burnout, a consequence of increased workloads
and inadequate staffing. In
the care sector, a similar
mental health crisis is
well under-way.

Keep calm and
carry on

How does the government
respond to the unfolding
health disaster? Lies, lies
and more damned lies.
Boris Johnson repeatedly denies that the
NHS is overwhelmed,
while reaching for
the ruling class’
favourite phrase: we
will have to “live with
COVID”.

For the millions of people with disabilities in the UK, living with COVID sounds
like a cruel joke. Over 150,000
dead, 1.2 million suffering
from long-COVID syndrome
– this is the fate of workers
under capitalism.
In
one
startling
example of the Tories’
plaster-over-the-cracks
approach to the NHS,
one North West hospital
trust has asked heart attack patients to organise
their own lifts to hospital
due to ambulance shortages.

A poor prognosis ahead

Now into our third year of the
pandemic, what does the
future hold for the NHS?
A backlog of 4.7 million
patients, whose treatments
have been delayed due
to the pandemic, will add
more pressures to already
stretched healthcare services. This includes a potential
45,000 ‘missed cancer patients’,
based on a drop in urgent GP referrals.
And as the national debt racks up,
workers will be forced to foot the bill. This
will of course extend into more cuts to
healthcare in hospitals and the community, precisely at a time when
extra resources are needed.
The impending cost-ofliving crisis, with energy bills
forecast to double by April,
will further endanger the
health of workers. Last
winter, 8,500 people
were estimated to
have died due to
being unable to heat
their homes, in the fifth
richest country in the
world.
Workers have not
taken this lying down.
Rank-and-file anger
has
pushed
the
trade unions into
a fighting stance,
albeit limited by the
weakness of their
leaderships.
The Royal College of Nursing (the

nurses’ union) has sent a letter to the
government, questioning their approach
to the pandemic.
Meanwhile,
the
British
Medical
Association (the
doctors’
union)
has made multiple
media appearances
to highlight the
lack of access to
PPE and lateral
flow tests.
We should be
clear: no amount
of strongly-worded letters or media
soundbites will suffice in taking
down this rotten system.
Workers need to organise
around bold socialist demands, and replace hollow
rhetoric with militant action.
A recent indicative RCN ballot
for industrial action reflects growing radicalism amongst nurses.
51% of ballots were in favour
of industrial action, with 89% in
favour of actions short of strike.
Unfortunately, with a 23% turnout
in England, the Tories anti-trade
union laws make such strike action illegal.

Fight for our NHS

The fight to defend the NHS must be
led by the unions and the workers they
represent. Instead of class collaboration
or inaction, the labour movement should
take a militant stance. A public sector
strike would pose the vital question: who
runs society, the workers or the bosses?
No management bureaucrat on a
six-figure salary knows how to treat a patient with sepsis, just as no Tory politician
knows how to mobilise a patient after a hip
operation. Only an NHS run democratically by the workers, for the workers, will be
able to deliver high-quality healthcare to
all.
We need:
Full-scale nationalisation of all healthcare assets, from private sector beds
to the pharmaceutical industry, under
democratic workers’ control
A global coordinated vaccine distribution campaign
Healthcare to be properly staffed and
resourced, funded by the expropriation
of the banks and finance houses ■
Back to Contents
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NUS walkout
Marxist Student Federation

T

he National Union of Students (NUS)
has called for a nationwide day of
action this term, on 2 March, involving
a student walkout at universities across
the country, and a mass demonstration in
central London.
Students have faced a year of lockdowns, mental health crises, reckless
decisions by university management, and
eye-watering fees and rent. On top of this,
we have a government that couldn’t care
less about this situation, and who only make
matters even worse.
But it is not just students who are angry.
Staff have been on the forefront of the battle
against university management, with UCU
members taking strike action three times in
the last four years over pensions, pay, and
conditions – most recently with three days
of action last December. The mood of anger
on campus is palpable.

Schools and colleges

These problems go beyond higher education. Further education has also been
facing cuts for years. Spending levels per
pupil have been dropping; meanwhile,
schools are expected to produce better
and better results.
In addition, NEU staff at various colleges have taken strike action in the last year
against workloads and academisation,
amongst other things.
Importantly, therefore, this NUS walkout
includes students in further education.
We know from the climate strikes and
other mass movements over the last few
years that young people are becoming
increasingly radicalised, and are looking to
take to the streets. Recent events show that
their teachers are too.
Rather than acting in isolation, this
walkout provides an opportunity for staff and
students across schools, colleges, and universities to unite in order to strike a decisive
blow against the marketisation of education.

Students and workers –
unite and strike!

Accessibility: Creating safe and inclusive spaces, built for students here and
now, and uprooting disablism in our
education.
Lifelong education: For a less restrictive,
more fluid and flexible education system,
which supports us from cradle to grave.
Democracy: Giving students more power and agency over our own learning.
It is a great step forward for the NUS
to organise such action, around such demands.
At the same time, the UCU is in the middle of balloting its members for further strike
action this term.
If the NUS can seriously mobilise students to walk out at the same time as their
lecturers are on strike, this will significantly
strengthen both workers and students
in their demands – laying the basis for a
serious united mass struggle against marketisation.
Last December, students came out overwhelmingly in support of striking staff. As a
result, solidarity networks and campaigns
already exist in universities up and down
the country. More than ever, the common
interest that students and staff share has
come to the fore.

Mass movement

In order for the walkout to be successful, we
need to begin building for this properly now,
to galvanise a mass movement of students
and staff.
Local student unions and activists should
set up mass meetings, involving as many
students as possible, in order to discuss and
vote on the fighting strategy and programmatic demands that we need to win.
These democratic mass meetings
should draw up a battle plan for every
campus. And committees of action should
be set up, involving representatives from
the trade unions and the student movement, in order to coordinate efforts across
every town and city.

Student unions must spread information
and provide resources (such as transport) to
enable students to attend the national demo
in London. And local activity and demonstrations should be called to build for the walkout,
which in turn could pave the way for a wave
of occupations across the country.

Free education

We call on all students and staff to join the
walkout on 2 March. But a one-day walkout
must only be the beginning.
Above all, the call for free education
must be made loud and clear. Free education – funded by expropriation – is the only
way to transform universities and free them
from the pressures of capitalist competition
and private profit.This must be combined
with workers’ control, with students and staff
democratically-running universities in their
interests.
In all this activity, Marxist students will
be making the case for these demands,
and helping to build unity between students
and staff. On this basis, we can organise
a coordinated campaign across the whole
education sector.
This could set an example for the rest of
the labour movement – providing a platform
for a one-day strike across the whole public
sector, and a wider fight back against the
Tories and the bosses.
Build for the walkout!
Vote ‘Yes’ for strike action!
Fight for free education!
Students and workers: unite and fight! ■

United struggle

As part of the 2 March national walkout, the
NUS is putting forward the following four
demands:
Full funding: Higher and further education to be fully-funded by governments
– free at the point of use for students
– with proper pay, pensions, and conditions for staff across education and
beyond.

Back to Contents
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Marxist students stand
shoulder-to-shoulder with striking staff
Marxist Student Federation

R

ather than winding down towards the
end of the year, last December was
a month of struggle for members of
the UCU (University and College Union).
In over 50 universities across the country,
UCU branches were on strike for three
days, in a fight over pensions, pay, and
conditions.
University bosses have not backed
down since, meaning that this strike is set
to continue this term – possibly alongside
action from students and school teachers.
Here we publish a selection of reports
that highlight the activity of the Marxist Student Federation (MSF) in the last round of
UCU strikes, which demonstrate the strategy and tactics that should be replicated
across the whole student movement in the
weeks and months ahead.

Leeds

The week before the strikes, the LUU
(Leeds University Union) held an open
meeting. At this, angry students were spilling out of the room, voicing their disgust
at the oppositional stance taken by the
student union in relation to the UCU strike.
In attendance at this meeting were
comrades from Socialist Appeal, who have
been playing a leading role in the Leeds
Student Solidarity Campaign (LSSS).

A panel discussion was then organised
by the LSSS. Leeds UCU President, Chloe
Wallace, was on the platform, along with two
comrades from the Leeds Marxist Society.
The event was well attended, with approximately 50 students and staff present.
The mood amongst students was very
radical, with people linking the trade union
struggle to the struggle for socialism.
The week of the strikes saw a big
mobilisation by students – largely thanks
to the work of comrades in the LSSS, who
organised leafleting campaigns and banner-making sessions.
Slogans like ‘open the books’ and ‘for a
democratic running of the university by staff
and students’ particularly struck a chord
among the crowd.

Imperial College London

The students’ union (ICU) decided to ballot
students on whether it should officially support the strike. Marxist students campaigned
enthusiastically in this referendum for a ‘Yes’
vote, putting up posters and distributing leaflets. Consequently, an overwhelming 73%
of students voted to support the UCU strike.
We then organised a panel discussion
with speakers from the local Marxist society,
Labour society, and UCU branch. The UCU
rep explained the background behind the
strike action, and comrades linked the struggle of academic staff with that of students.

During the strike, Marxist society activists
attended the picket line on all three days,
handing out leaflets and talking to students
and UCU members. Striking staff came
together at the picket for speeches; and on
the last day of the strike, one of our comrades
spoke, emphasising the need for unity between students and workers in order to win.

Manchester Metropolitan

At Manchester Metropolitan University
(MMU), the Marxist society launched the
campaign for student-staff solidarity in the
local UCU strike. This involved handing out
leaflets and talking to UCU representatives
about what we could do.
We held an off-campus meeting – with
40 MMU students in attendance – to discuss
how students and staff could best fight
university bosses. Speakers from the MMU
UCU branch, Unison branch, and local
Marxist society, spoke about the need for the
strikes, why students should support them,
and how to fight against the marketisation of
education.
During the strike, we visited the picket
lines to support university workers. The pickets were militant and strong. And on the last
day, we marched with the UCU from MMU
and the University of Manchester to the city
centre, in order to show people on the streets
why we are fighting against university management. ■
Back to Contents

9

socialist.net
Issue 360

Kill the Bill

As the Tories ramp up repression,

we say: Kill the bill!
Eve Rickson

E

arlier this month, four protestors were
cleared by a jury of criminal damage,
after pulling down a statue of slave
owner Edward Colston during the BLM
protests in 2020.
This provoked howls of indignation
from a number of Tory MPs. Some have
even called for jury trials to be abolished in
these cases, since they cannot be trusted
to reach the ‘right’ verdict when it comes to
protecting property and heritage!
Of course, the property and ‘heritage’
that these rogues defend is one that decorates slavery and adorns Britain’s long and
sordid history of racism.
Tory minister Grant Shapps has suggested that amendments tabled to the
Police, Crime, Sentencing, and Court Bill
(PCSC) last December would close the
“potential loopholes” that led to the activists’ acquittal.
This is a shameful admission that the
bourgeois legal system is really only there
to rule in favour of the establishment. If the
ruling class doesn’t like a decision?
Simply change the law!
The
PCSC
already sought to
severely restrict the
right to protest, sparking large demonstrations when
it was first
introduced
last year.

Now last-minute changes to the bill –
totalling 18 pages of amendments – are
being tabled in the unelected House of
Lords by an unaccountable peer in an
attempt to further curtail democratic rights
of protest. The irony is quite palpable.
Under such vagaries, the Tories would
be able to ramp up their repression and
cower activists through this ongoing assault on our freedoms.

Amendments

In their slate of amendments, the government is even more pointed in trying
to block protests like those we have seen
in recent years, which have brought hundreds of thousands onto the streets.
The amendments cover: imprisonment for obstructing roads (which would
see Insulate Britain activists locked
away); blocking printing presses (back in
September, Extinction Rebellion blocked
three print presses for Murdoch-owned
papers); or protesting at airports (such as
those done by the Stansted 15); and oil
refineries.
On top of this, the amendments, if
passed, would allow police officers to
stop and search people without grounds
for suspicion. Already arbitrary stop-andsearch measures disproportionately affect
BAME youth. These amendments will be
further used to further harass those communities who already
disproportionately
bear the brunt of
state violence and
racism.

The state

It is clear that, in the face of increasing instability and unrest, the ruling class is trying to outlaw any and all potential threats
to the capitalist system they defend – and
are seeking to use all instruments of the
state at their disposal to achieve this.
This is why we cannot rely on the
justice system to protect us against
state repression. Bourgeois law exists to
protect the principle of private property at
all costs, merely providing an illusion of
fairness that can be engineered or discarded altogether to protect the capitalists’
interests.
These recent developments also show
plainly why we cannot rely on feudal relics
like the House of Lords to defend our
democratic rights.
In the final analysis, such institutions
exist to prop up the ruling class – especially in times of crisis like we see today.

Fightback

The way to oppose these measures is
not to be cowed and keep our heads
down. Instead, we can only rely on our
own strength as workers and youth to
oppose this bill and the entire reactionary
state as a whole.
Existing anti-union laws will work in
tandem with these new laws to curb all
attempts at opposition to the existing
order. In fact, alongside this bill, business
secretary Kwasi Kwarteng is tabling separate anti-union legislation.
The labour movement must therefore
support all attempts to protest against the
PCSC bill, and use its industrial strength
to resist anti-union legislation. This will
draw in wider layers to oppose this bill,
and the Tory government and the
bosses who are pushing it.
A conscious and collective working-class – mobilised with correct
leadership – can defeat any law. It
is only through unified, audacious
action that we can transform
the struggle into a broader one
against the entire repressive state
machine, and the capitalist system
which it exists to defend.
The real criminals are not protestors, but the Tory government, the ruling class, and the decrepit, oppressive,
exploitative system that they cling to. ■
Back to Contents

10

marxist.com
14th January 2022

Migrant
Kill
the Bill
crisis

Nationalities and Borders Bill:
A shameful attack on the oppressed
Sarah Vedrovich

T

he Nationalities and Borders Bill,
which passed through the House
of Commons last December, represents another attack on the oppressed and
exploited. The bill serves to further whip up
nationalism and racism, which the ruling
class relies upon to keep the working class
divided.
Under this new law, British-born citizens who have dual citizenship could be
at threat of having it revoked at the whim
of the Home Secretary. In fact, even those
without a second citizenship, who the
government deems to be ‘linked’ to another
country, are at risk. This includes two-outof-five non-white people in Britain.
This bill comes after the tragic drowning
of 27 refugees in the Channel last year,
which the Tories have cynically used to
bang the drum about ‘taking back control’
of the UK’s borders.
In response, this bill seeks to fragment
the already difficult asylum process, granting protection only to those that arrive in the
country through so-called ‘legal’ means.
But since the vast majority of refugees cannot reach Britain through ‘legal’ channels,
they will face being ‘returned’ to whatever
danger they have been forced to flee from.

Lies, damned lies & racism

The whole bill reeks of ruling class hatred
towards the victims of imperialism, as well
as disdain for minorities that consider
themselves settled here in Britain. It is a
continuation of racist policies that have

unleashed fear and misery on ethnic communities for decades.
The Home Office has drastically
ramped up the amount of British citizenships revoked in the last two years, with
around 100 a year since Priti Patel came
into office.
The controversial clause nine of the
bill – which is being debated in the House
of Lords at the time of writing – gives the
government powers to revoke citizenship
without any warning.
Patel’s Home Office clearly believes
that there are second-class British citizens
who, if push comes to shove, belong somewhere else in the world.

‘The public good’

This bill is centred around the crude euphemism of removing the citizenship of those
deemed a threat in some vague way to ‘the
public good’.
We have to ask: was it in the public
good to detain and deport at least 83 British
citizens to countries they did not know, with
languages they were unlikely to speak?
Was it in the public good to destroy thousands of disembarkation records from the
Windrush generation, and create a ‘hostile
environment’ that has made thousands of
British citizens live in fear?
But the Windrush scandal was certainly
not a one-off. Everything Patel has done as
home secretary shows the schism between
what is ‘good’ for the rich and powerful, and
that which is in the interests of the majority.
We need only think back to the right
wing’s public shaming of Shamima

Begum – a vulnerable teenage girl who
was groomed by Islamic fundamentalists,
and later stripped of her citizenship by
the government. Ghislaine Maxwell, on
the other hand, a woman who groomed
young girls for the rich and powerful, has
been allowed to keep hers. The hypocrisy
is nauseating.
We should be under no illusion that this
bill is about keeping ordinary people safe.
In reality, it is about keeping the capitalist
class safe from any opposition. If anyone
threatens the power, profits, and privileges
of the ruling class, the government will have
no problem using this bill against them.

Unified fight back

In order to fight this menace – which is
intended to marginalise British citizens and
scapegoat refugees – we need a campaign
against all power-grabbing opportunities by
the capitalist class.
For many, this bill proves the fear that
many felt before: that our hard-won democratic freedoms remain fragile; and that
basic rights can always be rebuked under
the capitalist system.
Social media has been awash with
those explaining the implications of the bill,
as well as drawing light to how this ties into
the long and sordid history of racism and
imperialism in Britain.
Workers and youth must come together
to say not only that refugees are welcome
here, but that we must unite and fight to
take power into our hands, in order to put
an end to the racism, xenophobia, and
jingoism that capitalism spawns. ■
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depravity of the ruling class

Jack Tye Wilson
and Ollie Brotherton

P

rince Andrew, the Duke of York and
ninth in line to the British throne, is
set to face a grilling in US courts
over allegations of sexual abuse, after
judges rejected a motion to dismiss a
lawsuit made against him by accuser
Virginia Giuffre.
With reports indicating that Giuffre
is unlikely to accept an out-of-court
settlement, this decision paves the way
for a trial later in the year. This will have
explosive implications not only for the
Prince, but for the whole monarchy –
and the entire British establishment.

‘Sophisticated predator’

These latest developments flow from
the recent trial of Ghislaine Maxwell,
partner-in-crime of the billionaire playboy and convicted paedophile Jeffrey
Epstein, who has been sentenced for up
to 65 years, for charges relating to the
grooming and trafficking of minors. It is
likely that Maxwell will spend the rest of
her life behind bars.
This outcome provides at least some
justice for the victims of Epstein and
Maxwell. Especially given that Epstein
previously served a mere 13 months
when he was sentenced in 2008,
dying in prison under mysterious
circumstances before he could be
brought to trial in 2019.
The three-week trial, which
took place in December of last
year, exposed the role that
the British socialite played
in grooming and trafficking
vulnerable young girls for
Epstein and his billionaire
cronies.
Harrowing testimonies
from victims and witnesses
detailed how the pair worked
‘hand-in-hand’ to prey on girls

from the impoverished West Palm Beach
area, which neighbored Epstein’s £15m
Florida mansion.
A common thread running through
many of these cases is that Epstein and
Maxwell purposefully targeted girls from
a poor background, and enticed them
into sexual acts using their wealth and
connections.
When some of these girls turned eighteen, they were in turn recruited into what
one witness described as Maxwell’s ‘pyramid scheme of abuse’. She would pay
the former victim double if they brought a
younger girl for her and Epstein to molest.
The sums – amounting to hundreds of
dollars – were trifling amounts for Epstein
and Maxwell, but not for their victims.
During the trial, the victims’ class
background was cynically used against
them by the defence’s lawyers, who portrayed them as money-grabbers looking
to score a financial ‘jackpot’ on the back
of the case.

What’s more, Maxwell once reportedly told a confidante: “They’re nothing,
these girls, they are trash.” This all
reveals the utter contempt that Maxwell and her super-rich ilk harbour for
working-class people, who are nothing
to them but raw material to exploit and
abuse for their pleasure.

Tip of the iceberg

It is clear that this case is just the tip of
the iceberg. Epstein and Maxwell were
one part of an elaborate web of trafficking and abuse that stretches across
the entire establishment. A mountain of
depravity involving business leaders,
royals, and leading politicians remains
unexposed and unpunished.
The vast bulk of Ghislaine Maxwell’s
high-society contacts, as well as her
wealth, were inherited from her father,
Robert Maxwell, who was an infamous
media mogul and fraudster.
He made his millions through owning a number of British media outlets
like the Daily Mirror, supplementing his
obscene wealth by stealing hundreds of
millions from his workers’ pension funds.
Evidently the apple didn’t fall far from
the tree.
Testimonies, like the one given by
Epstein’s personal pilot, mentioned a
rogues gallery of figures who had close
ties to Epstein. But the trial has shed
little light on whether any of Maxwell’s
high-society connections were involved in the abuse. The evidence
presented to the court was heavily
(continues on next page)
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redacted to remove mentions of third
parties, and the judge warned against
any ‘needless’ name-dropping.
Evidently, the US justice system
does not wish to pry too much, for fear
of implicating some of the richest and
most powerful individuals in the world.
In the final analysis, the state serves the
interests of the capitalist class, and it will
go to any length to conceal the exploits
of the elite.
This is not an isolated phenomena:
in Britain, a number of investigations
have revealed the extent of child sexual
abuse reaching the highest echelons of
the establishment.
One report looking into historical
cases found that a number of high-profile MPs and ministers were “known
or rumored to be active in their sexual
interest in children and were protected
from prosecution in a number of ways,
by police, prosecutors and political parties.”

Cold sweat

marxist.com
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Analysis

One high-profile figure who will be in a cold
sweat over this sordid affair is His Royal
Highness Prince Andrew, a long-time friend
of Epstein and Maxwell.
Incidentally, one photograph presented
to the court showed Epstein and Maxwell
holidaying at the Queen’s Balmoral residence on Andrew’s invitation.
The Duke himself has been accused
of sexually abusing the then 17-year-old
Virginia Giuffre on multiple occasions
in 2001.
Of course, he vehemently denied that this abuse took place
in the infamous car-crash interview on Newsnight, which
earned him the ridicule and
revile of the public.
Despite looking into
these allegations three
times, the Met Police turned
a blind eye to Andrew’s
activity. It is Her Majesty’s
police force, after all.

We cannot rely on the capitalist courts to
hold the depraved elites to account for their
crimes. It is only by overthrowing the system
that breeds monsters like Maxwell, and which
allows them to act with virtual impunity, that
we can deliver true justice.
But Andrew’s past is now catching
up with him. And things are not looking
good for the Prince. If Andrew settles
with Guiffre out of court, it will only damage his already toxic reputation. If the
case does go to trial, it will further shine
a light into the murky world of his past.
It was recently announced that the
Queen will not fund the Prince’s legal
battle against Giuffre. This has meant
that Prince Andrew is reportedly having
to sell off his £17 million luxury, seven-bedroom skiing chalet in the Swiss
Alps. Our hearts bleed for the poor
prince.

Monarchy in crisis

Much like Maxwell, who has been left
out to dry by her high-society pals, Andrew is being frozen out of royal duties
in an attempt at damage limitation. Their
approach appears to be ‘out of sight, out
of mind’.
The reason for this is simple: the
monarchy relies on a certain
air of ‘mystery’ to make it
appear as a sacred, untouchable institution.
This scandal – alongside countless others
in recent years – is
yet more dirt heaped
upon the royal standard.
Yet the royal family is unlikely to fully
cut Andrew loose. If
he were to renounce
his claim to the throne,
it would call into question the very principle of
hereditary rule that the
monarchy is built
upon.

As noted in the Economist recently:
“It is fundamental to a hereditary order
that succession is automatic and beyond
debate. Start tinkering with the line because one son is better qualified, more
popular or more moral, and the logic
falls apart.”
All of this scandal and sleaze is eating away at the public’s opinion of the
monarchy. And, in a period where many
people are already becoming radicalised
by the crisis of capitalism, this could put
the future of ‘The Firm’ in jeopardy.

Scum rises to the top

The conviction of Maxwell, while welcome, will provide no real consolation
to those who have suffered abuse at the
hands of the rich and powerful. Maxwell
was the sacrifice the ruling class were
willing to make to present a semblance
of justice.
Meanwhile, countless other Epsteins
and Maxwells will continue to operate
away from the public eye. For the ruling
class, Maxwell’s only real crime was
getting caught.
The prevalence of abuse and perversion at the top of society is no coincidence.
Capitalism – a system based upon
the ruthless exploitation of the majority
in society – rewards those who act in a
callous and cut-throat manner. In other
words, the scum rises to the top.
And as Epstein’s ridiculously short
2008 sentence and the small sums
required to settle with his victims shows
– with that sort of wealth comes an
atmosphere of impunity in which such
predators thrive.
Only when the stench became overwhelming were Epstein and Maxwell
thrown to the wolves. But their accomplices continued to walk free.
We cannot rely on the capitalist
courts to hold the depraved elites to
account for their crimes. It is only by
overthrowing the system that breeds
monsters like Maxwell, and which allows
them to act with virtual impunity, that we
can deliver true justice. ■
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Tory crisis and scandals

Johnson hangs by a thread
Editorial

B

oris Johnson and the Tories were no
doubt hoping that stories about illicit
lockdown parties would be forgotten
over the festive period – buried out of sight
like an unwanted Christmas present from
an elderly relative.
Instead, however, even more explosive
revelations have recently been exposed.
And this time there is no way the slippery
Tory leader can pass the buck.
In the wake of last month’s news about
the now-infamous Tory Christmas party in
2020 (a.k.a. a ‘cheese and wine business
meeting’), details of a number of similar
restriction-defying Downing Street gatherings have come to light.
The most recent and serious of these
(at the time of writing) directly implicates
Johnson and his clique, with a leaked
email from one of the PM’s closest aides
inviting more than 100 staff to a “bring
your own booze” social in the garden of
Number 10, at a time when the rest of us
could meet with only one other person in
an outdoor setting.
Around 40 people are reported
to have attended this drinks event in
the end, however, including Johnson
himself.
In the face of soaring living
costs, it has never been clearer
that there is one rule for them, and
another for the rest of us.

Knives out

The stench of Tory scandal and
sleaze has become foul.
Despite winning a formidable 80 seat majority in
2019, Johnson’s
government
has become
one of crises
and
splits.
Many MPs
were swept
in on healthy
majorities
in the last
election, but
these have
since been
eroded. This
has created a
mutinous air in

the party, with the knives now out for the
Tory leader.
Trailing behind in opinion polls, and
reeling from recent electoral defeats, the
fate of the Prime Minister now hangs in
the balance.
Already there is talk about a challenge
against Johnson’s leadership. Without a
doubt City of London golden-boy Rishi
Sunak and Tory-membership favourite Liz
Truss are mobilising their forces in preparation for a leadership contest.

Rotten to the core

The issue of corruption is not restricted to
just Johnson, however; it is endemic within the party. One only has to glance back
at the past year for countless examples of
corruption and sleaze across the board.
Various inquiries into these crimes and
misdemeanours have – and will – come
to naught. Time and time again the Tories
are mired in scandal. And time and time
again they are simply given a slap on the
wrist and told not to do it again.
These wrongdoings are not accidents
or unfortunate mistakes. Rather, this
corruption is a product of the money-grubbing capitalist system itself, of which the
Tories are faithful servants. It is not a
case of a ‘few bad apples’. The
whole establishment – and their
system – is rotten to the core.

Stinking cesspit

Corruption has always been a feature of
capitalism, serving to grease the wheels
between the rich and powerful. Only in
the past, the representatives of capitalism
were simply better at keeping their dirty
dealings out of sight.
With the decline of British capitalism,
the party that once represented the most
far-seeing strategists of capital has been
transformed into a gang of the most degenerate little-Englanders, all looking to
personally enrich themselves and their
cronies.
And with the crisis of capitalism producing deep splits within the Tories, it has
become harder for them to keep a lid on
their stinking cesspit of corruption.
It is true that some layers of the party
have spoken out against the worst excesses of Tory corruption. Sunak himself
stated that the government “needs to do
better”.
Ultimately though, this is an attempt at
damage control; to make moves against
the worst offenders to ensure that the rest
of the party tops and capitalist establishment can continue with business as usual.

Capitalism is corruption

No doubt, even more scandals will emerge
in the coming days, weeks, and months.
All of these will exacerbate the Tories’
decline in the polls and, subsequently, the
divisions within the party.
After years of austerity, corruption, and
economic crisis, millions of workers
are all too aware that the Tories
don’t represent their interests. But
with Starmer’s Labour acting as
a ‘loyal opposition’ – i.e. providing
no opposition at all – it is easy to see
why many write off politics and political
change altogether.
The solution though, is not to reject the
political struggle, but rather to campaign
for a bold socialist programme
throughout the labour movement.
The fact of the matter is: capitalism is corruption. Only by throwing
away this rotten system
can we make the sleaze
and corruption that permeate politics today a thing
of the past. ■
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what we say
Editorial

A

t a time when working people are
facing an avalanche in collapsing
living standards, Boris Johnson is
heralding the return of crown stamps to
pint glasses as one of his “key successes”. Under this Tory government, whilst
drowning our sorrows, we can now gauge
our misery in terms of pounds and ounces.
“And from Singapore to Switzerland,
we’ve negotiated ambitious free trade
deals to boost jobs and investment here
at home,” said Johnson in true bombastic fashion. He is like the man who lost
a pound but was delighted he found a
penny!
Looking ahead to 2022, Johnson
had the effrontery to pledge that his government would go “further and faster” to
maximise the “freedoms” of Brexit.
This rank foolishness is a stark reflection of how out of touch this Tory clique of
rogues running the country has become.

Sick man of Europe

The UK economy is in fact in a dire position, where productivity and investment
are falling. Britain is continuing to fall
behind its rivals – a veritable sick man of
Europe.
Any apparent rebound in our economy
is because it has suffered a deeper decline, yet to recover its 2019 level.
Given the uncertainties, economists
are already busy revising down their forecasts for 2022. According to government
sources, from 2023, the UK economy is
set to grow each year by 2.1%, 1.3%, and
1.6% respectively.
But even this is far-fetched,
given the present deterioration,
where we are facing two quarters
of negative growth – that is, a new
recession.
Rather
than
‘freedoms’, meanwhile, the new
border
checks
and red tape introduced by Brexit will
result in permanent
damage to an already
enfeebled British capitalism.
This blows apart Boris
Johnson’s glowing rhetoric.
At the same time, it would
be foolhardy to imagine
that remaining in the
EU would be an

Cost of living catastrophe:
Britain’s Kazakhstan moment?

answer to workers’ problems in Britain.
On the contrary, given the global capitalist
crisis, workers across Europe are also
under the cosh.

Sinking ship

The ever-pervasive problems of British
capitalism are certainly having profound
effects at all levels, including within the
government.
The rats are already abandoning the
sinking ship, with Lord Frost – the political
illiterate who oversaw Brexit – departing
from his ministerial position at the end of
last year.
Like the proverbial bull in a China
shop, Frost attempted to tear up the EUUK protocol, creating more instability and
potential chaos in the process. He will
certainly not be the last to jump ship.
While Lord Frost can return to the
plush benches of the House of Lords, the
working class on the other hand cannot
escape this unfolding nightmare of falling
living standards.
Inflation, already running at over 5%,
is set to get much worse. This is going to
mean big cuts in real wages for millions of
workers – especially the lowest paid.
This situation has been described by
many as a ‘cost of living catastrophe’.
While the working class is ‘levelled
down’, the rich are laughing all the way
to the bank. This is especially the case
for Tory donors, who have been awarded
juicy government contracts, pocketing
millions in the process. There is now a
veritable chasm between the classes.
Workers have
been repeatedly
told to tighten
their belts.
But this is
no longer
possible,
with prices going
through
the

roof. Millions of workers will now have
no choice but to refuse this deterioration
in their living standards and fight back.
As a result, the trade union leaders
are under pressure to act to defend their
members.

Explosive situation

All the contradictions are piling up – one
upon the other. The situation is becoming
extremely explosive, given the colossal
pent-up anger that has accumulated. All
it needs is a spark to set things ablaze.
This is what terrifies the ruling class.
The recent revolutionary turmoil in
far away Kazakhstan is a warning sign
for the establishment back home. There,
a mass uprising was sparked by an increase in gas prices.
From a protest in one area, the
movement spread like wildfire, with
street battles and crowds storming
government buildings. Strike action also
broke out among workers in the powerful oil and gas industries. This was a
spontaneous revolutionary movement.
It is a clear illustration – at the beginning of this new year – of what can
happen in many countries, including
Britain; a harbinger of what is to come.
We are faced with our own huge
increases in energy prices. Coming on
top of the attacks on the working class,
this could be the straw that breaks the
camel’s back, as in Kazakhstan.

Marxist leadership

Britain has entered a period of intense
instability. For the working class, the
situation is going from bad to worse.
Workers and youth will be forced into
action, with a new generation of class
fighters and activists coming to the fore.
Between 1970-71, in a relatively
short space of time, the industrial climate in Britain rapidly changed. Given
the accumulated combustible material,
history is set to repeat itself – but on a
higher level.
As in all struggles, the question of
leadership is vital. Marxism provides the
clear ideas and perspectives required
to translate the potential for success
into outright victory.
If we are to learn the lessons of
the past, a resolute leadership needs
to be built throughout the labour and
trade union movement.
We appeal to you to join
us – the Marxist tendency – to
help build such a leadership. ■
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WHAT STRATEGY FOR THE LEFT
IN THE TRADE UNIONS?
Rob Sewell

“W

hen the time is ripe things
will move there with enormous speed and energy,
but it may take a while till that point is
reached.” Friedrich Engels
Over the last six months important
changes have taken place within the
trade unions.
There have been shifts to the left, not
least in the largest public sector union,
Unison.
There have also been signs of
increased industrial struggles, with
strikes or the threat of strikes involving
rail workers, scaffolders, civil servants,
bin workers, local authority workers,
lecturers, and others. Unite is involved
in more industrial disputes – over 50 –
than at any time in its history.
These are clearly important changes, so what does this all mean?
In this current period of instability
that has opened up, these shifts to the
left are an indication that significant
changes are close at hand.
Given the decades-long
ebb in the class struggle and the
decline
o
f

trade union membership and power,
these events indicate the potential for a
qualitative change in the situation. The
trade unions can once again become
the main focus for resistance and fight
back for the working class.

Capitulation

Over a long period of time, the bulk of
the trade union leadership has acted as
a colossal brake on the movement of the
working class.
The right-wing union leaders did
everything to dampen and dissipate any
attempt to struggle. They laid the blame
on the members for lack of a fight. ‘We
can only go as far as the members are
prepared to go’, they would cynically
say.
The right-wing leadership
of Unison was typical in this
regard, being heavily embroiled in class collaboration
with employers and government.
This policy of
open capitulation
and retreat has had disastrous

effects, resulting in the biggest cut in real
wages in the last ten years in any decade since Napoleonic times. Privatisation and casualisation proceeded apace,
resulting in the widespread destruction
of workers’ terms and conditions.
Of course, there were honourable
exceptions to this abject capitulation,
such as the left-led unions like the PCS
and RMT, and a few others.
But now the whole terrain is changing. Once considered a very stable
country, Britain has become extremely
unstable.

Seismic shifts

In fact, over the recent period, we have
witnessed a series of
earthquakes
and shocks.
These
include, for
instance, the
(continues on next page)
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dramatic rise of the Scottish independence
movement and the collapse of Scottish
Labour; the rise and fall of Corbynism; the
Brexit vote; the decline of Unionism in the
north of Ireland; and a generalised crisis
of the regime, compounded by the actions
of the Johnson government.
All these phenomena have common
roots. At bottom they are a reflection
of the deepening crisis and impasse
of British capitalism, which has degenerated into a third-rate power on the
fringes of Europe.
The more far-sighted strategists of
the ruling class are deeply alarmed at
the situation. In the past, they could
rely upon the Tory Party and right-wing
trade union leaders to guarantee their
interests. These were important levers
with which to control the situation and
maintain a degree of stability. But this
is no longer the case.
The establishment’s control over
the Tory Party has slipped from their
grasp, especially under the maverick
Boris Johnson. Just as serious is their
loss of control over key trade unions.
The 1.4 million-strong Unison, the
previous bastion of the right-wing, has
shifted to the left, with the election of
a left NEC and President. While the
establishment’s candidate for the Unite
general secretary, Gerrard Coyne, was
heavily defeated, and the subsequent
victory of Sharon Graham has pushed
the union further to the left.
This growing turmoil could never
have happened at a worse time for the
ruling class. The anger and bitterness
in society is reaching explosive levels.
The working class is facing a dramatic
fall in living standards in the months
ahead, with prices rising and energy
bills going to double in April. This is described by the Resolution Foundation
as a “cost of living catastrophe”.

Periods of rising inflation have tended to be accompanied by rising levels
of strike action, as workers attempt to
claw back what they have lost in terms
of the purchasing power of their wages.
The ruling class therefore finds itself
sitting on top of a volcano that is ready
to erupt.

Discontent

Previously, the widespread anger and
radicalisation had found an expression
in the emergence of Corbyn as leader
of the Labour Party. This was a political
channel through which the working
class found a way of expressing its
desire for change.
But now with Starmer returning
Labour back to Blairism, the political
front is blocked. As a result, the working
class is turning towards the trade union
front.

With the Left controlling
the NEC in
marxist.com
Unison, and Paul Holmes
as
14th JanuaryPresident,
2022
united and coordinated action is possible
not only between the two biggest unions
in Britain, Unite and Unison, but across
the movement, as advocated by the PCS
leadership over the last two decades.
Reformists tend to swing from elation
to despair. When Corbyn was riding high
there was a mood of confidence that a
government that defended the interests
of the working class was around the corner. Once Corbyn was removed a mood
of deep depression gripped layers of the
left. But our task is neither to laugh nor to
cry, but to understand.
The defeat of Corbyn was not the
end of the story. What had propelled
Corbyn to the top, the anger of the
working class, had not gone away; it
had simply been stifled. It was bound to
find another expression.

The lack of fighting spirit permeates the right-wing
trade union leaders. This is because they see no
alternative to capitalism, and view their role as
working within the system.
This is how we explain the highly
significant election of a new Left leadership of Unison, for the first time in 20
years. The Left would also have won
the general secretary position, but for
the sectarianism of the Socialist Party
and those who supported a rival ‘left’
candidate, which split the vote, allowing
in the right-wing.
The mood of anger in the ranks was
also reflected in the election of Sharon
Graham as the new general secretary
of Unite, who promised a revival of
workplace militancy.

This means the reemergence of the
class struggle on a level that we have
not seen for decades. This is extremely
promising but we also need to learn some
lessons.
A vital lesson drawn by the new Unison
Left is that it is not possible to appease the
union’s right wing. This is a lesson drawn
from the negative experience of Corbynism in the Labour Party, where the left
– for fear of upsetting the right – refused
to take the battle to the end.

Class collaboration

The right-wing within the trade unions
– and the Labour Party – reflect the
pressures and interests of the ruling
class. Their philosophy is open class
collaboration, an attempt to reconcile
the irreconcilable class contradictions in
society. Their model is ‘business unionism’, to create a cosy relationship with
the bosses.
The lack of fighting spirit permeates
the right-wing trade union leaders. This
is because they see no alternative to
capitalism, and view their role as working within the system.
The General Council of the TUC,
as the elected leadership of the trade
unions, should in theory function as a
general staff of the labour movement in
the struggle against the bosses. Instead
it seeks agreements and cooperation
with the Tory government.
(continues on next page)
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can be ‘business as usual’, or to follow

howUnion
things operated in the past.
The collapse of the Soviet

Now with developments in Unison and
Unite, and strikes picking up, things are
changing. To win her election as general
secretary, Sharon Graham articulated this
radicalised mood. “We must continue to
build that confidence, and to show workers
that as leaders we stand with them – not
with the boss or the politician”, she said.
In a very positive move, she has come
out in favour of closer union collaboration,
which raises the possibility of united front
action. “Wherever coordination with other
unions is required, I will make the calls to
try and help that happen. The ground is
there for us to build on.”
Unfortunately, however, even some
of the left within the trade unions, given
their reformist outlook – i.e. their lack of
confidence that society can be radically
changed – are not totally free from class
collaboration.
Such lefts have adapted for so
long to past defeats and setbacks that
they lack confidence in the workers to
struggle. They cannot see the real mood
that has been building up from below, a
mood which has simply lacked a point of
reference for it to express itself.
This lack of confidence has even
seeped down into the union’s lay activists, many of whom have lost faith in the
workers they were elected to represent.
It is true that workers are not always
and everywhere pushing for strike
action, especially when they know the
battle will be hard. Taking strike action is
the last resort. What is required here is
a perspective.

Prepare for battle

Even if today layers of the working class
are not yet ready to embark on strike activity, as Marxists we understand that the
present crisis of capitalism is going to
push even the most moderate of workers
towards militant action.
Generally speaking, workers look to
their leaders for guidance, and when this
is lacking, it serves to spread despondency and apathy. It demonstrates the
fact that class conscious leadership is
crucial at all levels.
A Marxist leadership of the trade unions would prepare the ground for battle,
raising the fighting spirit at each step,
and putting themselves on the line. This
would serve to inspire confidence and
sweep away any doubts and difficulties.
Such a leadership would expose not
only the bosses, but also the capitalist
system as a whole, using each opportunity to pose the socialist alternative.
In the words of Lenin, they would be
“tribunes of the people”.
In this epoch of crisis and the death
agony of capitalism, there are great
challenges facing the working class. It
would be a grave mistake to think that it

Given the severity of the crisis, it will
require the mobilisation of the whole
movement to stop this bosses’ offensive
in its tracks. However, while individual
battles can be won, in order to stop cuts
and privatisation overall, action must be
generalised and coordinated.
When capitalism was in its heyday, it
could afford to grant reforms and therefore strike action could quite quickly lead
to winning important concessions from
the bosses. But that is not the situation
today.
It is true that given the present supply chain problems, employers in some
sectors are presently being forced to
pay higher wages – such as in the case
of the truck drivers – due to the shortage
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That is why we must be at the
forefront of fighting to improve the lot
of the working class. “Not a minute on
the day, not a penny off the pay”, to use
the words of A.J. Cook, the past Miners’
Federation leader.
However, we also understand the
limits imposed by capitalism. Every concession won by the working class with
one hand, the capitalists will eventually
seek to take back with the other.
Does that mean that to fight for reforms is pointless?
On the contrary! The class struggle
is a struggle of living forces, and it is this
that determines the outcome.
It is precisely through the class
struggle that workers learn from their

The task facing us is the transformation of the trade
unions into fighting organisations that challenge the
domination of capital. That is the fight for ‘workers’
power’.
of labour. Yodel, the delivery firm, for
example, agreed to raise some drivers’
pay by almost 20% – but only after they
were threatened with strike action.
Obviously, workers should take advantage of this situation where possible.
But this is more the exception than the
rule. Millions of workers, especially the
low-paid, face wage cuts, and their anger is growing. It is this pressure that is
feeding its way into the trade unions.
The shifts to the left we have seen in
one union after another are an indication
that after a long period of passivity, we
are now witnessing the first stretching of
the muscles. The sleeping giant of the
working class is beginning to stir.
Unfortunately, what is lacking is a perspective of where things are heading, and
the drawing of the necessary conclusions.
As Karl Marx said about the trade
unions at the founding of the First International in 1864: “One element of success
they possess – numbers. But numbers
weigh only in the balance if united by
combination and led by knowledge.”
However, ‘knowledge’ or theory has
always been a weak point of the British
labour movement, which has instead
relied on pragmatism and ‘common
sense’.

Guide to action

What is required is a clear perspective.
The highest theory for the working class
is Marxism, which is an essential guide
to action and perspectives.
As Marxists, we understand that
without the struggle for day-to-day
reforms, there can be no struggle to

own experience, through victories and
defeats. It is through this school of hard
knocks that consciousness is raised.
A trade union leader must be like
a good general in war-time, but in the
class war. They must have clear tactics,
but also have a fully worked-out strategy.
As Trotsky explained, the role of a
Marxist trade unionist should be to raise
the level of understanding of the workers
and to explain the forces that confront
them.
Marxism, otherwise known as ‘scientific socialism’, provides this class
understanding.

Workers’ power

Sharon Graham has correctly said
that through our unions “we must build
popular, working-class power”. She has
linked this to the importance of internationalism: “And we can’t do that without
international trade unionism, without
international struggle”.
The task facing us is the transformation of the trade unions into fighting
organisations that challenge the domination of capital. That is the fight for
‘workers’ power’.
In order to build militant trade unions
they need the maximum democracy,
with the full participation of members,
and the full accountability of full-time
officials and union leaderships.
This also means the building up of
democratic broad-left organisations in
every union. As the saying goes, the
price of our democratic rights is eternal
(continues on next page)
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vigilance. That is why the battle to defeat the right must be carried through to
the end.
Sharon went on to list the challenges
facing the working class: global climate
catastrophe, mass automation of jobs,
new waves of austerity, and emboldened
mega employers.
Every one of these challenges is
rooted in the crisis of capitalism, in Britain and internationally.
The solution strikes at the very root
of capitalist ownership and the fight over
who is to control industry. To use Sharon
Graham’s words, this is the essence
of ‘working-class power’.

This means that the struggle over dayto-day problems must be linked in a
transitional manner to the public ownership of the major monopolies, banks and
insurance companies, under democratic
workers’ control and management.
This revolutionary aspiration was, and
in many cases remains, enshrined in the
constitutions of the trade unions.
Only the overthrow of capitalism can
offer a way forward for the working class.
New Unionism led to the creation of
the Labour Party and the ‘Great Unrest’
prior to the First World War.

marxist.com
Struggle for socialism

2022
The new period we 14th
haveJanuary
entered
will also
set the scene for revolutionary convulsions in Britain as elsewhere.
The shift to the left in a number of
important trade unions in Britain is a
harbinger of what is to come.
A new generation of activists will
come to the fore seeking to change
society, and in so doing they will fight
to take back control of the trade unions,
organisations which were built by the
working class to fight the bosses.
The conditions are now emerging where the old right-wing
trade union leadership can be
removed in preparation for a
new period of class struggle.
In this way the trade unions will be able to step up
to the mark and play an
active part in fighting
for socialism and the
overthrow of capitalism. ■
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KAZAKHSTAN

Which way forward for
the protest movement?

Hamid Alizadeh
and Jorge Martin

K

azakhstani army and security forces
backed by Russian special forces
moved in to forcibly put down what
has become the biggest mass movement
in Kazakhstan since the collapse of the
Soviet Union.
On Thursday 6 January, street fighting took place in several large cities of
Kazakhstan after the authorities declared
a state of emergency and moved the
army in to re-establish its grip on power.
There have been reports of hundreds
of wounded and thousands arrested. Appearing on TV the next day, a pompous
president Kassym-Jomart Tokayev said
he personally gave the order to security
forces and army to “open fire with lethal
force” against what he called “bandits
and terrorists”.
It is clear that the state apparatus
moved swiftly and violently in order to
take back control, which appeared to
be slipping out of its hand. All airports,
roads, squares and other key points of
communication and transport, which had
previously been taken over by protesters,
are now firmly back in the hands of the
state.

The movement took on a semi-insurrectionary character after it overran
airports and government buildings in
major cities, and there were indications
of fraternisation amongst police and
protesters.
Without a clear plan of where to go
from there, however, initiative swung
towards the counter-revolution, which
managed to reorganise and strike back
with a combination of concessions and
brute force.
But while the streets have been
cleared in some places, such as Almaty
and the capital Nursultan, in other places
such as Zhanaozen and Aktau, protests
continue and have been renewed.
It cannot be ruled out that once the
movement has overcome its shock, it
will be radicalised and take new steps
forward. Whatever happens, this is by
no means the end of the Kazakhstani
revolution. On the contrary, this is only
the beginning.

Instability ahead

What we are witnessing is a turning point
in the history of Kazakhstan. The country,
which for years had been highlighted by
the bourgeois as a model of stability, is
now entering a new stage of instability,
crisis and class struggle. The strategy of

the regime will be to beat back the movement through a combination of violent
repression and economic concessions.
For two decades the Kazakh regime,
led in a Bonapartist manner by Nursultan
Nazarbayev, could maintain relative stability on the basis of an economy that was
growing quickly and a relative growth of
living standards – at least for some parts
of the population. That era, however, is
finished.
The regime has been thoroughly discredited, and will increasingly be forced
to rely on brute force to maintain itself
– a fact that in turn will push even more
layers into opposition. Thus, the ‘order’
that Tokayev has so proudly proclaimed
in Nur-Sultan and Almaty will form the
basis for a new period of instability and
class struggle.

A colour revolution?

Some people on the left have been quick
to call the recent movement in Kazakhstan a ‘colour revolution’, orchestrated
by the West as a part of a plot to isolate
Russia.
According to this line of opinion, what
we are witnessing is similar to the reactionary Maidan movement in Ukraine,
(continues on next page)
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which was essentially a movement controlled by far-right and fascist elements
egged on by Washington. That, however,
is a superficial comparison that ignores
the facts on the ground in Kazakhstan.
If anything, the movement we have
witnessed in Kazakhstan has been
remarkable for the limited presence that
we’ve seen of liberal and petit-bourgeois
elements. Unlike the protest movements
between 2018 and 2020, recent protests
in Kazakhstan have had a real revolutionary character and were begun by workers, who played a key part, as well as by
poor unemployed and lower-middle-class
elements.
The starting point and initial epicentre
of the movement was in the western region of Mangistau, the heartland of large
oil companies and home to a large and
powerful industrial working class with
fighting traditions.
The region is home to Zhanaozen,
a town in which tens of thousands of
oil workers went on strike in 2011, and
essentially occupied the city for seven
months before they were brutally repressed by the armed forces. It is clear
that this experience played an important
role in the movement today, which to a
large degree was based on the traditions
of struggle in that region.
What is clear is the enormous role of
the industrial working class of Mangystau,
which essentially led the movement and
imbued it with its own proletarian political
programme and methods of organisation
and struggle. Meanwhile, the vague
democratic and nationlist demands of
the western-backed liberal opposition
remained peripheral at best.
Not only are the workers of the Mangystau region not in cahoots with US
imperialism, they have a rich tradition
of fighting western-based multinationals! This is not to say that there are no
bourgeois ‘liberal’ and nationalist organisations that are trying to capitalise on the
movement, but one thing is certain: they
did not start it and they are not in control
of it.

Russia, and the West

It would be incorrect to present Kazakhstan as a country dominated by Russia.
The Kazakhstani regime of Nazarbayev
spent 30 years playing a game of balancing between Russia, the US, China, and
even Turkey, playing each power against
each other in order to get the best deal
for itself.
In fact, it is not Russia, but the US,
owing to the investments of Chevron and
ExxonMobil, that ranks first among the
foreign investors in Kazakhstan. Chevron

itself is the largest investor in Kazakhstan.
There is no supposed plot for US
imperialism to enter Kazakhstan – it is
already there and is profiting well from
its presence! So too is the ruling class of
Kazakhstan.
Meanwhile, Russia is keeping a nervous eye on developments in Kazakhstan.
Similar to the recent mass movement
in Belarus, the Kazakhstani movement
poses a threat to the stability of Russia,
where the masses suffer under similar
conditions. Thus, the intervention of Russian forces has an important domestic
purpose.
This does not mean, however, that
Putin will not demand a certain ‘payment’
for saving the Kazakhstani regime, just
as he demanded obedience from the Belarussian regime. Nevertheless, the US
will be powerless to do anything about
this. Rather, it is likely to become increasingly dependent on Russia to protect its
interests in the country.

What way forward?

What we are witnessing is not a colour
revolution, a CIA conspiracy, nor a clash
between different sectors of the Kazakhstani ruling class. It is a genuine revolutionary movement of the workers, the
youth, the poor and dispossessed.
It is based on the programme and
organisational methods of struggle developed by the most advanced layers of the
industrial working class.
These methods (strikes, mass rallies,
etc.), and a programme of economic, social, and democratic demands were highly
effective, as demonstrated by the speed
with which the movement advanced,
threatening to bring down the whole edifice of the state within four days.
Nevertheless, the question of leadership and organisation remains the main

weakness of the movement. Without a
national organisation of the working class,
the movement was incapable of extending
the strikes to the level of a national, revolutionary general strike; or of responding
to the swift manoeuvres of the regime.
In the next period, particularly if we
witness a general withdrawal of the
broader layers of the masses from the
streets, bourgeois liberal elements will
undoubtedly try to hijack what remains of
the movement. Given the lack of any solid
national workers’ party and leadership to
counter their manoeuvres, they may even
succeed.
The struggle between these different
tendencies in the movement is not determined in advance, however. Characterising the present movement as a reactionary
one now amounts to capitulating in such a
struggle at its outset.
Instead, what is necessary is for the
most advanced revolutionary elements
to draw the lessons from these events,
and to begin the struggle to build a revolutionary leadership, based on the most
advanced elements of the working class
and the youth.
The mass of workers and poor can
only rely on their own strength to finish
the Kazakhstani revolution. In a matter of
days, on the basis of radical, proletarian methods and demands, they have
achieved more than any liberal NGO
could have dreamt of achieving in the
past decade.
They have won a string of victories
and pushed out the sitting government
and the old dictator.
Only on the basis of deepening this
struggle can they prepare to finish the
job and bring down the whole rotten
regime.
For our latest analysis please visit
marxist.com ■
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Pfizer’s shameless
pandemic profiteering
Parson Young

L

enin once said that “war is terrible,
terribly profitable.” The ongoing
COVID-19 pandemic measures
up to warfare, not only in terms of
the lives it has taken, but also the
grotesque windfall it has provided to
capitalist profiteers. The US-based
company Pfizer has emerged as the
most egregious example of Big Pharma exploiting a horrific public health
crisis to swell its coffers.
Known for years primarily for
making Viagra, Pfizer’s name is now
synonymous with one of the most
effective COVID-19 vaccines on the
market – although it did not create the
technology behind it. Recent investigations have revealed Pfizer has reaped
tremendous profits whilst holding millions of lives hostage.

“Economic windfall”

Geoffrey Porges, analyst at the investment bank SVB Leerink, described the
$80bn+ projected revenue that Pfizer
announced to its shareholders for this
year alone as a “once-in-an-epoch
economic windfall.” This figure represents upward of 93 percent year-overyear growth in revenue, and a profit
margin of around 20 percent before tax
for the company.
And the gravy train shows no signs
of stopping. Pfizer pocketed $900 million in profit in the first quarter of 2021
alone. Together, the biggest vaccine
manufacturers (Pfizer, BioNTech and
Moderna) rack up more than $1,000 in
profit every second.
The source of Pfizer’s to-die-for
profits are of course the 2.3 billion doses of mRNA vaccines
that it was paid to deliver
to governments around the
world. Remarkably,

Pfizer contributed precisely nothing to
the research and development of this
vaccine, which has been more than 90
percent effective against COVID-19.
The mRNA technology behind the
vaccine was invented in the labs of
German company BioNTech, whose
name is only politely appended behind Pfizer’s, in accordance with the
marketing deal that the two enterprises struck up. Far from a product of
free-market ‘innovation’, BioNTech’s
research efforts were supported by
€375 million euros provided by the
German government.
As a former American vaccine
procurement official told the Financial
Times: “It’s not even [Pfizer’s] vaccine... (this is) the biggest marketing
coup in the history of American pharmaceuticals.”

But because Pfizer possessed
the capacity to mass-produce the
vaccine (and held patents on manufacturing processes), it was able to
effectively brand the mRNA vaccine
as its product. In other words, Pfizer’s
private ownership of the means of production for medicines allowed it to secure a grip on a scientific breakthrough
originating in state-funded research.

Maximising profits

Having secured control over the BioNTech formula, Pfizer proceeded to dictate the distribution of the new vaccine,
with the explicit mantra of maximising
profits rather than efficiently fighting
the coronavirus.
The company set scandalous prices, initially demanding the US government pay $200 per two-dose course. It
was eventually haggled down to $19.5
per dose in the initial contract, but this
compares with a cost of production of
just $1.18. In other words, Pfizer is still
making gargantuan profits. The company has proceeded to jack up its prices as the pandemic has progressed.
This year, the EU has sought to
increase its supply of Pfizer vaccines
by five times. In response, Pfizer
raised its price by more than a quarter,
from the initially agreed level of €15.50
to €19.50 per dose, which European
Commission President Ursula von der
Leyen had little choice but to accept.
Similarly, the UK government accepted
a price hike from £18 to £22 per dose.
The UK in particular signed a
contract with Pfizer that gives the latter
tremendous bargaining power.
As revealed in a recent documentary by Channel 4, the British government
agreed to Pfizer’s demand that, should
the two parties come into dispute
over the vaccine contract, the
dispute would not be arbitrated
by Britain’s own courts.
(continues on next page)
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Instead, it would be settled by an
‘independent’ dispute review board,
to which Pfizer has a right to appoint
some of its personnel. In addition, all
disputes are to remain secret, shielded
from public scrutiny.
So not only is Pfizer massively
empowered to extract a huge amount
of taxpayer money for its product, but
those taxpayers have no idea what is
agreed upon in the closed-door discussions that determine the price of its
contracts.
The governments of poorer countries naturally cannot afford Pfizer’s
outrageous prices. This explains why
the vast majority of the most effective,
privately produced vaccines went to
rich countries.
The Financial Times reported that
66 percent of people living in G7 countries have received 2 doses, but this
applies to a mere 6 percent of the population of the whole African continent.
Meanwhile, Pfizer has handed over
less than 2 percent of the vaccine it
produced to COVAX: the UN’s initiative
of supplying vaccines to low income
countries. Besides being reprehensible
in itself, leaving entire nations without
an adequate vaccine supply because it
is not profitable to do so is also detrimental to ending the pandemic.
We have previously explained that
allowing the virus to circulate freely encourages it to adapt and overcome the
immunity conferred through previous
infection and vaccination. The looming
menace of the Omicron variant is precisely a consequence of the unequal
distribution of vaccines, for which Big
Pharma companies like Pfizer are in
large part responsible.
It is actually directly in the interest
of these companies for the pandemic to
be dragged out for as long as possible.
Booster jabs to account for waning immunity and new variants offer another
injection of revenue and profits.
One analyst estimates that boosters
could bring Pfizer an additional $26
billion in sales and around $7 billion in
profits next year.
Already, Pfizer CEO Albert Bourla is
saying that a fourth dose (and therefore
a fourth windfall) may be necessary
in future. And when businessmen
who stand to make a lot of money tell
people, “you need to get a booster vaccine,” the natural response is, “well, of
course you would say that.” Leaving the
job of vaccinating the world to those

The actions of Pfizer and the other Big Pharma
capitalists are proof – were proof necessary –
that we need to immediately seize their assets
under state control, so they can be used to
produce an adequate vaccine supply to the
entire world, as part of a global plan. This
would be the surest way to end the pandemic.
who stand only for profit it only further
stokes widespread scepticism and vaccine hesitancy.
But to make matters worse, Pfizer
has actively also carried out misinformation campaigns to discredit its
competitors.
Channel 4’s documentary revealed
that Pfizer paid so-called experts to
speak at vaccine seminars in Canada,
where they would make baseless
allegations that AstraZeneca’s (far
cheaper) vaccine has the potential to
cause cancer, and that it is unsafe for
immunocompromised patients.
At a time when the flurry of conspiracy theories are causing sizable populations around the world to become
distrustful of vaccines, Pfizer’s narrow
interest in edging out competitors is
only adding fuel to the fire.

Capitalists bungle vaccination

Had production of vaccines been
ramped up from day one and distributed
freely as part of a global, coordinated
effort, the pandemic could already have
been brought to an end. In its place we
have to witness the disgusting spectacle of vaccine nationalism. Meanwhile,
the regime of private property allowed
Big Pharma to manage the level of vaccine production to suit its needs, and
jealously guard the technology behind
its products.
Instead of ramping up production to
meet the goal of vaccinating the world’s
population, Pfizer and others have only
done so at a pace that would allow
them to fulfill their orders profitably. This
was recently inadvertently exposed in
the Biden administration’s much-touted multi-billion dollar plan to “expand
vaccine production”. In reality this ‘plan’
boiled down to little more than negotiating with Pfizer and Moderna about how

much the US government will pay
them to expand production. In other
words, were profit not a question,
they could have already ramped up
vaccine production.
On top of this, Pfizer is one of the
fiercest opponents of calls to openly
share vaccine formulae. Were this
done, other vaccine makers and state
bodies could produce effective vaccines at lower prices.
But this would also mean Pfizer
would lose their monopoly over the
vaccine and their leverage over governments, which is bad for business.
Hence, we have a situation in which a
private corporation is hoarding all the
materials and techniques that could
potentially have eradicated the virus
months ago.
At the end of the day, all of Pfizer’s actions are about maximising
profits and nothing more. The actions
of Pfizer and the other Big Pharma
capitalists are proof – were proof necessary – that we need to immediately
seize their assets under state control,
so they can be used to produce an
adequate vaccine supply to the entire
world, as part of a global plan. This
would be the surest way to end the
pandemic.
Of course, no capitalist government in the world would undertake
such measures, which would violate
the sanctity of private property.
It falls, therefore, to the working
class to overthrow capitalism and
begin constructing a socialist society,
in order to actually carry out these
necessary measures as part of a
democratically planned economy.
Given how dire the situation already is, this is the only course of action that guarantees a way out without
millions of further deaths. ■
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TURKEY
ECONOMIC
CRISIS
BATTERS
ERDOĞAN
REGIME
Çağla Güneş

A

fter nearly 19 years in power,
the strongman image of Turkey’s
longest-sitting head of state,
Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, is rapidly deteriorating. The world economic crisis
triggered by the COVID-19 pandemic
has delivered another severe blow to his
crisis-ridden regime.
Turkey now faces a severe economic
crisis. Soaring inflation and a free-falling
currency amidst double-digit unemployment are pushing the masses to the edge.
Since the start of 2021, the currency
has lost more than 45 percent of its value. While the state agency, Turkish Statistical Institute (TÜİK), is reporting that
inflation stands at 21.31 percent. But the
Inflation Research Group (ENAG), an
independent body, has calculated the
real inflation figure is 58.65 percent.
Basic food products have become
so unaffordable that most people are
only consuming staples such as bread,
pasta and eggs.
The price of petroleum gas has increased by more than 102 percent and
price hikes on natural gas have left millions of households without heating and
electricity. Housing prices and rents are
also skyrocketing, with the latter having
increased by more than 70 percent.

Unemployment figures have remained in double digits since 2013.
According to the Confederation of Progressive Trade Unions of Turkey (DİSK),
nearly eight million people are unemployed. Unemployment rates among
youth and women are even higher, at 22
percent and 29 percent respectively.

Erdoğan running out of options

At a time when interest rates are being
raised around the world to fight rising
inflation, Erdoğan is pressuring the
Turkish Central Bank to cut interest
rates. His open defiance of the rulebook
of bourgeois economics is now making
daily headlines, as bewildered bourgeois
analysts sound the alarms.
The Erdoğan regime is desperately
attempting to keep the economy afloat,
but is quickly running out of options.
According to government figures,
more than 71 percent of the population
are in debt. Since January 2021 Turks
have accumulated nearly 128 billion TL
in loans. The total debt has reached
more than 1.3 trillion TL. Banks are already faced with an increase in delayed
payments and an increase in non-performing loans.
Erdoğan thinks he can manage
the crisis by issuing more debt, but he
seems to forget the crucial point here:

debt has to be repaid - with interest! By
piling up debt as a means of overcoming
the crisis, he is only sharpening the
contradictions of Turkish capitalism and
paving the way for more instability.
Foreign debt is currently at over
60 percent of GDP. Over the next 12
months, Turkey needs to pay or refinance close to $170 billion of mainly
dollar-denominated debt, the equivalent
of 23 percent of Turkish GDP. Turkey
does not have enough reserves to cover
this debt, and with the lira depreciating
fast, this debt is getting more and more
insurmountable.
But what choices does Erdoğan
have? If he raises interest rates, he puts
pressure on a very fragile economy, and
causes a chain of bankruptcies, leading
to mass poverty and mass unemployment.
But while low interest rates keep
credit flowing, they also mean high inflation which, in turn, continues to devalue
the lira and push the masses further into
debt and poverty, which is also eroding
support for his regime.
Erdoğan has no way out of the crisis
of Turkish capitalism. Indeed, there is no
way out of this crisis within the confines
of the capitalist system.
(continues on next page)
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The rise and fall of the AKP

The AKP swept to power in 2002, riding a
wave of discontent with all the establishment
parties after the 2001-2002 financial crash in
Turkey. The newly formed party tapped into
the anger of the masses, presenting itself
as an anti-establishment party that could
offer a fresh start to a country afflicted with
inflation, a currency crisis, unemployment
and poverty. It promised prosperity, peace
and democracy.
The pre-2008 world economic boom
allowed the AKP to keep these promises
to a large extent. Turkey’s location at the
border of Europe, offering cheap labour,
served the more advanced nations well.
Turkey saw an enormous influx of capital.
Between 2002 and 2011, Turkey was
able to achieve an average growth rate
of 7.5 percent while inflation and interest
rates fell. GDP per capita in Turkey tripled
between 2002 and 2010.
The regime was able to give substantial concessions, linking the historically
underdeveloped Anatolian areas to the
rest of the country with a new network of
highways, roads, bridges, and airports,
while carrying out reforms in healthcare,
education and housing.
As long as the economy was advancing and a general rise in living standards
was taking place, and in the absence of
a working-class alternative, the AKP was
winning elections and even increasing its
support base.
But once the 2008-2009 world economic crisis of capitalism hit, the regime
became increasingly dependent on
cheap credit and speculative growth.
While the Erdoğan regime was able
to achieve very high rates of growth,
the country was in fact accumulating an
enormous amount of foreign-denominated debt. In 2013, the tide turned. Inflation
and unemployment began rising and the
currency began its steady decline into
2017. All of these factors culminated in
the 2018 economic collapse.

Class struggle intensifies

With each of the crises that Turkish
capitalism has suffered in recent years,
the regime has been pushing more and
more of the weight of these crises onto
the shoulders of the masses, exposing
the true class character of Erdoğan and
his ruling AKP.
The crisis of the system has brought
all the contradictions to the surface. This
is the source of Erdoğan and the AKP’s
plunge in the polls.
The Erdoğan regime has attempted
to divert the class struggle by embarking
on foreign interventions, and dividing
the working class along national lines

As workers begin to fight back against the attacks
on their living standards, their struggles are further
raising their consciousness and serving to transform a
layer of the working class.
by whipping up anti-Kurdish hysteria. He
has attempted to tighten control over his
own weakening regime, concentrating
ever more power in his own hands.
Pressure is building beneath the
surface of society, and the working class
is beginning to enter into the arena of
struggle. A wave of strikes and protests
are spreading across the country.
Erdoğan’s regime has not been able
to suppress the labour movement. On the
contrary, organised labour is strengthening as workers turn to the unions, looking
for a way out of the crisis.
As workers begin to fight back against
the attacks on their living standards,
their struggles are further raising their
consciousness and serving to transform
a layer of the working class.
With this rising anger, some layers
are turning to the main opposition, the
CHP, but this is only because there is no
working-class alternative.
Kemal Kılıçdaroğlu, the leader of the
CHP, is now making the same promises
Erdoğan made almost two decades ago.
He has promised the ‘rule of law’, an end
to ‘corrupt officials using their posts to enrich themselves’, and to bring in ‘peace,
democracy and justice’.
In the absence of a working-class
alternative, the CHP stands to gain from
Erdogan’s crisis, but the workers and
the poor will learn quickly that they are a
dead end too and they cannot offer any
solution for the masses.

The Turkish people increasingly see
the AKP as a shameless group of liars
and thieves, who have gotten rich off exploiting workers, privatising state assets,
and blatant corruption. More and more
workers understand that they are being
pushed into poverty so the ruling class
can protect their profits and become
more wealthy.
Erdoğan’s appeals to Islam no longer
have the same effect as they once had.
His denial of the economic crisis, his
conspiratorial rhetoric (the culprit, according to Erdoğan as usual, are ‘foreign
agents’), and his performative lashing
out are only feeding into growing anti-Erdoğan sentiment. The entire situation is
preparing the way for a social explosion.
The boom under Erdoğan led to massive economic development and industrialisation in Turkey, and it also led to massive
proletarianisation: the growth of the class
the capitalist system’s profits depend on,
and the class that is destined to act as the
gravedigger of the capitalist system.
The Turkish working class has grown
by the millions in the last two decades
and it is beginning to enter into struggle.
The crucial task is to build a revolutionary
alternative with a clear Marxist programme to connect with the struggles of
the working class and prepare a revolutionary movement that can overthrow, not
just the Erdoğan regime, but the entire
capitalist system, and begin a new period
in the history of Turkey. ■
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Don't
Look Up
Lubna Badi

A

dam McKay’s satirical film Don’t
Look Up (available on Netflix) is one
of the most divisive films of the year
just gone – provoking anger amongst the
reactionary right and so-called ‘progressive’ liberals alike.
ALERT! This review contains significant plot spoilers.
The premise of the film is very simple.
We follow astronomer and PhD student
Kate (Jennifer Lawrance) and her supervisor, Prof Mindy (Leonardo DiCaprio),
who have discovered an enormous comet
heading straight towards Earth.
The comet is a clear metaphor for climate change. And as with the impending
climate catastrophe in real life, the ruling
class in Don’t Look Up cannot see further
than their own noses – ignoring the apocalyptic threat in favour of their own narrow
interests.

Cynicism

At root, therefore, Don’t Look Up is about
how the capitalist class – despite having
the resources and technology to solve the
crises facing humanity – will always act
to prioritise their profits over the lives of
ordinary people.
To this effect, like a modern-day Dr.
Strangelove, the film is good at exposing
the cynical calculations of the establishment.
For example, when the astronomers
attempt to alert the US President (Meryl
Streep) of the existential threat, she reacts
by calculating the impact of the news on
the upcoming midterm elections, concluding that telling people of the comet may not
be advantageous to her campaign.

Profit

Only when the President drops in the polls
does she decide to take action. But just as
rockets are launched into space to blast
the comet off course, she changes
her mind, after being convinced
by the billionaire CEO of BASH
– a big tech corporation – that
the meteoroid is actually an
opportunity for tremendous
profits.
The BASH boss’ plan
to mine rare minerals from
the comet and shatter it into
several harmless pieces fails.

However, he and the President – along
with a few hundred of the super-rich elite –
have a back-up plan: to escape Earth on a
spaceship and settle on another far-distant
planet, leaving everyone else to die.
Similarly today, with billions facing the
drastic consequences of climate change,
we see how billionaires like Musk and
Bezos are shooting off into space for their
own vanity projects. The capitalists, in
other words, cannot be trusted to save this
planet – they are already living on another
planet from the rest of us.

Impotence

At the same time, Don’t Look Up – whether
consciously or not – highlights the bankruptcy and impotence of the liberals and
liberalism.
The astronomers, for example, launch
a ‘Look Up’ campaign to convince the
President to destroy it. But instead of seeking to change society through mass struggle, this campaign is based on how liberals
approach activism: by ‘raising awareness’
through pop concerts, etc., and by politely
asking politicians to do something, with no
involvement of the masses.
But such appeals prove to be fruitless,
with the ruling class completely ignoring all
these liberal pleas in favour of their own
short-sighted concerns.

Working class

The liberals are incapable of seeing that
the solution lies with the working class. Instead, in Don’t Look
Up, the working
class is portrayed
as sheepish and
stupid; simply as
people who riot
and loot.
Supporters of the

President’s ‘Don’t Look Up’ campaign,
for example, are a sneering caricature
of Trump supporters.
Throughout the film, the liberals cannot grasp the revolutionary potential that
the working class possesses. Even the
idea of revolution is mocked when Prof
Mindy asks Kate: “What do you want to
do? Overthrow the government?!” But
that’s exactly what needs to be done.

Revolution

Don’t Look Up offers a stark picture of
the callousness of the ruling class in
the face of catastrophe. But where the
film fails is its lack of any solution to the
crises facing humanity.
The film is ultimately profoundly
pessimistic and fatalistic: a reflection
of the outlook of liberals who see only
doom and gloom as capitalism further
deteriorates. Whether on the climate
question, the pandemic, or even sexism
and racism, they have nothing to say.
Yet this film has been released in a
period where millions worldwide have
taken to the streets over the climate,
Black Lives Matter, and against austerity. But the potential for the working
class to take power into its own hands
to solve the crisis is completely ignored
throughout.
The pessimistic liberals and reformists are oblivious to the fact that as
capitalism declines, a new society is
struggling to be born.
By contrast, Marxists are filled
with a revolutionary optimism; with a
confidence that workers and youth can
transform society and determine their
own destiny.
We need to shape our
own fate and take ownership over our future.
Whilst the liberals sit
and weep, we fight
for a socialist society
based on the needs
of the working
class. ■
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T

hales of Miletus (c. 624-544 BC)
was the first of the philosophers,
and is considered one of the Seven Sages of Greece. As the founding
member of the Ionian school of thought,
Thales was the first materialist, meaning
he explained nature solely in terms of
nature itself.
For thousands of years prior,
humans had invoked magical explanations for how the world works around
us. From creation stories steeped in
mythology; to personifications of natural forces; to ceremonies and rituals
which prostrate us before Gods and
spirits: religious superstition had solely
prevailed.
It is with Thales that such supernatural ‘explanations’ were thrown to

CLICK HERE
TO ORDER
YOUR COPY

the wind. Thales was the first of those
who thought ‘matter was alive’. He concerned himself with trying to single out
and understand the underlying principle
of nature, which he understood to be
water. Water, he argued, is the primary
substance from which all else was derived and to which all returns.
On the surface this may seem rather
similar to other explanations that were
prevalent at the time: after all, Homer
espoused that the beginnings of all
things was owed to the God Oceanus.
However, there is a world of difference
between these two viewpoints.
Thales dispensed with any magical
agents in trying to uncover the secrets
of the universe.
It is supposed that Thales chose
water as the primary substance after
observing the role it played in nourishing life; the sea-trade basis of civilisation; etc.
Whatever the motivation, what
is significant is that he singled out a
purely physical element; and through
undertaking a study of its manifold
properties, used this as an exclusive
means of explaining reality.
Though both Homer and Thales
attribute the beginnings of the universe
to water, between the two accounts,
we see a decisive shift from idealism
to materialism; from religion to philosophy. This marked a watershed in human
thought.
The Ionian materialists looked
upon the world from the position of its
becoming – i.e. in how it develops over
time – and therefore were led to cosmological speculation.
Thales believed that the earth floated in water. Anaximander ditched this
idea, instead arriving at the concept of
matter in general, and understanding
the universe as ceaseless and unlimited.
This is a strikingly modern idea, in
spite of the limited resources, technique, and crude understanding present at the time.
Whilst they were restricted by the
low level of technological development,
the explanations provided by the early
materialist philosophers were guided by
a serious study of the world. Scientific

advances were made hand in hand with
a general inquisition into the workings
of the world. Philosophy was the crowning jewel of science.
Thales attempted to reduce the
manifold appearance of the world
down to a basic principle. Anaximander
deduced that the world was round,
and came up with a primitive theory of
evolution by analysing fossils and fish
embryos. Anaximenes developed a
theory of rarefication and condensation
to explain how matter transforms qualitatively.
The Ionian school were pathfinders in the field of philosophy. This is
indisputable. Their discoveries and
investigations in the fields of mathematics, cosmology, meteorology, and
many others were spurred on by the
economic base of antiquity in general,
and the bustling maritime cities in Ionia
in particular.
Naturally, Thales needed both time
and opportunities for solving problems
without the encumbrance of the grubby
world of work. Thales was part of the
acquisitive merchant class, and is said
to have used his predictions for harvests and eclipses to enrich himself.
The practical activities of trade
required a kind of thinking far broader
than the narrow activities of handicraft
production of agriculture.
A vast array of goods from all over
the Mediterranean, and even as far
afield as Scandinavia and the Far East,
passed through the hands of ancient
Greek merchants.
This was an impulse to ‘see what
is general in the mass of particulars’,
and imbibe a knowledge of different
climates, soils, stages of culture and so
on.
The basic weakness of the Ionian
school, however, was its vagueness.
What was needed was the introduction
of a quantitative aspect to their understanding – in other words, a study of
numerical relations or mathematics.
This was developed in turn by idealists
such as Pythagoras.
Nevertheless, there can be no doubt
that the early materialists and first true
philosophers like Thales stand as giants in the history of philosophy. ■
Back to Contents

28

marxist.com
14th January 2022

Letters

WARM WORDS
Dear Editor,
Like millions of people, I am anxious
about the imminent massive rise to my energy bills. With spiralling wholesale costs,
and the Tories lifting the price cap, my bills
could double in just a few months’ time.
Keeping my flat warm will soon become a
luxury.
So imagine my relief when I saw an
email from my energy supplier SSE Energy, which promised “simple and cost-effective ways to keep warm this winter”. How
nice of this company to be thinking about
the plight of its customers like this!
But hold on – my relief quickly turned
to rage upon reading their warm words of
wisdom. According to the sages at SSE
Energy, one brilliant way to keep warm is
to keep moving by "cleaning the house,
challenging the kids to a hula-hoop contest, or doing a few star jumps".
One other gem was the suggestion
that we find “extra heat” by having "a cuddle with your pets and loved ones to help
stay cosy"!
I find it hard to imagine that whilst
millions of us are hoola-hooping with the
kids, and getting cosy with our pets in our
freezing cold homes, the bosses at SSE
Energy will also be star jumping around
their mansions to stay warm.
When called out on this outrageous
advice, the boss of OVO Energy, – parent
company to SSE Energy – said sorry, and
that “we're a large company and somebody had a bad day”. Well perhaps he
can spare a thought for the millions of us
who will have more than just one ‘bad day’
shivering at home, whilst our bill money
keeps him toasty.
I can think of one very ‘simple and
cost-effective way to keep warm this winter’ – for us to nationalise these big energy
companies without compensation, and to
provide energy for all according to need.
Jim Messent, London

Second homes
Dear Editor,
I recently read that £55 billions worth
of properties outside of London that are
bought by Londoners hit an all time high
last year.
It seems that, as profits in productive
industry dry up, the ruling class are forced

to pile their money into property and other
insane ventures to top up their coffers.
This is reflecting itself in the property
market in rural areas across the country. In
my home town of Settle in North Yorkshire,
for example, house prices have risen by a
record 20% in the past year.
This has meant workers and locals
whose families have lived in the area for
generations are being priced out of the
housing market.
This was the talk of the town over the
Christmas holidays - on the lips of everyone in the pubs and cafes.
A friend of mine who was previously
very anti-socialism said, ‘we need some of
your communism, Will’. He even responded well to the call to expropriate second
homes and redistribute them to those that
need them.
Even historic Tory strongholds in the
countryside are no longer safe seats.
Events are slowly starting to shake peoples’ consciousness. Just look at the Tories losing North-Shropshire in the recent
by-election!
Therefore, the ruling class cannot
simply escape to the countryside to avoid
capitalism's descent into crisis.
The crisis of capitalism is being felt in
the most unlikeliest of places. Previously
held beliefs are being questioned, opening
up a wider layer of the working class to the
revolutionary ideas of Marxism.
Will Collins, Leeds

Grenfell
Dear Editor,
The proof that Marxism is as valid
today as it was over 100 years ago can
readily be found in the periodic crises of
capitalism. However, as the current crisis
intensifies, further confirmation can be
found in events all the time.
For example, on the last day of the
Grenfell inquiry the BBC Today programme
gave the following quote from the QC for
the prosecution Stephanie Barweis:
“Governments were aware of fire
safety concerns (since 2002!) but did little
as the state became a junior partner of the
building industry.”
Marx and Engels described this
phenomenon in 1848 when they wrote
"The executive of the modern state is but
a committee for managing the common
affairs of the whole bourgeoisie."

These theories were not conjured up
in the mind of Marx and Engels, but are
the true reality of capitalist society made
conscious.
It is the task of Marxists today, as
it was then, to be the memory of the
working class, the eyes and ears on the
ground. To link up the expressions of all
the rapidly developing contradictions of
capitalism and to make conscious the unconscious aspirations and revolutionary
strength of the working class.
Phil Baker, NEU

Johnson’s ‘apology’
Dear Editor,
I’ve just heard that Boris Johnson has
finally admitted to attending the Downing
Street garden party. And I have to admit
that his half-apology in parliament only
made me angrier.
I remember in May 2020 one of my
housemates’ elderly relatives had caught
COVID and was incredibly ill. Sadly her
relative died. Visitors were not allowed to
attend the funeral, which was very upsetting for her.
She of course wasn’t the only one
who was prevented from attending the
funerals of loved ones. Thousands of
people who died from COVID were buried
with only the gravediggers or just one or
two relatives present.
For months, millions of us made huge
sacrifices to stop the spread of the virus
and further deaths. Lives were totally
upended and transformed.
Many essential workers courageously
risked their lives to make sure society
continued to run. That the most vulnerable people in society were protected and
looked after.
For millions of people the possible
resignation of Johnson might feel like a
small victory, but one too little and too
late.
For me and a growing number of
others, the real victory worth fighting for is
the overthrow of this rotten Tory government and their capitalist partners in crime.
They cannot be trusted with our lives.
Only through a socialist revolution can
the working class take power into our
hands, end the COVID pandemic, and
plan society in our own interests.
Ian Barnes, Sheffield
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UNITED ACTION

A SPRING OF DISCONTENT IS COMING
Sean Hodges
and Dylan Cope

A

fter two punishing years of COVID
and relentless attacks by employers
and the Tories, on top of a decade of
harsh austerity, a breaking point is beginning
in the class struggle.
Several major unions are moving to
ballots for national industrial action. Signs
indicate other unions are set to follow suit.
If successful, this could set the stage for a
Spring of Discontent.

Public sector

In the public sector, both Unison and Unite
are balloting local government workers for
strike action over the disgraceful offer of a
1.75% pay rise. Between them, these two
unions represent virtually all local government workers.
PCS are also taking a bold stance in
response to the ongoing pay restraint being
forced on public sector workers. They have
launched a consultative ballot as to whether
to take action.
Public sector unions are reportedly in
communication with one another about
these issues. Mass united action is therefore inherent in the situation.

Struggle in education

The education sector is also seeing workers
preparing for huge battles. The UCU already
took action in December over the Four
Fights and pensions dispute, with dozens
of universities seeing staff walkout for three
days of strike action.The union is currently
re-balloting universities which were close
to achieving the necessary turnout. UCU
members are almost certainly going to be
taking further action in the new semester
– this time hopefully with even more universities joining the fight.
And on many campuses, workers
organised in Unison could be joining them,
with union branches at 37 universities balloting their members over pay.
Significantly, the NUS has also declared
a day of action for the 2 March, calling it a
“students’ strike”. If local student unions and
activists mobilise for this, it could become
the biggest movement of students since the
tuition fees battle in 2010.
This could provide a powerful display
of student-staff solidarity, putting university
bosses on the backfoot.

There are also rumblings in schools.
The NEU, the largest teaching union in the
country, is set to run a ‘consultative survey’
over the government’s latest pay offer; and
branches have been called upon to organise regional meetings to engage members
and ensure the widest possible turnout.

War footing

At the same time, another major fight is
brewing on the country’s railways (see
below). And the same issues of funding and
job cuts have already led to the RMT balloting across the entire Transport for London
(TfL) network.
For some time now, the RMT has declared itself to be on a war footing when it
comes to standing up to government cuts.
Now the time for war seems to have come.
And all of this is without mentioning the
wave of local strikes and disputes breaking
out across the country. From bus drivers
and factory workers to bin workers, ferry
crews, scaffolders and
more: there isn’t a single
industry which hasn’t
seen some flare-up
of industrial unrest in
2021.
Of course, all
these consultations, ballots,
and strikes
haven’t

emerged from nowhere.Workers’ living
standards have been in decline for years,
while the pandemic only served to expose
the massive inequality that exists in Britain
and internationally.
The spectre of the ‘winter of discontent’
has clearly been haunting the capitalists.
This was during the 1970s, when a
wave of militant trade union action swept the
country, erupting in every sector imaginable.
The potential is now developing for the
same kind of mass action – the kind not
seen for generations.
Indeed, the time for it couldn’t be more
ripe. This Tory government appears very
strong numerically.
But the Tory Party itself is riven with
splits and fractures, and Boris’ own position
looks increasingly unstable. With the right
push it could be made to buckle – or better
yet, toppled completely.
This has to be the perspective of the
trade union leaders. However, this will only
come about through bold united action,
across industries. This should begin with a
one-day public-sector strike.

Fight for socialism

Without a socialist programme, however, involving the takeover
of the top monopolies
and the institution of a
plan of production, the
issues we face cannot
be solved for good.
The fight against the
Tories must therefore go
hand-in-hand with a fight
for socialist solutions to the
crisis.
Unite members have recently shown the way in this at their
recent policy conference –
passing a motion committing
the union to fight for the nationalisation of the commanding heights of the economy
under workers’ control.
The whole trade union
movement must take up this
same call. By fighting the capitalists on both the industrial and political
fronts, rallying workers around a
bold set of socialist demands, huge
swathes could be drawn into the fight.
The leaders of the labour movement must seize this opportunity with
both hands. ■
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RMT moves towards
national strike showdown
Nick Oung RMT
South London Branch
(personal capacity)

T

he RMT is preparing for strike action in two major battles: the first
across the London Underground,
and the second across the country’s
railways.
This is a welcome development. It
has the potential to mount a serious
challenge to the Tories – and the bosses they represent.

Onslaught

The rail sector is facing an onslaught on
two fronts: from the government, on the
one hand; and from the bosses of the
big train companies on the other.
This threatens further job cuts, pay
freezes, pension cuts, longer working
weeks, and worse safety conditions.
This is alongside increased fares and
depleted services for commuters.
The Tories are spurred on by the
need to balance their budgets. And
the bosses are driven by the need to
redress their profits. Both seek to make
us workers pay for their crisis, however
detrimental it may be to the railway
service.

ASLEF, the train drivers’ union, has
returned a 99% ‘yes’ vote on a ballot for
strike action to protect working conditions and pensions. And recently, TSSA
general secretary Manuel Cortes stated:
“Let’s be crystal clear, any attempt to use
compulsory redundancies will be seen
as a declaration of war and trains will be
coming to a halt.”

Unity

For the unions to succeed, the demand
for unity in action must be acted on concretely.
The first step is to join up the rail
unions locally through committees of
action.
These could then be linked up nationally to build mass support for a coordinated strike in all workplaces across
the rail industry.
This can then be used as a springboard to call on other sectors to join in
the struggle, while calling on the TUC to
be used as a genuine tool for coordination across different industries.
The central question would then
become: what are the demands of the
strike? What we are defending is clear:
our pensions, safety, jobs, pay, and conditions. All of these demands
can certainly be won.

But if the Tories in Westminster
and profit-driven managers in the
workplace remain in power, it will not
be long until they go onto the offensive
again.
Even under the agreements that are
reached, they will look to cut corners
and costs at our expense. After all, it
is the current arrangements negotiated
with the unions that are being torn to
shreds!
A strike on this scale – cross-union,
linked up nationally – will naturally pose
the question of who runs, or should run
society: the Tories and the bosses, or
the workers?

Nationalisation

If we have the power to grind our industry to a halt, then we also have the
power to run it.
Our demands must therefore stop
nowhere short of workers’ control and
nationalisation, without compensation
to the fat cats.
Only by cutting off these parasites
and deciding on our own budget can
we not only save the railways, but
transform them into a quality public
service for all to use. ■

Showdown

Boris Johnson is also intent on taking
on the militant rail unions in the process.
The RMT is correctly rising to the
challenge. After all, not a train wheel
turns without the permission of rail
workers.
These strikes could halt a significant part of the whole economy,
turning this battle into a de facto
showdown between the Tories and
workers. For this reason, it has the
potential to rally many other sections
of the labour movement for coordinated action.
In the other rail unions, rankand-file members are moving
in the direction of strike action
against the exact same conditions that the RMT is preparing
to strike against.
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DEFEND PAUL HOLMES

Kirklees Council shifts the goalposts
Unison Socialist
Appeal supporters

D

espite having dragged out his
suspension for two years and two
months, Kirklees Council are in no
great hurry to wrap up the case against
Unison President Paul Holmes. At the 11th
hour, they announced that their final meeting with him, scheduled for Wednesday 12
January, was being postponed.
Unison activists will rightly see this as
confirmation of what they’ve known all
along: what we’re seeing here is a witchhunt – no more, no less.
The last official hearing between Paul
and Kirklees Council was over six weeks
ago. By stringing out the announcement of
the verdict, the employers clearly hope to
play for time.
Paul’s treatment is one of the most infamous cases of trade union victimisation
in recent years. Scandalously, this
campaign has not only included
Paul’s employer, but the officialdom of his own union acting
against him.

Farce

For their part, the right wing of the
union attempted a similar suspension on equally spurious grounds.
This was timed to match the employers’ own action, leaving
little doubt that there has
been collusion between the council
and the apparatus
of Unison.
What has
become apparent is that
the
union’s
bureaucracy,
Kirklees
Council’s senior
managers, and
right-wing Labour
councillors
are
working together
to remove a mutual
thorn in their side.
What is also
clear, however, is
that neither camp
could then decide who

should make the decisive move once Paul
was suspended.
The bureaucracy hoped that the council
would sack Paul, so that they could then
strip him of his union membership and
positions without having to formally expel
him. They believed this would behead the
left in the union, and allow the right to retake
control more easily.
The council, meanwhile, hoped that Unison officials would expel Paul, so that they
could sack him without facing significant
resistance from his union branch – including
potential strike action.
In the event, neither were willing to be
the first to put their heads above the parapet.
Now that his union suspension is lifted,
however, Paul can finally take up his role as
chair at the upcoming Unison NEC meeting
on 18 January. This will give the employers
further pause for thought, and strengthen
the campaign to support him.
There is a third prong to
this attack, however, taking
place in Kirklees Unison
branch itself. It is reported
that disgruntled elements
there have put someone
up to stand against Paul
as branch secretary in the
upcoming branch AGM.
To take this action at
such a time is indicative
of the character
of
Paul’s
opponents
within his
branch.

Paul has held his position as secretary for
many years – positive proof of the considerable confidence that rank-and-file members
have in him.
The effort to stand someone against him,
therefore, is a clear attempt to capitalise on
the difficulties caused by the victimisation
campaign against Paul. The individuals
responsible for this effort know full well that
they would have no chance of getting rid of
him otherwise.
We are confident that this effort will fail
and that the branch will rally around Paul.
Nevertheless, his supporters should take
this as an opportunity to demonstrate the
enormous support that Paul enjoys.
The word must be put out, and the maximum possible turnout ensured. Activists
must clearly explain why Paul should be
voted back in, and what these attacks on
him represent. This will ensure that justice is
done – and that an end is put to this scheming from the sidelines.

Solidarity

It is clear that Kirklees Council is feeling
the heat. It is hard not to see these recent
developments as anything other than the
employers blinking first.
The battle is not yet over, however. Solidarity is still needed. The next few weeks
will be vital.
If the council can successfully victimise
the president of Unison, one of the country’s
most powerful unions, this will be a signal
to employers up and down the country that
they too can target other union reps.
The labour movement must therefore
offer Paul its full support. Kirklees Council
must be made to understand that all hell will
break loose if they proceed with their efforts
to sack him.
Should the council persist in this witchhunt, local strike action must be placed at
the top of the agenda.
Unison activists should pass motions of
solidarity with Paul in their branches; and
activists in other unions should raise his
case and explain its importance.
‘An injury to one is an injury to all’ is one
of the oldest principles of trade unionism.
By backing these words up with deeds,
we can put the bosses on the back foot and
show the real strength of our movement.
This is what we must do to defend Paul
Holmes and end this shameful campaign
against him. ■
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Unison Young Members’ conference
Activists want picket lines not pens
Unison Socialist
Appeal supporters

I

n a period of increasing class struggle, it is welcome that Unison, the
biggest union in the country, held its
first ever young members’ conference
recently, from 3-5 December in Cardiff.
On the agenda were important
issues facing young workers: from
mental health to exploitative apprenticeships; and from domestic violence
to the housing crisis.
And despite this being their first
conference, many delegates were eager to take to the platform and discuss
their experiences in-depth.
Comrades also welcomed the contribution made by left-winger Andrea
Egan, one of the union’s vice presidents.
Andrea’s speech presented a
sharp assessment of the situation
facing Unison members and trade
unionists across the country.
The Unison VP also called for
united action across the unions in
order to tackle

the problems that are faced by all
workers. This is exactly the kind of bold
call to arms that’s needed.

Engagement

The conference was not all plain
sailing, however. The small turnout of
delegates was the most glaring issue.
Only 54 delegates were present, approximately – making decisions on behalf of a youth membership of 64,000.
Furthermore, in a session on how
young people can be more engaged in
Unison, delegates pointed to barriers
in the way of getting involved in the
union, as well as the feeling that ‘engagement’ was seen in a tokenistic and
shallow way.
One delegate from Liverpool
summed up the whole situation very
neatly. She said in no uncertain
terms that what young members
need most isn’t free pens or pizza
parties – it is a union
that will stand by
them on the picket
line.

Action

Clearly the conference, while a success in formal terms, left much to be
desired. As such, there was a layer
of attendees keen to challenge those
in charge, and to get involved in the
struggle to build a democratic union.
As a consequence, the Socialist
Appeal fringe event – ‘For a democratic, fighting Unison’ – clearly resonated
with these delegates.
The discussion was led by Lilly
Boulby, a Socialist Appeal supporter,
and one of two young members’ representatives on the Unison NEC.
Lilly spoke about the ongoing
struggle taking place within the union,
and about the need to clear out the
bureaucrats holding back grassroots
activists from democratising the union
and turning it into a fighting weapon for
rank-and-file members.
Attendees were clearly very interested in what comrades on the platform had to say. This shows the radical
mood amongst an increasing layer of
young activists. The youth have been
on the sharp end of the capitalist crisis
for the whole of their lives. They are
not impressed by gestures or freebies
– they want action.

Transformation

What is needed now is real democratic
organising within Unison, starting with
the recruitment of activists who can
lead the union in struggle. Despite
the contempt shown for them by the
bureaucracy, there is clearly a layer
willing and ready to take up this task.
Their fighting strength – if organised and linked up with a bold programme of radical socialist change
– would easily overcome the careerism, bureaucratic manoeuvres, and
apparatus of the organised right
wing.
If they were mobilised behind such
a programme, with the clear goal of
transforming Unison into a militant
point of reference within the trade union movement, this would inspire wider
and wider layers to join them.
This is the task that now lies in front
of us. We invite all trade unionists and
young workers to join Socialist Appeal
in this challenge. ■
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