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A Budget Fit  
For A Keynes? 

When the Liberal Democrats made him Prime 
Minister in 2010, David Cameron and Chancellor 
George Osborne accused Labour of leaving the 
country bankrupt, with a massive debt and huge 
deficit. Liam Byrne, Labour’s Chief Secretary to 
the Treasury had left a note to his successor saying, 
“Dear Chief Secretary, I’m afraid to tell you there 
is no money left”. A crass comment, immediately 
exploited by the coalition. The following ten years 
of austerity were therefore deemed necessary to 
get the country’s finances into a reasonable shape. 
Government departmental budgets were cut and 
tightened all round. Local government in particular 
was badly hit, leaving councils with little choice 
other than to cut funding for social care and to close 
libraries, Sure Start centres and youth venues. All this 
had a massive negative impact on local communities. 
But reducing the debt and closing the deficit, it was 
claimed, took priority over all else.

With Boris Johnson installed as Prime Minister all 
that has changed. The debt and the deficit are now 
of little concern. Johnson and his government have 
put clear blue water between today’s Conservative 
party and the party as it has been since Thatcher. This 
move away from previous support for fiscal prudence 
is justified on the grounds that careful management 
of the country’s finances over the last decade through 
brutal austerity, has resulted in a strong economy and 
the opportunity to spend bigtime.

Now that Johnson can boast that Brexit is done, 
(when it clearly isn’t), and the economy is sorted, 
(when it is still in the doldrums), the government 
can act as a fairy godmother and sprinkle stardust 
everywhere. But all this talk of a strong economy 
is mere bluff to hide the real economic facts. The 
economy is not strong. Productivity is stagnant, 

business investment has stalled, and wages have only 
just reached the level they were at in 2010, the result 
of a decade of unnecessary austerity. Jeremy Corbyn 
pointed out repeatedly that austerity was a political 
choice, not an economic necessity. 

The Cameron coalition government and that 
led by Theresa May could have borrowed at low 
interest rates for capital investment to further 
stimulate the economy and create well paid jobs. 
(It was growing when Labour left office in 2010).
The Johnson government has recognised this, even 
though the national debt will increase hugely. Labour 
Affairs welcomes this reverse in Conservative 
policy. Borrowing to grow the economy is sound 
Keynesian economics.  Labour should congratulate 
the government on adopting the policies in its 2019 
‘Marxist’ election manifesto.

At the 2019 general election the Conservative 
manifesto promised to balance the books by 2023. 
A pledge they hope to fulfil. But the effects of Brexit 
and the Covid-19 virus will make closing the deficit 
by 2023 virtually impossible. Brexit and the virus 
will impact negatively on businesses and individuals. 
As the virus spreads there are alarming signs that 
companies are going bust with workers losing their 
jobs. This was acknowledged in last month’s budget. 
(And in the measures announced since.) It was 
referred to as a coronavirus budget. But the looming 
threat of a hard Brexit also hung over it.

Opposition to the change in the ideological direction 
of the Conservative party will come, not from 
Labour, but from the small-state, tax cutting section 
of the Conservative party in parliament. The budget 
envisages a big role for the state, while tax cuts have 
been kicked into the long grass. But the Chancellor’s 
first priority is to tackle the virus epidemic. In his 
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budget speech he promised that 
“Whatever extra resources our NHS 
needs to cope with Covid-19 it will 
get. Whatever it needs, whatever it 
costs, we stand behind our NHS”.        

Public spending will rise by 
£170bn over five years, with an 
estimated total of £928bn in public 
spending in 2020/21, an increase of 
£81bn over 2019/20. Superficially 
attractive, but nowhere near enough 
to make up for the losses of the 
years of austerity. And it pales into 
insignificance compared to the 
£600bn for infrastructure investment 
over the next five years. 

The Chancellor announced 
an emergency cash injection of 
£12bn for the NHS, business and 
households to fight the coronavirus, 
with the promise of a further 
£18bn. But in unveiling a £350bn 
package of government-backed 
loans to help business, less than a 
week after his budget statement, 
the Chancellor  recognised that the 
country is facing its greatest crisis 
since the Second World War. A war 
on the virus was  declared and we 
know from experience that there 
is always a magic money tree to 
finance a war. The fact is that the 
government can create as much 
finance as it deems necessary. The 
claimed need to balance the books 
was a ruse. We can only hope that 
the present crisis leads to a rejection 
of ‘household economics’ which is 
entirely inappropriate for a state that 
is sovereign over its own currency. 
Money that the government creates 
cannot be owed to itself. By buying 
bonds the government is actually 
reducing the national debt. However, 
the pretence is still kept up that the 
books will be balanced and the deficit 
reduced over the medium term.

The extra cash for the NHS is 
welcome, but it will not heal the 
wounds caused by ten years of 
austerity. Austerity has left the NHS 
with a shortfall of 100,000 vacancies 
and 17,000 fewer beds. Johnson 
promised an extra 50,000 nurses if 
the Conservatives won the election. 
But nurses and doctors can’t 
suddenly be conjured like rabbits out 
of a magician’s hat. It takes years of 
education and training. Doctors and 
nurses will continue to be recruited 

from overseas
While money for the coronavirus 

crisis and big infrastructure projects 
made the headlines, there were 
mixed offerings elsewhere in the 
budget. Help for those affected 
by ten years of austerity and for 
underfunded social care was meagre 
or absent altogether, and therefore 
largely unreported. Working-age 
benefits, including universal credit, 
will increase by 1.7%, after a four-
year freeze. But nothing for social 
care, although it is widely accepted 
there is a serious crisis. 

The increase in the minimum wage 
will help low paid workers. However, 
the self-employed and workers in 
the gig economy are excluded from 
the increase. Extra money for the 
affordable homes programme should 
help low income first time buyers. 
And an increase in beds for rough 
sleepers should ease the pressure on 
rough sleeping on our streets. But in 
general public services, including 
local government, received little 
help.

And there were other downsides 
to the budget. Experience shows 
that the continuing freeze on fuel 
duty and the £27bn for road building 
over the next five years will simply 
increase capacity on our roads. When 
more roads are built, more vehicles 
fill the space created. Air pollution 
will increase. Currently, 90% of the 
UK’s carbon emissions come from 
road vehicles. The emphasis should 
be on improving local bus services, 
particularly in rural areas, and 
creating safer cycling routes in our 
cities and towns. And there was not a 
word from the Chancellor on making 
the nation’s buildings energy-
efficient, which reduces energy use 
and heating costs. 

Standing at the despatch box, 
delivering his budget statement, 
the Chancellor sounded as if the 
increased spending was entirely the 
gift of the new government, when 
parts of it had been planned by his 
predecessors. His plans may go 
pear-shaped if there is a downturn 
in growth over the next three years 
or so. The cut in the bank rate, in 

Continued On Page 3
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two stages, from 0.75% to 0.1%, 
the lowest in the bank’s 326 years 
history, plus £200bn through its 
quantitative easing programme, 
is designed to avoid that. Fingers 
will be crossed in Downing Street, 
with the Prime Minister and his 
Chancellor hoping that a further 
downward twist in events will not 
upset their plans. 

The coronavirus crisis presents 
Labour with an opportunity to 
re-orientate thinking on how 
the economy should work. The 
current belief in both major 
parties is that the government is 
deeply dependent on the private 
sector for the funding it needs to 
undertake its responsibilities. In 
fact the government has no funding 
problems. As we pointed out earlier, 
it can create as much finance as it 
deems necessary. The UK is not 
in the Eurozone and therefore has 
control over its own currency. The 
UK is a currency issuer and has no 
need to borrow money from the 
private sector to fund what it needs to 
do. Labour should ram the message 
home that the government can do 
whatever is necessary to grow the 
economy. By doing so, it will show 
that the decade of Conservative 
austerity, driven by a reactionary 
ideology, was a huge mistake.

Continued From Page 2

Parliament was prorogued on 
21 November 1918 to allow for 
the general election held on 14 
December. Parliament resumed 
on 4 February 1919. The King’s 
Speech and the following Debate 
on the Address was the first 
business of substance of the new 
Parliament.

The December 1918 general 
election was the first election in 
which women over the age of 30, 
and all men over the age of 21, 
could vote. It resulted in victory 
for a Conservative-Liberal 

coalition government, with the 
Conservatives the dominant 
partner. Lloyd -George remained 
as Prime Minister.

KING’S SPEECH. 
11 February 1919 
Mr. SPEAKER I have to 

acquaint the House that this 
House has this day attended His 
Majesty in the House of Peers, 
and His Majesty was pleased to 
make a most gracious Speech 
to both Houses of Parliament, 
of which, for greater accuracy, I 
have obtained a copy, which is as 
followeth: —

My Lords, and Gentlemen,
The dissolution of the last 

Parliament, followed almost 
immediately upon the collapse 
of Germany under the ceaseless 
blows of the Allied Armies. Since 
that date the terms of the Armistice, 
which have been more than once 
renewed, have been perseveringly 
enforced. The enemy forces have 
retired behind the Rhine, and 
have surrendered much of their 
armament. The Allied Armies 
have occupied the bridgeheads 
across that river, thus laying open 
the road into Germany should she 
attempt to renew the war. During 
the same period the might of the 
German Navy has been shattered 
by the surrender of the enemy’s 

submarines and the internment of 
his main fleet in My ports.

These great results, which 
give practical securities that 
the struggle between German 
tyranny and European freedom 
is at an end, and that a new era 
has dawned, has been achieved 
by the vigilance and disciplined 
efficiency of the British and Allied 
Fleets, and by the courage, the 
endurance, and the determination 
of My Armies and the Armies of 
the many Nations fighting with 
them.  Among the resolutions 
to be submitted to you will be 
one asking you to give solemn 
expression to the gratitude of 
My People for the achievements 
and sacrifices of those who have 
suffered for the Country’s cause 
by land, and sea, and air.

In order to reap the full fruits 
of victory and to safeguard the 
peace of the world an adequate 
Army must be maintained in the 
field, and proposals which will 
be necessary to secure the forces 
required will be submitted to you 
in due course.

For the last month a Conference 
of My Plenipotentiaries and of the 
Representatives of all the Allied 
and Associated Powers has been 
assembled in Paris to deliberate 
upon the terms of a just and 
lasting peace. Their discussions 
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have been marked by the utmost 
cordiality and goodwill and by 
no disagreement. They have 
made good progress with the 
examination of the numerous and 
varied problems which will require 
settlement in the Terms of Peace, 
and I trust that before the Session 
is far advanced Preliminaries of 
Peace will be signed. I rejoice 
particularly that the Powers 
assembled in the Conference have 
agreed to accept the principle of 
a League of Nations, for it is by 
progress along that road that I see 
the only hope of saving mankind 
from a recurrence of the scourge 
of war.

I took an early opportunity to 
visit France and to convey to 
the President of the Republic the 
heartfelt enthusiasm with which 
My People acclaimed the final 
liberation of her territories and 
the vindication of the national 
unity of our faithful friend and 
ally. I was deeply moved by the 
demonstration of cordial affection 
which I received during My visit.

It has also given Me great 
pleasure to receive in this country 
the President of the United States 
of America. The enthusiastic 
welcome accorded him is a proof 
of the goodwill which all sections 
of My People feel towards the 
great Republic of the West, and 
an earnest of the increasing 
understanding with which I trust 
they will act together in the future.

For the last few months the 
Imperial War Cabinet has been 
in continuous session, and My 
counsels in regard to the War and 
external affairs have been both 
strengthened and enlightened 
by the presence of the leading 
Ministers of My self-governing 
Dominions, and of representatives 
of My Indian Empire. The 
inspiring sacrifice and the 
invaluable service which have 
been rendered by the Peoples of 
the Dominions and of India during 
the War have won for them an 
important place in the counsels of 

the world, and it has been a source 
of especial satisfaction to Me that 
their title to representation has 
been fully recognised in the Paris 
Conference.

I trust that the Reports of the 
Committees which are now 
enquiring into matters connected 
with Indian Constitutional 
Reform will be received in time 
to enable a Bill on the subject to 
be presented in the course of the 
Session.

The position in Ireland causes 
Me great anxiety, but I earnestly 
hope that conditions may soon 
sufficiently improve to make it 
possible to provide a durable 
settlement of this difficult 
problem.

Gentlemen of the House of 
Commons,

You will be asked to make 
further provision for meeting 
the permanent charges resulting 
from the War, and the new 
expenditure required for purposes 
of reconstruction.

My Lords, and Gentlemen,
The aspirations for a better social 

order which have been quickened 
in the hearts of My people by 
the experience of the War must 
be encouraged by prompt and 
comprehensive action. Before 
the War, poverty, unemployment, 
inadequate housing, and many 
remediable ills existed in our land, 
and these ills were aggravated by 
disunion. But since the outbreak 
of War every party and every class 
have worked and fought together 
for a great ideal. In the pursuit of 
this common aim they have shown 
a spirit of unity and self-sacrifice 
which has exalted the nation and 
has enabled it to play its full part 
in the winning of victory. The 
ravages of War and the wastage of 
War have not yet, however, been 
repaired. If we are to repair these 
losses and to build a better Britain, 
we must continue to manifest the 
same spirit. We must stop at no 
sacrifice of interest or prejudice 

to stamp out unmerited poverty, 
to diminish unemployment and 
mitigate its sufferings, to provide 
decent homes, to improve the 
nation’s health, and to raise the 
standard of well-being throughout 
the community. We shall not 
achieve this end by undue 
tenderness towards acknowledged 
abuses, and it must necessarily 
be retarded by violence or even 
by disturbance. We shall succeed 
only by patient and untiring 
resolution in carrying through the 
legislation and the administrative 
action which are required. It is 
that resolute action which I now 
ask you to support.

A large number of measures 
affecting the social and economic 
well-being of the nation await 
your consideration, and it is of 
the utmost importance that their 
provisions should be examined 
and, if possible, agreed upon 
and carried into effect with all 
expedition. With this object in 
view, My Government will invite 
the consideration of the House of 
Commons to certain proposals 
for the simplification of the 
procedure of that House which, it 
is hoped, will enable delays to be 
avoided and give its Members an 
increasing opportunity of taking 
an effective part in the work of 
legislation. You will be asked to 
approve a Bill for the creation 
of a new Ministry to deal with 
public health, with a view to the 
establishment throughout the land 
of a scientific and enlightened 
health organisation to combat 
disease and to conserve the 
vigour of the race; also a Bill to 
establish a Ministry of Ways and 
Communications with a view 
to increasing and developing 
the industrial and agricultural 
resources of the country by 
improved means of transport. 
You will be asked to consider 
measures for effecting a speedy 
increase on a large scale in the 
housing accommodation of the 
country, for the fulfilment of the 



Labour Affairs  5

No. 306 - April 2020

pledges given to Trade Unions, for 
the prevention of unfair competition 
by the sale of imported goods 
below their selling price in their 
country of origin, and for increasing 
industrial and agricultural output, 
without which a considerable and 
permanent betterment in the national 
condition cannot be effected. 
Proposals will also be laid before 
you for encouraging settlement on 
the land, particularly by those who 
have been in the fighting forces of 
the Crown, for providing suitable 
men with the necessary agricultural 
training and for enabling them to 
stock and equip their holdings, 
and for the reclamation of land and 
the promotion of a comprehensive 
scheme of a forestation.

Finally, I commend to your earnest 
consideration the industrial problems 
of the time. That the gifts of leisure 
and prosperity may be more 
generally shared throughout the 
community is My ardent desire. It is 
your duty, while firmly maintaining 
security for property and person, to 
spare no effort in healing the causes 
of the existing unrest, and I earnestly 
appeal to you to do all that in you 
lies to revive and foster a happier 
and more harmonious spirit in our 
national industrial life.

I pray the Almighty God may 
vouchsafe His Blessing on your 
Labours.

DEBATE ON THE ADDRESS.
11 February 1919 
Colonel Sir RHYS WILLIAMS 

(in military uniform) I beg to move, 
“That a humble Address be presented 
to His Majesty, as followeth:

Most Gracious Sovereign, We, 
your Majesty’s most dutiful and 
loyal subjects, the Commons of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg 
leave to offer our humble thanks to 
your Majesty for the gracious Speech 
which your Majesty has addressed to 
both Houses of Parliament.”

The selection of a serving soldier 
and a sailor to Move and Second 
the Address is an honour conferred 
upon the Army and the Navy which 
will be warmly appreciated by the 
sister Services. The duty of the 
Mover of the Address in the past 

has been a difficult one. To touch on 
controversial matters, without taking 
a part, is a delicate operation. But a 
new era has opened—a new day has 
dawned. The great national danger 
through which we have just passed 
has knit the nation together as it has 
never been knit before.

The Gracious Speech which we 
have just heard read contains little 
or no controversial matter. It will 
be received by all who have the 
welfare of the country at heart with 
acclamation, and every section of 
this House will, I know, welcome 
wise measures for improving the 
health of the nation—measures for 
the improvement of the housing 
conditions of the community, 
measures for improving transport 
facilities, measures for encouraging; 
settlement on the land, measures 
for increasing the output from our 
industries and the output from 
agriculture, all vital to the prosperity 
of the nation. Is not the Gracious 
Speech a recognition that the country 
has earned special measures and 
that it has proved itself worthy of 
generous treatment by its conduct in 
the War?

While history is read, will it 
ever be forgotten—that passionate 
outburst of patriotism which greeted 
the outbreak of war? How by tens of 
thousands, and then by hundreds of 
thousands, of our men here and our 
kinsmen from the Dominions rushed 
to join the Colours, till the greatest 
Navy in the world was amply manned, 
and the greatest voluntary Army 
in the world was formed; and how 
5,500,000 men voluntarily joined the 
Colours! It will never be forgotten 
how every reverse which our arms 
abroad received was only a stimulus 
to recruiting—a sure sign that the 
heart of the nation was in the right 
place, and that it was not the glamour 
of war that attracted our men, but 
the feeling that the nation required 
them. Our fighting ancestors have no 
cause, I think, to be ashamed of their 
descendants. Will it ever be forgotten 
how money poured out in a golden 
flood for the use of the State? Up to 
the 18th of January of this year the 
amount raised by War Loans came to 
the gigantic total of £4,175,000,000. 
In addition there has been raised 
by War Savings Certificates 

£217,000,000. The splendid total is 
£4,392,000,000 sterling. Before the 
War British Government securities 
were held by 345,000 persons. 
British securities are held to-day by 
16,000,000 persons, one in every 
three of the population of Great 
Britain— 5316,000,000 shareholders 
in the world’s greatest undertaking, 
the British Empire.

The nation was ready to give of 
its all for the State. A new Empire 
had been created, a united Empire 
as in the days of old, when Romans 
in Rome’s quarrel spared neither’ 
land nor gold, Nor son nor wife nor 
limb nor life, In the brave days of 
old, When none was for a party, All 
were for the State. The responsibility 
rests on Parliament to see that those, 
who have subscribed get a return for 
their confidence, and that they get 
dividends of health as well as wealth. 
His Majesty’s Gracious Speech 
points out the way. While giving 
due credit to our admirals and our 
generals, let it never be forgotten that 
the victory which is ours is due to our 
men—our splendid men.

Let it never be forgotten that the 
soldier of to-day whom the nation 
delights to honour is the worker 
in the factory and on the farm of 
yesterday and to-morrow. They must 
reap the fruits of their victory. What 
are the fruits of victory? A greater 
share in the markets of the world, so 
that they may increase their earning 
power, so that they may improve 
their conditions of life, and make 
those conditions worthy victors in the 
greatest of the world’s wars: a fitting 
reward for their patriotism. What is 
patriotism? Is it love of country? Yes, 
but not only love of country. Love of 
country is not enough. Love without 
confidence is not a permanent 
condition. Love of country and faith 
in our destiny is patriotism. It is that 
faith in our destiny which has led us 
to success throughout the War. It is 
that which has been the underlying 
force which has supported us through 
the dark days and throughout the four 
long years of desperate struggle, four 
long years in which it was a long 
time before the light came. It is faith 
in our country that has done that, 
and we must preserve that faith. The 
splendid example of untiring energy 
which has been set by His Gracious 
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Majesty and the Gracious Lady who 
shares his throne has done much to 
encourage that confidence, and I 
would like to add that the Army will 
never forget the very gallant officer 
who has seen service on three fronts 
and who, like the stormy petrel, 
always seemed to contrive to be at 
hand when the hurricane was fiercest. 
I refer to his Royal Highness the 
Prince of Wales. The example set by 
the Royal Family we must continue 
to follow.

Ours is a great nation, and has 
done its great best, but we must not 
relax yet. There is much to do. Our 
great national industries, dislocated 
by four years of war, have not yet 
recommenced. Much valuable time 
is being lost. The labour troubles, of 
which we have had some experience 
are much to be deplored; but they 
are small matters compared with the 
great national danger through which 
we have just passed. We must retain 
our sense of proportion. Owing to 
the dislocations of trade, labour 
differences are inevitable. It is also 
equally inevitable that in a highly 
intelligent community such as ours 
solutions for these labour questions 
will speedily be found. The country 
is worthy of our trust. We learned in 
December what little sympathy the 
country has for that small and noisy 
section which professes to prefer 
anarchy to a constitution based 
on freedom, and moulded by the 
experience of centuries. There must 
be no hanging back in the hope that 
prices of materials may fall and that 
times may improve. We have to start, 
and start at once, in the race for the 
markets of the world. In this race the 
man who gets off with a bad start has 
lost. What business ever prospered 
in which large enterprises did not 
enter, and where no risks were run? 
Patriotism demands that we should 
encourage that spirit of enterprise 
which inspired our forefathers, and 
created our Empire. That spirit of 
enterprise we must invoke now. It 
must enter into our whole national 
life and stimulate all our efforts. 
Our industries must be set going in 
full blast, and at once. The hum and 
throb of our industry must be felt 
throughout the world. After four 
years of war, the whole world is a 
buyer, and the whole world is in want. 

Unemployment should be unknown. 
If there is a tendency to hang back, 
the Gracious Speech from the Throne 
should give encouragement. We must 
have faith in our nation, faith in our 
destiny, and then we shall reap the 
fruits of our victory. We shall assure 
the prosperity of the nation; we shall 
raise up to the memory of those 
who have made the Great Sacrifice 
a memorial in which our kinsmen 
across the seas will have their share, 
a memorial which, I hope, will last to 
the end of time—the memorial of a 
great Empire made greater, happier, 
and nobler still.

Commander DEAN (in naval 
uniform) In rising to second the 
Address in reply to His Majesty’s 
most Gracious Speech from the 
Throne, which has been so ably 
proposed by my hon. and gallant 
Friend (Colonel Sir Rhys Williams), 
I must ask the kind indulgence of the 
House. I realised that the difficulties 
would be great when I was first asked 
to speak on this occasion, but they 
are much greater to me now, as I 
am only just immediately out of bed 
after a severe attack of influenza. I 
do not find it easy, as a stranger in 
this House and in such an assembly, 
to deal at all adequately with such an 
honourable task, but I am conscious 
that rather than as an honour to me 
personally my position here to-day is 
meant as a compliment to the Service 
which I, as a member of the Auxiliary 
Patrol, have the honour to represent, 
and perhaps I may be permitted also 
to take it as an honour to my native 
town which has been so good as to 
elect me as one of its representatives. 
My hon. and gallant Friend, in 
proposing the Address in reply to His 
Majesty’s most Gracious Speech, has 
so well covered the ground that very 
few words of mine are necessary. 
But I am glad to note that there is 
every hope of the terms of peace, 
or at any rate the preliminaries, 
being settled in the near future. I 
trust and believe that they will be 
such terms as will be worthy of the 
effort which has cost the country so 
many thousands of lives. I am glad 
to note the very prominent position 
given in the Speech to the housing 
question, because I feel personally 
that that question is the absolute 
foundation of any social reform that 

there may be. It is absolutely useless 
to my mind—and I have some little 
knowledge of industrial districts—to 
give higher wages and more leisure 
time unless the people can spend that 
leisure time in comfortable homes 
and surroundings.

His Majesty, in his Gracious 
Speech, points out that it is one 
duty, while maintaining the rights 
of property and persons, to spare 
no effort in dealing with the causes 
of disunion and unrest. I have little 
doubt myself that we shall soon pass 
through these troublous times. [Sic]  
We have one very great safeguard, 
namely, the loyalty of the people to 
the Throne, a loyalty which, to my 
mind, has been the backbone of the 
country during the War. In 1914 it 
constituted almost our only arm. 
“For King and Country” were no idle 
words to the hundreds and thousands 
of men who flocked to the Colours 
in those days, and the bond of union 
between the people and the Throne is 
to-day, I venture to think, as strong 
as it ever was. How many heads of 
families who had sons at the War 
must have felt humbly grateful to 
their Majesties when they realised 
that they also had sons who were 
fighting with the Army and the 
Navy? I think that if we continue to 
hold the ideal of King and Country 
in the peace that is coming as we 
did during the War we shall have no 
difficulty in carrying out the desire 
set forth in His Majesty’s Gracious 
Speech; we shall not be very long in 
passing through the troubled waters, 
and again reaching that harbour of 
peace from which we set out in 1914. 
We can then rest content that we have 
worked together to make our country 
a better place for coming generations. 
Our cause shows that we have learnt 
to live and let live, and we shall have 
proved to future generations that we 
have learnt the many lessons which 
four and a half years of war have 
taught us. I should like to thank the 
House for the kindly way in which it 
has listened to me.

The next issue of Labour Affairs 
will include more speeches from 
the Debate on the Address.
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Froggy
News From Across The Channel

What is happening in France?
Some measures are taken at local level only, curfews 

from 6 pm in some urban areas to force the recalcitrant 
indoors.

But let’s start with Macron’s first speech to the nation 
in mid-March.

He addressed ‘his dear compatriots’ with his usual 
pomp and ceremony, on his own, seated at a splendid 
desk in the gold office of the Elysée Palace, looking 
intensely serious, a French flag and a European flag are 
at his side.  At the end, the Marseillaise is played.

He made practical announcements, such as the 
extension of the ‘winter truce’ (when tenants cannot 
be evicted) for 2 months, and a similar truce on 
disconnection to gas or electricity in case of non-
payment, also until end of May. He closed schools from 
the 16th March, keeping a childcare service for essential 
workers.

When it comes to employees, the French leader 
announced the implementation of an “exceptional and 
massive mechanism of partial unemployment”. For 
companies, it will be possible to postpone “without 
justification, without formality, without penalty [the] 
payment of contributions and taxes due in March”.  The 
State will pay 70% of salary for the newly unemployed, 
100% for those on minimum wage.

He maintained that the municipal elections for Sunday 
15th March will go ahead.  (The second round on 22nd 
March did not go ahead.)  He was criticised for doing 
this, as today those who manned the polling stations and 
counted the votes have fallen ill in significant numbers.

He went beyond practical measures to talk in general 
about the modern economic model.

After urging the nation to “question the development 
model in which our world has been engaged for 
decades”, Macron recalled that “free health care, with 
no conditions of income, career or profession, our 
welfare state are not costs or burdens but precious 
goods. They are indispensable assets when fate strikes, 
which this pandemic reveals”.

This is in a way typical of Macron, known by his 
catch phrase ‘en même temps’ [at the same time] or 
‘on the one hand, and on the other’.  He is capable of 
maintaining one thing and its opposite at the same time.  
His actions have followed one direction, that is, the 
liberal ‘development model’.  

Sarkozy also made pronouncements against the 
liberal system, at the time of the 2008 crisis.  He said 
famously:

“Self-regulation to solve all problems, that’s over. 
Laissez-faire, that’s over. The idea that the market can 
do no wrong, that’s over.” It was not the least bit over.

When states saved the banks everything went back to 
what passes for normal.  Macron was elected to further 
‘modernise’ France, i.e. dismantle its social model and 
privatise.  

Influence on Boris Johnson?
The newspaper Liberation claimed that Boris 

Johnson finally closed schools, pubs and restaurants 
under pressure from Macron, who threatened to close 
French borders to UK travellers otherwise.  This is also 
reported in the Financial Times.  It is not confirmed by 
either party, but chimes with what the Prime Minister 
Edouard Philippe in an interview on Tuesday 17th 
March said:

“If neighbouring countries, Britain for instance, 
stayed for too long in a situation without taking these 
measures, then we would find it hard to accept on our 
soil British nationals who would have been moving 
freely in their own country.”

Banning short selling
Short-selling involves borrowing shares to sell them, 

effectively betting their price will fall so they can be 
bought back cheaper, allowing the investor to pocket 
the difference.

Short selling was one of the causes of the 2008 
crisis.  People defaulted on mortgages, causing losses.  
Financial experts betted on this default on a massive 
scale, (so-called short selling) and the pay outs on the 
successful bets compounded the crisis into something 
unmanageable.

In the present crisis, firms are losing money.  It is still 
possible to place bets on them falling further and make 
astronomical profits when they do fall further.  French 
firms are under attack in this way.

Faced with a further fall in prices on Monday (16 
March), the Autorité des marchés financiers (AMF), 
the French market watchdog, banned short selling for 
24 hours on 92 stocks, a measure that may be extended 
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to prevent investors from betting on 
a decline in stock value.

“Given the significant price 
declines that have occurred in 
recent days on the financial 
markets, the AMF has decided to 
take an emergency measure,” the 
AMF announced in a press release. 
These suspensive measures could 
be extended for up to one month, 
according to Bruno Le Maire, the 
economy and finance minister.

“I will not hesitate to use all the 
instruments at my disposal for 
companies attacked on the markets,” 
said Le Maire, adding that  “this 
may involve capitalisation or equity 
investment. I can even use the term 
nationalisation if necessary”.

h t tps : / /www.eurac t iv. com/
section/coronavirus/news/after-
declaring-war-on-covid-19-france-
readies-measures- to-uphold-
economy/

Inequality
Confinement shows up social 

inequalities sharply.  Who has large 
airy flats in a leafy neighbourhood?  
Who can still earn money by 
working from home?  Who depends 
on charity (food banks in England, 
soup kitchens in France) when 
charity stops?  England has much 
greater inequality.  For example 
in England, 4 million households 
pay their gas and electricity with 
pre-paid cards, topped up in non-
food shops subject to closures.  In 
France that system does not exist, 
everyone has the same type of 
payment account.

English children will miss their 
free school meals; France does not 
have free school meals, instead 
the cost of school meals is means 
tested, so everyone is in the same 
boat.  (In England, in some areas, 
children with free school meals 
may not get the same meals as 
those who pay.) 

Confinement also shows up the 
Western model, where more people 
live on their own due to high rates 
of divorce and the breakup of 
family ties.  Self-help books and 
the women pages of the Guardian 

talk about  ‘Co-dependency’ as a 
condition that afflict the inadequate 
and needs sorting out.  It wasn’t 
clearly spelt out what it meant, 
presumably that life was unpleasant 
in the absence of loved ones.  The 
implication was that a modern 
healthy person should be able to 
live on their own, with take it or 
leave it relationships.

Francois Ruffin
Francois Ruffin is a France 

Insoumise (FI) MP, and also a 
journalist publishing a quarterly 
paper with stories of everyday hard 
life.  Now confined, he broadcasts 
from his kitchen, interviewing a 
variety of contributors.

Of WW2 the English remember 
that ‘they stood alone’, and won 
the war, more or less single 
handed.  The French remember the 
programme of the National Council 
of the Resistance, which founded 
the French social model.  Everyone 
refers to it, including people like 
Sarkozy, when it’s time to rally the 
troops.  It is in people’s minds again 
in the present circumstances.  Since 
Macron says we are at war, Ruffin 
and others say yes, we are, and like 
the last big war, things won’t be the 
same again once it’s over.

He wants to use confinement 
time to formulate a programme 
for change for after the crisis and 
he is asking for examples of key 
demands.  He seems to think that 
he needs to do this by himself, with 
help from listeners and his 100, 000 
subscribers online.

It is remarkable that he does not 
turn to his party (Melenchon’s La 
France Insoumise) for inspiration, 
in fact he ignores it totally.

It must be admitted that 
Mélenchon is not inspiring.  His 
group of 17 MPs did not vote for 
the Macron plan for action in the 
crisis because according to them it 
does not go far enough.  Refusing 
publicly to join the national effort 
is not a good idea, and Mélenchon’s 
speech was a confusing mixture 
of practical solutions and obscure 
sentiments. He demanded the 

requisitioning of 1,000 textiles 
factories to make masks, and of 
other factories to make respirators, 
which sounds a probably 
constructive suggestion.  But he 
concluded his speech in words not 
designed to be understood by the 
masses, or by anyone apart from 
himself:

“Neither now, nor never, do we 
forget that our lives are our works 
as Prometheus enabled it.  We fight 
no other enemy than the mistakes 
and the excesses of a lifestyle.”

Ruffin doesn’t seem to have 
much of an idea himself.  His first 
suggestion for a key demand is 
‘Ban advertising’. A listener made 
a brilliant suggestion:  “Retirement 
at 60 for all workers who turned 
out to be indispensable after all 
(retail, health, care workers).  
Another listener suggested banning 
speculation, defined as bets on 
stocks rising or falling.  

The Communist Party group 
joined the FI in not voting 
government measures, because 
it wasn’t clear that a proposed 
extension to the working week could 
not be interpreted as permanent. 
The class struggle does not stop. 
The unions protested against part 
of the government measures; the 
proposal was that employers could 
impose a one week paid holiday 
starting now.  Thanks to union 
protest, employers will now have 
to negotiate a date.

At least the opposition, unlike 
in England, has not been spending 
its time discussing the modern 
equivalent of the sex of the angels.  
Froggy will continue on the topic 
of ‘the class struggle goes on’ and 
report of the progress of Ruffin’s 
programme for the future.
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Making Up For Lost Ground
Mark Langhammer

Today is the first day of the great 
schools shut-down. Last week felt 
like a whirlwind of meetings – with 
education employers, the Minister, 
the Department of Education, 
other unions – culminating in the 
UK government finally waking up 
to the extent of the Covid-19 or 
Corona virus and implementing a 
close-down of schools and a whole 
range of economic activity.

With a vaccine perhaps 
18 months away, it seemed 
obvious that non-pharmaceutical 
interventions aimed at reducing 
contact and disease transmission 
required both mitigation aimed 
at reducing peak health-service 
demand and suppression. We got 
the former, not the latter.

Everyone is doing their best, in 
trying times. I’ve no doubt that 
teachers will do the right things 
but “Oh-Boy” are we not badly 
prepared? The UK (and, as a 
consequence, Northern Ireland) 
are starting from a long way back.

First reactions are rarely the best. 
Our education system worried first 
about the integrity of GCSE and 
A-level exams and wanted schools 
to remain open. The National 
Education Union (NEU) argued 
that this was for the birds.  A 
divided Stormont Executive told 
us they were following scientific 
and medical advice from the Chief 
Medical Officer. He, in turn, was 
following UK advice. NEU wrote 
to the Prime Minister asking to see 
the advice.  We didn’t get it! What 
was clear in Northern Ireland was 
that two different policy responses 
to the same scientific and medical 
advice couldn’t make sense.

South Korea, Taiwan and (after 
initial hesitancy) China have 
reacted to C-19 with alacrity and 
scale to stamp out the disease. 
Scandinavian nations like Norway 
and Denmark have cushioning 
from much more generous welfare 
safety nets than we do. Sovereign 

wealth funds step into the breach, 
manufacturing is instructed 
to orientate towards socially 
necessary tasks and people – yes 
people – are put first. Not here, at 
least initially!

The free-market mindset 
gripping the UK initially saw a 
laissez-faire approach to the virus 
threat. Soft guidance rather than 
direction and instruction. Boris 
Johnston’s government first toyed 
with the idea to allow up to 60% 
of the population to contract C-19 
which would lead – they thought 
– to a so-called “herd immunity”. 
The Daily Telegraph’s Jeremy 
Warner made clear that this 
approach was not unintended: “Not 
to put too fine a point on it, from 
an entirely disinterested economic 
perspective, the Covid-19 might 
even prove mildly beneficial in the 
long-term by disproportionately 
culling elderly dependents.” (Daily 
Telegraph 3rd March). Reliance 
on ‘herd immunity’ and a spot of 
the Downing Street ‘nudge’ theory 
beloved of Dominic Cummings 
were the order of the day.

Our welfare systems, sick-pay, 
unemployment benefit, homeless 
provision and the absence of 
protections for ‘gig’ workers, the 
low-paid and others throw into 
sharp focus that we are reaping the 
seeds of ten years of austerity and 
forty years of “post-industrial” 
free-market ideology. The food 
security of citizens, growing no 
more than 50% at home, seems 
reckless policy now. This “feed 
off the world” policy is long 
standing and derives from Empire 
days when the Royal Navy could 
enforce its will on all-comers.  

The UK Government, initially, 
dithered. It was prepared to treat 
the welfare of its citizens in a 
cavalier fashion. So what changed? 
It took two threats to “call out” the 
UK government. First, the threat 
of Macron’s France closing the 

border to UK traffic, and second, 
the potential for Imperial College’s 
MRC Centre for Global Infectious 
Diseases to release the detail of its 
advice to Government.1

The free-market mind-set, 
focussed on financialised capitalism 
to the detriment of manufacturing 
and productive economic activity, 
is at a distinct disadvantage in 
this crisis.  Authoritarian China 
can commandeer the production 
of millions of surgical masks, 
respirator masks, infection test 
kits. Fourteen temporary hospitals 
were built in Wuhan alone within 
a month!

By contrast, the UK’s testing 
capacity is negligible. In Northern 
Ireland we appear to have no 
testing capacity at all. Medical 
staff have not yet been tested, 
let alone citizens. Production of 
necessary equipment has been out-
sourced! Switching the priorities 
of what’s left of the manufacturing 
sector requires time, commitment 
and support. We haven’t even 
managed the distribution of toilet 
rolls.

Credit where it is due, albeit 
late in the day, in his third 
emergency budget in a fortnight, 
Friday’s measures announced by 
Chancellor Sunak guaranteed 80% 
of employees’ wages up to £2,500 
a month. Hurray! One cheer! The 
scale of what we face needs a 
proportionate response. The UK 
was able to bail-out delinquent 
and degenerate banks with open-
ended liquidity. This C-19 requires 
similar scale response – this time 
to bail out the citizens.

But we’re facing this from a long 
way back, with a lot of ground to 
catch up.

1 Summarised in The Observer, 
22 March 2020, p 27-32. Full report 
at https://www.imperial.ac.uk/mrc-
global-infectious-disease-analysis
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Keeping In Touch
Eamon Dyas

 The extent to which a culture of individualism has 
pervaded society has disguised the basic underlying 
feature that holds it together. While that culture of 
individualism has been around for some time it’s 
only really in this generation with its reliance on 
mobile phones and the way in which what is called 
virtual networking sustains personal bubbles that 
people have lost track of the importance of the tactile 
element of what underpins society. 

That tactile need has always asserted itself in 
people’s work and how they socialise but the 
recognition of its importance has been to a large 
extent unacknowledged in the way that the alternative 
virtual world has been elevated into the primary role 
of what is perceived as communication.  

This has served urban-dominated western cultures 
very well. Urban life creates an unnatural - for want 
of a better term - level of interaction. People are 
physically heaped on top of each other and space 
becomes a premium both physically and emotionally. 
Yet at the same time the continuing need to deny 
that crucial space to people cannot be conceded - at 
least not in any organic way. The resulting paradox 
was acknowledged in the past (and continues to be 
acknowledged) by the role allocated to public spaces 
like parks and plazas in urban planning. But, unlike 
rural life these spaces are not a natural feature of the 
primary activity of what they do - how they go about 
making a living in their normal lives. They remain 
a thing apart - a bit like the artificial landscapes 
constructed for the animals in zoos. They meet a 
need but only to a limited extend.

But humans are infinitely adaptable and in urban 
life that adaptability expresses itself in the way that 
modern individualism has emerged. Denied the 
feature of a rich and meaningful external physical 
space people are compelled to find refuge in their 
internal space. But not primarily in a passive 
contemplative way. Rather in an active and assertive 
way that lays emphasis on the construction of a belief 
in their own uniqueness. The more the world around 
them assumes the features of sameness the more the 
need to believe in something different within. 

Yet, underneath it all is the core fact that in the 
modern world we need each other to an extent 
unprecedented in our history. Our physical existence 
is now reliant on myriad strands of contacts over huge 
distances. That need has resulted in and been made 
possible by the modern means of communication. But 
while it serves that purpose it fails to serve the core 
need that we as tactile entities continue to demand. 

Modern communication systems sustain and 

encourage the individualism of modern life and it has 
enabled a belief to emerge that it serves our primary 
social needs. The current demands being placed on 
society will reveal the extent to which this is true. It 
may be that we have evolved in a generation to the 
extent that it is true but I hope not.

I was encouraged yesterday by the sight of a 
neighbour being visited by their daughter and grand-
daughter. In compliance with the social distance 
recommendation instead of entering the house they 
communicated with each other through the window. 

These neighbours are fully aware and have access 
to things like Skype and FaceTiming and could - 
indeed probably do - regularly communicate via 
these facilities with their daughter and granddaughter. 
However, in this instance the desire to see each other 
in the flesh was something that needed to be done. 
It’s that need that will probably be the undoing of the 
current plans for a long-term social lockdown.

  

WHEN NO NEWS IS NO LONGER GOOD NEWS

You were trucking along the highway of knowledge
  when the engine stopped
and all you knew lost its polish.
  Now you worry if you can ever adopt
to that long walk into doubt.
  Dishonesty had already seen your political beliefs
come almost to an end,
  They who had taken over made it a rout
 and the only answer was bitter media articles
  penned.
The temples that had been built to greed and 
  exploitation
could no longer match the temple of our own
  body and soul
and that could mean termination,
  something worse than a mere virus,
the extinction  
  of our worldly human role.
Now we are uncertain of everything.
  Where have we been
when we haven’t noticed it’s Spring
  where everything is growing except us
for we are blinded  by  the unpredictable, 
  the unseen.

Wilson John Haire.  26th March, 2020.
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Notes on the News
        By Gwydion M. Williams

Do As We Say, But Voluntarily
British schools were closed on 

Friday 20th March. Too slow. 
Children often get a mild cold 
from Covid-19. Spread it to each 
other, and then back to their 
families.

The government suggested 
we stay home if we could. Then 
commanded it on Monday 23rd.

All along. they have dragged 
their heels.  Reluctant over a crisis 
in the real world that makes them 
discard more of the Thatcherite 
heritage.

Lives will be lost, that would 
have been saved had this 
government acted sooner.

“The latest UK government 
strategy to slow the coronavirus 
epidemic could lead to between 
35,000 and 70,000 excess deaths 
over the next year, according to 
an instant analysis by scientists 
from University College London, 
the University of Cambridge and 
Health Data Research UK.

“The team of clinicians, 
statisticians and epidemiologists 
says the UK measures do not go 
far enough in stopping the spread 
of the disease or identifying the 
most vulnerable high-risk groups. 
The government should ‘do more 
in the pursuit of suppressing 
the epidemic whether through 
enforced lockdowns or enforced 
social distancing rather than 
voluntary measures’, they add.”1 

Things are worse in the USA:
“The nation’s doctors, nurses 

and other health care providers 
have spent days trying to alert us 
to a crisis: The United States has 
a shortage of medical equipment. 
1 h t tps : / /www.f t .com/content /
b887d344-6c8b-11ea-89df-41bea055720b  
(subscriber site)

There aren’t enough masks, 
ventilators, inhalers and other 
equipment to treat Covid-19 
adequately. The shortage will lead 
to needless deaths and will cause 
the virus to spread more widely.

“This is the kind of national 
emergency that only presidential 
leadership can solve. But President 
Trump has decided not to solve 
it. He has declined to mobilize 
American business to respond 
forcefully because doing so would 
violate his small-government 
ideology. His advisers have said 
so in anonymous interviews, and 
he made a similar point in his 
news conference yesterday.”2 

“The deep ideological roots 
of Trump’s botched coronavirus 
response

“How the GOP’s decades-
long war on expertise sabotaged 
America’s fight against the 
pandemic.”3 

But in Britain, people safely 
distanced from responsibility are 
objecting. The Daily Telegraph 
headlined it as an ‘End of 
Freedom’.4 

Most British newspapers were 
wiser. When it comes to the crunch 
– when they or their friends might 
be hurt – they accept that the state 
has a right to command.

For civilised life to continue, 
a state must have a right to 
command even when it may be 
wrong. It needs an extreme error 
to justify outright opposition.  

Rather less for non-cooperation. 
2 David Leonhardt, Opinion Column in 
the New York Times, circulated to subscribers 
on 23rd March
3 https://www.vox.com/policy-and-
politics/2020/3/17/21176737/coronavirus-
covid-19-trump-response-expertise
4 https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/blogs-
the-papers-52013243 for the 24th March

Many past laws are now seen as 
wrong – notably racial and sexual 
discrimination.

What’s wrong is the New 
Right attitude, deriving from 
Libertarian theory, which itself 
is a hodgepodge of silly views. 
Government is bad. People should 
not be told what to do. But people 
must also be stopped from doing 
the wrong thing.

A typical New Right Egoist sees 
people as morons when they look 
after their own selfish interests, at 
the cost of his own vastly more 
important selfish interests.  

It is seldom put like that. But 
it is behind the protests about 
hoarding. People are simply 
responding rationally to a panic.

Libertarians hope that money 
pressures and social pressures 
will get the ‘best result’. Or even 
privatised violence to fix things, 
of the sort idealised in the very 
popular Superhero films.

Irregular violence is a highly 
authoritarian system. Not always 
wrong. But unless you are a 
member of some persecuted 
minority, you would be wiser to 
trust to state power.

A smart persecuted minority may 
get control of state power, at least 
at local level. And can drop the 
irregular violence. Irish Catholics 
almost everywhere have been 
very good at that. They have even 
got partial control of the regional 
government in Northern Ireland, 
set up to be solidly Protestant.

African-Americans got a bad 
dose of Coolheart attitudes 
when they achieved integration 
– Coolhearts would instantly 
accept them when it ceased to be 
dangerous or unpopular.
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The Secret of MMT
Even before the Covid-19 crisis, 

Boris Johnson’s government had 
restored the common-sense notion 
that governments can mobilise 
unused wealth.

He sacked a Chancellor who 
resisted this. With a solid majority 
keen on Brexit, his position is 
very strong. He authorised a vast 
give-away, not always to those 
who merited it.

The Tories have moved onto 
the old ground of the pre-Blair 
Labour Right.  Restored what was 
once called ‘Butskellism’: the 
consensus between Tory Left and 
Labour Right that held from the 
1940s to 1970s.

Weirdly, the former Blairites 
are now well to the right of Boris 
Johnson on economic matters. 
Will they soon realise how silly 
this is?

MMT normally means Modern 
Monetary Theory. But it could 
just as well be called Magic 
Money Tree.

Trees flourish only in the right 
soil. If a government spends 
too freely, you have the classic 
problem of ‘too much money 
chasing too few goods’. Inflation 
happens, and everything gets out 
of control.

But that only happens when the 
state prints money for resources 
that are not there. Printing 
some extra money can mobilise 
unused resources – especially the 
unemployed.

Some people are alarmed at the 
banks ‘inventing money’. This is 
also known as Fractional Reserve 
Banking.  Banks rely on most 
depositors not asking for their 
money back, because most money 
is out on loans.  Mostly out to 
people lacking the cash to repay 
immediately, even if they wanted 
to. Which could crash the bank, 
with ordinary people losing most 
of their money.

But with the government there 
as back-up, this is not a risk to 

ordinary depositors.  Nor to the 
economy as a whole.

Such a set-up would not be 
possible had the New Right ideal 
been fully realised. But the rich 
and powerful always treated the 
theorists as lackies. They could be 
safely ignored when the answers 
did not suit.

The ‘theorists’ deserved scorn.  
Their work was just a cover for 
shifting vast amounts of wealth to 
the rich.5

The world as a whole cannot be 
consuming more processed goods 
and services than it produces. 
One country can grow rich at the 
expense of another. Britain with 
its Empire consumed foreign 
wealth, especially from India and 
China. But other parts of Europe 
also rose. Germany became very 
strong with only a small Empire 
that may have been a net cost.  
Bismarck correctly tried to avoid 
this.

Human societies can consume 
natural resources. All consumed 
vast amounts of wood, and the 
lack of trees helped turn some 
of the oldest civilised regions 
into barren deserts. Currently, 
many waste irreplaceable soil and 
groundwater.

We have also used both the 
seas and the atmosphere as vast 
dustbins, into which all sorts of 
waste could be safely dumped.  
But now the seas are full of plastic 
waste. Greenhouse Gases are 
changing the climate.

Only state action can fix it. And 
apart from the US Republicans, 
Brazilian rightists and Australia’s 
Liberal–Nationalists, everyone is 
slowly adjusting.

Climate Abnormalities
Britons nowadays are much the 

same height as when I was young. 
Often fatter, but no taller.

Several inches taller, on average, 
5 https://labouraffairsmagazine.
com/problems-magazine-past- issues/
the-mixed-economy-won-the-cold-war/

than working-class people of 
older generations. Not so much 
with the middle class and upper 
class. Good feeding had produced 
a big shift.

I saw the same in Japan – the 
older, the smaller. But within 
normal human limits.

Had the last 20 years suddenly 
seen large numbers of women of 
6 foot 3 and men of 7 foot, we’d 
assume that something else had 
happened. Something odd and 
worrying.

‘Height Increase Skeptics’ 
might say ‘but there have always 
been some women and men as 
tall as that’.  Also ‘look, you 
still see people five foot tall and 
less’. Which is indeed true in the 
real world – there is Gwendoline 
Christie, but she stands out in 
almost any company.  The actor 
who plays Chewbacca in Star 
Wars is 7 foot 2: but there are only 
2,800 people in the entire world of 
7 foot or over.6   A fair number are 
found in Professional Basketball, 
where their height gives an unfair 
advantage.

Increasing numbers of very tall 
people would be clear evidence of 
a worrying change to our biology.

Increasing numbers of unusually 
warm days, months and years 
are clear evidence of an out-of-
balance climate.

Someone in television might 
bring together large numbers 
of unusually tall people. Set 
them against some well-known 
celebrities to make an analogy 
that might convince some of the 
climate skeptics.  

And it is urgent:
“This winter in Europe was 

hottest on record by far, say 
scientists

“Climate crisis likely to have 
supercharged temperatures 
around world, data suggests.

“New regional climate records 
6 h t t p s : / / p e r c e n t a g e c a l -
c u l a t o r . m e s . f m / i n t e r e s t i n g - f a c t s /
how-many-7-footers-are-in-the-world
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are usually passed by only a fraction 
of a degree. Europe’s winter was 
3.4 C hotter than the average from 
1981-2010.”7 

“What winter? Earth just had 
its second-warmest December-
February on record.”8 

“Bushfire crisis conditions 
eight times more likely under 2 C 
warming, analysis shows.”9 

“Climate change boosted 
Australia bushfire risk by at least 
30%.” 10

“Australia fires were far worse 
than any prediction.”11 

“Grace gravity mission captures 
Greenland ice loss.”12 

I’m also delighted to see the Right 
nail their colours to the mast of a 
sinking ship.  Not all of the Right, 
and some on the Left still over-react 
to the link to the anti-technology 
Deep Greens. But enough to further 
discredit them.

Incidentally, size ratios for 
women and men are hard-wired 
into our biology. And while couples 
of all sizes can be found, I think the 
most common pairings is the top 
of the woman’s head level with 
the man’s ears.  This applies across 
ethnic groups, where the average 
is often different from the British 
norm.

It is otherwise among our ape 
and monkey relatives – some 
more equal and others less so.  
In mammals generally, combat 
between males means males larger 
than females – presumably larger 
than the optimum for their way of 
life.  Males can be twice as large, or 
even more.

Our own modest difference is less 

7 https://www.theguardian.com/envi-
ronment/2020/mar/05/truly-extreme-winter-
2019-20-in-europe-by-far-hottest-on-record
8 https://eu.usatoday.com/story/news/
world/2020/03/13/climate-change-earth-had-
second-warmest-winter-record/5043841002/
9 https://www.theguardian.com/
australia-news/2020/mar/05/bushfire-crisis-
conditions-eight-times-more-likely-under-2c-
warming-analysis-shows
10 https: / /www.bbc.co.uk/news/
science-environment-51742646
11 https: / /www.bbc.co.uk/news/
science-environment-51590080#
12 https: / /www.bbc.co.uk/news/
science-environment-51954988#

than for chimps or gorillas. Fossil 
evidence is imperfect, but probably 
less than our subhuman ancestors.

Trump and Saunders
“Trump Voters Aren’t Who You 

Think They Are…
“It’s true that whites without 

college degrees overwhelmingly 
voted Republican. Were they 
struggling? No, on the contrary 
nearly 60% of these voters were in 
the top half of the national income 
distribution. 20% had household 
incomes over $100,000. In fact, 
Hillary Clinton roundly defeated 
Trump among Americans making 
less than $50,000 a year. The most 
economically vulnerable voters 
voted for the Democratic candidate, 
53%–41%.

“In this data, a clearer picture of 
the average Trump voter beings 
to emerge. They are financially 
comfortable. They do not have 
a college degree. And, most 
importantly, they are white. Race, 
followed by level of education, 
are the single biggest predictors of 
whether someone voted for Donald 
Trump in 2016. Level of income 
and class status are not…

“For millions of white Americans, 
Trump is exactly what they want. 
They vote for him not in spite of 
his prejudices and racially charged 
rhetoric but because of them. 
Trump has defined himself as one 
who will protect our centuries old 
racial caste system from a long list 
of perceived threats: immigrants, 
feminists, people of color, social-
justice warriors, liberals, socialists, 
and so on and so forth. He is the 
defender of America’s racial order.

“This has been true of all nearly all 
Republican presidential candidates 
over the last 100 years and it’s 
born out in the steadfast support 
of the white electorate. Dating 
back to Franklin Roosevelt’s 1945 
campaign, Republican presidential 
candidates have lost the white vote 
only once, in 1964, to Lyndon 
Johnson. In 2016, Trump won the 
white vote 54%–39%. Romney 
won it 55%–38% in 2012, and 

Bush won by even greater 58%–
41% margin in 2004.

“To be sure, Trump is unique 
among Republican leaders in 
the tone and tenor of his racially 
charged rhetoric. He is a dramatic 
departure from the coded and 
cloaked racism of George H. W. 
Bush’s infamous 1988 Willie 
Horton campaign ad. But I don’t 
think that’s a coincidence. For the 
first time, white Americans are 
being told they will no longer be the 
majority in the near future. Their 
sense of vulnerability has made 
them feel threatened and insecure, 
and in this state they have found 
their man.”13 

And this sunk the hopeful 
campaign of Bernie Saunders.  He 
did much better running against 
Hilary Clinton in 2016, when few 
expected Trump to win. This time, 
Saunders said:

“While our campaign has won 
the ideological debate, we are 
losing the debate over electability. 
I cannot tell you how many people 
our campaign has spoken to who 
have said — and I quote — ‘I like 
what your campaign stands for. I 
agree with what your campaign 
stands for. But I’m going to vote 
for Joe Biden because I think Joe is 
the best candidate to defeat Donald 
Trump.’ End of quote. We have 
heard that statement all over this 
country. Needless to say, I strongly 
disagree with that assertion, but 
that is what millions of Democrats 
and independents today believe.”14 

Older people refuse to let a broken 
system be fixed. In primary voting, 
Saunders was way ahead among 
the young. Biden among the old.

I notice that hazy unproven 
accusations against Biden’s son 
dropped out of the news when 
Saunders looked like winning. 
When it became clear that the other 
centrists were going nowhere.  The 
people with the power probably 
know that Saunders would have 
13 https://medium.com/@omeara.17/
trump-voters-arent-who-you-think-they-are-
1cb0051d20f
14 h t t p s : / / w w w . n y t i m e s .
com/2020/03/11/us/politics/bernie-sanders-
strategy.html
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had an excellent chance of winning, 
and making real changes.

President Biden for 2021 to 2025 
offers another four years for the 
rich to grab excessive shares of the 
wealth of the USA.

Indian Rapists
Far too many rapists in India get 

away with it.
So I think it excellent that four 

have just been hung in India.  I’d not 
want this in Britain, where violence 
is less severe.  But something needed 
to be done.

But it must have helped that these 
were low-status males:

“Profiles: Who were the Delhi 
gang rape convicts?...

“Mukesh used to live with his 
brother in a two-room shanty in the 
Ravi Dass slum and worked as an 
occasional driver and cleaner on the 
bus…

“He blamed the victim for what 
happened to her.

“‘A decent girl will not roam 
around at nine o'clock at night. A girl 
is far more responsible for rape than 
a boy. Housework and housekeeping 
is for girls, not roaming in discos and 
bars at night, doing wrong things, 
wearing wrong clothes,’ he said.”15 

This outrageous view of women is 
all too common among poor people 
attached to a traditionalist view, 
after social justice fails.

Louts blame the wider society. 
Those who cause social injustice 
blame the louts. The do-little liberals 
blame anything except their own 
greed and timidity.

All are in fact guilty.  The worst 
people among the deprived and 
oppressed become louts.  Only a few 
become noble after suffering.

Note the contrast with China. 
Sexual violence exists, but European 
and US visitors are surprised that 
Chinese women are not scared to 
walk alone at night. Rapists are 
often executed.  That’s a heritage 
from Red Army days, when they 
contrasted sharply with the soldiers 
of Chinese warlords, including the 
Kuomintang.
15 https: / /www.bbc.co.uk/news/
world-asia-india-23434888

In India, the duly elected Mr Modi 
is playing up Hindu feelings against 
both Muslims and Christians. 
In China, authoritarian Mr Xi 
continues the traditional Leninist 
policy of some special privileges 
and protections for minorities.  No 
problems except where the West has 
callously encouraged them to make 
a hopeless bid for independence.

India has always made it illegal to 
call for regional independence even 
by peaceful means.

Snippets
The Polish Way
“Promoting ‘Family Values’ With 

Cash Handouts
“The country’s governing party, 

which just won another election, 
has married right-wing social policy 
with left-wing economic policy.”16 

Or you could say that the 
production of new citizens is seen as 
a social duty. And a source of new 
wealth.

The left should feel the same. Some 
have swallowed the Ultra-Liberal 
pattern of treating raising children 
as if it was an exotic hobby that each 
individual should separately pay for.

The article does also say that 
some Feminists have supported the 
government on this issue.

But why are most Centre-Left 
parties not doing it anyway?

***
Buyback Scandals 
“Having lavished a thumping 115 

per cent of their free cash flow on 
share buybacks since 2014 (and 
that is aside from their regular 
dividends) America’s four biggest 
airlines have precious little to cover 
their pecuniary embarrassment…

“The biggest winners are managers 
whose pay is tied to stock market 
measures…

“Just look at Boeing under its 
buyback-loving former boss Dennis 
Muilenburg… it was financed by 
squeezing the development cost 
and cutting corners on the 737 Max, 
whose fatal flaws and subsequent 
grounding have thrown the 
16 h t t p s : / / w w w . t h e a t l a n t i c .
com/ in te rna t iona l / a rch ive /2019 /10 /
poland-family-values-cash-handouts/599968/

company’s future into doubt.”17 
***

China Truths
Most Westerners are convinced 

that Mao was guilty of gross 
blunders. That he caused tens of 
millions to die of starvation.

They are told only of the mistakes.  
Not the big successes:

“China's growth in life expectancy 
at birth from 35–40 years in 1949 
to 65.5 years in 1980 is among the 
most rapid sustained increases in 
documented global history... These 
survival gains appear to have been 
largest during the 1950s, with a 
sharp reversal during the 1959-61 
Great Leap Famine that was then 
followed by substantial progress 
again during the early 1960s…  A 
more moderately-paced mortality 
decline continued through the later 
1960s and 1970s throughout the 
large-scale social and economic 
disruptions of the Cultural 
Revolution… Altogether, between 
1963 (the first on-trend year after 
the Great Leap Famine) and 1980, 
the average annual gain in life 
expectancy was nearly one year of 
life, rising from 50 to 65.5 (World 
Bank 2009).”18 

While taking a strong interest in 
China, I learned of the source only 
because of a muddled summary 
of the matter in The Spectator.   
19Something I got by chance on my 
phone’s Google news service.

I already knew the basics.20   But 
neutral research is always useful to 
have.

***
Old newsnotes at the 
magazine website.  
I also write regular blogs - 
https://www.quora.com/q/
mrgwydionmwilliams

17 h t t p s : / / w w w . f t . c o m /
c o n t e n t / 5 f d e 3 9 2 8 - 6 a b 4 - 11 e a - 8 0 0 d -
da70cff6e4d3 (Subscriber site)
18 https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/
articles/PMC4331212/
19 https://www.spectator.co.uk/article/
how-mao-s-medicine-made-modern-china
20 https://labouraffairsmagazine.
com/m-articles-by-topic/m99-topic-menus-
from-long-revolution-website/42-china/
china-three-bitter-years-1959-to-1961/



Labour Affairs  15

No. 306 - April 2020

The Institute of Fiscal Studies Gets It Wrong
Martin Seale

Paul Johnson of the Institute of 
Fiscal Studies was interviewed 
on the Today program on 21st 
March about Rishi Sunak’s 2nd 
budget. He was asked how the 
government would pay for the 
huge expansion in spending 
and replied that it would be 
paid for by borrowing from 
the private sector. Assuming he 
really believes that, it reveals 
a startling ignorance of how a 
currency issuing state actually 
works.

The UK state is a currency 
issuing state so it can spend 
whatever it wants without any 
need to borrow from the private 
sector. It can simply instruct 
the Central Bank to mark up 
the bank accounts of those 
companies and people that it 
wishes to pay.  No borrowing 
from the private sector is 
required to do this.

The Travel & Entertainment 
(T&E) sector, for example, has 
been severely hit by the Corona 
Virus (CV) crisis. Many of 
its workers might have been 
made unemployed.  If that 
had happened there would 
have been a significant drop 
in demand in the economy 
and that would have led to a 
2nd wave of redundancies in 
other sectors.  After Sunak’s 
intervention many of those in 
the T&E sector will remain 
employed and have wages to 
spend in other sectors.  The 
possibility of a 2nd wave of 
redundancies is reduced.

Previously those in 
employment in other non-
T&E sectors would have spent 
part of their income on travel 
and entertainment. That is 
no longer possible. So their 
savings and bank balances 
will increase as they reduce 
spending. The government will 
need to spend an amount into 

the economy broadly equal to 
the amount that people will not 
be able to spend in the T&E 
sector (which represents a kind 
of enforced saving on the non-
T&E sectors). The increased 
state spending should broadly 
match this enforced saving.

Now people always like to 
earn interest on their savings. 
So the government may step 
in at this point and sell bonds 
with a small rate of interest 
so that people feel good about 
their savings. The government 
does not need to do this. But it 
will earn some kudos from the 
electorate so it likely will do it.

So interest bearing bonds are 
issued to mop up excess money 
reserves in the system caused 
by the fact that the government 
has already spent the money 
into the system. The issuing of 
bonds happens after the state 
has spent into the economy.  
The state does not issue the 
bonds to get the funds when it 
decides to spend. Furthermore, 
the government decides what 
interest rate to pay on these 
bonds.  It is, most emphatically, 
not the private sector which 
determines the interest rate that 
will be paid on any government 
bonds.  The private sector will 
be grateful to get any positive 
interest rate on its savings by 
swapping its portfolio from 
cash to 100% safe government 
bonds.

It is interesting to compare 
the capabilities of a currency 
issuing state with those of a 
state using a foreign currency. 
Countries in the Eurozone are 
in this position.  They use a 
foreign currency managed by a 
legal expert, Christine Lagarde, 
who has little idea how a 
monetary economy works.  
Lagarde stated at a meeting on 

12th March that it was not the 
European Central Bank’s duty 
to close the spread between 
the bonds of different member 
states. This was equivalent to 
saying that it was not the job 
of the ECB to guarantee that 
Eurozone governments did not 
default on their debt. Needless 
to say the price of Italian debt 
dropped sharply and the spread 
in the yields between Italian 
and German government bonds 
increased. One wonders did she 
even understand the implication 
of what she said for the bond 
markets. Or maybe she didn’t 
care. 

(I was initially puzzled 
when Denmark and Sweden 
recently announced that they 
would be paying 75% and 90% 
respectively of the wages of 
workers in industries threatened 
by the Corona virus crisis, but 
then remembered they are not 
in the Eurozone. They, like the 
UK, have control over their 
own currencies and therefore 
no revenue constraints.)

The funding of government 
expenditure for a currency 
issuing government is almost a 
non-issue. The real question is 
whether the things it wants to 
buy are for sale in its currency. 
Rishi Sunak may want to buy 
10,000 respirators tomorrow. 
But he cannot.  They are not 
available, not for sale. He is not 
financially constrained but he 
is resource constrained.  

It is good that a currency 
issuing government is not 
revenue constrained. But one 
cannot conclude that therefore 
the government can spend 
without limit.  It will always 
be limited by the availability of 
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real resources. If government spending does not 
take into account real resource constraints then 
that spending will likely lead to inflation. If there 
is unemployment in the economy then there are 
clearly real resources available to be used by the 
government. In this case the government should 
always spend into the economy.

If the government is resource constrained 
and the economy is in full employment then it 
must devise means to remove resources from 
the private sector and make them available to 
the public sector. Taxation is a way to do that. 
Taxation effectively makes workers available to 
be employed by the public sector producing what 
the public sector thinks is important. However it 
is important to grasp that the point of the taxation 
is to make resources available to the public sector 
and not to raise funds for the public sector.

In the current Corona virus crisis there is 
absolutely no need to use taxation to free 
resources. Despite Sunak’s intervention many 
people are becoming unemployed particularly the 
self-employed who comprise some 5 million or 
15% of the workforce.

Rishi Sunak’s 2nd budget is currently paying 
people to do very little. Effectively Sunak is 
following Keynes recommendation that it’s better 
to pay people to dig and refill holes than to leave 
them unemployed. But in this time of Corona 
these people can actually be used much more 
productively. They can be used to deliver essential 
provisions, to help build hospitals, manufacture 
ventilators, face masks, medicines.  The list is 
long. The state should step in and help mobilise 
the growing spare resources in the economy to get 
through the crisis and not hide behind claims that 
they are in any way financially constrained.

Sunak’s 3rd budget on 26th March was 
unimpressive. He is not providing help for the 
self-employed until June. He puts this down to the 
complications of identifying the self-employed. 
But if it’s important that those doing non-essential 
work stay at home, he should have devised a 
package that allowed those doing non-essential 
work to stay at home- like Trump’s helicopter 
money. The self-employed will now have to 
depend on Universal Credit until June. This means 
they will receive nothing for 5 weeks unless they 
get a loan from the DWP which they will then 
have to pay back. It’s pathetic. The Labour Party 
should strongly criticise this package.

    

It is a popular error to imagine the loudest 
complainers for the public to be the most anxious 
for its welfare.         Edmund Burke

It [a computer] takes these very simple-minded 
instructions – ‘Go fetch a number, add it to this 
number, put the result there, perceive if it’s 
greater than this other number’ – but executes 
them at a rate of, let’s say, 1,000,000 per second. 
At 1,000,000 per second, the results appear to 
be magic.

Steve Jobs (co-founder of Apple Computers)

In nature we never see anything isolated, but 
everything in connection with something else 
which is before it, beside it, under it and over it.

Johann Wolfgang von Goethe

In all the twelve years I was at school no one 
ever succeeded in making me write a Latin verse 
or learn any Greek except the alphabet.

Churchill

If wealth was the inevitable result of hard work 
and enterprise, every woman in Africa would be 
a millionaire.        George Monbiot

If they will stop telling lies about the Democrats, 
we will stop telling the truth about them

Adlai Stevenson on the Republican party

If I owned Texas and Hell, I would rent out 
Texas and live in Hell.    

General Philip H. Sheridan

  

THE FEVERED BRAIN

Then came the coronavirus,
  one of the direst.
It takes over the economy,
  it’s of a kind that eats countries,
the world,
  and worse,
it takes over the mind.

Wilson John Haire.  
18th March, 2020.
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The Bronsteins of Petrograd
Cultural Cures for Anti-Semitism, suggested by Gwydion M. Williams

When the row about Labour anti-
Semitism surfaced, I immediately 
checked for what I suspected 
was the weak point.  My own 
experience told me that Labour 
activists would often be hostile to 
Zionism, but not to Jews as such.  

Even if you thought that all 
anti-Zionism was disguised anti-
Semitism, there was still little 
difference.

I tried illustrating this by 
imaging some tabloid using a 
misleading headline:

Tunbridge Wells 
has a Drugs and 
Murder Problem

Tunbridge Wells is famous 
as the archetype of respectable 
English identity.  It is not free 
of either murder or drug abuse – 
but it has less of a problem than 
the British average.  For that 
matter, Britain is by no means 
bad compared to other advanced 
Western states.  We do not have 
the mass shootings or massive 
opioid epidemic of the USA.

I detailed how it was unfair to 
pick on Labour, when hostility to 
Jews existed in all parties.  And 
when it was not distinct from 
other sorts of communal hatred.  
Chinese get less than most, most 
of the time.  But Chinese who 
have not lived there for years are 
now being blamed for Covid-19.1

I felt Labour should emphasise 
that it was being falsely accused of 
having more anti-Jewish feeling 
than other parties.2  And it was no 
accident that this happened when 
Labour had a leader sympathetic 
to the Palestinian cause.

Sadly, I seem to have been 
classified as a Person of No 
1  https://thebolditalic.com/covid-19-
is-bringing-out-deep-rooted-racism-in-the-
bay-area-6829dce987f8 
2  https://labouraffairsmagazine.
com/past-issues/2018-05-magazine/2018-05-
fewer-anti-semites-in-labour-than-tories/ 

Importance, if I am noticed at all.  
A defence that might have made 
a massive difference was never 
used by anyone else, as far as I 
know.

The issue remains.  And I’d 
suggest that Labour should 
commission YouGov or some 
other respected and impartial 
agency to redo the survey.  And 
also to produce separate figures 
for racial and religious groups 
within the political parties.

My expectation would be that 
most of the Labour Party members 
suspicious about Jews as such 
would be Muslims. Some would 
be people of African or Afro-
Caribbean origin. The minorities 
that the Tories were happy to 
pick on before they became so 
numerous that their votes were 
needed. Minorities that Labour 
helped integrate into the society, 
risking and sometimes losing its 
supporters among the traditional 
working class.

The basic cure for prejudice and 
hatred is to return to the milder 
inequality and greater economic 
security that the West had before 
following the delusions of Reagan 
and Thatcher.

But there are other things that 
could be done about the specific 
prejudice against Jews. I had some 
ideas for useful media projects. I 
believe they could count, if people 
with the money and professional 
skills would take an interest:

1. The True History of the 
Protocols of Zion.  I’ve given 
the basic story as part of a wider 
study in Problems 30: Hitler – the 
13th Chancellor.  

It starts with a man called John 
Robison, who invented the siren 
and also worked with James Watt 
on an early and impractical steam 
car.3  Who also knew Adam Smith. 
And who was judged crazy when 
3  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
John_Robison_(physicist) 

he produced a conspiracy theory 
about the French Revolution 
being caused by Freemasons – 
Jews were of no interest to him.  

Variations that included Jews 
swiftly followed. Most of it 
demented and unimpressive.

Most of what raises the 
Protocols above the usual 
right-wing trash was stolen by 
an unknown plagiarist from a 
depressed French radical called 
Maurice Joly, who 14 years later 
committed suicide.  

Joly also was not concerned 
about what Jews might be doing. 
But his bitter denunciation of the 
corrupt liberalism of Napoleon 
the Third’s Empire include 
insights into both liberal failings 
and newly-developed methods 
of social control. Stuff that you 
do find Jews involved in, though 
most of those involved are not 
Jews. Stuff that most Jews are 
not involved in, and some have 
been dedicated opponents of.  
But when people get hooked on 
hatred, critical thought is lost.  
Some Jews are found: it must all 
be a Jewish plot.

2. Haym Salomon and the 
making of the USA. This 
associate of the Rothschilds 
played a large and heroic role, and 
is largely forgotten.4 An authentic 
conspiracy, but one whom most of 
the world would approve of.

Foreigners might wonder if 
Britons could blame Jews for 
losing them their first Empire.  
Myself, I’m sure that would be 
too crackpot even for the Far 
Right. And most Britons followed 
Edmund Burke in seeing the 
American Revolution as justified. 
And as a defeat that helped 
moderate reform in Britain.  

Robert Graves’s Sergeant Lamb 
novels are exceptional in being 
sympathetic to those Britons who 
4  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Haym_Salomon 
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fought against US independence. 
There is also Bernard Cornwell’s 
The Fort, which is a neutral 
description of a minor incident 
in that war. Neutral apart from 
presenting the famous Paul Revere 
as a sham hero.  

3. The Rothschilds – a faded 
legacy.  How it is decades since they 
counted for much in International 
Finance.  And were never important 
on the scale of the Medici and 
similar true powerhouses.

4. The Bronsteins of Petrograd.  
A soap-opera beginning in 1914, 
when Saint Petersburg was renamed 
Petrograd. But set mostly in 1917. 
An extended Jewish family with 
the same surname as Trotsky, but 
not related to him.  

Have the various family members 
of both sexes spread across 
most of the politics of the time – 
Bolshevik, the pro-war and anti-
war Menshevik, Trotsky’s own 
small faction, Zionists, Bundists 
and Liberals.  

Bundists in particular are worth 
remembering. Mocked as ‘Zionists 
with sea-sickness’, they had the 
sensible idea of strongly asserting 
Jewish identity within multi-
cultural and multi-ethnic countries. 
And favoured Yiddish rather 
than a revival of Hebrew. And 
understandably vanished as a major 
movement after the mass slaughter 
of Jews in the places where they 
had tried to co-exist.

As an extra, a young teenage girl 
among the rival Bronsteins could 
be friends with another young 
Jew called Alisa Rosenbaum, later 
famous as right-wing libertarian 
Ayn Rand. And fascinatingly, one 
of her closest friends was Vladimir 
Nabokov’s younger sister. Have the 
little Bronstein encounter the man 
himself, then aged 18. Have her not 
like the way he looked at her.

Nabokov, incidentally, had 
synesthesia.5  A muddling of the 
senses that is sometimes linked to 
high creativity. His account of his 
odd visions in his autobiography 
I found fascinating, while Lolita I 
5  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Vladimir_Nabokov#Synesthesia 

found simply debased. A synesthetic 
vision should make good television, 
if anyone dares go beyond the usual 
conventional negativity that now 
dominates drama.

But politics should be the 
backbone of such a drama. It should 
be emphasised that there were not 
overall many Jewish Bolsheviks 
before the October Revolution, 
even though there were a lot of Jews 
among the leaders.  One estimate is 
that at the start of 1917 there were 
300,000 Zionists in Russia, 34,00 
Bundists, and less than 1,000 in 
Lenin’s faction6  The largest faction 
within Russian Marxism, with 
everyone using the term Social-
Democrat till Bolsheviks revived 
the old term ‘Communist’ in 1918.

Rather more Jews supported the 
Mensheviks, who opposed the 
October Revolution.  And when 
it came to voting, most Jews 
supported Russian liberalism.7

“The Bolsheviks had very 
little support among the Jewish 
population, possibly the lowest 
amount of any of the multiple 
parties vying for support ‘on the 
Jewish street.’… More Jews, 
though hardly a great number, 
supported the Mensheviks…

“The Jewish population broadly 
rejected socialism in any guise, 
Jewish or not, as the solution to the 
problems of the Jews in Russia.

“Far more Jews, though still a 
minority, supported the liberal 
party known as the Kadets (the 
acronym for the Constitutional 
Democrats)”.8

The Kadets had not always been 
friendly to Jews. The majority 
of Jews seem to have voted for 
independent liberal Jewish parties.

In the overall vote for a 
Constituent Assembly, the 
Socialist-Revolutionaries got 
37.61%. The Bolsheviks got 
23.26%. The Ukrainian Socialist-

6  Genius and Anxiety: How Jews 
Changed the World, 1847-1947, by Norman 
Lebrecht.  Page 263.
7  https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/
abs/10.1080/13501670903016316 
8  https://www.tabletmag.com/jewish-
news-and-politics/247752/why-did-russian-
jews-support-the-bolshevik-revolution 

Revolutionary Party and allies got 
12.68%. Mensheviks 3.02%.9  

The Kadets, the main force of 
Russian liberalism, got a mere 
4.58%.  The most significant 
defender of the Old Order, the All-
Russian Union of Landowners and 
Farmers, got a derisory 0.5%: less 
than a quarter of a million votes.

The population of the Russian 
Empire voted overwhelmingly for 
some sort of socialism.  And to 
judge by the confusion and failure 
of other revolutions, probably only 
Lenin setting up a dictatorial regime 
could have actually delivered it. So 
no one on the left need apologise 
for finding positives in the Soviet 
past.

Russia’s pro-Western liberals in 
1917 got much the same as modern 
Russian liberals got after their brief 
popularity during Yeltsin’s rule. 
The Western media hype them, 
but the main opposition to Putin 
is and always has been the revived 
Russian Communists.10

Back in 1917, Jewish national lists 
got 1.25%: probably a majority of 
voters among the Tsarist Empire’s 
Jewish minority.  Most of them then 
tried to be loyal Soviet citizens, but 
got treated with suspicion after 
1947 when many of them also went 
beyond Soviet policy in supporting 
Israel.

These facts are little known even 
among those who take a strong 
interest in politics.  Popularising 
them in the easy form of a dramatic 
soap-opera has to do some good.

You don’t cure Bad Thinking by 
having the media and politicians 
gang up on offenders and scream 
Bad, Bad, Bad. You do it by 
supposing that most of them are 
normal humans being, with mixed 
motives but able to be reached by 
arguments. And particularly by 
dramas that are both entertaining 
and broadly factual.

9  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1917_
Russian_Constituent_Assembly_election 
10  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Communis t_Pa r ty_of_ the_Russ i an_
Federation#Popular_support_and_electoral_
results 
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Ten Pledges For the 
Board of Deputies of 

British Jews
The Labour Party has been on the back foot in dealing 

with the charges of anti-Semitism levelled against it since 
Jeremy Corbyn became leader in 2015.  In the previous 
issue of Labour Affairs we discussed the latest attempt by 
the Israeli state to control Labour’s position on Middle East 
politics.  The Board of Deputies had demanded that the 
Labour leadership candidates sign up to 10 pledges which 
would effectively leave all decisions on what constituted 
anti-Semitism to institutions outside the Labour Party.  
All the Labour leadership candidates cravenly accepted 
the 10 pledges.  Two of the deputy leadership candidates, 
Richard Burgon and Dawn Butler, refused to accept the 
10 pledges.

It is time that Labour came off the back foot in 
combatting these false charges of anti-Semitism.  Labour 
Affairs therefore make a demand to the board of deputies 
that they accept the following 10 statements as true.

1) It is not anti-Semitic to say that Zionism requires that 
Jews are always the electoral majority in any Zionist state

2) It is not anti-Semitic to say that Zionism accepted the 
partition of Palestine as the only way to create a state in 
which the Jewish race was the majority.

3) It is not anti-Semitic to say that the objective of the 
early Zionists to create a state in which Jewish people 
constituted a majority resulted in the expulsion of some 
700,000 Palestinians from their homes and villages and 
out of the state of Israel to which they have never been 
allowed to return.

4) It is not anti-Semitic to describe a policy which 
involves the removal of non-Jewish people as a racist 
policy and therefore it is not anti-Semitic to describe the 
foundation of the state of Israel as a racist endeavour.

5) It is not anti-Semitic to say that it was always the 
desire of the founders of the Zionist state of Israel to 
expand the territory of their state to encompass the whole 
of Palestine.

6) It is not anti-Semitic to say that the 1967 war provided 
the opportunity for the realisation of that desire to expand 
the Jewish state.

7) It is not anti-Semitic to say that the settlements built 
by Jews and protected by the Israeli state in the lands 
taken in 1967 are illegal under international law.

8) It is not anti-Semitic to encourage people to boycott 
produce from the illegal Jewish settlements built in the 
Palestinian lands.

9) It is not anti-Semitic to encourage people to boycott 
produce from the Israeli state while it pursues its policy of 
conquest and colonization of the lands of the Palestinian 
people.

10) It is not anti-Semitic to say that Zionism means the 
conquest and colonization of the lands of the Palestinian 
people.

Letter To The Editor
Congratulations on the excellent editorial in the March 2020 

edition of Labour Affairs, together with the supporting articles 
on the theme of the outrageous demands made of the Labour 
Party by the Board of Deputies of British Jews and the Jewish 
Labour Movement. Your coverage of this issue is generally 
pretty comprehensive, and deserves to be widely known about.

From a legitimate original complaint that the Labour Party 
were dealing with allegations of anti-Semitism made against 
members too slowly, there has been a gradual expansion of 
demands up to the current position where these bodies, probably 
along with the Campaign Against Anti-Semitism, would be in 
charge of all criteria and procedures dealing with anti-Semitism 
in the Party, which is no more reasonable than a demand that 
the Labour Party should determine the politics of the Board of 
Deputies.

There are two points which it would be worth adding to your 
coverage, both of which can be found in my book review of Bad 
News for Labour Antisemitism, which appears in the October 
edition of Labour Affairs. The first is that it is frequently claimed 
that an assortment of bodies varying from the European Union 
through to political parties including the Conservative Party, 
through to local councils, subscribe to the IHRA definition of 
anti-Semitism, implying that these bodies also subscribe to the 
list of examples of anti-Semitism. In fact, however, many of 
them subscribe to the definition but not to the list of examples. 
A particularly pertinent example is the Conservative Party. 
According to a Wikipedia article on anti-Semitism in the 
Conservative Party:

“IHRA antisemitism definition
In July 2018, during a row over the Labour Party and the 

International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA) 
definition of antisemitism, Channel 4 FactCheck revealed that 
the Conservative Party rulebook did not mention antisemitism, 
despite Theresa May stating that her party had adopted the 
IHRA definition. Later that year, the party’s code of conduct 
was amended, adding an annexe stipulating that the IHRA 
definition was fully adopted, to support the existing stipulation 
that discrimination on the basis of “religion or belief” was 
prohibited.” Notice that it is only the definition and not the 
examples that were belatedly adopted by the Conservative Party. 
At the same time as this the Conservatives were being criticised 
because of their association with Viktor Orban, the Hungarian 
Prime Minister, because of the anti-Semitic overtones of his 
election campaign. And yet it is the Labour Party which was 
vilified by the media for anti-Semitism.

The second point is particularly significant, namely that 
some of the examples of anti-Semitism given after the IHRA 
form part of the “new” anti-Semitism, so defined because it is 
basically to do with attitudes to the state of Israel rather than 
attitudes to Jews. In other words, as discussed in Chapter 5 of 
the Bad News book, the effect is to silence potential critics of 
the actions of the state of Israel, because they are having to 
justify themselves against a possible charge of anti-Semitism. 
Both these points contribute to the general slant of the editorial 
and supporting articles that the Board of Deputies and the 
Jewish Labour Movement have been engaged in a remarkably 
successful attempt to impose their perception of the world onto 
the Labour Party.

Mark Cowling
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THE DEMISE OF SOCIAL HOUSING
W.J. Haire

So, this petit bourgeois idea of 
owning your own house, started 
with Thatcher was reinforced by 
Tony Blair and not mentioned 
by Jeremy Corbyn, that is, 
buying your council flat/house 
at a bargain rate. Not buying 
immediately but spending a few 
decades paying off  the lease 
of 199 years, with no option of 
buying the freehold. The pitfalls 
weren’t thought about like raised 
interest rates, unemployment, 
large repair bills, the maintenance 
of an estate, which would bring 
large bills from the council, and 
service charges doubled as the 
flats/houses were no longer in the 
private sector. This right-to-buy 
council property left leaseholders 
with huge bills when  the council 
decided on refurbishing. Where I 
lived that meant three hefty bills 
in twenty years amounting to over 
£40,000. The leaseholders  then 
set up pressure groups in order to 
get the council to lower and even 
drop the bills. They had entered 
the private property market and 
were now asking the public sector 
to bail them out. This wasn’t 
going to happen. 

To top it all the leaseholders 
joined the Tenants Association 
and demanded the title be 
changed to Residents and 
Tenants Association. In calling  
themselves residents they felt they 
had more right to their property 
than mere transient tenants. The 
tenants stopped going to these 
meetings as the leaseholders 
dominated all meetings with 
their report on attending council 
meetings, quoting who said what 
and what they intended to say at 
the next meetings. So the tenants 
dropped away and we were left 
with what was the Residents and 
Tenants Association becoming 
the Residents Association.

Having left public housing most 
of them felt they had come up in 

the world and began campaigning 
for the Conservative Party. They 
wanted notice boards around the 
estate to be taken down as an 
eyesore. Camden Council and its 
logo was on them indicating a 
council estate. They also wanted 
the old street signs be put back. 
The new ones indicated that 
this estate belonged to Camden 
Council. Rubbish bins had to be 
better hidden. I expect that would 
put a few pounds extra on to the 
value of their homes.

Over time many leaseholders let 
their flats out at exorbitant rents 
and moved to the much cheaper 
Outer London or in some case 
went to cheap properties in France 
and Spain. Most sold their leases. 
An example of the prices where I 
live.

One-bedroom flat... £560, 000
Two-bedroom flat.....£780,000
A five bedroom flat....£999,000.

The price of a one bedroom flat 
back in the 1980s was £82,000. 
The estate is comparatively new, 
being built in 1979. They are 
built of concrete with a pseudo 
sandstone facing, and hardly 
worth the money. But they are 
sold on the basis that they are 
just over fifteen minutes car-drive 
from central London. How long 
it takes a bus or the Tube to get 
there isn’t mentioned, much too 
common I suppose.

The adverts go on to say that 
the estate is pedestrianised. 
The word flat isn’t used, it is a 
house or home, surrounded by 
swathes of green with plants and 
bushes. It sells also on the fact 
that there are large lungs in the 
area with Waterlow Park five 
minutes’ walk away and that the 
historic Highgate Cemetery has 
a boundary wall with the estate. 
Highgate village is less than ten 
minutes’ walk and Hampstead 
Heath is reached in under fifteen 

minutes walking.
Mention is made that the 

designer (of the flats) was Peter 
Tabori, a Hungarian, who worked 
with Erno Goldfinger. Goldfinger 
designed a house back in the 
1930s that looks very much like 
today’s council house. It is now a 
museum in Hampstead. It could 
have been Tabori’s apprenticed 
piece in designing this estate, 
nevertheless they are quite good.

These flats were thought up 
during a more militant Labour 
period  (the golden age of 
Camden Council housing)  when 
the working class were said to 
be entitled to live in better areas 
rather than be pushed into less 
salubrious areas because of lack 
of money. The local property-
owning elite designated this estate 
as down-market Highgate. Now 
with the sell-off of social housing 
it has been brought into the fold 
by the estate agents (property 
speculators) as belonging to 
Highgate proper. 

It is still an estate of mainly 
young families struggling to pay 
the rent which rises yearly along 
with council tax  and a rise in 
service charges. We  once had 
our Labour militants who are now 
either dead or have moved on. 
Most people you talk to are aware 
that Tony Blair, now property 
speculator, who while being 
prime minister, didn’t reverse 
Margaret Thatcher’s property-
owning-democracy and stop the 
sale of council flats and houses. 
Many of us waited for Jeremy 
Corbyn to promise that reverse 
but not a word during his general 
election campaigning. Maybe 
he was afraid of offending the 
leaseholders. People lost their 
stomach for Labour after that with 
only one poster for labour on an 
estate with 400 flats.
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Parliament
Notes Dick Barry

Budget Resolutions 11 
March 2020

Jeremy Corbyn replied to the 
Chancellor’s Budget Statement of 
11 March.

Jeremy Corbyn (Islington 
North) (Lab) The coronavirus 
outbreak is an emergency, so 
I want to make it clear that we 
will have to work together, all of 
us, to meet this head-on and to 
overcome it. However, we will 
only overcome this virus because 
of the dedication of our NHS 
staff, carers and public servants. 
The steps the Government 
have announced today to head 
off the economic impact of 
the coronavirus are obviously 
welcome, but I have some points 
I wish to raise. We have to be 
straight with people that it is going 
to be much tougher because of the 
last 10 years of deeply damaging 
and counterproductive cuts to all 
of our essential public services. 
We are going into this crisis with 
our public services on their knees, 
and as today’s figures confirm, 
with a fundamentally weak 
economy. It is now flatlining, 
with zero growth even before the 
impact of coronavirus.

Today’s Budget was billed as a 
turning point, a chance to deliver 
in particular on the promises made 
to working-class communities 
during the general election, 
but it does not come close. The 
Government’s boast of the biggest 
investment since the 1950s is, 
frankly, a sleight of hand. In 
fact, it is only the biggest since 
they began their slash-and-burn 

assault on our services, economic 
infrastructure and living standards 
in 2010. Having ruthlessly forced 
down the living standards and life 
chances of millions of our people 
for a decade, the talk of levelling 
up is a cruel joke. The reality is 
that this Budget is an admission of 
failure: an admission that austerity 
has been a failed experiment. 
It did not solve our economic 
problems, but made them worse. 
It held back our own recovery, 
and failed even in its own terms. 
Today’s measures go nowhere 
near reversing the damage that 
has been done to our country.

I am sure the whole House will 
wish the hon. Member for Mid 
Bedfordshire (Ms Dorries) well. 
Many people are understandably 
very worried about the impact of 
coronavirus on their own lives. 
The Government need to be very 
clear what they are announcing, 
and there are still questions to be 
answered about the Government’s 
response. What coverage is there 
for people on zero-hours contracts 
or those without a contract of 
employment beyond the reforms 
to benefits? Will statutory sick 
pay adjustments announced 
today be available to all workers 
from day one? What support will 
be made available for low-paid 
workers who do not meet the 
lower earnings limit for statutory 
sick pay? Are there any plans to 
increase the level of statutory 
sick pay, which itself is actually 
scandalously low? Will people 
who are doing the right thing 
by self-isolating continue to be 
punished with a five-week wait 
for universal credit payments? 
The benefits system cannot be the 

only support for the millions of 
workers not entitled to statutory 
sick pay.

The crisis is exposing the 
vulnerabilities in our economy 
and our public services. When 
17,000 national health service 
beds have been cut, leaving 94% 
of the remaining beds full, and 
when 100,000 people were forced 
to wait more than four hours on 
trolleys in A&E departments in 
January, it is little wonder that 
people worry that the extra money 
for the health service is too little, 
too late. We have only a quarter 
of the intensive care beds per 
person that Germany has. We do 
not have enough ventilators to 
deal with a mass outbreak, or the 
people trained with the necessary 
skills to operate those ventilators. 
Across the national health service 
there are, at this moment, 100,000 
staff vacancies.

Moreover, public health budgets 
have been slashed by £1 billion 
in recent years. What an irony! 
Public health is based on the 
principle that prevention is better 
than cure, but this Government 
are providing money only after 
a serious outbreak is under way. 
We know that the people most 
vulnerable to coronavirus are 
older people, and this is when we 
need a strong social care system, 
but social care is in crisis. There 
is an £8 billion funding gap since 
2010. Instead of the Government 
presenting a social care plan, 
which the part-time Prime 
Minister told us was ready long 
ago, they are asking the rest of us 
to come up with ideas. Underpaid 
careworkers, a quarter of them 
on zero-hours contracts, travel 
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from house to house to provide 
care to elderly and sick people. 
It is a model that could scarcely 
be better designed to encourage 
the spread of a virus, so it is 
vital that the Government do not 
wait a few months, but come up 
now with answers to ensure that 
careworkers do not lose out for 
staying away from work if they 
experience the symptoms.

The Chancellor shows not some 
but a lot of brass neck when 
he boasts that measures to deal 
with coronavirus are possible 
only because of his party’s 
management of the economy. 
Look outside: in the real world, 
we are still living through the 
slowest economic recovery 
in a century. Our economy is 
fundamentally weak. ONS figures 
out today show the economy is not 
growing: growth was 0.0% in the 
three months to January—0.0% 
in the three months to the end of 
January. [Laughter.] The Prime 
Minister might find this funny; 
those struggling do not.

Future growth has been 
downgraded yet again from 1.4% 
to 1.1% this year, and that is before 
coronavirus is taken into account. 
We have stalling productivity and 
flatlining business investment, and 
wages have only just scraped past 
pre-crisis levels. None of this can 
be blamed on coronavirus, and it 
is not all because of Brexit either. 
It is because the Government 
have failed on the economy. 
That failure has left us the most 
regionally unequal country in 
Europe. Investment spending 
per head in London is currently 
more than double that in the east 
midlands. Now they talk about 
levelling up, but who pushed huge 
swathes of our country so low in 
the first place? It is Conservative 
Governments who have starved 
the country of investment over 
the last 10 years, resulting in a 
£192 billion hole in infrastructure 
spending.

What has that meant for 

people? It has meant that bus 
services have been cut, there is 
patchy access to broadband, and 
homes and businesses have been 
ruined because of inadequate 
flood defences. The Chancellor 
expects plaudits for half-filling 
the investment hole his party 
created in the first place. Amid a 
blizzard of hype, he is claiming 
that today marks the biggest 
capital injection since the 1950s, 
but this is actually all smoke and 
mirrors. As a percentage of GDP, 
it only returns us to the levels 
we had before the Conservatives 
slashed investment so drastically 
in 2010. Given the challenge of 
the coronavirus crisis, we need 
far-reaching action to strengthen 
and stabilise our economy, and 
ensure we are in the strongest 
position possible to navigate the 
transition to new relationships 
with the EU and the post-Brexit 
economy, with the trade deals that 
will enable that to happen.

If the Government truly wanted 
to level up after Brexit, there is 
one thing they should be doing 
above all else: a green industrial 
revolution. They would have 
a plan to kick-start new green 
industries and create skilled 
jobs all across our country. The 
climate emergency threatens our 
very existence. It demands that 
we mobilise our resources on a 
massive scale. The environmental 
measures announced by the 
Chancellor today get nowhere 
near that. The Government have 
maintained the freeze on fuel 
duty without lowering bus and 
rail fares, showing complacency 
about the climate emergency. 
Young people especially will 
be dismayed by the lack of 
urgency to reduce our emissions, 
which they will rightly see as 
the Conservatives, once again, 
putting the profits of big polluters 
and oil companies above people’s 
safety and wellbeing. When the 
Chancellor announced, with such 
aplomb, a huge investment in 

road building across the country, 
where was the environmental 
impact assessment for that policy, 
or for the pollution that will come 
from that increased use of cars 
and traffic across the country?

Today’s Budget confirms that 
austerity has not worked, even 
under its own terms. We have 
had a decade of decline, and 
according to the New Economics 
Foundation, austerity has cost 
the UK economy almost £100 
billion. The true cost, however, 
is incalculable, and I want to give 
the House an example to bring 
that home.

Errol Graham was an amateur 
footballer when he was young. 
By his mid-50s, and suffering 
from mental health issues, he 
had become reclusive, unable to 
leave his flat in Nottingham, and 
terrified of the world outside. He 
could not attend his fitness-for-
work assessment, and because of 
the Government’s harsh and very 
uncaring attitude, his benefits 
were cut off. With no income 
for food, he obviously began to 
go hungry. He wrote a desperate 
letter to his Department for Work 
and Pensions assessor: “Judge me 
fairly…It’s not nice living this 
way.”

Errol weighed four and a half 
stone when the bailiffs found 
his body inside his flat. He had 
starved to death in this, the fifth 
richest country in the world. 
When the Chancellor talks about 
the “difficult decisions” that the 
Government took in imposing 
austerity, is he thinking of the 
decision to deprive Errol, and 
people like him who are going 
through such trauma in their lives, 
of their income?

The worst thing is that austerity, 
and all that suffering, has been a 
political choice, not an economic 
necessity. The Conservative party 
continues to make the absurd 
claim that austerity was needed 
because spending on schools, 
hospitals and public services by 
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Continued From Page 24

make use of translated articles. 
Often Roberto Saviano’s pieces can 
be found in English. Orecchiette 
couldn’t find his La Repubblica 
piece about the Mafia in an English 
language paper, but it may yet 
appear. “The Mafia and the Virus 
– the pandemic helps the criminal 
economy”, was published on 24 
March. 

An article in the 24 March edition 
introduced a note of stark realism. 
“The Second Pandemic” moved 
thoughts to the future. Federico 
Rampini, a frequent contributor, 
an Italian, now resident in the US, 
summarised his article about the 
future hit to come after the contagion: 
“It is called the Great Depression”. 
“ It will have an impact to parallel 
that of the virus”.

Two rather sad comments appeared 
on 26 March. “Pray for the Carers”, 
highlighted that irregular carers, 
rather than formally employed 
ones, are increasingly being used 
to cope with elderly relatives living 
alone. Not only do these carers 
have no employment rights but 
they will inevitably be personally 
vulnerable to infections and abuse. 
A neighbouring piece dealt with 
worrying questions about health and 
welfare issues of health workers in 
regular employment. 

Finally, on a lighter note. The 
Italy and The World section of La 
Repubblica led with news of “Terror 
in London”. “The fear at The 
Palace that Principe Carlo”  (Prince 
Charles) had tested positive for the 
virus. He reassured everyone by 
saying, “I’m well, the symptoms are 
light”. I’m sure Italy was relieved.

Labour was somehow the cause 
of the worldwide financial crash 
in 2008. A US Senate report 
into the root causes of the crash 
singled out two investment banks 
for blame: Goldman Sachs and 
Deutsche Bank. A few weeks ago, 
the Prime Minister turfed out one 
Chancellor who had previously 
worked at Deutsche Bank, and 
replaced him with another one 
who worked at Goldman Sachs. 
Truly a Government of the people! 

The Government want us to 
believe that austerity is over, but 
that is not true. According to the 
Institute for Fiscal Studies, it 
would take at least £54 billion 
of current spending this year, 
excluding health and social care, 
to get us back to 2010 levels. 
We have heard nothing even 
approaching that scale from the 
Chancellor today, but without 
it, the IFS says that austerity is 
“baked in” to our economy. Try 
telling local councils, which face 
a further £8 billion black hole 
over this Parliament, that austerity 
is over.

To end austerity truly and fund 
urgent action on the climate 
emergency and our public 
services, we need a fair taxation 
system, and that means making 
the richest pay their share. The 
Government’s changes to the 
national insurance threshold will 
mostly benefit higher earners, 
while those on lower incomes 
would be far better supported by 
boosting wages and real social 
security. The incomes of the 
poorest fifth of families have 
fallen by 7% in just two years. As 
the Resolution Foundation said, 
“this has been driven by policy 
choices.”

How can it be right that 12 years 
after the bankers crashed the 
economy, the poorest 20% of the 
population are still being made to 
pay for it, while those at the top 
are rewarded yet again? Today 
we learn that the Government 

will not even scrap entrepreneurs’ 
relief—a huge subsidy that 
mainly benefits 5,000 people who 
make an average of £350,000 per 
year. I can assume only that those 
who fund the Conservative party 
have had a quiet word with the 
Chancellor, and told him to back 
off.

Creating a fair taxation system 
also means tackling tax avoidance 
and evasion. How can we have 
confidence that this Chancellor 
will clamp down on tax dodgers, 
when previously he worked 
for hedge funds that used the 
Cayman Islands, and he had a 
close business associate who 
engaged in a multi-million pound 
tax avoidance scheme? How 
can we have confidence when 
the Government’s big idea is 
apparently free ports—tax-free 
zones that allow the super-rich 
to dodge taxes and take away 
workers’ protections?

The last Chancellor resigned, 
saying that no self-respecting 
Minister could accept being 
controlled by advisers in No.10. 
The new Chancellor accepted that 
control, and has now presented a 
Budget just 27 days after taking 
the job. Through him, and the 
chuntering Prime Minister, may 
I pass on our congratulations to 
Dominic Cummings on writing a 
Budget so quickly?

But what a let-down it has 
been. When I first responded to a 
Budget, austerity was very much 
in vogue, and our demands for 
investment and spending were 
dismissed. The terrain of public 
debate has shifted dramatically 
in just a few years, but there 
is a gaping chasm between the 
rhetoric that the Conservative 
party has adopted, and the reality 
of what it delivers. Whatever it 
says, the Conservative party will 
never stand up for working class 
communities, and it will always, 
always, put the interests of its 
wealthy friends first.

The reality of today’s 

announcements will become 
clear. The hard sell and spin will 
fade away, and this Budget will 
be seen as a lost opportunity, a 
failure of ambition, and a bitter 
disappointment for all those 
people who have been promised 
so much but, from what we have 
heard today, will see very little.
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Listening to Italy
by Orecchiette

The Virus in Italy
Orecchiette’s daily subscription to La Repubblica is 

currently mainly comprised of virus-related news. If 
the UK is two weeks behind Italy, Coronavirus wise, 
then the UK Government’s initial optimism (and 
Johnson’s bravado) are similar to the initially relaxed 
approach taken in Italy. All references this month come 
from that newspaper.

A La Repubblica interview at the end of March 
questioned Milan’s Mayor Beppe Sala about his 
reluctance to close the City. It was obviously a move 
that he was trying to resist until the last minute. He 
explained this by saying that his instinct was not to 
curtail the area’s momentum, as it is the financial and 
business capital of Italy, responsible for the success or 
otherwise of the country’s economy. 

On 25 March there was an article about the 
escalating contagion in New York. The infection rate 
was doubling by the day. Mayor Andrew Cuomo 
expressed his disbelief and incomprehension at Donald 
Trump’s inability to be truthful about the gravity of 
the City’s, and the country’s, problems. Addressing 
Trump he said: “You don’t understand what is 
happening.” He continued to express horror that “the 
President professes optimism for a normal Easter”. 
Another article compared the opinions of previous 
US Presidents. It mentioned Obama’s science-based 
approach and the fact that he has a considerably greater 
number of Twitter followers than Trump.

La Repubblica’s reporting includes daily, consistently 
presented data about the virus. There is always a long 
slender graph spreading across the top of pages two 
and three. It lists the number infected by the week, 
and more recently, by the day. There is also a full 
page map of Italy with information presented by 
Region. Numbers of infections, deaths and numbers 
discharged from hospital are given. By the 25 March 
the Lombardia region in the north (population 
10,060,574) had the highest incidence, with a total of 
19,868 infected cases (approx. 0.2% of the population). 
Sparsely populated Basilicata in the far South had the 
lowest incidence with 91 reported cases, amounting to 
.02% of inhabitants. The third map and chart shows 
the infections on a worldwide basis. All very clear 
statistics, easily followed from day to day. 

Prime Minister Conte announced that the figures of 
new infections have started to fall, although deaths 
have not. As a short background, Conte is a lawyer 
by training and is not an elected parliamentarian. He 
was appointed to the post of  Prime Minister at the 
start of the previous Parliamentary term. This was 
done as a compromise measure to nominally head the 

administrations led jointly by M5S (Five Star) and 
Matteo Salvini’s Lega. Much has happened since he 
started but a recent poll conducted, post the emergency’s 
start, show that his approval ratings have increased 
while figures for Matteo Salvini have decreased. And 
Conte is running the country.

Recent La Repubblica headlines demonstrate 
the pressures within Italy. (translations necessarily 
introduce more words slightly changing the impact.) 
They have included:

There’s no respite
Europe is closed to the world
The Pope: Don’t waste these difficult days
Italy is shattered (into pieces)
Everything’s closed  
We are slow. The virus is fast
You are responsible. These are crucial days
La Repubblica has run articles on places such as the 

northern city of Bergamo, which was also reported 
widely in the UK press. The incidence of deaths had 
overwhelmed the local crematoria and the army had to 
move coffins to other Regions. This week La Repubblica 
reported from Piacenza in Emilia Romagna, where 
crematoria are currently unable to cope. The article had 
three photographs from inside the crematoria, as well 
as rows of labelled coffins waiting to be processed. 
Funerals are forbidden and the deceased have to be 
processed without ceremony and without mourners. 
This leaves families unable to follow the customary 
rituals and grieving that we are all used to. 

Daily reporting on the virus runs to around 16 or so 
pages. This day-to-day reporting is augmented with 
comment and editorials. Interesting issues have been 
raised, some directly relevant to the virus, while others 
have been theoretical and/or philosophical. On 25 
March there was a translation of an article, that first 
appeared in The Guardian, by Italian speaker Marianna 
Mazzucato, economist and Oxford academic. (she 
wrote: The Value of Everything 2017). She was writing 
about the opportunity to focus on a new capitalism 
which would emphasise sustainable and inclusive 
growth. In this context she criticised the greed of 
Trump demonstrated by his push to acquire from a 
German manufacturer the exclusive licence to produce 
virus tests. 

There is an international exchange in articles which 
can often be found in their original language. The FT 
and The Guardian and La Repubblica occasionally 


