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Digital currency

In the spring of 2018, the world’s
mountain of debt reached $250
trillion. Now, as 2021 draws to a
close, global debt (both public and
private sector) has comfortably
surpassed the quarter of a
quadrillion mark and is about to
crash through $300 trillion. What
is most striking about this dismal
fact is that the voices calling for
debt to be reined in are far less
audible than one might expect,
and the concern that economists
and bankers used to express at
the uncontrollable rise in debt
is less apparent now than it was
three years ago. With all pretence
of fiscal responsibility and
accountability seemingly out the
window, it is certainly pertinent
to ask, ‘What are governments,
central bankers and the globalist
elites up to?’
On October 12 this year, the
House of Representatives gave
approval for the raising of the
US government’s borrowing limit
to $28.9 trillion, thus warding
off the potential danger of a
federal default yet again. While
the compliant mainstream media
hailed this move as a sensible
step that helped avert a crisis,
no-one was willing to highlight
the fact that the absurd tax cuts
given to big corporations and the
very wealthy by Donald Trump in
2017 was one of the key reasons
why the government’s debt was
increasing so precipitously (the
Tax Cuts and Jobs Act was one of
the largest ever transfers of wealth
from the majority to the super-rich
minority).
In 2015, global debt was under
$220 trillion. This means that in
just six years, the world has seen
an increase in total indebtedness
of around 35%! Meanwhile, the
global debt/GDP ratio is now
around 360%. While governments
around the world continue to
justify these obscene increases by
pointing to the support measures
they introduced after the onset of
Covid-19, the numbers hide an
irrefutable fact - incessant money
printing has become the norm
around the world, and the pumping
of most of this bubble-generating
money into financial and stock
markets has made a mockery of
conventional asset valuation.
However, there is a deeper and
far more sinister story behind the
obvious manipulation of financial
markets that’s taking place: namely
the plan hatched by the elites who
are rolling out the Great Reset
to digitalise money completely
and gradually phase out cashbased transactions. Given that
global debt has now surpassed all
manageable levels and is on course
to crash the global economy, the
technocrat fanatics/globalist elite/
corporate oligarchy have begun
to openly speak about digitalising
all monetary transactions and
utilising the tremendous advances
in technology to facilitate it.
However, what they talk
about less frequently is the new
global digital currency that will
eventually be introduced to
replace the fiat currencies of today,
which have been hyperprinted into
oblivion, and also the possible
sweeteners that will be used - such
as the introduction of universal
basic income (purely in digital
form, of course) - to make these
moves more palatable. While

the World Economic Forum at
Davos 2020 did openly discuss the
need for creating a ‘credible and
trusted’ global digital currency,
what these unabashed subverters
of democratic governance are not
divulging is that detailed plans on
what sort of digital currency will
be unleashed on the world - and
in what manner - already exist,
and the ground is already being
prepared for its introduction before
the current decade is out.
Furthermore, the mendacious
mainstream media will never give
a platform to those who point out
that the gradual abolition of cash
transactions is nothing more than
a nefarious assault on human
privacy and the ability of people to
physically touch and protect their
money. The ability to make minor
transactions in cash is vitally
important to safeguarding privacy
and keeping the prying eyes
of technocrats (and potentially
intelligence services) away from
what people want to buy and
sell. Moreover, the eventual
replacement of cash with purely
digital payment systems will
inevitably be accompanied by the
introduction of a ‘social credit’
system - like in China - that can
be used to penalise and punish
members of the public who fail to
conform to arbitrary rules.
This relentless march towards
all-encompassing,
technologybased tyranny is the natural
and inevitable endpoint of
unfettered anarcho-capitalism the concentration of all the levers
of control on society in the hands
of the unelected, self-appointed
doyens of the capitalist/oligarchic
elite, who, in collaboration
with power-hungry fanatics of
technocracy and a political class
that has been almost completely
bought over, will seek to bring
their ultimate plan to fruition the transformation of the world
into a single market, controlled
tightly from an obscure centre,
and the transformation of all of
the world’s workers into direct
or indirect employees of a single
global conglomerate with branches
across the planet (without the right
to union representation, of course).
As things currently stand, it
is difficult to hope that these
diabolical plans can be scuppered.
The awakening that is undoubtedly
occurring in certain strata of
society - both spiritual and
cognitive - appears to be too slow
to create a tidal wave of pushback
and disobedience that can derail
the meticulously laid out schedule
of events that are leading to
the end dream of the oligarchy/
technocracy/globalism
cabal.
However, all is not lost, and at
times like this merely maintaining
a sense of optimism and working
at the grassroots level to institute
disobedience are in themselves
revolutionary acts - acts that
can produce ripple effects and
bring about unexpected victories.
To quote Benjamin Franklin,
“Rebellion to tyrants is obedience
to god”. Nevertheless, it is an
inescapable fact that more time is
needed for the awakening that’s
occurring - particularly amongst
the youth - to take hold and gather
steam. If civil disobedience - a
fundamental human right - can
slow down the implementation
of at least certain aspects of the
aforementioned plans, we may
be in with a chance to prevent
absolute tyranny from being
established and to finally dispose
of the cancerous and destructive
system called capitalism.
As we continue seeing the

world’s hedonistic billionaires
compete over whose phallicshaped rocket can take them
fastest and furthest into space,
let’s hope that enough human
beings are accessing real news on
genuine/alternative news channels
and understanding the true nature
of what’s going on around them.
Perceptive and sentient people
must not go along with these
subversive plans for humanity. Do
not become accomplices. Remove
your money from banks, hold on
to it in your homes, insist on using
it for your daily purchases, and
build communities of like-minded
people who are committed to
maintaining cash as an integral part
of daily life. Promote regionalism
as an antidote to globalism. And
for goodness sake, stop giving your
votes to bought-off governments!
Tigran Kalaydjian
Surrey

Site for struggle

Tony Greenstein tells us: “It is
as if the whole Corbyn era, when
hundreds of thousands of people
streamed into the Labour Party,
and the radical manifesto of 2017,
when Labour secured the largest
swing since 1945 - in the teeth of
wall-to-wall opposition from the
British state and its lackeys in the
media - had passed Jim and Stan
Keable by” (Letters, November 4).
Oh dear. All we know,
apparently, is that “Without
organisation the working class is
nothing”, and Tony reckons that
the CPGB has no idea as to how
to advance from where we are.
Because, presumably, we still
haven’t built the party that the
working class needs. It may have
come to Tony’s attention that
nobody else has either. All these
years and no mass party.
Many have pointed out that the
left is weak and has been for some
time. There are historical reasons
for this, many of which are set out
repeatedly in the Weekly Worker,
as well as in our Communist
Forums and Communist University
sessions. The only large-scale
victory of a mass communist
party took place in Russia in
1917. It was immediately beset
by imperialist armies, along with
the ‘white’ forces of reaction.
The Russian leaders expected a
more thoroughgoing revolutionary
sweep in Europe and a few years
later we had the Stalinist takeover.
I’m sure Tony is aware of all
this, but does not perhaps agree
with the vital role of an organised
Marxist party. The working class
needs an independent party not
bound to union leaderships or any
clique or bureaucracy that places
itself above its members.
We’ve read too that Tony was
impressed by the Corbyn project
that “frightened the ruling class
from Washington to Tel Aviv”
- I’m sure it did, which is why
they dealt with it. Tony blames
the Labour left, but what else
did he expect from them? Many
are Labour left parliamentarians
and what takes priority? They’ve
climbed the greasy pole of local
politics (not many trades unionist
nowadays - actually not an awful
lot of local politicians either) and
made it into parliament, and they
want to stay there!
Tony suggests that we, the
CPGB, put forward “a choice
between a Starmer-led Labour
Party or a Marxist party”. No,
Tony, we reckon that a mass
Marxist party is the only way to
get rid of a Starmer, or any other
bourgeois leader of the Labour
Party.

Tony says: “Yes, it is true that
Roger Silverman and myself, and
also Ken Loach, are focused on the
150,000 that have left the Labour
Party (as well as the 150,000
who are going to leave the party).
That doesn’t seem a bad place to
start.” Fair enough, but to start
doing what? As I asked in my
letter (October 28) regarding Tony
and Roger Silverman, “What do
they want? A home? For the 2019
manifesto?”
You and Roger, Tony, might get
a mass party (I’m not confident,
as I’m sure you’ve guessed). Will
it be as big as the mass support
that Lula had in Brazil, along with
the rest of the ‘pink tide’ in South
America? Or what about the ‘Arab
Spring’? Will you get the crowds
of Tahrir Square?
But there have been other mass
movements: Occupy, Black Lives
Matter, Extinction Rebellion …
and where have they gone? We
need mass Marxist parties to
actually lead the working class
in taking power. In the CPGB
we have a Draft programme. We
want to convince those who see
themselves as Marxists and/or
communists to join us in fighting
for that programme, or one
amended by a mass membership.
So why bother with the Labour
Party? It has a rotten leadership is that new? But millions vote for
it, many of them identify with it, it
has its union affiliations - it is a site
for struggle. It may have some of
those communists in it - or at least
potential communists. The Weekly
Worker, as you may have noticed,
Tony, has regular articles on the
goings-on in the revolutionary left
groups - not to take cheap shots,
but in the hope that more and more
comrades will join the struggle for
a mass Marxist party.
Jim Nelson
email

Jihadism

While I agree with Yassamine
Mather’s statement that Islam as
such is not the reason for jihadism
(‘Bitter fruit of imperialism’,
November 4), I would like to have

her explain the fact that this sort
of international terrorism is not
practised by people from other
ethnic/religious
communities,
notwithstanding the fact that they
too may have experienced and
are experiencing the catastrophic
onslaught of imperialism.
Could it be that what is special
is the fact that Muslims see
themselves as the heirs of a great
civilisation, which has lost out to
the imperialist (‘Christian’) west,
and that this fact, in addition to
all economic hardship, is a deeply
felt affront against these people’s
sense of pride?
A Holberg
Bonn

Restore profs

Count the spoons whenever
anyone says ‘woke’ - they are
probably going to do the opposite
of what they are saying, if they are
not already doing it.
Is the government going to
create a position for professor
Kathleen Stock? Or are one or
more peers or backbench MPs
going to offer her a professorial
fellowship in their offices, with a
remit to carry on doing what she
has been doing? It might have to
be called something else officially,
but the pay would be as near as
possible to her previous rate, and
she would enjoy the closest thing
to academic freedom that the
rules would allow. Is that going to
happen? Well, there you are then.
The same applies to supposedly
pro-Palestinian parliamentarians,
and to ostensible opponents of the
neoconservatives’
pro-Wahhabi
war in Syria. The University of
Bristol’s own lawyer found that
professor David Miller had no
case to answer, yet he is still out of
his job. Where is his professorial
fellowship in parliament?
There are a lot of by-elections
coming up. At least one of them
needs to be won by a candidate who
promises to restore both professor
Stock and professor Miller to their
proper eminence.
David Lindsay
Durham

Online Communist Forum

Sunday November 14 5pm

Constitutions - ancient and modern
Speaker: Mike Macnair
Sunday November 21 5pm

A week in politics

Political report and discussion from
CPGB’s Provisional Central Committee
Register in advance for this webinar:
communistparty.co.uk/ocf-register
Organised by CPGB: communistparty.co.uk and
Labour Party Marxists: www.labourpartymarxists.org.uk
For further information, email Stan Keable at
Secretary@labourpartymarxists.org.uk

BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX l 07379 532160 l www.weeklyworker.co.uk l editor@weeklyworker.co.uk
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History and hagiography

Support Clark’s strikers

T

After Cop26: Rise and rebel

Saints and sinners. Paul Demarty assesses the Greta Thunberg
phenomenon
he Cop26 negotiations - indeed
the dismal progress on halting
global warming achieved in
recent years by the great and the
good - have found a mildly interesting
subplot in the life of Greta Thunberg,
and in particular the great heights of
her fame.
Her legions of admirers lapped
up what that great stalwart of radical
environmentalism, Bloomberg News,
decided was the slogan of the day:
there had been enough “blah blah
blah” on the subject - an assertion
with which it is difficult to find fault.
Thunberg also found time to borrow
the local culture, leading the masses
in a spirited terrace chant of “You can
stick your climate crisis up your arse”.
The glowing profiles and interviews
tumble on unabated; her verdict on
the outcome of this latest round of
‘blah blah blah’ was characteristically
scathing.
How has she come by such a grand
public reputation? There are, after
all, many young activists, and a new
generation every few years, when the
flowering of conscience slams into
the complacency of corrupt, adult
society. I was 16 when I attended my
first demonstrations in the anti-war
movement, and I was hardly unique
(there were school strikes then as
well). None of us achieved close to
Thunberg-grade notoriety, however.
Her own distinctive character - the
intense sense of purpose, the Aspergers
‘superpowers’, the apparent inability
to be intimidated by the importance
of anyone at all, the admirable lack of
tact - is surely a part of that. I and my
comrades - and for that matter the core
of the Climate Camp protests a while
ago and Extinction Rebellion more
recently - were very much ‘activists’
of the usual type: stoned-looking
and rather inarticulate. We were a bit
‘dog bites man’ (the dog being an old
crustie’s whippet on a string).
Yet, in accordance with the usual
laws of celebrity culture, the real
interest lies not in the subject of
adulation, but in what is projected
on to Greta Thunberg. It is familiar,
in the modern secular age, from
the admiration given to ‘iconic’
protestors of different sorts - Emily
Wilding Davison’s fatal encounter
with the king’s horse, Rosa Parks’
refusal to stand on that bus, the whole
careers of Martin Luther King and
Nelson Mandela: so the list goes on.
What happens to these figures is,
on closer inspection, a remarkable
transformation. The fact that Davison
and Mandela were both members
of what would certainly count, by
contemporary securocratic standards,
as terrorist organisations is awkwardly
glossed over. The precise politics
of King escapes notice, especially
his more conventionally leftwing
statements at the end of his life; the fact
that Rosa Parks was herself politically
committed is also buried (she was
close to the Communist Party USA).
In other words, history itself appears
in a strange soft focus, with good and
evil comfortably demarcated.
What we have instead of history,
then, is hagiography in its original
sense - the biographies of saints.
Christians, especially of Catholic and
Orthodox confessions, have produced
vast troves of such texts, and we should
not forget that the pejorative use of
the word even today exists alongside
the purely taxonomical one, dividing
this branch of religious literature from
others. Through this lens, Thunberg
appears in a different lineage
altogether: the peculiar micro-genre of
child church-militants. We could name
Nicholas of Cologne, supposedly the
leader of the at least semi-mythical

Has to be explained
Children’s Crusade; and Joan of Arc,
the mystically-inspired scourge of the
English in the midst of the 100 Years
War.
The stories of the lives of the
saints reassure believers that great
feats of virtue are possible under the
direst of circumstances, that tiny and
unimportant people can be lifted up by
the almighty to some grand purpose.
To modern eyes, the extent to which
the ancient and medieval cults of
sainthood were about the living faithful
more than the martyrs, whether or not
a real historical figure corresponded
to the cult at all, is almost comically
obvious.
More modern religious celebrities
have often recoiled from the thought
that they might be canonised. John
Henry Newman had his grave filled
with a rich, fertile mulch to ensure
that there would be no chance of
‘miraculous’ bodily incorruption.
More pertinent, in this connection, is
the case of Dorothy Day, a Catholic
pacifist anarchist of the last century.
When people called her a saint, she
said, they implicitly made her life
into an impossible act to follow. But
nothing she had done was out of the
ordinary; complacent Catholics built a
cult around her instead of joining her
politically - all very ‘blah blah blah’,
in other words.

Displacement

Whether or not she knows it, it seems
that Thunberg is in the same boat as
Day: she fancies herself as a prophet,
but in order not to listen to her, people
will make her instead into a saint.
One of the peculiarities of the
present age of media hypersaturation
is that we do not need our saints to
be martyred before we write our
hagiographies: the sight of a Swedish
teenager tying Donald Trump up in
knots on Twitter does just as well as
the story of Patrick ridding Ireland of
snakes once did. The liberal wing of
the bourgeoisie has praised her to the
skies, but can never rid itself of the
complacent assumption that one more
multilateral talking shop after the
fashion of the last - how many? five,
ten, a thousand? - will finally deal with
the climate crisis.
The accumulation of disasters
- storm after hundred-year storm,
wildfires, shrinking sea-ice, mass
extinction - is the cause of quite

sincere fear and concern on the part
of such layers, as well it should be.
(In Thunberg’s case, the awful reality
seems to have brought on a serious
depressive illness in her childhood.)
It is not merely the disasters that
cause despair, however - it is what the
disasters show us, necessarily, about
the bourgeois efforts on climate change
as a whole. The efforts of uncounted
scientists, journalists, worthy NGOs,
Al Gore and whoever else you like
have failed to make serious action
on climate degradation possible.
The science, of course, has value
of its own; and no doubt this or that
outrage has been prevented by worthy
NGO lobbying. Taken as a package,
however, the idea that technocratic
smarts and cultivated virtue could get
this problem under control has failed
so badly that it would be funny, if so
many lives were not at stake.
The result for those who believed in
this dream must be despair, sooner or
later. It is at this point - the world on fire
and an openly pro-fossil fuel president
in the White House - that Thunberg
was propelled to global renown.
She both confirmed the prescription
of despair, by straightforwardly
recognising that record of failure for
what it was, and negated it, merely by
being young and visibly caring about
the outcome, in spite of everything.
The real danger - and, frankly, the
immediately likely outcome - is that
the Greta effect turns out to be just one
more go on the bourgeois summitry
carousel: we whirl around, in constant
movement, without ever getting
anywhere. Thunberg can hardly be
faulted for not fixing this; she, and
others of her age, have inherited a
truly dreadful political landscape from
their elders. Part of that landscape is
the socialist left, which has stumbled
from disaster to disaster since my
own first adolescent experiments in
protest (and longer even than that).
It is easy to show, with the use of the
Marxist method, that Cop26-type
jamborees cannot achieve anything
to prevent what disasters still might
be prevented, and that this is rendered
inevitable by their failure to call into
question the capitalist system itself.
It is not so easy to show that the
disoriented ranks of reformism or the
shrivelled remains of a million tiny
sects could do any better.
That said, civil disobedience raised
to a strategic principle has hardly fared
better in doing what is, at the bare
minimum, necessary - coercing the
bourgeois elites of sufficient countries
to take the question seriously in deeds
rather than words. Because we have
a culturally sanctified trope set up
around such strategies - of the civil
rights movement and of Gandhi and
so forth - the failure of this method of
itself is obscured. We really do need
the thing the sects say we need, but fail
to build - powerful, disciplined party
movements; and this merely follows
from the need posed with uncommon
clarity by the climate crisis: the need
for control over incredibly complex
economic activity and for an escape
from the beggar-thy-neighbour sphere
of negotiations between rival nationstates. The technocratic-plebiscitary
proposals of XR - the movement most
closely associated with Thunbergthought - pose the problem of agency
no less sharply than the corrupt,
organised chaos of capitalism as it
is, and the need for agents greater in
power than that enemy.
In such a movement, Greta
Thunberg would be a valuable
comrade and probably a leader.
Without it, she is merely a saint l
paul.demarty@weeklyworker.co.uk

ACTION

Saturday November 13, 11am: Solidarity march. Assemble Clark’s
Westway Warehouse, Street BA16. March to Clark’s HQ, then rally
in Wood’s Batch Park. Support over 100 workers on strike against
fire and rehire on 20% lower wages and increased hours.
Organised by TUC South West and Community trade union.
www.tuc.org.uk/events.
Saturday November 13, 11am: March. Assemble Lincoln’s Inn
Fields, London WC2. The day after Cop26, another catastrophic
failure. Inaction from world leaders is a crime against humanity.
Organised by Extinction Rebellion:
www.facebook.com/events/916054965676676.

End US aggression against Cuba

Sunday November 14, 1pm: Protest outside Cuban embassy,
167 High Holborn, London WC1. Oppose renewed US interference
and aggression by anti-Cuban groups based in Miami.
Organised by Cuba Solidarity Campaign:
www.facebook.com/events/1210658959425248.

Stop bullying at Oaks Park School

Monday November 15, 5.30pm: Protest rally, City Hall, The
Queen’s Walk, London SE1. National Education Union members
at Oaks Park School in Redbridge are striking against management
victimisation. Tell mayor of London Sadiq Khan that Redbridge’s
Labour council should be with the union, not against it!
Organised by Defend Victimised NEU Reps:
www.facebook.com/events/407353741068795.

Introduction to radical anthropology

Tuesday November 16, 6.30pm: Series of talks on social and
biological anthropology. This talk is online only via Zoom.
‘Is there any Body out there? Love and loneliness in anthropology’.
Speaker: Morna Finnegan.
Organised by Radical Anthropology Group:
radicalanthropologygroup.org/evening-talks.

End bullying at work

Wednesday November 17, 7.30pm: Online meeting with speakers
from National Education Union and Unite.
Organised by Manchester Trades Council:
www.facebook.com/events/595865365091203.

Benn and the Alternative Economic Strategy
Thursday November 18, 6pm: Online education talk via Zoom.
Part of a weekly series on ‘Labour and the left - a history of witchhunts and fightbacks’.
Organised by Labour Left Alliance:
www.facebook.com/events/310064463792088.

Socialism 2021

Friday November 19 to Sunday November 21: Socialist Party
annual school, Queen Mary University, Mile End Road, London E1.
Forty workshops around the theme, ‘Capitalism is rotten - how can
socialist ideas change the world?’ Some workshops also on Zoom.
Tickets: one day £20 (£10), weekend £30 (£16).
Organised by Socialist Party in England and Wales:
www.socialism2021.net.

Books on Marxist ideas

Saturday November 20, 11am to 4pm: Bookfair, The Casa,
29 Hope Street, Liverpool L1. Find out more about Marxism and
Marxist ideas. Stalls and workshops, admission free.
Organised by Merseyside Marxist bookfair:
www.facebook.com/merseysidemarxistbookfair.

Warton’s war on Yemen

Wednesday November 24, 6.30pm: Online Q and A with film
presenter Matt Kennard and Lindsey German. The film investigates
the arms factory in Warton, Lancashire, making warplanes to bomb
Yemen. Watch the film here: youtu.be/GhsPkdFusJI.
Organised by Declassified UK and Stop the War Coalition:
www.stopwar.org.uk/events/wartons-war-on-yemen-stop-the-war-qa.

Annual John MacLean commemoration

Sunday November 28 12.30pm: Assemble John MacLean’s grave
in Eastwood New Cemetery, Thornliebank Road, Glasgow G46.
March from gates to John MacLean Cairn, Shawbridge Shopping
Centre, for speakers and musicians.
Organised by Scottish Republican Socialist Movement:
www.facebook.com/events/595403415212095.

¡Adelante! 2021

Saturday December 4, 10am to 5pm: Conference, Friends
House, Euston Road, London NW1. People across South America
are fighting back, developing mass movements to struggle for
independence, sovereignty and resistance to neoliberalism and US
domination. Speakers include Jeremy Corbyn and ambassadors from
Cuba, Nicaragua and Venezuela. Also stalls and films.
Tickets £10 (£8). Organised by Latin America conference:
www.facebook.com/events/1072041540268905.

Stop the War festive fundraiser

Thursday December 9, 7pm: Online fundraising event. An evening
of entertainment and politics with Mark Rylance, Brian Eno, Alexei
Sayle, Tariq Ali, Jeremy Corbyn and Apsana Begum. Tickets £10
(£5.98). Organised by Stop the War Coalition:
www.facebook.com/stopthewarcoalition.

CPGB wills

Remember the CPGB and keep the struggle going. Put our party’s
name and address, together with the amount you wish to leave, in
your will. If you need further help, do not hesitate to contact us.
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Government extortion racket

Boris Johnson’s screeching U-turn over Owen Paterson brilliantly highlighted the endemic corruption in
the government party, writes Eddie Ford

B

y now everybody is familiar
with the Owen Paterson
story. Last month, after a twoyear investigation, the Tory MP
for North Shropshire was found
guilty of “egregious lobbying” by
the parliamentary commissioner
for standards, Kathryn Stone.
The commissioner is in charge
of regulating MPs’ “conduct
and propriety”, and ensuring the
disclosure of financial interests that
“may be of relevance” to MPs’ work.
In theory, paid advocacy on behalf
of corporate interests is strictly
forbidden.
As a serial offender, Paterson
made three approaches to the Food
Standards Agency and four to
the Department for International
Development in relation to Randox
- a healthcare and toxicology
company that in March of last
year was awarded a £133 million
contract to produce testing kits
(at a cost of £49 each) during the
coronavirus pandemic without
any other firms being given the
opportunity to bid for the work.
Nothing dodgy there, nor the fact
that a further £347 million contract
was awarded to Randox six months
later, again without other companies
being able to bid. Paterson also
made seven approaches to the Food
Standards Agency relating to Lynn’s
Country Foods, a Northern Irelandbased processor and distributor
of sausages. By pure coincidence,
Paterson used to be secretary of
state for Northern Ireland. For his
labours, Paterson was paid over
£100,000 a year - on top of his MP’s
annual salary of £81,932, plus full
expenses. Not a bad living.
In the words of Kathryn Stone,
the member for North Shropshire
has “brought the house into
disrepute” and “no previous case
of paid advocacy has seen so many
breaches or such a clear pattern
of behaviour in failing to separate
private and public interests”. The
commons select committee on
standards recommended Paterson
be suspended from the Commons
for 30 sitting days. Hence a motion
to carry out the recommendations of
the committee was due to be voted
on last week by parliament, which

parliamentary procedure to protect
an errant chum and intimidate the
parliamentary commissioner for
standards is nothing to get vexed
about, apparently.
Keir Starmer accused Boris
Johnson of “leading his troops
through the sewer”, calling
the Paterson debacle “political
corruption” - which is obviously true.
Even former Tory prime minister
John Major gave vent to his outrage,
condemning the government’s
actions as “shameful and wrong” they had “the effect of trashing the
reputation of parliament”, he said.

Moonlighting

Surely it is not about to go over to Sir Keir’s Labour Party
if approved would have meant that
a recall petition would have been
triggered in his constituency.

Skulduggery

However, this is when the
skulduggery began. An amendment
to the motion was put forward
by Tory backbencher Andrea
‘loathsome’ Leadsom to delay
Paterson’s suspension and set up a
new select committee to investigate
the disciplinary process for MPs a totally unprecedented move, as
everyone noted at the time. In other
words, Boris Johnson was using his
parliamentary majority to defend a
friend by retrospectively rewriting
the rules under which Paterson was
convicted. Or, if you prefer sporting

Fighting fund

First time of asking

G

ood news this week in the
shape of an email from
comrade GB, who is a regular
(and very generous) donor to
the Weekly Worker. He wants to
give his “thanks to all concerned
at the paper for its high-quality
journalism - in a world so badly
in need of it and so sadly deprived
of it”. And to show his own
appreciation he has increased his
standing order to no less than £75
a month!
That will give us a good boost
later in November - one we very
much need, as right now we are
very much lagging behind the
going rate. Don’t forget that
we’ve been forced to increase
our target from £2,000 to £2,250.
Amongst the contributors
over the past week is comrade
TB, who was so pleased with last
week’s paper - particularly Jack
Conrad’s article on the Greens
- that he has asked for more

copies. And, to (more than) cover
the cost, he made a bank transfer
of £50.
On top of that four comrades
made donations via PayPal thanks to comrades SB and MF
(£50 each), plus MH and BH
(£10). Finally there were seven
standing orders, from CG and
HN (£30 each), DV, GD and BO
(£25), NR (£18) and SM (£10).
All that comes to £333, taking
our running total up to £504. But,
as I’ve said, that is quite a way
below the going rate - with a
third of the month already gone,
we are not even a quarter of the
way there! So please play your
part in making sure we reach our
target the first time of asking! l
Robbie Rix
Fill in a standing order form
(back page), donate via our
website, or send cheques,
payable to Weekly Worker

analogies, Johnson was trying to
change both the rules and the referee
in the middle of the game.
Making matters worse, there
was extremely aggressive three-line
whipping, which is alleged to have
included threats to cut funding to
the constituencies of any Tory MP
who refused to support the plot
against parliamentary standards. As
one journalist remarked, “That’s not
parliamentary government - that’s
government as an extortion racket”.
Eventually, the amendment was
passed - though it is not without
significance that 13 Conservative
MPs voted against with 97 absent or
abstaining (throwing a sickie, so to
speak).
Facing intense criticism from all
sections of the media and MPs of
all parties, the Johnson government
finally saw which way the wind or rather, hurricane - was blowing
and performed a screeching U-turn,
announcing that a vote would still
take place on whether Paterson
should be suspended. But he fell on
his sword anyway, sanctimoniously
declaring that “I will remain a public
servant but outside the cruel world of
politics” - playing the victim, when
the reality was that he had been
caught bang to rights. Shameless
to the very end, so you could argue
that at least Owen Paterson was
consistent.
There will now be a by-election in
North Shropshire and it appears that
MPs will get a chance next week to
‘unpick’ Boris Johnson’s bid to save
Paterson’s skin.1 That is, they will
be asked to vote to scrap for good
the planned new committee and
also vote again on the suspension meaning that the case against him
will be considered formally by
parliament. Better late than never, I
suppose. Needless to say, the always
shameless Boris Johnson refuses
to apologise for the fiasco - which
indeed it was - and George Eustice,
the gormless environment minister,
described the affair as a “storm
in a teacup”. Trying to subvert

The whole unedifying Paterson
saga has acted, of course, to lift the
lid on something that is endemic
in Westminster and affects all the
major parties - it just takes different
forms. However, in the government
party - which has been in office
uninterruptedly since 2010 - it is
spectacularly egregious.
For instance, if we look at former
premiers and government ministers,
many of them are now working
for big corporations and foreign
governments as advisors, able to
provide their new employers with
access to current ministers and top
civil servants. Naturally, Paterson’s
conduct has focused attention on
moonlighting MPs - some trousering
large amounts of money without a
second thought. More than a quarter
of Tory MPs have second jobs with
firms whose activities range from
gambling to private healthcare,
making in total more than £4 million
in extra earnings in a year - with the
highest earners being former cabinet
ministers, of course.
The highest of all is Andrew
Mitchell, the MP for Sutton Coldfield,
who made £182,600 for 34.5 days’
work in a variety of financial advisory
roles, with firms including Investec
and EY. Geoffrey Cox, the former
attorney general, is making around
£1 million a year as a barrister. He is
now mired in allegations that he has
used his Commons office for legal
work - something else totally against
the rules. Since being sacked as a
minister in a February reshuffle, Cox
has spoken in the chamber just once.
It is clear where his priorities lie.
As for Chris Grayling, the former
transport secretary, he is being paid
£100,000 a year from Hutchison
Ports Europe. The weird John
Redwood, former Welsh secretary, is
earning more than £230,000 working
for an investment advisory company,
Charles Stanley, and a private equity
firm - while Alun Cairns, a former
Welsh secretary, acts as advisor to
a Wales-based global diagnostics
company, BBI, with all his
consultancy roles bringing in a total
of £60,000. Liam Fox, a former trade
secretary, has a £10,000 contract
with WorldPR, while Julian Smith,
the former chief whip, is making
about £144,000 a year from advisory
roles with marine, renewables and
hydrogen firms. Two Tories have
jobs linked to the gambling industry:
Laurence Robertson, Tory MP for
Tewkesbury, gets £24,000 a year as
parliamentary advisor to the Betting
and Gaming Council, while Philip
Davies, the MP for Shipley, is paid
£16,660 by GVC Holdings, owner of
Coral and Ladbrokes, plus £12,000
a year by the National Pawnbroking
Association. Many Labour MPs
have fingers in many pies as well, it
goes without saying.
We have also discovered recently
that the going rate for a seat in

the House of Lords is £3 million
- whether that is a bargain or not I
leave to the reader to decide. We
found this out after The Sunday
Times reported that in the past two
decades, all 16 of the Tory Party’s
main treasurers (apart from the most
recent, who stood down two months
ago, having donated £3.8 million)
have been offered a seat in the other
place as a reward for forking out
the required sum to party funds.
The most scandalous appointment
was that of Lord Cruddas, whose
estimated wealth is at least $1.3
billion - he took his seat after Johnson
rejected the advice of the House of
Lords appointment commission not
to grant him a peerage. An ex-party
chair told the newspaper: “The truth
is the entire political establishment
knows this happens and they do
nothing about it … The most telling
line is, once you pay your £3 million,
you get your peerage.”

Saviour

Unfortunately, it does not seem
likely that the Paterson scandal and
all the rest of it will have any longterm effects politically - unless
key sections of the media and the
establishment decide that Boris
Johnson is too much of a liability
and has to be replaced by the second
eleven.
Maybe there are slight intimations
of that in some newspapers, one
dredging up an old school report by
the prime minister’s housemaster at
Eton - who noted the young Johnson’s
belief that he should be treated as
“an exception, one who should be
free of the network of obligation
which binds everyone else”.2 If you
are old enough to remember, that is
what happened to John Major - who
became engulfed by sleaze scandals
despite his vacuous ‘back to basics’
campaign (or perhaps because of
it). Essentially, the Murdoch media
empire switched over to Tony Blair,
who then crushed Major electorally.
Whether that happens to Boris
Johnson remains an entirely open
question, but it would be idiotic to
assume that his days are numbered far too early to say.
No, we need to see how things
pan out, not least because it looks
like Johnson will be stirring the
Brexit pot again after Cop26 finally
wraps up - especially when it comes
to the Northern Ireland protocol and
the possible invoking of article 16.
Now making himself out as the
saviour of the world (forget Greta
Thunberg), Johnson returned to the
climate conference on November 10
for a maximum-publicity oneday visit - something which had
obviously been planned in advance.
He urged the climate negotiators to
“pull out all the stops”, saying all
countries needed to come to the table
with “increased ambition” in order
to keep “alive” the target of limiting
global warming to 1.5ºC.
Or, using typically Johnsonian
expressions, we were 5-1 down at
halftime, now it is 5-5 and with one
more burst to the goal line we will
win 6-5 in extra time. All this is
complete nonsense, of course, but
that has never stopped the prime
minister before l
eddie.ford@weeklyworker.co.uk

Notes
1. dailymail.co.uk/news/article-10184519/

MPs-chance-unpick-Boris-Johnsons-bidsave-Owen-Paterson-suspension-week.html.
2. theguardian.com/commentisfree/2021/
nov/07/boris-johnson-contempt-for-integrityis-at-the-rotten-heart-of-the-paterson-affair.
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USA

All workers lose out
With the Democrats going downhill fast, Daniel Lazare looks at the role played by critical race theory

B

y late 2020, US Democrats
seemed to have had it made.
The country was coming apart
at the seams under a Republican
president who was widely despised
and was making a long list of
problems worse - everything from
a growing crisis due to a refugee
influx on the US-Mexican border to
relations with old and trusted allies
in Europe and beyond. Sure, the
candidate they chose to head up their
ticket was not the most dynamic guy
on earth. But as long as his name
was not Donald Trump - or, for that
matter, Bernie Sanders - what could
go wrong?
The answer 12 months later is:
plenty. Not only is Joe Biden’s polling
scraping the bottom, but, at 59%, his
disapproval rating, according to a
recent survey, is higher than Trump’s
was even after sending a raging mob
onto Capitol Hill last January. This
month’s off-year elections were a
particular shock. Democrats lost a
gubernatorial race in Virginia - a state
that Biden had carried by ten points
- and came within a hair’s breadth of
losing another in New Jersey. Local
races were also bad, especially for the
party’s progressive wing. A ‘defund
the police’ initiative went down in
defeat in Minneapolis, the city where
cops killed George Floyd in May
2020, while self-proclaimed socialist
India Walton lost to the incumbent
mayor of Buffalo NY, after he waged
a triumphant come-from-behind
write-in campaign following his loss
to Walton in the Democratic primary
in June.
The outlook could not be bleaker
as a consequence. As things stand
now, the party will likely lose control
of both houses of Congress in 2022,
leaving Biden crippled for the second
half of his term, and likely to lose the
presidency as well two years later.
Conceivably, the Dems still have time
to turn things around. But it is hard to
see how someone as underwhelming
as Biden can pull it off, while vicepresident Kamala Harris will likely
prove even worse if she takes the helm
in 2024, since her polling figures are
even more abysmal. Humpty Dumpty
will not be put back together again for
a long, long time.
All of which proves two things.
One is that, after fighting off
Sanders in 2020, the Democratic
establishment has keeled over
from exhaustion. The other is
that you cannot fight Trumpstyle authoritarianism with weakkneed liberalism, especially one as
shambolic as the Democratic variety.
Not only are Democrats pitching
downhill as a result, but small-d
democracy is doing so as well.
Not that the United States is the
only country under stress these days.
In France, rightwing TV talk-show
host Éric Zemmour is challenging
Marine Le Pen’s neo-fascist National
Rally from the right, while the
Fratelli d’Italia are doing the same
to Matteo Salvini’s Lega in Italy. The
ultra-right Vox party now ranks third
in Spain, while Sweden’s far-right
Democrats are also continuing to
advance.
But the United States is in a class of
its own. After reaping the benefits of
global hegemony, the ‘indispensable
nation’ is now paying the price
in the form of a double-barrelled
structural crisis. Imperial policy is
in disarray following last summer’s
chaotic Afghan withdrawal, even as
Washington continues to seek out
new enemies in the western Pacific
and the Black Sea. A combination of

Played straight into the hands of Republicans
weakness and belligerence cannot
end well, with the US growing more
and more over-extended.
But a parallel crisis at a national
level is no less threatening. America’s
great constitutional meltdown - a
process underway since at least the
1990s - continues to intensify, as the
atmosphere on Capitol Hill grows
more and more poisonous. So bad
has the problem grown that even The
New York Times has taken notice.
“Our political system - it’s almost
completely a failure,” it recently
quoted a 65-year-old Floridian
named Carla Haney as saying. “I
don’t see it getting better at all.”
As another Florida resident told the
Times, “There’s so much hatred. You
can see it in the schools, the diet, our
lifestyle, the stress ... It’s a mystery
that life has become so much worse
in the US.”1
The paper even published a
special section entitled ‘Snap out
of it, America!’ An admission that
constitutional decay is reaching a
breaking point, it features an essay by
historian Daniel Immerwahr asking,
‘How did politics get so sclerotic?’,
and seven proposed constitutional
amendments by various journalists
and academics guaranteeing the right
to join a union, among other things,
and banning abortion by confirming
that even unborn foetuses in the
first stages of development have
full political rights2 (the Times likes
nothing more than even-handed
bipartisanship). But since such
proposals have zero chance of
passage, thanks to the dysfunctional
amending clause set forth in the
constitution’s article five, the section
wound up confirming what everyone
already knows: the US is in a deep
impasse with no way out.
Then there is the two-party
system, the oldest such system
in the world, which is caught up
in a sub-crisis all its own. While
the Republicans are not fascist in
the classic sense, their devotion
to Trump is taking on distinctly
Mussolini-esque overtones. Instead
of a programme, they are in thrall
to a lider máximo whose ideology
boils down to raw anger - at the
world at large for taking advantage
of America and ripping it off; at the
Democrats for stealing the 2020

election; and at the press and the
Deep State for hyping the ludicrous
Russiagate conspiracy theory back
in 2017-20. (The last has a good deal
of validity, since Russiagate was a
classic CIA destabilisation campaign
aimed at driving Trump out of office.
But the other two are dangerous
nonsense.)

Race and class

But, as bad as the Republicans are,
the Democrats in some ways are even
worse. They are also in thrall - not to
Trump, of course, but to an absurdly
idealised version of Franklin D
Roosevelt’s New Deal and to every
fad emanating out of Hollywood
and academia. Alexandria OcasioCortez’s Green New Deal was an
example of the first, while the MeToo
movement - which burst on the scene
in October 2017, when The New York
Times and The New Yorker published
exposés of sexual abuse by movie
producer Harvey Weinstein - was an
example of the second. A growing
furore over something called critical
race theory (CRT) typifies the third,
and it is causing the Dems more grief
than ever.
The theory emerged as a major
factor in Virginia this fall when a
Republican hedge fund manager
named Glenn Youngkin seized on
it in his gubernatorial campaign
to pummel Terry McAuliffe, his
Democratic opponent, for ignoring
complaints that the schools are forcefeeding children with dangerous
racial
doctrines.
Democrats
responded in their usual fashion by
accusing Youngkin of engaging in
“dog-whistle racism” and denying
that CRT has anything to do with the
schools, since it is exclusively taught
in universities.3
But sneering will not make
such issues go away for the simple
reason that CRT really is pernicious
nonsense. While conservatives
routinely label the theory as
‘Marxist’,4 it is in fact the opposite,
since it elevates race, while all
but writing off class. An academic
movement that emerged in the 1980s
as an outgrowth of the critical legal
studies movement that was sweeping
US law schools at the time, it does
so by arguing that racism advances
the interests of white people by

definition and that laws can have
discriminatory effects even if
they are formally colour-blind. As
self-evident as this may seem, the
implications are deeply problematic,
as Marxists like Mike Cole of the
University of East London have
pointed out.
A singular focus on race, for
instance, serves to “homogenise”
white people by erasing any
difference between workers and
capitalists. Endlessly harping on
about white supremacy as the motor
force of history not only banishes
the class struggle, but leaves other
forms of racism unexplained, such
as anti-Semitism, black violence
against Asian-Americans - or, for
that matter, the Hutu slaughter of
Rwanda’s Tutsi minority in the
mid-1990s. Such phenomena do not
compute because they do not accord
with the CRT notion that racism is
something that whites do to others
and never the other way around. Not
only is the doctrine of race über alles
disturbingly reminiscent of certain
far-right movements that preached
much the same message, but
informing economically-depressed
white workers that they benefit from
something called ‘white privilege’
is a sure-fire way of undercutting
socialist ideas, since the only reaction
it can elicit from white workers is
anger and resentment.5
In the hands of popularisers such
as Robin DiAngelo - a corporate
diversity trainer, whose 2018 book
White fragility was a runaway bestseller - CRT has led to such sectarian
gems as:
n “White progressives cause the
most daily damage to people of
colour.”
n “Only whites can be racist.”
n “Attributing inequality between
whites and people of colour to causes
other than racism” is itself racist.
n “The past was great for white
people (and white men in particular),
because their positions went largely
unchallenged.”6
So white progressives should
not struggle against racism because
they will only make matters worse.
If they dare disagree with a singular
focus on whiteness, they will only
wind up confirming their own
guilt. History has meanwhile been

such a jolly romp for white people
that indentured servants must have
laughed themselves silly, as they
laboured under slave-like conditions
in the 16th and 17th century, while
white peasants enjoyed the pleasure
of being forced off the land by the
enclosure movements. What fun
children working 12 hours a day in
the dark satanic mills of the industrial
revolution must have had, as they
revelled in their white privilege!
While CRT, as such, is obviously
not taught in elementary schools,
CRT-inspired precepts have made
their way into the curriculum, as any
American with school-age children
(such as this writer) can attest.
Charts distributed to eighth graders
in Crozet, a small town in northcentral Virginia, inform them that the
“dominant culture” in the US consists
of “people who are white, middle
class, Christian and cisgender” and
that examples of racism include such
sins as insisting that there are “two
sides to every story”, “not believing
experiences of POC” (people of
colour), “denial of white privilege”
and believing that “we all belong to
the human race”.7
A rich tradition of interracial
solidarity has thus gone out the
window. The reaction in Virginia
is meanwhile predictable. With
Youngkin declaring that he would
“ban critical race theory on day
one” and McAuliffe retorting,
“I don’t think parents should be
telling schools what they should
teach”, the Virginia electorate split
along racial lines, with six out of
10 whites voting for Youngkin and
nearly nine out of 10 black voters
going for Terry McAuliffe.8 Instead
of echoing Trump’s charges about a
stolen election, Republicans found
something even better to pounce on
- the tautological banalities of CRT.
Why have Democrats stumbled
into such a trap? Because their leader
is a senile hack, because they have
no programme, because they do
not believe in anything other than
middle class self-aggrandisement
- and because the party’s deep
conservatism teaches that racism
is ineradicable and that liberals
must therefore side with anti-white
sectarianism, because the alternative
is even worse.
The upshot is the same old racist
system with the roles reversed. The
more the Democrats peddle such
nonsense, the more entrenched
racism grows and the more workers
of all colours wind up losing. It is
not pretty, but that is what America’s
ongoing structural crisis has
wrought l

Notes
1. www.nytimes.com/2021/11/05/us/

pandemic-funk-america.html.
2. www.nytimes.com/interactive/2021/09/16/
opinion/america-reforms.html.
3. See TV news host Brianna Keilar’s
casual dismissal of such concerns on CNN,
as the Democratic Party’s semi-official
news source, at: www.cnn.com/videos/
politics/2021/11/03/brianna-keilar-kirstenpowers-youngkin-virginia-win-dog-whistleracism-nd-vpx.cnn.
4. www.wsj.com/articles/kimberle-crenshawcritical-race-theory-woke-marxismeducation-11626793272.
5. S Walton, ‘Why the critical race theory of
“white supremacy” should not be dismissed
by neo-Marxists’ Power and Education
No12, Vol 1 (March 2020): journals.sagepub.
com/doi/full/10.1177/1757743819871316.
6. R DiAngelo White fragility: why it’s so
hard for white people to talk about racism
Boston 2018, pp5, 22, 44, 59.
7. www.crozetgazette.com/2021/07/02/antiracism-curriculum-divides-henley-parents.
8. www.theguardian.com/us-news/2021/
nov/09/youngkin-played-the-race-card-invirginia-no-trump-card-needed.
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COP26

Rebels without the means
Jack Conrad takes a hard look at the demands, principles and limitations of Extinction Rebellion

E

stablished in May 2018,
Extinction Rebellion - selfabbreviated as XR - dominated
media headlines when it came to
climate protests ... well, till the
motorway sit-downs staged by the
Insulate Britain breakaway, along
with the huge tailbacks and enraged
drivers. A gift, it has to be said,
for Priti Patel’s repulsive ‘law and
order’ agenda. Not that XR is a spent
force. It boasts of organising in 84
countries and having 1,202 groups.1
No less to the point, the XR spirit
pervaded protests in and around
Cop26, and not only in Glasgow.
XR calls upon supporters to unite
around the three (actually quite
extensive) core demands worked
out by its original 11 founders. They
can, though, as intended, be pithily
presented:
(1) Tell the truth: governments
must tell the truth by declaring a
climate and ecological emergency,
working with other institutions
to communicate the urgency for
change.
(2) Act now: governments must act
now to halt biodiversity loss and
reduce greenhouse gas emissions to
net-zero by 2025;
(3) Go beyond politics: governments
must create, and be led by the
decisions of, a citizens’ assembly on
climate and ecological justice.
Nothing untoward here - all
good demands which expose
government sluggishness. Well,
that is until the third formulation.
Does
a
government-created
“citizens’ assembly”
override

elected parliaments, when it
comes to “climate and ecological
justice”? No, not quite. The plan
is for a parliamentary vote after
statistically representative citizens’
assemblies have long deliberated,
expert opinions are heard and final
conclusions made. Then comes a
referendum. A wonderful cover
for diminishing, sidelining, going
beyond party politics, representative
democracy and imposing a form
of government based on statecontrolled citizens’ assemblies and
referenda.
Needless to say, Marxists support
party politics and representative
democracy. Why? Because the
working class can build its party, in
no small part, through standing in
elections. Votes are gained, members
are trained, recruits are made,
strength and influence are grown.
Our MPs act as tribunes of the
people under the tight supervision
and control of the party. Careerism
is thereby guarded against. Such
a party - a mass Communist Party
- is the logical, the proven and the
surest way to draw sharp lines of
class demarcation and, no less to the
point, the only way for the working
class to educate and organise itself,
so that it is ready to take state power.
Suffice
to
say,
citizen’s
assemblies and referenda tend to
cut across party and class divisions,
lining workers up behind one
bourgeois faction or another. It
should be added that life is complex.
Neat ‘yes’ or ‘no’ answers rarely do.
When XR was taken up in the

US, a fourth aim was proposed and
agreed:

We demand a just transition that
prioritises the most vulnerable
people
and
indigenous
sovereignty;
establishes
reparations and remediation
led by and for black people,
indigenous people, people of
colour and poor communities
for years of environmental
injustice, establishes legal rights
for ecosystems to thrive and
regenerate in perpetuity, and
repairs the effects of ongoing
ecocide to prevent extinction of
human and all species, in order
to maintain a liveable, just planet
for all.2
On the quickest of quick reads it
appears wordy, somewhat pious,
but largely unobjectionable. But
give it a slower, more considered,
second reading. “Just”, “justice”,
“injustice”? Trite liberal phrases and
as in the ‘US Justice department’
an
oxymoron.
“Indigenous
sovereignty”? Over little patches of
land? What if there were precious
metals under that land? What
happens if a lucrative deal is struck
with a mining corporation? Would
indigenous sovereignty trump the
interests of the wider population
in having clean, unpolluted,
water supplies? “Legal rights for
ecosystems”? For planet Earth?
The Mississippi Delta, The Rocky
Mountains? Central Park? The town
hall pond? A lawyers’ paradise. No,

no, no. Why not, instead, demand,
fight for extreme democracy and
the rule of the majority: that is, the
workers and poor peasants?
Understandably, this hopelessly
muddled, fourth aim caused a split
in the US - XR America replaced
the fourth aim with ‘Black lives
matter’.3 No less to the point, the
fourth aim found no welcome
aboard the UK mothership.
Whoever is really in control seems
to have rejected it out of hand ...
and as such it need not detain us any
further.
But this does raise the question
of structure, accountability and
decision-making.
We
come,
therefore, to XR’s 10 principles:

1. We have a shared vision of
change - creating a world that is
fit for generations to come.
2. We set our mission on what is
necessary - mobilising 3.5% of
the population to achieve system
change by using ideas such as
“momentum-driven organising”
to achieve this.
3. We need a regenerative culture
- creating a culture that is healthy,
resilient and adaptable.
4. We openly challenge ourselves
and this toxic system, leaving our
comfort zones to take action for
change.
5. We value reflecting and
learning, following a cycle
of action, reflection, learning
and planning for more action
(learning from other movements
and contexts, as well as our own

experiences).
6. We welcome everyone and
every part of everyone - working
actively to create safer and more
accessible spaces.
7. We actively mitigate for power
- breaking down hierarchies
of power for more equitable
participation.
8. We avoid blaming and shaming
- we live in a toxic system, but no
one individual is to blame.
9. We are a non-violent network
using non-violent strategy and
tactics as the most effective way
to bring about change.
10. We are based on autonomy
and decentralisation - we
collectively create the structures
we need to challenge power.
Anyone who follows these core
principles and values can take
action in the name of Extinction
Rebellion.

Basically, what this comes down to
is a decentralised, non-hierarchical
organisation based on “high ideals”
and escalating, non-violent civil
disobedience. That is what the
“momentum-driven
organising”
stuff is all about (more below).

Violence

What about the assertion that nonviolence is the most effective way
to bring about change? This is based
on the work of Erica Chenoweth,
who is treated as something of a
guru by XR. Through exhaustive
comparative studies and careful
statistical calculation this Harvard
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academic and TED talker argues
that non-violent campaigns are far
more successful in terms of outcome
than violent campaigns: an exact
53%:26% figure is widely cited.4
More than that, violent campaigns
promote tyranny! In December
2013, Foreign Policy - founded by
the US political ‘scientist’, Samuel
P Huntington - named Chenoweth
as one of the Top 100 Global
Thinkers of the year “for proving
Gandhi right”.5
Chenoweth is a committed, not
to say a professional, peace-monger
and as such wants to, needs to, foster
pacifistic illusions. Doubtless that
explains her extraordinarily naive
admiration of the peaceful protests
which ended in the resignation of
Hosni Mubarak in February 2011:
“Egypt stands out as a particularly
stunning example of why peaceful
resistance works.”6 Well, except it
does not. Since 2014 Egypt has been
ruled by Abdel el-Sisi. Egypt went
from army dictatorship to army
dictatorship via way of the Muslim
Brotherhood’s Mohamed Morsi.
Chenoweth’s statistics are most
likely spot-on accurate in so far as
they go and have surely been subject
to the usual peer review process. But
Mark Twain’s phrase, ‘lies, damned
lies and statistics’, comes to mind.
After all, her historical examples
amount to comparing apples with
pears.
Let me illustrate the point.
Take the demand for Nigerian
independence tamely put forward
by the country’s rival political and
tribal elites in the 1950s - implicitly
backed by the newly hegemonic US
and willingly conceded by Harold
Macmillan’s Tory government.
Just before midnight on September
30 1960, in the presence of HRH
princess Alexandra of Kent, the
lights on Lagos racecourse were
switched off, the UK flag was
lowered and Nigeria’s green-andwhite flag was raised aloft. When
the lights were switched on again,
much cheering and celebrating
followed. Surely a stunning example
of peaceful means.
But Nigeria’s smooth transition
from colonial rule, which began
in 1954, was hardly the same
as taking refuge in remote base
areas, fending off the murderous
Japanese colonialists, defeating
the US-backed Kuomintang and
establishing a ‘socialism with
Chinese characteristics’. Try doing
what Mao Zedong and the People’s
Liberation Army did with nonviolent civil resistance. To state the
obvious, it would not work. Yet,
despite its binding commitment to
‘system change’, XR is committed
to a non-violent strategy and tactics
as a matter of absolute principle.
Needless to say, for communists
there is no such principle. Violent
politics is simply non-violent
politics carried out by other means.
What is primary is the politics, not
the means. Marxists cannot rule out
the possibility of using violence: eg,
imposing a picket line, fending off
a fascist attack, breaking out from
a police kettle. Indeed, to renounce
violent means, especially as an
absolute principle, is, in practice, to
renounce the struggle for ‘system
change’. Of course, because it is
ordinary people who usually suffer
the most when the ruling class
unleashes a civil war to protect their
wealth and preserve their privileges,
we hold to the old Chartist dictum:
‘peacefully if we can; violently if
we must’.
Members of the ruling class
can, possibly, be persuaded to
peacefully surrender - if there is
overwhelming potential physical
force ranged against them. Eg, if
we have a people’s militia on our
side or we have split the armed
forces to a sufficient extent. Bribes

can also be offered in the attempt
to get them to peacefully leave the
stage for a comfortable retirement.
Certainly, though - and this has
to be understood - their system
is permanently predicated on the
threat and actuality of violence:
that is what the police, law courts
and prisons are about. It is also the
case that the rich, the powerful, the
well connected can usually manage
to extradite themselves from any
sticky situation simply by taking
flight - along with as much of their
ill-gotten loot that they can get away
with.
XR clearly models itself on the
US civil rights movement of the
1950s and 60s and the non-violent
tactics of Martin Luther King.
Other sources of inspiration are
the suffragettes, Mahatma Gandhi,
Occupy and Black Lives Matter - all
with limited or vague aims. But XR
wants to change the world.
Erica Chenoweth also provides
statistical justification for XR’s
minority strategy:
Outcomes of over 300 nonviolent and violent campaigns
[against
dictatorships,
for
secession or against occupation]
from 1900-2006: none of the
cases failed after achieving the
active and sustained participation
of just 3.5% of the population and some of them succeeded
with far less than that.7
The notion is that the active
involvement of such a tiny minority
(“the movement”) is, more or less,
all that is required to swing over
the non-committed (neutrals) and
passive opponents in order to isolate
“the opposition” and establish a new
common sense.8
Once again apples and pears.
What might well work for samesex marriage in the US is unlikely
to work when it comes to replacing
a socio-economic system based
on production for profit, with a
system based on production for
need. After all, those with vested
interests in the system not only have
power, privileges and vast fortunes.
Leaving aside the armed forces, the
police and the secret state, they also
have a whole complex of well tried
and tested defences. Civil service
mandarins, the law, monarchy, the
privy council, the capitalist media,
the paid persuaders in academia,
the constitutionally loyal opposition
parties, the established church, the
trade union bureaucracy, NGOs all act as the system’s thick walls,
high towers, drawbridges, gates and
moats.
What about autonomy and
decentralisation? Even with the
most modest campaign - saving
the local library, exposing a corrupt
MP, demanding the reinstatement
of a sacked fellow trade unionist decisions have to be made. When to
launch, when to hold back, when to
compromise, when to up demands,
when to escalate actions, when to go
for the final push.
With
autonomy
and
decentralisation as another absolute
principle comes the danger of falling
into utter incoherence. When one
part retreats, the other part attacks.
When one part compromises, the
other part goes for the final push. In
other words, defeat is brought about
through a division of forces and the
failure to centrally coordinate.
Democracy is, in our view,
the best, the most effective way
to achieve cohesion: ie, to use a
frightening word - centralisation.
Democracy is not only about
regular elections and votes: there
must be wide room for debate,
formulating alternative ideas, the
right to form factions if need be
and the realistic possibility of
one leadership replacing another.

Cohesion and local autonomy
should not, in fact, be counterposed.
They can complement each other,
work together. The principle should
be subsidiarity: issues should be
dealt with at the most appropriate
level: from the local to the regional,
to the national, to the international.
The idea that global warming, for
example, can be stopped merely
through autonomous local decisionmaking is plainly risible.
It is either democracy, or because
it is objectively necessary, cohesion
is achieved, brought about,
using a different organisational
model. At the risk of massive
oversimplification there is: (a)
the limited, the skewed, the fake,
constitutional democracies seen
in modern-day US, Britain,
Japan, France, Germany, etc; (b)
the personal dictatorships of the
absolute monarchies, the Catholic
Church, the fascist and Bonapartist
regimes; (c) a variation of the above
is the command-and-obey of the
army, capitalist firms, charities
and the mafia; (d) the bureaucratic
centralism of the big trade unions,
the confessional sects and official
‘communism’; (e) despite claims
of autonomy, breaking down
hierarchies, equitable participation
and
organisational
flatness,
cohesion is achieved through an
unaccountable, but nonetheless
effective centre of authority.
We arrive at the secret dictatorship
hidden behind the façade of antiauthoritarianism in movements
as diverse as Mikhail Bakunin’s
International Alliance of Socialist
Democracy, second-wave feminism
and Occupy. Perhaps the most
famous critiques were written by
Friedrich Engels - The Bakuninists
at work (1873) - and in more recent
times the US feminist, Jo Freeman
- The tyranny of structurelessness
(1970). Either way, decision-making
cannot be avoided.
That applies no less to XR.
But clearly there is no sovereign
conference with representative
delegates, motions, amendments
and debate, no binding resolutions,
no elected and recallable leadership.
Instead, there is a self-appointed
leadership
that
beguilingly,
deceptively, talks of mitigating
power. Meanwhile money pours in,
and with it the danger of going the
same way as BLM.

Arrest

Following the Chenoweth 3.5%
formula, XR seems to believe that it
can swamp the legal, court and prison
systems through the willingness of
a determined minority not only to
risk, but to actively court, arrest.
The dedication, the bravery, has
been more than forthcoming. And it
is inspiring to witness. And, before
a randomly selected jury, there
has been a wonderfully pleasing
list of ‘not guilty’ decisions.
But governments are more than
capable of moving the goalposts
through imposing court injunctions
on named individuals, imposing
unlimited fines and imprisoning,
if necessary, thousands upon
thousands.
There are also dirty tricks.
Sending in agent provocateurs to
push XR into acts of sabotage that are
guaranteed to trigger popular anger
and play directly into government
hands. Halting rail travel in
London’s east end in October 2019
was a classic example: though in
all probability it was brought about
by nothing more sinister than pure
stupidity, it might just as well have
been planned, plotted and hatched
by MI5 black ops.
The scene at Canning Town
station was, as always nowadays,
filmed on numerous smart phones.
There was an XR activist planted on
top of an early morning rush-hour

tube train. People shout, call him
names, throw coins at him before
he is forcibly dragged down by an
angry commuter. He falls into the
midst of the crowd. He appears to
have been pushed, shoved and even
kicked. TfL staff intervene and save
him from getting a real battering.9
There were similar instances at
Stratford and Shadwell.
The hostile reaction is quite
understandable. Workers have to
get to work on time, especially
those on zero hour-term contracts,
and deeply resent what they see as
middle class do-gooders disrupting
their life and endangering their
livelihoods. Ructions followed
within XR’s ranks too.
A few days later, Sarah Lunnon,
a member of XR’s ‘political circle’
(sounds very hierarchical), issued
this navel-gazing apology:
There is absolutely no shrinking
away from the fact that we have
got to learn from what happened
around the tube, most especially
within our own internal decisionmaking. Obviously we did not
get that right. People have given
up their jobs to join XR: for them
to be so upset and so dismayed by
the action is an absolute pointer
to us that we have to look again
at how we make those decisions.10
Warnings about agent provocateurs
need to be taken seriously. We now
know that between 1968 and 2008
police agents from the so-called
Special Demonstration Squad,
working in conjunction with MI5,
infiltrated more than 1,000 political,
environmental
and
campaign
groups. There is, of course, a long
history of spycops going back to
at least the 1790s and the London
Correspondence Society.11
Asa Winstanley writes that each
SDS police agent “was specially
trained and had an entire ‘legend’
(a believable back-story to go with
their fake persona), as well as
matching documentation, including
drivers’ licences, passports and
bank accounts”.12 Beginning with
the infiltration of the Vietnam
Solidarity Campaign in 1968, the
SDS expanded its remit “far beyond
the anti-war movement”. It was
known as ‘The Hairies’ - because its
agents grew their hair long to fit in
with the youthful, rebellious, male
fashion of the day (my own locks
were more than shoulder-length at
the time).
Over the next 40 years, the SDS
targeted groups spanning more or
less the entire spectrum of leftish
opinion: Animal Liberation Front,
Red Action, Campaign for Nuclear
Disarmament, Communist Party
of England (M-L), Revolutionary
Communist Group, Revolutionary
Communist Tendency, London
Greenpeace, Socialist Workers
Party, Anti-Nazi League, AntiApartheid
Movement,
AntiInternment League, Independent
Labour Party, Housmans Bookshop,
Sinn Féin London, Young Liberals,
Women’s Liberation Front, even the
Wombles!
Many of the spycops entered,
engaged
in,
as
instructed,
“damaging” sexual relationships
with female members of such
organisations - yes, they were
mostly men.13 There was more than
hurt feelings involved though …
there were children too.
As for the CPGB, once it was
founded, in 1920, it had “the full
panoply of state power swiftly
arrayed against it”.14 A whole MI5
department, the F division, was
dedicated to securing detailed
information, infiltrating, disrupting
and securing a constant supply of
well-placed turncoats.
True, the SDS was “wound
down” in 2008, but its activities

were continued by a very similar
undercover ‘domestic extremism’
unit - the National Public Order
Intelligence Unit, founded in 1999.15
And, remember this, the tsarist
secret police, the okhrana, not
only infiltrated the left: two of its
agents - Evno Azef (St Petersburg)
and Zinaida Zhuchenko (Moscow)
- effectively took “control” of
the
Socialist
Revolutionary
Party’s armed wing, the Combat
Organisation, which, beginning
in 1902, carried out numerous
shootings and bomb attacks on
hated high officials (including
royals).16 Given Russian conditions,
these acts of revenge excited people,
evoked widespread sympathy and
briefly kindled hopes. Yet, the
moment quickly faded. A new
minister was duly appointed, life
continued as before and, of course,
police oppression grew more brazen
and more savage. After the round-up
of dedicated militants, show trials,
prison sentences and executions,
demoralisation sank into SR ranks.
No-one could trust anyone. The
Combat Organisation was finally
dissolved in 1911.
Frustration with the failure of
sending letters, signing petitions,
demonstrating and staging sit-downs
on Thames bridges and symbolic
West End spaces will provide
the human raw material in what,
unbeknown to them, could easily be
(even if somewhere down the line)
a deep-state operation specifically
designed to isolate, discredit and
finish-off “the movement”. XRs cofounder, Roger Hallam, has already
peeled off with Insulate Britain.
As of now there have been
hundreds of arrests, countless
frustrated rail commuters and
furious drivers. yet nothing - not
a thing - in Rishi Sunak’s autumn
budget, to deal with the climate
crisis. Nor has Cop26 proved to
be a game-changer. According to
Climate Action Tracker, despite the
numerous governmental, corporate
and
billionaire
(greenwash)
pledges, the world is headed for a
2.4°C increase by 2100.17 Climate
disaster awaits. Civilization itself
is in peril.
How to respond? The danger is
that XR leaders (including agent
provocateurs) will demand ever
more spectacular minority actions
… which lead either to the growth
of passive and active opponents
or, ironically, justification for
a thoroughly statist ‘climate
socialism’ - along with the
suppression of democratic rights
and a new age of austerity for the
great mass of the population.
Surely another course is urgently
needed l
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No saving graces
David Renton Labour’s anti-Semitism crisis: what the left got wrong and how to learn from it Routledge,
2021, pp230, £19.99

I

t is an iron rule which allows few
exceptions that those who leave
the Socialist Workers Party drift
to the right. And Dave Renton is a
case in point.
He joined the SWP in 1991, leaving
in 2003, only to rejoin in 2008. In
2013 he left again because of the
rape scandal, whose details are well
known, and he has written movingly
of his experiences in the SWP and
what happened in 2012-13.1 Together
with others, he formed Revolutionary
Socialism in the 21st Century (RS21).
But Renton’s book makes it clear
that he has abandoned any form of
Marxist or class politics in favour of
a subjective identity politics, which Manufactured from the beginning ... and still no end in sight
divorces the politics of race from class.
By his own admission, his political Semitism’ was being weaponised was the circumstances in which a
sympathies during Labour’s ‘anti- in August 2015, even before Corbyn private Facebook conversation was
Semitism’ witch-hunt were with Jon was elected, when the Mail accused broken into by the Israeli Advocacy
Lansman - a figure who more than any him of associating with a holocaust Movement, a far-right Zionist
other bears responsibility for the defeat denier, Paul Eisen.4
group. All of us, in private, informal
of the Corbyn project.
Renton’s book is marred by sloppy conversations and online exchanges,
Not once does Renton entertain research. He describes Ruth Smeeth are sometimes less than completely
the idea that Labour’s ‘anti-Semitism’ MP as storming out of the June 2016 accurate. We might, for example, omit
crisis might have been manufactured Chakrabarti press conference “in a word, as Jackie did. On the basis of
and weaponised in order to remove tears”, following Marc Wadsworth’s that one missing word, that Jews were
Corbyn. Instead he writes: “Part of public criticism of her for handing among the chief slave-owners, she was
the reason why so few people come a leaflet to a Tory reporter. This is a pilloried for months. Even when she
out well from Labour’s anti-Semitism repeat of the lies of the yellow press, was reinstated, the JLM continued its
crisis is that we were dealing with the even though a cursory examination of racist campaign.
revival of a form of racism, in relation a widely circulated video of the event
When John McDonnell spoke with
to which many people had forgotten shows that there were no tears. “How Jackie at an LRC fringe meeting at
how to act.”
dare you?” Smeeth cried, as if she had the TUC 2016 conference, the JLM
The weaponisation of ‘anti- been upbraided by her black slave and removed him as a speaker at their own
Semitism’ had first been tried out was leaving to fetch the whip.
meeting. Two weeks before the Labour
against the Sandinistas and then
Renton has a whole chapter on conference it was clear that the JLM
against Hugo Chávez. The advantages the “bullying” of Luciana Berger, was gunning for Jackie.
of such a tactic are obvious: it gave the Labour MP for Wavertree,
In another error Renton says that
the racist right wing of the Labour whose members attempted to move Momentum immediately removed
Party and the political establishment no-confidence motions in her for Jackie as vice-chair. Not so. Jackie
the moral high ground. They weren’t continually speaking out against was suspended from the party in May
attacking Corbyn for his opposition to Corbyn (she eventually quit Labour 2016, but Momentum supported her. It
Nato or austerity - good gracious, no: and joined the Liberal Democrats, was only after the Labour conference
they were opposing anti-Semitism!
of course). He does not mention that that Lansman and his cronies removed
One of the ironies was that even the she was a former director of Labour Jackie as vice-chair.
worst racists could become opponents Friends of Israel. For him the Israel
On Marc Wadsworth, Renton has
of ‘anti-Semitism’ by declaring their connection is irrelevant.
less to say, but he still blames a longsupport for Zionism and Israel. If
Berger is portrayed as the victim standing black anti-racist, who played
Renton had any claim to being a of vicious anti-Semitism. It is true that a key role in the Stephen Lawrence
socialist, then surely he would have four fascists were convicted and jailed campaign. Renton sides instead with
considered the fact that the election of for sending her hate mail, but no-one on a supporter of apartheid. Wadsworth
Corbyn as leader of the second major the left - least of all in the Labour Party did not even know that Smeeth was
party in the United States’ closest - was accused of such offences. Berger Jewish, yet Renton quotes uncritically
European ally must have set off alarm had a long record, dating back to her Smeeth’s attack on Marc for “invoking
bells both in Langley, Virginia and Tel time on the executive of the National anti-Semitic stereotypes of Jewish
Aviv. Was Renton unaware of the US Union of Students in 2005, of making conspiracy” and then says that he
political record in Latin America and false accusations of anti-Semitism. She “should not have used an event intended
Asia? Had he not read Phil Agee’s had been parachuted into the Liverpool to prove Labour’s commitment to
Inside the company?
Wavertree seat by Tony Blair despite fighting anti-Semitism to attack a
According to Renton, Labour ‘anti- having no connection with Liverpool. Jewish MP”. The Chakrabarti report
Semitism’ spontaneously broke out just Yet what was Renton’s take on all this? was about racism in the Labour Party,
as Corbyn was elected leader. It is as “The clash between Wavertree CLP not just anti-Semitism. One more error.
though he believes that anti-Semitism and Luciana Berger weakened the left
But it is over Ken Livingstone and
is inherent in anti-capitalism. Yet, as and diminished our moral standing.”
his comment that Hitler supported
the Jewish Chronicle has admitted,2
Zionism that Renton excels himself.
throughout the ‘anti-Semitism’ affair
Renton asserts that the purpose
over two-thirds of Labour members, But it is Renton’s treatment of the of Ha’avara - the trade agreement
including Jewish members, rejected most prominent victims of the ‘anti- between the Nazis and the Zionists
the false allegations. Their everyday Semitism’ purge - Ken Livingstone, - was to save Germany’s Jews rather
experience in Labour was of an Jackie Walker, Marc Wadsworth, Chris than their wealth. Contrary to Renton’s
absence of anti-Semitism in a party Williamson, Moshé Machover and assertion, people who had capital
where Jews had always made up myself - that demonstrates his Zionist of £1,000 at their disposal (£50,000
a disproportionate number of its sympathies. Renton’s treatment of today) would have had no difficulty
activists. Renton disregards the views Moshé’s and my case is not to mention finding refuge. To poor and working
of these members with all the contempt them! It is as if the expulsion of Jewish class Jews Ha’avara was a disaster,
an Old Etonian can muster.
anti-Zionists was too difficult!
because it relaxed the pressure on Nazi
The book itself is error-strewn.
Renton’s treatment of Jackie Walker Germany to stop the violence.
Renton says that the “first sustained is racist. Not once does he ask why one
In 1933 very few - least of all the
attempt” to accuse Corbyn’s Labour of of the few black Jewish women in the Zionists - thought that Nazism would
anti-Semitism was in April 2016. He Labour Party should have been targeted lead to a holocaust. The idea that the
omits the affair of Oxford University by the Jewish Labour Movement. He Zionists’ main motivation was to
Labour Club, when the chair, Alex mentions some of the vile racist abuse rescue Jews is absurd. Even when
Chalmers, a former intern for Israeli she received, but never once considers Jews were in mortal danger, Zionism
lobby group Bicom,3 accused fellow Jackie a victim - still less why those opposed rescue to any country bar
members of anti-Semitism because opposed to ‘anti-Semitism’ should Palestine. The point that Renton
they had supported Israel Apartheid engage in racist abuse.
misses is that Ha’avara was agreed to
week. The first sign that ‘antiNot once does Renton describe by the Nazis as a way of destroying the

Sympathies

international Jewish and anti-fascist
boycott of Germany, which was aimed
at toppling the Hitler regime.
According to Renton, Livingstone
was “finding excuses to blame the
victims”! He was “suggesting that
Jews had contributed to the holocaust
and that Jews were in fact among the
perpetrators of genocide”! This would
only be true if Germany’s Jews were
overwhelmingly Zionist. They were
not.
The German Zionists represented
no more than 2% of German Jews. The
Nazis singled them out for favourable
treatment because they accepted
that German Jews were not German
nationals. In 1919 Alfred Rosenberg,
the Nazi’s main theoretician, had
written: “Zionism must be vigorously
supported in order to encourage
a significant number of German
Jews to leave for Palestine or other
destinations.”5
Rabbi Joachim Prinz, a leader of the
German Zionist Federation (ZVfD),
admitted:
It was morally disturbing to seem
to be considered as the favoured
children of the Nazi government,
particularly when it dissolved the
anti-Zionist youth groups, and
seemed in other ways to prefer the
Zionists. The Nazis asked for a
‘more Zionist behaviour’.6

Zionism has always sought an end
to the Jewish diaspora. The ZVfD
asserted that the Jews were a separate
nation, which was exactly what the
Nazis said. Jewish non-Zionist youth
organisations were banned from 1936,
whereas Zionist youth groups were
legal up till 1939. Meanwhile, the
Zionist leadership actually saw the
rise of Hitler as a golden opportunity.
Berl Katznelson, David Ben Gurion’s
effective deputy in Palestine, saw the
rise of Hitler as “an opportunity to
build and flourish like none we have
ever had or ever will have”.7 Ben
Gurion was even more enthusiastic.
The Nazis victory, he thought, would
become “a fertile force for Zionism”.8
With Chris Williamson Renton
excels himself. He alleges: “At its
heart were complaints that he had used
his social media account to promote
the standing of other people who had
been accused of anti-Semitism.”
This is mendacious. What led to the
suspension of Chris was the deliberate
distortion of a speech he made to
Sheffield Momentum, portraying it
as its exact opposite. In the words of
The Independent headline, ‘Chris
Williamson: Labour MP filmed telling
activists party is too “apologetic” about
anti-Semitism’ (February 26 2019).
What were Chris’s actual words?
We are not a racist party, are we?
We’re not an anti-Semitic party.
We are the party that stood up
to racism throughout our entire
history ... It was Labour that was the
backbone of the Anti-Nazi League
in the 1970s, when we confronted
the anti-Semites, the racists, the
Islamophobes on the streets ...
And now we - Jeremy, me and
others - are being accused of being
bigots, of being anti-Semites. And
it’s almost as we’re living within
the pages of Orwell’s 1984. You
know, the party that’s done more
to stand up to racism is now being
demonised as a racist, bigoted party.
And I’ve got to say I think our

party’s response has been partly
responsible for that. Because in
my opinion ... we’ve backed off far
too much, we’ve given too much
ground, we’ve been too apologetic.
What have we got to apologise for?
For being an anti-racist party? And
we’ve done more to actually address
the scourge of anti-Semitism than
any other political party. And yet
we are being traduced.

It is quite clear that Chris was saying
that the Labour Party had been too
apologetic about false accusations of
anti-Semitism. The bourgeois media
stitched Chris up and Dave Renton, the
ex-revolutionary, is happy to go along
with it. He does not even mention the
Sheffield speech.

Abysmal

The most dishonest part of this book
relates to the world-famous jazz
musician, Gilad Atzmon - a former
Israeli who became a supporter of
the Palestinians. But he also became
an anti-Semite, who internalised
Zionism’s Jewish self-hatred and saw
in Israel the actions of a Jewish, not a
settler-colonial state.
In 2005 I organised a Jews Against
Zionism picket of Bookmarks, the
SWP bookshop, in protest at Atzmon
speaking there. It took till 2012 for the
Palestine Solidarity Campaign to take
the issue of anti-Semitism seriously
enough to expel, at my behest, an
Atzmon supporter and holocaust
denier.
For seven years I led the campaign
against Atzmon alongside many
of those whom Renton criticises in
Jewish Voice for Labour. Renton
doesn’t mention this, but cites, in a
footnote, my article in The Guardian
of February 19 2007, ‘The seamy side
of solidarity’. Renton omits the fact
that from 2004 until 2011, the SWP
of which he was a member hosted
Atzmon at its events, and defended
him in a statement.9
What is curious is that despite the
fact that the SWP was promoting
Atzmon Renton had no problems
joining it! And he kept his mouth shut
for three long years about the SWP’s
association with an open anti-Semite.
This suggests that Renton’s interest
in fighting anti-Semitism is of recent
origin and has more to do with its
redefinition as anti-Zionism.
Renton attacks Chris Williamson
for having tweeted support for a
petition complaining that Atzmon
had been prevented from playing on
Islington council premises. This is
dishonest. Chris had never heard of
Atzmon and immediately deleted the
tweet and apologised. In my view his
apology was completely unnecessary.
I both signed the petition and
attended Atzmon’s gig in Brighton.
For the seven years that we
campaigned against him we made it
crystal-clear that we were not trying
to stop Atzmon’s gigs - we had no
argument with his music. By contrast
Momentum and the JLM behaved
like fascists in pressurising venues to
cancel Atzmon’s gigs.
Renton also deals abysmally
with the long-erased mural by Mear
One that was resurrected in 2018 by
Luciana Berger. He writes:
The most important step in the
re-emergence of the Labour antiSemitism crisis was the rediscovery
that, several years before, Corbyn
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had supported an artist, Mear One
(Kalen Ockerman), after his mural
was effaced for its anti-Semitic
associations.
This mural was not an innocent find.
It had been held in reserve in order to
attack Corbyn and the Labour Party at
an opportune moment. People have
different views as to whether or not it
was anti-Semitic. It was not obvious
to me and nor was it obvious to The
Jewish Chronicle, which referred to
the mural as “having anti-Semitic
undertones” - a view it ascribed to
others.10 When the pro-Zionist Harry’s
Place ran an article about the mural,
David Toube wrote:
I’ve seen the mural, in person. It is
clearly a conspiracist work ... But
were the men with beards supposed
to be Jews? Well, possibly - but I’ve
seen more obvious stereotypes of
Jews deployed in anti-Semitic art.11
Despite subsequent emphasis on the
noses of the six bankers, only two of
whom were Jewish, Toube emphasised
their beards. Yet Renton saw the mural
as representing the archetypal Jewish
financier.
A central fault with Renton’s book is
an almost total inability to understand
the relationship between race and class.
Renton uses the terms ‘prejudice’ and
‘racism’ interchangeably, yet they are
not the same. Jews in Britain today
do not experience the structural and
institutional racism deriving from the
state. What they experience, to some
degree, is prejudice based on the past. It
is blacks and Muslims who experience
the full force of state and fascist racism
and violence.
Renton treats Jews as if they were
same people who launched the Great
Taylor’s Strike of 1912 and who
stopped Oswald Moseley at the Battle
of Cable Street in October 1936. The
fact is that British Jews have changed
enormously since the 1940s. In 1945,
when Phil Piratin was elected as a
Communist MP in the Mile End
constituency, half his votes came from
Jews. In 2015, under Labour’s first
Jewish leader, Jews voted by 69% to
22% for the Tories.12
Renton speaks derisorily about
those who posit that Jewish support for
Zionism is explained by “sociological
theories” (“Jews are all rich, or middle
class … Such theories say little about
Jews and more about their speakers”).
He tries to caricature any materialist
analysis. Nonetheless it is a fact that
Jews have become the most privileged
section of the white population. It is
this that has led to their move to the
right politically. This was symbolised
for me by the closure of Blooms
restaurant in 1996 in Whitechapel. It
closed because the Jews had moved to
the suburbs to be replaced by Bengali
immigrants.13
William
Rubinstein,
former
president of the Jewish Historical
Society, wrote:
the rise of western Jewry to
unparalleled
affluence
and
high status has led to the neardisappearance of a Jewish
proletariat of any size; indeed, the
Jews may become the first ethnic
group in history without a working
class of any size.14
Rubinstein concluded that British
Jews “are arguably more bourgeois
now than at any time since the mid19th century”. Geoffrey Alderman,
a historian of the Jewish community,
wrote that by 1961 “over 40% of
Anglo-Jewry was located in the upper
two social classes, whereas these
categories accounted for less than 20%
of the general population”.15 According
to Renton, Alderman and Rubinstein
must be anti-Semitic!

Zionism

Renton repeatedly demonstrates his

ignorance of Zionism as a political
movement and ideology. He questions
whether “there is a thing, ‘Zionism’,
which is the same in 2016 as it was in
August 1933”. Elsewhere he writes:
“Undoubtedly, Israel has changed. The
country’s politics are different: with the
left in every government until 1977,
and the right almost as consistently
afterwards.”
Renton does not have a clue. The
differences between ‘left’ and ‘right’
Zionism have always been tactical. It
was the ‘left’ Zionists of Mapai and
Mapam who carried out the Naqba,
who placed Israel’s Arabs under
military rule for the first 18 years and
who began the process of settlement
in the occupied territories. There is
nothing that Likud has done that is
different from what the Israeli Labor
Party has done. Ariel Sharon, the
butcher of Sabra and Chatilla, came
from the Labor Zionist movement.
Perhaps it has escaped Renton’s
notice that today’s far-right Israeli
government contains both the ILP and
Meretz.
Because Renton refuses to accept
that the “anti-Semitism crisis” was
confected, he finds it difficult to
understand why the same people who
were campaigning against ‘Labour
anti-Semitism’ were at one and the
same time tolerant of genuine antiSemitism. He writes that when the
far-right conservative, Roger Scruton,
defended the anti-Semitic attack
by Viktor Orbán, Hungary’s prime
minister on George Soros, “Scruton
was rescued from the taint of antiSemitism by The Jewish Chronicle’s
Stephen Pollard, who accused his
critics of having ‘outrageous[ly]
distort[ed]’ Scruton’s words.”
Renton should not have been
surprised. When in 2009 the Tories
were criticised for entering a coalition
with fascists and anti-Semites in the
European parliament and for the
invitation by Conservative Friends of
Israel to Michal Kaminski, the fascist
leader of Poland’s Law and Justice
Party, it was Pollard who defended him
on the grounds that he was a strong
supporter of Israel.16
Renton mentions that Nigel
Farage, who has also indulged in antiSemitic attacks on Soros, was invited
to speak to a JC gathering. Renton
observes that a large number of ex-UK
Independence Party members joined
the BNP, but that Pollard failed to ask
Farage why this was. Renton confines
himself to the observation that “The
question was not asked and could not
have been - not when Farage’s talk had
been billed as a meeting of friends.”
Renton is incapable of asking how it is
that Pollard, who helped drive the false
‘anti-Semitism’ campaign, was friends
with a virulent racist and anti-Semite.
Another example of this failure to
understand that Zionism has never had
a problem with genuine anti-Semites
was how he treats chief rabbi Ephraim
Mirvis and his attitude to Donald
Trump. Renton described Mirvis’s
intervention just before the 2019
election, when he advocated a vote
for the Tories, as “shocking”. Renton
writes:

the editor of The Jewish Chronicle,”
is “a journalist who is cited several
times in this book for the care he took
to expose leftwing anti-Semitism”.
The JC has been the subject of
numerous successful complaints
to the Independent Press Standards
Organisation and has been the subject
of four successful libel actions. It is
little more than a propaganda rag,
yet Renton praises its editor for the
“care he took to expose leftwing antiSemitism”. Unbelievable.
Renton also attacks Jewish Voice
for Labour:

... the chief rabbi was unable to
say clearly even what he had
acknowledged a year before: that
Trump was a racist. He began from
a weaker position than he had in
2016, and he went further than he
had on that occasion in seeking to
excuse and justify the behaviour
which he was also criticising.

The culmination of the fake antiSemitism campaign was the complaint
to the Equality and Human Rights
Commission. Renton fails to critique
the EHRC and their motives for
opening an investigation. How come
a body that ignored Islamophobia
in the Tory Party, which had done
nothing about the Windrush Scandal
and whose first chair was Islamophobe
Trevor Philips, was so concerned
about Labour ‘anti-Semitism’?
This was clearly an intervention in
internal Labour Party affairs by the
state. The EHRC is not an anti-racist
body. Its treatment of its black staff
demonstrates that it is riddled with
racism.22 Renton’s criticism is entirely
different, however. The problem was
that “The EHRC report did little to

Mirvis was not the only one. Jonathan
Arkush, president of the Board of
Deputies, had positively welcomed
Trump to power.17 As did the leader of
the Israeli Labor Party and now Israel’s
president, Isaac Herzog: “Warm
congratulations to the president of the
most powerful nation in the world:
Donald J Trump!”18
Renton states that “Stephen Pollard,

The problem in leaning on JVL
to provide an objective view of
the crisis was that, no matter how
bad the allegations were, it always
found a way to excuse those who
were criticised: each of Walker,
Williamson and Livingstone was
defended by JVL.
Renton accuses Glynn Secker of JVL
of supporting a “conspiracy theory” for
tweeting that Israel had purchased oil
from Islamic State. Rubbish. Israel’s
military intelligence chief, general
Herzi Halevi, said exactly that.19 Israel
admitted arming al-Nusra (al Qa’eda)
in Syria and other jihadi groups,20 since
it is Syria’s president, Bashar al-Assad,
who was the main enemy of Israel.
Turkey too was heavily involved in
IS’s oil trade. Renton has conspiracy
theories on the brain.
What he will not face is that there
never was a problem of “Labour
anti-Semitism”. Of course, in a party
of 600,000 there will be a few antiSemites. Labour no doubt has a few
paedophiles, but does that mean there
is a ‘paedophile problem’?
It is the Labour right that was
previously the wellspring of antiSemitism. Wartime home secretary
Herbert Morrison kept out thousands of
Jewish refugees trying to escape from
Nazi-occupied Europe and thousands
died as a result. But Poale Zion, which
became the Jewish Labour Movement
in 2004, said nothing because the
Zionists too were opposed to letting
in Jewish refugees - like the Zionists,
Morrison was said to doubt that there
was a holocaust.
In fact Morrison was only following
Zionist policy, which was that Jewish
refugees must go to Palestine or
nowhere. And if they could not?
Then they could not be helped. The
Zionists were fiercely opposed to the
Kindertransport, the rescue of 10,000
Jewish children after Kristallnacht,
who were brought to Britain.
Fortunately, the Board of Deputies
was still controlled by anti-Zionists in
1938-39. But Ben Gurion in a speech
of December 9 1938 explained the
Zionist thinking:
If I knew that it would be possible to
save all the children in Germany by
bringing them over to England, and
only half of them by transporting
them to Eretz Yisrael, then I would
opt for the second alternative. For
we must weigh not only the life of
these children, but also the history
of the People of Israel.21

convey the extent of anti-Semitism
within the Labour Party.” In other
words, its findings should have been
more damning!

Disgusting

Particularly disgusting is Renton’s
attack on Raed Salah, a Palestinian
leader from Israel’s outlawed Northern
Islamic movement. Salah has been
subject to horrific persecution by Israel,
including being framed on charges of
racism (in Israel only Arabs ever get
charged with racism). Salah was issued
with a banning order by Theresa May
in 2011. He was nonetheless admitted
in error to Britain before being arrested.
However, he succeeded at the Upper
Immigration Tribunal in overturning
his deportation order. The charge of
anti-Semitism against him rested on a
doctored version of a poem that had
been given to the home office.
Renton says that the tribunal
“concluded that Salah’s words” at a
speech in Jerusalem opposing Israel’s
attack on worshippers at the al Aqsa
mosque “did invoke the blood libel”.
Renton is a barrister and he knows full
well that the tribunal’s observations
were obiter dicta: in other words,
superfluous to the judgement. But that
conclusion is itself open to question,
as Salah, in an emotive speech after
repeated attacks by the Israeli police
on worshippers, never even mentioned
Jews and Salah himself maintains that
they referred to the Spanish Inquisition.
However, Renton failed to quote any
other aspect of the judgement.
But let us just suppose that Renton is
right and that Saleh did make reference
to the medieval blood libel, which
falsely accused Jews of murdering
Christians. Was he leading a Christian
mob at Easter seeking to butcher and
maim innocent Jewish villagers? No,
he was confronting armed Israeli
troops who were firing rubber bullets
and using stun grenades against
unarmed worshippers. His anger
would have been understandable. What
was worse? Making an anti-Semitic
comment or Israeli troops taking out
the eyes of three Arab worshippers, as
happened last May at al Aqsa mosque?
The Upper Immigration Tribunal
was several degrees to the left of
Renton in its judgment. In para 54 the
tribunal found:
We consider, however, that, as in
the poem, the intemperate language
in the sermon is addressed towards
the Israeli state rather than Jews as
such. Further, the appellant refers at
the beginning of the sermon to the
Islamic acceptance of Moses and
Jesus as prophets. He expresses
the inclusive concept of Jews,
Christians and Muslims all being
“People of the Book” who should
“come to common terms”.
Hardly the stuff of anti-Semitism. The
tribunal also stated: “We agree ... that
the purport of the sermon as a whole
was against the actions of the state of
Israel towards the al-Aqsa mosque and
that the focus was not on the blood
libel” (para 59). The Tribunal noted: “...
the sermon was given on a somewhat
turbulent day when the appellant had
been refused permission to pray at one
of the holy sites of his religion - one
that he genuinely fears is under threat
from the Israeli authorities.”
The tribunal concluded:
... there is no reliable evidence of
the appellant using words carrying
a reference to the blood libel,
save in the single passage in a
sermon delivered five years ago ...
The absence of other evidence is
striking, for at least two reasons.
The appellant is a prominent
public figure and a prolific speaker.
The first indictment shows that
his speeches are of interest to
the authorities in Israel. In these
circumstances we think it can fairly
be said that the evidence before

us is not a sample, or ‘the tip of
the iceberg’: it is simply all the
evidence that there is (para 78).
Renton did not refer to any of the
above. He was only interested in
backing up the Islamophobes of the
Community Security Trust - “a charity
that protects British Jews from antiSemitism”.23
Renton ends with warm words
for Jon Lansman and Momentum,
“who had managed to consistently
maintain their support for Palestinian
rights”, whilst opposing ‘antiSemitism’. But this is also untrue. In
May 2016, Lansman explained in an
article in Left Futures ‘Why the left
must stop talking about “Zionism”’.24
He prioritised opposition to ‘antiSemitism’without so much as a cursory
glance at the racism of the JLM.
Lansman supported the International
Holocaust Remembrance Association
‘definition’ of anti-Semitism, whose
only purpose was to conflate it with
anti-Zionism.
Usually when reviewing a book
I try to bring out the best in what
the author has written. In this case,
however, there is literally nothing in
it worthy of praise. It is dishonest,
selective in its facts and racist against
black and Muslim people, who were
the main victims of the witch-hunt.
Renton has become just another
in the long line of figures who started
off on the left and ended up on the
right. Like the prime minister he was
educated at Eton, so perhaps it is
really a question of returning to his
aristocratic roots. Of course, that is
not an inevitable process: Tam Dalyell
was also an old Etonian, but he was
an anti-imperialist and one of the
finest Labour MPs to have sat in the
Commons.
David Renton, however, has
decided to take the road to Tel Aviv
rather than, as Tam did, the road to
Baghdad l
Tony Greenstein
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Totally in control

The central committee is looking forward to yet another conference without a peep of opposition from the
rank and file. Peter Manson reports on the first of three internal bulletins

N

o doubt members of the
Socialist
Workers
Party
are delighted that the preconference period has begun - this is
the only time of the year when they
can put their viewpoint before the
entire membership in one of the three
Pre-Conference Bulletins (PCBs).
During this three-month period
only, they are also permitted to form
temporary factions - but, of course,
these must be disbanded immediately
after the annual conference has taken
place (this time being held over the
weekend of January 7-9 2022).
Even during the pre-conference
period, debate is not exactly free
and open. The central committee
warns in its ‘Guide to SWP national
conference’ in October’s PCB: “All
pre-conference discussion should
take place through the PCBs,
the aggregates and the party’s
democratic structures, and not by any
other means” (my emphasis). So you
cannot circulate your views by email
or state them at a public meeting not if they differ from those of the
leadership in any case. Presumably
you cannot talk about them in private
conversations with other comrades
either. Which makes you wonder
how a pre-conference faction can be
formed in the first place.
And the CC also warns: “Motions
to conference cannot be discussed
outside the pre-conference period.”
So officially this year you had to wait
until October 7 (not a day before the
three-month temporary lifting of the
barrier) before you could engage in
any way with comrades who may
share your views … if they diverge
from those of the leadership.
You can also stand for the national
committee - in reality a subsidiary
body to the CC, even though,
according to the constitution,
“Its decisions are binding on the
central committee”. On the other
hand, the NC “normally meets
every two months between annual
conferences”! If members do want to
stand for election, “Each candidate
should submit up to 50 words
explaining why they should be on the
NC. Please do not submit more than
50 words” (original emphasis). That
should be enough, don’t you think?
Meanwhile, in reality the selfperpetuating CC is in complete
charge. I say ‘self-perpetuating’,
because no-one can stand for
election to it as an individual, but
only as part of a complete slate for
the entire committee. So the existing
CC always recommends its own reelection (with perhaps one or two
proposed changes) and conference
delegates must decide whether to vote
for the CC slate, take it or leave it.
Members can, of course, propose an
alternative slate - but I am informed
that all those nominated must agree
to be part of it. Which means that
in effect you cannot nominate any
existing CC members if you oppose
others. It is hardly surprising that the
CC’s own slate usually goes through
unopposed.
This year all 14 members of the
current CC have been renominated
by the leadership. They include
five of the most well-known and
longstanding: Alex Callinicos,
Charlie Kimber, Weyman Bennett,
Amy Leather and Joseph Choonara.
I somehow do not think they will be
confronted by a different slate this
year!
Just in case you might believe all

and streets’ view of “working class
self-activity”. For example, in the
CC’s ‘Revolutionary socialists in a
world of crisis’ (which talks about
the “triple crisis” of “coronavirus,
economic slump and a climate
emergency”), it is stated: “Socialists
have to respond urgently, seeking
every possibility to raise the level
of resistance on the streets and in
workplaces, building united fronts
... ” After all, “A resurgence of
resistance is inevitable.”

Par for the course

Taint of comrade Delta will never go away
this to be anti-democratic, the CC
declares in its introduction, when it
explains the conference procedures:
“But don’t think this is a stuffy,
bureaucratic exercise”. Of course
not!
So are the rank-and-file members
champing at the bit, just waiting for
the moment when they can put their
alternative views to fellow comrades
(the PCBs are “for members only
and should not be shared outside
the party”)? Not exactly. PCB No1
carries just 12 submissions from
individuals or groups of members,
taking up 11 of its 28 pages. But it
also includes four contributions from
the CC, which cover nine pages (the
other eight are taken up by questions
of organisation, including the SWP
constitution).
And it goes without saying, of
course, that a good number of the
contributions from below the CC are
written by loyalists, who describe
the great successes the leadership’s
policies have produced at the local
level - some read as though they
have been commissioned by the
leadership, such as the submission
on Cop26, entitled ‘The importance
of Cop and mobilising for Saturday
November 6’ from “Martin
(Manchester)” - only the first names
of contributors are published, for
security reasons.

Type of party

But despite all this everything is
going swimmingly well for the SWP,
according to the CC. After all, “well
over 400 people have joined this
year”.
However, “John (Colchester)” in
his ‘Membership: a proposal’ (one of
three contributions that are actually
critical of the leadership) takes issue
with its claim about the size of the
membership. He points out that there

is a distinction between “registered
members”
and
“unregistered
members”. Apparently there are
approximately 2,000 registered
members, who “generally pay subs”,
but 4,000 “unregistered members”,
who “generally do not”. That is why
the proclaimed “6,000 figure doesn’t
equate with the real world in which
we operate”. After all, it is an “open
secret”, says John, that most of those
who fall into the ‘unregistered’
category are nothing more than
“paper members who once signed a
membership form and haven’t been
seen again or for some time”.
He argues that these two
categories should be replaced with
‘members’ and ‘supporters’. It is
worth noting, by the way, that,
according to the leadership in one
of the CC’s own submissions, “A
new member is unlikely to be a
fully-fledged Marxist” - they could
have all sorts of views, since there
are no actual membership criteria in
fact. No wonder the CC thinks it is a
good idea to deny the members basic
democratic rights!
For
their
part,
long-time
oppositionists “Martin and Anne (W
and NW London)” make their annual
criticism, adding another touch of
reality: “we are perhaps a quarter of
the size we were” in 1980-2000, and
today we “have so few genuinely
active forces able to do the work
that our party seems to be a hollow
vessel”.
Then there is “Liam (Plymouth)”,
with his ‘We need a party of socialist
unification’. Yes, that’s right: he
really is arguing that the SWP in its
current form should not be the final
aim. He writes:
Comrades, our strategic goal over
the next few years needs to be the
formation of a unified socialist

party, into which the SWP should
dissolve. This unified party must
be based around the need for
more working class self-activity,
especially in the workplace, and
must be democratic with factional
rights for the different tendencies,
which must be folded into it.
Well, for the most part, that is OK as
far as it goes, but he does not spell
out the precise politics of this new
party. Would it be based on Marxism
and operate according to genuine
democratic centralism? In fact Liam
states: “I want to emphasise that
our politics and our general strategy
really are correct.” But he does
want the current rival sects to come
together, since:
The duplication of effort between
these small organisations is a
waste. The way that the existence
of other parties with such similar
politics drives socialists to find
and emphasise differences fosters
a sectarian mindset. It also
appears truly absurd from the
outside, putting people off from
the left altogether.
But, he adds, there is also “a specific
problem associated with the name,
‘Socialist Workers Party’” - that is,
the “continuing repercussions of the
‘comrade Delta’ events in 2013”.
This is the wrong approach. The
‘comrade Delta’ affair (referring
to former SWP national secretary
Martin Smith, who was accused of
sexually assaulting female members)
was a direct result of the SWP’s
organisational and political failings.
Such failings need to be tackled now
- they will not just disappear in a
newly formed party.
Liam also seems to share the
leadership’s own limited ‘strikes

Although the CC condemns the
ruling class for attempting to
produce “fake solidarity based on
nation and state”, that does not stop
it from giving support for what it
expects will be “a determined battle
for Scottish independence”. Mind
you, it does add the rider: “Instead
of seeking to unify all Scots, the
movement has to be based on class
struggle.”
But what about attempting to
unify the working class? Calling for
an independent Scotland does the
opposite, when it comes to united
working class action against the
bourgeoisie in Britain. What is bad
for the British bourgeoisie is not
necessarily good for us.
As for racism, the leadership’s
notion that it, not national
chauvinism, plays a central role
in current ruling class strategy is
largely echoed by the SWP rank
and file. Despite that, members also
follow the lead of the leadership in
supporting efforts to counter racism
from, say, the United Nations! “Phil
(Dorset)” in his ‘Reparations back
on the agenda’ notes that: “In July,
the UN Commissioner for Human
Rights told UN member states that
her review of racism past and present
concluded that urgent action was
required to address historic practices
and present injustices - and that all
states should prepare for reparation.”
Phil writes: “Now Amsterdam
and Bristol are leading a movement
for European cities to apologise for
their historic role in slavery and to
adopt policies for redress.” Such
“redress” and “reparation” seems to
take the form of the former colonisers
handing over cash to the current
capitalist rulers of the ex-colonies.
He notes the fact that “notorious
slaver Christopher Codrington had
bequeathed part of his fortune” to
All Souls College Oxford, but Phil
is happy that “The government
of Antigua and Barbuda .. has
demanded further action”, saying
that the college should “repay its
debt to enslaved persons on Antigua
and Barbuda”.
Finally, let me end with “John
(Colchester)”, who notes that this
is “the fifth year running that I
have raised the issue of mental
health oppression and language
that reinforces such oppression”.
But he is now pleased that Socialist
Worker, along with other SWP
publications, “has ceased to publish
offensive terms such as ‘mad’ and
‘nuts’, to name just two”. It seems
then that at last the leadership has
realised how upset people like John
get when they read phrases like
‘What a mad idea!’
All this really is par for the course:
a combination of bureaucratic
dogmatism on the part of the
leadership, and a total absence of any
serious challenge from below l
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ECONOMICS

They will not deliver

Market solutions are no solution. Michael Roberts castigates the sham, the hollowness
of climate finance

C

op26 has trundled on in
Glasgow with little sign
of
anything
significant
being agreed towards reversing
global warming and ending the
degradation of nature. Beneath all
the media headlines, governments
and corporations are not putting
their money where their mouths
are. The financial support for
measures to reduce carbon
emissions and other forms of
environmental
destruction
is
pitiful.
In 2009, the major rich states
promised they would send at least
$100 billion a year in climate
finance to poorer countries by
2020. That understanding formed
the basis of the 2015 Paris climate
accord, which aimed to limit
global warming to well below 2°C
(ideally 1.5°C). But on the eve of
Cop26, donor countries admitted
they had missed that target in
2020, claiming they now expect to
reach it in 2022 or 2023. Indeed,
most of the rich nations are not
meeting their promises at all. Only
Norway, Sweden and Germany
can claim that, while the US is
billions short and at the bottom of
the list of OECD countries.
Moreover, most of the pledged
$100 billion is not in the form
of grants, but loans. So poor
countries trying to deal with global
warming and to reduce emissions
are supposed to pay the bulk of
the rich countries’ handouts back.
Calculations from Oxfam suggest
the true level of climate-specific
grants is about one-fifth of the
OECD ‘climate finance’ figure,
once loans are taken out. These
climate commitments were “a mile
wide and an inch deep”, according
to Becky Jarvis, a strategist for
the Bank on our Future campaign
network.
Then there is the Mark Carneyled coalition of international
financial companies, signed up to
‘tackle climate change’. Former
Bank of England governor Carney
is the official UN envoy on
climate finance. He claims that the
Glasgow Financial Alliance for
Net Zero (Gfanz) - which is made
up of more than 450 banks, insurers
and asset managers across 45
countries - could deliver as much
as $100-$130 trillion of financing
to help economies transition to net
zero over the next three decades.
Michael Bloomberg, the media
billionaire, was joining Carney as
co-chair. The group will report on
its work periodically to the G20’s
Financial Stability Board. Carney
pointed to UN analysis that
suggested the private sector could
deliver 70% of total investments
needed to meet net-zero goals.
Private finance can save the day at least that is what Carney argues.
But when you look more closely
at this headline figure, you find
that investment managers account
for $57 trillion of the assets, with
$63 trillion coming from banks
and $10 trillion from asset owners,
such as pension funds. And 43 of
these 221 investment manager
signatories revealed that only onethird of their assets were aimed
at investments with ‘net-zero’
targets. Ben Caldecott, director of
the Oxford Sustainable Finance
Group at Oxford university, said
the headline $130 trillion figure
was “not a fresh pool of money,
and most of it isn’t allocatable”.
It included home mortgages

Greenwashed capitalism cannot stop global warming
and money to fund fossil fuel
infrastructure. He asked: “What
proportion of it can you actually
divert into the solutions or use
in a way to influence polluting
companies to become more
sustainable?”
The Rainforest Action Network
environmental group has pointed
out that the 93 banks signing the
pledge continued to provide $575
billion of lending and underwriting
to the fossil fuel industry in 2020.
“The disconnect between climate
commitments and boardroom
decisions is staggering,” said
Tom Picken, its forest and finance
director. Asset managers that
had signed up to Gfanz had so
far aligned just 35% of their
total assets to net-zero targets:
“It is not green finance, nor is it
all dedicated in the slightest to
tackling climate change, as long as
financiers have large interests in
fossil fuel expansion,” she added.
“This announcement yet again
ignores the biggest elephant in
the room,” said Richard Brooks,
Stand.earth
climate
finance
director. “There is no mention
of the F words at all in this new
declaration from the net-zero
clubs. We cannot keep under 1.5
degrees [warming] if financial
institutions don’t stop funding
coal, oil and gas companies.”

Village hall budget

Meanwhile,
well-meaning
economists
offer
various
schemes to solve the funding
problem within the confines of
the market economy. Raghuram
Rajan, professor of finance at
the University of Chicago’s
Booth School of Business, who
is renowned for his pro-market
solutions,1 suggests that every
country that emits more than the
global average of around five
tonnes per capita pay annually into
a global fund. The amount paid
would be the excess emissions
multiplied by the population and
further multiplied by a dollar
amount called the Global Carbon
Incentive (GCI). If the GCI started
at $10 per tonne, the US would
pay around $33 billion each year.
Meanwhile, countries below the
global average would receive a
commensurate payout based on

how much they emit below the
average (Uganda, for example,
would receive around $2 billion).
Rajaram sees the scheme as
self-financing. Low emitters often the poorest countries and the
ones most vulnerable to climatic
changes they did not cause - would
receive a payment that could help
their people adapt. Conversely, the
responsibility for payments would
appropriately lie with big, rich
emitters, who are also in the best
position to pay. Countries would be
free to choose their own domestic
path to emission reduction. Instead
of levying a politically unpopular
carbon tax, they might impose
regulations on coal or incentivise
renewables.
In another scheme, Avinash
Persaud2 points out that to meet the
Paris agreement the world would
have to eliminate 53.5 billion
metric tonnes of carbon dioxide
each year for the next 30 years.
There are a range of estimates of
how much that would cost, but the
investment bank, Morgan Stanley,
put it at an additional $50 trillion,
split between five key areas of
zero-carbon technology. That
compares with the pathetic $100
billion mentioned above that has
taken six years for countries to
scrounge together. Persaud says:
“We need a global settlement not global aspiration attached to a
village hall budget.”
Or how about this? The countries
that contribute most to the stock of
greenhouses gases (GHGs) could
issue an instrument giving any
investor in projects anywhere in
the world that reduce GHGs the
right to borrow from them at their
overnight interest rates - which are
currently near zero - and to roll
over this borrowing for as long as
the project delivers some minimum
rate of reduction in GHGs per
dollar invested. If the collective
annual issuance of this near-zero
cost funding were $500 billion,
it would boost investor returns to
such a degree that it would over 15
years crowd in private savings to
the $50 trillion needed.
All these schemes fail on two
levels. First, they require global
action and global institutions
to implement them. There is no
prospect of that happening. Just

as national governments failed to
coordinate finance and resources
to deal with the Covid pandemic
and vaccinations, so they are
unwilling to take significant
global action on climate and
nature. Around $50 trillion over
30 years is needed apparently
- amongst other estimates are
$4 trillion a year for the next 10
years. This is really a small cost,
no more than 2.5% of annual
world gross domestic product. But
so far governments have pledged
just $100 billion and have not
even met that.
Second, market solutions will
not do the trick, as again Covid
has shown. Only government
intervention, investment and
planning on a global scale can
give humanity and nature a chance
to succeed before too much
degradation is made permanent.
Carbon pricing will not allocate
investment properly or change
consumption sufficiently3 - and it
only benefits the richer countries
(one billion people) at the expense
of the poorer (6.5 billion).
Private
finance
organised
by banks and investment funds
will not deliver. That is because
capitalist companies control and
make decisions on investment
based on profitability. Global
warming will not be stopped or
reversed without ending fossil
fuel and mining exploration and
phasing out fossil fuel production.
Nothing like that was on the
agenda of Cop26.
As Jeff Sparrow says in his new
book, Crime against nature,
Each year, the world spends
over £1,917 billion on guns,
bombs and other military
equipment.4 The comparable
figure on advertising is some
$325 billion.5 Those staggering
numbers represent a mere
fraction of what we could direct
immediately to environmental
programmes on land, sea and
air.
We could begin systemic
decarbonisation, closing down
coal-fired power stations, and
replacing fossil fuels with
electricity from renewables
such as solar, using the
process to reduce rather than
increase our energy needs.
We could massively expand
low-carbon public transport,
so that efficient, easy-to-use
and convenient electric trains
and trams replaced internal
combustion engines. We could
replan our cities and towns for
human convenience rather than
for the use of automobiles;
we could establish methods
of recycling and re-use that
genuinely reduced material
throughputs l
Michael Roberts blogs at
thenextrecession.wordpress.com

Notes
1. thenextrecession.wordpress.

com/2020/01/06/assa-2020-part-oneinclusive-economics.
2. voxeu.org/article/saving-pariseconomically-efficient-and-equitable-rescueplan.
3. thenextrecession.wordpress.
com/2021/07/22/global-warming-planningnot-pricing.
4. www.sipri.org/media/press-release/2020/
global-military-expenditure-sees-largestannual-increase-decade-says-sipri-reaching1917-billion.
5. www.statista.com/topics/990/globaladvertising-market.

What we
fight for
n Without organisation the
working class is nothing; with
the highest form of organisation
it is everything.
n There exists no real Communist
Party today. There are many
so-called ‘parties’ on the left. In
reality they are confessional sects.
Members who disagree with the
prescribed ‘line’ are expected to
gag themselves in public. Either
that or face expulsion.
n Communists operate according
to the principles of democratic
centralism. Through ongoing debate
we seek to achieve unity in action
and a common world outlook. As
long as they support agreed actions,
members should have the right to
speak openly and form temporary
or permanent factions.
n Communists oppose all imperialist wars and occupations but
constantly strive to bring to the fore
the fundamental question–ending war
is bound up with ending capitalism.
n Communists are internationalists.
Everywhere we strive for the closest
unity and agreement of working class
and progressive parties of all countries.
We oppose every manifestation
of national sectionalism. It is an
internationalist duty to uphold the
principle, ‘One state, one party’.
n The working class must be
organised globally. Without a global
Communist Party, a Communist
International, the struggle against
capital is weakened and lacks
coordination.
n Communists have no interest
apart from the working class
as a whole. They differ only in
recognising the importance of
Marxism as a guide to practice.
That theory is no dogma, but
must be constantly added to and
enriched.
n Capitalism in its ceaseless
search for profit puts the future
of humanity at risk. Capitalism is
synonymous with war, pollution,
exploitation and crisis. As a global
system capitalism can only be
superseded globally.
n The capitalist class will never
willingly allow their wealth and
power to be taken away by a
parliamentary vote.
n We will use the most militant
methods objective circumstances
allow to achieve a federal republic
of England, Scotland and Wales,
a united, federal Ireland and a
United States of Europe.
n Communists favour industrial
unions. Bureaucracy and class
compromise must be fought and
the trade unions transformed into
schools for communism.
n Communists are champions of
the oppressed. Women’s oppression,
combating racism and chauvinism,
and the struggle for peace and
ecological sustainability are just
as much working class questions
as pay, trade union rights and
demands for high-quality health,
housing and education.
n Socialism represents victory
in the battle for democracy. It is
the rule of the working class.
Socialism is either democratic or,
as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it
turns into its opposite.
n Socialism is the first stage
of the worldwide transition to
communism - a system which
knows neither wars, exploitation,
money, classes, states nor nations.
Communism is general freedom
and the real beginning of human
history.
The Weekly Worker is licensed by
November Publications under a Creative
Commons Attribution-NonCommercial
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creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
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Glasgow sees
its biggest
protest
demonstration
ever

Sit down and plan it

School students and young women have been in the forefront. Tam Dean Burn reports from the Glasgow
marches and meetings

“S

it down, all you money
men. No more blah blah
blah!”
That was one of the lead chants
from our contingent on the Fridays
For Future school strike march
in Glasgow on November 5. It is,
of course, always tricky to gauge
numbers on a big march, with
official police figures notorious for
underestimating, but even the BBC
was quoting 30,000 as the figure for
participants. There was an official
estimate of 100,000 for the main
Cop26 march along much of the
same route the next day - the biggest
demo seen in Scotland in decades, if
not ever.
But that was on a Saturday and
appeared to lack the energy and
enthusiasm of the day before. The
atrocious morning weather certainly
dampened it, but there was something
missing and, as a leading figure
from Ocean Rebellion expressed
to me later, it just seemed to lack
any real purpose and would have
been much better if those numbers
had been organised to actually do
something, like join hands while
surrounding a suitable target, which
would expose the rank hypocrisy
of the greenwashing corporations
taking part in the official Cop26
proceedings.
As it was, the police closed in
on any attempts at disruption along
the Saturday route with the most
ridiculous an enormous three-hour
kettling of about 20 members of
Fight Racism, Fight Imperialism who
they must have had ‘intelligence’ on,
because it was a pre-emptive strike
on the police part.
Kettling
was
used
fairly
extensively in the first week of
Cop26, with the novel addition of
having them moving, instead of
the previous static ones. The police
would contain contingents, but
keep them moving around the same
controlled routes.
Attempts at civil disobedience
have actually been few in Glasgow,
certainly in comparison with previous
Extinction Rebellion stunts in
London, but the police presence has
been enormous with forces drafted
in from many parts of the country.
The real disruption happened when
the political leaders gathered at
Kelvingrove Gallery for a banquet
at the end of their conference session
- local people were not allowed
into their homes for hours or had to
take three-mile detours! The most
disgraceful report was that police
insisted that female nursing staff,
who had just finished their shift at
the local hospital, had to make their
way home alone through unlit public
parks late at night, whilst the leaders
banqueted.
The Kelvingrove photograph
of those leaders - almost all men in
dark suits - starkly contrasts with
the grassroots movement organised
elsewhere in the city. As Greta
Thunberg said, it has been shown that
it is in the main young female activists
leading the fight for measures to

Scottish government caved in to union
demands after overwhelming support
by RMT members to reject the gunto-the-head deadline threats and to
take strike action. The dispute will
resurface soon, as negotiations get
underway for next year’s settlement
with the union, which is in a strong,
confident position after this victory.

Take control

Getting political early
keep warming down to 1.5°C. This
basic necessity is something that the
world’s politicians have been proving
hopeless at attempting, for all their
new pledges, piled up in the first days
of Cop, when it is clear that previous
pledges have not been met and oil
and gas extraction continues to spiral
upwards.

Strikes

It was this young female energy that
was apparent to me on the school
strike march too. I was back on a
megaphone for the first time since
the heady days of Hands Off Ireland
marches up the Holloway Road,
the Unemployed Workers Charter
march from Manchester to the
TUC gathering in Blackpool or the
Workers Theatre Movement agitprop
street sketches.1
At the insistence of the contingent
of 11-year-old girls from Dunard
Primary School in Maryhill, I had
to keep the call-and-response chants
going for pretty much the whole four
hours of the march. As well as the one
quoted at the top, we had this cracker:
“They are few, we are many. Save
the planet, pay the Clenny!” ‘The
Clenny’ is the common Glasgow
abbreviation for the Cleansing
Department, whose workers took
strike action last week during Cop26
after years of frustration at pay cuts
and increasingly draconian conditions
imposed by Glasgow council, and
the chant was an attempt to make
the link between the environmental
struggle and workers on strike. It
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was remarkable how much support
was shown on GMB picket lines
by activists, whilst leading Scottish
politicians and Scottish National
Party-led council officials and
members condemned the strike action
and tried to portray it as a Laboursupporting stunt. Nicola Sturgeon
even ludicrously criticised the
Scottish Labour leadership support
for the workers (a welcome change
from their attitude when leading the
council for decades) as “talking down
the great city of Glasgow”.
The cuts agenda of the SNP
council under leader Susan Aitken
has been apparent for months now,
with many libraries and community
venues, often in the poorest areas
of the city, not reopening since
lockdown. There is a strong and
determined fight against these cuts
developing, the backing of Roz
Foyer, general secretary of the
Scottish TUC, drawing workers and
communities together. Aitken has
been more interested in hobnobbing
with the elite Cop gatherings than
dealing with the local issues, but her
presence at the latest talks with the
GMB have failed to resolve things
and strike action will take place again
before Christmas if there is not a
better offer on the table.
Meanwhile, the long-running
strike action by railworkers was
brought to a swift conclusion just
before Cop, when the RMT in
particular threatened to up the ante
and cause chaos to travel plans during
the conference. Scotrail and the

Whilst the bourgeois media
attempted to put a positive spin on
the official proceedings, the activists
present in Glasgow have by and
large concentrated on gathering for
meetings and events rather than
marches and protests. The People’s
Summit organised by the Cop26
Coalition has had over 150 meetings
and it is some of these that I have
found most inspiring, along with the
school strike march.
Until the morning of its meeting
I had never heard of the Glasgow
Agreement and presumed it was a
new initiative aiming to be some sort
of legacy of this fortnight. But, no, it
was launched a year ago, when the
planned conference did not take place
because of Covid and now has some
200 organisations in over 50 countries
committed to its aims.2 These are
committed to measures necessary to
achieve a minimum 50% reduction
in global greenhouse gas emissions
by 2030, using national emissions
inventories made by a powerful
climate justice movement - in other
words, not relying on or pleading
with governments or corporations.
It is about exposing them and
defying their inaction by any means
necessary.
The meeting itself had a panel
of predominantly young women
from Brazil, Colombia, Portugal
and Ireland. What has already been
achieved in Brazil, even under the
Bolsonaro regime is incredible, with
many proposed coal mining and
gas extraction projects halted, often
following lawsuits.3
To have such a symbol as the
grassroots Glasgow Agreement
already developed on such an
international scale - one resolutely
committed to democratic planning
for a new form of society - bodes
well, though comrades may question
the exclusion of political parties,
possibly pointing towards an
anarchistic outlook.
The workshop I attended - ‘How
apartheid Israel and the climate

crisis are intertwined’ - was very
illuminating and once more inspiring,
with young women (two live on
Zoom from Palestine) making up
the whole panel of five speakers.
The event was organised by another
international grassroots organisation,
‘Gastivists’,4 and was especially
interesting on its exposure of the
planned EastMed pipeline to pump
gas from Israel to Europe via Cyprus,
Turkey and Greece.
This project is yet to start being
built, but is now on the EU Projects of
Common Interest (PCI) list. This PCI
status means that public funds can
be utilised for it. Clearly designed to
draw Israel and Europe strategically
closer and to reduce reliance on the
controversial Russian gas pipeline,
it does increase the potential for
conflict in the region, thanks to the
many conflicting territorial claims
by the countries it aims to pass
through. In 2019 a United States bill
supporting the pipeline was passed,
along with increased military aid for
Turkey and Cyprus. All the young
female gastivists are determined that
this pipeline project must be stopped.
My own personal contribution
to the Cop26 grassroots rebellion
comes in the shape of a music video
I directed, which can be seen on
YouTube under its title, ‘The Sit
Down’, featuring the community
band ‘Brass, Aye?’5 I play baritone
horn with the band and the video also
features young film students and the
same youngsters on the march who
are all part of the Children’s Wood
community - a Glasgow green space
saved from building developers.6
The song’s message is that young
people are asking us to “sit down and
plan it”, not just protest, and that is
surely the big, urgent message from
Cop26 - where there was a grassroots
international coming together of the
young and all of us allies to plan how
to break the grip of capital and take
control for people, not profit l

Notes
1. Documented recently by Lawrence Parker
at: communistpartyofgreatbritainhistory.
wordpress.com/2021/08/11/wtm-redux-tamdean-burn.
2. These are laid out very thoroughly at:
glasgowagreement.net.
3. Details of these struggles can be found at:
arayara.org.
4. See: gastivists.org.
5. See: www.youtube.com/
watch?v=XEBMq_hhK04.
6. Its story can be found at:
thechildrenswood.co.uk.
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