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A Clause 4 Moment
In mid-August Constituency Labour Parties 

(CLPs) received a letter from David Evans, Labour’s 
recently appointed General Secretary. The letter 
warned CLPs and party branches not to discuss, 
or speculate about the contents of the draft report 
of the Equality and Human Rights Commission 
(EHRC) into allegations of antisemitism within the 
party. Labour had received the report on 13 July 
with a 28 day deadline for comments. As far as we 
are aware, CLPs have accepted this instruction. 
However it seems odd that CLPs should be warned 
not to discuss, or speculate about the contents of a 
report which remains hidden from them. Clement 
Attlee, Labour’s post-war Prime Minister is alleged 
to have told a rather loose tongued Minister that a 
period of silence from him would be most welcome. 
Has it now come to pass that today’s party members 
have been told to take a vow of silence?

Just what cause does this omerta serve? 
Presumably, the report will be published at some 
time in the near future when members will be free 
to comment. Or will Labour suggest it should not 
be published, having decided that the matter of 
antisemitism has been settled? Starmer, with the 
support of senior party members, has caved into the 
demands of the affiliated Jewish Labour Movement 
and the non-affiliated Board of Deputies of British 
Jews. Starmer has accepted, blindly, that Labour 
will adopt all the recommendations of the EHRC 
report. The dear Leader has spoken and his decision 
can now not be questioned. 

Evans’ letter also told CLPs that they have 
no right to question the International Holocaust 
Remembrance Alliance (IHRA) definition of 
antisemitism, adopted by the party in September 
2018. (The definition is so vague in places it makes 
it virtually impossible to express a critical view of 
Israel without it being labelled antisemitic). Nor, 

the letter says, do CLPs have the powers to overturn 
that decision. This is a bizarre state of affairs. It 
seems that Evans is suggesting that once a decision 
has been made by the Labour leadership that is the 
end of the matter. That a change in opinion by party 
members, let alone in external circumstances, can 
have no bearing or influence on a decision or on 
existing party policy. Does this apply to all policy 
decisions? If so, just what is the point of Labour 
conference where party policy, based on the 
majority support of motions submitted by CLPs, 
can be changed if conference so decides?

In his letter Evans applies the same conditions 
to the financial settlement with seven former 
members of staff whose grievances were aired on 
the BBCs Panorama programme in July 2019. On 
this the letter says, “Those settlements included 
an unreserved apology and a withdrawal of the 
allegations previously made by the party about 
those individuals. The withdrawal and apology 
are binding on the party and any motions which 
seek to undermine or contradict them will create 
a risk of further legal proceedings for both 
the national party and local parties. As such, 
motions relating to these settlements and the 
circumstances behind them are not competent 
business for discussion by local parties.” (our 
emphasis). The pertinent question here is: was the 
financial settlement based on legal advice or was it 
a political decision taken by the party leadership? 
In his interview with Channel 4 on 14 August Keir 
Starmer refused to answer this. (The full transcript 
of the interview is published in this issue).

Why also would Labour settle with the former 
members of staff before the contents of the EHRC 
report are known to party members? If it is an 
attempt to put the vexed question of antisemitism 
and racism to bed, it will fail. There are signs 
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already that some Labour MPs, 
determined to keep the anti-
racist pot boiling, are airing their 
genuine grievances in public. 
While we believe they should be 
dealt with, their apparent single 
minded focus makes it look as 
if Labour is obsessed with anti-
racism at the exclusion of issues 
that affect the whole of the 
working class.

The killing of democratic 
discussion is often levelled at 
China, North Korea and Russia. 
But here we have a so-called 
democratic party doing exactly 
that. Constituency parties and 
its members are reduced to mere 
recipients of  a diktat from a 
party bureaucrat, no doubt at the 
behest of the party leader and his 
craven shadow ministers. This 
is a turning point for Labour. In 
1995 a little over a year into his 
leadership, Tony Blair, with the 
loyal support of John Prescott, 
convinced party conference to 
ditch Clause 4 of the party’s 
constitution, adopted in 1918. 
Consequently, large numbers of  
members resigned, mostly on the 
left of the party. Is this latest step 
another attempt by the hierarchy 
to rid the party of its left wing 
members? We would urge the left 
to ignore this, stay in the party 
and ensure there is no departure 
from or weakening of the ten 
pledges Keir Starmer laid out on 
his election as party leader.

In the Channel 4 interview 
Keir Starmer reiterated his 
determination to root out 
antisemitism in the party. His 
sacking of Rebecca Long-
Bailey on 25 June was seen as 
a clear sign that he was serious. 
Long-Bailey’s ‘crime’ was to 
retweet a comment by the actor 
Maxine Peake that Israel was 
indirectly responsible for the 
death of George Floyd as the 
knee on the neck tactic used by 
the Philadelphia police officer 
was learnt in discussions about 

crowd control tactics with the 
Israeli police. Although the term 
Jew or Jewish was not used by 
Peake in her allegation Starmer 
deemed the comment to be ‘ an 
antisemitic conspiracy theory’

Some time later, on 2 August, 
Barry Sheerman, Labour Co-op 
member for Huddersfield and a 
long-time supporter and member 
of Labour Friends of Israel, 
irritated by Boris Johnson’s list 
of ‘cronies’ for elevation to the 
House of Lords, tweeted that 
there must have been a run on 
silver shekels when Richard 
Desmond and Philip Green were 
not included on the list. The 
shekel is the currency of Israel 
and both Desmond and Green 
are Jewish. Incredibly, Sheerman 
claimed that he was surprised 
to discover that the shekel was 
Israel’s currency and that when 
he tweeted the remark he was 
unaware that Desmond and 
Green were Jewish. When these 
facts were pointed out, he offered 
a sincere apology.

However, the remarkable 
thing about all this is not so 
much Sheerman’s confession of 
ignorance, but the fact that his 
remarks were ignored by the 
entire press and by the vocal 
critics of antisemitism among 
Labour MPs, Labour Friends 
of Israel and the Jewish Labour 
Movement. No one among them 
uttered a word, including Keir 
Starmer himself. An official 
Labour statement simply said that 
as Sheerman had apologised the 
matter was closed and no action 
would be taken against him. A 
classic case of double standards 
of treatment. We’ll accept that 
Sheerman is not an antisemite. 
His explanation for his remarks 
seemed to confirm this. But we 
see this as an example of one 
law for the critics of Israel in the 
party, and another one for the 
party’s Israel supporters.
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Notes on the News
        By Gwydion M. Williams

Editorials and articles at our 
website, by subject, at  

http://labouraffairsmagazine.com/.  

Newly added - what we were saying in the late 1980s and early 
1990s, which still reads well.  Web pages and PDFs at  

https://labouraffairsmagazine.com/very-old-issues-images/.   
 

Or by subject at https://labouraffairsmagazine.com/very-old-issues-
images/m-articles-by-topic/.  

Fire, Flood and Melting Ice
Another wave of firestorms in 

California, following unusual heat.  
Death Valley just had the highest 
temperature ever reliably recorded.1 

And China is now past the peak 
of its fifth major flood along the 
Yangtze:

“Since the floods began in June, 
officials have repeatedly offered 
reassurances that the dam could 
withstand what has been called once-
in-a-century flooding. Some reports 
in state media have gone further, 
claiming that the [Three Gorges] 
dam had almost certainly prevented 
even worse flooding in major cities 
downstream, including Wuhan, 
where the Covid-19 pandemic 
began.”  (New York Times.2)

“Sichuan Province, which sits on 
the upper reaches of the Yangtze 
River, on Monday (Aug. 17) braced 
for some of the worst flooding seen 
in over 70 years, likely to bring the 
‘No. 5 Flood’ downstream to the 
beleaguered Three Gorges Dam.”  
(Taiwan News.3)

The Western media has been slow 
to notice Chinese disasters where the 
government is responding well.  I 
blogged on this back in July, when 
Japan was also hit,  and Western 
media barely mentioned it.4

India too has floods.5 
The New York Times also reports 

doubts about the usefulness of the 
Three Gorges dam – more than I’d 
see them meriting.  Dams can be 
over-done, but they are the classic 
and successful method of flood 
control.

It has also been claimed that dams, 
1 https: / /www.bbc.co.uk/news/
world-us-canada-53828150
2 h t t p s : / / w w w . n y t i m e s .
com/2020/08/21/world/asia/china-flooding-
sichuan-chongqing.html
3 https://www.taiwannews.com.tw/en/
news/3989041
4 
5 https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/av/
world-asia-india-53831594

or rather their reservoirs, have played 
key role in limiting sea level rise.6 

It is sadly likely that China’s 
floods will be more than a once-per-
century high.  Across the world, far 
too many ‘once-per-century’ events 
have happened several times in the 
last decades.  The global weather 
systems have shifted.

It is all much worse than the 
initial warnings, when the scientific 
consensus accepted Climate Change 
in the 1980s.  The arctic has warmed 
much faster than expected:

“A record-breaking heatwave in 
Siberia would have been almost 
impossible without human-caused 
climate change, a study has found.

“The Russian region's temperatures 
were more than 5C above average 
between January and June of this 
year.

“Temperatures exceeded 38C in 
the Russian town of Verkhoyansk on 
20 June, the highest temperature ever 
recorded north of the Arctic circle.

“The Arctic is believed to be 
warming twice as fast as the global 
average.”7 

This has destabilised the northern 
hemisphere’s main jet stream.  

6 https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/av/
world-asia-india-53831594
7 https: / /www.bbc.co.uk/news/
science-environment-53415297

Bringing drought, floods, unusual 
cold and unusual heat.

Ice loss in Greenland breaks the 
previous record by 15%.8   Globally, 
28 trillion tonnes of ice have melted 
in less than 30 years.  Described in 
reports as ‘enough ice to cover the 
entire surface of the UK with a sheet 
of frozen water that is 100 metres 
thick.  Which will not happen, but I 
fear that not all of the world would be 
heartbroken if it did.

Mostly the global poor and middle-
income suffer.  But the US gets some: 
just now two tropical storms in the 
Gulf of Mexico at same time.

(Storm Marco was less bad than 
expected, but Storm Laura became a 
damaging Category 4 hurricane.)

Yet some people still think they 
are heroic defenders of truth against 
‘fashionable folly’ over Climate 
Change.

Overall, a wetting world will have 
more rainfall, because warm air can 
hold more water vapour.  But it is 
often too much rain where it is not 
wanted.  Drought where rains were 
once regular.

Even fear of the monsoon system 
breaking down.  India could no 
longer feed itself.

8 https: / /www.bbc.co.uk/news/
science-environment-53849695
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Belarus: End Game for Leninism
Polls show that voters in Britain 

and the USA want a more equal 
society. In the USA, a majority want 
the same decent health service as 
advanced nations. Want more gun 
controls. But actual politics has so far 
blocked these.

If Britain had Proportional 
Representation, Thatcherism would 
never have gone as far as it did.  The 
US electorate was and is much more 
gullible and obsequious to the rich: 
but there too an archaic electoral 
system helps serve the ruling class.

It may give Trump a second term.  
He got nearly three million less 
votes in the 2016 election, but the 
Electoral College system gave him 
victory. That’s quite apart from Voter 
Suppression.

I suspect that centrist Democrats 
won’t want to change it, if they win. 
In a less biased system, they might 
end up part of a weakened centre-
right.  Authentic centre-left politics 
might flourish.

No one makes a fuss about brutal 
Arab autarchies, for as long as they 
suit the West.  Even Saddam Hussein 
was bailed out in 1987, after his 
aggressive war against Iran had 
bogged down.9 

So, it is not about democracy.  
Nor a benevolent intent to be nice 

to the people of Belarus.
As Bill Clinton said in another 

context, ‘it’s the economy, stupid’.
“Belarus’s skilled population will 

be a boon if its economy opens up
“Its history as an engineering and 

science base has led to a high number 
of technical graduates…

“Mr Lukashenko’s 26-year regime 
is the main reason Belarus does not 
feature in many investor roadshows.

“The strongman leader, who has 
ruled his post-Soviet state as if 
the Soviet Union never collapsed, 
has resisted western liberalisation 
efforts: state-run enterprises such as 
the Minsk tractor plant account for 
70 per cent of the country’s $60bn 
economy.

“The decision for those big state-

9 https://labouraffairsmagazine.
com/very-old-issues-images/magazine-
001-to-010/magazine-004-october-1987/
why-the-west-saved-saddam-hussein-in-1987/

run businesses to rebel against him 
was a turning point in a wave of 
popular unrest that began this month 
with protests over Mr Lukashenko’s 
disputed election victory. But if he is 
ousted, the future of many of them 
will be thrown into doubt.

“While many of the businesses 
are outdated, inefficient and would 
probably require more cash to 
modernise than they would pay out 
in returns, others could be ripe for 
private investment if a different 
administration took charge.”10 

I suspect Putin would want an 
opening-up – one that Russia’s own 
oligarchs were involved in.  It would 
mean breaking a functional economy 
and creating a lot of poverty.  
But though there are also pro-
government demonstrations a lot of 
state employees are now protesting.

I had figured this out before hearing 
that if a new election were held, the 
main opposition candidate would not 
stand.11 

We might have a new election with 
a middling candidate.  Someone 
promising gradual change and 
without weakening ties with Russia.

Trump takes a business viewpoint.  
I doubt he’d want Belarus in NATO.  
Neither Ukraine nor Georgia have 
been let in.  Since 2004, the only new 
members have been in the Balkans,.

Sviatlana Tsikhanouskaya clears 
the way for a middling candidate.  
She is only 37.  Her husband, the 
candidate before he was jailed, is 
only 42.  Either or both might win a 
later election.  Win after the middling 
candidate had taken the odium for 
the pain of opening up.  

Easy enough to fool an electorate.

God, Mammon and Covid-19
“The statistics office has separately 

estimated that the United Kingdom 
suffered 55,763 excess deaths… A 
New York Times analysis … puts 
excess deaths in Britain at 62,600 
over the same period, by far the most 
in Europe and a 31 percent increase 

10 h t t p s : / / w w w . f t . c o m /
con ten t /271acc0d-e821-4394-93d6-
69f6ebe09872 - Pay Site
11 h t t p s : / / w w w. f r a n c e 2 4 . c o m /
en/20200822-tsikhanouskaya-says-she-
would-not-seek-belarus-presidency-if-new-
elections-held

in mortality for that time of year.”12   
“European leaders boasted of the 

superiority of their world-class health 
systems but had weakened them with 
a decade of cutbacks. When Covid-19 
arrived, those systems were unable 
to test widely enough to see the peak 
coming — or to guarantee the safety 
of health care workers after it hit.”13 

And Sweden refused to do a lock-
down:

“Sweden records highest death 
tally in 150 years in first half of 2020

“Covid-19 caused about 4,500 
deaths in six months to end of June 
as Sweden opted against strict 
lockdown.”14 

They were also lucky in having 
neighbours who did a strict lock-
down.  Whereas Korea, mostly 
following sensible policies, had 
trouble with religious extremists:

“The Sarang Jeil Church in Seoul 
has been a magnet for thousands of 
conservative Christians who fear 
their country is turning communist 
under President Moon Jae-in. Many 
have contracted the coronavirus.”15 

Religion and distrust of secular 
experts and science have also helped 
the virus spread in the USA and 
much of Latin America.  The places 
currently doing worst.

Worst along with India, with three 
million reported cases and more 
than 56,000 deaths.  It is suspected 
that there are many more unreported 
cases.16 

China, acting quickly, has mostly 
recovered:

“Wuhan coronavirus: From silent 
streets to packed pools…

“The city of 11 million people 
was entirely cut off from the rest of 
China, as thousands of people were 
over the next few months tested and 
placed in quarantine. All large public 
12 h t t p s : / / w w w . n y t i m e s .
com/2020/07/30/world/europe/UK-deaths-
coronavirus-europe.html
13 h t t p s : / / w w w . n y t i m e s .
com/2020/07/20/world/europe/coronavirus-
mistakes-france-uk-italy.html
14 https://www.theguardian.com/
world/2020/aug/19/sweden-records-highest-
death-tally-in-150-years-in-first-half-of-2020
15 h t t p s : / / w w w . n y t i m e s .
com/2020/08/20/world/asia/coronavirus-
south-korea-church-sarang-jeil.html
16 https://informationisbeautiful.net/
visualizations/covid-19-coronavirus-info-
graphic-datapack/ as at 24th August
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gatherings were cancelled and people 
told to avoid gathering.

“By March, the lockdown slowly 
started to ease.

“One resident from each household 
was allowed to leave their residential 
compound for a maximum of two 
hours…

“Today, it appears that life has 
edged back to normal in Wuhan. The 
images of partygoers … have only 
proved this point.”  (BBC Online.17)

China Dares to be Equal
Mao in 1949 made great efforts 

to conciliate the USA.  He included 
some unimportant allies in what was 
nominally a coalition government.  
He did not want to become dependent 
on the Soviet Union, which had 
always been suspicious of him.  

Most current Western ‘experts’ 
avoid knowing it, though the older 
breed would sometimes mention 
it.  And I have never once seen any 
Chinese critic of Mao wonder if 
maybe the USA bears part of the 
blame for Mao opting for hard-line 
policies.  For them, radical and anti-
imperialist Chinese are always at 
fault.  Juan Chang is a notable case, 
but not really an extreme.18 

But the South China Morning Post 
exists to report realities to people 
doing business with China.  So we 
recently had the following:

“‘China must industrialise. 
This can be done … only by free 
enterprise and with the aid of foreign 
capital. Chinese and American 
interests are correlated and similar. 
They fit together, economically and 
politically … The United States 
would find us more cooperative 
than the Kuomintang. We will not 
be afraid of democratic American 
influence – we will welcome it.’

"Something from Deng Xiaoping? 
Actually, it was a message secretly 
passed on to Washington in 1944, 
from Mao Zedong, via John Service, 
a deputy to the US ambassador to 
China.

"After long and intimate 

17 https: / /www.bbc.co.uk/news/
world-asia-china-53816511
18 See https://labouraffairsmagazine.
com/m-articles-by-topic/42-china/42-1-chi-
nese-politics/a-review-of-mao-the-unknown-
story/ for what she and her husband get wrong.

discussions with Mao and other 
communist leaders in Yanan, Service 
wrote to his superiors that besides the 
Kuomintang, Chinese Communists 
were ‘friendly to the United States 
and look to it for the salvation of the 
country, now and after the war’.

"Mao never received a reply. 
He would also approach Truman 
and Eisenhower, and again, no 
response."19 

Nixon was part of the anti-
Communist hysteria, and may have 
remembered that it was mostly lies.  
Perhaps this helped him make peace 
with China.

But back in 1949, most US 
politicians didn’t want to see a 
prosperous and successful China that 
was not mentally dependant on the 
USA.

It is a recorded fact – though 
seldom mentioned in current Western 
assessments of China – that the USA 
pretended that the highly dependent 
Kuomintang rump on Taiwan were 
the ‘real’ China until Nixon scrapped 
it in the early 1970s.  Even let Taiwan 
keep China’s UN seat and veto 
power.  

Nixon with his continuous right-
wing record was able to end this 
nonsense.  Did so at a time when the 
Vietnam War was being lost.  When 
many feared or hoped that the Soviet 
Union would triumph globally.

Since the Soviet collapse in 1989-
91, the Western consensus have 
managed to make people forget that 
this was a widespread view in the 
1970s.  The new Eternal Truth is that 
the Bolsheviks were a continuous 
disaster starting from 1917.  

That the Soviet Union did the 
main work defeating Nazi Germany 
used to be well known.  Winston 
Churchill’s books freely admit it.  But 
by gradual stages, most people have 
been convinced that it was mostly 
the USA.  It is what most films show, 
so it must be true.  This sticks, even 
though I have yet to see a book about 
the war that would deny that it was 
mostly the Soviet Union.

After the Soviets collapsed, the 
USA and Britain showed that they 
had never ceased to want to dominate 

19 h t t p s : / / w w w . s c m p . c o m /
c o m m e n t / o p i n i o n / a r t i c l e / 3 0 9 8 5 1 5 /
why-china-and-us-cant-be-friends-any-more

the rest of the world.  Former allies 
were discarded – Mobutu in Zaire 
/ Congo, Suharto in Indonesia, 
Ceausescu in Romania.  Saddam 
Hussein in Iraq was scheduled for 
the same, left burdened with debts 
from the war he had waged against 
Islamic Iran, but that was one of the 
massive errors they made.  (Congo 
suffered massively thanks to Western 
intervention in neighbouring 
Rwanda, but I fear that Western 
leaders would not privately have 
viewed this as an error.)

Chinese Communism in the early 
1990s was assumed to be doomed to 
collapse after the 1989 Tiananmen 
protests.  Which shows the drawbacks 
of having ‘experts’ who are liars or 
fantasists: you cannot act sensibly on 
their advice.  I was one of the few 
Western people who thought in 1989 
that the regime was solid, and of 
course no one listened.20 

Western leaders are now realising 
that China is flourishing without 
the least intention of adopting their 
values.

TikTok and Others
Huawei was providing a better 

cheaper service for ‘5G’, the next 
stage for mobile phones.

And TikTok managed to do better 
in the West at linking Western 
teenagers to the best choice of short 
and mostly comic videos.  To do this 
by human judgement would be an 
immense task and still often wrong, 
since older people have different 
tastes.  People devise computer 
systems called algorithms to do the 
work at immense speed and without 
human bias.

The results can be comic, 
especially if humans lack common 
sense when deciding the wording 
that tries to nudge a user into buying 
something else.  I vividly remember 
what happened after I rented a Ken 
Loach film from Amazon: I was 
told ‘people who favoured Land and 
Freedom also enjoyed The Spanish 
Civil War’ – this being a book on 
it.  A book that probably mentions 
the marginal role of the POUM far-
leftists whom Loach heroized.
20 h t t p s : / / l a b o u r a f f a i r s m a g a -
z i n e . c o m / v e r y - o l d - i s s u e s - i m a g e s /
magazine-001-to-010/magazine-012/
what-tiananmen-1989-was-really-about/
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Algorithms keep getting better.  
And China is a major player:

“Two highly visible current 
examples have shown just how 
disruptive the results can be when 
the technology reaches a critical 
point. The first case, involving data 
and algorithms, is TikTok. The huge 
success of the Chinese-owned app at 
the centre of a political storm in the US 
can be traced to many things. Among 
them are its slick automated editing, 
freeing of ‘watermarked’ videos to 
travel beyond its own network, and a 
format that touched a nerve with its 
target audience.”21 

“China’s technological advances 
in quantum computing and AI are 
making it a strong competitor to the 
military technology of the United 
States.”22 

“China has become a leading 
writer of international rules for 
emerging technologies, particularly 
fifth-generation wireless, as part of 
a national effort to shape the playing 
field in its favour…

“Huawei is the top filer of standard-
essential patents for 5G… It leads 
in 5G-related contributions to … 
an international organisation that 
develops telecom standards, beating 
out European rivals and US-based 
Qualcomm.”23 

The Economist – which is also there 
to offer facts as well as propaganda – 
said:

“China’s economy was less harmed 
by the tariff war than expected. It has 
been far more resilient to the covid-19 
pandemic—the IMF forecasts growth 
of 1% in 2020 compared with an 
8% drop in America. Shenzhen is 
the world’s best-performing big 
stockmarket this year, not New York. 
And, as our briefing explains, China’s 
leader, Xi Jinping, is reinventing 
state capitalism for the 2020s. Forget 
belching steel plants and quotas. Mr 
Xi’s new economic agenda is to make 
markets and innovation work better 
within tightly defined boundaries 
and subject to all-seeing Communist 
Party surveillance. It isn’t Milton 
21 h t tp s : / /www. f t . com/con ten t /
f4834814-dcb0-40f8-a47a-f6ab3c501bd1
22 https://www.scmp.com/news/china/
military/article/3098292/rise-chinese-ai-and-
quantum-computing-threatens-american
23 h t t p s : / / w w w . f t . c o m /
c o n t e n t / 8 5 8 d 8 1 b d - c 4 2 c - 4 0 4 d - b 3 0 d -
0be32a097f1c

Friedman, but this ruthless mix of 
autocracy, technology and dynamism 
could propel growth for years.”24 

Snippets
Killing Small Business
“Corporate Socialism: The 

Government is Bailing Out Investors 
& Managers Not You…

“The bailouts of 2008–9 saved 
the banks (but mostly the bankers), 
thanks to … then-treasury secretary 
Timothy Geithner who fought 
for bank executives against both 
Congress and some other members of 
the Obama administration. Bankers 
who lost more money than ever 
earned in the history of banking, 
received the largest bonus pool in the 
history of banking less than two years 
later, in 2010. And, suspiciously, only 
a few years later, Geithner received 
a highly paid position in the finance 
industry…

“Saving an airline, therefore, 
should not equate to subsidizing their 
shareholders and highly compensated 
managers and promote additional 
moral hazard in society.”25 

“The World’s Billionaire Population 
Increased by 221 Last Year to 
2,825.”26 

“I run a cafe in London. Here's why 
most small businesses won't survive 
Covid-19.”27 

No doubt the Tories see critics as 
rude and ungrateful for not admiring 
the wonderful work the rich do, 
creating wealth for us.

Except that the West never 
recovered the fast growth it had in 
the 1950s and 1960s.  New Right rule 
has never even matched growth in the 
troubled 1970s.

***
The New Right 
and its Disobedient Voters
“The Conservative Party relies on 

old voters. That’s bad news for the 
24 https://www.economist.com/lead-
ers/2020/08/13/xi-jinping-is-reinventing-state-
capitalism-dont-underestimate-it
25 https://medium.com/incerto/corpo-
rate-socialism-the-government-is-bailing-out-
investors-managers-not-you-3b31a67bff4a
26 https://www.barrons.com/articles/
the-worlds-billionaire-population-increased-
by-221-last-year-to-2-825-01593517763
27 https://www.theguardian.com/com-
mentisfree/2020/aug/01/cafe-london-small-
businesses-survive-covid-19

economy…
“They are ‘affluent eurosceptics’, 

a Conservative-leaning middle-
class tribe. Nearly half the group is 
over retirement age. They lament 
their children’s europhilia, their 
grandchildren’s idleness and the 
decline of Britain’s industrial 
prowess. Yet the thread that links 
their views is a preference for policies 
that harm growth, and an aversion to 
those which boost it…

“Mr Johnson’s plan to offset the 
costs of Brexit by making Britain a 
nimbler, globetrotting place is not 
popular among the old. A trade deal 
with America will require loosening 
food regulations, to which pensioners 
are particularly hostile.”28 

***
Post-Socialist India
“The annihilation of India’s political 

opposition is almost complete
“Narendra Modi’s ruling party has 

captured national politics for the 
foreseeable future…

“Congress is … in deep paralysis. 
Despite being the only opposition 
party with a national footprint, it has 
just 52 MPs to the BJP’s more than 
300. Its most recent decade-long stint 
in power was a time of high growth 
rates and the rearming of civil rights, 
but is now mostly associated with 
nepotism and eye-watering political 
corruption.”29 

Having put vast efforts into 
discrediting socialism, the New 
Right finds that it is losing every 
country that hadn’t been conquered 
for Enlightenment values by previous 
generations.30   Only China, which 
rejects their economics, is solidly 
secular and tolerant of opinions that 
are not subversive of the state.

***
Old newsnotes at the magazine 

website.  I also write regular 
blogs - https://www.quora.com/q/
mrgwydionmwilliams

28 https://www.economist.com/brit-
ain/2020/08/15/why-boris-johnsons-grey-
army-is-bad-for-growth
29 h t tp s : / /www. f t . com/con ten t /
bf8b2503-a9cf-4506-b947-e476f7656f0c
30 See https://labouraffairsmaga-
zine.com/problems-magazine-past- is-
sues/the-west-fails-in-five-civilisations/
the-west-fails-in-five-civilisations-2/
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Froggy
News From Across The Channel

Wine and Climate Change
The quality of wine is changing.  

Producers of certain wines can no longer 
sell their wine by its name, because its 
character is changing, in particular its 
alcohol content.

Temperatures are getting higher and 
higher.  Around Bordeaux for example the 
temperature during the grapes growing 
period has increased by 2 degrees in the 
last 70 years. This affects how early it 
ripens, and the quality of the fruit. The 
level of alcohol has increased between 
0,5 and 1 degree even 10 years according 
to region. This is because increased heat 
makes the grapes sweeter which raises the 
level of alcohol once made into wine.  

Wines of the Languedoc showed 11.8 
degree alcohol in 1984, and 14 in 2018.  
This alters the nature and taste of the wine. 
A solution is to harvest earlier, two to three 
weeks earlier compared to the ‘80s. The 
grape harvest is now at the end of August, 
when it used to be mid-September.

In Plaimont in the Pyrenees is a wine 
cooperative of 5,300 hectares, with 800 
families working. They have decided to 
use ancient types of grapes which were 
abandoned as much as a hundred years ago 
but still present in the domain.  It produces 
a 9.5 degree alcohol wine, which means 
100 years ago it would probably produce 
a 6.5 degree wine, which would not be 
sellable. They are planting 3,000 plants 
of this vine.  This is work for the next 
twenty or thirty years, and the producers 
give thanks to those who preserved the 
ancient plants which were not in their time 
commercially viable.

h t tps : / /www. lemonde . f r /v ideos /
v i d e o / 2 0 2 0 / 0 8 / 1 9 / m e n a c e s - p a r -
l e - c h a n g e m e n t - c l i m a t i q u e - d e s -
vignerons-a-la-recherche-de-cepages-
oublies_6049340_1669088.html

An academic paper on the subject says:
“In Europe, the impact of global 

warming on wine growing regions would 
be large. The loss of the Gulf Stream 
would chill Bordeaux and parts of Spain, 
forcing a replanting toward cooler climate 
grapes (Furer, 2006). However, other 
regions would become warmer. Alsace, 
for example, has been experiencing a 
shortening of the growing season and a 
shift of harvest from October to September 

in the last three decades (Furer, 2006). 
Burgundy may soon come to “resemble 
Bordeaux (Furer, 2006).” So troubling is 
this possibility, even the term, “climat,” 
as an expression of Burgundian identity, 
is facing pressure toward redefinition 
(Whalen, 2010). Even the region׳s 
planting of Pinot noir may wane as the 
finicky grape begins to lose viability (Tate, 
2001). Spain׳s interior may experience 
such change in rising temperatures and 
water availability, that it “may be difficult 
to survive” at all (Furer, 2006). Tuscany׳s 
Chianti region is finding grapes ripening 
far too early forcing a shift in varieties 
(Wine News, 2006). Vast portions of 
Europe on the Mediterranean coastline, 
especially Italy, Greece, and France, 
may become completely inhospitable 
to grape production by 2050 (Lallanilla, 
2011). Southern England, by contrast, 
is resembling Champagne and has had 
several vintages of note (Furer,Wine 
News, 2006).” 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/pii/S2212977414000222

Putin in his speech of 19 December 
2019 said that Russia was particularly 
affected by global warming, warming by 
2,5 degrees more than other parts of the 
world; its arctic cities see the permafrost 
they are built on melt, while other areas 
are becoming desertified, and natural 
disasters, floods and major fires, are 
becoming more common.

He said Russians should act to 
minimise global warming, bearing in 
mind that Russia contributes much less 
to greenhouse gases than the US and 
Europe, and to mitigate the consequences 
of global warming. He pointed out that 
the earth goes through cycles of warming 
and cooling and that it was very difficult 
to pinpoint the amount of human action 
within a global natural cycle of warming.

This graph shows the cycles of global 
warming and cooling the Earth has gone 
through the past 400,000 years; other 
graphs show the corresponding increase 
and decrease of methane and carbon 
dioxide. Concentrating the debate on 
the question of how much human action 
contributes to the present spike distracts 
from the business of actually dealing 
with the consequences of warming. The 

example given above of changing grape 
plants is one such sensible way of dealing 
with global warming. Concentrating 
efforts on trying to stop an unstoppable 
natural phenomenon by minimising 
greenhouse gas emissions is too narrow 
and leads to punitive measures such as 
the attempted increase in diesel costs in 
France, which impacted rural populations 
with the results we know. Macron 
retreated from this error. He makes all 
sorts of noises about ecology, but one of 
his slogans is actually quite good: he is 
promoting ‘an ecology of improvements, 
not of restrictions’ [His formula sounds 
snappy in French: ‘une écologie du mieux, 
pas une écologie du moins’.]  Macron 
has a new programme for the railways. 
In his television interview of 14-July, the 
President of the Republic indicated that 
he wanted to “redevelop rail freight on 
a massive scale”, night trains and local 
lines, “because all this allows us to save 
money” and “reduce our emissions” of 
greenhouse gases. 

These proposals will be popular because 
the railway is popular with the public, 
at least as an idea. His arguments are 
rightly both economic and environmental.  
Macron is also proposing grants to 
improve house insulation, and that again 
would be an ecology of improvements. 
Measures taken to cope with global 
warming could be associated with positive 
measures to tackle pollution, preserve 
water and biodiversity.

Whether anything will come out of 
these declarations is another matter, of 
course. Macron does not intend to reduce 
the legal size of lorry loads, or increase 
the road tax hauliers have to pay; in other 
words, road freight transport is still the 
cheaper option, and rail will not save 
money for transporters.

Prepare and adapt, not ‘fight’ is the right 
attitude to climate change, as our wine 
growing cooperative shows.  
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THE BLACK AND WHITE KNIFE CRIMES 
OF WORKING-CLASS YOUTH

W. J. Haire
The tragic death of young black/

mixed-race teenagers affects both 
the black and the white population. 
Fortunately none of my three mixed-
race grandsons came to any grief 
that might have devastated my 
son and my daughter, one with a 
African mother and the other with a 
Barbadian father. But they still had to 
run the gauntlet in their schooldays 
in London right into when they went 
to university. 

One of my grandsons, by the time 
he was 15, had two of his mixed-
race classmates stabbed to death. 
They had opted out of school to deal 
drugs full-time but had fallen foul 
of the main suppliers. Drugs are as 
good, if not handier and easier, than 
selling gold. This didn’t happen 
yesterday but 30 years ago. He was 
traumatised. I feared for his safety 
though he was street-wise enough to 
avoid conflict with the gangs who at 
this time weren’t as organised as they 
are today with their many expensive 
mobiles and new cars they can buy 
openly when of driving-age, and 
until that time have the ability to steal 
highly-technical cars. Back 30 years 
it was a matter of hiring a minicab, 
asking the driver to wait somewhere 
and then finishing off the victim and 
diving back into the cab when the 
deed was done. 

The two dead schoolmates of 
my grandson came from stable 
marriages, both had fathers at home 
who cared for them. These fathers 
were themselves sons of the first 
Caribbean immigrants who had strict 
family values and like a lot of early 
immigrants were either religious or 
had radical politics so they tended to 
have fathers a lot more liberal than 
those born in the Caribbean because 
of their own past experiences. Their 
own fathers didn’t suffer errant 
sons or daughters. I know of one 
case involving three children of a 
Caribbean family, aged from 12 to 
14, two girls, one boy, who had been 
warned to be at home by 9 pm or the 
door would be closed against them. 
They failed to do this a few times, 
in a clash of cultures – Caribbean 
versus Inner London life – and found 

themselves in a children’s home 
unwanted. It turned out they were 
happy to be in that home because 
they didn’t understand their parents 
any more, whilst in the home, they 
met others who had had the same 
strict parents.  

The father of one of my grandsons 
had himself been kicked out of his 
home by a strict Caribbean father, 
when as an apprentice bus mechanic 
he had got drunk and drove away a 
bus. He went wild for a time, then 
calmed down, and sought out his 
father who still didn’t want to know 
him. This hurt him for the rest of his 
life.

What my daughter did, when her 
son became traumatised by the death 
of his classmates, was to move out 
of Inner London to the outer London 
suburbs to get away from the drug-
dealers. Where she had lived was no 
sink-estate but a Grade Two listed 
one in a middle-class area. That was 
30 years ago and now where she has 
moved it is today catching up with 
Inner London.

I had hoped my grandson would 
maybe get into radical politics, the 
Communist Party (CP) or the more 
radical side of the Labour Party. I 
thought being organised like that he 
might find an answer to his anxieties. 
But the CP, 30 years ago, was 
showing signs of neo-liberalism and 
becoming too paternalistic towards 
ethnic groups. I should have known 
better myself as I had left the CP 
as far back as 1968/1969 because 
of those values. My grandson 
decided to become a Muslim and 
found peace of mind. Some of the 
older Caribbean generation had 
been advising the young, who were 
experiencing racism, to become 
Muslim. The elders idea on that was 
to do with the keeping of family 
values as Christianity seemed no 
longer capable of that.

Then the father of this particular 
grandson died not too long ago. 
He had been estranged from my 
daughter for some time but there 
was no ill-feeling involved as my 
daughter had a lot of friends in the 

black community who were a great 
comfort. The funeral was a huge 
event which overflowed on to the 
pavement from the church, slowing 
down the busy high street traffic, 
with the cars of the mourners parked 
on double-yellow lines in the middle 
of the day. There was no sign of 
the police or traffic wardens, so, as 
I had driven there myself, I parked 
anywhere, giving me a great sense 
of freedom. My daughter and myself 
were the only white faces there. 
It’s a long time since I felt such 
warmth in a the normally socially-
cold environment of a large city.  In 
conversation the majority view was 
that black youth killings was being a 
big problem for the black community. 
A couple of women I already knew, 
through my daughter, were afraid to 
go out after dark because of black 
youth activity. Their sons could read 
the graffiti on the walls and therefore 
knew the unsafe areas through its 
messages. A safe passage was left 
open as if in a minefield. But usually, 
non-gang members were left alone, 
but mistakes can be made and these 
women weren’t convinced.

Generally, the greater majority of 
the population accept a multi-racial 
society. The English are good law-
keepers and many things are ignored 
for the sake of harmony.

There is tension among the various 
ethnic groups and not just between 
black and white. I have suffered racial 
abuse myself despite my efforts to 
understand the various communities. 
Oddly enough they who bring out 
the differences in race, especially on 
building sites in the past, and who 
taunt one another in a jovial manner, 
seem to get on the best. There have 
been the halcyon days of the 1950s, 
under CP-led trade unionism on 
construction sites when class issues 
came first and racismwas condemned 
as a ploy by the bosses to create 
divisions in the working-class. 

In these times there are scatter-
gun stop-and-search which can 
provoke hostile feeling in the 
young, especially among the black 
and mixed-race. I remember being 
outraged, as a teenager, when being 
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stopped and searched by the RUC in 
Belfast.

I was furious as the police were 
only doing this in Catholic areas I 
happened to be passing through.

That was also happening here 
in London among the Irish in the 
1950s. It happened to me a few times 
which I put down as prejudice when 
patrolling police heard my accent 
as I discussed something with a 
companion. The English working-
class weren’t all that well-treated 
either. A law existed where only so 
many can congregate in the street. I 
think it was five people at any one 
time. Again, in the 1950s you might 
be conversing in the street within a 
group of ten and a policeman on the 
beat will ask you to move along. You 
decide you are doing no harm and 
remain as you are.

You then watch the cop as he makes 
his way to the police-box to ring for 
reinforcements. A van-load would 
then arrive and start circling the 
area until you broke up.  The bobby-
on-the-beat could be an intrusion 
into your privacy. To be taken to 
the police station back then, when 
young, meant a sudden punch in the 
stomach before being questioned. 
It was a deterrent to a point but the 
desperatecould put the policeman’s 
life in danger when they thought of 
the prospect facing them. A lot of the 
Met police were ex-service men and 
had come out of a brutal war.

I witnessed, on a few occasions, 
a group of them using military 
unarmed combat on a trade-union 
demonstration during the early 
1950s.

When my three grandsons were 
teenagers they were often stopped by 
the police and searched. Of course 
they were furious and felt they were 
being picked on because of colour. 
Later in life, as adults, they weren’t 
stopped and then realised they were 
mostly stopped because of being 
young. But things wouldn’t all go 
that smoothly on occasions when an 
ignoramus copper would make racist 
remarks but it wasn’t as widespread 
as it’s made out to be. No one seems 
to notice the colourless also get 
stopped and searched. Some of them 
also sell drugs and are armed.   

Few older people around remember 

the knife-crimes of the early 1950s. 
The media doesn’t mention it, maybe 
because it takes the focus off the black 
community. There has to be plenty of 
court records and newspaper files on 
that period when it was white youth, 
white-on-white. It was the era of the 
Teddy Boys whom a mate of mine 
from Belfast, on seeing them for 
the first time, described as `refugees 
from Oliver Twist.’ I sure remember 
that time as July 14th, 1954, as 
we had only been in London for 
two days. It was  the middle of the 
night, in the then grim Elephant & 
Castle area of London. We had just 
left a house shared by electricians 
and carpenters from Dublin who 
had been associated with The Irish 
Worker’s League. Seeing up to a 
hundred Dickensian-dressed Teddy 
Boys around a mobile meat-pie  stall 
we decided the other side of the street 
was preferable. They turned as one to 
look at us and then looked away. We 
just weren’t dressed properly. 

It was the era of Chubby Checker 
and the Twist, Bill Haley and Rock-
Around-The-Clock. Teddy Boys, I 
heard they spent most of their wages 
on their tailor made clothes as did the 
Teddy Girls. They were a working-
class phenomena and with that, very 
original. The police hated them. 
Maybe it was because they wouldn’t 
move on because of the law against 
too many congregating in the one 
area. Most of the Teds were peaceful. 
There were fist-fights between the 
Irish and the more robust Teds on 
occasions but this was marginal. 
Some Ted chapters fought each other. 
It was flick-knife time. It was hard 
for an outsider to understand. Drugs 
on the street were non-existent. 
Purple Hearts (Phenobarbitone) were 
available but rare. The usually low 
wages at the time for all, including 
the Teddy Boys couldn’t afford them 
for regular usage at a shilling a tablet. 
Regular drinking of alcohol would 
also be too expensive. It was a truly  
austerity time for a nation that had 
come out of WW2 as almost bankrupt. 
The Teds were mostly peacocks who 
kept in the open to display their 
finery, not forgetting the peahens. I 
am reminded of the squatter camps 
of South Africa, among the rubbish 
piles and churned-up earthen roads, 
where the superbly and colourfully 

dressed of some of its inhabitants 
wouldn’t be broken by what seemed 
to be the eternal blight of the land. 
So I came to see the Teds as rising 
against their environment. 

Their clothes are described as: 
Velvet accents on jackets, that are 
dark, long and drape much like 
19th Century frock coats, knee-
length with a vent in the middle and 
made of wool with several pockets, 
high-waisted, skinny or drainpipe 
trousers, bright socks, clunky suede 
shoes, thin ties, brocade waistcoats, 
white button-up shirt with a high 
collar, topped with a gravity-defying 
slicked quiff nicknamed the DA. 
(duck’s-arse)

Teddy Girls (or Judies) wore 
tailored drape jackets with velvet 
collars, pencil skirts, or hobble skirts, 
or sometimes rolled-up jeans, cameo 
brooches, and clutch-bags.

They wore straw boater hats or 
what was called (colonially) Coolie 
hats. Their hairstyles were Victorian-
like. Basically, both Teddy Boys and 
Teddy Girls were nearer to Victorian 
England than to Edwardian England, 
in dress.

All-in-all the teenager was 
invented. The male Teddy Boys were 
originally called Cosh Boys. They 
were looked on as being delinquent 
though they were probably just 
trying to become free individuals. 
Their homes were still ruled by strict 
family values and were looked on as 
dependents until the age of 21.

Then there were the extreme 
elements who risked their tailored 
elegant clothes being punctured by 
a stiletto or flick knife. Some nights 
there would suddenly be an outbreak 
of deadly stabbings in the smog-
laden, down-at-heel, wartime-blitzed 
streets of Islington. Then the arrests, 
the court cases, and the hangings at 
Pentonville and Wandsworth prisons 
of the young. Like the young black 
stabbings of today the outsider was 
rarely involved.

In one case a 6ft 7” policeman was 
stabbed to death in a conflict with 
Teddy Boys.

The tallest of them went into hiding. 
They felt, or knew, that one of them 
– anyone – would hang. Eventually 
one Teddy Boy was arrested. He was 
comparable in height to the dead 
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policeman. He was tried very quickly 
and hanged. 

At that time I was in the Hampstead 
branch of the Young Communist 
League (YCL). At one meeting 
a member entered in the military 
uniform of a Second Lieutenant. It 
was conscription time. He had come 
out of the officer-training school at 
Sandhurst. The Party dictate was that 
all young men should do their two-
year service in the armed forces. The 
idea being that a citizen army would 
prove better than a professional one 
when it came to the struggle. A bit of 
early neo-liberalism against the facts? 
Didn’t the Party know England was 
probably the most militarised nation 
in Europe and that was supported by 
its subjects. The Second Lieutenant 
was droning on about `thicks’ – 
working-class conscripts. I left the 
meeting determined I would go 
against Party policy.   

The Islington branch of the 
YCL was more down to earth, and 
sometimes too down to earth. The 
Nags Head pub in Lower Holloway 
was where outdoor meetings were 
held. It must have been allowed by the 
borough council for the youth branch 
of Mosley’s Union of Fascists met 
there, when they could. A member 
of the YCL would take the day off, 
an apprentice house painter, and 
stand there all day in order to book 
it and keep out the fascists. I look at 
the pavement, whenever I’m down 
there, and think it must have been a 
lot wider those 66 years ago. I’m sure 
it was because we had quite a crowd 
there at times. A local gang – not the 
Teds – found us interesting for some 
reason. There were twenty or thirty 
of them at times and they would 
surround the platform. We didn’t 
see this as menacing like the good 
evangelists we were. Our message 
was: `The police hate we young for 
our politics as they hate you for your 
gang of youth.’

 At one meeting, on a Friday 
evening, some of them began to cat-
call a YCL girl because of her weight. 
I stood up for her and shouted some 
insults back. There was complete 
silence and the gang left. I was told 
later I could have been stabbed to 
death. 'Didn’t I know who they 
were?'

I hadn’t taken them seriously. You 

could say I had only come over in the 
boat recently where I had left behind 
a Northern Ireland where the police 
were armed and sometimes rode 
around in armoured cars, Bren-gun 
carriers and half-tracks that could 
fire light shells, and Crossley Tenders 
in which the RUC or the B Specials 
(auxiliary part-time police) sat 
facing out with .303 rifles between 
their legs. There were also the caged 
lorries against stones where the RUC 
would poke out their .45 revolvers 
when in Catholic areas. I had seen 
two dead bodies in Belfast, as the 
result of gunfire, by the age of five. 
So what was there here to fear where 
the unarmed  police were smaller in 
height and wore pisspots on their 
heads to give them more height?

A few weeks later I was in the Seven 
Sisters Road when I came across 
the same gang and found myself 
surrounded. They had remembered 
me. I was still feeling arrogant at 
coming out of a tougher place than 
they were in. The gang-leader simply 
asked me if I wanted to join them. 
Stupidity sometimes gets you to go 

places but I had to refuse the offer 
though I felt highly honoured, and 
said so. It was handshakes all round.

Sometime later I read that three of 
the gang had kicked a youth of their 
own age to death. They had been 
arrested and sentence to be hanged. 
Prisoners at Pentonville

Prison described them as kicking 
and screaming and crying for their 
mothers as they were carried to the 
scaffold.  The prison itself flared-up 
noisily  at the inhumanity of it all, as 
they did during most hangings. Court 
cases then were very brief with no 
proper defence for the accused. A 
terrible prospect for the young. I 
don’t know what the young of today 
feel about the prospect of serving 
long sentences for killings. Maybe 
they are more callous than yesterday 
for some killings are captured by 
mobile phones and put on social-
media. They obviously don’t have 
the same nightmare as others and 
myself had back then, 66 years ago.

  

I cannot believe that the killing of 2000 Englishmen at New Orleans 
qualifies a person for the various difficult and complicated duties of 
the Presidency.             US politician Henry Clay on Andrew Jackson

I can tell you that too much money is corrupting American politics. 
Don’t blame the American public. The U.S. Supreme Court has a lot 
to answer for, because it has made it impossible for Congress to reduce 
the corrupting influence of money on American political life.

Peter Albert David
(The USA allows the rich to spend vast sums on electoral propaganda, 

claiming that this is covered by the right to Free Speech.)

I can not believe that war is the best solution. No one won the last 
war, and no one will win the next war.           Eleanor Roosevelt

I am not one of those who think that people the people are never in the 
wrong. They have been so, frequently and outrageously, both in other 
countries and in this. But I do say that in all disputes between them 
and their rulers, the presumption is at least upon a par in favour of the 
people.             Edmund Burke

I am not going to spend any time whatsoever in attacking the Foreign 
Secretary. If we complain about the tune, there is no need to attack the 
monkey when the organ grinder is present.
Aneurin Bevan On Anthony Eden & Selwyn Lloyd
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A Letter From Our New Zealand Correspondent
Feargus O'Raghallaigh

Days of yore
On a clear day in olden days, 

when skies were cloudless, you 
could see the traces of humanity, 
the anthropocene world evident 
above, jetstreams forever tracing 
and disappearing, the trace of 
people coming and going. We lived 
on the ground, but also in the air, 
the planet was through cheap travel 
ours.

The sun has for the moment – and 
it may be a long one – set on that. 
But maybe this is a good thing (put 
that thought aside for the moment).

Here in the land of the long 
white cloud the sun has set 
also, for the moment anyway, 
on two big chunks of the global 
anthroponomic system, important 
for New Zealand, international 
tourism and education as a 
competitive business and foreign 
currency earner. Is that bad news? 
Again park that thought.

About now (end-August) Kiwis 
were meant to be making up 
their political minds in the run-
up to polling day, 19 September. 
Advance voting, postal balloting 
and overseas voting would soon be 
under way. And Jacinda Ardern 
had the wind behind her: Covid-19 
had been eliminated; the National 
Party was in disarray; she had 
captured the public imagination; 
and the opinion polls were pointing 
to an outright Labour victory, 
unheard of under the present 
strictly proportional voting system. 
New Zealanders really fell in love 
with the idea of membership of 
‘the team of five million’ (New 
Zealand’s resident population), 
together and alone in the world 
fighting this dreaded lurgi. 

The election has been postponed 
by a month (17? October). Why? 
Covid-19 has re-emerged in the 
community and Winston Peters 
(‘Winnie’), the deputy PM and 
leader of New Zealand First, 
insisted on postponement (he was 
always against September anyway). 

National also has finally found a new 
leader, Judith Collins (‘Crusher’) 
who has for years hankered after 
the job. The government also has 
been shown a couple of times to be 
less than sure-footed in coping with 
the reappearance of Covid while 
‘Crusher’ is relentless in her pursuit 
of quarry, her forte in politics (and 
why until now National always 
baulked at putting her at the helm, 
she really is very divisive).

So where are we? 
Well we are still on the verge of 

a general election, if postponed 
by a month. Some recent dodgy 
footwork aside, the government 
(and this means Labour really) 
remains in control of the agenda. 
Unquestionably Labour has lost 
ground from the soaring polling 
heights of a month or more ago. 
But Jacinda is love and empathy 
and people do relate to this – maybe 
it is an aspect of close but socially 
distanced crisis living and being on 
the team of five million, the plucky 
Kiwi ‘lockdown spirit’.

Ardern has always argued that 
this is a Covid election – the 
economy and recovery come later; 
first the lurgi must be eliminated 
(if this time on the second count). I 
think she is right in her estimation, 
electorally. This is a (Covid) 
elimination election. It is a nation-
binding narrative. 

As against that lambs have been 
slaughtered, if not (yet) obviously. 
New Zealand’s winter tourism 
(skiing) season in both its domestic 
and international components, has 
been effectively binned. That is a 
huge business loss (if once-off but 
with significant job losses even 
with subsidies). The forthcoming 
southern hemisphere summer 
tourism season’s international 
component is also realistically, 
pretty much gone too; the necessary 
‘air bridges’ and ‘travel bubbles’ 
will not happen. Already Bali has 
decided to shutter the shop. Is it 
a bad prospect that over-tourism 

has had its day, faces (maybe) 
its sunset? Maybe this really is a 
good thing, and not just in Greta’s 
notebook.

Here in New Zealand everywhere 
the Pink Magnolia are bursting 
into blossom, the grape vines are 
awakening, budding. Our own 
Babaco is being bountiful. It’s 
been a relatively warm winter, even 
the bananas are fruiting. As Sam 
Hunt is wont to say, “life is good”. 
Except that!

New Zealand as much as the rest 
of the world has been confronted. 
We have been faced with the real 
consequences, hidden until now, an 
undiscovered externality, of mass 
tourism and travel. We have also 
discovered, we never knew, that 
our schools (even!) and universities 
and polytechnics had become 
competitive, currency-chasing 
and -earning businesses on quite a 
remarkable scale. If this is a Covid 
loss in NZ and elsewhere is that a 
real loss socially (even dare one 
say economically)? Education as a 
currency-earning marketplace? A 
loss (really)? We have I think, been 
confronted. With some significant 
questions

But to revert (to the election 
and power and politics). ‘Crusher’ 
has brought National back to its 
essential life, its role as strident, 
vitriolic and pushing its vicious 
hatred of Labour as all commie. It 
is visceral. It goes back a long way 
– and lives today. Its currency is 
hate (of all things Red).

The Labour lead is eroding but in 
my view at this point may still give 
it an edge, an outright majority. I 
think Labour will need the Greens 
in the end but who knows. I call it 
‘Labour’ (as I write).

But once there were those days of 
yore.
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Middle East Eye interview Jeremy Corbyn
Part Two

David Hearst and Peter Oborne 3 June 2020.
David Hearst: You were savagely 

attacked as leader... a lot of the 
attacks were against you personally. 
You were called a racist, you were 
called someone who tolerated 
antisemitism, you were attacked 
by the former generals for being a 
danger to the security of the state. 
Were you prepared for that? You were 
also undermined by your own party, 
not least [by] your deputy leader. 
Were you prepared when you entered 
this job for that level of personal 
hostility, aimed at you? It’s an irony 
that, in fact, a lot of the attacks were 
personal, and they weren’t policy 
based, in fact what you were saying 
received actually a good press, and 
what John McDonnell said received 
a good press. It was you personally 
that they were going for. Were you 
prepared for that?

Jeremy Corbyn: No, you know, 
you can’t be prepared for it. I mean, 
obviously, in a whole lifetime of 
political activity, I’ve had lots of 
issues where, I think, the media have 
been very unfair to me. And there 
was a process of personal abuse 
against me, against my wife, against 
my sons, family and so on. And 
the obsessive nature of the British 
media, it was quite extraordinary. 
But also, the way in which stories 
would suddenly take hold.

There was a time last year when 
apparently a group of civil servants 
said that I was unfit, that I was 
not capable of concentrating on 
anything, and that I wasn’t medically 
or physically capable of doing the 
job. So, I asked for a Cabinet Office 
inquiry into which civil servants had 
said this. And I was told in terms that 
“no stone would be left unturned” in 
sorting out who had actually made 
these foul allegations against me. 
Apparently, there are still a lot of 
stones that need to be turned: nobody 
has been identified as making these 
remarks.

DH: How did you react to this 
between the four walls of your 
family? Were you tearing your hair 
out? Were you calm?

JC: No, you know, I’m very calm. 
I’m a very calm person, which 
actually makes my family very 
annoyed. Sometimes –

Peter Oborne: Let me read out –
JC: Sometimes they wish I was a 

bit more like... one other point just 
to make about media is, at some 
level, it’s kind of laughable, that 
the various papers, Mail, Express, 
Telegraph particularly, were kind of 
obsessed with me and my family. The 
Express dug up somebody who was 
apparently a great, great, great, great 
uncle removed, who I’d never heard 
of, who apparently ran a workhouse 
in 1830. Oh, I’d never heard of this 
guy, nobody in my family ever heard 
of this guy, where did that come 
from?

And then, another paper sent a 
whole team of people tramping all 
over Mexico looking for Laura’s 
family [Laura Alvarez, Corbyn’s 
wife], people she used to work with 
and so on and so on, to ask what 
they thought of me. I mean, some of 
these people had never heard of me. 
I mean: “Huh? Huh? What are you 
on about?” And it was this sort of 
obsessive stuff, which was kind of at 
one level laughable, but all designed 
to be undermining. So, it meant 
every day, when I would want us 
to be pursuing a political agenda on 
homelessness, on poverty in Britain, 
on housing, on international issues, 
what was our media team doing? 
Rebutting these crazy stories, abusive 
stories, about me the whole time. And 
it was... um... is it unpleasant? Yes, it 
is unpleasant, yes. Do you feel that 
you’re under a constant microscope? 
Yes, you do. I mean, when you’ve got 
photographers that hide behind trees 
in a park while I’m using an open-air 
gym. I was in Finsbury Park one day 
at the open-air gym and there was 
apparently a photographer, I suspect 
from the Daily Mail, hiding behind a 
tree. And these young men going by 
said: “Oh yeah Jezza, there’s some 
guy over there I think he’s really 
dangerous. Do you want us to sort 
him out?” So, I said: “No, no. Leave 
him alone. Just tell him to go away.” 

Well, this is bad. This isn’t politics. 
This is an obsession with destroying 
an individual. Well, you know what? 
It didn’t work.

PO: I had a look at some of your 
newspaper headlines before coming 
here –

JC: God, you must have got up 
early -

PO: “Jezza’s Jihadi Comrades.” 
“Blood on his hands.” “Corbyn 
and the Commie Spy.” “Corbyn’s 
ISIS Past Revealed.” “Corbyn Not 
Upset Enough Over Paris Terror 
Attacks.” “Jezza’s Jihadi Comrades, 
Apologists for Terror.” And, I think, 
when you finally came to election 
day, “Waking Up to Corbyn as PM 
on Friday 13th Will Be The Start of a 
Nightmare.” When you get those day 
after day, how do you deal with it?

JC: Well I read The Daily Mail 
for election day after the election, 
because I got a copy that day and I 
read it a week later. I read it from 
cover to cover on a Sunday afternoon, 
a wet Sunday afternoon, when I was 
tidying up my study and at the end 
of it I put the paper down. “Wow. 
This Corbyn guy, God he’s evil. I 
wouldn’t want to live in the same 
street as him.” And it was just crazy.

PO: I’ve got the Daily Mail. 
[holding up newspaper]

JC: Oh, you’ve got it there. Is 
that the election day one? Or is it a 
Brexit one? Oh, yeah. But the Czech 
spy stuff was extraordinary. That 
this claim, somehow or other I was 
involved with Czech spies and was 
spying for the Czech Republic, and 
indeed somebody libelled me on 
this and it cost him a lot of money, 
which was all given to an appropriate 
charity. And I remember meeting 
this guy from the Czech embassy in 
the Pugin Room, which is the very 
nice tea room between the Lords 
and the Commons. And we had tea, 
which I paid for, lemon tea, and I 
believe there was a cake involved, 
or a biscuit, it was very excessive - 
two biscuits, possibly. And this guy 
is [a] completely inconsequential 
conversation. I was utterly bored by it. 
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I saw another Labour MP wandering 
down the corridor who didn’t seem 
terribly busy, so I shamelessly went 
up to him and asked him if he’d like 
to meet some interesting people from 
the Czech Republic. And he came 
and joined us and then I disappeared. 
And I put in my diary that night: 
“I met two people from the Czech 
embassy. God, they were boring. I 
have no idea why they came.”

PO: Do you have a, do you keep 
a diary?

JC: No, not always. I did at that 
time.

PO: You do have one?
JC: No, no, no, not all the time. I 

do write notes from time to time, and 
I’ve also got probably three or four 
hundred notebooks. I kept notebooks 
all my life when I was a union 
organiser, and before that when I was 
travelling around Latin America, 
when I worked in various jobs. And 
they’ve become an almost, a social 
history. So, I’ve got notebooks of 
my work as a union organiser, which 
have things like the issue of the 
safety in a particular school kitchen, 
because I used to represent some 
school meals workers in schools 
around here, alongside a meeting I 
would have spoken at that night as a 
councillor in Haringey.

So, you’ve got these sorts of notes 
of all aspects of my life, which are 
almost like a diary. And I’ve got 
hundreds of these notebooks that 
take up a great deal of space. They 
should be scanned, I’m sure.

PO: Perhaps you will one day.
JC: There’s always one day for 

that. Yes.
PO: But what David Hearst was 

referring to earlier... you have, on the 
one hand, a very, very concentrated, 
calculated press campaign, day after 
day. The same point, which is more 
concerning in many ways, were these 
briefings from inside the military, 
that you are a “danger to security”. 
And as somebody brought up with 
the idea of the British system being 
that anybody can govern so long as 
they’re elected, and it’s the job of the 
military, the civil service, to work 
with them, to get briefings from 
inside the armed security services and 
the armed forces were appearing, I 
think, mainly in The Daily Telegraph 

and elsewhere. What is your view of 
that?

JC: Well, the briefings were 
designed to undermine, and designed 
to disagree with my world view. My 
world view is of the fundamental 
problems facing this planet are the 
environmental crisis, are the levels 
of inequality across the planet. And 
that... the way in which Britain 
went into wars in Afghanistan, and 
particularly Iraq, have very serious 
long-term consequences, and at the 
risk of quoting myself, if you forgive 
me, when I spoke at the huge rally 
in Hyde Park on February 15th 2003, 
I said: ‘This war, if it goes ahead in 
Iraq, will lead to the refugee flows of 
tomorrow, the terrorism of tomorrow, 
and the wars of tomorrow, and the 
misery of tomorrow all across the 
region.” You look at the refugee 
camps in Jordan, in Lebanon, in 
Libya, in Turkey, in Greece. All of 
those are a consequence of both the 
Afghan War and of the Iraq War. And 
so, I don’t want to—

PO: You haven’t mentioned the 
Libyan intervention where you 
were one of 12 MPs in the House 
of Commons who voted against. 
And that, of course, has led to the 
catastrophic refugee flows, return of 
slavery. I mean it’s been -

JC: And we were accused of being 
stooges of Colonel Gaddafi. I never 
met Colonel Gaddafi. I’d never been 
to Libya, despite invitations from his 
government to go. But I said I was 
not prepared to visit Libya as a guest 
of the government, I would visit 
Libya independently if I could have 
independent access to any group I 
wanted to, that’s my basis of when I 
go anywhere. And so, I never went 
there. But so far as I was concerned, 
there could and should have been 
agreements reached with Gaddafi - 
and indeed, [former prime minister 
Tony] Blair reached some levels of 
agreement with Gaddafi.  

We then got into the idea that, 
somehow or other, [that] bombing 
Libya would bring about a peace and 
security. What it’s done is unleash 
proxy wars in Libya now, with 
Turkey supporting the recognised 
government or recognised by some 
people, other Middle Eastern states 
supporting those that are opposed to 
that particular government. We’ve 

got a ghastly civil war going on in 
there, compounded by the numbers 
of very desperate people that have 
ended up in Libya, who’ve come 
from Senegal, who’ve come from 
other parts of west Africa, where 
they’re living in terrible poverty, 
Burkina Faso and so on. And you’ve 
got really there a microcosm of all of 
the world’s problems and the deaths 
of thousands over the past decade, 
trying to cross the Mediterranean 
to get to a relative place of safety 
at Lampedusa or somewhere else in 
Europe. And so, my view was the 
bombing of Libya would actually 
make the situation worse. Where was 
I wrong? I was pilloried at the time.

DH: Were you a tough enough 
leader –

JC: [clearing throat] Sorry.
DH: Were you a tough enough 

leader? Did you have enough teeth 
as a leader? Did you tolerate attacks? 
For instance, [Labour politician] 
Margaret Hodge called you a racist 
to your face inside the House of 
Commons, she repeated that in the 
Guardian the next day. Shouldn’t 
you have sued? Shouldn’t you have 
defended yourself and said: “No, I’m 
not a racist, prove it”?

JC: Well, I do defend myself by 
pointing out my record on opposing 
racism in any form whatsoever in 
society, and I have done all of my life. 
Was I too tolerant of people? Well 
that’s an interesting question. My 
style of leadership is very different to 
others. I didn’t want to be a dictator, 
I wanted to be a leader that built by 
consensus. And-

DH: But there was no consensus in 
the Labour Party. Half of them were 
desperately trying to get you out.

JC: Well, the coup that took 
place in 2016 was a dramatic time. 
The referendum result was what 
we all know. And a few days later, 
I dismissed Hilary Benn as shadow 
foreign secretary because he had 
written an article in the Observer 
attacking me, which was published, 
of course, and others then resigned. 
And there was then a meeting of the 
parliamentary Labour Party, which 
passed a motion of no confidence in 
me. I pointed out that I’d been elected 
by the party membership, not by the 
parliamentary Labour Party, and that 
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as leader, I would seek support from 
the party members. A challenge was 
mounted, as you know, and I was 
re-elected with a larger majority 
in 2016. Three hundred thousand 
people voted for me to remain as 
party leader, despite all the attacks of 
that year - well it was less than a year 
since I’d been first elected.

The problem is the parliamentary 
Labour Party is obviously of finite 
size, you can only be a member if 
you’ve been elected to parliament, and 
I had to work with the parliamentary 
Labour Party that was there in order 
to fulfil the various appointments 
and positions. And I did appoint a 
balanced shadow cabinet and then, 
after the 2017 election, I changed 
the shadow cabinet quite a lot and 
brought in a lot of new people, new 
faces and it worked together actually 
quite well, despite all the endless 
debate we had over Brexit, we 
probably had [as] many debates over 
Brexit as the cabinet itself had.

It’s a style of leadership issue. I 
think leaders who dictate tend to 
isolate themselves and therefore 
everything falls upon them and 
it doesn’t motivate others to be 
involved. And so, what I wanted to 
do was create a more democratic 
atmosphere within the Labour Party 
and the Labour movement as a whole.

Could things have been done 
differently? Obviously, you can do 
things differently. That was my way 
of doing things. That was my whole 
lifestyle of doing things. But, do I 
have strong principles that I won’t 
deviate from? Yeah, I do. Of course, I 
do. I believe in social justice. I believe 
in environmental sustainability. I 
believe in trying to bring about a 
world of peace. I do believe that the 
poverty and insecurity in this country 
and across the world is actually a 
danger to everybody. Corona crisis 
has proved that to be the case.

PO: Do you feel though, that 
you, again in retrospect, [when] 
these very serious and strongly put 
allegations were made against you, 
that if you’d sued and taken them on, 
dealt, confronted them at that point, 
it might have been more cathartic in 
the end? You might have dealt with 
the allegations?

JC: There’s always a temptation to 

go to court on cases when nasty things 
are said about you. And it is very 
tempting. You think, wow, that is just 
so wrong, so nasty, so dishonest. I’ll 
sue them for libel. Tony Benn once 
said to me, he said: “Jeremy, libel is 
a rich man’s game, and you’re not a 
rich man.” He said: “You can’t afford 
it. Go to, go to a libel case - even if 
you win the case, you’ll be destroyed 
financially in doing so.” And we do 
have an issue surrounding media and 
media balance in this country. And I 
was trying to bring forward proposals 
on media ownership, on access to 
media and I gave a MacTaggart 
lecture on this in Edinburgh during 
the Edinburgh Festival in 2018, 
which was about proposals for future 
media ownership, which I think are 
important. And I do think we have 
to look at this whole question, media 
control. Obviously, things could have 
been done differently. There could 
have been a different style and way 
of doing things, but that was my way 
and that was my style.

DH: The internal Labour Party 
report, which has been leaked, 
contains a great deal of evidence 
that there were elements inside 
the machinery of the party that 
were actively working against you, 
particularly before the very good 
result you had in 2017. Do you have 
anything to say about that?

JC: I won’t comment on the 
leaked report itself because that will 
be subject to inquiry and so on, but 
what I would say is that when I was 
nominated to be leader of the party in 
2015, it was a very difficult process 
to get on the ballot paper. But I made 
it easily, with 90 seconds to spare 
when the last nomination was made. 
And so, I was a candidate and at 
that point the bookmakers gave me 
a 200-1 chance of winning. I wished 
I put money on it. I’m not, I’m not a 
betting man, but y’know, anyway.

I always knew that there was a 
culture in the Labour Party that 
was not a healthy one, of an almost 
self-perpetuating bureaucracy. 
All organisations have a degree 
of self-perpetuating bureaucracy 
about them. And I wanted to 
change the way in which the party 
operated by changing from being 
a solely bureaucratic machine that 
administered the party, disciplined 

members and observed the rules and 
so on, into a community-organising 
base of the party. And when I was 
first elected, I met the executive 
board of the party and the General 
Secretary at the time, Iain McNicol, 
and so on. And I said: “I’m not here 
to start a war with you, I’m not here 
to get rid of you all, what I want to 
do is develop the party in this kind 
of direction”. And we had the utmost 
resistance to bring in community 
organising, which is where Iain 
McNicol and I finally parted 
company. And in the 2017 campaign, 
there were people saying this has got 
to be a defensive campaign, there’s 
no way we can win it, there’s no way, 
we’re too far behind and so on. And 
I said: “Look, it’s a long campaign. 
We can go out there. We can mobilise 
a bigger electorate. We can mobilise 
people who will see hope in what 
we’re doing.” And then Andrew 
Fisher was the main author of For the 
Many, Not the Few and that was an 
absolute gamechanger.

I realised when we launched that 
manifesto, we had a real chance 
of winning. We did it at Bradford 
University. I was standing there in 
the atrium of the university where we 
launched it and all above there were 
various galleries in the building, all 
of which had glass screens in front of 
them. And it was like that last scene 
out of The Graduate when Dustin 
Hoffman is waving through the glass 
in the church. And I looked up there 
and every single gallery had students 
listening to what we were saying, 
listening to what we were saying. 
Listening to what we were saying. 
And it was clear to me that the leaked 
manifesto - I was really angry about 
it being leaked, it was absolutely not 
me that leaked it - had actually a much 
better reaction than we expected and 
the support for that manifesto was 
huge. The party bureaucracy was so 
leaden-footed it couldn’t appreciate 
what was actually happening on the 
ground. That’s why every time I got 
back to London –

DH: Was it leaden-footed or was it 
hostile?

JC: Well, interesting question. 
I took it. [This refers back to] your 
earlier question about my innate 
generosity. I said: “Look, think of 
what’s going on out there. There are 
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a lot of people getting involved in 
politics for the first time. There’s more 
people involved in our campaign 
than ever been involved before. 
There are people just forming their 
own campaigns to support Labour 
candidates. Think about it. This is the 
great moment.” And when Theresa 
May said something like Corbyn’s 
afraid to go to the north-east as she 
addressed a rally of 20 people at a 
golf club, we then organised a rally, 
which we were going to do anyway, 
outside The Sage in Gateshead. We 
had 10,000 people there at two days’ 
notice. That was a sign of what was 
happening.

And I obviously deeply regret the 
result of 2017 because we came so, 
so close. Maybe we weren’t going 
to get an overall majority - that, 
that would have been a huge, a 
huge jump - but I thought we were 
in a position where we would have 
formed a minority government. And 
I made the point all along, we would 
not form a coalition with the SNP or 
with anybody else. We would form 
a minority government and take our 
chance.

PO: I must say, I mean, the internal 
Labour report - this is one official 
quoted in it: “As the exit polls 
predicted a hung parliament, we are 
silent and grave faced opposite to 
what I have been working towards 
for the last couple of years.” It must 
be pretty gut-wrenching for you to 
read stuff like that.

JC: Yeah, of course. Because I 
didn’t spend much time in the party 
head office in 2017. It’s not my job 
to be there all the time. I was out on 
the road. And indeed, the manifesto 
was signed off by a combination of 
emails and text messages on trains, 
with me around the country during 
the whole campaign and my job was 
to be out and about. And I did 100 
events all over the country during 
that period. There were others on my 
behalf, having these arguments about 
what were the priorities and there 
was still this argument, “we’ve got 
to be defensive” and I said, no, go 
out there, go to all the constituencies 
where we’ve got the outside chance 
of winning and go for it,  and look at 
the places we gained.

PO: A few years ago now, I had a 
conversation with somebody who’d 

been inside Conservative Central 
Office. He said something really 
interesting, which was when they 
saw you go out after the terrible 
tragedy of the Manchester bombing 
[in May 2017] and you went and 
said something along the lines of 
“British foreign policy carries its 
share of responsibility for this”, he 
said in Central Office, they watched 
this, and they said: “We’ve won the 
election.” And they realised two days 
later from the polls that no, what 
you’d said had really resonated. Is 
that the sense you saw? 

JC: That was the toughest decision 
we had to take during that campaign. 
The Manchester bomb was appalling 
and abominable in every way, 
obviously, and I remember I was in 
Doncaster when it happened, we were 
on our way from Hull to Doncaster 
and we then stayed overnight there. 
And the prime minister called me at 
about one o’clock in the morning and 
we discussed what had happened. 
Then I went to Manchester the 
next day to join in the silence and 
commemoration outside the town 
hall. And then the campaigning was 
suspended for a few days and we 
then discussed it all. And I was of the 
view that we had to have a considered 
response to this which said, there is 
an element of British foreign policy 
that is causing this in Britain.

I decided I would make this speech 
and we made it on the following 
Friday morning, I think it was at the 
Mechanics Institute in London, and 
I was very strongly advised by a lot 
of people, don’t do it, don’t do it, no, 
this is wrong. This will actually play 
against us. And I said: “No, it’s the 
honest response to give. It’s a serious 
response. It’s not condoning in any 
way whatsoever, what happened was 
abominable and appalling.”

And so, I made the speech in the 
morning and waited for the reaction. 
And a few hours later, I didn’t know 
they were doing it, YouGov did a 
telephone poll, which came out with 
60 percent saying Corbyn’s on the 
right lines here. I stand by every word 
I made in that speech and... I think it 
was the right thing to do because it 
also helped to frame a debate about 
the kind of foreign policy we had. 
And I did then - I’m not sure the 
sequence of events - but I also did 

during that campaign a quite long 
event at Chatham House in which we 
had a discussion about world affairs, 
about refugees, inequality, and 
poverty and so on, and the need to 
have the basis of our foreign policy 
being respect for human rights in 
every country in the world.

I’ve always sought in all my 
meetings with any leaders, to raise 
issues of human rights. So, when I 
met President Xi, I raised issues of 
human rights in China. We got into a 
very long discussion about collective 
versus individual human rights 
because the Universal Declaration 
in 1948 actually recognises both. As 
far as he was concerned, it was all 
about collective rights and housing, 
and education and health and so on, 
and not about individual rights. I had 
a meeting with Prime Minister Modi 
and raised a number of issues about 
human rights in India, in which I 
can’t pretend we reached agreement, 
but it was an interesting discussion.

I also met President Obama for a 
quite long meeting, I had an hour with 
President Obama. And while he was 
still president at the time, he was on a 
state visit to Britain, and it was a very 
interesting discussion and, about what 
his view was and his concerns about 
the powers of global corporations 
over national government. And I sort 
of complimented him on Obamacare 
and he looked at me and he said: 
“That’s very generous and very kind 
of you, but I think it’s my greatest 
failure because I wanted a real 
health service, - like you’ve got.” 
So, whoever I meet, whoever they 
are, I raise these issues, however 
uncomfortable it is, because if you 
don’t raise it when you’ve got the 
chance, what’s the point?

The final part of the interview, 
which covers Corbyn’s views 
on antisemitism, Israel and 
Palestine, will appear in the 
October Labour Affairs.



Labour Affairs  16

No. 311 - September 2020

ERNEST BEVIN: LABOUR’S CHURCHILL
by Lord Andrew Adonis, (Biteback Publications, 2020)

Reviewed by Jim Moher
There are a number of Ernest 

Bevin’s - the trade union leader; the 
Minister of Labour in the war; and 
the Foreign Secretary - hence the 
three separate volumes of Lord Alan 
Bullock’s magisterial biographies, 
each devoted to a separate feature of 
the Life and Times of Ernest Bevin. 
This latest biography by Lord Adonis, 
usefully brings them all together 
in one, highly readable up to date 
volume, but I’m not sure Bevin can 
be so easily categorised as simply a 
‘union man’, as he does. In becoming 
a Minister in one of the most stressful 
and challenging roles of the British 
[Empire] government during the 
war and afterwards in the Labour 
Government, it would be amazing if 
it had not changed him. The central 
strand, if there is one, was surely 
that he rose in an incredible drive for 
power from being a Somerset orphan 
to becoming the last major Foreign 
Secretary of the British Empire. 
I think Bullock was right to split 
his study into three volumes – as I 
say, there are a number of different 
Bevins. However, do not let that put 
you off reading this very accessible 
romp over those careers. 

What is remarkable about this new 
biography is that one of Labour’s stars 
from the Blair and Brown era, should 
devote a year to the life and times of 
a now, largely forgotten, trade union/
Labour leader. Lord Andrew Adonis’ 
academic, journalistic and political 
credentials are ‘top drawer’ and so it 
is most welcome that someone from 
that wing of the Labour movement 
should turn his talents to trade union 
and Labour history. That in itself 
makes this book worth noticing. 

We are at one when it comes to 
the first stage of Bevin’s career. His 
creation of that well-oiled and driven 
union machine, the T&GWU (with 
whom I spent eleven happy years 
at Transport House, Smith Square, 
in the 1970s under Jack Jones), 
was a huge achievement.   Bevin’s 
creative genius and forceful (a 
euphemism often) skills, came to 
the fore in pulling together twenty-
two disparate organisations into one 

superb institution, from 1922 until 
2006, when it became a major part 
of UNITE the Union. The secret of 
its success, its autonomous trade 
group/regional administration and 
centralised policy-making directed 
by Bevin and his General Executive 
Council, was modelled on the 
American Federation of Labour. So 
too was their magnificent six storey 
building, Transport House, which 
became synonymous with the entire 
Labour movement. From 1928, 
it housed the T&G, the TUC, the 
Labour Party and the Cooperative 
Society. This unique union leader is 
said to have ‘half-admired’ Samuel 
Gompers’, the legendary American 
‘union boss’. There was nothing 
‘half’ about Ernie. He was every inch 
the US-style ‘union boss’, a bruiser 
with an autocratic style of leadership, 
but one with a mission from his days 
as a bible-thumbing Baptist preacher 
and Marxist- socialist activist. Like 
everything about this larger than 
life character, Bevin’s autocratic 
style was overlooked by his adoring 
members as he frightened the life out 
of employers who came up against 
his determination to win better wages 
and conditions for them.

Adonis again reminds us of his 
background as a poor Somerset 
orphan, who came into the union 
movement late, at age 29 on the Bristol 
docks, with flair for organising. His 
earliest political inspiration was 
in the Bristol Socialist Society, a 
local branch of the Marxist, Social 
Democratic Federation. Ernie 
wasn’t much of a Marxist, he had 
little time for books, gaining his 
considerable knowledge orally, but 
the SDF brush gave his rhetoric a 
sharp class war edge.  He was always 
difficult to categorize on the political 
spectrum, but as a man of action, he 
undoubtedly started out on the left. 
Recruited to the Dockers’ Union 
there, his obvious talent quickly 
propelled him up the union ladder to 
become a leading national Dockers’ 
official in London by 1920. In the 
early 1920s, the 300,000-strong ‘One 
Big Union’, which was the T&G, was 

all for direct action in the syndicalist 
sense (though like Jim Larkin, Ernie 
was not a syndicalist). Bevin showed 
the first Labour government just 
how rough he could play in two big 
strikes which closed all the ports and 
had Londoners walking to work for 
weeks in 1924, but he got his way.  
Surprisingly, for a distinguished 
‘New Labour’ man, Andrew does not 
go into Bevin’s conduct as a militant 
opponent of the Labour leadership 
of Ramsay Macdonald then, the first 
Labour Prime Minister. Macdonald’s 
desertion in 1931 seemed to justify 
Bevin’s early disregard of such 
niceties as helping a fragile, minority 
Labour government to sustain 
itself. Bevin’s subsequent role as a 
government minister from 1940 to 
1951 encouraged all his biographers 
to gloss over that awkward phase. 
But to this can be traced Bevin’s 
enmity to Macdonald over the next 
decade. Manny Shinwell, another 
great contemporary union and 
Labour man, thought that Bevin’s 
vendetta against Macdonald 
bedevilled the relations with the 
TUC, resulting in the fall of the 
second Labour government in 1931. 
By then Bevin was the leading force 
in an intransigent TUC, well-versed 
by Keynes, against Macdonald’s 
pig-headed economically orthodox 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, Phillip 
Snowden. Looked at by modern 
Tory austerity programme standards, 
the cuts proposed then to restore 
confidence during a real international 
financial crisis, seem hardly enough 
to break off relations between the 
TUC and the Labour Government. 
But the hostility between Bevin and 
Macdonald probably prevented any 
compromise emerging.  The scale of 
Labour’s defeat soon after (the loss 
of about 130 seats, including Ernie’s 
‘safe’ Durham one), are hardly to the 
credit of anyone concerned?  I would 
have expected Andrew to mull over 
that Bevin lead too, but surprisingly, 
he is uncritical of his hero here also. 
Our heroes are not always right and 
Citrine (who was seriously ill during 
the 1930/1 period), as TUC General 
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Secretary, must also take his share 
of the responsibility for failing to 
restrain Bevin (no easy task).  

Which takes us back to the other 
dimension of Bevin’s rise, his 
decision to throw the T&G’s lot in 
with all other unions in a revamped 
TUC. He had been involved (with 
Harry Gosling) in the creation of the 
General Council in 1921. However, 
he took no part in its development 
until 1925, when he decided to join 
it when it proved itself during the 
mining crisis, in forcing the Tory 
government to make concessions 
to the miners on July 30, (‘Red 
Friday’). This absence at the creation 
of the TUC, was partly due to Bevin’s 
focus on creating and consolidating 
the T&G. More likely was that he 
was still dallying with reviving 
other more dynamic vehicles of 
‘direct industrial action’ in a broader 
Industrial Alliance.  ‘Red Friday’ 
marked the emergence of the TUC 
onto the industrial field, and the 
promotion of their brilliant new 
Assistant General Secretary, Walter 
Citrine. He would become Bevin’s 
unlikely partner and rival in making 
the TUC the premier union body 
for the next few decades. Although 
Adonis notices Citrine’s importance, 
he doesn’t dwell on this vital TUC 
dimension of Bevin’s rise, (which 
Bullock certainly fully appreciated). 
It was the TUC, more than the Labour 
NEC which he rarely graced, which 
gave Bevin the platform from which 
he rose to government later.

The victory of ‘Red Friday’ July 
1925 over the government and the 
coal-owners, created a euphoric 
mood at the Scarborough TUC a 
few months later.  It seemed that 
such ‘direct action’ (not the gradual 
parliamentary alternative advocated 
by Macdonald, who condemned the 
government’s surrender and was 
openly hostile to general strikes), 
was the ‘ticket’ to bring down the 
walls of capitalist Jericho. A year 
later, the now [over]-confident union 
battalions of the TUC – miners, rail 
workers, dockers and road haulage/
passenger transport workers – were 
to be called into action again for 
the miners – this time with a very 
different result on account of a well-
prepared and masterful handling of 
the Strike by Baldwin’s government. 

Adonis blames the defeat which 
followed in 1926 on a hopeless TUC 
leadership, exempting Bevin from 
any blame – in fact, suggesting that 
had he been in charge, the strike 
would have been run more effectively 
or the dispute settled satisfactorily. 
I’m afraid that I don’t ‘buy’ that. 
Bevin undoubtedly came to play a 
leading role on the General Council 
during the Strike. However, Citrine’s 
lengthy contemporary eye-witness 
account of  their debates, (‘the 
human factor’) on that body, shows 
him, Jimmy Thomas of the NUR and 
Arthur Pugh of the Steelworkers (the 
key negotiators), as part of a genuine 
effort by the TUC, (which almost 
came off), to secure at least ‘an 
away draw’ for the miners. However, 
their leaders wouldn’t (Arthur Cook 
especially), or couldn’t, bring their 
deeply angry but politically wound 
up, miners’ Districts to accept. They 
ended up with a far worse heavy 
6-0 defeat. Where I agree entirely 
with Adonis is that in the aftermath 
of this debacle, it was Citrine and 
Bevin who took charge of the retreat 
and maintained the union’s unity, 
restored morale and developed a very 
different and more effective-style 
cooperative engagement with the 
large employers in the Mond-Turner 
Talks of 1928. The syndicalist mood 
which had prevailed in union militant 
circles for decades, was tested to 
destruction in the General Strike and 
found wanting. Citrine and Bevin 
and the whole General Council 
acknowledged the limitations of 
such industrial action and abandoned 
it, swinging the unions back also to a 
more parliamentary focus for social 
change. This played a major part 
in the much better Labour election 
result of 1929. Then, as Adonis 
notes, more positive relations with 
the new (still minority) Labour 
government ensued for a time. 
Macdonald brought them both onto 
the Economic Advisory Council and 
Bevin onto the Macmillan Committee 
Inquiry on the financial system. He 
even offered them both a seat in the 
Lords to strengthen the government, 
which both declined, of course. 
However, the Great Depression and 
its mass unemployment destroyed 
that government’s chances, with the 
outcome already noted.

Adonis charts Bevin’s ‘tutorials’ 
from Keynes on the MacMillan 
Committee about the damaging 
impact of the international financial 
system on the wider economy. This 
gave him insights denied others. It 
enhanced his reputation, even on the 
left, as one of the leading General 
Council members with nous about the 
economy. But he didn’t do it alone. 
Quite apart from Citrine’s guiding 
role, there were many members of 
the TUC Economic Committee and 
General Council, (not to mention the 
talented Head of Research, Walter 
Milne-Bailey, who worked closely 
with Bevin), who contributed. Their 
collective counsel informed the far-
sighted policies of that collective 
body in advocating government 
intervention rather than contraction. 
And so on through the 1930s, the 
TUC alert about the threat of Hitler 
and Mussolini fascism and their early 
pressure on the Labour leadership for 
rearmament, is seen entirely through 
Bevin’s commendable contribution, 
but it was far from just him. Citrine, 
as President of the International 
Federation of Trade Unions, whose 
Executive met in Berlin from 1931-
33, led with reports to the General 
Council and Congress, which Bevin 
used. The creation of the joint TUC/
Labour Party National Council 
of Labour in 1932 (which Bevin 
was slow to join), was the vehicle 
through which the TUC helped 
shape Labour Policy on anti-fascism 
and rearmament. That was Citrine’s 
idea and he was its joint secretary 
throughout the 1930s. Bevin was the 
one who articulated General Council 
policy at Labour Conferences 
flamboyantly, commanding more 
press attention with his huge block 
vote. His slaughter of George 
Lansbury (whom Adonis sees as 
Labour’s Jeremy Corbyn of the 
1930s!), was unnecessarily brutal as 
the decision to support rearmament 
had already been taken by the TUC 
and NEC of the Labour Conference. 

Here we come to Bevin’s second 
role as Minister of Labour and 
National Service. Without doubt, he 
was the ideal candidate to mobilise 
the British workforce for the war 
effort. Adonis highlights Bevin’s 
tremendous efforts and achievements. 
But the union role in all of this, is 
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dimly portrayed. Citrine declined 
Churchill’s invitation to become a 
Minister also, thinking that Bevin’s 
elevation as a union nominee, was 
enough and that guiding the union 
involvement in the war production 
drive could best be done from the 
TUC. Churchill made Citrine a 
Privy Councillor, so that he would 
have ready access to Downing Street 
and to all government departments 
at Cabinet rank. With hundreds of 
experienced and enthusiastic union 
officials up and down the country, 
(after a special 2,000-strong delegate 
conference, supported the TUC’s 
acceptance of the ban on strikes and 
other restrictive practices), Bevin 
and Citrine hammered out how it 
would work, at considerable sacrifice 
of union rights. At that Conference, 
Citrine spoke for the unions in 
insisting on safeguards against 
arbitrary Ministerial and Department 
of Labour abuse of those emergency 
powers. It would be a major source 
of tension between Bevin and Citrine 
throughout the war, as Citrine insisted 
on standing up to his often, no longer 
collegiate and even quite autocratic, 
ex-colleague and his Department’s 
senior officers’ often dictatorial 
and bureaucratic exercise of those 
powers (perhaps understandable in 
the circumstances, but this was no 
union-friendly operation). Bevin 
was inclined to personalise those 
differences and cause offence which 
damaged their relations. Much of this 
was excused by Citrine who made 
considerable allowance for the stress 
and strain Bevin was under. Certainly, 
Bevin was the ‘front-man’ whose 
earthy appeal to workers as a former 
union leader, the TUC endorsed. But 
by 1943/44, some of those tensions 
and strains came to a head with a rash 
of big unofficial strikes in mining, 
engineering and shipbuilding. These 
were got over with considerable help 
from the unions and TUC leadership 
at the expense of considerable abuse 
at times. They had to endure harsh 
criticism from the likes of Aneurin 
Bevan MP and other Labour MPs 
in the Commons, especially for 
going along with Bevin’s notorious 
Regulation 1AA. This penalised 
incitement to unofficial actions with 
threats of up to five years in gaol or up 
to £500 fine (or both). Yet Citrine and 
the General Council never faltered in 
their steadfast support as preparations 

for the Normandy landings were then 
at risk from the unofficial actions. 
The regulations were never used. 
Bevin was certainly not seen as ‘the 
union man’ in those exercises of his 
Ministerial powers.  

So, we come to the third role, as 
Foreign Secretary 1945-51, Adonis’ 
key plank of his claim that Bevin was 
Labour’s Churchill. This is clearly his 
bid to get the new Labour leadership 
to wrap the national flag around the 
Party, using Bevin’s traditional appeal 
to ‘blue Labour’.   Labour does 
desperately need to win back that 
section of the workers who seem to 
have abandoned socialism, and even 
the unions (who are nothing like the 
force they were), seem lukewarm. In 
the current anti-Russian climate, his 
case of Bevin standing up to Stalin’s 
demands on defeated Germany for 
reparations, might be seen as popular. 
His help in creating West Germany 
and helping the rest of western 
Europe to stabilise and rebuild by 
availing of American Marshall Aid, 
seems creditable. His policy of 
marking time pugilistically at the 
UN Security Council with Molotov, 
until the Americans came into the 
Cold War; the creation of NATO, and 
so on, might have appeal to many 
schooled in the horrors of Soviet and 
east European ‘communism’. But 
many Bevin Society members will 
be uncomfortable with Bevin’s crude 
anti-communism and his record as 
a Cold War protagonist. Jack Jones, 
in his 1991 Bevin Society address, 
‘Ernest Bevin: The Trade Unionist’, 

studiously steered very clear of Bevin 
as Foreign Secretary. 

By comparison, the notoriously 
‘anti-communist’ Citrine had a much 
more nuanced approach. He knew 
the Soviet Union better than most, 
from his six official trips there since 
1925. He appreciated the enormous 
scale of their endeavours at first 
hand, though he was also one of their 
severest critics for their disregard of 
human rights. He worked with the 
Soviet unions during the war and 
in the World Federation of Trade 
Unions, for a short time afterwards. 
His discussions with Roosevelt 
suggest that the American President 
envisaged a very different approach 
in future dealings with their war-
time ally. Roosevelt was convinced 
that Stalin was mellowing and that 

the war-ravaged Soviet Union would 
evolve into a more normal power, 
given greater understanding by their 
allies. He was convinced that Stalin’s 
intentions were pacific in relation to 
eastern and western Europe. Had he 
lived, (he died in April 1945), his 
good relationship with Stalin might 
have kept that wartime alliance 
going, and so averted the Cold War. 
Unlike Bevin, he seems to have had 
some conception of what the Soviet 
people had endured with the Nazi 
destruction of all they had achieved 
since the revolution. Their revenge 
on Germany, though short-sighted, 
was understandable, though Bevin 
didn’t make any allowance for that. 
He was circumscribed by the fact that 
after the war, Britain did not have the 
resources to deflect the Soviets from 
their focus on German reparations and 
help stabilise a denazified Germany. 
However, the Americans did, and 
Roosevelt’s enlightened approach 
might have assuaged understandable 
Russian demands for revenge on 
Germany, particularly if aid on 
the scale of the Marshall Plan was 
available to them. Instead, the Cold 
War froze relations and development 
in the Soviet Union, eastern Europe 
and globally for decades. Who knows 
what might have happened? Adonis 
prefers the Bevin perspective as being 
the more likely scenario and approves 
of his aggressively hostile policy 
towards the Soviet Union from the 
start. That policy probably reflected 
the Foreign Secretary and Office’s 
anxieties about the future of the 
British Empire (which Roosevelt had 
no sympathy for). But there is no way 
Bevin’s policy could be described as 
a union one, for which he became 
the darling of the right. But don’t let 
that put you off enjoying this revival 
of interest in Bevin, Citrine and the 
heyday of the unions.

Dr Jim Moher 
19 August 2020

Jim, a former national union 
official and latterly Labour historian, 
is about to publish his biography 
of Walter Citrine which elaborates 
on the arguments advanced here. 
Copies can be obtained from him at 
Jim_Moher@hotmail.co.uk (mobile 
07714 504408)
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 A Conundrum
Is it Anti-Semitic to make any general observation 

about Jews?

Jews are all distinct individuals who each 
individually happen to hold certain opinions that 
make him a Jew.  There is no special human bond 
between one person who happens to hold these 
opinions and other people who happen to hold 
these opinions. There is no collectivist culture by 
which they are all embodied. There is no collective 
Jewish interest. This means that there is no Jewish 
nation and no Jewish state. To insist that there is is 
to fall victim to the disease of Anti-Semitism.

That seems to be the view adopted by the British 
Labour Party, taken from a definition approved by 
the British Board of Deputies—a Board of Deputies 
of a spread of individuals who have no collective 
interest and therefore must not be generalised 
about.

And yet this spread of individuals without 
a collective existence asserted a prior right to 
Palestine over the people who lived in Palestine, 
and had their claim accepted by the British Empire, 
and had their right of migration to Palestine—
to build up a colony to be the basis of a Jewish 
State—adopted by the League of Nations on British 
recommendation.

The Jewish right to Palestine was rejected by the 
great majority of the people living in it, and by all the 
neighbouring peoples. It was nevertheless adopted 
by the United Nations, which was supposed to have 
a regional structure which took account of regional 
sensibilities. The Jewish State was established as 
an imposition on the people of Palestine and on the 
Middle East states. The security of the Jewish State 
could then only be secured by equipping it with 
weapons of mass destruction with which it could 
obliterate all its neighbouring states.

This is a remarkable achievement by a 
miscellaneous spread of individuals who have 
nothing in common , other than some curious views 
about the creation and history of the world, who are 
in no way accountable for the conduct of the Jewish 
State in Palestine, and who unquestionably hold a 
prior right to land in Palestine under the authority 
of the Jewish State over the rights of non-Jews who 
have lived there over many centuries.

Brendan Clifford

EVERYTHING STOPS FOR TEA

I didn’t know him,
  never heard of him,
he’d never be on my mobile SIM.
  Seems he was poisoned on a whim.
In Siberia he drank a cup of tea,
  took ill on a plane.
He was opposed to Putin.
  Just say, in order to abuse your brain,
Jeremy Corbyn is on a plane from Luton,
  and takes ill over the North Sea.
And again, just say, off the cuff, Boris Johnston 
   made the tea,
and then was named and blamed,
  courtesy of the red-top judge and jury,
plus,
  the Times, Telegraph, Guardian, TV and radio
presents a staged fury.
  Then, to cap it all, Moscow asks for him.
You would have had it up to the brim.
  Don’t ask these questions,
nor, listen to these suggestions:
  Was it attempted suicide?,
or a jealous girlfriend he wanted to hide?,
  or something past its sell-by-date
like shellfish?,
  or other things you wouldn’t wish?
But I do know one thing for sure:
  Jeremy WAS poisoned by those whoors
the caring media
  and other agencies even more seedier.

Wilson John Haire.   23rd August, 2020. 
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THE MANY BATTLES OF THE 1950s 
W. J. Haire

I came to London, from 
Holywood, County Down, in 
the summer of 1954, aged 22, 
along with a friend I knew from 
my teenage days, in the Young 
Workers’ League, the youth 
section of the Communist Party of 
Northern Ireland. We were both 
carpenters, and Catholics, though 
the Catholic bit was pushed 
well into the background, as we 
were not church-goers. But two 
cultures exist in Northern Ireland 
– Irish and British, and these two 
religions are the cultural aspect 
of the national grouping. So 
how are you to explain yourself. 
Communism wasn’t enough in 
N.I. to cover-up your origins. And 
now I had given up sectarianism 
in N.I. for anti-Irishism in Britain. 
Transferring to the Communist 
Party of Great Britain (CPGB), 
I found the Party preferred the 
Irish to give up their background 
and work among those who had 
given up race and religion. But 
when you have come from a 
background like in N.I., where a 
section of the population is under 
oppression, and is still unresolved, 
though deemed part of the 
UK, but doesn’t have the main 
parties of the UK running in N.I., 
something that might have eased 
the situation, then you just can’t 
give up your background, when it 
begs to be resolved, and can’t be 
through constitutional means, for 
a British government in the early 
1920s had made it irresolvable 
through peaceful means, then it 
could only end in war. When, you 
wondered. 

N.I. Protestants seemed to get 
on well in the CPGB, but it was an 
uneasy situation when meeting up 
with them. They seemed content 
with what they had left behind 
and barred any discussion on the 
issue. There was the Connolly 
Association (CA), an organisation 
for the Irish in Britain. It had covert 

links with the CPGB, though still 
denied by some even to this day. 
The CPGB weren’t all that happy 
with the CA for it was promoting 
Irish nationalism. It was mainly 
Southern-Irish focused with little 
understanding of the North of 
Ireland. It had a one-nation-one-
people policy. I was part of it but 
feeling uncomfortable at times 
with its donkey-looking-over-
a-stone-wall attitude. Northern 
Irish industrialisation was being 
ignored. I had come out of that 
industry, giving up my job, giving 
up a comfortable home for what 
was still bombed-out London.

Some of the worst anti-Catholic 
elements in the CPGB were from 
Dublin. They had stories of police 
brutality in their native city when 
on demonstrations and deeply 
resented  the commendations of 
Catholic bishops against their 
trade union militancy. They had 
a bitterness, feeling that they had 
being driven out of their own 
country and now felt like émigrés. 
You couldn't be caught reading 
a Graham Greene novel in their 
presence or you would get an 
earful of abuse and made to feel 
bad and called a social democrat, 
a dirty word at the time among 
militants.

So back to the Elephant & 
Castle area, in a street still half 
demolished from WW2, in a half 
ruined house that had a notice in 
the front window that said: `Irish 
Welcome.’ If only I had known 
why the Irish were welcome I 
would have by-passed it, even 
though most houses around boldly 
stated: `No Irish, No Coloureds.’ 
Some houses stated: `Business 
People Only.’ (office workers). 
That usually meant English only. 
Being an office worker then did 
have status.

Most of the Irish coming to 
Britain were young with a great 
number of teenagers in their 

ranks. They most likely had left 
orderly homes and just went 
wild in London. The older Irish 
male had to suffer for that. Irish 
females didn’t seem to have the 
same problems, as I remember. Of 
course anti-Irish racism existed 
but a lot of it is exaggerated now 
with people adding, `And No 
dogs’ to the already: `No Irish, No 
Coloureds’ Others notices had: 
`No Marrrieds With Children.’ 

What was grating was being 
called `Paddy’ or `Pat’ all the time 
and with the women being called 
`Bridget.’  The Scots were ``Jock’ 
and the Welsh were `Taffy.’  `No 
Coloureds.’ Exaggerated racism 
at the time caused fear. In fact 
the Caribbean people were well 
behaved and dressed well. 

The landlord of the semi-
derelict `Irish Welcome’ house 
was himself Irish (Southern) 
with an English wife. Breakfast 
in the morning was bread and 
margarine with weak tea and the 
diners were all Irish with accents 
I couldn’t understand. When 
I spoke there were suspicious 
glances at one another – I came 
from the North, and was possibly 
an Orangeman. I could tell them 
that no Orangeman would stay in 
this house. To them the North of 
Ireland was `The Black North.’ I 
thought of saying:` It was their ilk 
who had signed the Treaty with 
Britain and divided the country. 
So now you’re blaming me.’

As I thought about the `Black 
North’ a young black man 
appeared at the breakfast table. 
So coloureds were also welcome? 
He pawed at the bread and marg. 
and decided not to eat it. The 
hefty building ganger-man, sitting 
beside him and who had eaten 
about half a loaf already, to the 
consternation of the landlady 
hoping to make a profit, grabbed 
the slice of bread and demolished 
it. The young black man was more 
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welcome than I was. The radio was 
on and the landlady was changing 
stations from French to Spanish, 
to Dutch and other European 
languages and asking him, each 
time: ‘Is this your language.?’ 

Those were the early days of 
the Caribbean invited influx due 
to labour shortages after WW2. 
Though Britain was still a colonial 
power in 1954 and would go on 
to do some pretty dreadful things 
in Malaya, Singapore, Kenya and 
Cyprus, the general public wasn’t 
so corrupted by its elite. The 
landlady, I mentioned, was part 
of the helpfulness extended to the 
black newcomers, as long as it 
stayed at a low level.

It was only after more and 
more boatloads arrived did 
the trouble start.  Government 
recruiters had been visiting the 
Caribbean looking for transport 
workers. So were representatives 
of the building construction 
industry. But I don’t remember a 
Government statement on what 
they were doing nor remembered 
any anti-racist campaign being 
influenced by government. In fact 
some nasty things were being said 
in parliament about black people. 
It looked as if Labour and Tory, 
and whoever was in opposition 
at the time, were denying that 
they had invited the newcomers 
to Britain. It could have been an 
attempt to keep the vote of the 
population who were now anti-
immigrant due to the numbers 
arriving. 

Black people were easily  
identifiable, obviously. Ten of 
them together in the street looked 
like an invasion. Yet there was 
up to a million Irish in Britain 
during the 1950s. We had been 
the object of loathing for a couple 
of centuries. I had been told on 
occasion by English workers that 
the availability of Irish workers 
had stopped them from getting 
a proper price for their skilled 
labour. I agreed, to their surprise. 
I wasn’t here for a job. I had read 

about the fire of London in 1666 
and I had read Charles Dickens 
as a boy. Dickens was part of my 
curriculum in public elementary 
school. I just had to be in London. 
I was part of a working-class 
shipyard dynasty and I would 
always have a job as long as the 
Belfast shipyard existed.

There was also discord among 
the black population which 
apparently started on the ships 
coming to Britain, tales of one 
island people chasing down 
another island people and beating 
them up. On the street itself I 
noticed the plight of the mixed-
race people who had also come 
over. They were isolated from the 
black community and from the 
white population. Crude songs 
were made up about them, too 
crude to repeat here. 

Fast forward for about 60 years. 
I have 3 grandsons of mixed 
race, through my daughter and 
a son. We were sitting one day 
watching TV when Obama came 
on. I mentioned that the US now 
had a black president. I felt self-
conscious maybe at showing a 
patronising attitude, but I wanted 
to give them some comfort, which 
I found they didn’t need when 
one said: `Obama isn’t black, 
he’s of mixed race.’ And the 
other followed up by saying: `He 
should acknowledge his white 
side sometimes instead of giving 
the Afro-American false hope.’ 
They’re not kids but in their 20s, 
30s and 40s. Mixed race kids can 
have a difficulty in childhood. I 
heard one say, as a five year old: 
‘Mum, why am I this colour. Why 
can’t I be like you?’ 

The only thing that could be 
done in that case was to make sure 
that child was put among mixed-
race and black children as soon as 
possible, and as often as possible.

Isolation could be 
psychologically damaging. A 
white couple, without children of 
their own, adopting a black child 
and bringing he/she up in a white 

neighbourhood can also cause 
damage to the child in later life.   

Mixed race can also affect white 
on white. Take Northern Ireland, 
it has a number of mixed Catholic 
and Protestant marriages. I doubt 
if anyone knows how many for 
most are forced to live a covert 
existence depending on the area 
they’re living in. Both parents 
will usually stick to their own 
culture and national grouping. 
They will have children who have 
to straddle both cultures. Though 
in such marriages it is usually 
agreed that the children are 
brought up as Catholics. To cope 
with the problem of getting jobs, 
where there is prejudice against 
Catholics, the children were given 
neutral first names and obvious 
Protestant names.

All your young life you will 
listen to the culture/nationality 
clash within the home, that will 
break out on occasions when 
argument about which of the 
two communities you should be 
living in. Both parents will feel 
disadvantaged in being in the 
wrong community. This is still 
going on today for it seems my 
extended family still insists on 
mixed marriages whether it is N.I. 
or England. 

Back in the early 1950s the 
invited influx of the Caribbean 
people brought in some of  the 
best generation of all time. 
History was on their side until the 
CIA intervened There were great 
radical-left stirrings in countries 
like Jamaica and Trinidad which 
brought in these radicals. As 
workmates they would explain 
their backgrounds and their 
struggles against poverty, and the 
fight to learn a skilled trade, or 
even any job. There was no false 
pride. They understood white 
Britain didn’t have it easy either. 
There was little money even for 
the skilled, plus there was the 
usual housing crisis.

And who was campaigning 
against the growing racism in 
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1950s Britain? I wasn’t totally 
satisfied with the CPGB. I 
suspected they had a British-
Soviet plan for Ireland.

I didn’t think they understood 
the complexes of Ireland 
North and South. Some of the 
membership expressed their 
dislike of Ireland through their 
anti-Catholicism. Members of the 
CPGB were expected to be anti-
religious. Having suffered anti--
Catholic bigotry in N.I. I wasn’t 
too happy about it happening to 
me in London.   

But what was remarkable about 
the CPGB was its fight against 
racism as affecting the black 
incomers. Many of them were 
skilled workers who made their 
way into the construction industry. 
Most of these large building sites 
were 100% trade union, and a 
lot of the union on-site militants 
were members of the CPGB. You 
would be interviewed for a job by 
a foreman but the main interview 
was by the shop steward (union 
rep). Not only did you have to 
have a union card but it could 
be no more than 6 weeks in 
arrears, and a condition on being 
allowed on to the site to work 
was to agree to updating your 
card within a week. Racism was 
also out of the question. No one 
was to be referred to at meetings 
by their race, colour, religion 
or nationality. Anyone starting 
a campaign of racism on a site 
to remove black labour, could if 
they persisted after a warning, 
have their union card cancelled. 
Without that, in 1950s Britain it 
would be difficult to get a decent 
job. 

One large building site in Central 
London wanted separate lavatories 
for black and white. Some of the 
management had recently come 
back from apartheid South Africa.  
It was put to them they would face 
a strike, and maybe a prolonged 
one, if they went ahead with the 
idea. They climbed down. 

The CPGB ran a covert union 

within a union. The union itself, 
on the outside, with its  full-
time organisers, was distrusted 
and thought of as right-wing 
collaborators. You had your on-
site  works’ committee with 
specially selected militants, your 
shop stewards and your federation 
steward representing all sections 
of the workforce.  

There were connections with 
other building sites. Plans 
were made to infiltrate other 
sites, though union-organised, 
wouldn’t be militant enough. 
Many meetings were held in 
the evenings in rooms over 
pubs and in the canteen of the 
Daily Worker. They had quite an 
impressive building at that time. 
At night when riding the tube, the 
bit above ground, in Farringdon 
Street, Clerkenwell (Little Italy) 
you would see it all lit up with 
the Daily Worker in huge banner 
type headlines in red, twinkling 
into the night. The building had 
been designed by the renowned 
architect Erno Goldfinger. (1902-
1987). The interior had offices 
with the busts of Lenin and a 
glass fronted bookcase with the 
hammer-and-sickle etched on the 
glass.

Some union organised sites 
had its resident fascist. The 
British Union of Fascist was still 
a powerful organisation in the 
1950s. On one large site I was on 
it was an Irishman by the name 
of Cal Maguire. He was no mere 
fantasy of the Left but a fully-
fledged one. He was an excellent 
orator and concentrated on fascist 
economics, bypassing his views 
on race and refusing to discuss 
Ireland. We couldn’t even guess 
what part of Ireland he came from 
due to his accent. He reminded me 
of William Joyce who broadcast 
from war-time Germany. Known 
as Lord Haw Haw by the British, 
I listened to him during WW2. 
Maguire’s work was to undo the 
leftist trade union organisation. 
His opponent was the Dubliner 

Brian Behan, his equal as an 
orator. Behan was head of the 
works committee, and a member 
of the Executive Committee of 
the CPGB. Most of the militants 
wanted Maguire chucked off the 
site by some ruse but Maguire, 
as a carpenter, was a very active 
member of the Amalgamated 
Society of Woodworkers. He was 
gradually causing splits in the 
union organisation on the site but 
Behan insisted he was to be left 
alone and seen to be defeated in 
what Behan described as ̀ Our own 
building site Parliament.’ That 
was the weekly mass meeting in 
which the works committee sat as 
the `upper house’ and the rest of 
the meeting as the `lower house.’ 

These were intense meetings 
in which Maguire was gaining 
ground as the opposition, as he 
collected backers to his union-
organised plan of worker/
capitalist cooperation in which 
regular meetings would be had 
with the management involved. 
He promised worker/management 
cooperation would bring gains 
with a better wage and bonus 
structure on the condition that 
management revealed its own 
financial situation. That sounds 
familiar now and owes its 
existence to early successful 
Nazi economics in the 1930s. 
Brian Behan, a constant student 
and voracious reader knew what 
Maguire was talking about. His 
ideas and the rest of the militants 
was the nationalisation of the 
building industry and the wiping 
out of capitalism.  

Looking back now conditions 
were bad on building sites but we 
had nothing to compare it with. 
There was no protective clothing, 
including boots, no helmets, 
and overcoats couldn’t be worn 
in the depth of winter. Maguire 
himself was middle-aged and 
looked like a down-and-out in his 
work clothes but he had a golden 
voice and was highly intelligent. 
He was winning the argument. 
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He never claimed to be a fascist but 
researchers at the Daily Worker found 
his membership of the British Union 
of Fascist. They wanted a photo taken 
of him which they would publish 
in the Daily Worker as someone to 
be aware of: ‘If he turns up at your 
branch of the communist party or 
union meeting.’ That was the Daily 
Worker then. It bore a few photos of 
people to be aware of, which included 
special branch supposed MI5 and 
narks.

Health and safety on sites didn’t 
exist on building sites. One day a 
carpenter fell down an unguarded 
lift shaft and broke his spine. The 
company denied responsibility and 
seemed to be taking advice from 
Maguire who was seen to be going in 
and out of the management offices so 
much that he was no longer working 
as a carpenter. The management 
was asked by Brian Behan and the 
works committee to acknowledge 
blame for the unguarded lift shaft 
and the near fatality. So a strike was 
called. It lasted 13 weeks and drove 
everyone into near poverty. The 
married men got something from the 
National Assistance Board but the 
single men got nothing and many lost 
their lodgings and ended up sleeping 
rough. It was amazing how everyone 
stuck by the strike through great 
hardship. Maguire, in the meantime,  
seemed to have been given a desk in 
the management offices. He turned 
up each morning in clean clothes and 
was seen to enter the management 
offices.

On the picket line we discussed 
various subjects. It was 1956 and 
the Suez crisis had broken out. The 
Irish and the Scots were against the 
UK-France-Israel invasion of Egypt. 
I suppose we didn’t understand the 
country we were living in, for the  non-
communist English members stood 
up for the Suez adventure. And most 
of the black workers we had fought 
for over proposed separate lavatories 
had long disappeared to other jobs, 
except for a couple of black militants.

In the end Maguire won the battle. 
The strike had devastated the workers 
and many, including some of the 
militants, left the site and left the 
Party. Behan’s marriage was in crisis 
due to the strike and little money 
coming in. Maguire, now some sort of 
full-time agitator on the site, probably 

being paid by the company during 
the strike, won the vote to dismantle 
the works committee. It was the 
equivalent of a coup d'état with a mass 
sacking and with the police being 
called to protect Maguire, by taking 
him home in a police car. Maguire, 
no coward, wanted to confront us 
but members of the management 
grabbed him and forced him into 
the police car. A few years later I 
bumped into him when he came on 
to a building site I was working 
on. He was now a full-time union 
organiser for the Amalgamate Society 
of Woodworkers. He disappeared to 
speak to the management and later 
addressed us. Most of us walked out 
on him. We knew he had one speech 
for the management and one for the 
workers in his pocket. While the 
ASW existed he didn’t rise within its 
ranks. I thought of Marlon Brandon 
in the film: `On the Waterfront.’ when 
he says to his gangster brother in the 
cab after he has taken a few dives 
in the boxing ring so as to win his 
brother a few bets but destroying his 
own boxing career in the process: `I 
could have had class. I could have 
been a contender. I could have been 
somebody... instead of a bum, let’s 
face it, Charlie, that’s what I am, a 
bum.’ After all his efforts to rise to 
the top Maguire died comparatively 
young at 50 years old.

Oddly enough Cal Maguire was 
talking about worker’s power. Much 
the same programme was offered to 
the trade unions and turned down by 
them and also by   the CPGB, saying: 
`It was management’s job to manage.’ 
Which they eventually did with a 
vengeance. 

Daily Worker staff were aware of 
where Maguire’s ideas came from. 
They were also aware that the then 
West Germany had taken up that 
practice. The shop floor workers 
liked the idea and liked it even more 
after suffering the deprivation of 
a 13 week long strike. Its fascist 
undertones didn’t go down well with 
the communist organisers. They saw 
West Germany as a rehabilitated Nazi 
Germany. 

The 1950s could be thought of as 
an exciting time for politics and leftist 
bookshops, like Collett’s bookshop in 
Charing Cross Road. But it was also 
the decade of intense racism, sexual 
repression and back-street abortions.

Further back during WW2, and 
even further back, I was aware of the 
1930s as a child, that most of us spoke 
some form of racist language. It was 
the time of Empire, and its trappings 
of Empire was shown on the banners 
of the Orange order in Northern 
Ireland. One was of Queen Victoria 
with an Indian boy servant kneeling at 
her feet to represent a prostrate India. 

What awoke some of us was the 
treatment of black soldiers in the 
US army. 300,000 US troops were 
to pass through N.I. during WW2. 
The US Amy had brought a system 
of apartheid with them and tried to 
enforce it but the civilians would have 
nothing to do with it. Black people 
were a novelty in an all-white society. 
In England the US Army was also 
trying to force apartheid in the form 
of asking pub owners not to tolerate 
a mixed white and black customer 
scene. But the pubs were against 
this idea. One pub even had a notice: 
`Black Soldiers Only.’ 

In N.I., near where I lived in County 
Down there had been a gun battle 
between black US soldiers and white 
soldiers. It was said to have lasted for 
24 hours. News of this was carried to 
us by bus crews visiting the town of 
Downpatrick. Because of war-time 
conditions there was nothing in the 
media and we were never to know the 
fate of those black soldiers. After that 
we went on with our racist language, 
the only language we knew. But 
things have changed, some things for 
the best but some things for the worse. 
With the de-industrialisation of the 
UK, including N.I. the trade unions 
seem to have little purpose in life and 
what purpose the best of them have 
is minimal and unexciting. There are 
shiny new trade union buildings but 
little life inside them. Did I see better 
times and not to have that feeling that 
I have wasted part of my life? But for 
every few ounces of progress there is 
always a pound of waste.   

But racism has largely disappeared 
no matter what the neoliberals say, 
who seem all too eager to stir it up by 
spreading paranoia through the media. 
We all know the correct language to 
speak now unlike yesterday.  
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Channel 4 News, 14 August 2020.  
Liz Bates interview with Keir Starmer

C4:  You’ve set this marker 
down with “Under new 
management”.  What does that 
mean in reality?  How is the 
Party going to be substantially 
different under Keir Starmer?

Starmer:  Well, it has to be 
different.  You can’t lose an 
Election as badly as we did in 
December and carry on as if 
everything is fine.

C4:  Does this ‘Under new 
management” thing include 
engaging with different  aspects 
of the media. One of the first 
things you did when you took 
over as Leader was you had 
that Telegraph front page.  
[Shot of Telegraph front page:  
‘Starmer:  We owe it to the VE 
Day generation to protect them 
from virus  in care homes’.] That 
was in a different direction.  It 
was patriotic.  You’d gone for a 
Right-wing newspaper.  Is that 
going to be part of how Labour 
is different?

Starmer:  Well yes, I am 
patriotic, and I want the Labour 
Party to be patriotic.  But as for 
other media outlets, of course I 
want people to understand that 
I’m determined that the Labour 
Party can get back into power.  
And I’m determined that the 
Labour Party will be seen as a 
Party which does want to engage.

C4:  So you’d be happy to see 
The Sun endorse the Labour 
Party in the way that it did in 
‘97?

Starmer:  I want as many 
people to endorse the Labour 
Party as possible.  It’s not actually 
about those endorsements.  The 
question is whether more people 
can be persuaded to have trust 
in the Labour Party.  Trust is the 

critical thing at the moment.
C4:    So how does he win back 

trust in places like Darlington?
[Starmer in street scene] Vox 

Pop:  Well, I mean you can say 
one thing and the next thing 
you’ve changed your mind and 
you’re doing summat else.

Starmer:  Well, you know, 
we’ve got a job of work to do.  
We’ve lost an Election pretty 
badly.

Another Vox Pop:  The anti-
Semitism debacle lost trust so to 
whom down on that would be  . 
. .

Starmer:  Well, we’ve been 
very robust in what we’ve been 
doing in the last few weeks and 
months on that.

C4 Commentary:  As part 
of this crack-down on Anti-
Semitism, Labour last month 
paid out a six-figure legal 
settlement to former Party staff 
who spoke out on the issue—a 
decision that drew strong 
criticism from the last Labour 
Leader. 

[Studio Interview in which 
Starmer refused to say that 
the decision to settle the Anti-
Semitism Court Case was taken 
on legal advice and evades 
saying whether the decision 
was made on legal or political 
grounds.]

C4:  You settled recently the 
Court case on Anti-Semitism.  
You were criticised for that by, 
among others, Jeremy Corbyn, 
who suggested that you were 
advised that you didn’t need to 
settle because the Labour Party 
could have won it.

Starmer:  Well, Jeremy 
Corbyn will have his own view.  

I am utterly focussed on what I 
said, which was that I’d root out 
Anti-Semitism in the Labour 
Party, and that I will be judged 
by my actions.

C4:  Were you advised on that 
Court case, that the Party could 
have won it, and so it was a 
political decision?

Starmer:  Well, I’m not going 
into the confidential advice that 
we’ve had on ongoing cases, and 
you wouldn’t expect me to do 
so.  But all of the——

C4  —I’m trying to figure out 
if it was a political decision, 
rather than a legal necessity.

Starmer:  It was the right 
decision to make in that case, 
and it was part of my absolute 
determination to root out Anti-
Semitism in the Labour Party.

[Channel 4 commentary:  A 
strong line on Anti-Semitism, 
but when it came to Black Lives 
Matter, a mis-step, after he was 
forced to apologise for referring 
to the protest as “a moment”.  
And he has been accused by 
some of failing to speak out more 
widely when the movement has 
come under attack.]

C4:  When Dominick Raab 
says ‘I won’t take the knee’, that 
feels deliberately provocative.  
So how do you deal with that?  
Do you hang back and let 
that sort of happen, or do you 
challenge those things?

Starmer:  Well, whether 
Dominick Raab wants to take 
the knee or not is entirely up to 
him.  Whether I quarrel with him 
about it:  I don’t think is going 
to hurt him or me particularly 
well…


