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INSIDE
CAN LABOUR 
WIN IN 2024? Sunday 

Socialist
Hard Right 
Extremists 

Take Control

ON TUESDAY Liz Truss became 
Prime Minister. It is usual to give 
incoming leaders a period of  grace 

and deliver judgement on their first hundred 
days. But the first hundred hours have told 
us everything we need to know.
The Tory Party has never been more divided. Truss has 
purged Sunak loyalists and sacked most of  Johnson’s 
cabinet. 
This time the government is dominated by the hard right 
MPs of  the European Reference Group, a group that 
MPs subscribe to and then reclaim on parliamentary 
expenses. They actually operate as a permanent faction 
within the Tory Party, funded by the taxpayer! And nine 
of  them are now cabinet ministers. 
We expect a hard right government that favours cutting 
taxes for the rich and cutting back on regulations and 
state controls, except when using its power against trade 
unions, protesters, refugees and asylum seekers. Rees-
Mogg, a climate change sceptic is in charge of  business 
and energy. Coffey is an anti-abortion Health Secretary. 
Suella Braverman who refused to defend judges from 
attack whilst Attorney General is now Home Secretary. 
The list goes on.
On policy we have already seen a refusal to raise taxes 

on the massive profits of  the energy firms. Instead they 
are implementing the energy companies’ own proposals 
to freeze prices and pay massive compensation to the 
same rip-off  merchants. And there will be no new 
money for renewables. Instead we will see fracking start 
again. 
Truss it should be noted once worked as a commercial 
manager for Shell and is a member of  the Free 
Enterprise Group (FEG), which she helped to set 
up. This shadowy group are partly funded by energy 
companies and have a record of  opposing policies 
designed to reduce the UK’s carbon footprint.
And what of  the Opposition? Faced with this horror 
show, Starmer is saying we have to back him no matter 
what. This from a Labour leader who has distanced the 
party from its highly popular green new deal, dismissed 
Black Lives Matter as just a moment and refused to 
back workers taking action to defend their livelihoods. 
We cannot afford to wait two years in the hope that 
Labour might change in office. Many are fighting back 
now. We need more strikes, more campaigns, more 
rallies and more protests. We need bold demands for 
a wealth tax, nationalisation of  public utilities and a 
commitment to invest in green energy. The question 
is not about whether we back Starmer, but when is 
Starmer going to back us?

UK Prime Minister, OGL 3 <http://www.nationalarchives.gov.
uk/doc/open-government-licence/version/3>, via Wikimedia 



September 11th 2022

2

CR
IT

IC
AL

 M
AS

S 
NE

W
S 

TE
AM

FIREFIGHTERS are the latest group of  workers to say ‘Enough is Enough’ 
as they begin balloting for strike action over pay and conditions. On 27th 
June firefighters were offered a paltry 2% pay rise. With inflation now 

topping 10%, and set to rise further, this represents a real term pay cut for those 
doing a job where official statistics show that an average of  two firefighters die 
protecting us every year.

Government’s Gamble
New Tory Prime Minister Liz Truss has made 
clear her contempt for workers with her promise 
to prevent public sector workers from taking 
strike action. In July, as RMT strikers were 
preparing to strike over pay and conditions, she 
pledged that once PM she would clamp down 
on the ability of  trade unions to “paralyse the 
economy”. A pledge that brought an instant 
response from RMT leader Mick Lynch.
The Government is gambling that for most 
people trade unions are more of  a nuisance than a 
help. Whilst the Tory faithful will always support 
anti-union laws, the gamble is that preventing 
workers with legitimate concerns from taking 
action will have the support of  many voters who 
are either not trade unionists or see union action 
only when it directly affects them.
The gamble is not paying off  so far, as Unite 
the Union announced this week that workers at 
London Grosvenor Casinos, not perhaps a group 
of  workers renowned for their militancy, will be 
taking strike action for 72 hours commencing 

this coming Friday. 150 workers, employed across 
the sector in London, voted by 91% to reject the 
offer of  a bonus of  between £600-800 rather 
than the substantial pay rise they were looking 
for. The company meanwhile posted profits of  
£74 million. It is hard not to agree with Unite 
General Secretary Sharon Graham: “Here we go 
again: Grosvenor Casinos is another big money 
company that is raking it in but refusing to pay 
its workers a wage that they can live on. It’s just 
not acceptable.”

Bosses not learning
There is no doubt that there is a mix of  fear and 
anger amongst ordinary workers who are seeing 
their living standards slashed. The Critical Mass 
shopping basket of  14 budget items has risen 
13.2% since May and rises on this scale are fuelling 
the anger that is producing an unprecedented 
fight back. On the other hand bosses, spurred on 
by the government and their media, continue to 
think they can intimidate workers to suffer whilst 
they make more and more for themselves.
200 workers due to take strike action last week 
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at Polyflor Ltd, in Manchester, a manufacturer of  
vinyl floor coverings were told that all those who take 
action will not have jobs when they return. As GMB 
Regional Organiser Stephen Boden said: “This looks 
like a vindictive attack on workers due to take legitimate 
industrial action over pay.” 
This article originally appeared online 

Fear spreads as 
bills continue 
to rise

AS FEAR spreads 
t h r o u g h o u t 
households and 

small businesses over the 
impact of  the cost of  living 
crisis, the UK government 
announced an ‘Energy 

Price Guarantee’ which will mean a typical 
UK household will now pay up to an average 
£2,500 a year on their energy bill for the 
next two years. 
To put some context on this. In 1991, when John Major 
was Prime Minister, the average bill was £867 (roughly 
£1800 in today’s money). By 1999, when Tony Blair 
was running the country, the average bill was just £666 
(approximately £1,153 updated for inflation). Even in 
2019 the average bill was only £1,254, roughly half  of  
what the Government is going to freeze your bills at for 
this year whilst claiming doing so is a massive boost for 
every household.
Whilst Liz Truss, and her supporters in the press, are 
trying to convince you that freezing your bills at only 
double what they were two years ago is somehow an 
act of  benevolence, the Government have ruled out 
further taxes on the big energy companies, which is the 
position adopted by Labour. 
In case you were wondering just how much trouble 
those big companies are in as a result of  an operating 
environment which has seen gas prices increase and 
Covid undermining their ability to keep raking it in, 
their annual reports are public documents. In 2019 SSE, 
as an example, had profits, according to their annual 

report, of  some £1,137.6 million. By 2021 those profits 
had more than doubled to £2,743.5 million. Meanwhile, 
fellow sufferers in this harsh business environment, 
Centrica (owners of  the former nationalised company 
British Gas) had to struggle on just £901 million of  
profit in 2019 and only a small increase to £948 million 
in 2021. 
As you huddle beneath a blanket debating whether you 
can afford to put the kettle on over the winter months, 
it will no doubt give you great comfort to know that 
average shareholder dividends in most of  these 
companies have risen by around 50% over this period. 
Labour leader Keir Starmer challenged Truss at Prime 
Minister’s Questions asking “the real question the 
Government faces, the political question, is who is going 
to pay?” He went on to point out that the big six energy 
companies would expect profits of  around £170 billion 
over the next two years. The Labour Party’s answer is a 
windfall tax to do exactly what the Government intend 
to do which is freeze energy bills at £2,500 per year. He 
is no doubt correct that Truss’s obsession with quoting 
trickle down economics is a mirage and is driven by 
her ideological subservience to the free market not any 
worthwhile analysis to show that it has ever actually 
worked in practice.
In a recent YouGov poll over 60% supported 
renationalising these vital industries, including over 
one-third of  Tory voters. If  Truss is guilty of  political 
myopia when it comes to taxing companies, so Starmer 
is equally guilty of  a political terror of  supporting 
anything which suggests that the free market cannot be 
made to work. Ultimately this is a bigger failure than just 
one of  whether we pay for the energy freeze through 
taxes on ordinary people or the companies, but rather 
points to a complete failure of  the Labour Party to see 
beyond the next election and its strategy of  appealing 
to Tory voters through Tory papers.
Whilst a one year freeze will be welcome what happens 
next year, and the year after? Even if  the companies 
faced a tax on their profits they would simply continue 
to increase bills in order to get those costs back. Large 
companies in virtual monopolies are like addicts who 
can be offered alternatives to the drugs they crave 
but can never quite give them up. The drug for these 
companies are the huge profits they are now addicted 
to keeping. The only way we break that particular 
addiction is by removing the very opportunity to make 
profits by taking the companies into public ownership 
and sharing any profits to ordinary consumers not just 
to a minority of  shareholders. But that sounds a little 
too like socialism for the modern Labour Party.
 This article originally appeared online

https://creatingsocialism.org/cost-of-living-rise-prompts-fightback/ 
https://creatingsocialism.org/fear-spreads-as-bills-continue-to-rise/


September 11th 2022

4

Ariel view of Weldon 
Weldongeezer, Public 
domain, via Wikimedia 

Canada – 
Indigenous People 

Massacred

EARLY on Sunday morning two men entered the James Smith Cree Nation in 
Saskatchewan armed with knives. When they left, ten people were dead and at 
least 15 were injured in the Indigenous People’s Reserve and the nearby village 

of  Weldon. Two suspects have been named as Damien and Miles Sanderson and the 
nationwide search is centred on Saskatchewan’s capital city of  Regina, 200 miles away. 

Cultural Genocide
The scale of  the massacre has shocked Canadians. But 
it also draws attention to the many years of  neglect and 
violence towards Canada’s indigenous populations. The 
biggest scandal has centred upon the forced assimilation 
of  hundreds of  thousands of  children who were taken 
from their communities and sent to boarding schools 
between 1883 and 1996. At least 4,100 children died 
from mistreatment, disease, and neglect, according to 
the National Truth and Reconciliation Commission 
established in 2008, which called it “cultural genocide.” 
The judge who led the commission believed the actual 
number was over 10,000.
Mass graves are still being found. Last year in British 
Columbia they discovered evidence of  215 children 
buried at the site of  a former school. Weeks later in 
Saskatchewan another burial site was found with 751 
bodies, many of  them children. These schools were 
often church-run. They were overcrowded grim places 
where children were beaten for speaking their native 
tongue and thousands disappeared without trace.

 Canada’s Image
This shocking period in Canada’s history has dealt 
a blow to their image of  being liberal and tolerant. 
Canada was one of  the first countries to declare a 
climate emergency; it is proud of  its green reputation. 
Yet in Alberta, indigenous people live in shanty towns 
because they have been priced off  the land by a multi-
billion pound oil industry that has cleared hundreds 
of  square miles of  virgin forest to create what some 
environmental activists have called the largest and 
most destructive industrial complex in the history of  
our planet. As well as a massive carbon footprint, to 

extract the tar and convert it into petrol, the industry 
leaves behind vast ponds of  toxic waste and nobody 
knows if  or when they will be safe.
A new pipeline, approved by the government the day 
after it declared a climate emergency will add a trillion 
pounds to the economy over the next ten years. But 
don’t expect the indigenous peoples to see much of  
that. 

Missing and Murdered
I learned about Alberta watching Simon Reeve’s 
latest documentary, broadcast by the BBC last week. 
But he had an even darker story to tell that illustrates 
how neglect and economic deprivation are rooted 
in contempt for indigenous people that amounts to 
institutional racism. While old scandals like the forced 
assimilation of  indigenous children are now getting 
some attention, new scandals are being ignored. 
Hundreds of  indigenous people, mainly women, go 
missing every year. Indigenous women and girls are 12 
times more likely to be missing or murdered than any 
other women in Canada. Despite a full-scale inquiry 
completed in 2019, their disappearance still receives 
scant attention. Reeve interviewed a young man whose 
mother was reported missing a year ago. The police 
have still not spoken to him about her!
Canada’s record demonstrates a disregard for the lives 
of  indigenous people that goes back at least a hundred 
years. Canadians may well be shocked by the killing 
spree this weekend. But they should not be surprised. 
Perhaps they will now be shocked into accepting that 
Indigenous Lives Matter. 
This article originally appeared online

https://creatingsocialism.org/canada-indigenous-people-massacred/
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EUROPE’S ancient woodland is being 
chopped down at an alarming rate and 
converted into pellets as a replacement 

for coal. The European Union has not only 
sanctioned this, but it also offers EU subsidies 
to encourage the trade, and countries can count 
wood power towards their clean energy targets!
Ancient Woodland
Ancient woodland that 
is hundreds of  years old 
and home to irreplaceable 
ecosystems is being cut down 
and whole trees converted 
to sawdust and transformed 
into pellets. Romania has 
the largest area of  ancient 
woodland in Europe and is 
one of  the biggest culprits. 
But other countries are also 
involved. Forests in Finland 
and Estonia that were sources of  carbon reduction are 
now classed as carbon emitters thanks to logging. In 
Hungary conservation rules have been waived to allow 
for logging in ancient forests. 
But it is no good blaming the less wealthy European 
countries for the destruction. The market for these 
pellets is enormous across Europe, especially in the 
EU. Italy subsidises wood burning stoves and relies on 
burning wood to meet its climate change targets.
Renewable Energy?
When the scheme began over ten years ago, the idea 
was that sawdust waste from industry could be turned 
into fuel. Companies were given subsidies to plant 
replacement trees and keep the price down. This was 
supposed to make it a green, renewable alternative to 
coal. The sawdust came from trees grown in commercial 
plantations that would be harvested anyway. New trees 
would replace them, and the pellets would replace coal. 
The subsidies have created a booming market, so much 
so that timber has overtaken wind and solar power as 
Europe’s largest renewable energy source. There have 
always been problems with it. Wood burning gives off  
more CO2 emissions than oil, gas or coal per unit of  
energy. Last time the subsidies came up for renewal in 
2018, nearly 800 scientists signed a letter of  protest. 
Their concerns were drowned out by the interests of  

big business.
Europe Must Decide
The subsidies are coming up for renewal again next 
week. It is proposed that the subsidies should only apply 
to pellets made from sawdust and other wood waste. 
Countries would no longer be able to burn whole trees 
to meet their energy targets. 
But the current high energy prices are an encouragement 
for more logging, and many EU countries are saying 
now is not the time to roll back on a vital (and 
profitable) resource. Just as Tory politicians here want 
to use the fuel crisis to reintroduce fracking and use the 

Russian invasion of  Ukraine 
as their excuse, politicians 
in Scandinavia and Eastern 
Europe are claiming that we 
have to save Ukraine before we 
can save the planet. 
Meanwhile both legal and illegal 
logging continue apace. Whole 
trees are chopped down and 
converted into pellets. Illegal 
logging meant that last year an 
estimated 120 million tonnes of  
uncertified timber was lost by 
the system, and most of  it was 

probably burned in homes and power stations. That is 
more than the annual output of  the timber industry of  
Finland.
Green Energy
The only way to save the planet is to stop burning 
carbon-based fuels, whether they are come from fossils 
or living trees. We are rightly outraged at the destruction 
of  rain forests in Brazil or Southeast Asia. But the EU 
consumes nearly twice as many wood pellets as the rest 
of  Europe, and as many as the rest of  Europe, North 
America and the whole of  Asia combined. It was never 
green energy. And now it is being sourced from virgin 
forests, cutting down trees that are over 200 years old 
and causing irreparable damage to unique habitats; it 
is neither green nor renewable. More evidence that 
without system change, Capitalism will destroy the 
earth. 
Much of  the information for this article came from the 
New York Times. The politics came from Critical Mass.  
The NYT article is behind a paywall. But the story has 
also been covered in detail by Greta Thurnberg et al in 
the Guardian 
 This article originally appeared online 

Image courtesy of Hans (User Pixabay), CC0, via 
Wikimedia Commons

Europe Is Burning 
Ancient Woodland

https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2022/09/07/world/europe/eu-logging-wood-pellets.html
https://creatingsocialism.org/time-to-stop-burning-our-planet/
https://www.theguardian.com/world/commentisfree/2022/sep/05/burning-forests-energy-renewable-eu-wood-climate. 
https://creatingsocialism.org/europe-is-burning-ancient-woodland/
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Police Investigated For Homicide
In any other week the shooting of  yet another unarmed 
black man by the Metropolitan Police would have 
been headline news. But the death of  Chris Kaba 
has been largely ignored. That may change with the 
announcement that the Independent Office for Police 
Conduct (IOPC) has launched a homicide investigation 
into Mr Kaba’s death. There is no guarantee that 
charges will result. A new police commissioner, Mark 
Rowley takes over next week. Will he prove any better 
than Cressida Dick at dealing with the number of  
unexplained deaths whilst in custody among the black 
population?

Labour: where everybody wins?
The Labour Party has just concluded  another round 
of  National Executive Committee (NEC) elections. As 
usual all sides in the Labour Party are claiming success 
for their faction. Left wingers did notably well in the 
youth section including the election of  Momentum-
backed Nabeela Mowlana. Despite claims by the left 
that they did well the overall make-up of  the NEC 
remains firmly in the grip of  the Starmeright. But until 
the Forde report is acted upon nothing will change. 
The right wing will maintain their hold on the party 
machinery and the left will be fobbed off  with a few 
policy wins at Conference to persuade them to get 
out on the doorstop to persuade people to vote for 
Starmer’s centrist crew.

Rent Cap in Scotland
The cost of  living crisis is not just about energy 
company rip-offs. Rapacious landlords are forcing up 
rents and evicting tenants almost at will. In Scotland 
the SNP is planning to freeze rents until March next 
year and place a ban on evictions this winter. Sounds 
good, but in Scotland most rentals are either council or 
housing association owned and managed. Their rents 
are not due to rise until April when the freeze ends. 
But even if  it is gesture politics it has placed housing 
back on the political agenda in a move that challenges 
Truss and Starmer to respond. Perhaps they will finally 
allow Scotland to become independent and avoid their 
embarrassment.

Free School Meals
Food is another key element in the cost of  living 
crisis. This week the Labour led Welsh assembly, 
supported by Plaid Cymru, announced the immediate 
provision of  free school meals to all 4 and 5 year 
olds and plans to provide free school meals to all 
primary pupils by 2024. Contrast this with the tearful 
interview that went viral this week with an English 
dinner lady who has to turn hungry children away 
because their parents have fallen behind with their 
payments. 

War in Ukraine
Ukraine has launched a lightning offensive 
advancing 70km this week and is threatening to 
retake Kupiansk, a key city in the east. It sits astride 
rail networks which Russia relies on for its supply 
lines. This comes after reports that Russia is buying 
arms from North Korea while Ukraine is getting 
much better armaments from the west. Russia’s woes 
increased when the USA proposing a buyers cartel 
whereby the G7 countries fix the price of  Russian oil 
at $60 a barrel. A shame they don’t do the same for 
western oil supplies, currently around $86 a barrel. 
Saudi Arabia is ‘supporting’ the west by cutting back 
production to get the price back up to $90! And we 
are told we have to suffer high fuel costs as a price 
worth paying to defeat Russia in Ukraine.

Compiled by Mike Stanton
Additional commentary by Dave Middleton
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ON THURSDAY afternoon the Queen died peacefully in her bed. It would be hard 
to ignore this as the country goes into a period of  enforced mourning. At Critical 
Mass we were, are and shall remain firm in our belief  that an unelected head of  state 
is an affront to our claims to be a democratic country. Whilst we know that some 
amongst our readership will be feeling some sense of  sadness at the passing of  this 
96-year old woman and, we respect your right to do so. However,  we are saddened 
that this event, currently being given 24 hour coverage in the nations news, will 
remove the momentum that was starting to build of  opposition to the cost of  living 
crisis and the damage being caused to so many ordinary citizens. 
Although support for the monarchy remains strong in the United Kingdom around 
one-quarter in a recent poll said that they favoured a republic. Support for the 
monarchy was, as you might expect, strongest among Tory voters, but even Labour 
voters favour a monarchy over a republic. These are not good times to be a republican, 
and certainly this week is not the ideal time to start a debate and we are not looking 
to do so.
However, we feel that whilst we all inhabit the same small island, the monarchy are 
the epitome of  a social divide which makes that island appear as two parallel worlds. 
The Queen and her family are at the top of  a social tree in which a life of  opulence 
and luxury is considered a birthright. For ordinary people, apparently part of  the 
same society, life is more accurately presented as one of  toil and hardship. 
Whilst the country is forced into mourning for the death of  the Queen those who 
were in poverty on Thursday morning will, almost certainly, still be in poverty 
following the coronation of  King Charles. Those who are currently homeless will, 
in all probability, still be homeless after the coronation. For ordinary people faced 
with huge increases in energy prices who is Queen or King makes no substantial 
difference whatsoever. Their fear of  massive bills to come will continue.
A child born today to parents who are themselves in poverty is likely to remain in 
poverty for most of  their life. If  your parents do not own a home, the chances are 
that, unlike King Charles III who will now own seven properties worth approximately 
£13 billion, you will never own a home. 
In these parallel worlds whilst wealth, luxury and opportunity are given as rights to 
the children of  the few, for others daily life remains an unending struggle. Socialists 
do not oppose the monarchy because we do not like the individuals who comprise 
it, but because the institution represents the very worst example of  the disjuncture 
between the rich and poor. It epitomises a system that reinforces privilege and 
inequality and reduces us all to subject status.
Critical Mass takes no pleasure in the death of  the Queen, but neither do we support 
the continued existence of  an institution which prevents us from having citizenship 
in a true democracy.
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IS                           •  U K  L a b o u r  •
Are Labour on track to win the next 
General Election? by Dave Middleton

LABOUR could well be on course to win the next General Election. 
Analysis of  polling data, from Opinium, gives them a figure of  10.6 
million votes compared to the Tories with just eight million. These 

figures support the results of  a number of  recent opinion polls which have 
given Labour a lead of  anything between five and 13 % over the Tories. 

Whilst this is obviously good news for the 
Labour Party and will be seen by the right 
of  the party as vindication for their entirely 
uninspiring performance recently, deeper 
analysis suggests it may not be quite the cause 
for celebration that many on the right of  the 
party will want to suggest.

The Opinium Poll
The Opinium Poll was carried out for the 
Observer in mid-August. It found that, among 
its sample, 31% who said that they would vote 
Labour with only 22% committed to the Tory 
Party. This result is pretty much the same as 
that being found by most polling companies. 
It is interesting, however, to consider what this 

actually means. 
Opinium ask two 
questions, who 
you would vote 
for in the case of  
a general election 
tomorrow, but 
also how you 
voted in 2019. 
Both questions, 
of  course, rely 
on respondent 
honesty, but 
also memory. 
Nonetheless, it 

gives some indication of  what is happening 
to the core votes of  the main parties. For this 
analysis we are concentrating on just Labour 
and the Tories, as in every recent election they 
have received two-thirds or more of  the vote 

between them. For the pedants, 2010 was just 
below two-thirds.
Despite the formal position that the UK is 
a multi-party system at general elections, it 
is clear it is a two-horse race, and this has 
been the case for over 100 years. Whilst it 
is possible that a third party could emerge 
(and this is not to ignore Northern Ireland 
or Scotland which do break the mould), the 
reality is that the winner of  the next election, 
in 2024, will almost certainly be either the 
Tories or Labour. 

What we can see from this graphic is that, 
for example, among those who say they 
voted Conservative in 2019, 53% would still 
vote Conservative in an election tomorrow. 
Among Labour voters, 77% are still loyal to 
Labour. And among Lib Dem voters, only 
49% would do the same tomorrow. In other 
words, the Labour vote, despite what many 
of  us on the left may feel about Starmer, is 
remaining fairly stable. Where the election 
may be won and lost, however, is not whether 
you are holding on to your supporters, though 
it appears the Tories are not inspiring theirs, 
but rather where the undecideds eventually 
put their cross. 
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It’s by no means certain that, because you voted for 
a party in one election, you will vote for it in the next 
one. So, if  77% of  2019 Labour voters are intending 
to vote Labour in 2024, that is particularly good news 
for Labour, as it gives them a healthy base on which 
to build. This will probably not be what those on the 
left will want to hear. But, maintaining your core is 
only part of  the issue. The figure that we should pay 
some attention to is the one in grey, those who say they 
‘don’t know’. This could mean a variety of  things, but 

it is interesting that 22% of  2019 Tory voters are, as 
yet, undecided. The trick for Labour would be to get 
those voters in their camp. A trick, unfortunately, that 
with the possible exception of  1997, Labour have been 
decidedly poor at performing.
Let’s assume for the sake of  argument that these 
figures are correct. Given that we know how many 
votes each party received in 2019, it is possible, using 
these figures, to calculate how many votes they could 
receive in 2024, and this is where things get quite 
exciting for Labour. 
Before we get over-excited or you decide to tell me 
that this is highly speculative, let me confess that 
these numbers are simply based on one poll and are, 
indeed, highly speculative. But they do give a very stark 
indication that, whilst Labour appears to be ahead, this 
is largely due to the missing Tory vote rather than a 
ringing endorsement of  their current policies, or indeed 
their current leader. Where those 4.6 million votes end 
up, the majority of  them prior Tory supporters, might 

hold the key to who gets into Number Ten.

Labour’s past performance
As things stand, whilst it could certainly be argued 
that Starmer is maintaining the 2019 vote, there is no 
compelling evidence that the total votes will increase. 
How this translates into seats is another question and 
outside the scope of  this analysis.
Centrists are very quick to point out that Labour’s 
performance in 2019 was its worst in 35 years. That is 

not true, though you will see it repeated in the national 
press. What that same press and their followers on 
Labour’s right do not point out is that, in terms of  
overall performance, Jeremy Corbyn can certainly hold 
his head high. 
Whilst no Labour leader, with the possible exception 
of  Tony Blair, has received the type of  carte blanche 
support accorded to Tory leaders by a, largely, Tory-
owned press, the amount of  column inches given 
over to destroying Jeremy Corbyn was remarkable, 
particularly in 2019 where, not only the national 
press, but also the main national broadcaster were 
joined by disillusioned and, frankly, treacherous right 
wing Labour MPs encouraging the public to vote for 
the Tories. Moreover, as Critical Mass has pointed 
out previously, they used a concocted antisemitism 
campaign to smear his name. 
Yet, as the graphic shows, his performance, even in 
2019, was not one of  collapse. Indeed, the vote count 
of  10.2 million was higher than every election since 
2001, bar 2017 in which Corbyn’s rejuvenated Labour 
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received Labour’s second highest vote in 35 years.
What was the worst aspect of  the result for Labour 
since 1983 was the number of  seats obtained. There is 
no arguing with that evidence: 202 seats is lower than 
the amount achieved by every Labour leader since, 
and including, Michael Foot. But what does this tell 
us exactly? Was it that the British public had rejected 
socialism, as the right always claim if  the left gets 
close to power but fail to achieve it? Or, was it that the 
Tories successfully targeted seats where Brexit could 
undermine the Labour vote because of  a position 
foisted on the party by the same centrists now crowing 
that Starmer is more successful than Corbyn and that 
Corbyn was an absolute disaster.
It is worth reminding ourselves of  Labour’s past. Every 
Labour leader since 1997, including Tony Blair, lost 
seats. Indeed, if  2019 was the worst performance ever 
because Labour lost 60 seats, then what was 2010 when 
a former Chancellor made PM took over a Labour 
government and, in the election, lost 96 seats and, as 
the table shows, nearly a million votes? Every Labour 
leader, including Blair and Brown lost votes. Whilst 
1997 was an extraordinary year, so was 2017. But, 
instead of  seeing this as something to build upon, the 
Forde Report makes it absolutely clear that the Labour 
hierarchy (including a good many Labour MPs now on 
the front benches) saw it as a call to arms in which the 
left had to be defeated.
Whatever you think of  Jeremy Corbyn one thing is 
certain, the corruption that has been a feature of  this 
Conservative administration would not have occurred 
in an administration with Corbyn at the helm.

Conservative performance
We cannot assess Labour without considering the 
Tories. This table shows the number of  votes and the 

number gained or lost for each election since 1983.
In 2019 Labour lost 2.6 million votes, but where did 
they go? According to popular Labour right mythology, 
Labour voters defected to the Tories. But, as the table 
shows clearly, the Tories gained only 190,711 votes. This 
suggests that Labour voters, far from becoming Tories, 
decided to stay at home. This is an important point. 
Labour strategy tends to be decided on the prejudices 
of  those at the helm rather than any objective analysis 
of  past performance.
In 1997, Labour’s greatest triumph, the Tories lost 
almost 4.5 million voters. Labour only gained just short 
of  2 million. The following election Labour lost nearly 
3 million. So much for the triumph of  New Labour. 
But, hang on, I hear the centrists refrain, we won three 
elections. True, but to understand what was happening 
you need to look at the figures. Labour won two 
elections (2001 and 2005) that they should have lost. 
Anything shy of  13 million votes would not have won 
an election up to that point. The only way that could 
happen was with the collapse of  the Tory vote. Between 
1997 and 2001 the Tories lost 5.5 million votes. Those 
votes did not, as popular rightist mythology would have 
you believe, go to the Labour Party, they simply stayed 
home.

Are we about to repeat 1997?
In 1995, at about the same point in the electoral cycle 
we are currently, Labour had poll leads averaging 
around 25%, with some polls giving them up to 39% 
leads. Labour is currently celebrating being within nine 
points. 
If  you go back two years prior to the 2015 General 
Election when Ed Miliband was Labour leader 
up against David Cameron, Labour was anywhere 
between seven and 11% ahead. This was an election, 
you no doubt recall, that the Tories won reasonably 
convincingly. 
There is a difference between 1997, 2015 and now. In 
1997 the Labour Party was led by a man who, rightly or 
wrongly, appeared youthful, dynamic and charismatic. 
There was a sense in which New Labour was something 
entirely different. By election day it was no longer a 
case of  whether Labour would win, but by how much?
There is a similarity to now though, and it is one 
Labour’s right might want to emphasise. In 1997 the 
Tories had lost a popular and charismatic leader in 
Thatcher. Whilst those of  us on the left might have 
hated her with a passion, the fact is she was a leader 
who inspired the support of  many including some who 
might otherwise have voted Labour. 
The similarity with Johnson should not be overly 
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stated, but, like Thatcher, he is a leader that many 
people find likeable and charismatic. Thatcher perhaps 
was less likeable, but was certainly credible. Replacing 
Johnson will not be easy for the Tories. Many of  the 
Tory faithful did not want the serial liar and adulterer 
to leave office, despite clearly being unfit for office. He 
will be difficult to replace and neither Liz Truss, nor 
Rishi Sunak have anything like the same personality 
to carry them through. This is good news for Labour. 
Possibly.
In 2015 Labour, despite efforts to present Ed Miliband 
as a new broom, felt like the fag end of  New Labour. 
Cameron managed to appear youthful and vigorous 
and outmanoeuvred Miliband at every step. Moreover, 
the press, who may not be the total arbiters of  who 
wins but continue to have more of  a say than is healthy 
in a democracy, took every opportunity to undermine 
Miliband in a way they had never done to Rupert 
Murdoch’s buddy Tony Blair.

Can Keir Starmer inspire people?
According to Opinium, when asked to choose 
between Keir Starmer and Liz Truss as Prime 
Minister, 31% chose Starmer, against 23% who 
chose Truss. What is clear though is that neither 
Starmer nor Truss have the overwhelming support 

of  the British public. Some 36% said ‘neither’.  

The problem is compounded for Starmer when you 
look at the figures for Conservative and Labour 
voters. Amongst 2019 Conservative voters 44% prefer 
Truss, which is not a great surprise, though from her 
perspective fairly disappointing. Meanwhile, whilst 
Labour voters do support Starmer, 28% prefer neither. 
Indeed, nearly half  of  all voters either preferred neither 
of  them or didn’t know. In some ways these popularity 
polls make little real difference. Party leaders are not 
chosen by opinion poll but by their party members. 
However, it is worth pointing out that for Labour to 
win, not only must the Tories lose voters, but those 
voters must see Starmer as a credible alternative. 

On this evidence, Tories are no more convinced by 
Starmer than Labour voters are by Truss. And, with 
nearly a third preferring somebody else it could point 
to problems ahead for both of  them.

So, can Labour win?
Of  course. Nothing is set in stone. Yet. But, unlike in 
1997, Starmer does not have the endorsement of  the 
establishment press and media. Whilst those of  us on 
the left like to think we can counteract them with our 
social media activities, very obviously that is not the 
case. People still rely on the newspapers and the BBC 
for their source of  political news. And, as I have said 
repeatedly, most people do not really think much about 
politics unless it is something that directly involves 
them. Which is where the cost of  living crisis could 
help to deliver a Labour victory. Despite Labour’s 
incoherent policy and refusal to support workers taking 
action to defend their pay and conditions, the Tories 
are presiding over a period which feels both chaotic 
and devoid of  hope. Such circumstances should prove 
beneficial to the opposition and, unless the Tories have 
something up their sleeves to give the impression not 
only that they give a damn but that they are capable of  
doing something about it, Labour should maintain its 
support amongst its own voters. 
The problem will be whether Labour can eat into the 
Tory vote in a significant way, something that they have 
failed to do in every single election, including 1997. 
Tories vote Tory because, essentially, the Tories are a 
reflection of  their prejudices. When they do not appear 
competent, Tory voters are as likely to stay at home as 
vote for an alternative, unless the alternative appeals to 
their prejudices even more. As UKIP and the Brexit 
Party did, for example.
Will Labour win? On this evidence, it seems unlikely. 
They have to hope that Liz Truss is incapable of  
inspiring the nearly one quarter of  Conservative voters 
who are not currently in the mood to give them a 
further opportunity to ruin the country on their behalf. 
And, the big question, even if  Labour were to win, 
would that make much difference to the state of  the 
country? That is a question for a future analysis. 
This article originally appeared online 

This article was written as part of  the Critical Mass 
Analysis Series. Could you write for us, or do you 
have a view that you would like to share then use 
the contact us form to pitch an idea or open up a 
conversation. We would love to hear from you.

https://creatingsocialism.org/can-labour-win-in-2024/ 
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Truss, the death cult, climate change and water greed

‘Let the bodies pile high’ - the Tory strategy for 
dealing with COVID is about to be extended by 
Truss. In response to the health care crisis her 
answer is to transfer £13bn from the NHS to social 
care. Robbing Peter to pay Paul is not a solution. It 
avoids addressing the elephant in the room which 
is that both sectors are chronically underfunded. To 
increase resources in social care everyone needs to 
contribute more to elderly care. Every attempt has so 
far been stymied by the right-wing press who label it 
a Death Tax because it would entail the rich paying 
a fair share.

Winter is coming and the NHS is likely to collapse 
under the additional pressure. The blame must be 
allocated to those responsible, otherwise the Tories 
will use it as an excuse to further privatise the 
service.

Truss told The Spectator that she would put in 
place a “temporary moratorium on the green energy 
levy to enable businesses and industry to thrive 
while looking at the best way of delivering net 
zero”. Earlier this year she outlined plans in The 
Telegraph, for a “radical” review of the government’s 
international development strategy that would 
prioritise aid spending on women and girls and put 
climate change “on the back burner”.

Green Party MP Caroline Lucas said that discussion 
of climate change had been “conspicuous by its 
absence” during the leadership contest, and that this 
lack of debate was “truly damning”. What “little we 

have heard has been disastrous,” she added, noting 
that scrapping green levies would be “foolish”.

When Thatcher privatised the water industry in the 
1980s the price of shares rose 40% on the first day, 
losing the public about £6bn in today’s money. As the 
new shareholders quickly sold out, the big winners 
have been financial institutions. The weakest of 
regulation allows the industry to take on debt with 
the consumer paying the interest charges. Billions 
have been paid in dividends instead of investment in 
infrastructure.

This week the government announced a new plan 
for the water industry to clean up its act, following 
the disastrous pollution of rivers and beaches. Its 
targets are so long-term that most of us will be dead 
before they can be held to account. The plan is 
designed to maximise shareholder dividends and get 
the consumer to pay for it.

The greed of the private water monopolies has left 
the country without enough water during dry spells. 
Pipes continue to leak and there are not enough 
reservoirs. This week the Environment Agency 
came up with the genius idea of getting people to 
drink their own effluent: ‘Part of the solution will 
be to reprocess the water that results from sewage 
treatment and turn it back into drinking water’. 
Clearly, it is our own fault! If we would just eat our 
own shit, the rivers and beaches would be clean!
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Gorbachev and the failure of  
Reform
In this article Mike Stanton looks at the life of  Mikhail Gorbachev and argues 
that the reforms he helped introduce were a failure for the Russian people.

MIKHAIL GORBACHEV, who has died aged 91, was awarded 
the Nobel Peace Prize for his role in ending the Cold War when 
he led the Soviet Union from 1985 to 1991. But last Saturday 

Vladimir Putin denied him full state honours and was ‘too busy’ to attend 
the funeral. 
Most government officials also stayed away. 
Only one foreign leader attended, President 
Orban of  Hungary. Despite glowing tributes 
from world leaders, the war in Ukraine 
meant that no western heads of  state felt 
able to attend.
Putin did not even lower the flags on 
government buildings. Riot police and 
security guards were out in force to marshal 
the thousands of  people who turned up to 
file past the coffin and pay their respects, 
more than had been expected. The ceremony 
was meant to end at noon but had to be 
extended by two hours to accommodate the 
crowds. Many of  them were too young to 

remember Gorbachev, and exiled Russian 
journalist Farida Rustamova has suggested 
that they used the funeral to express their 
opposition to Putin.
The popular narrative today is that 
Gorbachev was the good guy trying to bring 
freedom and democracy to Eastern Europe. 
He was undermined by hard-line nationalists 
who still blame him for the break-up of  the 
Soviet Union in 1991. Following the chaotic 
regime of  his successor, Boris Yeltsin, it was 
the hard liners, many of  them KGB, who 
regained control, and bad old Russia is once 
more the evil empire while our government 
ignores our own legacy of  empire building.

Image 
courtesy of 
Needpix.

com

https://faridaily.substack.com/p/he-gave-us-our-freedom-for-a-while
https://creatingsocialism.org/fighting-the-evil-empire-and-i-dont-mean-russia/
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In 1989 Gorbachev warned the East German leader, 
Erich Honecker, “Life punishes those who come too 
late.” Honecker was clamping down on protesters in 
East Berlin in the weeks before the fall of  the Berlin 
Wall that marked the end of  his regime and brought 
about a united Germany.

Reform
It may be that Gorbachev came too early. He was a loyal 
Communist Party member who was quickly promoted 
to the Politburo and was still in his fifties when he 
succeeded the elderly Andropov as General Secretary 
and became the effective ruler of  Russia. Gorbachev 
was both a liberal and a democrat, and also a supporter 
of  the Soviet Union. He wanted to reform Soviet Russia 

in order to save it but was reliant on a party apparatus 
tied to the old ways of  thinking.
Gorbachev’s achievements were mixed. The collapse 
of  Soviet domination of  Eastern Europe was 
probably inevitable, given the strain of  being a military 
superpower sustained by a Third World economy. 
Without Gorbachev that collapse would have been 
more like the bloody turmoil that accompanied the 
breakup of  Yugoslavia, only much worse.
He refused to use Russian military might to prevent the 
breakaway of  the Warsaw Pact countries. But he did try 
to use force in a failed attempt to prevent the secession 
of  the Baltic states from the Soviet Union.
He ended Russia’s involvement in Afghanistan, but this 
led to the western-backed Mujahadeen installing the 
Taliban regime.

Glasnost and Perestroika
His policy of  openness and restructuring Russian 
society – Glasnost and Perestroika – did encourage 
democracy within Russia. Glasnost opened up society 
to allow debate and opposition to flourish and it 
empowered his critics, both conservative hardliners 
and liberals who were impatient with the pace of  
reform. This undermined his authority to push through 
economic reforms needed to deliver on Perestroika by 

restructuring the old bureaucratic systems. It also led 
to the rise of  Boris Yeltsin. When Gorbachev brought 
the old school hardliners into his government in an 
attempt to build consensus, they plotted against him. 
It was Yeltsin who faced down their attempted coup 
in Moscow and went on to negotiate the end of  the 
Soviet Union. This consolidated his power and led to 
Gorbachev’s resignation.
One unequivocal success was the START Treaty, signed 
in 1991, which committed both the USA and the USSR 
to actually reducing their nuclear stockpiles, as opposed 
to slowing their increase. That is the only time this has 
ever happened.  

Gorbachev’s Failure
Gorbachev’s failure was that he 
sought to reform a system that 
needed a revolution to overthrow 
a ruling class who hid behind a 
phoney socialist rhetoric to disarm 
its opponents. And, not having built 
his own power base inside the USSR, 
Gorbachev’s chosen allies were the 
Western powers whose interests lay 
in the defeat of  Russian power and 
the triumph of  US imperialism.
Bush and Thatcher betrayed 

Gorbachev in much the same way as the USA betrayed 
the Kurds in Syria after the defeat of  ISIS. Like them 
he served a purpose and was then discarded. Thatcher 
even opposed German reunification because she 
thought this would make it stronger than Britain. And 
US President Bush never gave Gorbachev any credit 
for what he did. Instead, he boasted about “winning” 
the cold war, ending communism and ending the Soviet 
Union itself. Bush took all the credit while in Russia 
Gorbachev took all the blame.
There is only one reliable ally in the fight for freedom 
and democracy in this world. Both conservatives 
and liberals are too heavily invested in the system to 
overthrow it. They may argue amongst themselves. But 
they will always unite against a threat to their shared 
privilege and sense of  entitlement. Only the working 
class has nothing to lose but our chains and a world to 
win.
The lesson from Gorbachev is that there are no more 
heroes anymore, unless they are working class heroes 
who are there to serve and not to lead the struggle for 
socialism.
This article originally appeared online 

Image courtesy of USSR Post via Wikimedia Commons

https://creatingsocialism.org/gorbachev-and-the-failure-of-reform/ 
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Welcome to my weekly column about finding, 
and having, a very real, practical faith that 
we need to have every day, just to get up in 
the morning.

Holiday mode

That was an enjoyable hiatus. I kicked back, 
relaxed, and landed myself a job.

And now I’m back from my little holiday, 
and who broke this country while I was off 
on holiday?

I’m not entirely surprised. The Tories have 
been working overtime to destroy the country 
they have taken over. For the record, there 
has never in recent history been anything 
quite as bad as this crowd of utter blithering 
idiots, bullies, creeps, and crooks.

The Tories are beyond salvation. Their 
predecessors, even during the worst days 
of Thatcher’s tenure, would look at this 
overflowing oil sump of bilge and feel all 
the colour drain from their faces at the 
degeneration.

I’ve been telling people that it’s going to 
get bad ever since the Tories ousted Gordon 
Brown’s Labour in 2010 and took over 
with the help of the Liberal Democrats 
(remember them? I wouldn’t blame you if 

you don’t, because they don’t deserve to be 
remembered). We’ve been saddled with this 
political catastrophe for 12 years, and if you 
are getting a feeling that it’s terminal … 
yeah, I wouldn’t blame you for thinking that 
either.

Anyway, I am back. Let’s see how bad things 
get before things break down in such a way 
that the mainstream media can no longer 
lie or deny what is happening on their very 
doorstep.

Have a good week, everybody.*

* Except Tories and the media. They deserve 
a nightmare week.

Back With A Blast
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I CAME across this book very recently, not having heard of  it 
before. I have read Brave New World by Aldous Huxley, published 
in 1932, 1984 by George Orwell, published in 1949, Fahrenheit 451 

by Ray Bradbury, published in 1953, and The Handmaid’s Tale by 
Margaret Atwood, published in 1985, all of  which portray different 
future worlds. It Can’t Happen Here was published in 1935, as the 
US was still recovering from the depression. In addition, the rise of  
fascism in Germany and Italy was well underway.

Lewis’s book is slightly different in that 
it looks at the mechanism of  how these 
future worlds could arise. He explores and 
explains the ways and means that fascism 
could rise and establish itself  in the US in 
the wake of  World War I and the Great 
Depression.
In brief, a populist presidential candidate 
Buzz Windrip promises riches for all the 
white working class, plays on the baser 
sentiments of  those being exploited and 
creates a uniformed support group of  the 

under employed and disaffected. With the 
support of  popular religious figures and use 
of  the media, he is successful and becomes 
president. The uniformed support group 
become an effective militia and is then 
armed and incorporated within the armed 
forces. 
His platform is based on ’15 points of  
victory for the forgotten men’ which the 
narrator and protagonist of  the book 
Doremus Jessup, a liberal small town 
newspaper editor, summarises as follows:
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“Articles 1 and 5 mean that if  financiers and transportation kings and so on don’t 
come through heavily with support for Buzz they may be threatened with bigger income 
taxes and some control of  their businesses… 2 that by controlling their unions directly, 
Buzz’s gang can kidnap labour into slavery. 3 backs up the security for Big Capital and 
4 brings the preachers into line as scared and unpaid press agents for Buzz. 6 doesn’t 
mean anything at all… 7 means we’ll get ready to follow all the European nations trying 
to hog the whole world. 8 means that by inflation, big industrial companies will be able 
to buy their bonds back at a cent on the dollar, and 9 that all Jews who do not cough up 
plenty of  money for the robber baron will be punished… 10 that all well-paying jobs 
and businesses held by Negroes will be grabbed by the poor white trash amongst Buzz’s 
worshippers and that instead of  being denounced they’ll be universally praised as patriotic 
upholders of  racial purity. 11 that Buzz’ll be able to pass the buck for not creating any 
real relief  for poverty. 12 that women will later lose the vote and the right to higher 
education… 13 that anybody who opposes Buzz in any way can be called a communist 
and scragged for it… 14 thinks enough of  the support of  the veterans’ vote to be willing 
to pay high for it in other people’s money. 15 well, that’s the one lone clause that really 
does mean something and it means … they’ve realised that this country has gone so flabby 
that any gang daring enough and unscrupulous enough, and smart enough not to seem 
illegal, can grab hold of  the entire government and have all the power and applause and 
salutes, all the money and palaces and willing women they want”

I found the book very readable, and it contained 
many parallels to the rise of  Trump in the US, 
Orban in Hungary, Erdogan in Turkey and Johnson 
in the UK, particularly with regard to point 15: 
“Any gang daring enough and unscrupulous 
enough, and smart enough not to seem illegal, can 
grab hold of  the entire government and have all 
the power.” There is the use of  faux patriotism, 
the control of  the media, a cunning Cummings-
type figure called Lee Sarason manipulating 
the public and eventually Buzz Windrip, and 
inevitably the othering of  minority groups and 
attacks on human and workers’ rights. The speed 
at which fascism evolves, first Labour camps for 
the unemployed, beatings, summary executions 
and finally concentration camps for dissidents, is 
breathtaking but believable.
In all fairness, following the depression of  2008 
and austerity of  2010-20s, this book could have 
been written about almost any country in the 
world. We have seen Trump and his Proud Boy 
gangs and the eventual storming of  the capitol, 
the populist president of  Ukraine and his Azov 

militias, the roll back of  women’s rights in the US 
and Hungary and crackdowns on the media in 
Turkey and many other countries; one can almost 
imagine the book being used as a blueprint by 
many leaders worldwide.
This article originally appeared online 

https://creatingsocialism.org/book-review-it-cant-happen-here-by-sinclair-lewis/ 
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Don’t mourn, organise
The death of Queen Elizabeth II will no doubt 
dominate the UK in the days ahead. It is already 
affecting the fightback against the cost of living 
crisis, with RMT and CWU calling off planned 
strike action as a mark of respect. And the labour 
Party announced, “As a mark of our respect, 
the Labour Party is immediately suspending all 
meetings and campaigning.”

Will the employers show similar respect by calling 
off their attacks on wages and working conditions? 
Will landlords call off rent rises and evictions as 
a mark of respect? Will the speculators, who have 
already made fortunes by driving up the price 
of gas and oil, show their respect by ceasing to 
speculate against the pound, driving its value 
down on the foreign exchange markets?

Of course they will not. It will be business as 
usual. And while the nation is urged to remember 
a woman who has lived a long and privileged life, 
at Critical Mass we remember all those whose 
lives have been cut short, by austerity, and by 
the disastrous policies this government pursued 
during Covid. 

The cost of living crisis will doubtless cost 
more lives. Meanwhile, the unfolding climate 
catastrophe, which has already brought 
devastation and ruin to millions around the 
world, is set to worsen as Truss uses the energy 
crisis as an excuse to restart fracking. 

When veteran communist Harry McShane died 
in 1988 he too was 96. He had not reigned 
for 70 years. His was a much prouder record. 
He had remained, unbowed, a revolutionary 
socialist for 80 years. An engineering worker on 
the Clyde, he stood alongside John Maclean in 
the anti-war movement of 1914-1918. He was a 
Communist Party member until he resigned in 
1953, disillusioned with what Russia had become. 
But he never wavered in his support for socialism 
and was active until the end of his life. 

I will be thinking of Harry in the days ahead, 
rereading his biography, ‘No Mean Fighter’, 
and remembering the oft used slogan of our 
movement, “Don’t mourn. Organise!”
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It was Christopher Bullock, an eighteenth century 
dramatist who first said “Tis impossible to be sure 
of anything but Death and Taxes.” This week we 
have been reminded of the importance of both.

Death catches up with all of us at some point and 
so it should not come as a shock. The average age 
of death in the UK is now around 88, it differs 
slightly for men and women but let us not let that 
detain us. In much of Africa the average age is 
around 55 with the Central Africa Rebublic having 
the lowest life expectancy in the world at just 53.

Whilst the expected life of people in the supposedly 
richer nations has risen from just 40 in the early 
19th century in poorer countries it has hardly 
changed.

It is estimated that approximately 15,000 children 
die each day from hunger. A jumbo jet has around 
600 passengers. Child mortality is the equivalent 
of a jumbo jet containing only children crashing 
every hour. If just one jumbo jet crashed this would 
be headline news, and yet most people have no idea 
that this equivalent number is even happening.

In some ways it is not just indifference it is that we 
cannot process statistics of such magnitude. When 
somebody we know dies, even an elderly person who 
has lived a full life with little hardship, we grieve 
for them. Currently people are grieving for a very 
wealthy elderly women who died in her luxurious 
bedroom in one of her many homes surrounded by 
her family and servants. Nobody but their parents 
and close family will grieve for the small children 
who have died today, tomorrow and the day after.

The link between poverty and ill health is so 
obvious as to not need stating. But the link between 
indifference and everyday death should make us 
pause and question our humanity.

If to be human is to believe in something greater 
than ourselves then that surely must include a 

belief in progress. And a belief in progress must surely 
include one in which everybody, not just a privileged 
few, can share the benefits of that progress.

Even something as simple as sanitation, which reduced 
untimely deaths by an enormous magnitude in countries 
such as Great Britain is not shared in all countries. 
We may complain about our water companies, but in a 
country such as Ethiopia 60% of people lack access to 
clean drinking water half of whom are drinking water 
that is almost certainly unhygienic. 

In countries such as Uganda people can still have to 
walk miles to get water. The average journey for water 
for half the population is over 30 minutes. Imagine 
that, in  a country with average temperatures of 26 
degrees Celsius, many people do not have access to 
water. 

Of course, these are more statistics which are difficult 
to process. But what they illustrate is what geographers 
call uneven development. The suggestion is that by 
becoming more like us that Ethiopia, Uganda and 
other countries will overcome these difficulties. As 
if a lack of infrastructure is just bad luck and not a 
deliberate, albeit unseen, consequence of imperialism 
and capitalism’s inordinate quest for profits.

As we look toward a winter where more than the average 
of 200 winter deaths are looking inevitable, thinking 
about equality seems a luxury. But it is the same system 
responsible for deaths in Ethiopia, Uganda, Ecclesfield 
or Aylesbury. 

Fiddling with taxes in one country, which let’s face it is 
the favoured policy for most governments, cannot stem 
the tide of poverty related death and deprivation. It is 
not how much tax we pay that is the problem, neither 
is it how the taxes are spent (although spending £6 
billion on one funeral is clearly excessive at a time 
when people are genuinely fearful of how they will 
survive the winter) but rather the structural defects of 
a system which appears to be in its death throes.

The fight for socialism will not stop because of one 
death. It continues because of the many premature 
deaths caused by the inequalities created by and 
sustained by a system run by and for a minority. 

Dave Middleton

PS I would like to thank all those who continue to 
make The Sunday Socialist possible by giving freely of 
their time, energy and commitment. If you would like 
to be part of this then drop me an email to:

dave.middleton@creatingsocialism.org 


