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BUILDING OUR SOLIDARITY AGAINST THEIR G7
By Colin Foster

Former Labour leader Gor-
don Brown cites (bit.ly/gb-

g7) a figure of $33 billion (£23 
billion) urgently needed before 
the end of 2021 for vaccines, 
virus-testing, and PPE this year, 
and maybe the same in 2022.

That’s just 0.08% of the yearly 
total revenues of the G7 rich 
countries who met in Cornwall 
on 11-13 June.

“Instead”, as Brown says, “they 
offered up about $7 billion 
worth of vaccines”, some 870 
million doses in place of the 11 
billion needed this year.

They could donate more 
doses now through the Covax 
scheme, and help to build new 
facilities to produce and roll out 
vaccines, but they don’t.

US president Joe Biden’s talk 
of lifting patent protection on 
the vaccines has faded after 
opposition of governments like 
Britain’s. The straightforward 
call for Big Pharma to be req-
uisitioned and turned to emer-
gency vaccine production and 
roll-out never got on the table.

From 2001 yearly World So-
cial Forums attempted a start at 
building international coordina-
tion and campaigns of labour 
and social movements. They 
have petered out, becoming 
more and more talking-shops 
dominated by NGOs.

The International Trade Union 
Confederation, on paper, has 
about as wide a reach as the 
world trade union movement 
has ever had (200 million work-
ers in 163 countries). But mostly 
it is an office in Brussels, distant 

from trade-union action, not a  
global working-class alterna-
tive to the global top-capitalist 
coordination in the G7.

Solidarity does not have the 
means to change that short-
term. We can and do support 
workers’ and democratic strug-
gles across the world, as in the 
protests for Myanmar, Hong 
Kong, and Uyghur rights we 
have supported over the last 
months.

From such protests, strands of 
connection and common ideas 
can be developed, laying the 
basis for the global alternatives 
we need.

Before the G7 meeting 
proper, on 5 June G7 finance 
ministers had announced plans 
to press for a 15% global min-
imum corporate tax rate, and 
a proviso for countries where 
multinationals generate reve-
nue to have taxing rights (within 
that 15%) “on at least 20% of 
profit exceeding a 10% margin 
for the largest and most profit-
able firms”.

Both the G7 governments, 
and capitalist firms not big 
enough to able to use the huge 
global tax dodges of Amazon, 
Google, etc., want to winkle a 
bit more revenue out of the tax 
havens.

The new plans fall way short 
of the scheme long advocated 

by tax reformers: require cor-
porations to present global 
accounts, and tax them on 
global operations with the tax 
allocated country-by-country 
according to the scale of op-
erations in each country (bit.ly/
sol-pi; bit.ly/sol-pi2).

15% is low, less than income 
tax for even low-paid workers. 
It’s only marginally more than 
the current rate for deliberately 
low-tax countries like Ireland. If 
the plans fly (and they may not: 
they have to go through long 
consultations first) then the ef-
fect may be to reduce tax rates 
towards 15% rather than to 
raise them. Depending on the 
line of business, and how they 
present their figures, corpora-
tions can pull in huge profits 
while still reporting a rate less 
than 10% of sales.

Probably the plans will do 
little more than the US tax au-
thorities’ efforts to squeeze rich 
individuals. A few days after the 
G7 announcement, the US in-
vestigative website Pro Publica 
reported that between 2014 
and 2018, 25 leading billion-
aires in the USA have manoeu-
vred to pay just 3.4% tax on their 
growth in wealth. The Biden 
administration responded by 
moves to track down and pros-
ecute those who had “leaked” 
the information.

The socialist way out is to 
build solidarity and organi-
sation towards taking the big 
concentrations of wealth into 
public hands, and running 
them under public ownership 
and democratic control. □
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The major front in the war for 
the NHS over the coming 

months may be health work-
ers’ fight for a decent pay rise 
(more accurately, a significant 
restoration of losses from re-
al-terms pay cuts).

Some time in the second 
half of June the government’s 
stitched-up NHS Pay Review 
Body (PRB) will respond to 
the Tories’ proposal of a 1% 
increase, i.e. another pay cut. 
Then, in turn, the government 
will say whether it will pay the 

PRB recommendation or not. 
The Labour Party’s failure to 
commit to rank-and-file NHS 
workers’ demand of 15% or 
£3,000, whichever is higher 
— or to anything like it: the 
Labour leadership has sug-
gested 2.1% — is disgraceful. It 
says something about the par-
ty’s seriousness about properly 
funding the health service. The 
cost of 15%-or-£3k for the en-
tire NHS workforce is about 
£5bn.

A big pay rise is needed for 
the morale of health workers 
and their ability to provide de-
cent services; for retention and 
recruitment of staff in an NHS 
which has an exhausted and 

demoralised workforce, with 
100,000 vacancies and rising 
fast; for making a better-paid 
workforce less appealing to 
private contractors; and for 
workers’ organised strength to 
defend and bolster the health 
service in battles to come.

We should draw inspiration 
from France where, after big 
strikes and protests by health 
workers last year, the (very 
right-wing) Macron govern-
ment conceded €8bn (£7.2bn) 
to increase workers’ salaries, 
alongside many billions in 
other health spending.

The UK health union leader-
ships’ failure to push hard on 
pay — symbolised by “fight-

ing” union Unite’s effectively 
suggesting its members ac-
cept the 4% offer in Scotland 
— is also a serious problem. 
We support NHS workers’ 
initiatives to organise inde-
pendently of the union lead-
erships and are promoting 
discussion about how the pay 
campaign can win. It will take 
well-organised, sustained 
strike action.

Everyone who values the 
NHS should rally round the 
health workers’ campaigns. 
Every trade union and Labour 
member should organise and 
fight in their organisations for 
unambiguous and active soli-
darity. Unprecedented as it it 

is in recent years, we should 
discuss the possibilities for sol-
idarity strikes in support of the 
NHS workers.

The first step is to work for 
the biggest possible turnout 
at the workers’ protests across 
the country on 3 July, the birth-
day of the NHS. □

Protest for the NHS, 3 July
We’re so used to having the NHS it’s 

easy to forget it’s not a given. The 
average family in the US pays about 
$10,000 a year for health insurance — 
i.e. just to get coverage. Even for those 
who have insurance, services and costs 
not covered in one way or another typ-
ically come to thousands more, and 
have consistently expanded.

Tens of millions don’t have insurance 
or qualify for the limited government 
support that exists. Even for relatively 
well-off workers, there is enormous in-
security built into the system: Will you 
be able to continue to make your insur-
ance payments? What if you lose a job 
whose benefits include contribution to 
insurance costs? Is your health problem 
serious enough to justify using insur-
ance or incurring costs? What happens 
if you, or a dependent, get a problem 
requiring long-term treatment which 
swamps your insurance coverage?

A true US-style system is not immi-
nent in the UK: but we are moving in 
that direction, as private healthcare 
continues to expand and the NHS is 
undermined through multiple mecha-
nisms.

The NHS is being undermined 
through underfunding. It got substan-
tial temporary funding last year to deal 
with the pandemic, but its core funding 
was actually slightly lower in 2020/21 
than in 2019/20. This coming year it 
will increase, but only by a few percent 
in real terms, after a decade of very 
small increases — 1.4% on average, re-
al-terms, compared to 3.7% since the 
NHS was founded and 6% under the 

Blair-Brown governments.
Under Labour between 1997 and 

2010, NHS spending as a proportion of 
the UK’s Gross Domestic Product went 
from 4.65% to 7.69%. Since then it has 
stagnated or, mostly, slightly declined 
every year.

If the 1997-2010 increases had been 
matched since, the core NHS budget 
this year would be over £200bn rather 
than £150bn.

The health service has not been 
literally “defunded” in the way local 
government has. But its sustained un-
derfunding has meant a system des-
perately over-stretched even in quiet 
times, with very little flexibility or re-
serve capacity, even before March 
2020. Thus its repeated near-over-
whelming during the pandemic, and 
probably a lot more Covid transmission 
within hospitals than there would be if 
they were less crowded.

If Covid disappeared tomorrow, the 
NHS would still urgently need substan-
tial extra funding just to catch up, with a 
record five million people now on wait-
ing lists for treatments.

The billions slashed from councils’ 
public health budgets, and the impact 
of austerity in general, have functioned 
as de facto NHS budget cuts by increas-
ing demands on the health service.

US healthcare spending as a propor-
tion of GDP is more than double the 
UK’s, but only a third is from govern-
ment funding and much less goes to 
any kind of public provision. Healthcare 
there is a profit-making industry at most 
levels. It is deeply fragmented and its 
administration costs are vast (a third of 
spending, three times the NHS figure).

The Blair-Brown governments pushed 
up NHS funding, but also substantially 
increased the amount going to private 

companies, for building and managing 
facilities and for providing services, as 
well as into the increased admin costs 
of a marketised system (about 10% 
now, double what it was in the 1980s). 
Since 2010 the Tories have enthusiasti-
cally built on those foundations.

Labour recently published figures 
showing that at least £100bn of NHS 
spending had gone to non-NHS pro-
viders since 2010, with the amount 
increasing every year — by 72% in the 
decade, against a 17% increase in the 
overall NHS budget. Last year it was 
£14.4bn, 11.7% of NHS spending. It 
looks like this has accelerated during 
the pandemic.

Deregulation
Now NHS England is being reorgan-
ised into 42 “Integrated Care Systems” 
which will entrench and promote the 
role of private companies, including in 
management of the health service. The 
NHS and social care motion being pro-
moted by Momentum for Labour Party 
conference says the change “sidelines 
local authorities, threatening the integ-
rity of social care and reducing local ac-
countability. It will mean more private 
contracts, deregulation, downskilling, 
outsourcing, and reduced services.”

National NHS campaigns like Keep 
Our NHS Public, local campaigns to 
save services, and groups of workers 
and trade unionists have waged heroic 
guerrilla warfare, over many years, to 
defend the health service. If the Labour 
Party and the NHS unions nationally 
launched a bigger campaign to de-
fend and rebuild the NHS, or even just 
put backing and resources into exist-
ing struggles, we would be in a much 
better position. That is what we must 
demand.

What they do about this is a test of 
the new left-wing majority on the na-
tional executive of Unison, the largest 
health union.

At the moment, Labour is not only 
failing to promote an active fightback 
but not even clearly opposing the To-
ries’ reshaping of the NHS — let alone 
proposing a radically different shape.

What is needed is to reorganise and 
adequately fund the NHS to push out 
the privateers, eliminate market-mech-
anisms and establish a solid and demo-
cratically run public structure providing 
healthcare on the basis of need.

Instead of a logo above an increas-
ingly fragmented healthcare market, 
we must return to a genuine National 
Health Service — this time pushing for 
far more democracy, including for its 
workers.

Alongside a fully public health ser-
vice, we need a fully public social 
care system. There should be debate 
about how the NHS and social care fit 
together, but current proposals or slo-
gans about “integrating” the NHS and 
care are not good. They give little re-
gard to the kind of social care system 
we need, and threaten to create yet 
more channels for corporate infiltration 
of the health service. □

Solidarity for 9 June was 
misnumbered 595 on 

printed copies. The pdf 
and website versions are 
correct: it was 596. □

Out on the streets
Protests have been called all across 

the country for 3 July. Check out 
action in your area at bit.ly/nhs-3j. 
London protests include 11am at 
St Thomas’s Hospital (Westminster 
Bridge), 2pm at Lewisham Hospital, 
noon at Ealing Hospital, and 1pm at 
St Pancras Gardens. □

Support a 15% pay rise for health workers! 
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By Mohan Sen

Voting intention among 18-24 year 
olds (+/- since 2019) (YouGov, 9-10 

June):
Labour: 35% (-21); Green: 27% (+23); 

Conservative: 21% (-); Lib Dem: 12% 
(+1); SNP: 3% (-3); Reform UK: 1% (-)

Other polls have also suggested 
sharply rising Green support among 
young people.

The big shift is, surely, one result of 
Keir Starmer’s attempts to chase after 
mainly older voters reckoned (rightly, 
or quite often wrongly, to be tied to so-
cially-conservative attitudes), by taking 
nationalistic and regressive positions, 

while having little to say about issues of 
economics and living standards which 
have impacted young people most 
heavily. 

Polls of ethnic minority voters, though 
small in number, are also interesting. 
They show Green support going from 
1% in the general election to 5% last 
October to 8% in February, overtaking 
the Lib Dems (Labour down from 64% 
to 58%, Tories up from 20% to 22%).

Young people vote in much smaller 
numbers than older people, and the la-
bour movement and Labour Party need 
to build support among many sections 
of the working class and the wider pop-

ulation. But Starmer’s approach is not 
even winning support among older 
white people. The 9-10 June YouGov 
poll has the Tories ahead 60-22 among 
over-65s and 47-29 among over-50s.

Moreover, the turn-out gap between 
younger and older people is not a 
given; it only goes back to the 1990s. 
The turn-out gap between better- and 
worse-off people has also grown. In-
spiring and activating younger and 
worse-off people is a better focus than 
ineffectual “it’s all right, we’re really 
not much different from the Tories” at-
tempts to reassure disenchanted older 
voters.

Corbyn’s Labour failed to develop 
solid organisation out of its massive 
youth support when it failed to build a 
living Young Labour movement with ac-
tive local groups, and to rebuild active 
campus Labour Clubs. Now Starmer’s 
Labour is dissipating even the diffuse, 
unorganised support.

Building local Young Labour groups 
and lively campus Labour Clubs is still 
vital. So is drawing many more young 
workers into trade unions. We must 
fight Starmer’s pandering to those with 
conservative views and promote an in-
ternationalist and class-based left pol-
itics. □

By a Future Academies 
worker

On 8 June, National Ed-
ucation Union (NEU) 

members at Pimlico Academy 
(London) held their first strike 
day. A sunny Tuesday morn-
ing saw a strong turnout from 
members, with the picket line 
stretching all the way down the 
road. Workers carried placards 
with slogans including: “kick 
racism out of school”; “kick 
islamophobia out of school” 
and “hold the Nashes account-
able”.

Lord John Nash, Tory peer 
and former Academies and 
Free Schools Minister, and 
Lady Caroline Nash are Future 
Academies Trustees and the 
main force behind the Trust. 
Lady Nash, for instance, is the 
leading figure in the Trust’s in-
house curriculum centre. It’s 
a role that she has been criti-
cised for, having no teaching 
qualifications or experience 

herself. Staff and students alike 
have complained that the cur-
riculum is whitewashed and 
old-fashioned. 

Following the strike, NEU 
reps went back into negoti-
ations. The NEU has already 
won a range of concessions 
from management — most no-
tably, seeing off the bullying 
Head Teacher, Daniel Smith, 
who resigned the day before 
the strike ballot came back — 
and the key issue that remains 

is one of loading. Members 
want guarantees that teachers 
— especially newly-qualified 
teachers — won’t be overbur-
dened with excessive numbers 
of lessons per week. 

Reps report that decent pro-
gress has been made in ne-
gotiations. Strikes which were 
due to take place on 15 and 16 
June have been postponed, 
following a narrow vote by 
union members in which 57% 
of members were in favour of 
postponement.

At the time of writing (15 
June), reps are seeking final 
assurances from management 
before putting their latest offer 
to members. If negotiations 
turn out to be unsuccessful 
then strikes will resume in the 
week starting 21 June. 

Despite negotiations boiling 
down to important bread-and-
butter issues, it’s clear from 
the mood on the picket line, 
and the placards on show, that 

staff have a view to a broader 
culture change within the 
Trust. With the workers having 
achieved so much already, and 

momentum on their side, this 
strike may well turn out to be a 
historic tipping-point in Future 
Academies. □

Labour’s youth support plummets

Upcoming meetings
Workers’ Liberty meetings are open to all, held online over 

zoom.

Monday 14 June, 7.30-9pm: Trumpism, where does it come 
from?
Sunday 20 June, 12-1.30pm: Socialist environmental study 
group — For Workers’ Climate Action
Sunday 20 June, 6.30-8pm: Their G7, our global solidarity
Sunday 27 June, 12pm: Socialist Feminist Reading Group — 
Transgender Marxism, by Jules J. Gleeson and Elle O’Rourke. 
Thursday 8 July, 6.30-9.30pm: Film Showing of Dear Com-
rades!
Friday 9 July, 6-8pm: Battersea vs the British Empire, a radical 
walking tour (part of Ideas For Freedom...)

Plus
Weekend of 10-11 July: Ideas for Freedom 2021 festival of 
socialist ideas. Online or in person — buy tickets now!
For our calendars of events, updated details, zoom links, more 
meetings and resources, see workersliberty.org/events □

Pimlico Academy: near a tipping point

The long campaign to save Osime Brown from deportation has won! Osime’s
 supporters demonstrated again on 12 June (pictured), and the Home Office

 rescinded the deportation on 15 June.

Pic: Paul Wady
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Our union reps are going 
to all five big sites in 

my NHS Trust conducting a 
health-and-safety survey of 
workers in as many teams as 
possible and looking at venti-
lation arrangements.

Yesterday I got about 60 
surveys from around 15 dif-
ferent teams, recruited sev-
eral new members, a few 
members who are going to 
step up to be part of a net-
work of workplace contacts, 
and possibly one new rep. 

I found out about really 
risky work practices in poorly 

ventilated areas of the hospi-
tal that have been developed 
largely on the hoof by front-
line staff. Much of the infec-
tion risk could be avoided 
with increased staffing, bet-
ter PPE and improved venti-
lation.

I got lots of interesting 
conversations about pay, the 
state of the unions, big poli-
tics. I think most people were 
just really glad someone was 
taking an interest. The Health 
and Safety at Work Act gives 
us the right to do these in-
spections on the bosses’ time 
and management facilitated 
the inspection at short notice 
without any fuss. □

Todd Hamer, London

John Ross: from Trotskyism to power-worship

By Jim Denham

The Morning Star’s most prolific 
and enthusiastic apologist for the 

Chinese ruling class, Carlos Martinez 
(who also considers North Korea to 
be “socialist”), likes the book China’s 
Great Road: Lessons for Marxist Theory 
and Socialist Practices. He praises the 
author, John Ross, for making it “very 
clear that China’s successes are those 
of socialism”. The Morning Star website 
puffs Ross’s book as its no.1 must-read.

What makes China socialist? Martinez, 
paraphrasing Ross, explains: “Even with 
the huge quantities of private capital 
and the presence of foreign investment 
and the existence of stock exchanges 
and billionaires, the Chinese govern-
ment maintains a dominant role in the 
economy via its ownership of the major 
banks and state-owned enterprises. 
Planning continues to be a core ele-
ment of the economic system.”

So that’s socialism, is it? A market 
economy but with state ownership of 
the banks and some enterprises? So 
much for Marx and Engels, who re-
peatedly rejected the idea that state 
ownership equals socialism. In his pam-
phlet Socialism: Utopian and Scientific, 
Engels spelt it out:

“Certainly, if the taking over by the 
state of the tobacco industry is social-
istic, then Napoleon and Metternich 
must be numbered among the found-
ers of socialism.”

Who is this John Ross, who waxes so 
lyrical about the wonders of what he 
perceives to be “socialism” in China? 
Some readers may be surprised to 
learn he was once a Trotskyist. After 
a brief excursion into Maoism as a 

student, he became prominent in IS 
(forerunner of the SWP), and then from 
1971-2 the central figure in the Inter-
national Marxist Group (forerunner of 
today’s largely-invisible Socialist Re-
sistance, but then sizeable and visible). 
When the IMG broke up in 1985, Ross 
led the faction which became known 
as Socialist Action. He appears still to 
have connections with it.

Socialist Action turned its attention to 
the corridors of power, and members 
such as Redmond O’Neill and Simon 
Fletcher became key people in Ken 
Livingstone’s inner team  after his vic-
tory in the London Mayoral election of 
2000. Ross had been in Moscow, advis-
ing financial institutions on embracing 
capitalism. He dashed back to be Liv-
ingstone’s economic adviser during the 
mayoral race and then, for a lush salary, 
Livingstone’s Director of Economic and 
Business Policy.

He is now a senior fellow at Chong-
yang Institute for Financial Stud-
ies at  Renmin University of China. 
He contributes to several Chinese 
state-controlled news media includ-
ing CGTN and China Daily.

There is nothing wrong with admir-
ing the Chinese people, and its culture 
and history. But let’s be clear: Ross is a 
bought-and-paid for lackey of the Chi-
nese state, one of a number of expa-
triate American and British academics 
who make a living telling the Chinese 
ruling class what it wants to hear about 
itself.

Ross, coming from a supposedly 
“Marxist” background, is especially 
useful to the Chinese rulers: he claims 
that, having privatised large parts of 
the economy since 1978 and accepted 
massive inequality while continuing 
to suppress independent worker or-
ganisation and free speech, “China’s 
post-reform economic policy is in line 

with Marx’s analysis of socialism and 
the economics of post capitalist socie-
ties.”

Ross’s crimes are not just against 
Marxism — they are also against human 
decency. Writing on his blog (Learning 
From China) in October  2015 (during 
Xi Jinping’s visit to Britain) he advised 
Jeremy Corbyn, who was scheduled 
to meet Xi, thus: “I cannot put words 
in someone else’s mouth, but my sum-
mary of the basis for an honest dis-
cussion with China would be roughly 
the following: ‘President Xi, the world 
rightly greatly admires China’s progress 
in the improvement in the conditions of 
human beings, of human rights in the 
real sense – which are the greatest of 
any country in the history of the world. 
We should discuss how other countries 
can draw lessons from these achieve-
ments’.”

Ross has regularly disparaged those 
who have questioned the Chinese 
state’s record on human rights. When 
in February this year the BBC published 
new evidence of mass repression of 
the Uyghurs, the Chinese press cited a 
tweet in which Ross said that “coordi-
nation of the BBC with military intelli-
gence,” had come “from a special office 
inside BBC headquarters.”

He has also tweeted that “‘Just an-
other Chinese 

city’ [is] exactly what Hong Kong is, 
0.5% of China’s population and much 
smaller than Beijing, Shanghai, etc. The 
sooner parts of its population drops 
its arrogant attitude of ‘superiority’ to 
China, rather like the attitude of whites 
in the US South, the better” (13 June 
2019).

George Orwell, writing about another 
ex-Trotskyist who became an admirer 
of authoritarianism, James Burnham, 
noted: “Power-worship blurs political 
judgment  because it leads, almost un-
avoidably, to the belief that present 
trends will continue. Whoever is win-
ning at the moment will always seem to 
be invincible”. That just about sums up 
Mr Ross. □

• In writing this piece JD has made 
use of Paul Mason’s article Why the 
left must condemn China’s brutal 
authoritarianism (New Statesman 5 Aug 
2020) and various posts by Andrew 
Coates at his blog Tendance Coatesy.

Move on from “30% refund” Surveying our workplaces
By Cathy Nugent

Students United Against 
Fees is one group within a 

loose coalition of student ac-
tivist groups operating under 
lockdown and protesting 
under lockdown. It called a 
small but lively open-air rally 
in London on Sunday 13 June.

The group calls for a 30% 
immediate refund on tuition 
fees in return for higher inter-
est rates on loans. The refund 
is compensation for loss of 
in-person lectures, library and 
other student facilities as well 
as exorbitant rents. The group, 
led by a handful of full-time 
elected officers from Student 
Unions, got some press cover-

age for their idea last month.
It is fair to say the “refund 

now” but not “pay later” part 
of the message was empha-
sised at the rally on Sunday. 
And most who spoke, includ-
ing from Liberate the Univer-
sity, said: “Ok to a refund, but 
what we really need is free ed-
ucation.”

This student year has seen 

the return to popularity, and 
a winning of a consensus 
among activist students, for 
the demand for free educa-
tion, campaigned for through 
rent strikes and fee strikes. 
That orientation needs to be 
consolidated next year with a 
return to (likely partial) in-per-
son study on campus. □

Our pamphlets
Browse, download, buy, or listen 

to our pamphlets including:

• The German Revolution: selected 
writings of Rosa Luxemburg

• For Workers’ Climate Action
• Two Nations, Two States 
• Workers Against Slavery
• How to Beat the Racists
• Remain and Rebel
• Shapurji Saklatvala: Socialist 

Rebel in Parliament
• Stalinism in the International 

Brigades
• Left Antisemitism: What it is and 

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

cialist Debates on Israel/Palestine □

workersliberty.org/publications/

Antidoto

Letter

http://twitter.com/workersliberty
https://www.facebook.com/workersliberty
http://www.workersliberty.org
https://www.instagram.com/workers_liberty/
http://www.workersliberty.org/publications
http://www.workersliberty.org/publications


5youtube.com/c/WorkersLibertyUKEvents and campaigns: workersliberty.org/meetings workersliberty.org/audio

The statue wars: some should go up
By Eric Lee

Some people — and by that I mean 
some Tories — have whipped them-

selves up into a frenzy over the issue of 
statues. The pages of newspapers like 
the Daily Mail and Daily Express are full 
of “rage” about the statues of Edward 
Colston in Bristol, or Cecil Rhodes at 
Oriel College in Oxford. Colston’s 
statue was toppled and tossed into the 
water. Rhodes’ statue remains in place, 
due to the college’s reluctance to take 
it down. This week protests have taken 
place in east London demanding the 
removal of a statue of slave-ship owner 
Robert Geffrye, which stands outside a 
museum in Shoreditch.

The Tories and their media are be-
having exactly in the same way as the 
far Right in the USA, which grew in-
creasingly hysterical over the possibil-
ity that statues honouring the founders 
of the Ku Klux Klan, or the generals who 
led the slave-owners’ rebellion, might 
come down. The infamous “Unite the 
Right” rally in Charlottesburg, Virginia 
in 2017 had as its pretext an attempt to 
remove a statue of Robert E. Lee, the 
most famous of the slave-owners’ gen-
erals. This was the protest that included 
chants of “The Jews will not replace us” 
and the killing of anti-fascist protestor 
Heather Heyer.

The more sophisticated of the right-

wing defenders of the statues argue 
that flawed though some of these in-
dividuals may have been, the statues 
represent a shared history and cannot 
come down. The left protestors, in their 
view, are historical vandals. But the 
same right-wingers who rush to de-
fend the likes of Cecil Rhodes or Rob-
ert E. Lee were also the first to cheer 
post-Communist societies when they 
tore down statues of Lenin. They were 
also delighted when Iraqis tore down 
statues of Saddam Hussein following 
the US-led invasion in 2003.

The point is not that all statues need 
to remain standing — it’s perfectly al-
right to get rid of Lenin or Saddam — 
but statues of the heroes of the British 
empire cannot be allowed to come 
down. It’s all a bit of a double standard.

Recently Guardian columnist Gary 
Younge in a provocative piece has 
called for all statues to come down. 
“Take down the slave traders, imperial 
conquerors, colonial murderers, war-
mongers and genocidal exploiters,” he 
wrote. “But while you’re at it, take down 
the freedom fighters, trade unionists, 
human rights champions and revolu-
tionaries.”

Socialists should not agree. There 
are statues that need to come down 
because they honour people or causes 
that should not be honoured, full stop. 
These include statues of slave-owners 
and the generals who defended them. 
They also include statues of murderous 
tyrants like Stalin, which incredibly are 
still displayed in some places. Some 
day the barbaric Kim dynasty that rules 

North Korea will fall — and with it, down 
will come all the gigantic statues of the 
dictators, to the cheers of a liberated 
Korean nation.

But there are also statues that should 
go up, in remembrance of people —and 
causes — which we should honour. For 
example, Barcelona would be enriched 
were it to have a statue honouring the 
memory of Andreu Nin, leader of the 
POUM, who was abducted and mur-
dered by Stalin’s secret police in that 
city in 1937. Tbilisi would benefit from 
a statue honouring the memory of Noe 
Zhordania, leader of the Georgian So-
cial Democratic Party and president 
of the independent republic of 1918-
1921. The Polish city of Zamość, where 
Rosa Luxemburg was born, removed a 
plaque honouring her memory a cou-
ple of years ago, triggering protests. 
That plaque should be removed — and 
replaced with a statue in her memory.

And in the United States, all those 
statues — and there so many — of 
slave-owners and Confederate gen-
erals could be replaced by statues in 
memory of the great leaders of the 
civil rights movement, including So-
cialists and Communists like A. Philip 
Randolph and Bayard Rustin, militant 
trade union leaders like Mother Jones, 
Big Bill Haywood or Joe Hill, feminists, 
campaigners for gay rights, and so on.

Rightist critics will claim that this is all 
pandering to today’s fashion. But this is 
nonsense. Slave-owners are no longer 
honoured because the vast majority of 
people now understand what a horror 
and disgrace slavery was. Honouring 

such men as Geffrye, Rhodes and Col-
ston will never be fashionable again.

Socialists look forward instead to liv-
ing in the kind of country that chooses 
to honour people like Nin, Luxemburg, 
Zhordania, and the others. And yes, 
Trotsky too. In the centre of St. Peters-
burg. □

• Eric Lee is the founding editor of 
LabourStart, writing here in a personal 
opinion column.

Combatting sexism through democracy

By Katy Dollar

The Department for Educa-
tion has promised more 

support for schools to tackle 
sexual abuse and has strength-
ened safeguarding guidance. 
This was in response to a re-
view by Ofsted that concluded 
that sexual harassment has be-
come “normalised” for young 
people, in school.

The report, published on 10 
June, concluded that school 
inspections by Ofsted and 
the Independent Schools In-
spectorate were “sometimes 
not robust enough” on sexual 
harassment and there was not 
always appropriate cooper-
ation between schools and 
safeguarding teams. It found 
that teachers “consistently un-

derestimate” the scale of the 
problem.

Girls suffer disproportion-
ately, complaining of sexist in-
sults and jokes, online abuse, 
upskirting, revenge porn, dis-
tribution of photos without 
consent, and unwanted touch-
ing.

Nine out of 10 girls and half 
the boys who took part in the 
review said being sent un-
solicited explicit pictures or 
videos happened “a lot” or 
“sometimes” to them or their 
peers. A similar proportion of 
girls (92%) and three-quarters 
of boys complained of recur-
rent sexist name-calling. “The 
frequency of these harmful 
sexual behaviours means that 
some children and young peo-
ple consider them normal,” the 
report said.

Ofsted was asked to conduct 
a rapid review of sexual har-
assment and abuse in schools 
and colleges in England after 

thousands of student testi-
monies of sexual abuse and 
misconduct in schools were 
published on the Everyone’s 
Invited website this year.

The NSPCC helpline set up 
in April to support children re-
porting abuse in education will 
run for a further four months 
until October. It has received 
426 calls so far and 80 referrals 
have been made to external 
agencies including police and 
social services.

It is not in the gift of schools 
to eliminate sexual harass-
ment; sexual harassment and 
assault are a feature of a sexist 
and violent society. But schools 
can make changes to reduce 
incidents and better support 
victims. Schools should have 
policies which students under-
stand and feel confident to use 
in order to address unwanted 
or inappropriate behaviour. 
Adequate funding for in-
creased staffing would enable 

education workers to provide 
better pastoral care. Local au-
thorities should be funded to 
enable expansion of support 
and oversight of safeguarding 
in schools.

Sex and relationship educa-
tion should aim to be relevant 
to students, discussing sexual 
pleasure, consent, fun and re-
spect rather than simply what 
not to do.

Young people, particularly 
girls, need to feel confident 
to challenge unacceptable 
behaviour. Unfortunately, the 
arbitrary authority built into 
much of the education system 
cuts against this. How can we 

teach girls self-respect and 
bodily autonomy whilst also 
removing them from class due 
to skirt length or how many 
buttons they have done up 
on their shirt? How can stu-
dents be expected to treat 
each other with empathy and 
respect when so many heads 
and “superheads” are them-
selves bullies? More author-
itarian environments lead to 
higher levels of sexual harass-
ment and abuse.

More adults in classes to sup-
port students, smaller classes, 
fewer petty checks and restric-
tions, are needed. □

The Labour Campaign for Free 
Movement banner was out again 

on 12 June at the protest against de-
portation of Osime Brown (see page 
3), and supporters of Neurodiver-
gent Labour also built the protest.

The Uyghur Solidarity Campaign 
will be back to its schedule of 
demonstrating on the 5th of every 
month outside the Chinese Em-
bassy, Portland Place, London, on 5 
July (6pm). The Safe and Equal cam-
paign is working on a model Covid 
workplace-safety survey. The Delta 
virus-variant is maybe three times 
as transmissible as the variants com-
mon in early 2020, so risk assess-
ments need to be reviewed. □

• Links and info for these campaigns, 
and wording for labour movement 
motions on many issues, at 
workersliberty.org/agenda. 

Activist Agenda

Eric Lee

Women’s 
Fightback

Second hand books!

Workers’ Liberty is selling 
hundreds of second hand-

books — politics, but also fiction, 
history and much more. Visit bit.
ly/2h-books for the current stock 
and prices, and to order. □

https://youtube.com/c/WorkersLibertyUK
https://workersliberty.org/meetings
http://workersliberty.org/audio
http://www.workersliberty.org/agenda
http://bit.ly./2h-books
http://bit.ly./2h-books
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The G7: resistance in Cornwall
By Zack Muddle

My trip to Cornwall to demonstrate 
around the G7 summit (11-13 

June) felt a bit like a set of concentric 
circles: I was part of and helping to 
cohere a delegation of Workers’ Lib-
erty supporters and friends; we were 
seeking to imbue socialist politics, in-
ternationalism, and a working-class 
orientation into the wider anti-G7 
movement; and that movement was 
challenging the G7 and the politics 
they represent.

It was only en route towards the most 
southwesterly tip of this island, cutting 
through the darkening fog in a car-
share with newly-acquainted comrades 
— and wondering whether if in packing 
as if for a holiday in Majorca I hadn’t 
been over-confident with the weather 
— that I discovered that the anti-G7 pro-
test movement was severed in two.

The Resist G7 Coalition had been, 
up until the eve of the summit itself, 
uncommunicative or even secretive 
about plans for the three days; and XR 
fairly vague. It transpired that Resist G7 
and XR had different campsites, and 
demonstrations and actions at alter-
nate sides of the peninsula. Resist G7 
on Falmouth on Friday 11 June, while 
XR were in St Ives; XR in Falmouth on 
Saturday, while Resist G7 were near St 
Ives...

The good weather did hold out. On 
Friday, Resist G7 joined some youth 
climate strikers for a demonstration 
through Falmouth. Although the turn-
out was only one or two hundred, it 
was a young and energetic march, 
quickstepping along a stunning coast-
line in the blistering sun, then finishing 
at a specially planned beach concert. 
Our delegation promoted class strug-
gle chants which gained traction: “The 
rich are safe, but not the poor: climate 
change is class war!” and “Change your 
diet // For the climate // Eat // The // 
Rich!”

From the beach we got a first glance 
at the cruise liner the police had 
brought in to house even more officers, 
not content with the numbers housed 
by squeezing homeless people out of 
local hotels. Travelling to that first pro-
test, the minibus I was in, like most oth-
ers, had been pulled over and held up 
by police for half an hour (allegedly to 
“check we had valid insurance”, though 

that can be done in seconds). This pat-
tern of harassment continued through-
out the long weekend. Each protest 
had an abundance of law enforcement, 
liaison officers, and camera-wielding 
“intelligence teams”. An unmarked car 
of coppers was stationed permanently 
outside our site, and the force regularly 
visited our 24/7 gate-guarding volun-
teers. 

The “Animal Rebellion” camp was 
raided, and other vehicles were not 
only stopped, but searched.

After a refreshing swim and a photo-
shoot with some activists protesting In-
dian brutalities in Kashmir, we returned 
to site for banner-making and a work-
shop on the fight for trans rights. My 
arguments for a socialist feminist ap-
proach and for engaging with unions 
seemed generally both surprising and 
well received. 

Later still, and after more bonding, a 
delegation of over one hundred peo-
ple from the Tigray Youth Network and 
other Tigray-diaspora organisations 
doubled our camp in both size and 
liveliness.

On the Saturday, heading to the Re-
sist G7 “international day of action” 
we found ourselves in a 200-person 
strong demonstration dominated by 
the politics of Stop The War coalition 
and the SWP, and focussed only on Pal-
estine and Kashmir. Many “anarchist” 
participants in the Resist G7 Coalition 
combined off-hand condemnation of 
the SWP with wholesale adoption of 
their politics. Some denounced SWP 
as “rape apologists” but were silent 
over speeches and placards uncriti-
cally lauding Julian Assange. Other 
waved SWP’s deliberately vague plac-
ards about Palestine, but ripped off the 
“SWP” branding.

The schism between Resist G7 and 
XR seems largely over approaches to 
the police. Where XR inform police of 
their plans and talk matily to police on 
demonstrations, Resist G7 refuse to talk 
to police, and see doing so as a danger. 
I sympathise with Resist G7’s concerns, 
but for the three 
main and public 
demonstrations the 
difference was of 
little practical con-
sequence, and cer-
tainly not enough 
to be worth the divi-
sion and confusion.

As it turns out, the 

Tigray activists had decided that an of-
ficially announced demonstration was 
safer, though we did not realise until 
we joined that Saturday demonstration 
that they were absent. By that point we 
also knew that the XR demo of the day 
before had been markedly bigger than 
the one we had joined.

Thus, after selling papers and dis-
tributing leaflets across this smaller 
demonstration, some of our delegation 
headed back from the North to South 
coast, to join the actually much more in-
ternational, as well as bigger, Falmouth 
XR-initiated demonstration.

The Tigray bloc was visibly raising 
awareness of the profile of the plight 
of the Tigray people. They were under-
standably, although I think misguidedly, 
calling for G7 intervention, including 
military intervention such as imposing 
a “no-fly zone”. There was a small bloc 
of Ugandans protesting Museveni’s 
dictatorship; and another Kashmir bloc. 
There was a large bloc protesting the 
military dictatorship in Myanmar (and 
calling for G7 intervention) — but cele-
brating the National Unity Government 
(NUG) and Aung Sun Suu Kyi, who pre-
sided over and tried to hide the Ro-
hingya genocide.

When I went to discuss this with 
someone in the bloc, they defended 
NUG on the grounds that 1) the mil-
itary, who they are against, actually 
carried out the genocide, and 2) the 
genocide is bad, but ending the coup 
is more important for now. It is possi-
ble, and necessary I think, to side with 
pro-NUG people in actions against the 
military and at the same time advance 
our own politics, for workers’ rights and 
democracy, which run contrary to the 
NUG’s.

In the innermost circle, in our little 
delegation and those around us, we 
learned much from talking to these 
different activists, and discussing and 
debating among ourselves the limits 
of their politics and of XR’s, Resist G7’s, 
the SWP’s.

The Resist G7 “Kill The Bill” demon-
stration for Sunday 
did not have its 
location decided 
until Saturday night, 
on camp, at an in-
vite-only secret 
meeting. Some in 
and around our del-
egation attended, 
and argued for it to 

be in St Ives, where the main XR events 
were to be. Even if we reckon XR peo-
ple are on the liberal-verging-on-apo-
litical-lobotomy line of “think with your 
heart, not your head” and “write to your 
MPs, as your friends” (and many aren’t), 
we will win them over not by hiding 
ourselves away in our own small echo 
chamber of people, but by combining 
in action with them when we can, and 
debating with them on the spot.

In many one-to-one conversations 
others agreed. but in the end our 
demo was a small and short march on 
the opposite side of the peninsula. In 
practice it was a mild and routine sort 
of march, outnumbered by police, 
journalists, and sympathetic but not 
actively supporting Cornish locals. The 
full black-bloc mode, and the more-mil-
itant-than-thou and sometimes macho 
posturing, didn’t help. XR’s road blocks, 
parallel to their main activity that day, 
caused much more disruption.

Some in our delegation spoke again 
to journalists, gave speeches to the Kill 
The Bill crowd about Hong Kong and 
the importance of the labour move-
ment. I think we greatly improved a 
demo otherwise devoid of internation-
alism or class politics.

Debriefing at Resist G7 camp, plans 
are being formed for further co-ordi-
nation and action, particularly around 
COP26, in Glasgow, November.

The weekend was energising and 
exhilarating while simultaneously frus-
trating. It was a disappointing and 
somewhat divided turnout, but from 
very diverse campaigns and different 
backgrounds. The partial successes we 
had reaffirmed for me the indispensa-
bility of injecting a class-struggle ap-
proach into the movement. □

Environment
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Haft Tappeh workers push forward
By Morad Shirin

Morad Shirin from the Iranian Revolu-
tionary Marxists’ Tendency responded 
to questions from Solidarity.

Inflation, unemployment, and ine-
quality remain high in Iran. There 
have been big working-class fight-
back in recent years. And now?

In addition to the long-term dire eco-
nomic situation, corruption, repression 
and sanctions, the incompetent and 
callous handling of the Covid pan-
demic has led to even more stark so-
cial inequalities. These have sparked 
off hundreds of struggles and protests 
by pensioners, teachers, medical staff, 
steel workers, oil workers and so on. 
(But the regime keeps surpassing itself 
in its cruel disregard for the suffering of 
the masses: when people complained 
about the cost and shortage of chicken, 
Rouhani advised them to eat fish!)

Of the many big and heroic strug-
gles, the strikes of the Haft Tappeh 
Sugar Cane Company workers have 
been the most significant. Recently the 
regime said that Haft Tappeh’s priva-
tisation had been revoked. Although 
this is most probably a trick that will be 
withdrawn after 18 June, it is a demand 

that the Haft Tappeh workers have con-
sistently called for. They have said they 
want state ownership with workers’ su-
pervision. This is an important demand 
that has now become widely known 
among the workers of Khuzestan and 
across the country.

This concept of workers’ control is 
a very important gain in itself. But it 
needs a clandestine workers’ vanguard 
party to preserve it in the long-term. A 
Leninist party is the main guarantor of 
preserving the gains of the past (both 
the recent struggles in Iran and histor-
ical ones from across the world) and 
linking these lessons and theories to 
new struggles in every industry, in all 
provinces, and mobilising all classes 
and layers who want to overthrow capi-
talism. That was the main missing factor 
that led to the defeat of the 1979 revo-
lution. That is what is needed for victory 
in the next revolution.

Is a revival of the nuclear deal from 
2015 really likely in the coming 
months, as Iranian government 
people have suggested?

Yes. US imperialism has already 
started to lift some sanctions against 
the oil industry (Financial Times, 11 
June). In return the Iranian regime will 

make concessions, but in a way that 
they can be hidden from the masses 
or disguised as victories. This will hap-
pen once the “principlists” have their 
candidate, Ebrahim Raisi (the judiciary 
chief), installed as “president”. There 
are still over a thousand US sanctions, 
so it could be a long process. But all 
factions of the regime are in favour 
of having a new deal with US imperi-
alism — and with the “principlists” in 
charge of everything it will happen 
more smoothly. A deal is the regime’s 
only way to stop the looming economic 
collapse and further social explosions 
and that is why they made one in 2015 
— only for the US to pull out of it unilat-
erally.

What about the presidential election 
on 18 June?

This is the most stitched up “election” 
on the planet. Even by the regime’s 
own very low standards, it is exception-
ally rigged. That is why many “reform-
ists” — including Mir-Hossein Mousavi 
— are now calling for a boycott! For a 
number of years — ever since the up-
surge in the workers’ struggles in the 
late 1990s — the principled Marxist po-
sition has been for an active boycott of 
all of the regime’s elections. What that 

is actually like in each election depends 
on the concrete situation, which can be 
different from one province to another.

In general terms, it is a boycott that 
tries to raise the level of consciousness 
among the masses, particularly the pro-
letariat. This includes activities around 
calls for the release of jailed workers 
and political prisoners; exposing the 
record of Raisi and other candidates, 
especially their role in the executions of 
political prisoners and the general re-
pression during the past four decades; 
and other forms of agitation, propa-
ganda and activities (depending on 
the security situation and other factors) 
that will strengthen independent activ-
ity among workers, women, national 
minorities and the youth. □

Seven weeks on, Colombia’s 
rising is still strong
By Mohan Sen

Colombia’s trade 
unions began a 

general strike on 28 
April, in response to a 
bill seeking to increase 
taxes on basic food-
stuffs and essential 
services like water and 
electricity, and to other 
social policies threaten-
ing to widen inequality, 
including healthcare “reforms”.

The tax and health plans 
have been dropped, and the 
finance minister of Colombia’s 
right-wing government has 
resigned, but the struggle has 
widened into what looks like 
a powerful social uprising in-
volving many different popular 
constituencies.

Colombia, whose population 
is not much smaller than the 
UK’s, is the world’s 16th most 
unequal country in terms of in-
come (the UK is 100th and the 
US 51st). In 2019 almost 30% 
of its people lived on less than 
£4 a day, and the pandemic 

has made things worse. The 
tax changes were supposed to 
fund the expansion of a basic 
income scheme introduced 
last year, but at the expense 
of working people rather than 
the rich.

Despite retreating, the gov-
ernment of President Iván 
Duque Márquez has met the 
protests with heavy repres-
sion. There have been dozens 
killed, hundreds injured and 
hundreds disappeared; and 
dozens of women sexually 
abused at hands of security 
forces.

The Public Services Inter-

national trade union 
federation and the La-
bourStart website have 
launched an online 
campaign against the 
repression in Colom-
bia. Please sign and cir-
culate.

On 25 May Interna-
tional Viewpoint pub-
lished an article from 
the Movimiento Ecoso-
cialista de Colombia: 

‘The popular uprising is bring-
ing down the neoliberal and 
militarist regime’.

At this stage we can’t assess 
the analysis made in the Mov-
imiento Ecosocialista article; 
but it gives an overview of 
events and of the movement, 
and interesting arguments 
about what socialists should 
be proposing.

The article begins with a 
quotation from a Portuguese 
socialist academic: “What is 
happening in Colombia is not 
a Colombian problem, it is our 
problem, that of the demo-
crats of the world”. □

The Tories’ plans to cut 
foreign aid, from £14bn 

to £10bn a year, include an 
83% cut to the UN agency 
that fights AIDS and HIV. 

UK funding to UNAIDS will 
fall from £15m to £2.5m. UN-
AIDS’s total core budget this 
year was £132m.

UN agencies are generally 
restrained when they criti-
cise governments, but UN-
AIDS pointed out:

“It affects the provision 
of live-saving HIV preven-
tion and treatment services 
around the world.

“It affects the empower-
ment of young women and 
adolescent girls and their ac-
cess to sexual and reproduc-
tive health and rights across 
the world, and Africa in par-
ticular. It impacts on support 
to upholding the human 
rights of some of the most 
marginalised people, in-
cluding lesbian, gay, bi-sex-
ual, transgender, queer and 
intersex people in low- and 
middle-income countries. It 
reduces global health secu-

rity.”
A spokeswoman for the 

STOPAIDS network of organ-
isations said:

“These cuts will hit the 
most marginalised com-
munities around the world 
hardest. It threatens to undo 
decades of progress made 
in the HIV response that UK 
aid has made possible.”

The charity Frontline AIDS 
said:

“For the first time in dec-
ades, there is a very real 
threat of hard-won progress 
on HIV and AIDS going into 
reverse.

“These cuts by the UK 
government will actively 
increase that risk, setting 
the stage for a surge in HIV 
rates and AIDS deaths across 
many countries.

“The UK government 
might also reflect on the fact 
that HIV, much like Covid-19, 
doesn’t recognise borders.

“An increase in rates in 
any country should and will 
eventually become an issue 
for every country.” □

Tories cut 83% from 
HIV response

Haft Tappeh Sugar Cane company
 workers on strike, 2017

Colombian protestors with
 makeshift protective gear
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Malm: Further into the swamp
By Paul Vernadsky

Second in a series of articles about the 
writings on climate politics of Andreas 
Malm. More: bit.ly/malm-d

Since the publication of his cele-
brated book Fossil Capital (2016), 

Andreas Malm has continued to ex-
pound his views on climate change. He 
has published several books, includ-
ing The Progress of This Storm (2018), 
Corona, Climate, Chronic Emergency 
(2020) and How to Blow Up a Pipeline 
(2021), along with numerous journal 
articles.

Malm’s evolution has been erratic, 
consistent only with his pseudo-pro-
found pontification. His advice to the 
climate movement has veered from 
geoscience to acts of sabotage. Malm 
ends up peddling an anti-democratic, 
anti-working class, authoritarian cli-
mate politics.

Malevolent on Marx
In 2018, Malm, published an essay, 
Marx on Steam, in the journal Rethink-
ing Marxism (30, 166-185). It is a full-
blown smear of Marx and Engels. Malm 
spends pages retelling the well-known 
fact that Engels’ father owned the Vic-
toria Mill, a steam-powered cotton fac-
tory in Manchester. Engels worked for 
the firm for much of his adult life and 
used the proceeds to keep Marx’s fam-
ily afloat.

Malm argues that “after 1850, the lit-
erary output of Karl Marx was directly 
financed by the steam-powered pro-
duction of cotton commodities” and 
that “It is not unfair to say that their 
lives were soaked in the contempo-
rary emerging fossil economy”. Malm 
laments that “there is not a single text 
of Marx and Engels where steam, coal, 
or any other energy phenomenon is 
the dominant theme. None of this was 
a central concern of theirs”.

Marx and Engels had to live off 
crumbs from Victoria Mill because they 
were revolutionaries expelled from sev-
eral European states. The watchtower 
of a tenured position at a comfortable 
university was not open to them. Nor 
did they or any of their contemporaries 
understand that fossil fuel consump-
tion would lead to climate change. 
Malm indulges in anachronistic moral-
ising to score retrospective points off of 
the founders of historical materialism. 

Marxism requires the ruthless criticism 
of everything existing — including its 
own failings. It does not need another 
garrulous sage.

Defaming classical Marxism
Not content with rubbishing the found-
ers, Malm dismisses all the prominent 
interpreters of classical Marxism, who 
apparently shared the malaise of “de-
terminism”. Kautsky and Plekhanov are 
airily condemned with the flourish of 
an odd quotation, despite numerous 
contributions, including on the impor-
tance of geography, polemics against 
social Darwinists and Malthusians, dis-
cussion of town and country, and much 
else. Lenin is chastised for his obser-
vation that “The coal industry creates 
mobility of the population, establishes 
large industrial centres and inevitably 
leads to the introduction of public con-
trol over production” in his book, The 
Development of Capitalism in Russia 
(1899). Lenin’s attempts to assess the 
Russian social formation while in Sibe-
rian exile are not good enough for to-
day’s self-confessed “armchair activist” 
(as Malm describes himself in his arti-
cle Without a mass movement we don’t 
stand a chance against fossil capital, 5 
February 2018)

Malm believes that Trotsky is “a par-
ticularly flagrant case”. Throughout his 
life, Trotsky apparently “held fast to 
the most doctrinaire version of deter-
minism”, from Results and Prospects 
(1906) to The Revolution Betrayed 
(1936). Malm concedes that Trotsky 
was right when he wrote: “Technology 
and science develop not in a vacuum 
but in human society, which consists of 
classes. The ruling class, the possessing 
class, controls technology and through 
it controls nature” (Radio, Science, 
Technique and Society, in Problems of 
Everyday Life, p.257). But Malm never 
lets a good quote get in the way of a 
smear. He states:

“The first generations of Marxists 
could disagree on any number of 
things, but productive-force deter-
minism was a sort of minimal unifying 
credo, not infrequently expressed in 
the hand mill/steam mill shibboleth; 
even Stalin and Trotsky could embrace 
each other on this point.” (Marx on 
Steam, p.172)

This is a scurrilous amalgam. The 
early Bolshevik workers’ government, 
led by Lenin and Trotsky, took signifi-
cant steps in the 1920s on nature con-
servation, while Marxist discussion of 
the metabolism between nature and 
society flourished in diverse Comint-

ern books and journals. (See Douglas 
Weiner Models of Nature, University 
of Pittsburgh Press; Bukharin, Histori-
cal Materialism; Mark Bassin, Nature, 
Geopolitics and Marxism, Transactions 
of the Institute of British Geographers 
[1996] 21, 2, 315-341). By contrast, 
Stalin’s forced industrialisation and col-
lectivism had devastating human and 
ecological consequences.

Denigrating later Marxists
Malm continues by sneering at later 
Marxists, who have added greatly to 
our climate politics. John Bellamy 
Foster and Paul Burkett have made 
outstanding contributions to reviving 
Marxist ecology, through careful atten-
tion to earlier Marxist writing, applied 
to contemporary environmental mat-
ters.

Reviewing one of their recent books, 
Malm scoffs that “the theory of the met-
abolic rift is as much theirs — if not more 
— as Marx’s. The evidence is that no one 
spoke about it before they had written 
Marx’s Ecology and Marx and Nature… 
Foster and Burkett have salvaged a 
crude sketch long buried under the 
received wisdom about Marx and used 
it as a canvas for executing their own 
ecological Marxism.” (Malm, For a Falli-
ble and Lovable Marx: Some Thoughts 
on the Latest Book by Foster and Bur-
kett, Critical Historical Studies (2017), 
4, 2, 275)

Malm writes in Marx on Steam (p.174) 
that “Foster and Burkett take the Marx 
they like best and claim that no other 
Karl can be found… Rather than en-
gaging in an act of greenwashing, 
ecological Marxism should recognise 
the dubious legacy of productive-force 
determinism and consistently develop 
the alternative conception on offer in 
Marx.”

Malm doesn’t represent Marx’s view 
honestly and can’t be bothered to en-
gage critically with Foster and Burkett. 

He ignores classical Marxist engage-
ment with metabolism in order to puff 
up his own originality.

Malm takes a similar approach in The 
Progress of This Storm (2018) to the 
Marxist geographer Neil Smith, who 
is accused of “constructionism”. Smith 
was one of the first Marxists to engage 
with climate change, through his con-
cept of the “production of nature”, in 
Uneven Development (1984). Smith 
underlined the damaging impact of 
human activity under capitalism on na-
ture. His work deserves critical engage-
ment, not misrepresentation from a few 
quotations.

By contrast, Malm laces his work with 
favourable references to the Frankfurt 
School. In the Progress book, he ex-
pends much energy on the separation 
of nature and society. Malm lauds Al-
fred Schmidt’s work, The Concept of 
Nature in Marx (1962), despite its pes-
simism about working class struggle 
and its effective dissolution of society 
into nature. In the Corona book, James 
O’Connor’s second contradiction also 
gets an unexpected endorsement, de-
spite its many inconsistencies.

In the Progress book, Malm mentions 
the critical realism approach of Roy 
Bhaskar and others, as a better founda-
tion for modern climate politics. Their 
approach certainly does merit serious 
attention, not least because of their ef-
forts to apply critical realism to climate 
change. Yet Malm ignores this, presum-
ably to boost his own, so-called “social-
ist climate realism”.

Impending catastrophe
Malm is fond of using analogies from 
the history of Marxism to rationalise his 
own politics. In doing so he uncouples 
Marxism from its working class anchor, 
as well as the context within which ear-
lier Marxists worked. Malm’s Corona 
book takes two analogies from the Rus-
sian revolution, but only to mask very 
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Malm: Further into the swamp
different politics from Lenin and 
Trotsky.

Malm cites Lenin’s Septem-
ber 1917 work, The Impending 
Catastrophe and How to Com-
bat It, praising the urgency with 
which it made the case for ac-
tion. Lenin did indeed make a 
cogent case, but Malm ignores 
both the audience and the cir-
cumstances. At that point, the 
Bolshevik party had won major-
ity support among the Russian 
working class — in the soviets, 
the unions and the factory com-
mittees. They faced a weak, in-
creasingly authoritarian and unelected 
provisional government, and behind 
them, the spectre of counter-revolu-
tion. The socialist revolution was on the 
agenda — and that is what the Bolshe-
viks accomplished in October 1917.

Lenin’s urgency was for the Bolshe-
viks to lead the working class to power. 
They had mass support — the leaders 
needed to rise to the occasion. The 
situation demanded it, because if not 
they would be crushed. Today’s climate 
movement sadly does not currently 
command a majority among the work-
ing class, nor indeed has it built the 
kind of organisation that could take 
power from capital and replace it with 
something better. Malm’s analogy does 
not hold: he is not advocating revolu-
tionary socialism as the answer to the 
climate crisis.

“War communism”
Malm draws a more sustained anal-
ogy from the Russian civil war, after 
the Bolshevik party took power but 
faced internal and external opponents. 
This period from 1917 to 1921 is often 
called “war communism”. But once 
more Malm mangles the original idea 
into order to justify very different pol-
itics.

The term “war communism” orig-
inated with Bogdanov, a dissident 
ex-Bolshevik writing in late 1917 to de-
nounce the Bolshevik seizure of power 
and subsequent socialist measures. 
This was before the Bolsheviks were 
forced to introduce measures such as 
grain requisitioning — and before they 
had even assembled the Red Army to 
fight the civil war.

Lenin first used the term “war com-
munism” in 1921, by way of contrast 
with the emerging NEP policy, espe-
cially on replacing grain requisitioning. 
“War communism” was never the con-
scious, theorised policy of the Bolshe-
viks in power. They reacted to chronic 

starvation, in the context of civil war, 
with emergency measures to underpin 
the means of subsistence. Whatever 
the Bolshevik did (and had to do), it 
wasn’t communism, whatever adjective 
is affixed to it in retrospect.

The prettification of this period 1917-
21 is rationalising after the fact. “Left 
Bolsheviks” like Kritsman did that dur-
ing the 1920s. Many of the measures 
to get food were developed before 
the seizure of power (by tsarist and 
provisional governments). The Bolshe-
vik policies were emergency despera-
tion measures — take the grain and set 
up communal kitchens, or else urban 
workers would simply starve. Trotsky 
articulated the bitter, realist necessities 
of this period without embellishment.

Malm by contrast applauds “war 
communism” for its harsh measures 
— the use of force. Malm conflates the 
need for workers to take power (includ-
ing taking the means of production out 
of the hands of big energy capital) with 
a workers’ state taking coercive meas-
ures to implement measures to benefit 
the working class and against the class 
enemy. He associates the civil war vio-
lence with “Leninism”, when we should 
put the blame for coercion where it be-
longs — with the White armies, the SRs, 
Mensheviks, anarchists, and the foreign 
powers, who opposed workers’ rule.

Malm rubs out the necessity of work-
ers’ power and workers’ democracy 
as irreplaceable aspects of a socialist 
approach to the climate crisis. Such 
democratic collectivism is necessary 
if urgent measures are to be taken to 
benefit (or cause the least harm) to the 
workers of the world. That means work-
ers taking control, planning and delib-
erating about policies, not top-down 
imposition.

Malm’s laces his authoritarian climate 
politics with references to Blanqui and 
Guevara, who explicitly advocating the 
insurrectionary takeover by an elite 
minority, rather than working class 

self-emancipation. In an early 
essay, Malm lauds the idea of 
a “climate Mao”, a planetary 
sovereign exerting “just ter-
ror in the interests of the fu-
ture of the collective” (Tahrir 
Submerged? Five Theses on 
Revolution in the Era of Cli-
mate Change, Capitalism 
Nature Socialism (2014), 25, 
38) Calls for “just terror” are 
utterly corrosive of the kind 
of democratic, working class-
based climate movement that 
is needed internationally.

Climate politics
Malm’s concrete demands for the cli-
mate movement veer between reform-
ism and reaction. In the Corona book 
and subsequent essays, he demands 
the nationalisation of fossil fuel com-
panies, turning them into direct air 
capture utilities, using technologies 
developed by Climeworks and similar 
firms.

These demands could have some 
purchase, but only if they are raised 
in the context of workers’ control over 
those industries — and at the very least 
democratic control over the bourgeois 
states that would currently administer 
the industry. Many of the worst global 
emitting firms are already state-owned. 
Democratic workers’ states are nec-
essary to administer these entities, if 
they are to be transformed into climate 
agencies. Otherwise it becomes the 
demand for bureaucratic, draconian 
states to impose climate remedies.

Malm also raises demands that are 
reactionary. In the Corona book, he 
demands without much explanation 
“mandatory global veganism”. Aside 
from the impact on global agriculture, 
imposed and enforced veganism would 
be a highly authoritarian measure, 
forced on billions of workers and peas-

ants by bourgeois states. This is not a 
demand to mobilise the exploited and 
oppressed to tackle climate change: it 
is a top-down recipe for crashing the 
climate movement. 

Malm’s latest book is entitled How 
to Blow Up a Pipeline (2021). He the-
atrically argues that it is “better to die 
blowing up a pipeline than to burn 
impassively”, while pointing to move-
ments such as Palestinian groups and 
the ANC that have blown up pipelines 
as part of their strategy. This a straight-
forward call for climate activists to en-
gage in sabotage as a central part of 
campaigning.

Malm leaves no doubt about what he 
means. He justifies his position with the 
quote: “Protest is when I say I don’t like 
this. Resistance is when I put an end to 
what I don’t like. Protest is when I refuse 
to go along with this anymore. Resist-
ance is when I make sure everybody 
else stops going along too”. In the text 
this is attributed to a “West German col-
umnist” in 1968. The writer was Ulrike 
Meinhof, leader of the “Red Army Fac-
tion” terror group.

Malm’s position is worse than a tacti-
cal mistake or cul-de-sac. Sabotage is 
an utterly ruinous proposal, confined to 
a tiny group of zealots who will end up 
with long prison sentences rather than 
building the climate movement. Sab-
otage would inevitably be the actions 
of a small minority, behind the backs of 
workers, with workers mostly likely the 
mostly heavily affected if their heating, 
transport or jobs are disrupted.

Malm’s proposal is worse than de-
liberate provocation. These politics 
actively disrupt broad-based efforts to 
mobilise millions of workers, students 
and young people to tackle climate 
change. Malm boasts of his own past 
efforts at direct action. But sabotage is 
truly the proposal of a wrecker. □

The Keystone 
XL pipeline has

recently been cancelled 
after years of protest

Pic: Michael Fleshman

Our audio!
Listen, download or subscribe to Workers’ Liberty audio recordings of our 

paper, other publications, and many meetings. Playlists include:

• Solidarity Newspaper
• Environmental pamphlet and meetings
• Public meetings — recordings of introductory speeches
• Fighting racism: pamphlets and more
• Solidarność: The workers’ movement and the rebirth of Poland in 1980-81
• Many other pamphlets

See workersliberty.org/audio for episodes, and for information on subscribing 
and using podcasts. All recent episodes can be found through most podcast 
providers: search “Workers’ Liberty” or “Solidarity & More”. □

https://youtube.com/c/WorkersLibertyUK
https://workersliberty.org/meetings
http://workersliberty.org/audio
http://www.flickr.com/photos/fleshmanpix/8366786901/in/album-72157632488513078/
http://www.workersliberty.org/audio


10 fb.com/workerslibertyworkersliberty.org workersliberty.org/audio

Israel-Gaza: another war, another setback
By Barry Finger

There certainly was a victor in the 
6-21 May Gaza flare-up. It wasn’t 

the cause of peace, national reconcili-
ation, or socialism. Israelis are no safer. 
The Palestinians who were exiled in 
1948 are no closer to self-determina-
tion. Arab Israelis have not advanced 
towards equality.

The Palestinian Authority (PA) has 
been sidelined and marginalised. The 
Israeli Defence Forces, for all their 
technical wizardry, failed to prevail in a 
contest of asymmetrical warfare. There 
were, in short, many losers.

But there is a victor, and that victor is 
clearly Hamas. It had made a mockery 
of the Israeli embargo, having amassed 
a mountain of missiles and missile mak-
ing materials, blueprints and technical 
expertise. Hamas was not looking for 
full-scale war. They undoubtedly knew 
that their patron, Iran, had not given 
Hezbollah the green light to open a 
second front on Israel’s Lebanese bor-
der. And Israel could not risk a ground 
invasion for fear of upsetting that cal-
culation.

But Hamas could not resist the pow-
er-seizing opportunity that the dispute 
about evictions in the Sheikh Jarrah dis-
trict of East Jerusalem presented. The 
assault on Israel was a gamble, a gam-
ble that the international community of 
Third Worldists and leftists would have 
their back and, more important, that its 
brazen acts would inspire the dispirited 
Palestinian community.

Sheikh Jarrah
The heart of the immediate Sheikh Jar-
rah dispute is not a complicated legal 
issue, but a straightforward political 
one. Jews have the right under a 1968 
law to reclaim pre-state property in Je-
rusalem for which they had deeds prior 
to the 1948 war, but which they were 
forced to abandon. And Arabs do not. 
Without this law, this case would not 
exist.

The exercise of this law is a post-trau-
matic flashback for the indignities that 
Arabs had experienced in the first dec-

ade of Israel’s existence, 
when abandoned Arab 
homes were comman-
deered to house the in-
flux of Jewish refugees. 
The law created a right 
of (property) return — for 
Jews.

Arab residents had 
been given this once 
Jewish-owned property 
to live in rent-free by Jor-
dan and the tenants had 
been living under that 
arrangement after the deed reverted 
back to their original owners. The deed 
had subsequently changed hands and 
the current pro-settler landlords de-
manded rent on pain of eviction.

For the Palestinians, given their ine-
quality before this law and past victimi-
sation through a network of legalised 
land robberies in the 1950s, acquies-
cence before this provocation was one 
humiliation too far. And, were there 
any doubts, the Jewish supremacist 
Lehava movement made quite sure to 
drive that point home, marching trium-
phantly through Arab neighborhoods 
in the spirit of Polish nationalists parad-
ing through the Warsaw ghetto in the 
interwar years. Long simmering Arab 
nationalist passions were provoked 
throughout the mixed cities and towns. 
The match was lit.

Any sensible Israeli government 
could have extinguished the flame by 
simply buying the land, converting it to 
state property, while reassuring Arab 
tenants that past arrangements would 
be honored. That is, any Israeli govern-
ment that sought reconciliation with its 
Arab citizens and residents and sought 
to parlay such acts as olive-branches to 
the surrounding Arab world; any gov-
ernment, that is, that sought to defang 
Jewish rabble rousing and embrace 
Arab rights; any Israeli government 
that sought to promote a multinational 
Israeli democracy; any Israeli govern-
ment that sought to redeem and re-
build its international standing.

But a non-chauvinist government is 
a government Israel is sadly lacking. 
What it has is Netanyahu and bankrupt 
political elites that feed on chauvinism, 
wink at supremacy, and thrive on na-
tional division.

Israel’s abject failure opened the 
door. Palestinian Authority president 
Mahmoud Abbas took the door off 
the hinges. The Palestinian Authority 
cancelled the first Palestinian election 
in 15 years, an election Abbas’s triply 
divided party was almost certain to lose 
to Hamas. The pretext for this cancella-
tion was the (unstated) refusal of Israel 
to allow the election to take place in 

Jerusalem itself. Of course, Palestinian 
residents could have cast their ballots 
in the West Bank or by mail. So this ex-
cuse was as flimsy as tissue paper.

Having been deprived of an electoral 
road to power, the theocratic fascists of 
Hamas needed a way to demonstrate 
that they, and not the PA, are the most 
resolute champion of Jerusalem, of 
Islam, and of Palestinian dignity. Jeru-
salem aflame was the very cause they 
needed. And as an ally and semi-proxy 
of Iran, Hamas launched thousands 
of rockets, unsettling Israeli lives and 
threatening to disrupt the tenuous path 
of compromise and normalisation that 
Israel and parts of the Sunni Arab world 
have been of late experimenting with, 
an experiment that imperiled Iran’s 
drive to regional hegemony.

For socialists and radicals, the fact 
that Hamas was not seeking full-scale 
war does not excuse their actions, 
which led to an inevitable military esca-
lation. Even on its own terms, one might 
ask how the indiscriminate bombing of 
Jerusalem defends Jerusalem?

And what right, moral or legal, 
does Hamas have to aim missiles de-
liberately at Israeli civilian sites from 
launchers embedded in its own popu-
lation centres? Every missile was a war 
crime; every Palestinian a Hamas hos-
tage-shield.

Asymmetry
At the same time, the legitimate right 
of Israel to survive — which in any case 
was not a factor in this conflict — is 
not a carte blanche excuse to ration-
alise any aggressive response it cho-
ses. Mass bombing of entire housing 
blocks, water treatment infrastructure 
and medical facilities to kill individ-
ual Hamas commanders and destroy 
launchpads exacts a human toll dis-
proportionate to the meagre military 
gains. Civilian destruction, even if unin-
tended collateral damage, is no less a 
crime when the choice to exercise that 
option for trivial military advantages 
demonstrates a chauvinist indifference 
to innocent Arab life.

It is of little consolation to Palestin-
ian victims that Israeli warfare has one 

of the lowest civilian kill ratios 
of any similar asymmetric con-
flict. One only has to recall the 
conduct of American and Brit-
ish forces in Fallujah, Serbian 
militias in Bosnia and Kosovo, 
Russian troops in Chechnya, 
Saudi and Iranian massacres 
in Yemen, Turkish outrages in 
Kurdistan, Syrian reprisals do-
mestically. The list is endless.

And one could only imagine 
what would be left of Cuba, 
were they to rise up in resist-

ance to the American embargo, and 
similarly lob a barrage of rockets at 
Miami, Jacksonville, Tampa and Key 
West; or how the American anti-war 
movement might react. Presumably 
with a tad bit less of the bravura “un-
conditional support” for Cuban “resist-
ance” crap that it has exhibited in this 
conflict. That is, if it wished to have a 
future with the American public.

But a lesser crime is still an affront to 
human decency. And no amount of Is-
raeli rationalisation or contextualising 
can mitigate that. Decent world opinion 
will no longer tolerate the “We’re-not-
the–worst-offender,” “far-worse–ac-
tors-than-us-have-been-given-a-pass,” 
“we’re- being-held-to-a-higher-stand-
ard” and “Hamas-also-needs-to-be-
held-to-account” special pleading, 
even when all these alibis retain an in-
disputable kernel of truth. Hamas pop-
ularity is an artifice of occupation and 
the enduring crime of national repres-
sion is its lifeblood. It will only wither 
when its lifeblood is cut off. It cannot 
lose militarily, because, as long as the 
occupation exists, it will always be able 
to replenish its ranks.

For these reasons, the world has 
grown wary of the same shopworn Is-
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raeli apologias, where supposed dedi-
cation to peace with justice is swamped 
by indefatigable willingness to defend 
the status quo.

Tragically, abhorrence at Israel’s cal-
lous overreaction is not confined to 
“decent,” that is, consistently demo-
cratic opinion. And by decent, I more 
concretely mean those who seek a fu-
ture of equal rights, civic and national, 
for Palestinians both in Israel and in 
their own independent state. Socialists 
have every right and obligation to de-
fend the Palestinian cause. But we are 
also obliged to pursue that defence 
based on our values, our politics, and 
intercommunal working-class interests. 
Not by parroting Palestinian and Arab 
chauvinist arguments that deny the le-
gitimacy of another national commu-
nity.

Building from below
When Hal Draper posed the problem 
of “How to Defend Israel?” in 1948, he 
meant defending Israel with socialist, 
not Zionist, arguments and means. He 
meant class-struggle politics that uni-
fied Jews and Arabs against their com-
mon oppressors.

We face a parallel challenge today. 
We have our own methods, the meth-
ods of political warfare; of building 
movements from below that unify na-
tional communities of struggle against 
all ruling classes and would-be ruling 
classes. And we have the arsenal of 
democracy to draw from, not the con-
trived and invidious propaganda of ra-
cial grievance.

Contrary to much of the Western far 
Left’s narcissistic psychodrama, the Is-
rael-Palestinian conflict is a clash of 
chauvinisms, not of races, not of white 
supremacists and black subalterns. The 
Black faces you are most likely to re-
gionally encounter are those of African 
Jews, not Palestinians.

Apartheid?
Is Israel an “apartheid” state? Israel is 
an occupation state. Its citizens, Jews 
and Arabs, are subject to a different 
legal framework than the subject peo-
ple, who have been granted, under the 
Oslo agreements, self-rule within zones 
of occupation.

Japan was occupied by the US until 
the early 1950s; its outer islands for an-
other 20 years. The Japanese were sub-
ject to Japanese laws; the occupying 
forces to American laws. Disputes be-
tween Japanese nationals and Amer-
ican occupiers were usually settled in 
the framework of American judicial 
arrangements. Socialists objected to 
the occupation regime as a violation of 
Japan’s right to self-determination. We 
deferred to generally recognised dem-

ocratic precepts, not to the wounded 
martial and national pride of Japanese 
chauvinism.

No reputable historian, socialist or 
mainstream, sympathetic or triumphal-
ist, has ever retroactively labeled this 
occupation arrangement “apartheid.” 
And neither should we here.

Is Israel within the Green Line an 
apartheid state? Discrimination against 
Palestinian Arabs in Israel abounds. 
No-one would describe the US today 
or France as apartheid states, though 
people of colour can hardly claim 
equality in either state. Also, in Israel, 
it’s discrimination based on nationality 
rather than race.

Arab-Israelis, in contrast to Black 
South Africans under apartheid, are 
citizens of the country; they can partic-
ipate in its political life by forming par-
ties and voting, by protesting and by 
petitioning for redress; they can bring 
cases against Jews to court, serve on 
juries, in legal proceedings and as ju-
rists; they have the right to immigrate 
and emigrate, they have (on paper) the 
right to chose where to live, their job 
and place of work; they can acquire an 
education and property; they can own 
businesses, engage in professions; 
they can socialise, have sexual relations 
with and marry Jews. They can worship 
freely. None of these individual rights 
are prohibited by embedded struc-
tures of Israeli legality.

There are regulations and practices 
that distinguish between Jew and non-
Jew, but not at the level of systemic, 
comprehensive, non-remedial discrim-
ination as practiced by apartheid South 
Africa.

It is possible to conceive of an Israel — 
largely within the existing legal frame-
work — that accords comprehensive 
equal individual rights to Israeli Arabs, 
translating paper equality into active 
equality. That does not prevail today, 
but it is not even precluded in advance 
from coming into existence through ex-
isting channels of legal reform.

Licensing the racialising narrative of 
equating Israel with “apartheid” has 
been a victory of sorts for the Palestini-
ans and a disaster for Jews everywhere. 
It allows Hamas to be laundered from 
an Islamic chauvinist terrorist organ-
isation into a social justice movement 
struggling against “white supremacy” 
and “genocide”. It has raised novel 
strains of “virtuous” Jew-hatred and 
compounded the marginalised ha-
tred from the right with a hatred of far 
greater appeal and respectability from 
the left.

If Zionism is judged a variant of white 
supremacy, and Jews who support the 
Zionist “project” are deemed collabo-

rators with racism and Islamophobia 
or are at least racist-adjacent, then it is 
open season against Jews as it would 
be against the KKK. The onus is then 
upon Jews to demonstrate that they 
are innocent of the “crime of Zionism”.

This moral blackmail too is an insidi-

ous form of political warfare.
It is the trap the left fell into when it 

abandoned its political independence, 
checked its “white privilege” and be-
came the cheering squad for Palestin-
ian irredentism. □

Israel-Gaza: another war, another setback

By John Cunningham 

Is there a Marxist analysis of the brain? 
Probably not, but a materialist analy-

sis of this amazingly complex organ is 
possible (and necessary).

Matthew Cobb’s book The Idea of 
the Brain: A History traces the history 
of our understanding of the brain 
from 1665, when the Danish anato-
mist Nicolaus Steno announced that 
the brain could be best understood 
as a machine, an idea that still reso-
nates today. And, despite the intense 
research that has gone on over the 
years and the mountains of published 
scientific articles, brain research is still 
in the dark about how much of the 
brain functions. Indeed, we don’t fully 
understand the brain of the fruitfly 
(Drosophila) maggot which consists of 
just 10,000 neurons (nerve cells) — a 
mere drop in the ocean compared to 
the human brain (100 billion neurons, 
give or take a few billion).

Before the seventeenth century it 
was the heart, not the brain, that was 
thought to be the centre of inner life. 
This changed with Steno’s announce-
ment and then with the growing in-
terest in electricity. It was discovered 
that an electric charge could stimulate 
various parts of the body even if the 
creature was dead. Frogs were com-
mon subjects for these experiments 
but also, rather gruesomely, human 
cadavers and body parts, which were 
occasionally shown at travelling ex-
hibitions. This partly led to the brain 
being studied as a series of electrical 
connections. Or chemical connec-
tions: for that, we must partly thank 
Albert Hoffman who, in 1943, fell off 
his bicycle in Basel, Switzerland after 
taking a dose of an apparently innoc-
uous liquid he had synthesised a few 
years earlier. He was the first, unwill-
ing, acid-freak: it is now known as LSD.

This led to research into the effects 
of various chemicals on the brain 
(some bad, some good). The next big 

step was to compare the working of 
the brain to a computer. That domi-
nated research for many years. Today, 
many previously accepted views are 
being questioned, for example, the 
idea that functions in the brain are 
localised, in other words there is a 
part of the brain for smelling, a part 
for sensing movement and so on. The 
workings of the brain are much more 
complicated than that, and there is 
much cross and inter-connections be-
tween the different parts.

Sigmund Freud
One aspect of Matthew Cobb’s book 
which is particularly interesting is the 
few mentions of Sigmund Freud, the 
father of psychoanalysis. He wasn’t 
particularly interested in the brain 
and his work adds little, if anything, 
to our understanding of it (the same 
can be said for Pavlov and his salivat-
ing dogs). Much of what Freud wrote 
is a load of twaddle (my words, not 
those of Matthew Cobb) and there is 
no evidence for the existence of the 
id, ego and superego, nor is there any 
evidence that the unconscious exists 
in the sense intended by Freud and 
his followers. Many questions remain 
unanswered: Is there such a thing as 
“free will”? What is the “mind”? What 
is ‘consciousness’? It may be years 
before satisfactory answers are found 
but it can be said, with certainty, that: 
Everything in the head is material.

Why does this matter? Partly, be-
cause as Marxists we should try and 
understand the science and partly be-
cause Freud, post-Freudians and var-
ious spin-offs (for example, Jacques 
Lacan and Slavoj Žižek), have prop-
agated systems of ideas which in my 
view can only be described as mysti-
cism. Despite this, their writings still 
resonate with elements in the pseu-
do-left.

Faced with the tosh churned out by 
Lacan, Žižek et al, we need to restate 
the importance and centrality of sci-
ence and scientific research. Matthew 
Cobb, with this excellent and highly 
readable book, has performed a great 
service. □

The science of brains
Antidoto

Book review
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Now open up for education and debate
By Dale Street

The Labour Party held its first training 
session on “Understanding Anti-

semitism” online on 14 June.
Anyone expecting a training session 

which denounced all criticism of Israel 
as antisemitic, or which cited the In-
ternational Holocaust Remembrance 
Alliance (IHRA) examples of antisemi-
tism (much and wrongly denounced as 
banning criticism of Israel) as sole and 
absolute criteria, would have had their 
expectations confounded.

The session covered too much in too 
short a space of time. It leaned towards 
handed-down “training” rather than to 
opening up education and discussion. 
But if it encouraged at least some of its 
audience to follow up more deeply the 
material covered, then it was useful.

It suffered from all the usual draw-
backs of a Zoom meeting, and the 
opening comments were too long. It at-
tempted to cover too much in too short 
a space of time.

But it did examine contemporary 
forms of antisemitism, especially the 

forms in which it has manifested itself 
in the Labour Party in recent years.

Examples were provided of tradi-
tional antisemitic tropes — the blood 
libel, “Jewish wealth”, “Jewish power” 
— and how they manifest themselves 
today, especially in relation to debate 
about Israel-Palestine and to conspir-
acy theories.

The Soviet “anti-Zionist” campaign of 
the late 1960s was used as an example 
of how traditional antisemitic themes 
can be repackaged as “anti-Zionism”. 
The same campaign was also used to 
illustrate the necessarily antisemitic 
nature of equating Israel, Zionism and 
Nazism.

The importance of context was 
stressed. “Free Gaza, Free Palestine” 
was cited as a slogan not in itself an-
tisemitic but which could be in certain 
contexts.

The IHRA definition and examples of 
antisemitism were mentioned only in 
passing, and that only in relation to its 
emphasis on the need to take context 
into account when assessing whether a 
statement is antisemitic.

What distinguishes antisemitism from 
racism (or other forms of racism) was 
also only touched upon, i.e. antisemi-
tism sees Jews as more powerful, more 
wealthy, and more “cunning”, whereas 
anti-Black racism, for example, sees 

Blacks as inferior.
A concluding section covered the dif-

ferences between legitimate criticisms 
of Israel and critiques which are warped 
and shaped by antisemitic assumptions 
and tropes. □

Italian FedEx worker beaten 
by bosses’ thugs
A courier for FedEx in Northern Italy, Abdelhamid Elazab, has been in a coma 

in hospital after being beaten around the head with a broken pallet by thugs 
brought in to attack protesting workers on 11 June. Nine other workers from 
Piacenza were injured less seriously. The report from the workers’ trade union 
SI Cobas says they were attacked by men from Zampieri Holdings, the shipping 
company at whose warehouses in Lodi, thirty miles from Piacenza, the protest 
took place. The union calls Zampieri a “mafia organisation” and the “armed 
hand” of FedEx. It says the police stood by and allowed the violence to hap-
pen.. The union calls Zampieri a “mafia organisation” and the “armed hand” of 
FedEx. It says the police stood by and allowed the violence to happen. SI Cobas 
has been waging a struggle against thousands of job cuts in the industry. The 
FedEx courier workforce is predominantly migrant, no small fact in Italy’s current 
right-wing political environment. There is a national strike in Italy’s transport and 
logistics industries on Friday 18 June and a demonstration in protest at the at-
tack on the Piacenza workers in Rome on Saturday 19th. □

Arguing for a 
society based on 
human solidarity, 
social ownership 
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and banks, 
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and social 
democracy. 182 
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Otto Rühle’s 
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Buy our books!
Order from workersliberty.org/publications

Browse, basket, and buy books, pamphlets, and publication bundles 
— and find more info, related resources, study guides, reviews and 

so on, from the same place. Some books are free to download or as 
audiobooks. Prices listed exclude postage and packaging: £1 for small 
items, £3 for larger items, free over £30. Every third publication will be 
half-price and 15% off over £50. □
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Standing Together: a pillar of hope
From Sally Abed

Sally Abed is Resource Development 
Director of Standing Together in Israel

We have witnessed truly violent 
and painful events in the past few 

weeks. However, it the middle of really 
difficult times, and despite the incite-
ment, racism, and polarisation efforts, 
we have also felt a sense of hope.

Thousands of Jewish and Palestinian 
citizens of Israel have stood together, 
in hundreds of locations throughout Is-
rael, and demanded a ceasefire, end to 
the occupation, equality and freedom 
for all. We have also seen more Jew-
ish citizens than ever coming to mixed 
cities like Jaffa, Haifa, and Jerusalem 
to express their solidarity with the Pal-

estinian citizens of these cities, and 
particularly in Sheikh Jarrah [a district 
of mainly-Arab East Jerusalem where 
residents face eviction].

In addition to people taking on the 
streets, we have seen unprecedented 
initiatives through our local chapters. 
Our members have conducted tens 
of “house meets”, discussion groups, 
and strategic planning groups to 
better understand what are the next 
steps.

Following the ceasefire, we were 
able to mobilise one of the largest 
end-the-occupation and Israeli-Pales-
tinian peace protest in years. With over 
3,000 protestors, from Tel Aviv, Jaffa, 
Rahat, Bei’er Shiva, Nazareth, Haifa, 
Jerusalem and more, we were able 
to prove one thing: There is a peace 
movement in Israel.

The message was clear: The major-
ity of the people that live here want 
an end to the occupation, they want 
peace, security and freedom. The only 
way for us to make our voices heard, 
and make our demands a reality, is 
through Jewish-Arab partnership. We 
have also partnered in organising the 
women’s strike and protest last week 
in collaboration with amazing feminist 
groups and activists, where hundreds 
of women participated nation-wide.

The mobilisation has also affected 
our digital audience. Our digital reach 
is more impactful than ever. Our social 
media impact has nearly quadrupled, 
our newsletter subscription has in-
creased by nearly 70%, and our mem-
bership platform has also increased 
significantly. Much Standing Together 
content has become viral with hun-
dreds of thousands of shares and mil-
lions of views.

The response of Jewish-Arab solidar-

ity and partnership is unprecedented. 
Not only within this region, but his-
torically. Dimitry Chomsky, a historian 
who studies Zionism and the Israeli so-
ciety and is a professor at the Hebrew 
University wrote an op-ed in Haaretz, 
where he explains that modern national 
territorial conflicts never succeeded to 
build a grassroots movement that was 
able to contain both national narra-
tives. He then says that what Standing 
Together is doing is really unprece-
dented, and is a pillar of hope.

At Standing Together, we acknowl-
edge the complexity of our task, but 
strongly believe in our methodology. 
We have been organising Jewish and 
Palestinian citizens of Israel for six 
years, locally, nationally, and on cam-
puses, and we do not plan to stop.

While we understand that these 
events have created a harder, more po-
larised reality for us to work through, 
we also know that given the nature of 
the events within mixed cities, we will 
never go back to the status quo.

On 9 June, we held our first Jew-
ish-Arab conference in Kufir Manda in 
the north, with tens of lectures, work-
shops and discussion groups.

The Palestinian students on cam-

puses were very reluctant to come 
back. Some have reported to us that 
they are afraid. (One student had her 
dorm door “marked”). Our student 
organiser has been conducting per-
sonal meetings with students, in addi-
tion to accompanying chapter leaders 
to lead nation-wide synchronised 
events on campuses.

We are recruiting new local organ-
isers: One in the Triangle area, and 
one for the Tel Aviv-Jaffa area (includ-
ing Lod and Ramla). The goal is to 
increase our organisational abilities 

in those areas, through introductory 
meetings, local activities and trainings.

We do not simply mobilise. Stand-
ing Together is the only grassroots 
Jewish-Arab political movement in the 
Israeli Left that is building methodolog-
ical training in the theories of commu-
nity organising towards social change. 

After the ceasefire, now is exactly 
the time to organise people, and har-
ness the energy of everyone that was 
mobilised to the streets in the past few 
weeks. □

By Ollie Moore

A campaign of direct action 
by electricians in the con-

struction industry has scored 
a major victory. Contractors 
Balfour Beatty and NG Bai-
ley are “permanently with-
drawing” plans to introduce 
a new grade of electrician 
with lower training standards 
at the major Hinckley Point C 
(HPC) development.

A letter announcing the 
bosses’ climbdown said the 
plans were scrapped “after 
Unite [union] raised con-
cerns.”

Those “concerns” were ex-
pressed in a campaign, taking 
place over several months, in 
which workers and their sup-
porters mounted protests, 

including demonstrations 
and sit-ins, at sites connected 
to Balfour Beatty, NG Bailey, 
and EDF, the French energy 
firm which is the main client 
at HPC. The actions were or-
ganised by Unite, primarily 
by activists involved in the 
Unite Construction Rank-and-
File network, one of the few 
places in the labour move-
ment in Britain where some-
thing resembling genuine, 
independent rank-and-file 
organisation has been main-
tained.

The victory means all work-
ers on the HPC site will con-
tinue to be trained to the 
existing standards of the 
Joint Industry Board. □

By Ruth Cashman

The left has won control 
of the national executive 

committee (NEC) of public 
services union Unison for the 
first time since its formation 
in 1993. Left candidates took 
41 of the 68 seats.

The Time For Real Change 
slate, formed out of the cam-
paign to back Paul Holmes 
for general secretary, and 
supported by Workers’ Liberty, 
took 37 seats. A further four 
were won by Socialist Party 
candidates.

The Time for Real Change 
group said in a statement, 
“This majority for change on 
the Unison NEC must now en-

able a positive transformation 
of our union. We are deter-
mined to change Unison into 
a force that can protect and 
improve your terms and con-
ditions at work.”

The new NEC could turn 
around some of the indus-
trial failures of the union. The 

strength of feeling of NHS 
workers against the pay 
offer gives them the oppor-
tunity to build an industrial 
dispute with real energy on 
the ground. We should aim 
and work for national action 
across the NHS, though the 
anti-union laws make national 
ballots difficult to win, so it 
may require disaggregated 
ballots at first. 

The new leadership will 
face an entrenched bureau-
cracy who will try and prevent 
transformation of the union. 
They should respond with a 
coherent plan to democratise 
the union and empower mem-
bers. □

Left wins Unison NEC

More online
Lab-leak theory very 

unlikely
Zack Muddle argues that the lab-
leak theory of Covid origin is still 

unviable
bit.ly/lab-leak

Confusing, trendy, 
disempowering

Michael Elms analyses the Labour 
left group Momentum’s new 
proposals to “re-found” itself

bit.ly/re-mom

Electricians win de-skilling fight

A socialist and anti-
imperialist

Shapurji Saklatvala was Labour’s 
first BAME MP, and a revolution-

ary socialist and anti-imperialist. 
Learn about his life and struggles in 
this pamphlet, replete with lessons 
for today. £3. □
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“Can’t run ethically without that”

By Emma Rickman

The manager, M, steps back from his 
standing desk towards the white-

board. He draws a large pipe, with two 
smaller pipes branching off it.

M: “We’re going to put two stab-ins 
into the chimney stack. These will ex-
tract some of the gas — “ he draws a 
tank connecting the smaller pipes “and 
send it into a centrifuge — “ he draws a 
spiral of air within the tank “which will 
extract the carbon from the gas.”

M grimaces: “But it’s not very efficient 
or useful. Carbon capture and stor-
age… what’s the point in putting the 
energy into this process, then burning 
carbon to transport it, just to put it back 
in a hole in the ground? That’s not use-
ful to anyone. So — !”

He wipes away the tank and one of 
the pipes, then draws a larger tank 
filled with liquid.

M: “Algae lives off carbon, nitrogen 
oxides… a lot of the products we send 
up the stack. If we feed algae with these 
pollutants, we’re not sending them into 
the atmosphere and we’re making a 
very useful fuel. Have you ever heard 
of spirulina?”

Me: “In smoothies?”
M: “Yes and in protein shakes, that 

sort of thing.”
Me: “It’s pricey!”
M: “Yes, it’s very nutritious. Our spir-

ulina probably won’t be fit to go directly 

into foods, but it can be used to enrich 
soil.” He gestures towards a company 
logo in a powerpoint on the computer. 
“Veolia are quite close to the company 
doing the carbon capture and storage 
— but I think [the directors] will be per-
suaded by the idea we’re actually pro-
ducing something useful that can be 
sold and used now.”

He wipes the board clean and opens 
up another slide on the power point, 
showing a graphic of a power station, 
a network of pipes, and two large tanks.

M: “The other project I want to get 
moving is hydrogen manufacture. I’ve 
been speaking to a local company — 
they think they can install a plant over 
the road. We’d run a private power line 
over to the hydrogen plant — “

Me: “That’s electrolysis…?”
M: “Yes, exactly — and so we’d need 

to prioritise turbine power generation 
for the hydrogen plant. The hydrogen 
would go into the bin wagons, local 
buses and vehicles. But that also means 
that we won’t be directing as much 
steam into District Heating, because 
we’ll need all the steam going into the 
turbine to generate power for hydro-
gen. So... biomass.”

He draws two tanks on the white-
board, connected to large oblongs to 
represent the district heating back-up 
gas boilers.

M: “We set up the District Heating 
boilers to run on biomass — I’ve got an-
other company involved in this — we do 
a trial run on one of the boilers, replace 
the burner, and monitor the output 
from it — emissions, noise, smell — get 

the councillors down here to see it.”
Me: “What kind of biomass?”
M: “I’m hoping for used cooking oil, 

from the city.”
Me: “I knew a bus company in 

Brighton who used to run off that.”
M: “The thing about this is — the boiler 

house scada will need to be upgraded 
or changed so that changes in demand 
from District Heating customers won’t 
affect power generation. The boiler 
house needs to be able to respond au-
tomatically to the network.”

Me: “What about this new Heat Net-
work regulation next year? Will District 
Heating be expanding?”

M: (grimacing) “I’m not sure that’s re-
ally going to mean anything for us. We 
can’t force buildings to connect, not 
when we have a monopoly and high 
connection costs... I’m trying to get Dis-
trict Heating turned into a non-profit, so 
that money made goes back into main-
tenance. We can’t run um...”

Me: “Ethically?”
M: “Exactly — without that.” □

• Emma Rickman is an apprentice 
engineer at a Combined Heat and 
Power plant.

A really bad film
By John Cunningham

For a change, a really bad film: Mel 
Gibson’s Braveheart (1995). Usually, 

I only recommend films that I like and 
are interesting. Dale Street’s article on 
a possible second Scottish Referendum 
prompted me to think of films featuring 
Scottish nationalism.

The one film that outshines all the 
others, but primarily because of its ig-
norance and stupidity, is Mel Gibson’s 
Braveheart. Take the well-known poster 
of William Wallace (played by Gibson) 
with blue face-paint and kilt. Scottish 
warriors stopped wearing blue face-
paint many hundred years before and 
hadn’t yet adopted the kilt.

The English king Edward I (“Long-
shanks”) is a brute and his son (later 
Edward II) is effete and flounces around 
in silks. The English are the repository 

of all evil, and the Scots are the good 
guys. That Wallace once flayed one of 
his English captives and wore his skin 
around him as a cloak is conveniently 
ignored. Wallace has an affair with Is-
abella, the French wife of Edward II. 
In fact, she was only ten and living in 
France when Wallace was executed.

Yet Braveheart, with its noxious blend 
of populism and nationalism, has been 
adopted by various brands of Scottish 
nationalism including, when Alex Sal-
mond was leader, the Scottish National 
Party. □

Three weeks to go
Contributions this week from Liam 

and Pete plus some other have 
brought us in an extra £202.62. With 
only three weeks or so to Ideas for 
Freedom, we have a total of £9,026. 
So from fund-raising and sec-
ond-hand book sales at the event, 
we will need to raise around £11,000 
to meet our target of £20,000 by 11 
July. At previous summer schools 
we’ve got more like £8,000, so we 
have our work cut out. We urge 
everyone to dig deep and to think 
about using whatever you can spare 
to help us build and progress as a 
group of committed Marxists and 
revolutionaries. Solidarity is a unique 
resource on the left. Readers may 
not realise that just printing it, not 
including the costs of sending it out, 
and not counting the largely-unpaid 
hours of work that go into producing 
it, costs us £500 per issue. We need 
to cover those costs to make our or-
ganisation and our ideas accessible, 
and to host lively and spiky debate 
across the left and labour movement 
in a way other left papers just won’t 
do. If all our current readers commit 
to an ongoing standing order to pay 
for their papers, and commit at least 
one other person to do the same, 
then we will reach future fundraising 
targets easily. So keep donating, set 
up a standing order, or renew your 
subscription now! workersliberty.
org/donate2021 and workersliberty.
org/sub □

“Hello! Yes, 
there were 
two pro-union 
supporters here 
but I’ve just 
killed them…”

Diary of an 
engineer

What we stand for
Today one class, the working class, 

lives by selling its labour power 
to another, the capitalist class, which 
owns the means of production.

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

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

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

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

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

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

• Independent working-class rep-
resentation in politics

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

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

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

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

• A workers’ movement that fights 
all forms of oppression

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

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

• Black and white workers’ unity 
against racism

• Open borders
• Global solidarity against global 

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

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

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

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

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

• workersliberty.org/join-awl

Kino Eye
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From Off the Rails

Workers on the Caledonian Sleeper 
are staging an eleven-day strike 

from 15 June against the company’s 
threat to impose a pay freeze. With the 
employer already showing scant re-
gard for staff welfare, the refusal to in-

crease pay during these difficult times 
adds insult to injury. It is little wonder 
that nearly three-quarters of members 
voted in the RMT ballot, with 85% vot-
ing Yes to strikes. This is exactly the 
sort of concerted action that can win, 
and in doing so, make it harder for all 
employer to freeze our pay. This strike 
deserves the active support of all rail 
workers. □

Caledonian Sleeper strikes againCaledonian Sleeper strikes again

Contact us
020 7394 8923

solidarity@workersliberty.org

Write to: 20E Tower Workshops, 
Riley Road, London, SE1 3DG

Production team: George 
Wheeler, Martin Thomas 

(editor), Sacha Ismail, Simon Nelson, 
Zack Muddle

Our union’s [PCS] annual delegate 
conference is taking place digi-

tally on 13-14 June. Workers’ Liberty 
activists, as part of the Independent 
Left network, are supporting various 
motions to the conference.

A motion on full-time officials’ pay, 
which talked about exploring ways to 
bring officers’ pay more closely in line 
with the average pay of members, was 
defeated, but by a margin which sug-
gests some ground has been made in 
this debate since last discussed.

Similarly, a proposal for the election 
of all officials was also defeated, but 
the motion on union structure that 
was passed included language about 
exploring ways to extend the “demo-
cratic principle” to officials other than 
the general secretary and assistant 
general secretary. Again, this shows 
some progress.

A motion committing the union to 
support democratic and working-class 
struggles in China and Hong Kong, in-
cluding the Uyghur people’s struggle 
for human rights, will be discussed on 
14 June. The National Executive Com-
mittee is supporting this motion and 
it’s likely to pass.

The conference has also taken a 
decision to formally devolve deci-
sion-making about industrial matters 
in Scotland and Wales, where there 
are separate civil service employment 
and bargaining structures, to spe-

cific democratic committees in those 
countries.

We are balloting outsourced work-
ers at the Department for Business, 
Energy, and Industrial Strategy (BEIS) 
for further industrial action, in a ballot 
closing on 29 June. The workers are 
employed by ISS. They’ve previously 
been part of sustained strikes at BEIS, 
which won significant concessions. 
The dispute this time is over a number 
of issues, including pay, annual leave 
entitlement, and workplace safety, but 
we’re very clear that our ultimate aim 
is to win direct, in-house employment.

The struggle over workplace safety 
in the Swansea Driver and Vehicle Li-
censing Agency (DVLA) complex is 
also ongoing. It is becoming a matter 
of attritional warfare. We are prepared 
for the long haul and are planning 
a campaign of action over several 
months.

I will meet with the United Voices of 
the World union (UVW) on Tuesday 15 
June to discuss the campaign against 
job cuts amongst outsourced clean-
ers in the Royal Parks. We’ll hopefully 
agree a timetable for an industrial ac-
tion ballot, and plan joint campaign-
ing and fundraising. If and when 
strikes happen, we’ll ensure that the 
workers receive strike pay.

The Group Executive Committee 
in the Department for Work and Pen-
sions (DWP) will meet soon, and put in 
place plans to move our campaign for 
workplace safety forwards. A decision 
will be made on exactly who to ballot, 
and when. □

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

(22 issues) £22 waged, £11 un-
waged, €30 European rate.

Visit workersliberty.org/sub 
Or, email awl@workersliberty.org 
with your name and address, or 
phone 020 7394 8923. Standing 
order £5 a month: more to support 
our work. Forms online. □

Unite: threat from the right
By Ann Field

Nominations for the Unite the Union 
General Secretary election closed 

on 7 June. All four candidates secured 
enough branch or workplace nomina-
tions for a place on the ballot paper. 
The minimum number needed was 
172.

Howard Beckett (Head of Unite’s 
Legal Department) had 328. Gerard 
Coyne (Unite West Midlands Regional 
Secretary until his dismissal in 2017) 
had 196, Sharon Graham (Head of 
Unite’s Organising Department) 349, 
and Steve Turner (Unite Assistant Gen-
eral Secretary) 525.

Coyne is the candidate of the union’s 
right wing, the Labour Party right wing, 
the Telegraph and the Daily Mail. In the 
2017 General Secretary election he 
came close to beating Len McCluskey, 
winning 41.5% against McCluskey’s 
45.5%. There is a real risk he will win.

A single left candidate is substantially 
preferable to letting the right win. But 
there is no sign of any of the three left 

candidates being willing to step down. 
And, it should be acknowledged, 
Turner and Graham both have good 
grounds for refusing to stand down.

Turner was selected by the United 
Left to be their candidate. He has also 
picked up the most nominations by far.

Graham can legitimately point to the 
fact that she is the only female candi-
date in a union which has never had 
a female General Secretary. She also 
claims that the total membership of 
branches which have nominated her is 
greater than the membership of Turn-
er’s nominating branches.

And there is no democratic process 
which could decide on a single left can-
didate.

Outgoing general secretary Len Mc-
Cluskey has convened meetings of the 
three candidates and members of their 
“teams” to try to ensure just one of their 
names appears on the ballot paper.

But some Unite activists also believe 
that McCluskey is less concerned with 
saving Unite from Coyne than with sav-
ing himself from Coyne. If there are 

skeletons in the cupboard from Mc-
Cluskey’s terms of office, then Coyne — 
sacked by McCluskey in 2017 — can be 
counted on to publicise them.

And McCluskey playing the role of 
kingmaker means that there is no level 
playing field. Beckett is McCluskey’s fa-
voured candidate.

There were many positives in McClus-
key’s platform when he was first elected 
General Secretary in 2010, including his 
commitment to be a “one-term-only” 
General Secretary. But eleven years on 
it is a very different story.

McCluskey now wheels and deals 
like any other union bureaucrat. The 
“fightback union” shows ever less signs 
of fighting back against the Tories and 
employers. Increasingly the formerly 
despised GMB shows a greater level of 
workplace militancy (and recruitment).

There has been opposition to the di-
rection which Unite has travelled under 
McCluskey.

The proposed rule-change for Gen-
eral Secretary elections defeated at 
the 2019 Rules Revision Conference — 

“Add a new sentence at the end of sec-
tion 16.12 of the Rulebook: The Single 
Transferable Vote system of voting will 
be used in the election of the General 
Secretary” — came from an AWL Unite 
member.

AWL members also argued against 
the rule change raising the threshold 
of branch nominations for a place on 
a General Secretary ballot paper and 
sought to win the United Left to that 
position, as well as challenging at-
tempts to rewrite the history of the Sally 
Nailard sexual harassment claim.

The brutal reality now is that the only 
“mechanism” which could deliver one 
left name on the ballot paper is Mc-
Cluskey’s back-room talks.

McCluskey-brokered talks are the op-
posite of how a healthy and democratic 
left would seek to achieve a single left 
candidate.

But none of that impacts on the im-
perative of preventing Coyne from 
taking Unite back to the days of the 
EEPTU. □
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We planned Ideas for 
Freedom assuming  from 
the start that the 21 June 
lockdown-easing schedule would not 
be met, and designed it to be Covid-safe 
despite that. Sessions include...

Saturday
11:30am-1:10pm
≫Is socialist revolution possible? Is it desirable? 
Ruth Cashman, Workers’ Liberty, debates Profes-
sor John Strawson
≫QAnon and the rise of a new far right, with 
Joe Mulhall, Hope Not Hate, and Cathy Nugent, 
Workers’ Liberty
≫Alan Turing and us
≫Organising the unorganised. John Moloney, 
Assistant General Secretary, PCS union (pc), and 
Kelly Rogers, former Picturehouse striker
≫What should socialists say about the police 
and criminal justice system?, with Ellie Clarke, 
Workers’ Liberty
2:20pm-4pm
≫Should socialists support a “Progressive Alli-
ance”? Neal Lawson (Compass) debates Elaine 
Jones
≫Capitalism and mental health, with speakers 
including Susan Jones and Todd Hamer, Work-
ers’ Liberty
≫The next wave of climate activism, with speak-
ers including Simon Pirani, author of Burning 
Up: A Global History of Fossil Fuel Consump-
tion, former MP Alan Simpson, and Vicki Morris, 
Workers’ Liberty
≫Covid: what we know and what we don’t 
know, with Prof. George Davey Smith
≫Class-struggle anti-racism, with Jocelyn Cruy-
wagen, Vice Chair, Lambeth Unison, and Kas 
Witana
4:20pm-6pm
≫The experience of “Corbynism” and the future 
of the left in Labour, with speakers including 
Alan Simpson, former Labour MP
≫Winning freedom of speech, with Shiva Mah-
bobi (CFPPI) and Cath Fletcher, Workers’ Liberty
≫China, Hong Kong, East Turkestan: workers’ 
and democratic struggles, with Dilnaz Kerim (UK 
Uyghur community activist), plus invited speak-
ers from the Uyghur Solidarity Campaign and 
Labour Movement Solidarity with Hong Kong, 
and more.
≫Confronting antisemitism on the left, with 
Keith Kahn-Harris and Vicki Morris, Workers’ 
Liberty
≫Resisting Bolsonaro in Brazil, with Brazilian so-
cialist Luisa Xavier

Sunday
10:00am-11:40am
≫What’s happening in Myanmar? with speakers 
from the Myanmar labour movement
≫The backlash against trans rights, with Christie 
Neary, Workers’ Liberty
≫Why you should read Lenin’s ‘What Is To Be 
Done?’, with Paul Hampton
≫The struggle against occupation and racism 
in Israel/Palestine: with Omar Raii, Workers’ Lib-
erty, plus an on-the-ground report from Dana 
Naomy Mills, Peace Now Israel
12:30pm-14:10pm
≫Trade unionism in and after lockdowns, with 
speakers including Prof. Gregor Gall and Janine 
Booth, RMT activist and Workers’ Liberty
Left perspectives on Lebanon’s protest move-
ment, with Lebanese socialist Joey Ayoub
≫Understanding the Renaissance, with Prof. 
Cath Fletcher, author of The Beauty and the Ter-
ror
≫USA: where next for workers, unions, and the 
left? with speakers including Traven Leyshon, 
Vermont AFL-CIO and Democratic Socialists of 
America
≫What is socialist feminism? With women activ-
ists in Workers’ Liberty
2:30pm-4:10pm
≫From #MeToo to the future: confronting vi-
olence against women, with Mithu Sanyal, au-
thor of Rape: From Lucretia to #Me Too, and Jill 
Mountford (Workers’ Liberty)
≫Resisting the Tories’ immigration policy: the 
fight for free movement, with Ana Oppenheim, 
Labour Campaign for Free Movement, and Josh 
Lovell
≫The historical roots of antisemitism on the left
≫Erdogan: Turkish imperialist?

Plus...
≫Thursday 8th: film screening and discussion 
Dear Comrades!
≫Friday 9th: walking tour “Battersea vs the Brit-
ish Empire”
≫More to be announced... □

Buy an online or in person ticket now:
 bit.ly/iff-21 | workersliberty.org/ideas

Waged: £38 | Low wage/Student: £22 | Unwaged: £9 
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SOCIALISM in an  
AGE of COVID

By Martin Thomas

The labour movement’s fight for social meas-
ures on Covid is far from over. It is entering a 

new phase.
Four weeks’ delay, to 19 July, will probably 

not be enough to enable the “complete easing” 
scheduled for 21 June.

The story that some countries have already con-
quered Covid and “reopened completely” is un-
true. By keeping rigid border curbs, some remote 
islands like New Zealand, and other countries 
with strong “natural” borders, have been able 
to ease internal restrictions except for episodic 
short lockdowns when border quarantine fails.

It’s not “all over” even for them. They still have 
their emergencies, like Taiwan’s and Vietnam’s 
now. Melbourne (Australia)’s virus-spill from 
quarantine in summer 2020 brought a strict four-
month lockdown there, and it is still in a new lock-
down introduced on 27 May after another spike.

Britain has looser borders, a boon in usual 
times. The Delta virus-variant now dominant in 
Britain may have a reproduction rate, absent 
curbs, of 8.0, three times as high as the variants of 
early 2020. It spreads fast even with curbs which 
would quell previous variants.

The Delta variant is still rare in continental Eu-
rope (except perhaps Portugal) and the USA. But 
the latest data are 50% increase of it in Germany, 
60% in Belgium, 150% in France. If the govern-
ments there continue to ease border quarantines 
and other curbs, then Delta is likely to explode 
there too. Worldwide, weekly Covid death rates 
are still over 50% higher than the April 2020 peak.

The vaccines are doing well. We planned our 
summer school Ideas for Freedom (10-11 July) 
from the start with precautions assuming that the 
Tories’ 21 June “full easing” would not go ahead, 
and we think our plans are still solid. But vaccines 
are never 100%. In well-vaccinated Britain, hospi-
talisations and deaths are rising much slower than 
infections, but rising.

Possibly rapid vaccine roll-out and the growth 

of immunity from previous infections — 80% of 
adults in England are now estimated to have an-
tibodies, enough to give “herd immunity” with 
previous variants — can check the rise better than 
we think.

The government seems to think that high infec-
tion rates are ok as long as death rates remain 
subdued. But high infection rates create breed-
ing grounds for yet new and worse variants, and 
will spill into other countries with lower vaccina-
tion. Responsible policy demands keeping in-
fection rates down too: some continued curbs, 
coupled with top-speed emergency global vac-
cination. (Some want teenagers in the UK to be 
vaccinated. The decisive objection to that now 
is that frail people and health workers in poorer 
countries with a hugely greater risk of death or 
serious illness should come first, until expanded 
production and roll-out makes it possible to vac-
cinate everyone).

Social improvements
Solidarity makes no claim to expertise in the exact 
design of Covid curbs, and we’re not enthusiasts 
for always making lockdowns stricter and longer.

We can see, though, that the official govern-
ment measures, here as in other countries, are 
made less effective against the virus by always 
evading long-term social improvements. They 
evade:

• Adequate isolation pay
• Workers’ control of workplace safety, new risk 

assessments for new variants, fixing ventilation
• Bringing social care into the public sector, 

with staff on NHS-level pay and conditions
• Rebuilding the health service to gain leeway 

to deal with spikes and emergencies
• Requisitioning Big Pharma and other health-

care suppliers
• Getting good housing for all, and for a start 

providing public quarantine accommodation for 
those otherwise “self-isolating” in crowded quar-
ters.

Solidarity campaigns to win those social im-
provements and to generate a sustainable re-
gime of social solidarity and mutual aid which 
enables all to help each other to push back the 
pandemic. □

Covid: campaigning 
for the long haul

Covid-19
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BUILDING OUR SOLIDARITY AGAINST THEIR G7
By Colin Foster

Former Labour leader Gor-
don Brown cites (bit.ly/gb-

g7) a figure of $33 billion (£23 
billion) urgently needed before 
the end of 2021 for vaccines, 
virus-testing, and PPE this year, 
and maybe the same in 2022.

That’s just 0.08% of the yearly 
total revenues of the G7 rich 
countries who met in Cornwall 
on 11-13 June.

“Instead”, as Brown says, “they 
offered up about $7 billion 
worth of vaccines”, some 870 
million doses in place of the 11 
billion needed this year.

They could donate more 
doses now through the Covax 
scheme, and help to build new 
facilities to produce and roll out 
vaccines, but they don’t.

US president Joe Biden’s talk 
of lifting patent protection on 
the vaccines has faded after 
opposition of governments like 
Britain’s. The straightforward 
call for Big Pharma to be req-
uisitioned and turned to emer-
gency vaccine production and 
roll-out never got on the table.

From 2001 yearly World So-
cial Forums attempted a start at 
building international coordina-
tion and campaigns of labour 
and social movements. They 
have petered out, becoming 
more and more talking-shops 
dominated by NGOs.

The International Trade Union 
Confederation, on paper, has 
about as wide a reach as the 
world trade union movement 
has ever had (200 million work-
ers in 163 countries). But mostly 
it is an office in Brussels, distant 

from trade-union action, not a  
global working-class alterna-
tive to the global top-capitalist 
coordination in the G7.

Solidarity does not have the 
means to change that short-
term. We can and do support 
workers’ and democratic strug-
gles across the world, as in the 
protests for Myanmar, Hong 
Kong, and Uyghur rights we 
have supported over the last 
months.

From such protests, strands of 
connection and common ideas 
can be developed, laying the 
basis for the global alternatives 
we need.

Before the G7 meeting 
proper, on 5 June G7 finance 
ministers had announced plans 
to press for a 15% global min-
imum corporate tax rate, and 
a proviso for countries where 
multinationals generate reve-
nue to have taxing rights (within 
that 15%) “on at least 20% of 
profit exceeding a 10% margin 
for the largest and most profit-
able firms”.

Both the G7 governments, 
and capitalist firms not big 
enough to able to use the huge 
global tax dodges of Amazon, 
Google, etc., want to winkle a 
bit more revenue out of the tax 
havens.

The new plans fall way short 
of the scheme long advocated 

by tax reformers: require cor-
porations to present global 
accounts, and tax them on 
global operations with the tax 
allocated country-by-country 
according to the scale of op-
erations in each country (bit.ly/
sol-pi; bit.ly/sol-pi2).

15% is low, less than income 
tax for even low-paid workers. 
It’s only marginally more than 
the current rate for deliberately 
low-tax countries like Ireland. If 
the plans fly (and they may not: 
they have to go through long 
consultations first) then the ef-
fect may be to reduce tax rates 
towards 15% rather than to 
raise them. Depending on the 
line of business, and how they 
present their figures, corpora-
tions can pull in huge profits 
while still reporting a rate less 
than 10% of sales.

Probably the plans will do 
little more than the US tax au-
thorities’ efforts to squeeze rich 
individuals. A few days after the 
G7 announcement, the US in-
vestigative website Pro Publica 
reported that between 2014 
and 2018, 25 leading billion-
aires in the USA have manoeu-
vred to pay just 3.4% tax on their 
growth in wealth. The Biden 
administration responded by 
moves to track down and pros-
ecute those who had “leaked” 
the information.

The socialist way out is to 
build solidarity and organi-
sation towards taking the big 
concentrations of wealth into 
public hands, and running 
them under public ownership 
and democratic control. □
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