
50p/£1No 508 29 May 2019

Solidarity
For social ownership of the banks and industry

& Workers’ Liberty

FOR A LABOUR 
GOVERNMENT THAT
STOPS BREXIT!

Page 3

Ruth Cashman calls for Momentum to
set its sights higher Page 7

Sack the 
3 Ms!

Together
against Trump

Socialism is
more than
public funding

We’ll be out with Labour for a Socialist
Europe protesting against both Trump
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Labour and Brexit: call a Special Conference!

• Early General Election 
• Make Labour fight Brexit 
• New referendum

By Martin Thomas
It wasn’t just Alistair Campbell types,
Blairites, who defected from Labour to the
Lib Dems or the Greens in the 23 May Euro-
elections.

Many left-wing Labour supporters defected
too, or didn’t vote, disgusted by Labour’s
equivocation on Brexit.

In July we will get a new Tory leader and
prime minister, almost certainly a hard-Brexiter.
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By Todd Hamer
The Parliamentary Labour Party
is full of unscrupulous and un-
principled politicians willing to
exploit communal divisions and
promote reactionary “commu-
nity leaders” for electoral gain.

However, the efforts of shadow
trade minister Barry Gardiner go
well beyond a few public appear-
ances with the local vicar or imam.
On 23 May Gardiner tweeted to
give a lavish welcome to right-
winger Narendra Modi’s victory in
India’s election.

In 2001 in the wake of the Gujarat
earthquake Gardiner visited India

and handed a £1 million cheque to
Modi, who was then Gujarat’s
Chief Minister Narendra Modi. The
money was raised by the Sewa In-
ternational (SIUK) Earthquake Re-
lief Fund.

SIUK was a fundraising front for
the Hindu fascist Rashtriya
Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS – Na-
tional Volunteers Corps) and its af-
filiates. Gardiner has been an active
supporter of the RSS and its affili-
ates at least since that time.

The RSS is a paramilitary, all-
male political organisation founded
in the 1920s and dedicated to turn-
ing India into an exclusive “Hindu
nation” based on “Hindu strength”
and “Hindu unity”. RSS founders

were inspired by Nazism, and the
RSS was modelled on fascist youth
organizations.

During the 2002 Gujarat mas-
sacre over 2000 men, women and
children, mostly Muslim, were
killed and over 200,000 displaced.
Modi was Chief Minister of Gujarat
at the time. He made no effort to
stop the massacre, has never ex-
pressed any regret over it, and did
nothing to aid the bereaved, trau-
matised and displaced.

OFFICE
Many of the individuals believed
to have organised the violence
have been now been promoted
to high office within the Indian

state.
For ten years the UK and US gov-

ernments imposed a travel ban on
Modi for the part he played in the
massacre.

According to the truthaboutgu-
jarat.com website, the relationship
between Gardiner and the Hin-
dutva movement was fostered by
two Hindu Swayamsevak Sangh
(HSS) activists, Manoj Ladwa and
Vikas Pota. HSS UK is the British
wing of the RSS. It has parallel
structures, organising its cadre in
cells that promote RSS ideology.

In 2009 Gardiner went to a “Vi-
brant Gujarat summit” and de-
clared Modi the “lion of Gujarat”.
In 2010 Modi returned the favour

endorsing Gardiner in the UK Gen-
eral Election. A picture of Modi and
the caption “Gujarat has no greater
friend in the UK than Barry Gar-
diner” was prominent on Gar-
diner’s campaign literature.

In 2013, in the run up to the In-
dian general election, Gardiner ap-
peared on Indian television and
berated journalist Nidhi Razdan
who raised the issue of the Gujarat
massacre. Left-wing and secular
democratic activists from the South
Asian community have long been
asking questions about Barry Gar-
diner and his involvement with the
Sangh Parivar. 

It’s time Labour Party mem-
bers did the same.

By Micheál MacEoin
Citizens in the Republic of Ire-
land have voted by an over-
whelming 82.1% to liberalise the
country’s divorce laws, in a ref-
erendum held on the same day
as local and European elections.

The vote continues Ireland’s path
of social liberalisation, which was
strikingly demonstrated by 2018’s
decision to scrap the ban on abor-
tion and 2015’s legalisation of
same-sex marriage.

Divorce was banned in the 26
Counties soon after independence,
in 1924, and the ban was written
into the 1937 Constitution. Even
clerical-fascist Portugal never
banned divorce; clerical-fascist
Spain did, in 1939, but Spain rein-
troduced divorce rights in 1981,

soon after the fall of Franco, and
now grants speedy no-fault di-
vorce.

Divorce was first re-legalised in
Ireland in 1995, after a referendum
approving it 50.28% to 49.72%.

This latest referendum result
means that a clause in the current
constitution, stipulating that
spouses must be separated for four
of the previous five years in order
to divorce, will be removed. It will
up to the Irish parliament to put in
place new regulations. The Irish
government has suggested two
years

The Yes vote will also make the
recognition of foreign divorces ex-
plicit in the constitution.

The presence of divorce and
abortion bans in the Irish constitu-
tion was a consequence of the influ-
ence of the Catholic Church, and

powerful lay lobby organisations
linked to the Church. Constitu-
tional prescriptions on abortion
were the result of lobbying from
the Pro-Life Amendment Cam-
paign as recently as 1981 and 1983.

The recent string of liberalising
referenda reflect the waning power
of the Church, rocked by child sex
abuse scandals.

The vote was backed by all major
parties, and won in every county in
Ireland. Even in Monaghan, which
had the strongest No vote, over
three quarters of voters backed the
proposal.

There is still more to be done,
to make the new divorce legisla-
tion as liberal as possible, and
should to further pushes around
women’s rights and the defini-
tion of the family in the Constitu-
tion.

By Ollie Moore
An ITV report has revealed the
Tory party is investigating over
100 cases of alleged anti-Muslim
bigotry and racism within its
ranks, including people claiming
to be party members alleging
Islam is “being allowed to take
over our country”, and that Mus-
lims are “aliens” whose “plan is
to turn this country into an Is-
lamic state.”

Other commenters said, “we
don’t have a politician strong
enough in the UK to lead us away
from this infestation”, and that
Muslims “cause mayhem wherever
they decide to invade.”

The incidents in the dossier relate
to comments posted online; Tory
party officials claim a number of
the commenters are not, in fact,
party members. In April, two Tory
council candidates were suspended
allegations they had distributed

racist material, while 15 councillors
previously suspended due to simi-
lar allegations have since been rein-
stated.

The Equality and Human Rights
Commission has given the Tory
party one month to reply to a re-
quest for further info about the al-
legations and the Tories’
investigations into them, before it
takes further action. The EHRC is
also investigating the Labour Party
over its handling of allegations of
antisemitism.

This apparent seam of anti-Mus-
lim bigotry and racism at the grass-
roots of the Tory party, combined
with the growth of the Brexit Party,
and the continuing prominence of
anti-Muslim, anti-migrant racists
such as Tommy Robinson, reinforce
the need for the labour movement
to defend migrant and minority
communities from racism. 

The left must provide an alter-
native politics of class solidarity
to counter racism and national-
ism.

By Heather Herbert
On 17 May, the International
Day Against Homophobia,
Transphobia and Biphobia, the
SNP member of parliament,
Mhairi Black gave a fantastic
speech calling for the reform of
the Gender Recognition Act
(GRA) [1].

This came two days after the
only trans councillor in Scotland
quit the SNP accusing it of institu-
tional transphobia [2], and just
weeks after 15 senior members of
the SNP wrote an open letter, pub-
licly attacking the SNP’s plans to
reform the GRA [3], the very re-
forms Mhairi gave an impas-
sioned speech prompting.

The reforms to the Gender
Recognition Act shouldn’t be that
controversial. The current act
allow a trans person to apply for a
gender recognising certificate
which states their gender. It is ef-
fectively a replacement for the
birth certificate and can be used in
place of it.

Currently, in order to qualify for
a gender recognising certificate
you have to have to send proof
you’ve lived in your “acquired”
gender for two years, a number of
detailed medical reports, proof of
your change of name and, putting
it out of the reach of many work-
ing-class trans people, £140. The
documents are then reviewed by a
panel and if all is in order, a gen-
der recognising certificate is is-
sued to you.

The proposed changes would
streamline the process allowing
the trans person to “self-define”,
that is sign a legally binding doc-
ument stating that they will live in
their gender and that it’s not for
fraudulent purposes. More or less
the same kind of document that
you need to sign if you change
your name.

Critics of “self-declaration”
claim that it would allow men to
access women’s only spaces, such
as toilets and changing rooms,
wilfully ignoring the fact that the
2010 equality act already grants

trans people the legal protection to
use whichever space best suites
them. (And really, have you ever
been asked to show your birth cer-
tificate before being allowed to use
a loo?)

And that it would give men ac-
cess to domestic violence refuges
— again ignoring the fact, such
refuges already accommodate
trans women [4].

Clearly therefore those claiming
such reforms harm cis women are
either mistaken or malicious.
Given the 15 SNP members in-
clude lawyers and MP’s it would
be surprising if they were un-
aware of the law, and the well
stated position of women’s cen-
ters.

On the surface it may appear
strange that an MP can give a fan-
tastical supportive speech — that
a party can set out to make Scot-
land one of the most progressive
countries in the world and yet har-
bour such transphobia within it
ranks, and then not have that
transphobia condemned by the
party leader.

The SNP has set itself out to be
a progressive nationalist party
since its beginning. However, it is
first and foremost a nationalist
party. Its members are happy to
promote the notorious transpho-
bic and homophobic “Wings over
Scotland” aka Stuart Campbell
(who indecently doesn’t live in
Scotland, but in Bath) purely be-
cause he supports independence.
In short, the SNP lacks an analysis
of class.

Reforms to the Gender Recogni-
tion Act while important, are far
from the only issue affecting trans
people. 

However, this highlights how
without a understanding and
analysis of the class nature of
society it is easy for political or-
ganisations and movements to
become the home to toxic, re-
gressive views.

[1] bit.ly/mha-bl [2] bit.ly/gm-
snp [3] bit.ly/snp-tg [4]
bit.ly/1000-f

Gardiner and the Hindu pogromists

Another victory in Ireland

SNP trans contradictions Tories’ anti-Muslim bigotry



The Labour Campaign for Free Movement will have its national meeting on
Sunday 7 July at SOAS University, London, with registration from 10:30 and
sessions starting 11am.
This will be a place to get involved, with elections, and the setting-up of
working groups on specific issues.
There’ll be workshops on fighting “no recourse to public funds” policies,
detention centres, and border controls in the NHS.
The meeting will talk about the campaign to win voting rights for migrants,
work in the trade unions, and taking on Fortress Europe policies,
It will discuss next steps to win Labour to defending and extending free
movement.
Details and registration: bit.ly/lcfm-19.
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By Gerry Bates
On 23 May the United Nations
General Assembly voted 116 to 6
for the UK to end its occupation
of the Chagos Islands.

Three years before ceding inde-
pendence to Mauritius in 1968, the
UK separated off the islands from
the rest of Mauritius to keep control
of them, deported the entire popu-
lation, and leased the largest island,
Diego Garcia, to the USA for a huge
military base.

The Chagossians have been
fighting ever since then for the
right to go back.

A major force in that fight has
been the Mauritius socialist group

Lalit. Lalit comments:
“So, the struggle that Lalit has

been spearheading for some 40
years is moving ahead now, with a
new balance of forces – internation-
ally, in Britain and in Mauritius.

“We, in Lalit, have had demon-
strations, arrests of members and
trials for illegal demonstrations,
long and fruitful alliances with

Chagossian groups, international
and national petitions and common
declarations, international open let-
ters, national poster campaigns,
two international conferences, talks
by members in conferences on all
continents, and constant leafletting
over the years, as well as forums,
articles and a whole 200-page book
– all to maintain the pressure.

“The struggle has three constant
intertwined aims: de-colonisation,
de-militarisation, and the rights of
Chagossians.

“The anti-colonial part of the
struggle is at the forefront right
now, having been silenced for
nearly 50 years”.

• More: bit.ly/lalit-ch

Hundreds of thousands are likely
to turn out for the protest on 4
June (from 11am, Trafalgar
Square) against US president
Donald Trump’s state visit.

The crowd is likely to be even
bigger than when Trump last vis-
ited, in July 2018. It will take up the
same causes: peace, migrant rights,
women’s rights, and more.

Workers’ Liberty and Solidarity
will be there, working with Labour
for a Socialist Europe (L4SE),
Young L4SE, and Another Europe
is Possible to push the anti-Brexit,

lower-borders, migrant-rights, Eu-
ropean-unity message. Remember,
Trump has said “Many people
would like to see Nigel Farage rep-
resent Great Britain as their Ambas-
sador to the United States. He
would do a great job”; and soon
after Trump’s election, Farage sug-
gests he could be the go-between
Trump and the US government.

We will also push the case for
Palestinian rights and a demo-
cratic “two states” in Israel-
Palestine, against the
Trump-Netanyahu axis.

• On website: • Demo details,
bit.ly/trump4 • Trump conflict
with Congress grows,
bit.ly/trump-c • Big protest in
Israel, bit.ly/taviv25

By Rosalind Robson
George Galloway was recently
�papped� by journalist Natalia
Antelava, appearing to hug alt-
right pundit Steve Bannon. 

The photo was taken after both
had spoken on a panel at the
Eurasian Media Forum in Kaza-
khstan.

Accepting Bannon′s friendly
overture was just a matter of good
manners, said Galloway after-
wards. But in the panel debate Gal-
loway and Bannon′s political
worlds did align. Both praised a
″populist turn″ against globalisa-
tion.

For Galloway it is a matter of
trenchant support for a hardline or
no-deal Brexit, leading him to cosy
up to the likes of Nigel Farage.

If you feel like sitting through six
hours of film footage you can see
the debate for yourself at
bit.ly/2HFrGra.

Farage is a moderate compared
to Bannon, but a raging lefty by
comparison to Saddam Hussein,
whom in 1994 Galloway praised to
his face (and to TV cameras): “Sir...
we salute your courage, your
strength and your indefatigabil-
ity… We are with you. Until vic-
tory! Until Jerusalem!”

Farage does not, after all, plan to
murder national minorities, politi-
cal opponents, or leaders of the
labour movement. He has not fired

rockets at Israel as Saddam did in
1991.

And praising Saddam, too, was
excused by Galloway as a matter of
good diplomacy.

Galloway was never “far left”,
despite Anteleva’s description. The
trouble is that for a long time, much
of the left was prepared to ignore
Galloway′s ″pragmatism″ and the
origins of his ″skills″ in his back-
ground as a Labour Party Stalinist
“soft left”. The SWP and most of
the kitsch left accepted him as a
leader of the anti-war movement
(he was ″a brilliant orator”, etc.).

He was the figurehead for Re-
spect, which the SWP launched in
2004 to replace the Socialist Al-
liance. It was called Respect
(George Galloway) on ballot pa-
pers.

The SWP and Galloway fell out
three years later. The final straw, for
much of the rest of the left — al-
though not for everyone, Galloway
still has 317,000 followers on Twit-
ter — was when he suggested Ju-
lian Assange was accused of
nothing more than “bad sexual eti-
quette”.
Solidarity and Workers′ Liberty

have criticised Galloway′s lack of
moral compass and how the left
has ignored it, right back to 1994,
when we called on his Labour
Party to remove him as an MP.

“We told you so.”
• bit.ly/g-g0; bit.ly/g-g2

By Abel Harvie-Clark
The Green New Deal calls for an
economic revolution to put peo-
ple and planet before profit. In
contrast many unions are still
supporting environmentally de-
structive industries.

Now is the time for worker-
youth solidarity to demand climate
and social justice.

Our school-strike is more than
just showing we care about the en-
vironment. We are striking for po-
litical change. We are striking to
demand climate justice. A key part
of that is the Green New Deal, to
revolutionise our economics and
put people before profit, because
we recognise that social and cli-
mate justice go hand in hand.

Our generation knows what it’s
like to grow up under austerity,
with one-in-three children in
poverty. We know that it is working
people who bare the brunt of crises
caused by a minority in power. We
have no reason to believe that the
far more extreme climate crisis will
play out any differently.

Which makes the forthcoming
catastrophe so terrifying. The cli-
mate crisis being created by our
current system will bring food

shortages, devastating natural dis-
asters, and will displace hundreds
of millions. And though this crisis
will affect everyone, it will not af-
fect everyone equally.

Those who have already suffered
most due to neoliberalism, who
have contributed the least to emis-
sions, are suffering the most cata-
strophic impacts of our damaged
climate.

The youth strikes show our
awareness that we, the future
working class, will bear the burden
of this crisis, and that we must
therefore collectively mobilise now
to avoid that crisis. In contrast, the
majority of trade unions are staying
fatally silent and continue with a
destructively short-sighted climate
policy.

It is no wonder that youth mem-
bership in unions is at an all-time
low when union leaderships prop
up aviation expansion, fracking,
and gas power stations, industries
that send our generation’s future
up in flames.

The Green New Deal – for which
we youth strikers are calling – de-
mands a massive reduction in so-
cial and economic inequalities. This
is a plan that prioritises investment
in retraining for workers in high
carbon sectors.

We demand a worker-led just
transition through which not one
job is lost; instead the economic

revolution will bring millions of se-
cure jobs. This is exactly what trade
unions should be calling for.

It has been left to the youth to
protect workers’ rights from the cli-
mate catastrophe in which many
union leaderships are complicit. We
now call on the unions for the fol-
lowing:

• End support for carbon-emit-
ting industries, instead protecting
workers’ rights through a worker-
led just transition

• Support the Green New Deal to
allow workers to reclaim the econ-
omy

• Join us in taking strike action
for climate justice

Our struggles are the same.
When unions go on strike for a sus-
tainable future for workers, the
youth strikers will be there in soli-
darity.

We can all recognise the dreadful
impact of this government’s rule,
but so far it has been left to the
youth to oppose it. 

Through worker-youth solidar-
ity we have the chance to create
a truly transformative movement
to push for a Green New Deal
and deliver climate and social
justice.

• From Icecap, a bulletin of the Stu-
dent Left Network: bit.ly/icecap-s.
UK Student Climate Network:
ukscn.org

Strikes, unions and climate

UN votes for Chagos return

Galloway and Bannon

4 June against Trump
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Maelstrom of mendacious messaging?

TOO LATE FOR A LABOUR SPECIAL
CONFERENCE?

I’ve supported the call for a special con-
ference of the Labour Party over Brexit in
the past, but at this point I don’t under-
stand how a special conference is feasi-
ble.

Wouldn’t we do better to put energy into
calling for a debate in CLPs and unions in
the run up to the regular conference in Sep-
tember?

Or to support the call for a ballot of
Labour Party members on the issue, raised
by Paul Mason’s Left2030 group?

Celina Broadwell, Lambeth

PROBLEMS WITH BALLOT
The good thing is about the call for a bal-
lot of Labour Party members over Brexit
is urgency.

The bad thing is it legitimises policy-mak-
ing by plebiscite rather than deliberative
democratic processes, including confer-
ences.

In general plebiscitary methods are not
democratic, in my view, which is why
they’ve been often advocated by Blairites
and bureaucratic Momentum types, to un-
dermine real control by members under the
rhetoric of democracy.

I know that’s not the intention here. But
immediately there is the problem: who
drafts the ballot question? Who then gets to
interpret the result?

Sade Haase, Lewisham

ANY WHICH WAY
Whatever the arguments about member-
ship referenda as a way of making policy,
the petition for a ballot of members is a
useful one, as signing it demonstrates
strength of feeling amongst membership
and that we should support it.

There is nothing wrong with supporting
both balloting and special conference. The
point is that the membership is crying out to

be consulted any which way on Brexit pol-
icy.

Christina Dahms, Devon

EVEN THE TORIES
We’ve had the break-off of Labour-Tory
talks on Brexit.

Then May said she planned to get things
through by early July. Then she quit to be re-
placed, almost surely, in July, by a new Tory
leader with a “harder” Brexit line.

Labour has crashed in the Euro-elections,
losing some votes to the Brexit Party and a
vast number to the Lib Dems.

These events have revived the issue of a
Labour special conference over Brexit.

At some point, of course, it will ceases to
make sense to agitate for a special confer-
ence rather than just to prepare for the Sep-
tember conference.

But between now and September we will
have a new Tory prime minister, with a new
Brexit policy. It is hard to see how that new
prime minister will deal with the problems
which brought down May — Tory splits,
and the difficulty of getting a Parliamentary
majority for any Brexit formula.

All the options look unlikely. But going
for a quick general election is one of those
unlikely options. And the outcome is sure to
be an option which looks unlikely now.

We can’t accept Labour’s response to the
new Tory direction, and to a possible gen-
eral election, being determined by opaque
cabals in and around the Leader’s Office.

Logistically, a special conference is not dif-
ficult. Even the Tories are having a sort of
special conference, the National Conserva-
tive Convention, on 15 June, as a result of a
rank-and-file revolt.

Labour can organise special conferences.
The event at which Jeremy Corbyn’s leader-
ship victory was announced, on 12 Septem-
ber 2015, was constitutionally a special
conference. The reason why it debated no
politics was political, not logistical.

The “Collins Review” was dealt with by a
special conference, on 1 March 2014.

The difficulty, and the argument, is polit-
ical.

Alan Gilbert, Islington

Annul 23 May!

By Jim Denham
Sometimes the Morning Star comes up
with an editorial comment so bizarre, so
devoid of evidence, that you wonder
whether editor Ben Chacko (or whoever it
is writes this stuff) re-reads their own
words, or thinks about them, before dash-
ing them off to print.

The print edition on Friday 24 May, the day
after the Euro-election, carried an extraordi-
nary example. Under the heading “Democ-
racy demands a general election now” the
editorial began:

“In yesterday’s maelstrom of mendacious
messaging, the most dishonest emerged from
the Liberal Democrats confirming their rep-
utation for hypocrisy.

“No-one anticipated that yesterday’s elec-
tion would occur. Neither the Tories nor
Labour — who both gave explicit manifesto
commitments that they would honour the
referendum result — thought that they

would need to devise an elaborate wish-list
of things the EU might do.

“The Lib Dems’ manifesto offer of a second
referendum — on the basis that “the people
not politicians should decide” failed to res-
onate with the electorate which had already
decided.

“It was Jeremy Corbyn’s Labour manifesto
which mobilised voters in unprecedented
numbers and made up an early polling
deficit of 20 points.

“It is worth reminding ourselves that, im-
pressive though Labour’s surge was, the To-
ries also increased their vote, reflecting in
part the sense among keen Brexit voters that
they were the more resolute on this ques-
tion.”

Remember, this appeared the day after the
European election vote. Where did the Morn-
ing Star get the information that the Lib
Dems’ call for a second referendum had
“failed to resonate”?

That Labour’s manifesto had “mobilised
voters in unprecedented numbers”? Or that
the “Tories increased their vote”?

Even as I write this, it has occurred to me
that the editorial, purporting to be about the
European election, is actually describing the

2017 general election…
Anyway, when reality finally caught up

with the Morning Star, and Labour’s
wretched results became known, the best the
paper could do was to put Len McCluskey on
the front page, using quotes from an inter-
view he’d given to Radio 5 attacking the
“siren calls” for a second referendum – or
more to the point, attacking some of the indi-
viduals who’ve come out for a second refer-
endum.

Blair, Campbell, and Mandelson are, in-
deed, still hate figures for most Corbynistas
and for very understandable reasons. But
Len’s most vicious attack (as quoted in the
Morning Star) was reserved for his former
personal friend Tom Watson, whom he has
fallen out with: “Tom Watson’s already out –
surprise, surprise – with his trying to take on
the role of Prince Machiavelli.

“I know Tom and his tricks – that’s exactly
what he’s up to.

“But I’ve got news for Tom: Machiavelli
was effective and he’s a poor imitation of
that.”

Leaving aside Len’s poor grasp of history
(Niccolò Machiavelli was not a prince: he
wrote a book called The Prince, in fact after he

had been jailed, tortured, and exiled) it’s no-
ticeable that he, like the Morning Star, cannot
come up with one single political or demo-
cratic argument against a further referendum
beyond the idea that it’s really part a right-
wing plot against Jeremy. Oh, and the idea
that people voted three years ago and democ-
racy (presumably) stopped then, never to be
revisited.

As friends of the Morning Star (and Len)
in Labour’s top circles come under in-
creasing attack from Labour’s member-
ship, expect more tantrums and more
mendacious messaging.

In Solidarity 507 we used a graphic with
multicoloured puzzle pieces to illustrate an
articles on neurodiversity. We thought the
multicoloured graphic was meant to sym-
bolise (neuro-)diversity, but in fact its ori-
gins are as an illustration that autistic
people are an enigma, and that the missing
piece is a “cure”. It is strongly opposed by
most autistic activists. Sorry.

“If Labour stands for anything, it should
call for yesterday’s [23 May] election re-
sults to be annulled based on clear evi-
dence of the disenfranchisement of large
portions of the population”, writes Urte
Macikene on the Labour for a Socialist
Europe website.

“At my polling station in Lambeth... I
could see my name on the electoral register,
but it was printed in bright red with a strike
through the middle. I could call the council
to complain, the staff said, but as the Town
Hall was closed, there was nothing to be
done other than lodge a complaint the next
day.

“My experience is one of many similar sto-
ries emerging throughout yesterday’s polling
day across the UK”.

There must have been hundreds of thou-
sands of EU citizens denied their vote. Some
of them had received polling cards, and were
still denied their vote.

The official story is that EU citizens who
want to vote in Euro-elections in the UK
should be sent a letter asking them to com-
plete and return a form at least 12 days before
polling day. The form gives up their vote in
their “home” country so they don’t vote
twice.

That whole process could not be done in-

stead by ticking a box online. Even in its own
terms it was botched.

The official Electoral Commission more or
less admits that, blaming it on “the very short
notice from the government of the UK’s par-
ticipation in these elections”.

The Commission also comments that
the “process could be made easier for cit-
izens, and the Commission made the case
for doing so following the last EU elec-
tions in 2014”, but the government did
nothing.

Dian Oscar, London
• Urte Macikene’s web post: bit.ly/urte-23

Audio of Solidarity
Many thanks to the volunteers
who have enabled us to pro-
duce an audio version of the
paper.
Links to the audio version are

at workersliberty.org/audio, and
can be found through many
podcast providers: search
“Workers’ Liberty” or “Solidarity
& More”. Email awl@worker-
sliberty.org for e-reader ver-
sions of Solidarity.

Arabs Jews and Socialism: The socialist
debate in the 1980s and 90s on Israel and
Palestine, and the development of Workers’
Liberty’s ideas.
We recently reprinted this pamphlet, with

an additional introduction by Sean
Matgamna.
£5 cover price, £6.20 including postage.



Sack the 3 Ms! Make Labour fight Brexit!
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From page 1
How they will negotiate the difficulty,

which destroyed May, of getting a parliamen-
tary majority for any Brexit formula at all, we
don’t know. They will be under pressure to
steer a course capable of drawing back mil-
lions of Tory voters who on 23 May went for
Nigel Farage’s pop-up Brexit Party.

Labour’s equivocation, triangulation, and
blurring on Brexit is shameful. To say any-
thing serious about politics at all, you have to
speak clearly on central issues.

Whether we want to push through and
build on capitalist economic and social inte-
gration and border-lowering, or retreat to a
more walled-off national economy and soci-
ety. Whether we support free movement, or
see migrant rights as to be trimmed and tai-
lored according to what is best for “busi-
ness”.

Whether we want to keep the border
within Ireland almost invisible, or see a new
hard border rebuilt.

The lines of “speaking for both Remain or
Leave”, or that “we should talk about other
issues”, are evasions. And they aren’t work-
ing even on the low-level “vote-catching”
level of politics designed for.

Lisa Nandy, MP for Wigan and a leading
Labour pro-Brexiter, has highlighted the 23
May result from Wigan, an area which voted
64% Leave in 2016.

There, the Brexit Party got 41%. Labour’s
vote went down 19.7%. But the Lib Dems,
Greens, and Change UK between them
gained 16.4%.

Probably even there most of Labour’s loss
went to pro-Remain parties. Most of the
Brexit Party’s gain can be correlated to losses
by Ukip (26.5% of the vote) and the Tories
(8.4%).

The minority of Labour voters who went to
Farage will not be drawn back by a mealy-
mouthed, hedge-your-bets argument. They
will be drawn back only by polemic, educa-
tion, argument — by dealing with them as in-
telligent people, not as pawns to be
manipulated.

According to Stephen Bush of the New
Statesman — and insider reports from
Labour’s top circles give the same picture —

“[Jeremy] Corbyn relies on [Seamus] Milne
heavily — in meetings with the other oppo-
sition parties, the Labour leader tends to give
a brief preamble and to leave the detail to his
aide”.

Back in 2015, we pointed out that Jeremy
Corbyn had won the Labour leadership from
a widespread atomised anti-austerity, gener-
ically-left sentiment, not from an organised
Labour left with a life of its own.

Consequently Corbyn had not much of a
“team”. John Moloney, the recently-elected
left-wing Assistant General Secretary of the

PCS union, emphasises that “I’m grounded
in a rank-and-file organisation [in the union]
and happy to be so. I recognise that I’m part
of a collective”. Corbyn had nothing similar.

As we pointed out way back then: “The
staff of Corbyn’s... ‘Leader’s Office’, were
mostly scraped together from the left mar-
gins of the politico-media-sphere and from
networks at the top of bourgeois society”.

Seamus Milne, long a chief journalist at the
Guardian, was one of them. Andrew Murray,
chief of staff of the Unite union, and previ-
ously a journalist on the Morning Star, be-
came another. Karie Murphy, who had
previously worked in Tom Watson’s office, a
third. The three Ms.

Milne and Murray are “top-down”, manip-
ulative politicians by training and career, and
Stalinists by ideology. That explains their line
on Brexit.

No real Labour left organisation has devel-
oped since 2015. Momentum, which prom-
ised to fill that gap, was subjected to a “coup”
in early 2017, and now functions mostly as a
big email list and text-messaging operation
to get out votes in internal Labour Party elec-
tions. It has no internal political debates other
than presumably in its office.

Meanwhile, and probably in large part be-
cause the “Leader’s Office” sees no need for
change, Labour’s undemocratic structures
handed down from Blair have remained
largely unchanged. The 2017-8 “Democracy
Review” was mostly shelved.

The cumulative result is that the unelected
“Leader’s Office” has “captured” the top of
the Labour Party. Vote Corbyn, get Milne.

Paul Mason, a well-known Corbynite jour-
nalist, has now called for the three Ms to be
sacked. He is right.

Possibly the Labour right will use the Pe-
terborough by-election on 6 June, where
Labour is likely to do badly, to try to force a
new Labour leader challenge on the model of
2016. That would be a step back, a step to-
wards pushing Labour back onto its lifeless
pre-2015 direction.

But Labour needs to change.
Labour needs to challenge the new Tory

leader to an early General Election. It’s pos-
sible the new Tory leader will go for that any-
way.

Labour needs to go beyond Jeremy Cor-
byn’s recent mumbled more-or-less support
for a new public vote on Brexit. Labour
should say plainly that it wants another ref-
erendum, on the basis of the fresh informa-
tion and the now-known choices, and it will
campaign for Remain in that referendum.

It needs a “Remain and Transform” per-
spective on Europe, not just a “stay with the
status quo” line.

Especially given the possibility of a Gen-
eral Election before the regular Labour con-
ference in September, Labour should call an
urgent special conference to revise policy
democratically.

The red waters of Corbynism are running
into the sand, dissipating, leaving the tint on
the sand’s beige colour weaker and weaker.

The potential to reverse that drift remains,
among Labour’s 500,000-plus members,
among the young people who rebel against
climate change and rightly see Labour as
their best hope for government action, and in
the working class more generally.

Labour for a Socialist Europe distrib-
uted 47,000 pro-Labour, pro-socialist,
anti-Brexit leaflets in the Euro-election
campaign, and made new contacts and
connections. The job now is to draw them
into a campaigning network.

Voter preferences over time, from Lord Ashcroft Polls. From left: votes in the 2017 general election; people who voted in the 2019 European
elections, categorised by how they reported having voted in 2017; reported votes in 2019 European election.

MARCH ON 20 JULY? 
Unofficial word has the next big anti-Brexit
demonstration scheduled for 20 July 2019.
• bit.ly/20julydemo

NEW MOVE FROM LEFT2030
Sacha Ismail reports on a new petition, and
other activity from the group “Left2030”. 
• bit.ly/left2030
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Euro elections: left is still floundering
By Michael Elms
In the 23-26 May 2019 elections to the Eu-
ropean parliament, social-democratic
parties and left-of-the-left parties floun-
dered in the face of rising nationalism.

The mainstream social-democratic group
in the European Parliament lost 45 seats; the
left-of-the-left grouping lost 13. The mantle
of “left” opposition to the rising right seems
to have gone to the Greens and Liberal De-
mocrats, who gained 19 and 42 seats respec-
tively across the continent. 

At the time of writing it seems likely that
the European Parliament will remain domi-
nated by parties of the mainstream right. The
single largest party is the centre-right Euro-
pean People’s Party, with 180 seats (down 41
from 2014). The more-Eurosceptic ECR
grouping (of which the UK Tories are mem-
bers) has a further 59 seats (down 11). Despite
their losses, Europe’s Tories are still out
ahead.

Parties of the hard right in the nationalist
ENF group had been predicted to make a
great breakthrough. But their number of MPs
remains modest, at 58. The populist Eu-
rosceptic group which contains the UK’s
Brexit Party only made modest gains, taking
six extra seats to come to 54 in total. The
major far right breakthrough that some had
predicted didn’t come about,

Yet the racist far right is still a major force
in Europe, with large resources. It is, so far,
the most successful insurgent force in the
wake of the 2008 economic crisis.

The biggest parties of the European far
right – Le Pen’s Rassemblement National in
France and Salvini’s Lega in Italy – did well.
RN had a smaller share of the vote than in
2014, but only a little smaller. It narrowly beat
Emmanuel Macron’s ruling La République
en Marche, which stood in coalition with

other liberal pro-EU parties.
The right-wing nationalist-populist parties

have out-competed the politically timid and
confused reformist left, whose party leader-
ships have expended great energy suppress-
ing the activity of their own rank-and-file
members, while remaining politically and
ideologically timid in the face of the right.

The benchmark example is Francois Hol-
lande of France’s Socialist Party, who after
winning the 2012 presidential election
wasted no time in ditching his promises to re-
distribute wealth and income and instead im-
plemented austerity, imposed regressive
labour laws. and set riot police on demon-
strators.

In Britain from the mid-90s to 2015, the
Labour Party adopted neoliberal policies
wholesale and built a bureaucratic machine
designed to sit on the chest of grassroots
labour movement activists.

REVOLUTIONARIES
There were few revolutionary socialist
candidates on 23-26 May. The biggest ef-
fort was in France, where Lutte Ouvrière
ran a slate supported by the NPA. 

It got 0.78%, down 0.39% from 2014, and
down 4.4% from the joint LCR-Lutte Ou-
vrière slate in 1999.

The “left-of-the-left” parties, often splinters
from traditional social democracy – from
Syriza in Greece to Die Linke in Germany,
Mélenchon’s movement in France and in its
own way, Corbyn’s Labour in the UK – have
shaken off those bad habits only partially,
and acquired some of their own.

Syriza’s leaders wrong-footed their activist
base and implemented austerity. 

Under Corbyn, Labour’s political struc-
tures remain in the commandist, Blairite
mode. A caste of now-red-tinted careerists
and operators influenced by the degenerate-
Stalinist Morning Star cluster around London

offices and make policy on the fly. As under
Blair, this party-on-top-of-a-party fights the
membership to impose opportunist, right-
wing policies: in this case, accommodation to
nationalism and Brexitism.

Mélenchon has boasted of how there are no
power struggles within his La France In-
soumise electoral vehicle, as LFI “has no
members”. 

Die Linke has been riven by an internal
fight centring on leading figure Sara Wa-
genknecht’s decision to agitate for stricter im-
migration controls. Mélenchon’s movement
has banned the red flag and the Interna-
tionale from its rallies in favour of the French
flag and national anthem; it proposes a pro-
tectionist drive to boost the French arms in-
dustry.

The inadequacies of these left-reformist
parties and their continued domination by
opportunist neoliberal managerial types
(whatever “left” accents they speak in) are a
reflection of the heavy legacy of defeat that
the workers’ movement still has to shake off
through renewed industrial and political

struggle. But in the immediate term the ac-
commodation to nationalism, opportunism
and general “same old crap” smell is prevent-
ing these parties from forming an effective
opposition to the rising right.

Voters wanting to make a clear statement
against the Eurosceptic right and far right
seem to have opted for Greens and liberal
parties, rightly put off by the nationalist-pop-
ulism of the leaders of the European “left”.
But French socialists Lutte Ouvrière have it
right with their comment on the French
Greens:

“To an extent, the results for the green can-
didates express a legitimate fear for the fu-
ture of the planet. But without questioning
the way the economy works, attempts to pro-
tect the environment will falter in the face of
the interests of big capitalist groups.

“From the Greens to Hulot [a green jour-
nalist who became a minister under
Macron], ecologist ministers have offered
alibis to many governments who are more
concerned about the profits of Total than
the environment.”

The shape of politics after 23 May
By Matt Cooper
In the 23 May Euro-election, Labour, by
not putting their lot in with the Remain
parties, muddied the waters and stopped
a clear Remain vote emerging.

The Labour leaders also allowed the Lib
Dems to detox. For the first time since the
2010-5 coalition government, lots of people
are willing to vote for them. That is damag-
ing for Labour (though also for the Conser-
vatives).

The good news is that the group formed by
Chuka Umunna’s split from Labour, Change
UK, with 3.4% of the vote, are for now a spent
force.

There are things that could revive Change
UK, like a sizeable group of anti-Brexit Con-
servatives joining, but for now its long term
future looks like disappearance into the Lib
Dems.

Labour’s especially poor showing (14%)

strengthens the hand of the pro-second-vote
and Remain elements in the layers around
Corbyn, and also of the pro-Remain right.

John McDonnell and Emily Thornberry
have been tacking towards a clearer Remain
stance. Jeremy Corbyn is nudging in that di-
rection, though he’s still in triangulation
mode.

The Peterborough by-election (6 June) will
be another key moment in Labour’s Brexit
crisis.

If the voting is anything like 23 May’s,
Nigel Farage’s Brexit Party will win, and
Labour cannot even be sure of second place.

Even if Labour swings back to Remain, its
triangulation over the last six months or so
has disrupted its own post-2015 base, both in
members and in votes.

A sizeable number of voters who have
moved to the Lib Dems or Greens will be
hard to win back. The smaller but still signif-
icant number who have moved to the Brexit

Party will also be hard to win back.
The Tories may find it easier to win the vot-

ers they have lost to the Brexit Party if they
elect a hard-line pro-Brexit leader to succeed
May.

Bizarrely, Boris Johnson may be the least
scary of the hard-Brexit candidates. He is an
unprincipled opportunist and will probably
balk at no-deal.

Dominic Raab, Esther McVey and other
seem actually to believe what they are saying,
something that is never an issue for Johnson.
Johnson is tacking to the hard-Brexit right to
get elected, but if he wins he could go for
compromise for equally opportunist reasons.

My suspicion is that he will reheat May’s
deal, and by simply not being May, offering
people jobs, etc., he may get it through.

The Institute for Government has sug-
gested that Johnson could prorogue parlia-
ment and push through his preferred Brexit
with no parliamentary votes. 

Probably enough Conservative MPs will
make credible threats to vote against his
government when parliament reconvenes
(or leave the party) to make that unlikely.

Matteo Salvini and Marine Le Pen’s nationalists did not do as well as they hoped but the left have
adapted to rather than confronted their anti migrant and sovereignist agenda

Mike Greene, the candidate in Peterborough



Socialism is more than public funding
By Ruth Cashman
Socialism: where has it actually worked?
The Labour left group Momentum and
their hot new video (bit.ly/mom-soc) are
here to explain.

Where has socialism worked, they ask. An-
swer: Everywhere!

Everywhere? Yes, that’s right, everywhere!
Doesn’t it seem a bit weird that socialism has
worked everywhere, and everything is still
so shit? And what are fighting for now?

I’m pretty sure the video has got some de-
tails wrong here. We probably should have
been warned when socialism as “pooling our
resources” and “working together” was illus-
trated by Momentum with a clip from The
Avengers – a superhero crew made up of a bil-
lionaire arms dealer, the physical embodi-
ment of the US military, a rage monster, a
Norse god and a catsuited spy. Not exactly
“every cook can govern” stuff.

Momentum explain “pooling our resources
and working together” can be seen in such
socialist achievements as publicly-funded
roads, firefighters, teachers and libraries. And
police. If you like any of these things you are
a socialist.

This strange list of socialisms betrays a
number of different failures of understand-
ing. If publicly funded roads are “socialist”
we are stretching the definition of socialism
so far that it includes the Roman Empire.

Momentum’s “publicly funded” teachers
and libraries formulation is odd in that it
does not even go as far as the best traditions
of the Labour right. It does not call for state-
run public services, merely that they should
be publicly-funded.

The odd tone is likely due to lifting their
messaging from the Bernie Sanders cam-
paign. Bernie himself was criticised from the
left of the DSA for his statement: “When you
go to your public library, when you call your
fire department or the police department,
what do you think you’re calling? These are
socialist institutions”.

It is easy to see why the US soft left fall into
this trap. They operate in a political environ-
ment where TV anchors declare publicly-
funded health care and President Obama to
be communist.

Momentum’s video doesn’t just play with
prevailing ideas in an attempt to subvert
their message (as Sanders did). It transports
ideas which have very little traction and ac-

tively attempts to de-educate its own sup-
porters.

It labels as “socialist” (provision which is
publicly-funded, but not necessarily pub-
licly-owned or democratically controlled)i. e.
policies which are to the right of both
Labour’s manifesto (which calls for expan-
sion of state ownership and control) and pub-
lic opinion (which is for publicly-owned and
state-run health and education).

It also manages to define socialism without
once referring to working-class struggle or
power. It shows the terrible state of the
labour movement that the Brexit Party’s
video talks about the working class — but
Momentum’s does not.

EASY
It is easy to see why publicly funded
schools, emergency services and libraries
might be associated with socialism in
people’s minds. 

A socialist society would see an expansion
of educational, cultural and safety measures
globally and for the benefit of all.

The fire service, universal education, and
the NHS are social democratic concessions
won by working-class struggle which in
some ways contradict the murderous inhu-
mane logic of capitalism that profit must al-
ways come first.

The history of the Labour Party has always
muddled social democracy and socialism,
with terms being used at various points in-
terchangeably.

The high point of contradictory social
democracy in Britain was the 1945 govern-
ment. It undertook nationalisations, includ-
ing gas, coal, electricity and the Bank of
England. It was under this government that
India won its independence. It established
the National Health Service.

However Labour retained wartime anti-
strike decrees and used the army to break
strikes on the docks. In 1948, a wage freeze
was introduced. Nationalised industries
functioned in much the same way as the old
private capitalist endeavours, and in some
cases were actually managed by the same

people.
The 1945 government’s worst contribution

to history was its foreign policy. It waged a
brutal colonial war in what was then Malaya
in order to keep it under British rule. Britain
tailed America in the Korean War (to pay for
which free eye and dental care were re-
voked), and, closer to home, introduced the
Northern Ireland Act in 1949 which meant
that no constitutional changes to the situation
could be made without a majority from
within the Six Counties itself.

The 1945 government shows social-demo-
cratic governments can push through pro-
gressive measures whilst crushing working-
class militancy needed to win more.

Maybe the Momentum office is staffed by
people who don’t know the difference be-
tween socialism and social democracy. It
seems unlikely that it’s staffed by people who
think socialism is just publicly-funded roads.

Presumably they are trying to reassure the
public that socialism won’t actually involve
much change — that it will be like life now
but slightly better.

But socialism will involve huge change. We
should be proud to say we are fighting for a
world which is vastly different from the here
and now. The leading cause of death in chil-
dren globally is malnutrition. These babies
and children do not die because we cannot
produce enough food, but because our re-
sources are distributed in an irrational and
cruel way which places little value on human
life.

We live with an unprecedented degree of
ecological breakdown which is being has-
tened by the profit drive. We live in a system
which is beset with violence, from mass war-
fare to domestic abuse in our homes. We can’t
say exactly what life under socialism will be
like, we can’t paint a picture of the day-to-
day of the future accurately, but we can say
it will be very different.

There will be democratic self-rule in all as-
pects of society and in the economy. Rather
than our lives being geared toward produc-
tion for profit, production and distribution
will be geared towards providing what each
of us needs.

There will be no rich and no poor, there
will be work but no bosses, no profit-motive
and no wage-slavery. The working week will
be cut to a level which allows us to be and do
and what we want. Nobody will work so
hard it breaks their body or mind, and no-
body will fear or suffer unemployment.

We will care for each other. Care work will
be distributed and supported so it is not a
burden.

Technology will be geared to the health
and happiness of humanity, driven by ex-
ploration and improvement, not war or
one person’s power over another.

“State ownership and control is not
necessarily Socialism – if it were, then
the Army, the Navy, the Police, the
Judges, the Gaolers, the Informers,
and the Hangmen, all would all be
Socialist functionaries, as they are
State officials – but the ownership by
the State of all the land and materials
for labour, combined with the co-
operative control by the workers of
such land and materials, would be
Socialism.”

James Connolly
on socialism

The inclusion of the police in the list of
socialist institutions is a continuation of
the trend in Momentum which presents
the police as a public service like any
other. 

The central role of police is not to protect
communities from crime, but rather to pro-
tect private property, business interests and
ruling class political interests. 

The first centrally organised professional
police force paid by public funds was intro-
duced in London 1829, just ten years after
Peterloo, as a measure against the threat of
uprisings from a growing urban working
class. Since then, the fundamental role of
policing has not dramatically changed. 

Whenever there is an upsurge in work-
ing-class action, the police and the criminal
justice system are there to stamp it back
down. We saw this during the 1984 miners’
strike, the poll tax campaign, the violence
faced by the 2010 student movement. 

We know this by the criminalisation of
trade union activity by the latest anti-union
laws. 

The uncovering of police informants
revealed they spied on anti-racist cam-
paigns, left groups and trade unions.

The police

Where is socialism working? Momentum’s answer....
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GoT: A    
By Clive Bradley
*Spoiler warning: this article reveals plot details*

Game of Thrones was produced by HBO,
a company which made its name as a
maker of “high-end” TV drama with such
shows as The Sopranos and The Wire. 
The Wire was a highly realist account of the

police and drug gangs in Baltimore. GoT on
the other hand has, well, an army of zombies
and fire-breathing dragons.

What does it tell us about the world today
that a magical fantasy set in a reimagined me-
dieval Europe has been such a phenomenon?
Most obviously, its appeal lies in its sheer es-
capism. 

In a world of conflict and polarisation,
Brexit, Trump and what have you, people
want to forget their troubles and dream about
magic. But while this certainly explains the
success of — say — a show like Downton
Abbey, all safe nostalgic fantasy of a world
where proles and toffs got on with each other,
it doesn’t feel very convincing regarding GoT.
Equally, its “resonances” (as people in film
and television like to call them) with the con-
temporary world aren’t obvious, either.

The last episode, more than ever before, I
think, attempted to draw out some reso-
nances. When, following the death of Daen-
erys, the council of the great and good got
together to discuss who should be king,
Samwell Tarly suggested maybe it should be
a decision for “everybody’. The great and the
good just laughed at him (thankfully: for a
horrible moment I thought the show would
end with a deeply unbelievable commitment
to democracy instead of “thrones’).

Daenerys’ murder itself had been pro-
voked by her — insane — belief she could
liberate the peoples of the world by conquer-
ing them; the resonance with the Iraq war
and so on is not subtle. More subtly (maybe),
Jon Snow asks her how she knows the world
she’s fighting for is better than this one. She
“just knows”. And its her response to his next
question — what about all those other people
who know? — which convinces him to kill
her. She says “they don’t get to choose”. But
there’s an echo in all this of an argument
about the struggle for freedom in general.
Holding a Utopian vision for a better world,
the scene seems to say, is equivalent to mega-
lomania. Only tyrants have such thoughts;
the struggle for freedom can only bring you
a new kind of slavery.

It is interesting to compare this to a very
similar moment in an episode of Buffy the
Vampire Slayer (The Wish, Season 3), in which
the witch Anya asks Giles the very same
question: how do you know the other world
(the one you’re fighting for) is any better?
And he answers: Because it has to be. This is
the difference between Buffy and GoT, maybe:
one is about a group of activists who’ve seen
the evil demons in the shadows and know
they have a responsibility to fight them; the
other is about politics — in the sense of
power.

Daenerys’ story is, maybe, about how
power corrupts. There’s another reading —
of her whole “arc” — which in a sense is a ri-
poste to the (justified) criticism the character
has received in the past. She was, literally, the
blonde white woman who came along and
liberated black slaves, and whose most ador-
ing followers are these liberated slaves and
the Dothraki horde, the people in this uni-
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By Simon Nelson
On 11 May an unofficial Pride protest in
Cuba was disrupted by the Cuban police,
with some violence, and several activists
were detained at the protest or in the run-
up.

Nevertheless, around 300 people, many of
them young, joined the protest with slogans
including “Viva gay marriage”, “A diverse
Cuba”, and “Yes, we can.”

It was the first time in many years that a
civil society protest has gone ahead in Cuba
without a permit.

On 8 May the 12th annual Conga Against
Homophobia and Transphobia, run by the
Cuban National Centre for Sex Education
(CENESEX), had been cancelled because of
supposed “new tensions in the international
and regional context” and “in compliance
with the policy of the Party, the State and the
Revolution.”

LGBT+ activists operating outside of CE-
NESEX organised their own protest for 11
May, in defiance of the cancellation. Mariela
Castro said that the activists who decided to
defy the state were backing a “show con-
ceived from Miami and Matanzas.”

Cuba is clearly rattled by the instability in
Venezuela. Closer to home, the growing
evangelical Christian churches have cam-
paigned vociferously against gay marriage.

Gay marriage was not included in the
Cuban constitutional review earlier this year.
Pressure from the evangelical Churches has
been enough to stop there being a referen-
dum on the issue until at least 2020.

Of course, concern about “new tensions”
did not make the state cancel its May Day pa-
rade.

Cuba’s state policy on LGBT+ rights has
shifted massively since the 1960s, when gay
men were jailed for being gay. CENESEX is
headed by Mariela Castro, Raul Castro’s
daughter; discrimination against LGBT+ peo-
ple is now illegal in Cuba; there is free trans
healthcare; and, until this year, there have
been these officially sanctioned “congas”.

This year, prominent activists were visited
by the “National Revolutionary Police” in the
days before the protest and told not to partic-
ipate or support any public calls for the
demonstration. Government sources referred

to these activists as “counter-revolutionary.”
They claimed Isbel Diaz Torres and other or-
ganisers, who used social media to build the
protest, were receiving money from the US
State Department.

Torres and his partner Jimmy Roque Mar-
tinez, both anarchists, were subsequently de-
tained and prevented from attending the
march. In a statement following their release
they said: “the multiple calls, the networks of
people and collective allies, the decentralisa-
tion of the call and the convergence in the
fight against homophobia, transphobia, and
religious fundamentalism, gave good results.
Our solidarity comes to those other people
who were also prevented from reaching the
march, or who suffered police violence dur-
ing it. #LaRevoluciónEsNuestra [The revolu-
tion is ours] #LosDerechosNoSePlebiscitan
[Rights are not to be plebiscited]”.

CENESEX attempted against to undermine
the protest by moving their planned “Diver-
sity Party” to the same start time. Despite the
threats and arrests

On her facebook page Mariela Castro de-
scribed the protest as looking to: “create
doubt on the legitimate desire for greater
rights and show an orchestrated operation
which seeks to question the outstanding and
essential work of the National Center for Sex-
ual Education of Cuba CENESEX.”

When interviewed on a TV program dedi-
cated to the 12th Cuban Conference against
Homophobia and Transphobia, which the
conga should have been a part of, she de-
scribed the organisers of the protest as “ene-
mies of freedom,” and those who
participated as a “mass of ignoramuses and
snobs who accompany them.”

Like the rest of the Cuban Stalinist bureau-
cracy Castro is interested in keeping tight
control. The crackdown is part of how Cuba
operates as a Stalinist police state and uses
the threat of US aggression to try to quell in-
dependent political activity.

CENESEX is primarily an educational in-
stitution. It is not an activist group. The
300 participants will not all have been op-
ponents of the Cuban state. But socialists
and LGBT+ activists should stand with
these so-called “counter-revolutionaries”
against the Cuban state.

Unofficial protest in Cuba



verse who are most obviously non-European
and savage. It turns out, though, that Daen-
erys’ story is all about how putting your faith
in such people to liberate you is a disastrous
mistake. She never was, truly, a liberator: she
was a genocidal tyrant in the making. 

Whether this was the intention of show
runners David Benioff and D B Weiss (or
George R R Martin, who wrote the unfin-
ished series of books) in the first place, some-
thing they decided to do because of the
criticism, or just something that happened, I
don’t know.

Either way, the conclusion to the saga is
that the “game of thrones” leads only to ter-
ror and pain, tragedy and death. The surviv-
ing dragon, in its first indication of
fully-developed independent consciousness,
faced with the corpse of its “mother”
chooses, rather than take revenge on her
killer, to melt the Iron Throne, the cause of all
this misery. It’s only when the game — poli-
tics, power — is set aside, when the various
factions unite against their common enemy,
the Night King and his army of zombies —
that honour wins out. The player who refuses
to set the game aside — Cersei Lannister —
pays with her own life and the lives of thou-
sands of others. (Daenerys claims that if Cer-
sei had done the honourable thing and
surrendered none of those people would
have died, though it’s hard to know if she
means it).

DEATH
I struggle with the metaphor of the army
of the dead. Clearly, faced with death, it
doesn’t matter how nobly you put aside
your ambitions, death is going to win. 

Perhaps, though, the “trope” here is sim-
pler than that: zombies, always popular, have
been extremely popular in recent years, fea-
turing in several TV shows including The
Walking Dead, and Z Nation, movies like
World War Z, and so forth. They speak to a
general sense of quasi-apocalyptic times, to
the uncertainty of the future, to scientific
hubris, climate change. At the most simple
level, GoT is just keying into that.

Yet the whole story, notionally the driving
force for the entire show over eight seasons,
felt oddly underpowered. Indeed, the zom-
bies in the end are dispatched in one huge
battle — the better to get back to what we re-
ally care about, the conflicts between the

human characters. Even the fight between
the dragons — one horribly reanimated and
breathing some kind of ice-fire — was,
frankly, not worth my last year’s worth of
anxiety.

There’s stuff in all this which “resonates’:
politics as a game of the untrustworthy, a
world on the edge of destruction, even
maybe an absurdly optimistic view of who
wins in the battle with death. But Game of
Thrones must speak to something less easy to
articulate.

A big part of GoT’s appeal was its sheer
spectacle. Certainly — especially as the series
developed — there was CGI with a power
and believability which only a few years ago
would have seemed impossible; a couple of
decades ago it would have seemed like
magic. The various worlds depicted here —
the different parts of Westeros and its neigh-
bours “across the Narrow Sea” — had an ex-
traordinary verisimilitude. And then there
were the dragons, from their appearance
right at the end of Season One, emerging
with their human “mother” from the flames,
announcing that indeed this fantasy series
would include acts of magic, to their terrify-
ing immolation of whole armies in Season
Seven — and then, of course, cities.

In this it is the culmination of an era of tel-
evision (and its “streaming-on-demand” off-
shoots) which has partly depended on
technology, both in production (lifelike CGI)
and the experience of watching (big,
widescreen, digital TV sets). Alongside that
was the growth of the “boxset” — though
now largely superseded by online streaming,
iPlayer, etc — which encouraged what’s be-
come known as “longform” drama. Of course
we’ve had television dramas stretching over
years in the past; but there’s something in the
seriousness — the quality — of high-end dra-
mas like The Sopranos, The Wire, and then
Breaking Bad, and so forth, which has rightly
been felt as a revolution in television. Thus
something like GoT — an epic story following
a very large number of characters, demand-
ing very high levels of attention and devotion
from its audience.

The second part of its appeal — more, ulti-
mately, than its spectacle — was its cast of
great, three-dimensional characters engaged
in complex, unpredictable stories. There were
characters to love and to hate; but even the
most hateful felt believable and human. And
its unpredictability was key: this was a show

that by the end of its first season had be-
headed its most famous star (Sean Bean),
whom we had come to expect — following
the conventions of television drama — would
be our hero throughout. Indeed, this viewer
was convinced for a while that the magic
would kick in now and Ned Stark would
somehow be resurrected, and it took a while
to understand this simply wasn’t that sort of
show. (Of course, when his we-then-thought-
bastard-son was murdered several years
later, magic did kick in, and by this time my
conviction it would do so was well-founded).

Similar such shockers were to follow, usu-
ally (especially) in the penultimate episode of
each season. It seemed the gloves were off:
none of our favourite characters were safe.
Though in fact this was largely an illusion
until Season Eight (there were certain charac-
ters I think it was always unlikely they would
kill off), it helped enhance one of GoT’s other
winning elements — the sheer adrenaline
rush, the ride.

ATTACHMENT
To be clear, this is distinct from the spec-
tacle. It was to do with our attachment to
the characters (and different viewers felt
strong attachments to different charac-
ters; for me, probably because I just love
dragons, it was always Daenerys Tar-
garyen). 

Rarely, I think, is a TV show quite so stress-
ful to watch. Even towards the end, when so
much had been ruined and lost in those
terms, it was stressful: I wear a “fitbit”, which
tells me my heart rate, and in Season Eight
Episode Five, when Daenerys turned up on
her surviving dragon, I was so stressed that
either or both would be shot out of the sky,
my pulse was 125.

In short, as entertainment, GoT proved
pretty remarkably successful, with all the in-
gredients good, entertaining drama should
have (characters you want to watch, emo-
tional depth, and an unpredictability
grounded in the logic of the story and the de-
velopment of the characters).

In the end, its last season was widely
panned (though opinions seem more sharply
divided on the final episode itself); there is
even an online petition to have it remade, bet-
ter. Starting, I would argue, with Season
Seven, the show began to sacrifice one ele-
ment which secured its appeal — the charac-

ters and the logic of their stories — to the
other, the spectacle. Once you’ve had an
army incinerated by dragons — awesome
though it is — the bar is so high that the need
for greater and greater spectacle becomes
overwhelming. Add to that the need both to
resolve the various stories and to surprise its
audience (who have been speculating end-
lessly about how it will end), and the
showrunners, I think, faced a pretty thankless
task.

But they allowed the spectacle to take over,
whether because they thought it’s what the
audience wanted, or because it’s where they
wanted to go. And the final season was skew-
ered by this choice. You can imagine the dis-
cussion: someone observes that — especially
after over an hour spent combating thou-
sands of deadly corpses — what really needs
to happen is that King’s Landing needs to
burn. Imagine what that will look like! And
once you’ve had the thought… The climax —
specifically, actually, the penultimate episode
— has to have the biggest spectacle, the most
awesome CGI of all, and it’s hard to think of
something better than burning King’s Land-
ing to rubble. And, well, you’ve got this
dragon…

OPTIONS
There are other options, in fact, than hav-
ing Daenerys turn full-on genocidal psy-
cho, though not many. (The dragon could
have gone rogue? On second thoughts, in
that scenario, Daenerys would have had
to kill the dragon, so no!). 

The complaint that this was out of charac-
ter seems wrong to me — Daenerys
Targeryen had committed a number of atroc-
ities in the past (as Tyrion helpfully reminded
us). But as a decision, an act, it felt rushed —
and dictated by the need to have the inferno
more than the logic of the story.

There is no doubt that Game of Thrones has
changed television forever, proving that the
“small screen” can match the movies, now,
for sheer CGI-based spectacle (assuming of
course that you have the budget). And, like
much contemporary television, it seems to
me to render movies — which seem inordi-
nately long if they teeter on three hours — cu-
riously stunted. Game of Thrones tells one
story over 73 episodes; and still, fans think
the climax was rushed. This is closer to the
novel, in a sense, that it is to the movies.

Maybe the movies hold a stark warning,
though. In retrospect it’s often said that Stan-
ley Kubrick’s weird and enigmatic 2001 was
a turning point in film history, because its
special effects were so revolutionary. With
Star Wars less than a decade later we had the
birth of the blockbuster, so that now a huge
amount of movies are megabuck superhero
and/or SF spectaculars (or they’re low-bud-
get indies — it’s the middle-costing film
which is becoming extinct). Perhaps in retro-
spect we will think the same of Game of
Thrones — all TV will be judged on its CGI. I
think the dismay provoked by Season Eight
suggests this is not so: television audiences
will not tolerate the level of intelligence-in-
sulting drivel you get in, say, Aquaman.

I hope that’s true — that Game of
Thrones is a mark of the continuing “nov-
elisation” of great television, rather than a
step on the road to banality.

(Clive Bradley is a screenwriter who has
worked on The Vice, A Harlot’s Progress,
Trapped, and others)
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Today one class, the working
class, lives by selling its labour
power to another, the capitalist
class, which owns the means of
production. 
The capitalists’ control over the
economy and their relentless drive
to increase their wealth causes
poverty, unemployment, the
blighting of lives by overwork,
imperialism, the destruction of the
environment and much else.
Against the accumulated wealth

and power of the capitalists, the
working class must unite to
struggle against capitalist power
in the workplace and in 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 recallable at any
time and an end to bureaucrats’
and managers’ privileges.
We fight for trade unions and

the Labour Party to break with
“social partnership” with the
bosses and to militantly assert
working-class interests.

In workplaces, trade unions,
and Labour organisations;
among students; in local
campaigns; on the left and in
wider political alliances we
stand for:

• Independent working-class
representation in politics.

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

• A workers’ charter of trade
union rights — to organise, to
strike, to picket effectively, and to
take solidarity action.

• Taxation of the rich to fund
decent public services, homes,
education and jobs for all.

• A workers’ movement that
fights all forms of oppression. Full
equality for women, and social
provision to free women from
domestic labour. For reproductive
justice: free abortion on demand;
the right to choose when and
whether to have children. Full
equality for lesbian, gay, bisexual
and transgender people. Black
and white workers’ unity against
racism.

• Open borders.
• Global solidarity against

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

• Democracy at every level of
society, from the smallest
workplace or community to global
social organisation.

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

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

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

Where we
stand

Ideas for Freedom
Reason in revolt: Third Camp socialism in the age of Brexit
20-23 June, London. Until 20 June tickets are £12 unwaged, £27 low-waged/uni students, £43
waged. More expensive on the door. Free creche and accommodation available.

Climate and Capitalism

International Struggles

The Collapse of Stalinism

EducationQueer Walking Tour

1919: the year of strikes
and struggles

Sean Matgamna debates Ken
Livingstone: The left and
Zionism

Judy Singer, Janine
Booth and Fergus
Murray

Eric Lee, Maya Ilany
and Tom Harris

Danny Dorling and
Cath Fletcher

Richard Wilkinson
on mental health

Ruth Cashman debates Paul
Embery: Socialists and Brexit

Paul Vernadsky debates Steve
Smith: 1917 and the legacy of
the Bolsheviks

The future of the left in Israel
with Eric Lee (Labour Start, p.c.),
Maya Ilany (Yachad, p.c.), Tom
Harris (Workers’ Liberty)

• An Introduction to Andreas
Malm’s Fossil Capital: The Rise
of Steam Power and the Roots of
Global Warming: Mike
Zubrowski
• What kind of “Green New
Deal”: Luke Neal

• Zetkin, Luxemburg and the
German Social Democratic
Women’s Movement with Kelly
Rogers and Kieran Miles
• Luxemburg and Luxembur-
gism with Justine Canady and
Martin Thomas
• Was workers’ revolution pos-
sible in 1919? Was it desirable?
discussion and debate with
Simon Webb and Janine Booth
• György Lukács: a Marxist of
1919 with John Cunningham

Arguing for Autistic Rights: the
backlash against neurodiversity
and how to overcome it: Judy
Singer, author of Neurodiversity:
the birth of an idea; Janine Booth,
author of Autism Equality in the
Workplace; and Fergus Murray,
co-founder of Autistic Mutual
Aid Society, Edinburgh.

Join a guided walking tour with
Ian Townson on the radical gay
community and squats in and
around Brixton Road from the
mid-1970s to 1981, the year of
the Brixton riots

The Inner Level: talk by Richard
Wilkinson co-author of The Inner
Level: How More Equal Societies Re-
duce Stress, Restore Sanity and Im-
prove Everyone’s Well-being

• The breakup of Yugoslavia
with Sarah Correia
• Solidarnosc: workers against
Stalinism with Chris Marks and
Mark Osborn
• The Tiananmen Square upris-
ing: when Chinese workers and
students fought for freedom
with Camila Bassi
• Hungary 1956 with John Cun-
ningham

Book and Agenda
Visit workersliberty.org/ideas
for the full agenda and to book
online, or book over the phone
on 020 7394 8923.

Thursday, 6:30pm, starts
Herne Hill rail station, SE24; Fri-
day 7pm, Student Central, WC1E
7HY; Saturday from 11am and
Sunday 10am at Camden School
For Girls, NW5 2DB.

And More...
• 40 years of Southall Black Sis-
ters with Pragna Patel, Southall
Black Sisters
• The Deliveroo strike: workers
fighting back in the gig econ-
omy with Zack Murrell-Dowson
and Tom Harrington, couriers
and IWGB activists
• The bourgeois Marx: a critical
appraisal of Max Weber with
Dan Davison
• Identity politics and class
strugglewith Ralph Leonard and
Christie Neary
• What kind of left does Labour
need?
• The Roots of Lexit with Paul
Vernadsky

• Education and the working
class: Diane Reay, author of
Miseducation: Inequality, Educa-
tion and the Working Classes
• Independent working-class
education and the legacy of the
Plebs League: Colin Waugh

Brexit and imperialist nostalgia

• US teacher struggles and re-
viving the labour movement:
Teacher trade unionist and so-
cialist activist Lois Weiner
• The Uyghur people’s fight for
freedom: Aziz Isa Elkun, Uyghur
activist

Khakan Qureshi
and NEU activists

LGBT+ education in schools
with Khakan Qureshi of Birm-
ingham South Asians LGBT
(right, above), plus NEU activists



A different PCS conference

By a Cambridge UCU
member
Jo Grady, Senior Lecturer in Em-
ployment Relations at the Uni-
versity of Sheffield and
Pensions Officer of Sheffield
UCU, has been elected General
Secretary of the University and
College Union (UCU).

Grady won on a landslide, pick-
ing up 48.7% of the vote in the first
round and then 64% in the second
round. Electoral turnout was
20.5%, a marked improvement
over the 13.7% turnout of the 2017
election.

Grady came far ahead of her two
electoral opponents, each of whom
represented an established faction
in UCU.

Jo McNeill, the candidate for
UCU Left (the bureaucratic left fac-
tion in which the Socialist Workers
Party plays a prominent role) was
eliminated in the first round after
received 25.5% of the vote. 

Matt Waddup, the candidate for
Independent Broad Left (the right-
wing faction to which the incum-
bent General Secretary Sally Hunt
belongs) received 25.8% of the vote

in the first round and 33% in the
second.

Sally Hunt triggered the election
by resigning as General Secretary
this year for health reasons. Loom-
ing over the election was Hunt’s
handling of the Universities Su-
perannuation Scheme (USS) pen-
sions strike last year and her
shutting down of UCU Congress
2018 three times in response to mo-
tions critical of her leadership, in-
cluding a motion of no confidence.

The USS Strike and UCU Con-
gress 2018 fermented a grassroots
upsurge. Initiatives like Branch
Solidarity Network, USS Briefs,
UCU Rank and File, and Our UCU
were launched with the aim of
making UCU more democratic
and combative. As a co-founder of

USS Briefs, Grady was a promi-
nent figure within that upsurge.
She successfully positioned herself
as a left-wing, rank and file candi-
date to whom UCU members
could turn for genuine change.

In this respect, there is a parallel
with John Moloney’s recent elec-
tion as PCS Assistant General Sec-
retary: a rank-and-file socialist ran
independently from the estab-
lished left and came first out of
three candidates.

Grady’s victory marks a positive
change within UCU. Nevertheless,
for all her strengths, one should
not forget that transforming a
union requires much more than
placing capable left-wingers in po-
sitions of authority. There is al-
ways a risk of Grady becoming
isolated at the top of the union
from the very base that brought
her into power.

This is why we urgently need
to revive efforts to build a rank-
and-file strategy in UCU that
can reshape the union from
within.

• Jo Grady’s campaign website:
grady4gs.com/
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Harbinger NEU calls for
head to be suspended

By a conference delegate
The 2019 conference of PCS [the
main civil service union, 21-23
May in Brighton] was the most
open and interesting one in
years.

The great majority of motions on
the Conference agenda were not
controversial and nor should they
be: the bulk of equality and terms
and conditions motions should
command support. However, on a
number of issues the NEC [Na-
tional Executive Committee] found
itself struggling to win over dele-
gates.

The NEC was censured – an un-
precedented event at PCS confer-
ence — over its inadequate
response to the General Secretary,
Mark Serwotka, co-signing a letter
last July to the Morning Star. This
criticised violence by trans activists
but said nothing about the much
greater hostility and violence expe-
rienced by trans people, especially
trans women. In reality the letter
was a hostile intervention into the
trans debate and was counter to the
positive policies of PCS.

Although the mover of the mo-
tion stressed that the motion was
censoring the NEC over its belated
and inadequate response, and not
Mark Serwotka for putting his
name and his PCS office to the let-
ter in the first place, this seemed

more like a manoeuvre to get the
motion passed. Mark Serwotka was
the subject of implicit and explicit
criticism (extremely unusual) and
the motion was rightly carried
against NEC opposition.

The union leadership utterly
failed to act on key equality mo-
tions passed at 2018 delegate con-
ference and an instruction to get on
and implement one of those mo-
tions, relating to the critical legal
right of disabled people not to be
subject to unfavourable treatment
in connection with anything arising
from their disability, was also on
the agenda. Although not ex-
pressed as a censure, the motion
was plainly critical of the NEC, and
the mover of the motion sharply so.

The NEC supported the motion –
anything else would have been ris-
ible – but listening to the NEC
speaker trying to minimise their in-
activity, despite having reported to
branches that they had done damn
all with the 2018 resolution, was
embarrassing.

The top table was also defeated
in its opposition to the granting of
conference making powers to the
Public Services Group, a collection
of unrelated and small negotiating
groups which often feel neglected
within PCS.

Most significantly, and again un-
precedented, the leadership was
clearly defeated on a show of hands
over the NEC’s pay “strategy” (a

more-of-the-same, one-last-push,
“we know best and don’t need to
consult branches” approach).

A look of dismay and indecision
was written across the face of the
Acting President before she recov-
ered and ordered a card vote,
which carried the NEC motion by
just 1685 votes among many tens of
thousands.

In opposing the leadership the
majority of delegates were not re-
jecting the need for a fight against
the Government’s continuing pay
squeeze. They were, however, de-
manding a serious debate amongst
branches on the strategy and tactics
needed to win a ballot and, just as
importantly, to actually win the en-
suing dispute.

BALLOTING
While balloting twice for a na-
tional strike over pay (2018 and
2019), and failing twice to exceed
the high voting threshold re-
quired under the Tories anti-
union laws, the leadership has
not said one word about how the
fight would be taken forward if
PCS actually won a national bal-
lot. 

Many delegates were plainly
keen to draw lessons from the
failed national pay ballots.

The PCS Independent Left,
which AWL PCS members belong
to, had a highly positive confer-
ence. Amongst a number of inter-

ventions, PCS IL members partici-
pated positively in the pay and
equality debates, on Brexit (to op-
pose a would be left-wing but pro-
Brexit motion), and on
antisemitism (unsuccessfully op-
posing a motion which declared its
opposition to antisemitism in gen-
eral terms but which actually de-
clared the issues a media storm).

Newly elected PCS Assistant
General Secretary (AGS) John
Moloney, a long standing supporter
of the PCS IL and a supporter of the
core politics expressed in the AWL
journal Solidarity, gave a very im-
pressive speech from the top table.

He set out his fundamental iden-
tity with the rank and file activists,
his commitment to taking a defined
worker’s wage instead of the
grotesque £91,000 paid to the AGS
(John will donate the large balance
of the salary to the PCS Fighting
Fund), and pointed out that full
time officials are supposed to work
for the membership rather than the
other way round.

John was generous in his com-
ments about his defeated oppo-
nents and very demonstrably stood
to applaud Chris Baugh, the de-
feated AGS, following his last con-
ference speech as AGS. It was a
respectful tribute to Chris Baugh’s
work on behalf of the union, de-
spite John’s serious political differ-
ences with him, and stood in stark
contrast to the personalisation of

the attacks upon Baugh by his op-
ponents in the PCS/Left Unity
leadership (people who once stood
shoulder to shoulder with him on
all major issues).

As John’s action was followed by
delegates, the remainder of the PCS
leadership felt obliged to also stand
up and applaud their former com-
rade action too. It was a demonstra-
tion of John’s commitment to
sharpness and clarity in debate
combined with the respect and tol-
erance necessary to encourage
members and activists to stand up
for their politics and views in a typ-
ically top down run union

John Moloney sounded like a
very different official to those
normally encountered at the top
of PCS and other unions.

Left wins in UCU

Jo Grady

By Dan Rawnsley
School workers at Harbinger Pri-
mary school struck on 21-23 May
against a bullying head teacher.

The strike saw all grades taking
part in large picket lines, together
with parents, students, and ex-stu-
dents. Many support staff have
joined the National Education
Union to

Since ACAS talks on 24 May, staff
have brought forward a new de-
mand for the head teacher to be
suspended. A statement from NEU
members in the school says that
“due to information that has come
to light, we believe the appropriate
action for the employer to take is to
suspend the headteacher pending
an urgent disciplinary investiga-

tion.”
The statement announces the

next day of planned strike action as
Thursday 6 June, when NEU mem-
bers at Harbinger will hold a meet-
ing for parents to ask questions and
discuss the dispute. 

Speaking to Solidarity, a Harbin-
ger NEU rep said: “The best out-
come would be if we can spread
this courage and strength among
more primary schools and make it
so headteachers have to behave to
a higher standard.

“We all have the right to stand
up for decent treatment and de-
cent working conditions.”

More details, and send messages of
support, via bit.ly/h-binger

John Moloney addressing the
conference



Solidarity
For a workers’ government

Trial sub (6 issues) £7 o
Six months (22 issues) £22 waged o, £11 unwaged o
One year (44 issues) £44 waged o, £22 unwaged o
European rate: 6 months €30 o One year €55 o

Subscribe online at www.workersliberty.org/sub
Or send your name, address and postcode with payment to AWL, 20e Tower
Workshops, Riley Road, London SE1 3DG
Or subscribe with a standing order: £5 a month to subscribe to Solidarity or
pay us more to make an ongoing contribution to our work

To: ...................... (your bank) ................................................. (address)
Account name .......................................................................... (your name)
Account number ................................... Sort code .........................
Please make payments as follows to the debit of my account:
Payee: Alliance for Workers’ Liberty, account no. 20047674 at the Unity Trust
Bank, 9 Brindley Place, Birmingham, B1 2HB (60-83-01)
Amount: £................
To be paid on the .......... day of ............ (month) 20.... (year) and thereafter
monthly until this order is cancelled by me in writing.
This order cancels any previous orders to the same payee.
Date .................... Signature ....................................................

Subscribe to Solidarity

50p/£1No 508 29 May 2019

020 7394 8923
solidarity@
workersliberty.org

Printed by Reach Plc

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

Contact us

Solidarity production team: Simon
Nelson, Cathy Nugent, Martin Thomas
(editor), and Mike Zubrowski

Public ownership 
and workers control! 
By Sacha Ismail
The British Steel crisis, says
Labour for a Socialist Europe in
a statement calling for public
ownership of the steel industry
(bit.ly/2wn2oaR), “is yet another
reminder of the sheer irrational-
ity of Brexit, attempting to re-
verse important elements of the
integration of the European and
global economy – even when
that means putting vast num-
bers of livelihoods and whole
communities at risk.”

And “of the irrationality of a
capitalist system where decisions
about livelihoods, communities
and vital social production are
placed into the hands of a tiny
number of profit-seekers.”

British Steel was purchased in
2016 for £1 by private equity com-
pany Greybull Capital. As Nil
Pratley explained in the Guardian:

“Greybull[‘s] past calamities in-
clude Monarch Airlines and elec-
tricals chain Comet...

“When Monarch failed under
Greybull’s ownership in 2017, tax-
payers were landed with a £60m
bill for repatriating 100,000 pas-
sengers. The private equity firm,
by contrast, emerged as top credi-
tor in the administration. There are
questions of trust and credibility…
The firm is charging interest on

loans to British Steel at 9.6%, a
princely rate.”

The government loaned Grey-
bull £120 million only a few weeks
ago to resolve its crisis. British
Steel’s collapse into administra-
tion came after the bosses de-
manded even more.

The main steelworkers’ union,
the Blairite-led Community, has
simply repeated over and over
that something needs to be done to
save jobs. It does not mention pub-
lic ownership. It calls for Greybull
to get out of the way for a new pri-
vate owner.

Community calls for govern-
ment action to “support our steel
industry”. That means channelling
money towards its private owners
— mainly by buying more British
as against foreign steel. 

The combination of pro-capital-
ism and nationalism which Com-
munity displays so strongly exists
throughout the labour movement.
Unite, which also organises some
steelworkers, argues that Britain’s
steel industry should not be al-
lowed to go under because of its
“strategic importance to UK plc”.

Both Unite and Labour do, how-
ever, call for some element of pub-
lic ownership. Read further and
this is always qualified with “a
public stake”, “if an agreement
cannot be struck”, “until a buyer
can be found” and so on.

The history of Britain’s steel in-
dustry since World War 2, repeat-
edly pushed back and forth
between private and state owner-
ship but always run in a straight-
forwardly capitalist way, is a
reminder that “nationalisation”,
“public ownership” and so on are
very elastic concepts. Public own-
ership is generally preferable to
private, but it is not inherently so-
cialist or even progressive, pro-
working class, democratic... It
depends on how it is done and or-
ganised.

The labour movement should
push for public ownership of the
whole of British Steel and indeed
of the whole steel industry as a
good in itself, not to bail out or
clear the path for various capital-
ists, but to undermine capital’s
power in the interests of the work-
ers, their communities, and the
wider working class.

As Labour for a Socialist Europe
puts it: “Instead of further state
handouts, or the brokering of
some new capitalist deal, both
likely on the backs of workers and
communities, British Steel should
be taken into full public owner-
ship under workers’ and demo-
cratic control – not as a back up if
no other deal is possible, but as the
best option.

“The industry could then pro-
vide secure, well-paid socially use-

ful and ecologically sustainable
jobs within the steel industry. A
broader demand for the expansion
of public ownership where job
losses and closures are announced
should also be supported by the
labour movement to help guaran-
tee and extend jobs and commu-
nity resources, and provide vital
services to society in place of
profit-driven gambling and ex-
ploitation.”

The steel industry is essential —
not only to its thousands of work-
ers, not only to many thousands

more who rely on it, not only to
the existing public sector which is
its largest buyer — but also to the
possibility of ambitious public
projects like a radical Green New
Deal.

We should call for public own-
ership and democratic control of
steel as part of an emergency plan
to combat climate change, regen-
erate deprived areas, create jobs
and attack inequality. 

A plan that needs to be organ-
ised and coordinated interna-
tionally.


