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INSIDE
CAN LABOUR 
WIN IN 2024? Sunday 

Socialist

THIS COUNTRY is now being run by a bunch 
of  crooks intent on rewarding their rich friends 
whilst continuing with the harsh environment 

they have created for the poorest and most vulnerable. 
It is difficult to reach any other conclusion after the 
Chancellor of  the Exchequer seemed to deliberately 
short the pound this week.
On Monday the mini-budget was one in which the Office for Budget 
Responsibility (OBR) did not release a forecast of  the effects. This 
is pretty much unheard of  and suggests government interference to 
prevent forecasts that would have told a story that contradicted their 
own narrative.
Mark Carney, a former Governor of  the Bank of  England, told BBC 
News that “having a partial budget, in these circumstances - tough 
global economy, tough financial market position, working at cross-
purposes with the Bank - has led to quite dramatic moves in financial 
markets.”
Those ‘quite dramatic moves’ included an unprecedented intervention 
by the International Monetary Fund (IMF) which on Tuesday issued a statement which said the Tories’ plans 
would likely increase inequality. It was that statement that sent the markets into turmoil as investors wanted 
to dump anything British. As the pound plummeted hedge funds made millions from the practice known as 
‘shorting’ in which people sell assets when they reach a low price. Of  course, if  you have a friend, let’s say in the 
Treasury, who tells you that you are about to pursue a policy that will lower the value of  your currency it is not 
a gamble at all, but an easy way to make a lot of  money. And, we must not forget, that prior to the last election 
Rachel Johnson, sister of  you-know-who said  he was being influenced by “people who have invested billions in 
shorting the pound.” So making money by shorting the pound has been in the Tory playbook for a while.
Meanwhile, the Tory mini-budget gave millions in tax cuts to the richest whilst pursuing a policy which would 
increase the prices of  mortgages, petrol, energy, food whilst decreasing the value of  pensions. A policy which 
ultimately will be paid for by cuts in benefits and to public services. This is a war and the Tories are firing the first 
salvo. It’s up to the labour movement to defend itself  and its people.

TORY CROOKS RIP OFF THE 

POOR - AGAIN
•  Tory mini-budget gives markets the jitters
•  Reckless gamble leaves ordinary people sidelined

INSIDE
Democracy under threat

Cost of  living latest
Luke Andreski on why the 
left fight, Tanweer Dar on 

British values
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Workers strike as Tories hide

ASLEF, RMT and TSSA and Unite members all walked out for 24 hours 
yesterday in an action which affected 12 rail operators and left only 11% 
of  trains running. This is a fight not just for the rail workers’ rights 

but also for passengers. As the dispute includes staffing levels and ticket office 
closures, all rail users are potentially affected by the proposed cuts, with the 
vulnerable being particularly hard hit.
Strikes were put on hold over the period of  ‘state mourning’ after the death of  the Queen, but as we 
head into winter the unions are ramping up their efforts. Yesterday, Great Western Railway engineers 
joined the action, with Unite the Union saying on Friday that they expected about 350 of  its GWR 
members to walk out in a dispute over pay.
Workers from the CWU are ever more determined to continue their long-running dispute, with, just 
this week, 93.5% of  cleaners, maintenance engineers and related admin workers voting for further 
strike action.  The overriding reason for anger among the cleaning staff  is that, in the pay negotiations, 
management offered no annual pay rise at all to any employees who had received a Real Living 
Wage (RLW) adjustment in April. That decision included the vast majority of  cleaners and directly 
contradicted a promise set out within the joint agreement made by the business with the union at the 
time not to link the two.
A very small proportion of  the company’s cleaners were offered an increase, just 50p an hour to a 
group of  mobile cleaners, with a cash lump-sum payment to others who received no RLW adjustment. 
However, this left around 90 per cent of  cleaning staff  with no annual pay rise, while engineers 
and admin members were offered the same two per cent which was imposed across the Royal Mail 
Group. The union is also seeking parity with the rest of  Royal Mail Group employees in areas such as 
pensions, leave entitlement, average holiday pay and paid maternity and paternity leave. 
Meanwhile lawyers in England and Wales agreed to vote on ending their strike after the government 
offered them a new package of  reforms and fee increases.
Although back-up staff  attempted to run some rail services tomorrow, unlike previous strike days, 
there were no trains at all between London and major cities. Bit of  a nuisance for those planning to 
travel to Birmingham for the Tory party conference, but no doubt they managed.
Read online

https://creatingsocialism.org/ramping-up-the-action/
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Image taken from official government video. No 10 Downing Street. Public Domain

Broken Britain

Broken Britain is being battered into recession by the Tory mini budget that 
will benefit the super-rich at our expense. Even the IMF has said so. And 
with some economists claiming that we were already in recession, Truss and 

Kwarteng decided to conduct a dangerous experiment with the nation’s finances.
They cut £45 billion in taxes in the belief  that this money would be reinvested to kick-start the economy and 
drive growth. They simultaneously announced plans to spend billions to help with the cost-of-living crisis. 
Those billions will go straight into the coffers of  the energy suppliers and do nothing to reduce household 
bills from their current high levels. 
But where would the money come from? One source would be the Bank of  England (BoE) selling off  
some of  the long-term government debt that it holds in the form of  bonds known as gilts because they are 
backed by government guarantees that make them gilt-edged.
Taken together with all the other announcements in the mini budget, according to Richard Murphy the 
government was looking to raise over £300 billion this year, instead of  the planned £75 billion deficit, with 
no plan for how or when this would deliver growth. The markets were expected to trust Kwarteng and wait 
for a statement in eight weeks’ time!
They did not trust him or the government. The pound collapsed amid insider trading and hedge fund 
speculation. The BoE’s sale of  gilts backfired in a big way. Most of  these long-term investments are owned 
by pension funds. With the markets going crazy the pension funds needed to find extra cash. They tried to 
sell off  assets in a buyers’ market that threatened to drag down the whole pension fund business. 
The BoE had to reverse its policy and buy up gilts to stabilise the market and protect people’s pensions. 
It cost £65 billion. The markets are steady for now. The markets trust the BoE. They expect it to follow 
economic orthodoxy by raising interest rates in November and again in the new year to five or six percent. 
The fall in the pound will drive up prices for everything. The rise in interest rates will drive up rents and 
mortgages. The government will claim it cannot afford even our present level of  public services. There will 
be cuts. There will be charges for NHS services. There will be more privatisation. And there will be more 
profits for big business, bankers and speculators – including many Tory MPs, their friends and their families. 
We have to say Enough Is Enough. 
Read online

https://eastangliabylines.co.uk/trussonomics-what-now/
https://creatingsocialism.org/broken-britain/
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Labour Conference coincides with Tory Crisis

THE Labour Party Conference, which ended on Wednesday, took place 
at a time when the Tories have issued an open declaration of  war on 
the working class. Tax cuts represent a deliberate redistribution of  

wealth to the richest in society. 
This year’s conference is even more tightly managed by the right wing than it was last year.
The tone was set when conference opened to union flags and the singing of  the national anthem. 
Administrative suspensions have been used to deny left wing delegates attendance. CLP delegates 
have been excluded from a compositing meeting at Labour Conference. This meant that  motion on 
public ownership of  energy and a socialist Green New Deal were only debated because of  union 
insistence. The right wing claimed total victory in the CLP composite meeting, including blocking 
a motion that would have allowed Jeremy Corbyn to stand as a Labour candidate. Any dissent from 
the floor was quickly dealt with including the suspension of  Angelo Sanchez from Leicester East for 
questioning the Ukrainians conduct in the war with Russia.

Unity?
Even so, the Tories are currently so awful that the pressure is on to show unity and work for a 
Labour victory at the next election. Delegates will take some comfort from policy commitments on 
green energy, the decision to restore the higher rate of  income tax for top earners and introduce 
a genuine living wage, and the pledges on reforming social care, tackling domestic violence and 
increasing teacher numbers.
But the claim by shadow chancellor, Rachel Reeves, that she will exercise fiscal responsibility and 
only sanction policies that are fully costed brings its own dangers. She is saying that, unlike the Tories, 
Labour will do nothing to upset the markets. They will make capitalism work for the capitalists as a 
precondition of  introducing reforms.
The trouble is, that by the time Truss and Kwarteng have finished taking a wrecking ball to the 
economy, an incoming Labour government will be saddled with massive debts from the outset. 
Fiscally responsible Reeves will claim she has no choice but to postpone reforms while they undo 
the damage caused by years of  Tory misrule.
And if  Labour does go ahead with serious attempts to introduce fairness to our society, the Tories 
and their allies, enriched and empowered by the asset stripping of  the Johnson/Truss years will 
organise investment strikes and runs on the pound to sabotage any Labour government that has the 
temerity to enact its manifesto promises. Not that ‘temerity’ is a word one associates with Starmer’s 
attitude to the boss class.
The strength of  the organised working class is the only guarantee against the ruling class. This 
week’s actions show their contempt for us. It is time we reminded them of  why they fear us.
Read online

https://creatingsocialism.org/a-new-delegates-personal-tale-from-brighton/
https://inews.co.uk/news/politics/labour-party-conference-2022-every-policy-annnounced-so-far-1877279
https://creatingsocialism.org/labour-conference-tory-crisis/
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Preacher man: Starmer inspires the faithful

ACCORDING to the establishment media Keir Starmer’s conference speech 
was ‘inspirational’, he is ‘a Prime Minister in waiting’ and so on and so on, 
but those of  you who might have turned over to it in exasperation after not 

being able to find the third part of  Al Jazeera’s The Labour Files, will know that 
was far from the case.
The speech was only inspired if  you like a thesaurus of  clichés. From “stand tall again”, “fighting on the 
front line of  Britain”, and “flicking a switch”, to “grasp the nettle”, and “turn our collar up and face the 
storm”. Empty phrases.
Unsurprisingly, he spoke of  his Mum the nurse and Dad the toolmaker – again – and the tale of  
his family’s phone being cut off. No Keir, it doesn’t make us feel any affinity with you, it makes us 
embarrassed for you. Speaking of  his time as DPP is much the same, pretending he was on our side. 
Quite a few would disagree. The family of  Jean Charles de Menezes for example. And not on the side of  
protesters then or now. He won’t stand with workers on strike and his Shadow Chancellor says Labour 
is not the party of  people on benefits. That’s about six million people who Labour doesn’t want to be 
associated with.
He said: “it’s possible to govern with integrity, to unite rather than divide, to respect other points of view”. 
With all the purges, the silencing of  those he disagrees with, he speaks of  unity and integrity? The same 
unity as when he spoke of  the SNP, saying “We can’t work with them. We won’t work with them. No 
deal under any circumstances.”?
A clean energy plan, great, but more than that, Labour will set up ‘Great British Energy’ which is going 
to take advantage of  clean ‘British’ power (in case the flags and anthem weren’t enough to convince 
voters of  Labour’s patriotism). He said it would be publicly owned, which brought a cheer from the 
‘conference’ but will it? His track record on keeping promises is not good. And, what exactly will public 
ownership amount to? PFIs? Because like a poor tribute band he does like to play Tony Blair’s greatest 
hits. Only out of  time and out of  desperation.
He can talk about working people and workers’ rights until we’re all comatose, but it sounds as though 
he’s speaking of  aliens, creatures he doesn’t quite understand. His predecessor may have had a more 
fortunate upbringing, as his detractors are quick to point out, but we always knew he was on our side. 
Not so with Starmer. 
“We are the party of  the centre ground,” he said. Yes, we know that, but we were hoping ordinary people 
would have a voice.
Read online

Photo by Billy Freeman on Unsplash

https://creatingsocialism.org/preacher-man-starmer-inspires-the-converted/
https://creatingsocialism.org/preacher-man-starmer-inspires-the-converted/
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Food price goes down!

IN A WEEK which seemed to be full of  bad news if  you were struggling we 
can report that in our basket of  budget goods, for the first time in twenty-
one weeks, an item has REDUCED in price.

The item in question was tomato soup which reduced by 4p taking it back to the price it had been 
on May 15th when we first started monitoring this small basket of  budget goods. Unfortunately, that 
4p reduction was more than offset by rises in cheese and tea-bags. A 4p rise in tea-bags wiped out 
the gain, if  indeed it is a gain to still be paying the same price for something, whilst cheese rose by 
16p, meaning that since May cheese has increased by 66p, a massive 35% increase.
In a week when energy prices are set to increase for many users it is interesting that rises in dairy 
products are receiving so little attention in the national media. Back in February Global Trade 
magazine warned that dairy products were due to rise due to EU sustainability quotas hitting dairy 
production and therefore reducing the supply.
It’s worth mentioning this because the expected price rises were forecast prior to the war in Ukraine 
breaking out and nowhere in their analysis do Global Trade mention that the war would drive up 
these prices. For dairy farmers what is a catastrophe for the poor is a chance to cash in as, according 
to the Irish Independent, their incomes will reach record levels in 2022. All in it together? Hardly.
Officially food prices are rising at 10%, year on year, but our basket reveals a different picture. We 
are seeing overall price rises of  16.5%, and that is in just 21 weeks (which is not even half  a year). 
Dairy products are set to rise even further this year and whilst the war in Ukraine will, conveniently, 
get the blame this seems to be more a product of  the EU being prepared to sacrifice consumers for 
a sustainability agenda. Of  course, we want a sustainable future, but not at the expense of  making 
ordinary life unsustainable in the here and now.
The fact is that for ordinary people small price rises are not easily absorbed. Their room for 
manoeuvre is often extremely limited. Only two goods (soup and pizza) are still retailing at the same 
price they were 21 weeks ago. The overall price rises have amounted to £2.21 a week. Remember, 
that in this time not only have those on benefits lost money, the recent mini-budget has also been 
used to disproportionately benefit the rich. Poor people in the UK, but most other countries too, are 
being sacrificed to enrich a section of  the population who do nothing but take, take, take. 
It is time to end this obsession with the free market as somehow having magical, God-like, qualities 
that can deliver fairness, justice and equality. It can deliver none of  those things. If  it were possible 
to do so, we would be living in a society in which up to half  a million children arrive at school each 
day malnourished. We need a society in which Gordon Brown does not need to give £150 of  his £13 
million net worth to help Kath’s Place a food bank in Lewisham threatened with closure.
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As Truss and her cronies 
blunder through another 
week, some on the Labour 
left have a glimmer of  hope, 

believing the Tories have lost 
the next election. They see echoes of  the Tories 
failing to recover from Major exiting the ERM 
in 1992. Some unions have mobilised, and some 
left wingers even believe they can influence the 
leadership.  But Starmer has changed things 
forever. Labour has lost its ideology and the rules 
are now rigged to exclude the left from having 
significant influence. With occasional exceptions, 
the Socialist Campaign Group has not challenged 
Starmer effectively. Starmer’s henchmen who 
orchestrate the witch hunt of  the left are quick to 
suspend or expel dissenters.
Those who support the new right-wing watered-
down meaningless version of  the Labour Party 
will be content, but it is unimaginable that it will 
ever embrace socialism again, fight capitalism 
effectively or mount a decent opposition to the 
Tories.  Jo Buchanan

Let me count the ways, that would be like numbering 
the stars, an endless task. Instead, I will list just 
three.
Poor leadership, Keir Starmer is a social 
commentator’s idea of  what a Labour leader should 
be like. He fails to inspire or even connect with 
core voters, despite endless talk about his ‘humble 
origins’.
Timid policies, nothing they say or do is in any way 
inspiring, any even remotely radical idea is stifled 
by excessive caution.
A lack of  passion, people are angry and want a 
party that will fight for their interests. Labour 
present as one determined to hunker down on the 

centre ground.
True progressive politics is to be found 

elsewhere, in the newly confident 
unions and movements like 
Enough is Enough, not a tired, 
lost Labour Party.
Adam Colclough

Starmer’s Labour has never believed in socialism. 
Starmer’s Labour is only concerned with tinkering 
at the edges of  a broken system.
Watching the shadow Cabinet singing the National 
Anthem  in their dark suits at the  Labour Party 
Conference this week, felt more like watching a 
business delegation from  1950. Today, people 
rarely wear suits, even in the most corporate of  
offices. Suits are mainly for weddings and funerals. 
They are certainly not worn at conferences
That’s it in a nutshell. They are not a party of  
radical ideas. They are trying to be mainstream, 
but are getting it wrong, not only their ideas but 
also the dress code. The only reason that they are 
making progress in the polls, is because they have 
been gifted Liz Truss and Kwasi Kwarteng.
A party that is obsessed with 
appearance, rather than values, 
will never achieve the change so 
necessary in broken Britain. 
Marilyn Tyzack

Why is Labour a lost cause?
To answer that question, I’m 
turning to The Daily Klingon, 
Tumblr’s most famous Klingon 
language blog.
batlhHa’ quvHa’choHta’mo’. HoQmo’. nepwI’pu’ 
DachoHchu’ta’mo’.
Because they have thrown away honour. Because 
they clothe themselves in false honour and act as 
flagrant liars.
Whenever I meet a Labour politician who sides 
with Keith Scammer, I always part with a Klingon 
blessing, chuDlI’ DamaghmeH SoHvaD Huch ‘ar 
DIllu’?
It doesn’t mean “Live long and prosper.” It’s 
Klingon for “How much money are they paying 
you to betray your own people?”
If  there is anybody in this universe who recognises 
devious, deceitful, and treacherous behaviour, it’s 
the Klingons.
Alex Greene

WHY IS LABOUR A LOST CAUSE?
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Compiled by Susie Granic, Luke Andreski 
and Ethical Renewal

Labour delegate suspended

Angelo Sanchez of  Leicester South CLP, the only speaker to oppose Composite 13 
at conference, which backed sending more weaponry to the authorities in Kiev, was 
suspended after stating: “If  you support this motion, motion 13 on Ukraine, you are 
not supporting the Ukrainian people, you are supporting only the United States, you 
are supporting neoliberalism, you are supporting imperialism.”
This came just after Keir Starmer said in his speech that differing opinions were 
welcome within the Labour Party. It would appear he was, as ever, being a tad 
economical with the truth.

Social Care

The government have now scrapped the increase in National Insurance. This was 
the major plank for increasing support for Social Care. In its place, Thérèse Coffey 
has announced a wholly inadequate £500m fund. 
In the real world the costs of  social care have exploded due to staff  wages and energy 
costs. The result is a shortfall of  £3.7bn. Increased demand and Brexit have also 
caused staff  shortages and fewer beds. The burden of  this will fall on hospitals, who 
are forced to retain patients when there’s nowhere to receive them. And winter is 
coming.

Consumption vs. investment

Giving tax cuts to the rich in the expectation that they’ll ‘trickle down’ has never 
worked. This is something even Joe Biden recently acknowledged. In the 80s the UK 
and Norway shared the massive bonus of  North Sea Oil. Thatcher gave this windfall 
away in tax cuts, which were spent on consumption. Norway’s view was that the 
billions of  pounds of  revenue did not solely belong to the current generation. They 
invested their windfall in a sovereign fund. Their Oil Fund now owns 1.4% of  the 
world’s listed companies, is worth $250k for each Norwegian, and keeps on giving 
year after year. An additional fund invests and supports Norwegian companies.
Truss’s economic illiteracy will only benefit the rich.

And finally, a thought on Italy’s new government

George Monbiot: “Fascism always claims to be a new broom, that will sweep away 
corruption and solve intractable problems. But in every case it is supported by 
oligarchs, Mafia’s and the billionaire media: in other words, the forces that created 
the mess it claims to solve. It’s a con.”
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under threat
IN A DEMOCRACY it is essential that voters have information on 

which to base their choice of  government, and that the choices 
should be people and parties with an above average commitment to 

justice and morality.
The Al Jazeera documentary “Labour Files”, coming in the same week that ideologues in 
the Conservative Party showed their absolute moral bankruptcy by deliberately plunging the 
country into financial chaos, point to the cancer at the very heart of  our democracy.
Reinforcing the findings of  the Labour Party’s own Forde Report the three-part documentary, 
based on leaked files, show a clear pattern of  disregard for due process, of  harassment, of  
bullying and of  a party that was prepared to, as one contributor put it, go to war on their 
own members with whom the Labour establishment (MPs and full-time staff) disagreed. The 
documentaries are shocking in their own right and should be essential viewing for anybody 
on the left considering joining, supporting or voting for Labour.
And, for existing members on the left, after seeing the way your BAME comrades were 
treated in Episode 3, are you really still proud to be part of  that organisation? Small gains at 
conference do not mitigate the fact that the people running this organisation are institutionally 
anti-socialist. Isn’t it time the left of  the Labour Party stopped pretending they are invited to 
the feast when all they get are a few crumbs from the table?
But, it is equally shocking that with the exception of  the Daily Express, the documentaries 
passed without comment from the UK’s national broadcasters and press. This is a series of  
documentaries, backed up by copious evidence, of  a conspiracy at the heart of  one of  the 
country’s main political parties. That conspiracy saw how, easily disproved, lies circulated 
without question by a media whose main interest seemed to be undermining the twice 
democratically elected leader of  the party.
Baroness Tessa Jowell’s allegation that Angela Eagle had been subjected to homophobic abuse 
by members of  Wallasey CLP could have been disproved by simply asking, as Al-Jazeera did, 
the people who were at the meeting where this was alleged to have occurred. They would 
have found that Angela Eagle did not even attend the meeting where the abuse was said to 
have taken place. This did not matter for the national press, they ran the story anyway. Only 
the Pink News bothered to print a refutation after speaking to CLP Chair Kathy Runswick.
Over time left-wing members were suspended and expelled as the national media played a 
supporting role amplifying every single allegation made against them. Eventually, accusations 
of  racism seeped into the national consciousness and whilst they may not have lost the 2019 
Election for Labour they certainly had an impact.
This story is wider than a factional spat in the Labour Party, it is wider than unanswered 
allegations of  lawlessness in the party, it is a story about whether democracy functions in a 
country where the mass media and the main political parties are in collusion to silence voices 
with which they do not agree. It is a story that goes to the heart of  whether voters in Britain 
can ever have a real choice, not just of  parties but of  ideas, in a democratic system that is 
rotten at its core.
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     Our own worst enemy
Why the left fight

Luke Andreski

It’s often said of  the political Left that we are our own worst enemy 
– quicker to fight among ourselves than to focus on our sociopathic 
adversaries on the Right.

History appears to support this accusation. We’ve got Marxists, Trotskyists, Bakuninists, 
communists, democratic socialists, revolutionary socialists, cooperativists, anarchists, syndicalists 
and many more factions and schisms – and they're all quick to disagree. It continues today, with 
factionalism and in-fighting seeming as commonplace as ever.
But why?

Stupidity vs intelligence
The explanation I’ll put forward in this article rests on a very straightforward assertion: that the 
Left are disadvantaged by being cleverer than the Right.
Now, it’s important to emphasise that cleverness is not in and of  itself  a good thing, despite 
its positive connotations in contemporary society. Clever people can be wicked and cruel, and 
meanness, selfishness and narcissism are scattered throughout ‘the intelligent’ just as they are 
among the rest of  the population.
The claim that left-wing beliefs act as an intelligence magnet is, however, empirical – and it’s a 
fact which creates a major problem for the Left which we’ll consider in a moment. But, before 
doing so, it’s important to consider an inescapable feature of  the human and biological world.

Complexity
We all live in a complex, multi-faceted physical and biological environment. Tens of  thousands 
of  species and billions of  individual entities co-exist in habitats formed by millennia of  
geological change. Break open a rock and you find a fossil. Microbes in their millions inhabit 
every square centimetre of  soil in your garden. The solid ground beneath your feet floats on a 
sea of  lava.
We ourselves are also complex, both physically and psychologically. Thirty-seven trillion cells 
cooperate to form a single human body. Neurons send messages to our brains at speeds 
equivalent to those of  a bullet – and neuroscientists discover new complexities in our brains 
on an almost daily basis.
Add to this our incredible creative energy – generating level upon level of  further social and 
cultural complexity – and we find ourselves in a staggeringly diverse and unpredictable 
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world.
This is what is called a complex system. It consists of  innumerable interacting sub-systems, positive and negative 
feedback loops, triggers, thresholds, pockets of  stability and areas or periods of  chaos.

The stupidity magnet
Against this highly complex background, the Left and the Right offer opposing political solutions to the same 
question: How should society be organised to our best advantage?
The Right are attracted to simplistic answers for a number of  reasons. These include:
• Controlling and authoritarian attitudes towards the world and others
• A resulting desire for uncomplicated and even brutal boundaries and rules
• A resulting willingness to manipulate others through the adoption of  simplistic slogans, explanations and 

promises
• An inclination toward hierarchicalism, and a deference to authority, with the constraint on independent 

thinking that this entails
• Insecurity in the face of  difference and complexity, impeding the application of  whatever intelligence the 

individual may have
• A conservative unwillingness to reach beyond the superficial and engage with our complex reality
• Plain stupidity, whether elective or inadvertent
And, of  course, any combination of  the above.

Why is simplicity stupid?
Simplicity can be elegant and beautiful – and it can also be deceptive. Einstein’s formula e=mc2 appears simple, 
but genius was required to generate the complex proof  leading to this conclusion.
In the context of  any serious social or ethical question (i.e. How should society be organised to our best 
advantage?) simplicity is a clear negative: it’s like trying to mend software with a spanner. It simply doesn’t 
engage with the complex nature of  the challenge.
That’s not to say that narrowly delimited problems can’t sometimes be solved using simple solutions, but even 
here, because of  the interdependence of  the countless elements comprising our complex world, apparently 
simple fixes will often have unforeseen and sometimes disastrous consequences.

Reality dysfunction
This attraction to the simple, despite our living in an incredibly complex world, creates a reality dysfunction for 
the Right. This is particularly apparent when stupid, simple slogans meet with complex reality and catastrophically 
fail. We see this dysfunction expressed in wars, in the failure of  populists when dealing with public health or 
environmental crises, in disastrous social policies such as forced industrialisation, partition, economic austerity 
and the fire sale of  public assets, and in pogroms and purges.
The ‘simple’ solutions favoured by the Nazis, on encountering reality, turned out to have unspeakably inhumane 
and far from simple consequences. These were heinous for their victims, but also caused great harm to the 
German population as a whole.

Complex engagement
So, even if  a fix is truly simple, in conception and implementation, it still needs to be approached intelligently 
(and, of  course, with morality and compassion).
We need to ask:
– What is it exactly that we are trying to fix?
– Is it a fix we should be undertaking?
–  Is this the best route to take to achieve our objectives?
– What might be the wider impacts of  our actions?
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The Left engage with this challenge. They acknowledge the complexity of  the world. They look for answers to 
our pressing social and ethical questions in the context of  this complexity. But it is precisely this which creates 
their Achilles’ Heel.

Three Laws of  Social Discord
I’ll explain.
Let’s begin by articulating three reasonably self-evident laws of  social discord.
First Law of  Social Discord
Intelligence plus Complexity equals Diversity
( I + C = D )
In other words: The harder a social or ethical problem is to solve, and the greater the numbers and intelligence 
of  those attempting to solve it, the greater will be the number of  solutions proposed.
Second Law of  Social Discord
Complex answers invariably outnumber Simple answers
( Ca > Sa )
In other words: There are only a limited number of  simple solutions that can be rationally proposed for any 
specific social or ethical question, but an innumerable number of  complex ones.
Third Law of  Social Discord
There will always be Discord between any two answers to social or ethical questions, no matter how marginal 
the difference
( If  a1 # a2 then Dis )
In other words: The creators of  any solution or theory understandably favour their own conclusions; adherents 
are attracted to solutions which match their temperaments and which they then defend; belief  systems calcify.

 The Discordant Left
These laws provide a useful framework within which to consider the discord of  the Left as opposed to that of  
the Right.
Because of  the right-wing attraction to simplicity (sometimes so simple it’s stupid), the Right coalesce around 
a limited number of  discrete, simplistic answers, regardless of  whether these are suitable for application to our 
complex social and biological world.
Meanwhile, the Left are not truly a single entity, but rather a spectrum of  differing, complex answers (1st Law), 
which tend to be greater in number than their simple kin (2nd Law), and between any two of  which there is 
likely to be as much discord as between a coalesced right-wing position and any other stance (3rd Law).
As a result, the totality of  discord between the more complex answers offered by left-wing thinkers will invariably 
be greater than the totality of  discord between the fewer and simpler answers of  the Right.

A double-edged sword
The ‘in-fighting’ critique of  the Left has quite naturally been weaponised by the Right for the purposes of  
propaganda. What else would you expect? But this critique is double-edged. The Left use their intelligence to 
put forward solutions which engage with the complexity of  the world, some of  which may be incorrect, but 
many of  which, because they fit more realistically within a complex-systems approach, could potentially deliver 
great benefit to our society and species.
However, as a result of  the range, depth and complexity of  these solutions (or, in other words, their intelligence), 
the left’s internal conflict is proportionately increased.  Meanwhile the Right argue less… but this is only on 
account of  a stupid simplicity which is likely to harm us all.
Therefore the question we need to ask is, How can the Left cohere and tackle the Third Law of  Social Discord 
(‘There will always be discord between any two answers to social or ethical questions, no matter how marginal 
the difference’) while retaining their intelligence and without becoming as dangerously simplistic and stupid as 
the Right?  Unless we can answer this question, our ability to resist the continuing rise of  neoliberal fascism 
remains fatally flawed.
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In British schools, children are taught that there are fundamental, 
almost immutable, British Values. They are the following:

• Democracy.
• The rule of law.
• Individual liberty.
• Mutual respect.
• Tolerance of those of different faiths and beliefs.

With the British Monarchy and the House of  Windsor very much in the spotlight due to 
the recent passing of  Queen Elizabeth II, it is notable just how divergent this apparently 
ubiquitous institution is from these much touted values.
Democracy may seem an obvious one, as the Head of  State in the UK is not elected, 
but the problems go much deeper than that. Shortly before she died, Queen Elizabeth 
II, the unelected Head of  State of  the UK, asked the unelected Prime Minister of  the 
UK (one Liz Truss) to form a government. The House of  Lords, in which the Monarch 
sits to deliver their addresses to Parliament (perish the thought they should address the 
Commons) is unelected. It is also replete with the titled and privileged, a reflection of  the 
Monarchy itself.
The Rule of  Law has to be one of  the most egregious examples of  how the Monarchy 
makes a mockery of  British Values. From the protection afforded to royals being 
investigated for terrible crimes to the reigning Monarch’s sweeping immunity from laws, 
it is evident that some people are, indeed, above the law.
When it comes to Individual Liberty, you might think the Monarchy may be more 
innocent. But the more observant among us might have noticed how dissenters have 
been treated in recent days – behaviour more reminiscent of  authoritarian dictatorships 
than flourishing democracies. Moreover, the incessant propaganda, from round-the-clock 
coverage on publicly owned national broadcasters to saturation of  imagery on electronic 
billboards, makes any kind of  liberty questionable.
With regards to Mutual Respect, it should simply suffice to say that the funerals of  
British citizens were cancelled on the day of  the Queen’s funeral. If  anything shows 
disrespect, nay, utter contempt, for Britons up and down the country, it is the notion that 
the funeral of  a royal personage is somehow more important (and takes precedence) over 
the funerals of  their own loved ones.
Below is an image of  King Henry VIII, undoubtedly one of  the most famous (or 
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infamous) of  Monarchs. His separation from the Church in Rome and the establishment of  the Church of  
England, with the Crown at its head, changed both Christendom and England, and later Britain, forever. To 
this day, the reigning Monarch is still the head of  the Church of  England. 
And although this, of  itself, does not prevent Tolerance of  those of  different Faiths and Beliefs, it does (and 

certainly has historically) associate the governance of  the country 
with one specific denomination. Many Catholics to this day can 
testify to the ill-treatment it has oft accorded them. And the way 
in which Queen Victoria’s confidante, Abdul Karim, was painted 
and treated, as well as the House of  Windsor’s reaction to the late 
Princess Diana’s romance with the late Dodi Fayed, suggests that 
very intolerant sentiments still persist.
So, in conclusion, it would appear that it is possible to be a 
supporter of  British Values. And it is possible to be a supporter 
of  the Monarchy. It does not, however, appear to be possible to 
be a supporter of  both (not without enormous levels of  cognitive 
dissonance, anyway).
King Henry VIII of  England, stained glass at Hampton Court. 
Photograph by Tom Podmore from Unsplash. 

Read online 
Image by tom-podmore-U3xRdlt5vV0-unsplash

What is history anyway? It’s a 
human creation for sure, stories of  
happenings from our collective past. 

Given how old the Earth is, our recorded history 
doesn’t go back very far, a few tens of  thousands 
of  years, maybe a bit more. Most of  the ancient 
stuff  is due to discoveries by archaeologists. 
One of  the world’s oldest human cultures, the 
Aboriginals of  Australia, goes back about sixty 
thousand years, a matter of  seconds in the long 
history of  our planet.
But no matter, think yourself  lucky because you may 
just have witnessed the most important event in world 
history – the funeral of  Elizabeth II. Being ‘interviewed’ 
on Laura Kuenssberg’s new show, Sir Lindsay Hoyle, 
speaker of  the House of  Commons said: “We should 
not let anything overshadow the most important event 
the world will ever see and that is the funeral of  Her 
Majesty”
Wow! Where to start with that? Well, I guess it was 
predictable from a sycophantic groveller like Hoyle, who 
has been useless since he became Commons speaker. 
And of  course he was roundly mocked on social media 
– as he should have been.
So what was the most important event in history? Social 
media provided some contenders – the Big Bang, fall of  
the Berlin Wall, the French Revolution, Einstein’s Theory 

of  Relativity, VE day, the building of  the Pyramids – the 
list goes on. Take your pick but I would go with any of  
those before Lizzie’s funeral.
In addition, the BBC had to tell us that vast numbers of  
the British watched the funeral on telly. A peak of  29 
million viewers watched in the UK. That’s lower than 
the 1966 World Cup Final as you might expect (32.3) 
million. I’m not sure where the BBC got their figures 
from, but I know at least one episode of  Eastenders has 
had a bigger audience – Den serving Angie with divorce 
papers (30.15 million) – and that was in a time when the 
UK population was a lot lower than it is now.
What was my most important telly moment? Watching 
the Moon landing live in 1969 with my Dad and a 
neighbour, who gatecrashed because he didn’t have a 
TV. This is closely followed by the 1966 World Cup Final 
and Manchester United winning the European Cup in 
1968.
If  the dinosaurs had been able to keep a record, no 
doubt their most important event would be their demise 
due to an asteroid hitting the Earth 66 million years 
ago – the real life Don’t Look Up. Thanks to climate 
emergency, and the failure of  governments around the 
world to address it, maybe, one day soon we’ll be able to 
watch our own demise live on TV. Now that will be the 
most important event in our world history……… watch 
this space.

The Most Important Event In World History
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Responses to 30 Million Tears by Dave Middleton

Lies, damned lies and YouGov polls
In my experience, You Gov are quite devious with their polls, they separate you into two 
groups before the poll starts. I suspect that the first question asked whether you support 
the monarchy or not. Among those answering yes, it is feasible that 44% cried or welled 
up or became teary and the survey can claim accuracy. The respondents who answered 
against the monarchy would probably have received a different set of  questions and the 
results need not be published. Lies, damned lies and statistics.
Maggie Bennett

Tory backed?
YouGov is a Tory backed organisation. I dumped it when that was explained to me and 
have not taken part in their polls since.
Geof  Hughes

Emotional response
It would have been helpful to know why people reacted emotionally. “Because it reminded 
me of  my Mum dying” is very different from, “The death of  the queen made me cry.”
Glenn Holmes

Responses to Why the left fight by Luke Andreski

Tankies vs the liberal left
There is much truth in this. However, surely there are many other factors at play. Take 
the opposing analysis and positions taken on the war in Syria: there are totally conflicting 
positions here (e.g. on the White Helmets) taken by people who otherwise agree on many 
other issues (e.g. Palestine,capitalism). Those who side with the grayzone and those with 
bellingcat, for example. There is certainly complexity here, but is this really the cause of  
the differences (we could include others, e.g. role of  NATO)? There seems to be those 
who side with whoever the US opposes (e.g. so-called “tankies), including authoritarian 
regimes, and those who are more critical of  the authoritarian regimes (sometimes labelled 
“the liberal left” by the others). We know the people and media organisations on either 
side (personally, I am confused, both sides seem to have merit, though I lean towards the 
more anti-authoritarian – e.g. George Monbiot rather than Jonathan Cooke et al). Is it 
really just different views resulting from the complexity of  the issues (and of  course it is 
very difficult to judge the evidence presented by both sides)? Of  course, each accuses the 
other of  bad faith, of  being paid by those in power, on either side. I don’t have an answer, 
but feel that something deeper is going on (psychological?).
Stephen Morley

We welcome your responses to what you read in Critical Mass and the Sunday 
Socialist. You can leave a comment on the bottom of  posts, or use the contact us 
form to tell us what you think. 

Or email: editor@creatingsocialism.org
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Parallels
A response by Mike Stanton

WHEN I 
read Parallels in 
the July edition 

of  Critical Mass Magazine, 
I could understand why 
the author was drawing 
parallels between the 
Conservative Government’s 
policy towards the 
disabled and the Nazis’ 
policy of  ‘euthanasia’ or 
state sponsored murder. 
Estimates vary, but Teri’s 
figure of  275,000 disabled 
people killed by the Nazis 
is realistic. And this 
Government is killing many 
thousands of  disabled 
people with its policies.

Disability and 
Avoidable Deaths

It is hard to come by figures for 
deaths of  disabled people in 
the UK that can be linked to the 
Government. The Independent 
suggested that 17,000 had died 
while waiting for a decision on 

their benefit claims. There have been all too many high-profile cases of  people starving to 
death or committing suicide when their benefits were stopped or suspended.
The benefits system is notoriously hard to navigate. Assessments by under qualified DWP 
staff  or private contractors are used even when they contradict the medical records of  health 
professionals. Excess deaths amongst the learning disabled during COVID point to a system 
that is inherently hostile to the people it is supposed to serve.
But, as Teri points out in her article,
The Tories are not the Nazi Party. They do not, as far as we know, have a secret plan to promote 
racial purity by wiping out those who do not conform to their ideal.
Teri still finds the parallels “uncanny”. And she is not alone. The carnage in care homes during 
COVID was often framed as a deliberate attempt to wipe out people with high care needs and 
reduce both the burden on the state and save on pensions.
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Creeping Fascism
When examining the broader opposition to Johnson’s attacks on racial minorities and refugees, his clampdown 
on legitimate rights to protest and attempts to disenfranchise sections of  the electorate by voter ID, some on 
the left have suggested that this is a sign of  creeping fascism. In one scenario the Tories are in the process 
of  transforming themselves into a fascist party. Others argue that they are adopting authoritarian positions 
which are paving the way for a future fascist party to take power.
My rule of  thumb is that if  an authoritarian regime can be voted out of  office it is not fascist. If  it has to be 
overthrown by force of  arms it is fascist. By that measure the Tory Party have a long way to go before we 
can draw realistic parallels with fascism. But we still have to oppose their authoritarian streak in case it does 
become totalitarian.

Tories Just Don't Care
To return to the plight of  disabled people in the here and now, they should enjoy our unconditional support 
in their fight against this hateful and despicable government. But, like Teri, I do not believe that Tory policies 
are motivated by hatred or fear of  disabled people because of  their supposed threat to racial purity.
The reality is much more banal. The Tories just don’t care. Disabled people are not the target. They are 
collateral damage. Disabled people died under the Nazis because they mattered. The Tories let them die 
because they don’t matter.

Parallels
I am pleased that Teri raised the parallels because it set another thought going in my head. Lots of  mainstream 
writers try to persuade us that the Nazis were some horrific aberration, the result of  a temporary collective 
madness in Germany 100 years ago. If  they are going to compare them to anything it is usually Communist 
Russia. Stalin? Hitler? They were both terrible, both evil, but nothing to do with us, guv.
Except they are. It was capitalism in the Victorian era that simultaneously plunged millions into poverty 
while using divide and rule to distinguish between the so called ‘deserving poor’ and the ‘undeserving poor'.

Eugenics
When Darwin produced his revolutionary account of  evolution it was subverted by Social Darwinists, 
capitalist sympathisers, to defend free market competition as the survival of  the fittest. This led to scientists 
coming up with a new ‘science’ of  Eugenics to justify the state interfering with people’s right to have 
children. By their account, if  you were either mentally or physically ill or disabled, you were a threat to the 
gene pool. Untold thousands were sterilised in hospitals and asylums across the world. The USA led the way, 
and enforced sterilisation was only abolished in Sweden in 1975. It is still enforced there for people seeking 
gender reassignment.
And guess what? Eugenics was the brainchild of  Sir Francis Galton, a very clever Victorian English gentleman 
and pillar of  the establishment. So Hitler’s ideas about racial purity had already been given respectability in 
the UK, Sweden, and the USA before he took them to extremes and replaced enforced sterilisation with 
extermination.

Dangers
We are not on the brink of  Nazism. I may be wrong, but I do not think we are even at the stage of  creeping 
fascism in this country. But we do live in a capitalist world that is content to place profit before climate 
catastrophe. They care not a jot for the suffering of  billions worldwide and millions here in the UK. As long 
as we do not seriously threaten their power, they are content to tolerate liberal democracy and even put up 
with social democracy.
But when it comes to a life-or-death struggle between capitalism and socialism, make no mistake, our rulers 
will embrace Nazism to enforce our deaths. Fascism is in the nature of  the beast. Teri is right to alert us to 
the dangers.
Read online

https://creatingsocialism.org/parallels-a-response/
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Protesting for Palestine in 

Eastbourne
Photo: Ann Marcial
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The People’s Assembly march and 

rally in Darlington

Going to a demo, rally or picket line. Take a photo and send it to us for inclusion here. Organising 
an event then let us know so that we can let others know.

https://creatingsocialism.org/

Photos: Susie Granic
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The electoral reform debate 
and Labour’s left
Dave Middleton

Back in May, I wrote that there was nothing inherently fair about PR. That was going to be my last 
word on the subject. The problem is that PR is an idea that not only refuses to lie down, but is fast 
becoming the Alamo of policy proposals for many on the left.

Momentum sent out an email following Labour Party Conference which claimed “socialist policies are 
now the mainstream in the Party”. Coming in a week in which the party failed to rebut claims of racism 
and harassment of left-wing members, this seemed an absurd, even delusional, assertion. So, what was 
it based on?

“Delegates passed motions on a £15 per hour minimum wage, public ownership of rail & mail, 
proportional representation, and an end to NHS privatisation,” they tell us. But to be clear none of 
these are particularly radical. Even the Tories have now committed to an element of public ownership 
in rail, and it is not clear from what Starmer or Reeves are saying that any of these will make it into 
the next manifesto. Because in true ‘socialist’ fashion that is not a decision for the membership but a 
small group of Starmer loyalists.

And, of course, then there is proportional representation. Since May when I last wrote about it we have 
two elections in Europe that show the dangers of PR. In both Sweden and Italy, one a bastion of social  
democracy, the other with a fascist past, it is the PR element in their voting system that has allowed 
them into power.

I can mention an example closer to home. In Wales, where I live, we have a so-called hybrid system 
of FPTP and PR for the Welsh Government. In 2016 on just 13% of the vote UKIP won 7 seats. They 
did so having failed to convince the electorate in every single seat where they stood a named candidate. 
Neil  Hamilton, the disgraced former Tory, became leader of their group with no commitment to Wales 
beyond its ability to revive his flagging political career.

As Josh Simons pointed out recently in Labour List: “what motivates many PR advocates is not primarily 
a desire to secure democracy but to get rid of the Tories.” Unfortunately, PR seems to have the exact 
opposite affect. Where a country is moving leftward, such as New Zealand, PR can shore up the left 
vote. But where it is shifting to the right as we have seen recently it is the right, and particularly the far 
right, that benefits. PR is a gamble, not just with who wins an election, but what kind of country you 
live in. Is it a gamble worth taking?

There is no doubt we need a debate about electoral reform. Neither of the main parties want to have that 
debate. The Tories win because they get more votes. Starmer has already ruled out any electoral reform 
agenda if he becomes Prime Minister.

In other words, absorbing your energy into fighting for policies that simply won’t get enacted, prevents 
you from arguing for changes that we do need. As we point out elsewhere democracy has become 
a broken and discredited means for some to enrich themselves whilst leaving the rest of us on the 
sidelines.  Our debate should be about the kind of democracy that will bring decision making closer to 
those affected by the decisions, not closed down to gaming the system so that one party can never win, 
even if the party is the Tories. 


