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Ukraine peace no closer • Raab lies •Labour in retreat • Recession looms
Plus Notes from the Edge featuring Alex Greene, Luke Andreski, Mike Stanton, and Jo Buchanan

And, our shopping basket keeps getting more expensive.

Photo by Jo Buchanan ©CriticalMassMedia Ltd

PROTEST AND SURVIVE!
AS THE Tories introduce ever more repressive 
legislation to prevent people from protesting, it has 
never been more important that we use all the means 
available to us to make our voices heard.
We are certainly witnessing a summer of  discontent as 
rail workers are already on strike and postal workers 
are due to join them. Barristers have been on strike 
this week, largely over changes to Legal Aid which 
are leaving many of  them in debt. And, teachers and 
firefighters are currently balloting.
At the same time Extinction Rebellion continue to lead 
the way on challenging the inactivity over the climate 
emergency. Whilst the Stop The War Coalition is a 
voice in the wilderness calling for a peaceful solution to 
the war in Ukraine.
Does all this add up to a challenge to the dominant 
system? At the moment if  there is a challenge it is only 
to the Tories in Westminster. And, the only realistic 
beneficiaries of  such a mood are a Labour Party doing 
nothing to support anybody taking action.
We are unlikely to hear the TUC calling a general strike 
any time soon. Even if  some on the left continue with 
their refrain calling on them to do so.
Critical Mass, alongside other alt-media, take the view 
that we must expose the pitiful state of  reporting in 
the UK and beyond by a mass media which cares for 
nothing but its own self  perpetuation. 
We urge all our readers to support the current round 
of  protests, but also to remember that protest is not 
revolution. Though it might be the prelude.
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Last week Keir Starmer told front bench 
Labour MPs that they should not visit the 
picket lines of  striking rail workers. The 
memo from the Leader’s Office read:
“We have robust lines. We do not want to see 
these strikes to go ahead with the resulting 
disruption to the public. The government have 
failed to engage in any negotiations. However, 
we also must show leadership and to that 
end, please be reminded that frontbenchers 
including should not be on picket lines.”

To memo or not to memo

However, earlier this week, the Shadow 
Minister for the Railways, Tan Dhesi told a 
communications seminar that he had not 
received any such memo. He explained that 
there had been internal debate:
“The issue about picket lines – I think the 
reason why there was discussion amongst 
Labour MPs on these various groups and 

there was a feeling amongst some that ‘Look, 
we shouldn’t be falling into the Tory trap’.”
It is strange that on the one hand, we have 
the text of  a memo which appears to have 
come from the Leader’s Office. On the other, 
we have a frontbencher, to whom the memo 
was addressed, denying it existed. And then 
we have another frontbencher demanding 
that those who defied the memo should be 
disciplined.
The confusion at the heart of  the Labour 
Party is one which is consistent with the 
dilemma all centrist parties have. When you try 
to be everybody’s friend you end up upsetting 
almost everybody. Labour is a party with its 
roots in the trade union movement, but for 
the past few years, except between 2016-2019, 
it has been working to sever that link.

Images courtesy of Needpix.com
and Alan Stanton, CC BY-SA 2.0 <https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/2.0>, 

via Wikimedia Commons

SHADOW Foreign Secretary David Lammy has confirmed that 
frontbench MPs who have been seen on picket lines will be disciplined. 
Speaking on the BBC and Sky during the Sunday newsround, Mr 

Lammy said the party’s chief  whip will be “speaking to them next week and 
making it very clear that a serious party of government does not join picket lines”.
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The only good strike is an 
ineffective strike

This is based on a belief  that the British public do 
not like strikers, especially if  they inconvenience 
them. So David Lammy (again) has now stated that 
he does not support strikes at all. Asked to clarify 
his position on the upcoming BA strike he replied: 
“No, I don’t. No I don’t – it is a no, it’s a categorical 
no.”
He then went on to say: “All of  us are feeling the 
pinch with inflation. Many of  us might want a 
rise of  10%; in truth, most people understand it’s 
unlikely that you’re going to get that. I’m serious 
about the business of  being in government and 
the business of  being in government is that you 
support negotiation.”
This, of  course, is easy for Mr Lammy to say. He 
receives a basic pay of  £84,144 but tops that up 
with additional payments worth up to £141,000 
in three years for speeches at Google, Facebook, 
City corporations and media appearances. Most 
ordinary workers are lucky if  they can top up their 
wages with a minimum wage shift in a local pub. 

Being responsible – but for 
what?

This equivocation on the part of  the Labour Party is 
based in the belief  that their best shot at government 
is to appear to be, as they put it, ‘responsible’. But if  
that is the case is it irresponsible to take any strike 
action? We should not forget that in its 15 years of  
government the Labour Party gave not one inch on 
the anti-trade union legislation brought in by the 
Tories following the miners’ strike.
Sharon Graham, General Secretary of  Unite, said: 
“Supporting bad bosses is a new low for Labour. 
David Lammy has chosen to launch a direct attack on 
British Airways workers. This is a group of  workers 
who were savagely attacked by their employer 
during Covid. ‘Fire and rehire’ led to thousands 
of  unnecessary job cuts and pay being slashed. 
This dispute is not about a pay rise – it’s about 
restoring money taken out of  workers’ pockets by 
an opportunistic employer. British Airways and 
its parent company IAG hold billions in reserves 
and assets and are predicting a return to profit 

this quarter. 
S u p p o r t i n g 
bad bosses is 
a new low for 
Labour and 
once again 
shows that 
p o l i t i c i a n s 
have failed. 
It is now 
down to the 
trade unions 
to defend 
working people. We are their only voice.”
Labour’s anti-union stance will backfire. Like it or 
not, the public consider Labour to be part of  the 
wider labour movement. And people are rightly 
angry that, having had to endure nearly 12 years 
of  Tory and Lib Dem austerity measures, the party 
they consider to be ‘their party’ is now asking them 
to take even more cuts with no end in sight. Much 
of  Labour’s attack on the unions has come from 
their repeated line that they should be negotiating. 
Lammy, Starmer and the rest know full well that 
negotiating is precisely what unions do. It is only 
when negotiations break down that they ballot for 
strike action.
The parliamentary road leads nowhere
The Labour Party, already losing the support of  
ordinary workers, are playing to an old stereotype 
trotted out by the Tory Party and Daily Mail that 
every strike is caused by union greed, rather than 
the reality that most strikes are caused by inept 
management unable to reach agreement. There 
is no point in sections of  the left repeating the 
sad old phrase Labour must support the strikers. 
Labour, with its open door policy for any Tory MP 
who wants to walk across the floor, is a party of  
big business. Its centrism is based on an appeal to 
ordinary people to support its left credentials, whilst 
in government it has every intention of  protecting 
its big business backers.
As Sharon Graham says it is time for workers to 
stand up for themselves. To defend their interests 
using the only weapon they have at their disposal 
– the ability to withdraw their labour. It looks like 
being a long, hot summer as Labour eats itself, 
and the rest of  us realise that there is no socialist 
paradise at the end of  the parliamentary road.
This article originally appeared online: https://
creatingsocialism.org/labour-the-workers-and-the-
centrist-dilemma/

https://creatingsocialism.org/labour-the-workers-and-the-centrist-dilemma/ 
https://creatingsocialism.org/labour-the-workers-and-the-centrist-dilemma/ 
https://creatingsocialism.org/labour-the-workers-and-the-centrist-dilemma/ 
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MARX AND THE 1ST INTERNATIONAL
The International Working Men’s Association, or 1st 
International, marked a change from the secret societies 
that played a clandestine role in the revolutions in 
1848. The International brought together trade unions, 
principally from the UK and socialist organisations 
from across Europe. It operated openly and legally 
from its offices in London. 

Despite its initial success there were tensions from the 
start. Although Marx was in effect its leader he did 
not have unqualified support. The different strands of 
socialist thought ranged from the followers of Robert 
Owen, utopian socialists who believed the unions 
should build workers co-ops to replace capitalism 
gradually and peacefully, through to revolutionaries 
who supported direct action and the violent overthrow 
of Capitalism on the barricades. More on them next 
week when I take a more detailed look at the Paris 
Commune. 

John Weston
In 1865 it was a follower of Robert Owen, John Weston, 
who challenged Marx. There was a strike wave across 
Europe and the International was, with some success, 
engaged in preventing the use of scab labour to break 
strikes. Weston believed that these strikes diverted 
energy away from the struggle for socialism, and even 
if they secured wage increases, the benefits would 
quickly be swallowed up by rising prices. 

Weston was arguing from the left. But some of us 
remember the slogan “One man’s wage rise is another 
man’s price increase,” coined by Harold Wilson in 1970 
to justify the Labour Party’s right wing stance on the 
unions and wage controls at a time of high inflation. 
We heard it again from Labour PM James Callaghan 
during the ‘Winter of Discontent’ in 1978/79. Today it 
is Tory ministers who are using the same arguments 

to oppose workers fighting back in our 
own ‘Summer of Discontent.’

Marx Responds
Marx’s began by expressing his 
admiration for Weston’s moral courage 
in raising an argument which he knew 
to be unpopular. Then he debated with 
him not only to prove him wrong but to 
seek common ground ‘in the just idea 
lying at the bottom of his [i.e. Weston’s] 
thesis.’

Marx showed that workers could fight 
for higher wages without raising prices 
if the capitalists could be forced to 
accept a drop in the rate of profit. But 
workers had to fight regardless, or the 
capitalists would drive down wages 
even further. And in fighting back they 
would build the solidarity and class 
consciousness needed to overthrow 
capitalism.

Marx agreed with Weston that the wages 
system was unfair and rigged against 
the workers. Trade union battles under 
the slogan, “A fair day’s wage for a fair 
day’s work!” would never be enough 
to get rid of Capitalism. For that we 
would need to inscribe our banners 
with the revolutionary demand for the 
“Abolition of the Wages System!”

The inevitability of class struggle, 
the limits of trade unionism, what 
determines wages and prices, where 
does profit come from – are all as 
important today as when Marx and 
Weston debated them at the General 
Council of the International in 1865. 

Further Reading
Marx’s arguments are recorded in the 
pamphlet, Wages, Price and Profit, that 
was first published by his daughter, 
Eleanor Marx, in 1898. My own copy 
dates from 1996. It comes with a 
useful introduction from the late Chris 
Harman and was published as part of 
the Revolutionary Classics series by 
Bookmarks.
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Point Of No Return
By Alex Greene

Welcome to my weekly column about finding, and 
having, a very real, practical faith that we need every 
day, just to get up in the morning.

Spiralling
I have a beef with the media and the press. The 
Establishment have a mandate to keep a lid on 
anything which could bring down the government. 
Right now, they are keeping absolutely silent on the 
constant stream of scandals which has been emerging 
from Westminster like pus from a boil.

The Ministers have reached a point where scandals 
are following on one another on an hourly basis, 
each as wide-reaching as the Profumo Scandal or 
the Cash For Questions Sleaze Scandals in the past.

Down The Drain
The media must promote the status quo. They are 
invested in placing a rosy filter in front of the cameras 
and pretending that all is well and the government is 
doing a good job.

But it is increasingly clear that this is not so.

We have gone from billions purportedly being spent 
on Track and Trace being made to disappear, to 
Partygate, down to Ministers seemingly resigning on 
what is becoming a daily basis. One was recently 
caught watching porn, another was told not to 
return to the House of Commons again on account 

of inappropriate behaviour, and the 
Deputy Chief Whip just resigned after 
groping two men while he was drunk.

A revelation about the PM has had 
Twitter reeling, as we learn from 
social media how he was discovered 
having something vulgar being done 
with him by someone whom Johnson 
then unsuccessfully attempted to 
elevate to a £100,000 job. The nature 
of this revelation should have had him 
clapped in irons. But the media say 
nothing.

The media are spinning a thousand 
plates, trying to distract us from 
this seething degeneration. But the 
public can see the spreading cracks 
in the facade right now. It’s a matter 
of guessing when, not if, the weight 
of all these scandals will shatter the 
carefully-constructed confection of 
media lies.

We’re being held under a spell. The 
Tories’ “strength” is painted rust. It’s 
a facade. Smash the media; smash the 
spell.

Have a good week, everybody.

We are not welcoming a new 
writer to the Crtical Mass team, 
but we have not seen Alex Greene 
on these pages before.
Alex has previously published 
under their Twitter name of  Fiat 
Knox. From this week they are 
publishing as Alex Greene.
Welcome Alex.
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In a tweet, Dominic Raab, the joke we have for a Secretary of  State for 
Justice, said only 43.5% supported the action. Perhaps it is unfair to 
remind him that the Conservatives received just 43.6% of  the vote to 
become the Government. It is even more unfair to remind him that his 
own Government changed the law so that a strike ballot requires 50% 
of  those eligible to vote to say yes to be legal. Does he really believe 
barristers, of  all people, do not know the law?
Perhaps Dominic Raab, who is also Deputy Prime Minister, should look 
at the ballot result and get one of  his, soon to be sacked, civil servants 
to explain it to him before making a fool of  himself. The actual result, 
according to the Criminal Bar Assocation, was that 81.5% voted for 
days of  action, with 43.5% voting for the highest form of  action on 
offer. 

Barristers’ pay
Raab also claims barristers are being offered 15% which amounts to an 
average pay increase of  £7,000 per year. Barristers took to Twitter to 
explain there was no 15% increase on the cards. Lynton Orrett tweeted 
this: “I qualified as a lawyer about 20 years ago – as a trainee solicitor my salary 
was £12,000.  Today the median income of  a barrister doing criminal legal aid 
work is £12,200 p.a for the 1st two years.” Whilst Zayd Ahmed said: “I 
became a criminal barrister in 2019. That year I earned £17,300. In 2020 I 
earned £16,700. In 2021 I earned £20,090. At the end of  every month I spend 
more money than I make.”
The people currently striking are not well-paid barristers earning 
hundreds of  thousands a year, but those doing legal aid work, often 
for a pittance. As the Criminal Bar Association, the trade union for 
barristers note: 
The Independent Review published on 15th December acknowledged 
the serious attrition in the numbers of  specialist criminal barristers 

BARRISTERS are on strike. The Government, in the form of  
Dominic Raab is telling lies and the opposition is sitting on its hands 
embarrassed to be seen supporting workers defending public services 

and their own living standards. Whilst this strike is certainly about pay, it is 
motivated more by the cuts in legal aid which have been taking place for a 
number of  years and have resulted in a backlog of  almost sixty thousand 
cases.

All images:  Joe Buchanan 
©CriticalMassMediaLtd

Raab lies as 
barristers strike 

and Labour turns 
its back - again.

https://www.criminalbar.com/resources/news/cba-ballot-announcement-20-06-22/
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and noted a decline in real terms in our gross 
incomes which were otherwise described 
as “not generous by comparison with other public sector 
emoluments”.

Labour turning its back
Whilst the Government’s view, as expressed 
by Dominic Raab, is to attack the strikers and 
to present their own inaction as somehow 
fair and justified, we might expect the Labour 
Party to have something to say on this matter, 
particularly as they are now led by a former 
Director Of  Public Prosecutions (DPP). His 
Twitter account is surprisingly inactive for the 
Leader of  the Opposition who can well afford 
to have one of  his communications team look 
after it for him. In the three days up to the strike 
there were just three tweets. One celebrating 
the armed forces, one crowing about being a 
government in waiting and one announcing he 
was going to speak to a Daily Mirror reporter 
about how “Our country urgently needs a change in 
direction“. For once, we agree with him, but this 
is not being offered by his party.
The @UKLabour account is no better. Plenty 
about how bad the Tories are and how great 
Labour are, but nothing to support the many 
workers now taking action to defend their pay 
and living standards. As Critical Mass  reported 
yesterday, the official Labour Party line is to 
treat strikers as irresponsible. Any strike which 
is effective is to be avoided.
Where does that leave socialists? We stand 
without hesitation with any worker fighting for 
better pay and conditions. Be they barristers or 
baristas, every worker has the right to strike. 
Every worker has the right to expect their 
MP to take them seriously. We have always 
known Tories hate workers showing any 
independence but, when a party established by 
the trade union movement turns its back on its 
roots and its own supporters, then it is time for 
those interested in justice, fairness and equality 
to turn their back on that party.
This article originally appeared online: 
https://creatingsocialism.org/raab-lies-as-
labour-ignores-the-latest-group-of-workers-
to-strike/ 

Patel signs 

Don’t

https://creatingsocialism.org/labour-the-workers-and-the-centrist-dilemma/
https://creatingsocialism.org/raab-lies-as-labour-ignores-the-latest-group-of-workers-to-strike/
https://creatingsocialism.org/raab-lies-as-labour-ignores-the-latest-group-of-workers-to-strike/
https://creatingsocialism.org/raab-lies-as-labour-ignores-the-latest-group-of-workers-to-strike/
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Compiled by Mike Stanton

Pride

There was generous media coverage of  
Poland’s joint Pride celebrations with 
Ukraine, held in Warsaw. The contrast with 

Russia’s anti-gay laws helped to build the narrative 
of  a progressive Western alliance against the illiberal 
barbarians in the East. No mention was made of  
NATO member, Hungary that has passed repressive 
anti-gay legislation similar to that enacted by Putin’s 
Russia. Meanwhile another NATO member, Turkey, 
was busy arresting Pride demonstrators in Istanbul. 

Welfare . . .

The Cost-of-Capitalism crisis is not just about 
low income families juggling food and 
energy bills. While the government boasts 

about raising the minimum wage to help low paid 
families it is not funding the £2.4 billion cost to 
council budgets. Councils, unlike businesses, cannot 
increase their prices. So they are cutting services. 
Refuse collection, library services, community 
centres, even children’s services and adult social 
care are under threat.

. . . or Warfare?

Meanwhile, Tory leadership contenders 
Liz Truss and Ben Wallace, have their 
own priorities. They are challenging the 

temporary freeze on defence spending, in the face 
of  the Russian threat in Ukraine. The government 
counters with announcements that they are 
increasing defence spending, only they are giving 
it to Ukraine, £1 billion on top of  the £1.3 billion 

already given this year.

State of  the Union 

The SNP are going to the Supreme 
Court to establish the legality of  
a new referendum. And if  the 

court rules against them the SNP will 
seek a democratic mandate at the next 
general election. Johnson has channelled 
Starmer by telling Sturgeon, “Now is not 
the time.” He thinks she should focus on 
the economy. But, apparently ‘now is not 
the time’ for serious measures to control 
prices and curb the profiteers who are 
exploiting the crisis.

Scotland is not the only problem 
for the dis-United Kingdom. 
Not one Tory MP voted against 

the legislation to tear up the Northern 
Ireland Protocol, in breach of  the 
treaty that Johnson signed with the 
EU to deliver Brexit. And all to pacify 
the DUP, who campaigned for Brexit 
but now don’t like the consequences. 

In Wales. Plaid Cymru (PC) 
are raising the question of  
a referendum because the 

Westminster government is using its 
power to override laws passed in the 
Welsh Senedd. Following the post-
Brexit Internal Markets Act, and 
the Policing Act the latest target is 
a Welsh law that forbids the use of  
agency workers to break public sector 
strikes. Prompted by last months rail 
strikes and the prospects of  further 
strikes as public sector workers 
ballot over action on wages , jobs 
and working conditions, government 
policy is set to revive nationalist 
sentiment. Labour First Minister, 
Mark Drakeford says that a future 
Labour government in Westminster 
would protect Welsh interests and if  
people wanted independence they 
should vote PC! 
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Our Basket
Cornflakes
Cheese
Bread
Milk
Pizza
Tomato soup
Tea bags
Margarine
Baked beans
Crisps
Digestives
Apples
Pasta
TOTAL
Items in red have risen since May 15th., blue this week, green no change

Cost May 15th
0.55
1.89
0.55
0.95
0.99
0.45
0.95
1.09
0.13
2.79
0.39
0.99
1.19
13.43

Cost last week
0.55
1.99
0.59
0.99
0.99
0.45
0.95
1.19
0.16
2.89
0.39
1.39
1.39
14.46

There is some dispute as to whether we are yet in recession. 
See the article in this issue about the IMF journal Finance 
and Development for a summary. I think it was Ronald 
Reagan who once said, “Recession is when your neighbor 
loses his job. Depression is when you lose yours.” It was 
a good sound bite, but it didn’t stop him from pursuing 
policies that increased unemployment.
How might we define a recession for people already 
feeling that they are in a depression? Is it when a 6p 
increase on a basket of  goods means that they can no 
longer afford to buy staple goods? Or is it when your 

wages are unable to buy the same amount of  goods they 
did last year, or even last week?
As the cost-of-living crisis deepens, it is not just being 
in work that matters but having work that allows you to 
do more than just survive. And we should never forget 
that there are people who simply cannot work through 
disability or other long term conditions.
According to our calculations,  

the prices of  these 14 goods have increased 
by 8.1% since May 15th. Whilst that figure looks to be consistent with the 
current rate of  inflation of  around 9%, the truth is that the annual rate of  
inflation for food, if  these hikes continue, is much closer to 64%. 
Why the difference? The 9% is the rate of  inflation from June 2021 to June 
2022. Our food inflation figure of  8.1% is the percentage by which these 14 
items have risen in just 6 weeks. Price rises could slow down of  course or even 
fall. So, in calculating an annual figure based on these figures, we risk over-
stating the case.
However, most economists and experts expect the price rises to continue. Certainly the British government 
has no plan to slow the growth in prices. It also has no plan to increase wages to counter the effects of  
their policies. But this week it found £1 billion for arms for Ukraine. Priorities.
We note also that the Government’s advice to people struggling is to budget more effectively, to eat less 

or to wait for things to improve.
That is not a policy, that is a wishlist 
which demands that people accept 
that the Government’s priorities 
are war, supporting business and 
attacking ordinary people who 
dare defend themselves.
The cost-of-living crisis is not 
an accident. It is  the inevitable 
result of  policies which favour big 
business.
And if  we expect Labour to 
come  over the hills, like Gandalf  
appearing to save Helms Deep, 
think again. We only have each 
other. Solidarity and Unity is the 
only way this crisis ends.

Cost this week
0.55
1.99
0.65
0.99
0.99
0.45
0.95
1.19
0.16
2.89
0.39
1.39
1.39
14.52
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Spot the difference
Sales of Bentleys are booming. CEO says, “I’ve 
never seen anything like it.”

The use of food banks is booming – an 81% increase.

Who cares for the carers?

People living with severe disabilities need care. 
Much of this is provided by their families, saving 
the country a fortune in unpaid work. The toll 
on the carers’ physical and mental health can 
be considerable. In a recent poll 38% of disabled 
people and their carers reported they were missing 
meals to cope financially. Richard Kramer, chief 
executive at Sense, said, “Everyone is affected by 
rising prices, but disabled households are one of 
the hardest hit because of their circumstance.” 
Extra costs include specialist equipment, additional 
energy used for charging wheelchairs or powering 
oxygen machines, and relying on taxis or adapted 
vehicles. Most carers have been unable to take a 
break or afford respite in the last 6 months.

The disabled and those who care for them are largely 
invisible and spread throughout the country, so the 
government can ignore them while they trumpet 
their prioritising of tax cuts.

Nick cares for Rhia who is deaf, blind and has a life-
limiting metabolic condition called PDH. “Right 
now, we’re looking at selling our house to pay off 
our debt, because we can’t rely on financial support 
in the coming years. I constantly worry about our 
finances, but my worries pale into insignificance 
when the alternative is your child dying. We just 
don’t have a choice.”

Health privatization: outcomes

If you have poor oral health, you’re at increased 
risk of cardiovascular disease. The bacteria from 

the infected gums enters the bloodstream and 
can trigger inflammation in the heart’s vessels 
and infection in heart valves. Healthwatch 
England report that some people are living in 
constant pain, unable to speak or eat properly, 
because they cannot find treatment. So, what 
are you left with? Pliers or super glue. This is 
what many people are faced with following the 
privatization of dental care. Hannah Whelan, 
from Manchester, who works in the NHS, 
is unable to afford root canal extraction. “I 
used to super glue the infected molars and 
take paracetamol. I managed to finally get an 
extraction done after fainting at work from 
the pain.”

A BBC study reveals that 16 million patients 
are now without a dentist. Over 40% of dentists 
are looking to change career or retire early, 
and 1-in-10 practices are saying that they are 
considering closing their doors. Tory MP Scott 
Benton said constituents are “struggling to 
access an NHS dentist appointment. It’s also 
putting at risk the Government’s levelling up 
agenda by undermining health inequalities 
of the most disadvantaged of communities.” 
Toothless in England are an umbrella group 
fighting back by highlighting the disastrous 
policy of running down the NHS dentistry 
service. They are increasing the number of 
local campaign groups. Toothless in Sussex’s 
Nick Davies said, “If you can afford to ‘go 
private’ then it’s not so much of an issue, but 
the cost of getting your teeth fixed is beyond 
the means of the poorer residents, young 
families and the homeless.”

What does that say about this government 
and our country?

Sunday Socialist is produced by 
the Creating Socialism Collective. 
In addition to the writers featured 
here a number of  people deserve 
thanks for helping in the production 
process. They include: Susie Granic, 
Jo Buchanan, Ann Marcial, Lynne 
Edwards, Andy Mackenzie, Mel 
Cakey, Mike Stanton, Marilyn Tyzack.
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TORY legislation restricting the right to protest came into force this week. 
The new law – the Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act (PCSC) – 
specifically restricts protests in the vicinity of  parliament, expanding the 

area covered in previous legislation to include Parliament Square and Parliament 
Street.

One of  the first ‘victims’ of  this new law was 
Steve Bray, the anti-Brexit activist from Port 
Talbot in Wales, who has been protesting outside 
parliament for several years. Bray was approached 
by some 15 police officers yesterday, and despite 
his protestations, audio equipment, including 
amplifiers and speakers, was confiscated. He was 
also told by an officer that he was to receive a court 
summons. Bray branded the officers ‘fascists’.
Oliver Feeley-Sprague, Amnesty International 
UK’s policing expert said: “The measures taken 
against Steve Bray are likely to be the tip of  the 
iceberg.

“Unfortunately, we fear there is now going 
to be a cascade of  cases where people are 
being prevented from legitimate protest on 
grounds that are both petty and punitive. 
The deeply authoritarian new policing 
laws are a charter for the suppression of  
legitimate protest – a dark day for liberty 
in our country and something we need to 
see repealed as soon as possible.”

Criminalised lifestyles
The act restricts demonstrations which are noisy 
or intentionally or recklessly causing public 
nuisance. In part, this is an attempt to crack 
down on disruptive guerrilla protests of  the kind 
used by climate crisis activists such as Extinction 
Rebellion. It also makes trespass a criminal offence 

and has basically criminalised the whole way of  
life of  the Gypsy, Roma and Traveller (GRT) 
community who already face state-sanctioned 
racism every day.
The PCSC was one of  six divisive acts rammed 
through by Johnson’s Tories before parliament 
was prorogued at the end of  April. Others include 
the requirement for voter ID, the Judicial Review 
and Courts Bill which weakens the ability of  
campaigners to challenge the government on its 
application of  the law, and the Nationality and 
Borders Bill which will allow the home office to 
strip British Nationals of  their citizenship without 
warning.

Crack down
The Tories are cracking down on our rights to 
challenge the damaging and divisive decisions 
they are making, and restricting dissent and 
protest. Even if  you don’t agree with Steve Bray’s 
‘noisy’ protests against Brexit outside parliament, 
you should support his right to do so. At a time of  
a cost of  living crisis and what many would see as 
a democratic crisis we all need to work together to 
fight these curbs on our freedoms which have no 
place in a democratic society.
This article originally appeared online: 
https://creatingsocialism.org/right-to-protest-
severely-restricted-by-new-laws/ 

Image by Jo Buchanan
©CriticalMassMedia Ltd

Right To Protest 
Severely Restricted 

By New Laws

https://creatingsocialism.org/right-to-protest-severely-restricted-by-new-laws/  
https://creatingsocialism.org/right-to-protest-severely-restricted-by-new-laws/  
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You can sign the petition by following this link: https://www.change.
org/p/free-julian-assange-before-it-s-too-late-stop-usa-extradition

https://www.change.org/p/free-julian-assange-before-it-s-too-late-stop-usa-extradition
https://www.change.org/p/free-julian-assange-before-it-s-too-late-stop-usa-extradition
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American President Joe Biden spoke to the world at the 
opening ceremony of Cop26, declaring the US would 
“lead by the power of our example“ in reducing carbon 
emissions. On his first day in office, Biden re-entered 
America into the Paris Agreement, the first legally binding 
universal agreement on targets for climate change. He 
made a commitment to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 
by 2030 by 52% compared to the 2005 levels. 

Now, thanks to another conservative ruling by the US 
Supreme Court in, “West Virginia vs The Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA)”,  Biden’s relatively modest 
climate plans are most unlikely to be realised and his hopes 
of having an influence on other countries’ responsibilities 
to reduce emissions are considerably reduced. Six 
Republican-appointed justices on the Supreme Court 
ruled in favour of curbing the EPA’s powers to regulate 
greenhouse gas emissions from power plants. The ruling 
was opposed by the three liberal justices. 

West Virginia brought this case against the EPA, supported 
by 18 other American states and a number of large US coal 
companies. Most of the states concerned are Republican 
and expressed concern that they would have to reduce 
the coal output, thus adversely affecting their economies. 
Attorney General Eric Schmitt for Missouri, one of the 
19 states, called it a “big victory... that pushes back on 
the Biden EPA’s job-killing regulations”. It means these 
states can now make their own rules on carbon emissions. 

India Bourke, writing in the New Statesman this week, 
commented, “The conservative majority on the US 
Supreme Court hit a nadir last week when it overturned 
Roe vs Wade”. The court has also ruled recently in favour 
of the gun lobby. So in many ways this ruling, however 

shocking and disappointing, is not a 
complete surprise.

After the decision, a Democratic senator 
Sheldon Whitehouse posted a tweet stating 
this “is exactly what big donors who packed 
the court wanted”, by opening the door to 
the “major questions” doctrine, they’ve 
“given regulatory polluters a hammer”.

In the past, the 19 states concerned did 
little to reduce emissions, In 2018 they 
contributed 44% of the US emissions 
yet have averaged only a 7% reduction. 
Globally, America accounts for almost 14% 
of the greenhouse gas emissions.

The United Nations has called this “a 
setback in our fight against climate 
change”. Numerous climate change 
campaigners have responded with dismay, 
one commenting  that the Supreme Court 
ruling was “judicial overreach”.

“Today’s Supreme Court ruling undermines 
EPA’s authority to protect people from 
climate pollution at a time when all 
evidence shows we must take action with 
great urgency,” said Vickie Patton, general 
counsel for Environmental Defense Fund 
(EDF).

There have been many calls for urgent 
action but increasingly these calls seem 
to fall on deaf ears, so committed are we 
to economic growth and continuing to 
consume, while we pollute and destroy the 
Earth’s precious capacity to sustain life. 
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Russian War Crimes
Whether or not Putin ever believed his own 
propaganda that this was a special operation 
to overthrow a Nazi regime and liberate 
Ukraine, it soon became clear this was a war 
of  aggression which was fiercely resisted by 
the Ukrainian people. And this resistance 
has led to reprisals against the population in 
conquered areas, with all the usual atrocities 
of  war: looting, civilian massacres, rape and 
torture.  Recent missile strikes on civilian 
targets in Kyiv are one more example of  Putin 
punishing Ukrainian resistance.
Alongside the war crimes in Ukraine, Putin is 
cynically using the blockade in the Black Sea 
to threaten famine in some of  the poorest 
countries in the world which rely on Ukrainian 
grain imports. 

Western Powers
Whether or not NATO provoked the war by 
its eastern expansion, it failed to prepare for 

Putin’s invasion and has since been playing 
catch-up. But the West’s support for Ukraine 
has always been qualified by the knowledge 
that Russia is still a nuclear power. So, it is yes 
to military aid but no to military intervention, 
yes to future EU membership but no to 
NATO membership.

Self  Interest
Self-interest also comes into it. There have 
been conciliatory remarks from some EU 
nations who are reliant on Russian energy 
supplies, but the UK and the USA have 
become increasingly belligerent and, while 
expressing their concern for the suffering 
in Ukraine, are quite willing to extend that 
suffering in a prolonged campaign that is 
becoming a proxy war by NATO against 
Russia. They encourage Zelenskyy to believe 
he can win, instead of  backing diplomatic 
efforts to achieve a ceasefire. 
Similarly, their new-found concern for world 

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
 I

NT
ER

NA
TI

ON
AL

THE G7 summit, taking place at Schloss Elmau in the Bavarian Alps, 
has been dominated by the war in Ukraine. President Zelenskyy 
addressed the leaders of  Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, the 

UK and the USA and the EU by video link. It was a private session, but it 
is no secret that Zelenskyy has been asking for more advanced weaponry, 
both to counter growing numbers of  missile strikes on civilian targets and to 
strengthen his forces in the bitter fighting for control in Donbas.

https://creatingsocialism.org/ukraine-war-is-the-crime/
https://creatingsocialism.org/ukraine-war-is-the-crime/
https://www.wfp.org/hunger-catastrophe
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After a 24 hour trip of  almost 1900 kilometres 
Susie arrived in her new UK home on Saturday 

afternoon. Welcome home Susie.
Everybody at Critical Mass wishes you all the 

best.

hunger comes with sanctions to stop Russian 
grain being sold and attempts to stop stolen 
grain from Ukraine being sold to ease the threat 
of  famine, lest it benefits the Russian economy. 
There are two theatres of  war, in Ukraine and 
in Africa, where starving children are collateral 
damage in NATO’s undeclared war on Russia.
The war also gives them a get-out-of-jail-free 
card for the cost-of-living crisis in the West. 
Johnson makes speeches about sacrifice to 
support Ukraine as market forces and naked 
profiteering go unchecked to drive up the price 
of  food, fuel and energy. But the gas and the 
oil continue to flow from Russia. Profits and 
dividends and bankers’ bonuses are not being 
sacrificed. We are.

Reflected Glory
All the G7 leaders are happy to bask in 
Zelenskyy’s reflected glory to divert attention 
from their own failures and to blame Russia for 
all our problems. Sanctions are being stepped up 
which will cripple Russia’s domestic economy 
and harm its citizens in the hope this will 
weaken Putin’s war effort and even drive him 
from office. Russia’s economy is set to shrink by 
15% next year. 
The G7 represent 58 per cent of  the world’s net 
wealth and more than 46 per cent of  the global 
gross domestic product (GDP). Our leaders talk 
about their strength and power when it is turned 
on a foreign enemy. But the real enemy is at home 
– poverty and hunger in some of  the richest 
countries in the world. They feign helplessness 
because there is a war on. They are using the 
war to distract attention from their own failures 
in domestic policy. We know there is a war on. 
It’s the class war and more and more groups of  
workers are being drawn into the fight.
This article originally appeared online: https://
creatingsocialism.org/g7-and-the-war-in-
ukraine/
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A WORLD economic recession, 
which leaders of  the G7 are trying to 
ignore, is now accepted as inevitable 

by most economists. Most are saying the 
chance of  a recession is between 35-50%, 
whereas, for those now striking just to keep 
their living standards standing still, the 
recession is here and deepening. 
That the establishment is in denial of  the effects of  their 
own policies is brought home by a new International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) report in its journal Finance and 
Development. Michael Roberts, a Marxist economist, 
gives his verdict in his latest blog post.
Finance and Development is the house journal for 
the leading analysts at the IMF. Whilst what they write 
in a journal might not ever become policy, it is an 
indication of  where the thinking of  a major player on 
the international economic field is heading. And it is not 
a pretty sight.

Like an earthquake
The new chief  economist for the IMF, Pierre-Oliver 
Gourinchas, likens the current economic situation to 
“an earthquake”, with the war in Ukraine at its epicentre. 
As Roberts quotes:

“The war has made manifest deeper divergent 
processes. We need to focus on and understand 
these if  we want to prevent the ultimate 
unravelling of  our global economic order.”
What these cheerleaders for capitalism refuse to accept 
is that it is the economic system that is at fault. In terms 
of  the war in Ukraine and the resulting disruptions 
to trade, most sensible people can see that promoting 

Image courtesy of 
Needpix.com
y https://www.
needpix.com/

photo/1305939/

As the rich get richer, the poor 
continue to struggle to make ends 

meet
Photo courtesy of Needpix.com
https://www.needpix.com/pho

to/1045115/

https://thenextrecession.wordpress.com/2022/06/29/the-global-solution-private-or-public/
https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/fandd 
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In short, the 
answer to a 
developing 

recession by 
the leading 
economists 
of the IMF 
is to rely on 
the market 
to provide, 

something it 
has singularly 

failed to do 
over a number 

of years as 
inequality 

and poverty 
continue to 

increase.

peace would be the best option all round. Not so the 
IMF. In another piece, Nicholas Mulder shows that 
the sanctions applied to Russia and China are having 
a disproportionately bad effect on poorer countries. 
The answer seems to be to manage the sanctions more 
effectively, rather than consider whether the war in 
Ukraine could be brought to a halt through diplomatic 
means.

Distressed economies
Whilst banks are hiking interest rates, the IMF experts 
are cautioning against tightening monetary policy, 
which usually means, you guessed it, raising interest 
rates. Mulder suggests a number of  policies including 
extending humanitarian aid to “distressed economies” 
and restructuring demand for food and energy to keep 
prices down. As Michael Roberts notes: 

“How is that to be achieved when food 
distribution globally is controlled by a handful 
of  monopoly trading companies?”
In short, the answer to a developing recession by the 
leading economists of  the IMF is to rely on the market 
to provide, something it has singularly failed to do over 
a number of  years as inequality and poverty continue 
to increase. The fact is that what these papers show is 
that capital, faced with a crisis, can only see capitalism 
as the answer. This is despite the fact that capitalism 
has failed millions of  people globally. 
It is hard to disagree with Michael Roberts’ conclusion:

“It’s clear, even if  the IMF experts do not 
admit it, that public investment for common 
good should replace capitalist investment for 
profit to meet the needs of  the many…Global 
coordination is impossible while imperial 
powers dictate the terms.”
The only coordinated action that can reduce inequality, 
save the planet and bring peace to Ukraine, Syria and 
the West Bank is the coordinated action of  workers, 
united in a struggle for justice and peace. The outbreak 
of  strikes in the UK and across Europe is a start. If  
these papers reveal one thing, it is that the theorists 
of  global capitalism care nothing for ordinary people 
and can do nothing to end their suffering. For that we 
need to transition from capitalism to eco-socialism 
and, frankly, we do not have long to make that decision 
and act on it.
This article originally appeared online:
https://creatingsocialism.org/as-the-world-recession-
deepens-the-cheerleaders-of-capitalism-order-more-
of-the-same/ 

https://creatingsocialism.org/as-the-world-recession-deepens-the-cheerleaders-of-capitalism-order-more-of-the-same/  
https://creatingsocialism.org/as-the-world-recession-deepens-the-cheerleaders-of-capitalism-order-more-of-the-same/  
https://creatingsocialism.org/as-the-world-recession-deepens-the-cheerleaders-of-capitalism-order-more-of-the-same/  
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LETTERS AND FEEDBACK
Ending Ukraine bloodshed

We have heard little or nothing about negotiations to 
end the war in Ukraine from the government, except to 
denigrate them even before the war started, with Ben 
Wallace the Defence Secretary talking about “a whiff  
of  Munich” and Foreign Secretary Liz Truss now saying 
any territorial concessions would be “appalling”. That is 
not her call to make. Have Biden and Johnson ever even 
discussed saying to Zelensky that they will back him if  
he agrees to terms with Russia? As a UK citizen I call on 
Boris Johnson to say to President Zelensky, at the very 
least, that he will provide defensive weaponry if  that is 
requested, but that he will also fully support Ukraine 
should it choose to make serious concessions in order 
to end the bloodshed as soon as possible.

Brendan O’Brien
London

Is confidence the key?

I’m enjoying this. Frankly, I wonder whether the growth 
or right wing attitudes among much of  what’s supposed 
to be the left has had much to do with lacking the 
CONFIDENCE to take the fight to the real enemy, or 
frustration with the working class as a whole lacking 
that confidence, perhaps not so much as “if  you can’t 
beat the, join them while pretending not to do so” as “if  
you can’t FIGHT them, join them, while pretending not 
to do so.” We will see. 

Either way, I’m sure such a movement increases the 
incentive to take up unifying, democratic, socialist ideas 
that  correspond with the needs of  the movement and 
reject divisive, anti-democratic, reactionary ideas that 
undermine it. The widespread willingness to accept a 
good deal of  inconvenience for the sake of  someone 
else’s pay claim shows that the spirit of  solidarity is very 
much alive, and the culture of  cowardice is not, after all, 
so ingrained in the British working class that it might as 
well be genetic.
Jason Pike
via Facebook

Only Ineffectual Strikes 
Allowed

Conservative ministers find it easy to blame the 
transport strikers for the considerable disruption 
caused to many people this week. Those ministers, as 
ever, find it difficult to avoid hypocrisy. Indeed, far 
from avoiding it, they wallow in it.
If, as ministers proclaim, the strikers are ‘punishing’ 
people by preventing them from getting to hospitals 
for vital medical treatment, and their children to 
schools, then how much more so has the government 
been punishing those very individuals and many more 
by deliberately underfunding the NHS, social care and 
education for over a decade. And by leaving many 
communities with no public transport?
If, as ministers declare in shock and horror, the 
strikers are showing themselves to be “greedy”, why 
do those ministers fail to condemn exceptionally well-
paid corporate directors, fund managers, and media 
celebrities, who eagerly hold out for yet more money 
through increased fees or huge bonuses?
If, as minsters explode, the strikers are “holding the 
country to ransom”, why no explosive outrage at the 
corporations and incredibly wealthy who threaten to 
leave the country unless allowed to evade taxes - oops, 
I mean, allowed new tax avoidance tricks?
If, as sad-eyed ministers charge, the strikers have little 
care for those much worse off  - the vulnerable, the 
homeless, desperate refugees having survived raging 
waters - then that can easily and rightly be levelled 
against the ministers and, in fact, many of  us, especially 
the most well-off.
Of  course, the government’s hypocritical language is 
deployed to stir the non-striking public to rage against 
the strikers. Yes, government ministers defend the 
right to strike they insist, but that again illustrates their 
hypocrisy. Strikes are only acceptable, it seems, if  they 
adversely affect no one save the strikers.
The conclusion is that government ministers support 
employees exercising their right to strike, but only if  
the strikes are destined to be ineffective. And then no 
outrage is required.

Peter Cave
London
We welcome comments on current affairs. Please 
email them to editor@creatingsocialism.org
Letters may be edited for lenght.
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WHEN we speak of  BLM we tend to focus on the Black people of  the 
USA or the UK, completely ignoring the plight of  the Indigenous 
people of  Australia, yet just last year Australia was heavily criticised 

over its treatment and acknowledgment of  First Nations people at the United 
Nations https://www.sbs.com.au/nitv/article/2021/01/14/australias-treatment-
first-nations-people-lasting-stain-says-new-report.

Photo by Nancy White
https://www.flickr.com/photos/

choconancy/274861381/

More than 30 nations – including Canada, France, 
Germany, Italy, Poland and Mexico – called on 
Australia to raise the age of  criminal responsibility 
from 10 to 14 (Indigenous children make up just 
seven per cent of  the general youth population 
but 54 per cent of  those in youth detention across 
Australia), in line with the recommendations 
from the United Nations Committee on the 
Rights of  the Child. Azerbaijan said at the 
hearing that “racism towards Indigenous people is deep-
rooted” in Australia, while Belarus raised concerns 
that Australia is “dodging its obligations to Indigenous 
people” and El Salvador urged Australia to “step up 
your action to promote the Human Rights of  Indigenous 
people”.

Deaths in custody
It’s not just children. Although Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander peoples make up just 3.3 
per cent of  the general population, they account 
for 28 per cent of  the prison population. And 
deaths in custody are not at all uncommon. Just 
two examples: Tanya Day, a 55-year-old woman 
was arrested after a train conductor found her 
asleep on the service travelling from Bendigo to 
Melbourne in 2017.
She later died after hitting her head several times 
while in custody. The coroner found Ms Day 

was “not treated with dignity and humanity” and the 
train conductor’s decision to call the police was 
influenced by “unconscious bias”. The coroner 
wrote in her findings that Ms Day “was the only 
sleeping passenger he has ever called police to remove from 
the train, although he comes across three sleeping passengers 
a week”. The coroner also noted the same police 
officers treated Ms Day differently to another 
severely intoxicated woman they attended to on 
the very same day who was not Indigenous. She 
was driven home and was not arrested for being 
drunk in public.
Another case, in Western Australia, was that of  
a Ms Dhu who was locked up for not paying 
$3,622 in fines. She died in hospital two days 
after her arrest, with a coroner ruling that she had 
been treated inhumanely. She had had internal 
injuries due to family violence and the coroner 
said her medical care had been “deficient”. Police 
responded by saying they thought she was “faking 
it”. Following the death of  Ms Dhu, Western 
Australia changed its laws so that fine defaulters 
were not immediately taken into custody.

Income inequality
But it is not only in this area where Australia falls 
short in protecting its Indigenous population. 
They face severe income inequality also. 

Australia’s 
Shameful 
Past

https://www.sbs.com.au/nitv/article/2021/01/14/australias-treatment-first-nations-people-lasting-stain-says-new-report
https://www.sbs.com.au/nitv/article/2021/01/14/australias-treatment-first-nations-people-lasting-stain-says-new-report
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Although Indigenous incomes have increased over 
the years, particularly in major cities – though about 
20 per cent of  Aboriginal people in the major cities 
are still estimated to live in poverty – the situation is 
much worse in remote areas where more than half  the 
Aboriginal people still live in poverty.
In these areas Indigenous income is still on average just 
44 per cent of  the median non-Indigenous income. 
Research has found that Indigenous incomes “for 
almost every demographic, geographic, education and employment 
combination” are lower than for non-Indigenous 
Australians. The exception is incomes for Indigenous 
women with a university degree. Approximately 10 
per cent of  the Indigenous population also receives 
no income at all, including government payments. 
Authorities say it’s unclear how these people survive; 
perhaps by living as they did before the White settlers 
arrived?
Yet this is simply a continuation of  the treatment they 
have had to tolerate since the arrival of  Europeans on 
their shores. These Europeans quickly came to see the 
Indigenous people as a nuisance. In theory they were 
protected as British subjects once English Common 
Law came into effect when the First Fleet arrived in 
Australia, but in practice this wasn’t so. Many were shot 
on sight, either secretly or with weak justification given.

Massacres
Professor Lyndall Ryan https://www.researchgate.net/
profile/Lyndall-Ryan at the University of  Newcastle 
has been mapping massacres against the Aboriginal 
people, which she has defined as the indiscriminate 
killing of  six or more undefended people. She has 
identified more than 170 massacres of  Aboriginal 
people in eastern Australia and six recorded massacres 
of  colonists between 1794 and 1872.
“Sometimes Aboriginal waterholes were poisoned, or 
Aboriginal people given flour, sugar or damper mixed 
with arsenic. These practices, common last century, 
continued into the first half  of  (the 1900s) in some 
parts of  Australia,” she said. While a study by Ann 
McGrath into the Northern Territory cattle industry 
found “flogging an Aboriginal was considered trivial”.
Farmers argued that the standards applied to 

European employees were out of  place when dealing 
with Aboriginal workers. Some weren’t paid, or paid 
very little and treated poorly. “They maintained that 
Aborigines did not have the same needs as European 
workers, that they could not understand the value of  
money and did not behave rationally,” a human rights 
report stated.

Segregation and slavery
Those who caused trouble or questioned authorities 
could expect little protection from the law, according 
to Aboriginal oral history. Many people may not realise 
this, but Aboriginal people were segregated from other 
non-Aboriginal people until the 1960s. Theatres and 
hospitals had sections roped off  for Aboriginal people, 
they were often refused drinks in hotels, and schools 
could refuse to educate their children. It wasn’t until 
the referendum in 1967 that Aboriginal people were 
recognised as Australian citizens with full voting rights 
and included in the census.
And Indigenous women had a lot more to fear as they 
were seen by White settlers as ‘easy game’. On many 
cattle or sheep stations there were no Aboriginal 
women at all, but, on those where there were, they 
were usually at the mercy of  anybody, from the owner 
or manager, to the stockmen, cook, or roustabout. For 
these women, who had grown up in their own culture 
where they were equal to men, it must have been a 
terrifying time.
Although slavery was outlawed in 1833, it continued 
in Australia until the 1960s, with Aboriginal people 
of  all ages being taken from their homes and sent to 
work on cattle and sheep stations all across Australia. 
Most shocking is that, until the late 1950s, as many of  
us were sitting down with our families to watch this 
new invention called television, neck chains were still 
being used on the Indigenous people, both to prevent 
them leaving their ‘place of  work’ and to keep them 
submissive.
The chains may have gone, but the systematic racism 
persists.
This article first appeared online:
https://creatingsocialism.org/deep-rooted-racism-in-
australia/

https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Lyndall-Ryan
https://creatingsocialism.org/deep-rooted-racism-in-australia/
https://creatingsocialism.org/deep-rooted-racism-in-australia/
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This week the Welsh Government 
introduced a version of the Universal Basic 
Income (UBI).

The Welsh version is aimed at young people  
who have been in care who become 18 
between July 2022 and July 2023 and will 
give them an income of £1,600 per month 
with no ties.

The average wage, according to latest Office 
for National Statistics (ONS) estimates 
is around £2,617 per month. The average 
part-time wage is around £1153.75. Of 
course, averages contain a huge range and 
many full-time workers are earning less 
than the average, whilst part-time wages 
are contingent on many factors.

The reaction to many people, including those 
on the left, to the Welsh announcement has 
been a mix of affirmation for a bold policy 
coupled with a sense that somehow giving 
people money for nothing is not a great 
idea.

A number of objections have been raised 
among them that these youngsters will 
not spend this money wisely, that unless 
they are supervised in some way or at the 
very least given budgeting lessons that the 
money could be frittered away. At the same 
time some people argued that they were not 
receiving £1,600 per month despite working 
full-time. And, for some, the very idea that 
these youngsters should receive this money 
would act as a disincentive to them to find 
paid work.

The one that worries me most is that unless 
people use their money wisely they should 
not be given it. I don’t know about you but 
when I was 18 I had no idea how to budget, 
was constantly overdrawn and, frankly, 
frittered my money away at an alarming 

rate. My Dad was constantly telling me that I wasted 
my money on beer and records. He was right about the 
first, but when I look at my impressive record collection 
I’m not so sure he was right about the second.

But, because I was ‘working’ it was my money to 
do as I pleased. Even during my frequent bouts of 
unemployment nobody tried to tell me what I should 
spend my money on. Over time I learned to budget 
and, to some extent, worked out how to save. I even 
learned that debt was not a good idea, but that took a 
visit from bailiffs one Saturday morning who left with 
my TV and stereo, neither of which I had managed to 
pay for!

One thing that ran through the comments was that 
these young people did not come from ‘stable, middle 
class’ backgrounds and were therefore likely to be 
targeted by sharks determined to loosen their grip on 
their £1600. I came from a stable background but it 
was working class not middle class. As a family we 
were not impoverished, but neither were we awash 
with cash. And, despite my Dad telling me how he 
thought I should spend my money, nobody taught me 
how to budget. I just learned through trial and error as 
most people do. 

Whether or not the £20 million experiment in Wales 
works we will have to wait to see, but the objections do 
not seem to be that UBI could undermine collective 
agreements or encourage employers to reduce wages 
by whatever the UBI amount is, but a particular view 
of people who have been in care. That view is often 
incredibly paternalistic. 

I wonder how many of the people making their 
objections have made unwise purchases over the years, 
how many have frittered their money away on trivial 
pursuits, have gambled more than they should or used 
their money to engage in other practices that some of 
us may not approve of. Surely, that is their business, 
unless what they are doing is unlawful? Why assume 
that people emerging from care must always be victims. 
Why can’t they just be young people with a life ahead 
of them, and why can’t we just applaud the Welsh 
Government for having the commitment to try to make 
the start of that life slightly easier.

There is a place for a debate to be had about what money 
is and how we use it. There is a place for a debate about 
how young people are prepared for the society they 
have to survive in. Using this announcement to have 
that debate is short-sighted, smacks of envy and offers 
no alternative to these young people.

Dave Middleton


