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An Opportunity 
for Labour

Sir Keir Starmer, asserting an unprecedented prerogative 
as Leader of the Labour Party, overrode a decision of the 
National Executive in the matter of Jeremy Corbyn’s 
membership of the Party. 

Corbyn was suspended from the Party for expressing 
the opinion that the problem of Anti-Semitism in the 
Party had been wildly exaggerated by the media. A public 
opinion survey showed that there was a widespread 
opinion that thirty per cent of the Party members were 
being investigated on suspicion of being Anti-Semitic. 
What the independent Report showed was that 0.3% 
were being investigated. The Party Secretary suspended 
him within hours of his making that comment. It is only 
realistic to suppose that he did not act other than as Sir 
Keir’s instrument. Starmer had already said that people 
like Corbyn should be let nowhere near the Labour Party. 

Three weeks later the National Executive considered 
the Corbyn suspension and concluded that there were no 
legitimate grounds for it. It restored his membership of 
the Party. Dame Margaret Hodge immediately delivered 
an ultimatum to Sir Keir: if he did not withdraw the Whip 
from Corbyn, she would resign from the Party the next 
day. The following morning Sir Keir withdrew the Whip 
from Corbyn. 

The way he put it was that he withheld the Whip from 
Corbyn. This meant that he was making the Parliamentary 
Party independent of the National Executive. Hitherto 
an elected member of the Party was a member of the 
Parliamentary Party as a matter of course. 

(It appears that Sir Keir will now attempt to assert 
control of the National Executive. As part of long-
running convention, Vice-Chair Ian Murray from the Fire 
Brigades Union was set to become Chair of the NEC. 
But, defying precedent, the leadership installed their ally 
Dame Margaret Beckett instead. Readers will remember 
that Ms Beckett was part of the Blair Government which 
made war on Iraq.) 

It is curious that Sir Keir did not also override the 
National Executive in the matter of Corbyn’s membership. 

Perhaps that was judged to be a step too far at that point. 
Anyhow, as we go to press, the situation is that Corbyn is 
a member of the Labour Party by decision of the National 
Executive, but is excluded from the Parliamentary Party 
as an Anti-Semite. Sir Keir has used roundabout language 
in the matter. But his staunchest supporters have bluntly 
condemned Corbyn as an Anti-Semite and Sir Keir has 
not uttered a word of dissent. 

The task of the Labour Party is to clearly differentiate itself 
from the Conservative Party.  Rishi Sunak’s Winter Spending 
Review and the reintroduction of the Furlough have provided 
Labour with huge opportunities to do just that.  Sunak’s House 
of Commons (HoC) statements on both issues reflect a battle 
taking place in the Conservative party over the role of the 
state in a capitalist economy.  It is a battle that the pro-market/
pro-austerity Tories hope to win.  But therein lies Labour’s 
opportunity.  It must present itself as the full employment, anti-
austerity Party Westminster.  On 5th November Rishi Sunak 
announced in Parliament that the Furlough scheme would 
continue until the end of March 2021.  In July 2020 Sunak 
had announced that the Furlough scheme would end on 30th 
November.  In every subsequent economic debate, he had 
refused to countenance retaining the scheme.   The shadow 
chancellor Anneliese Dodds had continually insisted that 
November 30th was too early a date to end the scheme.  It must 
have been a bitter moment for Sunak to have to agree to its 
continuation.  But we suspect there is much more in this defeat 
than a simple extension of the Furlough scheme.

A year ago, none of us had ever heard of Rishi Sunak.  As 
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His stated purpose now is to “move on”. He has given the media, which has 
always been hostile to the Corbyn development, ample grounds for describing 
Corbyn as an infamous Anti-Semite, condemned as such by the Party which he 
tried to corrupt. And Sir Keir wants to ‘move on’, leaving Corbyn on the scrap 
heap of history alongside Hitler. 

This is poisonous nonsense. Corbyn is patently the very reverse of an Anti-
Semite.  Plenty of individual Jews have come forward to report his above-
average actions over the years in supporting Jews on matters of individual or 
community concern.

What should an honest man do in these circumstances? Sacrifice his honesty 
for the sake of the Party—in the style of Arthur Koestler’s novel ‘Darkness at 
Noon’ —in the hope that the Board of Deputies will give the Party a certificate 
of Zionist approval? 

Dame Hodge threatened to leave the Party if Sir Keir did not do what he has 
done. Corbyn has the ultimate resource of resigning his seat and re-fighting it 
to give the electorate the final say on Sir Keir’s branding of him as an Anti-
Semite. 

That is the issue. It is not an unimportant issue. There must be some limit to 
blackguardism in politics. 

And, remember, Sir Keir was on Corbyn’s Front Bench last year, when, 
according to Sir Keir’s staunchest supporters, the Party was being saturated 
with Anti-Semitism.

There is also the curious way in which no one wants to take a look at 
Anti-Semitism among Tories or Ulster Unionists or Liberal-Democrats.  Or 
anywhere except in the Labour Party, with the most intense scrutiny for those 
who support socialism.

Johnson formed his new cabinet after 
the December general election victory, 
it was assumed Sajid Javid would be 
the new Chancellor.  But Javid wanted 
to bring his own advisers with him.  
Johnson insisted that there should be an 
agreed set of advisers largely chosen by 
Dominic Cummings.  Javid refused to 
accept this condition.  Johnson found an 
alternative Chancellor in Rishi Sunak.  
This was not an isolated skirmish in 
the Conservative party.   The Tories 
are divided over the role of the state in 
British society.  Johnson and Cummings 
were determined to use the state to 
ensure that they win the next general 
election.  Specifically, they would turn a 
blind eye to the size of the fiscal deficit 
and the National debt if that is what is 
required to win the 2024 election.  One 
suspects that Cummings had taken on 
board the basic message of the Modern 
Monetary Theory (MMT) school that 
the fiscal deficit is an irrelevant statistic.  
Though he would never admit such a 
thing it will infuse much of his thinking.  
Opposed to that view are the Treasury 
and institutions like the Institute for 
Fiscal Studies (IFS) and the Office for 
Budget Responsibility (OBS).  

On the surface it looks as if this is a 
simple technical dispute between the 
Conservatives and the Labour Party over 
how long the Furlough scheme should 
run.  It is not.  It is a major battle over the 
role of the state in British society.  And 
it is a battle that is taking place in the 
Labour Party as well as the Conservative 
party.

In the Conservative Party the desire 
for a small state was forcefully put in the 
House of Commons on 5th November by 
the Conservative MP Harriett Baldwin, 
once a managing director at JP Morgan 
Chase: 

‘Last week, the IMF singled out for 
praise the UK’s economic response to 
the coronavirus, citing the timeliness, 
the speed of response, the generosity 
and the flexibility of the approach. The 
managing director said: “We welcome 
the continuing efforts the government 
has made to refine its support measures”. 
Does my right hon. Friend also agree 
with the second part of what the IMF said 
last week, which is that over the medium 
to long term, we do need to put the UK 
public finances back on a sustainable 
footing? ‘ 

Sunak responded: The IMF ‘said, 
correctly, that over the medium term, 
we must restore public finances to a 
sustainable position. Now is the time 
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to provide fiscal support through a 
very weak period, but we want to build 
resilience for future crises so that when 
the next one of these comes along, we 
can respond in the same strong and 
generous way that we have been able to 
do this time.’

The narrative that the public finances 
need to be put on a sustainable footing is 
a false narrative.  The narrative has been 
used to impose a pointless austerity on 
the British people over the last decade 
and more specifically to achieve the 
ideological objective of reducing the role 
of the state in Britain.  

It is a false narrative because it 
claims that the constraints that bind the 
economic activity of the British state are 
the same as those that bind a household.  
They are not.  A household is a currency 
user.  The British state is a currency 
creator.  The British state is not limited in 
what it can spend into the economy and 
has not been limited since the Bretton 
Woods variation of the Gold Standard 
was abandoned in 1971 so that America 
could more easily finance its military 
activities.   

The Covid19 pandemic has made 
it particularly obvious that the British 
state is not financially constrained.  
Rishi Sunak did not have to check the 
government’s bank balance to see if he 
could afford to finance the Furlough 
scheme.  He simply instructed the Bank 
of England (BoE) to mark up the accounts 
of all those who were defined as eligible 
to receive the Furlough payments.  

None of this is, of course, publicly 
stated.  Instead there is a huge pretence 
that the funds that pay the Furlough costs 
must come from the private sector and 
that if the private sector were unwilling 
to lend the funds to the government 
then the Furlough could not have been 
implemented and, furthermore, that if 
the private sector were unwilling to 
lend the funds to the government at low 
interest rates then the Furlough scheme 
could not have been implemented.  
This is a quite false description of the 
economics of a currency creating state.  
A currency creating state does not need 
to borrow to fund its spending and if 
government bonds are sold to the private 
sector it is the state that decides the 
maximum interest that any such bonds 
will earn.  The summary of the BOE 
Monetary Policy Committee meeting on 
4th November gave the lie to this false 
narrative: 

“The Bank of England’s Monetary 
Policy Committee (MPC) sets monetary 
policy to meet the 2% inflation target, 
and in a way that helps to sustain growth 
and employment. In that context, its 

challenge at present is to respond to 
the economic and financial impact of 
the Covid pandemic. At its meeting 
ending on 4 November 2020, the MPC 
voted unanimously to maintain Bank 
Rate at 0.1%. The Committee voted 
unanimously for the Bank of England 
to maintain the stock of sterling non-
financial investment-grade corporate 
bond purchases, financed by the issuance 
of central bank reserves, at £20 billion. 
The Committee voted unanimously for 
the Bank of England to continue with 
the existing programme of £100 billion 
of UK government bond purchases, 
financed by the issuance of central 
bank reserves, and also for the Bank 
of England to increase the target stock 
of purchased UK government bonds by 
an additional £150 billion, financed by 
the issuance of central bank reserves, to 
take the total stock of government bond 
purchases to £875 billion.” (Monetary 
Policy Summary of the Monetary 
Policy Committee meeting ending on 4 
November 2020)

We have stated that there is a battle in 
the Conservative Party over the role of 
the state in a currency creating country.  
However, there is a similar battle going 
on in the Labour Party.  Anneliese Dodds 
has improved her position on this as the 
pandemic has continued.  Initially she 
took an approach on Furlough spending 
that suggested that the Labour Party 
would have managed the Furlough 
spending better than the Conservative 
Party, that it would have more careful 
with the public finances by making the 
spending more targeted.  In her more 
recent addresses to the HoC she has been 
bolder and has come close to saying that 
the size of the fiscal deficit and national 
debt are not important.  What is important 
is the level of unemployment.  It remains 
to be seen whether she can take that next 
brave and vital step if Labour are to be 
truly able to grapple with Conservative 
economic policy.

She has not been helped by Keir 
Starmer’s intervention in Prime 
Ministers Questions on 11th November.  
Sir Keir chose to question the paying of 
some £130mm for face masks to a private 
sector company which delivered no 
masks.  He chose to express his concern 
using the term “tax payers’ money”, a 
term carefully developed and promoted 
by Margaret Thatcher:  

“…There is a real question about 
the way that contracts are being 
awarded and about basic transparency 
and accountability. I know the Prime 
Minister does not like that, but this is 
not the Prime Minister’s money; it is 
taxpayers’ money. The Prime Minister 
may well not know the value of the 

pound in his pocket, but the people who 
send us here do, and they expect us to 
spend it wisely.”

The Daily Telegraph took great glee 
in Starmer’s need to present himself as 
the guardian of fiscal rectitude.  In an 
article entitled “Honorary Tory Starmer 
had a touch of Thatcher about him” it 
stated “Sir Keir Starmer gave every 
impression of stuffed-shirt Toryism as 
he berated the Government at PMQs 
yesterday.  At times he sounded almost 
Thatcherite in his domestic thrift and 
insistence that there is no such thing as 
public money……It may be premature 
to declare Sir Keir ‘one of us’…..but 
let’s give him the benefit of the doubt.”

So, in one of his first interventions 
on economic matters Starmer has taken 
the Party a step back from the more 
thoughtful position being developed by 
Anneliese Dodds.  Taxpayers’ money 
has figured little in Dodds’ more 
recent statements which were instead 
increasingly concerned with the issue 
of unemployment.  The Labour Party 
needs to return Full Employment to the 
political agenda if it is to win the next 
general election.  A commitment to Full 
Employment is the Tories’ weak point.  
Labour should own it as their strong 
point.

We have stated earlier that there 
is a battle in the Conservative Party 
over the role of the state in a currency 
creating country.  The recent infighting 
at Downing must be interpreted in this 
context.  The removal of Lee Cain and 
the departure of Dominic Cummings 
most likely represent a victory for the 
Treasury view in the Conservative Party.  
Labour would do well to use these 
developments to raise their own profile 
as the party that does not accept that any 
level of unemployment is acceptable, 
as the party that believes it is the duty 
of a currency creating state to ensure 
that those who wish to work but whom 
the private sector does not wish to hire 
are given work of value to the local 
community which is paid for by the state.  
The Green New Deal policy launched 
by Dodds and Miliband suggests that 
they are attracted by a commitment to 
full employment as a policy.  We can 
only hope that Starmer’s inability to 
distinguish between a currency using 
household and a currency creating state 
does not scupper this huge opportunity 
for Labour to reassert itself as the party 
of the working class – both new and old.
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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/.  

Starmer &  
Labour’s Timid Tendency

Corbyn awoke powerful 
forces within Britain that knew 
something was badly wrong.  And 
that might respond to either left-
wing or right-wing offers of a fix.

In fact both happened.  
Brexit has been led by the right-

wing, but has attracted many who 
traditionally voted Labour.

Corbyn lost some elderly Labour 
voters by sounding too left-wing.  
But he gained enthusiastic support 
from young people who did not 
want ‘business as usual’.

In 2015, Ed Miliband lost his 
nerve and offered nothing very 
much.  Meantime the Liberal-
Democrats, who had disgraced 
themselves in their coalition with 
the Tories from 2010 to 2015, 
crashed from 57 seats to 8.  This 
gave Cameron a clear majority, 
and no good excuse for avoiding 
the Brexit referendum he had 
promised.  And to the surprise of 
many – including myself – Brexit 
gained a narrow victory.

Meantime Jeremy Corbyn 
unexpectedly won the Labour 
leadership.  And picked up vast 
numbers of supporters who knew 
something was badly wrong.

Theresa May had a working 
majority for Brexit, but expected 
that a snap election would crush 
Labour.  All the pundits said this.  
But in fact she lost heavily, and 
her majority became too narrow 
to push through the version of 
Brexit she favoured.

The discontented old mostly 
wanted Brexit.  The discontented 
young mostly wanted what 
Corbyn offered.  Young people 
are always more likely to vote 

Labour.  But this became much 
stronger in 2017 and 2019 than it 
was in 2015. 

But in 2017, most people kept 
their traditional loyalties.  It 
was assumed that Brexit would 
happen regardless.  I commented 
at the time that the Tories stayed 
the largest party thanks to the old 
who are scared by the world their 
own choices made.1

In 2019, it was obvious that 
only a Tory victory would push 
Brexit through.  Between 2017 
and 2019, MPs kept rejecting all 
possible solutions, including a 
Second Referendum.2

Labour in 2019 got more votes 
than in 2015.  But lost seats, 
because there was a strong 
rejection of Labour in former 
Labour seats that had been 
strongly for Brexit.  I’ve done a 
detailed analysis, now on-line, 
that shows this clearly.3

But Labour under Blair had 
1  https://www.quora.com/q/mrgwydion-
mwilliams/British-Tories-rely-on-the-Old-
and-the-Uneducated 
2  See my blog, https://www.
quora.com/q/mrgwydionmwilliams/
Brexit-at-28th-March-playing-chicken 
3  https://labouraffairsmagazine.
com/problems-magazine-past-issues/
why-labour-lost-in-december-2019/ 

decided that they had no choice but 
to accept New Right economics.  
And it seems that most Labour 
MPs still believe this.

Learning Nothing, Repeating 
Mistakes

There’s a comedy sketch with 
Peter Cook as a failed restaurant-
owner starting again.  Asked if he 
has learned from his mistakes, he 
says ‘yes, I have learned all of my 
mistakes and am going to repeat 
them exactly’.

Good comedy works, because 
it is a concentrated version of 
real human folly.  You can only 
mock things that your audience 
recognise.

Fawlty Towers was based on 
a real hotel with an obnoxious 
owner-manager.  The Monty 
Python team accidently chose to 
stay there, and most moved out at 
once.  John Cleese stayed to study 
the man.4  He produced a series 
of follies that were comically 
plausible.

In real life, it is more tragic than 
comic.

Most of the Parliamentary 
4  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Fawlty_Towers#Origins 
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Labour Party hang onto a belief in 
Thatcherite economics, even when 
much of the world moves against it.  
Might even be thinking that Boris 
Johnson has become foolishly left-
wing on welfare and state power.  
That they must be careful not to be 
tainted by it.

Boris Johnson would never have 
been more than a back-bench 
maverick among pre-Thatcher 
Tories.  But he is going back to 
the shared Tory-Labour consensus 
before Thatcher.

Is Starmer unable to see this?  
Probably.

Had Starmer said ‘Corbyn was a 
disaster and I want to be another 
Ed Miliband’, he would certainly 
not have become leader.

But unless he does a quick U-turn 
on a range of policies, keeping him 
would be even more damaging than 
another leadership election.

If we did seek another leader, 
who?  Andy Burnham has been 
mentioned, but he has a Blairite 
past.  It would be nice to think he 
has learned, but the world is often 
not nice.  Politics in particular is 
littered with people who think 
themselves realistic, but hang onto 
old and discredited ideas.

Enormous misery and probably 
the entire Second World War would 
have been avoided had Britain 
done what the USA did under 
Roosevelt – adopt a New Deal.  
And after the war, it became the 
Western norm, commonly known 
as Keynesianism.

But of course the New Right 
are convinced that it is a complete 
coincidence  that a relatively free 
version of capitalism produced 
the Great Slump.  Also a complete 
coincidence  that much tighter 
controls in the 1950s and 1960s 
produced unprecedented prosperity.  
Truly baffling that the lifting of 
controls from the 1980s failed to 
produce the promised surge. Truly 
baffling that Japan, West Germany 
and Italy had Economic Miracles 
while letting the state boss around 
the capitalists, and very surprising 
that they declined when this was 

dropped.  And too bizarre to be 
spoken of that China is the world’s 
most successful economy while 
having much tougher controls on 
private business than anything ever 
done in the West.

Or perhaps leprechauns can be 
blamed.

But politicians frequently fail 
to learn anything new.  So we can 
only guess at what Burnham has 
learned.  Must fear that he has 
learned nothing and forgotten 
nothing, just like the Bourbons in 
their short-lived restoration after 
the defeat of Napoleon.

For certain, we don’t need another 
Starmer.

Why Brexit?
The militant left in the 1960s 

and 1970s were almost all strongly 
against the European Common 
Market, as it then was.  They 
‘knew’ that it would impede 
Britain’s triumphant march towards 
socialism under their leadership.  
But when this failed, they lost heart.  
Brexit became a cause for the Tory 
Right and for the right-wing United 
Kingdom Independence Party.

Brexit happened because Tory 
leader David Cameron was trapped 
by his own promises, unable to 
contain anti-Europe Tories.  With 
36.9% of the votes but a clear 
majority, Cameron had to keep his 
word.

It might have been otherwise.  
Back in 2010, the Liberal-
Democrats had 23.0% of the vote 
as against 36.1 for the Tories and 
29.0 for Labour.  But too few seats 
for a coalition with Labour: only 
a coalition with the Tories could 
work.  But they were well placed to 
make demands.

The Liberal-Democrats had long 
complained that they got far fewer 
MPs than they merited from their 
share of the vote.  Pointed out 
that almost every other country 
had some form of Proportional 
Representation.  It had even been 
used in Britain, for elections to 
the European Parliament.  So they 
could have demanded, and refused 

to let Britain have a government 
without such a reform.

Instead they were over-nice about 
it.  Blatant injustice could only be 
fixed if a majority of voters agreed 
to be nice to the minorities whose 
views they regularly trampled on.  
So we had the 2011 United Kingdom 
Alternative Vote referendum, lost 
by more than 2 to 1 out of the 
40% of the electors who could be 
bothered to vote.  ‘Unexpectedly’, 
the majority of voters liked the idea 
of Strong Government.  

The Liberal-Democrats could 
have demanded a reform without 
reference to public opinion.  
Hanging was abolished and 
homosexuality legalised without a 
popular vote.  Would have happened 
later, if at all, if the public had been 
asked directly.

With electoral reform, the two 
big parties would be certain to 
fragment into several smaller 
parties, offering electors a much 
more real choice.  And the 2015 
election would probably have 
delivered a parliament still opposed 
to a Brexit referendum.

But in the real world, the pro-
Europe Liberal-Democrats crashed 
disastrously in 2015.  Cameron had 
to give the Brexiteers a chance.

A cleverer leader might still 
have saved the day.  Given that 
Brexit would change everything 
for decades to come, he could and 
should have demanded that ‘Leave’ 
must get a ‘super-majority’.  55% 
of the voters, or 40% of registered 
electors, either of which would 
have killed it.  But British politics 
has been dominated by a naïve 
‘Electoralism’ that ignores the 
way that Competitive Politics 
frequently fails.  Ends up giving 
people something they don’t like, 
even though they voted for it.

Total Brexit voting was 72.21% 
of the electorate.  Those who didn’t 
vote must have thought it would 
not matter much, which is clearly 
untrue.  And many systems of 
Democratic Competitive Politics 
demand ‘super-majorities’ for 
important changes.  This actually 
applied for the 1979 Scottish 
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devolution referendum, where a 
narrow majority for devolution did 
not include 40% of the electorate, 
and so lost.  When they voted again in 
1997 the notion had been forgotten, 
though they got 45% of the voters 
and would have won anyway.

If you look beyond British politics, 
‘super-majorities’ are common.  
Where there is a written constitution, 
it is mostly made very hard to change.

In Britain, the MPs dithered and 
could not decide.

Boris Johnson became Tory leader 
and called a new election, promising 
to deliver Brexit.  Labour technically 
promised the same, but obviously 
would have delivered more dither.

Pro-Brexit voters in Labour seats 
either voted Tory or failed to vote.  
While anti-Brexit Tories mostly 
stuck with the Tories.

It was a single unique event, not a 
lesson for the future.

Suicidal Zionism
The Jewish Board of Deputies, 

created to defend the common 
interests of British Jews, are being 
foolish in demanding that Corbyn be 
driven out of politics.5

Plenty of Jews in the Labour Party 
must have told them that hostility to 
Jews as Jews was rarer in Labour 
than in the rest of British society.  
And while there was more hostility 
to Israel, this no longer mattered with 
Starmer as leader.

Attacking Corbyn raises the risk 
of either Starmer’s replacement, or a 
split that would produce a Hard-Left 
fragment likely to be strongly pro-
Palestinian.

Are they unable to work this out?
They may share Starmer’s apparent 

belief that Boris Johnson is being 
dangerously leftist on social and 
economic matters.  That Labour 
should do as little as possible until 
things ‘normalise’.  And attacking 
Corbyn is a good way to drive out 
foolish leftists.

They may not see that their 
‘normal’ has ended, and it would be 
wise to go with the flow.

I’ve said for years that the leaders 
5  https://www.standard.co.uk/news/poli-
tics/jeremy-corbyn-s-reinstatement-labour-
party-absolute-sham-b73097.html 

of Zionism were amazingly bad at 
working out the best policies for 
Israel’s long-term survival.6

Yitzhak Rabin was the only notable 
Israeli leader who saw it, as far as I 
know.  As Chief of the General Staff 
he oversaw Israel’s victory in the 
1967 Six-Day War.  Gave Sinai back 
to Egypt in the 1970s, a vital part in 
the process of ending Egypt’s former 
role as Israel’s leading foe.  And was 
well on the way to doing the same 
thing with Palestinians with the Oslo 
Accords.7

Assassinated in 1995 by a Jewish 
extremist who saw the Oslo Accords 
as a betrayal.  And since then, the 
whole process has gone backwards.

But wouldn’t Jews be able to 
work out their own best long-term 
interests?

To me, it seems obvious that they 
are no better at this than anyone else.  
European Jews do have an average 
IQ score above the European norm.8  
But my experience as a member of 
the high-IQ society Mensa is that 
high IQ is not the same as wisdom.  
Asimov in his Foundation series 
has one character make the shrewd 
remark that clever people can find 
excuses for folly that lesser minds 
would have been incapable of.

I’ve no evidence that Asimov knew 
anything about Margherita Sarfatti, 
sometimes called the Jewish Mother 
of Fascism.9  She was close to 
Mussolini when he invented Fascism.  
She may have thought herself very 
clever, and not been concerned that 
German National Socialists heavily 
inspired by Mussolini were vicious 
anti-Semites.

She wisely fled to Latin America 
when she lost influence and Mussolini 
accepted anti-Semitism.  Survived 
when many other Italian Jews 
perished.  But I’m not aware that she 
ever saw herself as blameworthy.

More widely, had the Spanish Civil 
War not ended with a clear victory 
for fascism, Hitler might have been 
6  https://labouraffairsmaga-
zine.com/m-articles-by-topic/048-
anti-semitism-and-zionism/
zionisms-suicidal-militancy/ 
7  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Yitzhak_Rabin 
8  https://web.mit.edu/fustflum/docu-
ments/papers/AshkenaziIQ.jbiosocsci.pdf 
9  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Margherita_Sarfatti 

more cautious.  Millions of European 
Jews might have survived.  But it 
was only small numbers of left-
wing Jews who backed the Spanish 
Republic.  And most of those were 
more concerned about anti-fascism 
than any particular threat to Jews.

A Lesson From Armenia?
After the break-up of the Soviet 

Union, ethnic Armenians in 
Nagorno-Karabakh were allowed to 
break all normal rules and secede 
from Azerbaijan.

Also to drive out ethnic Azeris 
within Nagorno-Karabakh, which 
had been mixed.  And where the 
populations had lived together 
peacefully when the Soviet Union 
ruled.  Just as distinct populations in 
Tito’s Yugoslavia began slaughtering 
each other once a Western system of 
Competitive Politics was introduced.

By 1994, most Azeris had fled 
Nagorno-Karabakh.  And ethnic 
Armenians also took over regions 
that were solidly ethnic-Azeri, but 
joined Nagorno-Karabakh to the 
Armenian Republic.

And there, the situation froze.  
With the Soviet collapse, all leading 
politicians in the USA were agreed 
that the USA should now lay down 
the rules without much regard for 
the United Nations.  Secession by 
ethnic minorities might be absolutely 
forbidden, or an absolute right, 
depending on what the USA felt like 
allowing.

Yugoslavia had foolishly copied 
the Soviet system of making some of 
its sub-units sovereign.  This allowed 
the USA to back Croatia seceding 
and driving out its Serbian minority.

Kosovo was not sovereign.  But 
the USA claimed that Serbia had 
somehow lost the right to rule it by 
using entirely standard methods 
against armed secessionists.  And 
then when Serbia was bombed into 
submission, they decided to punish 
them further by compelling majority-
Serb regions in the north of Kosovo 
to stay part of Kosovo.

With Armenia, I had supposed that 
the Armenians had got away with it.  
Was surprised when they got mauled 
in a short war.  Had to give back land, 
with the Azeris seemingly content to 
tolerate the Armenian remnant so 
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long as it has no legal status.  If you want to know more, Pat 
Walsh has done some excellent accounts.  (https://drpatwalsh.
com/.)  

I see it is a warning that Israel should take note of.  Selling the 
Azeri Muslims some very useful drones was good business, but 
perhaps short-sighted.  

Before the war, I’d have supposed that Armenians were too 
well-connected to be abandoned by the West when it mattered.

And Israel?

Trump’s Easter Rising?
The Irish Republican rebels of 1916 knew that they had no 

real chance of military victory.  But hoped they might win out 
in the longer run.  And in fact did so.

Trump must have known his Presidency had ended when he 
lost Pennsylvania.  But well before that, he was making all sorts 
of absurd protests.

Though I despise Trump, I recognise his populist talents.  I 
see him as playing a long game.  Trying to change the norms of 
US politics, as Barry Goldwater did despite loosing massively 
in his 1964 presidential campaign.

Trump has played to White Racism without being overtly 
racist, and it has worked.

To everyone’s surprise, Trump managed to gain votes among 
Latinos and African-Americans.  These are people who knew 
something was badly wrong, and that Biden was not going to 
fix it.10  Plans to repeat the policies of Clinton and Obama.  They 
pleased well-off liberals, but failed to fix the basic problems.

There is a small but genuine hope with Kamila Harris, now 
just a heart-beat away from an unusually elderly President.  Her 
career has been built serving the well-off liberal elite, and she 
has now joined it.  But she also has an awareness of much of 
the unfairness.

Economic Earthquake in East Asia: West Barely Notices
“Foreign direct investment into China plummeted at 

the start of the year when coronavirus emerged within 
its borders. But its rapid recovery from the pandemic, as 
well as the chaos the virus has wrought elsewhere, is now 
encouraging a flood of money into the country.

“That shift could support China’s longer-term plans to 
expand domestic consumption and gradually liberalise 
foreign involvement in its industries even after it has 
cracked down on some of its biggest conglomerates 
and the outward capital flows they fuelled over the past 
decade.”11

When it comes to placing their own money, most of the 
world’s rich have confidence in China.  Actions speak louder 
than words.

“Chinese yuan jumps to strongest and will likely 
continue”12

And now we have a massive agreement between Australia, 
China, Japan, New Zealand, South Korea and the ten nations 
of Asean.

“The agreement has all the usual chapters of a free 
trade deal — tariffs, customs administration, sanitary 
measures, services, investment and others — but two 
10  https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-us-canada-54972389 
11  https://www.ft.com/
content/93ad4482-aa8a-407a-8039-0538457356b3 
12  https://news.cgtn.com/news/2020-11-17/Chinese-yuan-jumps-
to-strongest-and-will-likely-continue-VuOWmShCEw/index.html# 

elements are particularly significant.
“The first is rules of origin, the criteria that determine 

where a product was made. All of Asean’s trade 
agreements have different rules of origin so, for example, 
if a company in Indonesia makes a bicycle it might be 
eligible under a free trade deal with Japan but would 
need different components to be eligible under a deal with 
South Korea.

“RCEP will sweep all of that away. ‘When you 
manufacture a product for RCEP it works for all 15 
countries. And there’s only one piece of paper that you 
need,’”.13

The USA had no part in it.  India chose to stay out.  And 
Taiwan is absent, obviously.

It is a huge victory for China.  And Turkey, for instance, is 
adjusting to the new reality:

“Birth of major market: New strategy needed to adjust 
Turkey’s trade with RCEP member nations…

“The U.S. is absent from both the RCEP and the 
successor to the Trans-Pacific Partnership … leaving 
the world’s biggest economy out of two trade groups that 
span the world’s fastest-growing region.”14

Snippets
“Majority of EU population feel good about bloc, study 

finds.”15

***
“Poor diet: Children 20cm shorter as a result, analysis 

says…
“The largest improvements in the average height for 

children over the last 35 years were seen in China and 
South Korea.

“But in many countries in sub-Saharan Africa, average 
heights remained unchanged or reduced since 1985.”16

***
“Why is it that when you insult blacks it is racism; when 

you insult Jews it is anti-semitism; women it is sexism, 
but when you insult Muslims it is freedom of expression?”  
(On-line discussion.)

Muhammed began a small religious sect that became an entire 
civilisation.  Leave out God, and it is even more remarkable.

Insult him, and you insult nearly a quarter of the world’s 
population.  Show that you see their culture as inferior to the 
rest of us.

***
Old newsnotes at the magazine website.  I also write regular 

blogs - https://www.quora.com/q/mrgwydionmwilliams.

13  https://www.ft.com/
content/2dff91bd-ceeb-4567-9f9f-c50b7876adce 
14  https://www.dailysabah.com/business/economy/birth-of-major-
market-new-strategy-needed-to-adjust-turkeys-trade-with-rcep-mem-
ber-nations 
15  https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/nov/17/
majority-of-eu-population-feel-good-about-bloc-study-finds    
16  https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/health-54828544 
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Popular Poverty and the Very Rich Persons 
By Gwydion M. Williams

Why have ordinary people since the 1980s voted for money to 
be taken from their wages and their social services and given to the 
ultra-rich?

Because they thought that they were voting for something quite 
different.

And news about what really happened is not getting through.
The World Inequality Database is an excellent new website.  

(https://wid.world/.)  They show just how unfair the years since the 
1980s have been.

Most of the left makes exactly the same anti-capitalist arguments 
that were made in the 1960s and 1970s. Back then, they denounce 
as ‘capitalist’ a system that had been Mixed Economy since the 
1940s. And were bitterly hostile to notions of Workers Control and 
Incomes Policy, which would have added more socialism to the 
mix.1

They applied the original doctrines of Marx from the 1840s to 
1880s, without noticing how many of the original socialist demands 
had been met by the West during the Cold War.

They laid themselves open to Thatcher, who had a clear idea of 
what she was doing.  A false idea, it turned out.  But she sounded 
impressive at the time, and some still see her so.

In these 2020s, most on the left still do not see the 1970s as 
a wasted opportunity.  They seldom admit that the West remains 
Mixed Economy despite Thatcher’s promise to restore Classical 
Capitalism.

But even when some on the left deliver the correct message, it 
gets drowned out.

The Western media are dominated by a voracious global mob of 
some 46,000,000 millionaires or multi-millionaires.  Plus a cloud 
of ambitious people around them hoping to join them.  People who 
for now are paid very well for pro-millionaire opinions.

You could quibble over numbers.  46 million millionaires is the 
figure from a noted Swizz bank called Credit Suisse.2  A bank that 
was at the center of multiple international investigation for tax 
avoidance which culminated in a guilty plea, so they are clearly 
well-informed.3  Their data also shows more than 18 million 
millionaires in the USA alone.  Not an isolated community: there 
are more than 56,000 of them per million population.

Another definition is ‘High-net-worth individuals’: “holding 
financial assets (excluding their primary residence) with a value 
greater than US$1 million.”4  This excludes the Lesser Rich, 
1  https://labouraffairsmagazine.
com/problems-magazine-past-issues/
the-mixed-economy-won-the-cold-war/
2  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
List_of_countries_by_the_number_of_millionaires 
3  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Credit_Suisse#Controversies 
4  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/High-net-worth_individual 

and such oddities ordinary people whose ordinary homes have 
unexpectedly become valuable in a district the rich favour.  Also 
those who have made or inherited money but choose to live 
inactively as country gentry.

Numbers are still huge – 17 million.  377,000 just in New York, 
and 318,000 in London.  142,000 in Beijing.

There are enough of them to make a big impact.  
But it’s definitely not a global conspiracy.
Early on in the rise of the New Right, my father Raymond 

Williams described it as ‘Plan X’.  People who can do the same 
sort of calm unglamorous analysis of capitalism and conventional 
politics that socialists do – and some are former socialists.  But also 
want the profit motive to run as freely as possible:

“McGuigan however, deftly shows that Williams is not 
just an archaic figure of history but more than relevant to 
the contemporary situation, his ‘Plan X’ analysis of the 
1980s being uncannily prophetic of the cultural fallout of the 
intensive global application of neoliberal economics over the 
last four decades.”5

You can find this in his book Towards 2000, published in 1985, 
three years before his death.

Sadly, this insight was not picked up.  But ‘Plan X’ remains a 
good description.  They have no overall idea.  They have notions 
of the world they’d wish to have, but each has personal ambitions 
that often contradict this.

If an actual Global Conspiracy existed, it would be a positive 
factor.  It would have a coherent aim.  But the incoherent mob 
of super-rich who dominate Western politics have no overall plan.  
They just demand things for their selfish interests, and hope that 
larger mattes will somehow come right.

They mostly damage the world, even when they want to do 
something good.

They are hampered by their dogmas: at least the ideologists are.  
All forms of state spending must be treated as monsters strangling 
‘productive industry’.

The observable reality is that Western economic growth has 
slowed from the grand achievements of the 1950s and 1960s.  Are 
maybe worse than the despised 1970s.

The observable reality is that those of us growing up in the 
1960s and 1970s mostly got decent jobs and our own homes.  The 
Capitalist Restoration was supposed to give the same, but better.  
The visible reality is high youth unemployment and many unable 
to leave home.

But that’s just most people.  Those with the power have little to 
complain about.
5  https://marxandphilosophy.org.uk/reviews/17792_raymond-
williams-cultural-analyst-by-jim-mcguigan-reviewed-by-tom-steele/ 
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It has been an Economic Miracle for the very rich.  But not 
an overall Miracle, of the sort that happened before the 1980s in 
Japan and Italy and West Germany, and then the Asian Tigers.  
The flourishing rich have gained since the 1980s by squeezing the 
‘social wage’ of the bulk of the population.  

90% of the population are worse off than you’d expect them 
to be if the 1980s had seen a successful restoration of the Mixed 
Economy and a large role for the state.

‘Trickle-Down’ was promised back in the 1980s.  Stop interfering 
with wealth creation, and there would be plenty for all of us.

There was never any real logic to it.  Just maths that started from 
the assumption that markets worked perfectly and benefited us all.  
And this has never been true.

People also fail to understand what was done to Russia after the 
Soviet Union collapsed.  They actually got poorer, but their rich 
elite did fine.

China meantime moved from Mao’s extreme collectivism to 
their own version of the Mixed Economy.  Could ignore New Right 
demands, because China under Mao was doing OK and had in fact 
grown faster than either the UK or USA.  And while Mao made 
errors, Chinese life expectancy increased faster than for most poor 
countries.

It is also a little-mentioned fact that China managed to curb 
growing inequality in the early 21st century.  The explicit aim 
of Hu Jintao, and Xi as his heir has carried on with an attack on 
corruption.

In the West, we were promised more wealth for all.  And this 
has very obviously not happened.  But people are scared of the 
idea of restoring the economic controls that Labour and Tory both 
accepted up until the 1980s.

We are told that this is a limit on freedom.
Society and rule-of-law are limits on freedom.  So are the 

unbreakable customs of tribal societies, for those who have a 
hankering for such things.  Humans simply cannot exist with some 
way of excluding some possible forms of human behaviour.

The West relaxed rules on sex from the 1960s.  We have not 
abolished them.  Polygamy and incest remain illegal, though most 

people don’t feel strongly.  But there has also been a strengthening 
of views about under-age sex, and often a raising of the Age of 
Consent.  And much tougher attitudes about Sexual Harassment, 
with powerful men going to jail for conduct they’d have once got 
away with.

A society mostly has rules that the majority feel comfortable 
with.  People can feel perfectly free, if there are no rules against 
anything they feel they are entitled to do.

Wealth is an unfair share of economic power.  Money or the 
lack of it is a big part of Functional Freedom.  The changes from 
the 1980s give the rich a grossly unfair share of both cash and 
Functional Freedom.

The claim that markets would give a fair balance between our 
different needs has proved untrue.  If it is ‘one dollar one vote’, 
then one individual with millions that they can shift will override 
the wishes of thousands who are just getting by.

And it has proved mindless, failing to deliver the small 
government, low taxes and additional personal freedom that the 
New Right promised.

Labour under Starmer is being far too respectful of this failed 
system.  If he doesn’t like the Labour Left, he might at least look 
to the successful example of the Labour Right in the days before 
Thatcher.  Point out that this gave the secure lives that older voters 
are nostalgic for.6

6  More graphs can be found at https://www.flickr.com/pho-
tos/45909111@N00/albums/72157688624702025/page2 
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Parliament
Notes

The Parliament Education Committee

Left Behind White Pupils from 
Disadvantaged Backgrounds’

[The Parliament Education Committee, chaired 
by Robert Halfon, Conservative, is composed of 11 
MPs.  The 4 Labour MPs on it are Fleur Anderson, 
Kim Johnson, Apsana Begum and Ian Mearns.

The problem under scrutiny ‘Left Behind White 
Pupils from Disadvantaged Backgrounds’ is why 
White working class boys have the lowest education 
achievement of all boys in Britain (except Roma and 
Travellers).  Despite the title, it is boys who are being 
discussed.

The number of pupils from disadvantaged 
backgrounds is estimated from the number of pupils 
on free school meals (FSM). 

There are 1,2m pupils on Free School Meals, so 
let’s assume 600 000 boys.  Around 65% of children 
in schools are ‘white British’.  Assuming there are 
fewer middle class children from minority ethnic 
background the assumption is that there could be 225 
000 disadvantaged white boys.  One of the witnesses 
to the Committee claims 66% of pupils on free school 
meals are white, but the statistics on FSM that I could 
find did not include ethnic background, except in the 
case of university entry.

A note on free school meals.  Receiving free 
school meals is short hand for ‘from a disadvantaged 
background’ or ‘from a low income household’.   It 
is a rough and ready short hand.  Free school meals 
on its own does not give us enough information. 
The length of time on free school meals is more 
significant: was the pupil on FSM all his school life, 
or temporarily?  Also not all eligible pupils actually 
apply.  Further, other pupils not on FSM are not much 
higher on the income scale.  Middle class parents 
will keep their children away from schools with 50% 
FSM pupils.  This means the non FSM 50% in such a 
school will not be far off that level, but not be counted 
as ‘disadvantaged’.

The Committee explored causes and remedies for 
this problem.  I include below comments that seemed 
to me to give an interesting picture of the geography, 
history and economic situation of Britain.  What 

struck me is the idea often repeated by witnesses and 
members of the Committee, including Labour MP 
Ian Mearns from Gateshead, that the level of school 
success depends on the prospects the children see 
around them.  The greater the unemployment and 
absence of job opportunities in the area where the 
children live, the less their school achievement.  It’s 
not so much that they are white, it is that they live 
in areas that have poor economic prospects.  Such 
areas include coastal towns, small towns and villages 
in previously industrial areas.  Immigrants tend to 
live in big cities with greater economic opportunities.   
However, longer term immigrants may have 
experience of unemployment and low income and 
become less ambitious.  In places like London and 
Birmingham that are economically doing well, white 
disadvantaged pupils do worse at school than non-
whites.

The other striking fact is the absence of choice 
for pupils: basically all pupils are expected to sit 
the same exam at age 16.  This exam, GCSEs, is in 
reality a gateway to A levels and university.  Half the 
school population is not served by this system, which 
might explain the lack of engagement with school.]

 I have not included names of contributors.  They 
can easily be found at https://committees.parliament.
uk/oralevidence/1018/pdf/

Parliament Education Committee 
Oral evidence: Left Behind White Pupils from 
Disadvantaged Backgrounds, HC 279 

13 October and 3 November 2020

Numbers of Left Behind White Pupils
The Department for Education’s national pupil 

database, which suggest that if you look at the 
percentage of 15-year-old state-funded pupils who 
were in higher education four years later—by the 
age of 19, and those children having been children 
on free school meals— then the figures for White 
British kids are 13% for boys and 19% for girls. 
They are eclipsed by, for example, Chinese kids on 
free school meals, at 66%, Black African boys on 
free school meals, at 51%, and Pakistani boys on free 
school meals, at 42%. 

White pupils make up around two thirds of children 
on free school meals. 

The data for White pupils from poorer backgrounds 
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show that they make worse progress 
and they have worse outcomes and 
this really matters because White 
pupils are, of course, the ethnic 
majority in this country. That means 
that there are very, very many children 
in this group who are underserved by 
the system.  ...

I think it would be easier to think 
that deprivation and poverty is the 
issue rather than the whiteness of 
pupils, but I saw also that there is 
evidence of lower funding, more 
poorly performing schools, higher 
teacher vacancies, longer travel times, 
worse digital infrastructure, fewer 
role models, higher unemployment 
and, of course, worse educational 
outcomes in the areas of the country 
that are predominantly White. I 
think that is evidence that, in effect, 
amounts to a structural disadvantage 
for large numbers of White pupils in 
those areas. 

The historical aspect of class
The one aspect of class I would 

say is history, the historical element 
to class. That is something that is 
carried in and through families. We 
often focus on kids’ current position 
or what jobs parents currently do, but 
we forget about the fact that, for most 
people, class implies some sense of 
history and that is why it continues to 
have a lasting effect even though we 
are now in a new century. 

Causes of poor school performance
We know that white British pupils 

who are eligible for free school meals 
perform less well than free school 
meal-eligible pupils from every other 
ethnic background throughout their 
educational career. The statistics are 
there for all to see. What do you think 
are the principal causes of this? 

Even if they are a smaller 
population, why is it that the ethnic 
minorities in those areas do better? 
They have the same poor quality 
housing, often worse, and the same 
low income. 

Areas of low economic prospects 
That is something that I see in my 

working life here in Sunderland. I 
see that students who have a similar 
level of disadvantage to students 
I taught in London are on a double 
disadvantage of being in a region, in 
an area that lacks that sense of hope 

from job opportunities and other 
opportunities around that. 

These particular spots of really low 
social mobility seem to coincide with 
certain demographic groups. 

 It is a hypothesis. It is hard to 
prove. I have taught in London for 12 
years and I have taught in the north-
east for six. What you see is different 
sets of aspiration in different cultural 
contexts. I think that the context 
of marginalised communities, 
particularly deindustrialised 
communities, is one where there is 
not that settled sense of education 
necessarily being a route out.  ...

There are 122 local authorities 
where you get more than one ethnic 
group coming out with more than 20 
children, so you can actually do some 
statistics. White British children are 
the worst-performing cohort in only 
55 of those 122 local authorities. 

it is not quite as clear cut that there 
is this underperforming white British 
community everywhere. It does vary 
from place to place. 

For me anyway, the white 
disadvantaged children are not 
particularly white. They are children 
in particular areas and in particular 
disadvantaged localities within those 
areas. That is the kind of dimension 
that I would particularly like to focus 
on.  ...

North Tyneside is where I get to 
45 points on Attainment 8 compared 
with Reading, Leicester, Oldham, 
Isle of Wight and Cumbria all at 33, 
35, 36, so there is this huge variation 
in performance regionally. This is 
the same cohort of children. This 
is the free school meal children, 
white British, and they vary from 
30-odd points at Attainment 8 in 
Reading, Leicester and Oldham to 
47, 48, 51 in Rutland, Westminster 
and Wandsworth, so there is a 
fantastic variation in performance 
among white British. [Attainment 
8 measures a student›s average 
grade across eight subjects at age 
16.] ...

It is partly north-south, but it is 
also a metropolitan-periphery sort of 
issue.  ...

It is very much the experience of 
certain left-behind communities and 
left-behind towns that have been 
discussed before in this Committee 

and elsewhere in this debate. Young 
people and their parents within those 
communities often have very limited 
life chances, so children rationally 
sometimes do not believe there is 
much point applying themselves at 
school because it will not lead to 
anything. 

The simplistic point is that there 
are some stark differences. If you 
take your County Durham ex-mining 
community, there is definitely a 
poverty of aspiration that comes 
from living in that community. That 
effect is less pronounced if you 
live in a more prosperous place, 
but communities are very tightly 
bounded. The point is that for the 
white working-class kids who are 
in a very prosperous area it is a very 
different experience of what your 
future could look like. The social 
mobility dream applies for that child. 
The reality is that the social mobility 
dream does not operate in many 
parts of the north of England. It is 
not true that, if you work hard and 
really apply yourself, everything will 
happen for you, because for many 
young people who do that, it does 
not happen. 

The change that we would see, 
compared with some other groups 
in certain cities in the north, is that 
there definitely are recent immigrant 
communities with very strong social 
and economic problems but with 
very high levels of parental support 
towards success academically. That 
does not exist in communities where 
there are cycles of economic decline, 
where parents and grandparents have 
perhaps not had successful work 
outcomes or family members and 
those in the streets they grew up in 
have not been good role models for 
them in terms of what success looks 
like.

 But I would say the real 
difference—the really important 
distinction—is between white 
middle-class kids in more prosperous 
places and white working-class 
kids in less successful ones. That is 
where the starkest divide is because 
the generic difference in ethnicity 
hides the working-class problem. 
Obviously, overall, black and other 
groups have fewer middle-class kids, 
relatively speaking. 

If you are in a very concentrated 
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part of the country where there are 
larger numbers of these schools—in 
the north of England we have about 
half the schools where you have the 
most long-term disadvantaged white 
kids, and most of the rest are in the 
West Midlands—those schools get 
much worse outcomes, particularly 
secondary schools.  ...

In the north of England what 
we have in many places, on a sub-
regional basis even, is significant 
areas of poverty but with pockets of 
prosperity. What we have in other 
parts of the country is significant 
areas of prosperity but with pockets 
of poverty. 

Other disadvantages in coastal 
and rural areas

Broadband availability in coastal 
and rural areas is much less good. 
Education has made huge steps 
forward using digital resources, not 
least during the pandemic. Having 
those extra tools available to help 
children who are falling behind is 
another important point. 

Also, teachers are not attracted to 
these run down, less diverse areas.

Schools only offer the academic 
route

It is as if we have created a narrow 
academic race and we have said that 
is the only game in town, which I 
think it is, at the moment, in terms 
of status. And then we are saying to 
many communities, “By the way, it is 
going to be almost impossible for you 
to win this race unless you are middle 
class and have all the resources to 
win that race, and by the way, if you 
are living in those communities, you 
are going to have to move out to get a 
decent job.” I am being provocative, 
but I think we have created a system 
that is unwinnable. In many ways, it 
is a rational response to step out of 
the race, rather than try to compete 
in it.  ...

I think it is about place. It is 
about where communities live. It 
is about the fact that there are few 
job opportunities in many of the 
communities that we are talking 
about. As I keep going on about, 
these are multi-generational issues. 
Where parents and grandparents 
have also had poor experiences of 
education, it leads to a choice—in 

some ways, I believe it is rational—
to reject the education system, which 
is not winning for them at all. 

[…] for many, they have looked 
at university and said, “That seems 
to be the only thing we are hearing 
about at school: we need to go to 
university. We do not really think 
university is a route for us or for me. 
It is not achievable for us to get there 
and there is not really anything else.” 

Careers advice and signposting 
should start from a very early age. 
There should be parity of esteem and 
there should be multiple pathways.  
...

The schools can make all the 
decisions they like, but the children 
are always going to be making the 
decisions in the worlds in which they 
live. When they see the education 
system is providing them with a 
ladder, I think most children are 
ultimately sensible and will use that 
system to climb the ladder. When 
you are in Leicester, Oldham, Isle 
of Wight, Cumbria, Nottingham, 
Knowsley—and I go through the 
list of these places—these children, 
however good the schools are, are 
thinking, “Well, what is really the 
point?”  ...

We have made GCSEs a preparation 
for A-levels, which are a preparation 
for university. 

The reality is they are not an 
accessible qualification for people 
who do not have lots of experience in 
the family of people who have gone 
to university. 

The curriculum that is being 
provided is only appropriate for the 
50% of youngsters who are destined 
for university. 

Unwillingness to move away 
from an area

I mean, for example, if we say an 
available career is a theatre technician 
and there are no theatres. There are 
certain careers to which you might 
aspire but in your local area it is very 
difficult to do. In terms of the white 
working class as well, there is an 
issue here—I think someone alluded 
to it earlier—about the willingness 
to move away from an area. When 
your family has a very strong root 
in an area, where all your cousins, 
everyone, lives in that one area, it is a 
difficult thing to move away from it. 

There was a report in the summer, 
“Moving out to move on”, which 
suggests that mobility is actually 
literal in lots of ways, in that people 
who are able to be socially mobile 
are people who are able to move, 

A key narrative that we need to 
move beyond to make progress in 
this area is this idea of needing to 
move out in order to move on. It is 
absolutely right that for so many 
young people, as they get older it is 
a chance to fly the nest and see other 
parts of the world. The research I 
have done on White working-class 
areas shows that young people are 
very locally rooted, with a strong 
attachment to families and place. I 
think we somewhat ride roughshod 
over that when we have a system and 
society in which you have to move 
out of certain areas to get on. 

Solutions
The education system is not the 

answer on its own. The answer is 
education plus work with employers, 
actually building local infrastructure, 
et cetera. 

[Degree-apprenticeships to train 
teachers; this would be cheaper for 
students and encourage people from 
disadvantaged background to go in 
for teaching]:

I feel that this whole view of the 
problem of doing apprenticeships can 
be down to intellectual snobbery, that 
everyone has to have a full academic 
degree at university, and not have a 
partial experience at university and 
do a degree apprenticeship. I think 
we would make a big difference to 
White working-class boys and girls if 
we can get more teacher recruitment 
in disadvantaged areas. That would 
be quite a route. 



Listening to Italy
by Orecchiette

LIFE’S A BOWL OF POISONED CHALICES
Covid is the most pressing issue in Italy, although politics 

still underpins everything. M5S (the Five Star Movement) 
continues to tear itself apart over its governance and leadership 
issues. The point  is whether to become a political party or 
whether to continue to be a privately owned and managed 
business. The 24th November’s La Repubblica reported that 
the everlasting Silvio Berlusconi and  Georgia Meloni, the 
increasingly influential leader of FdI (Brothers of Italy), were 
engaged in a power struggle for domination of the centre-right 
with the ever-pushy Matteo Salvini of the Lega. “We have 
been ambushed!” they apparently said.

Certainly Salvini is making political capital out of the fact that 
Lombardia (Lombardy) once again has the highest incidence 
of Covid in Italy. Beppe Sala, the centre-left Pd Mayor of 
Milan (Partito Democratico) was his particular focus. As Sala 
is standing for re-election in next year’s mayoral elections he 
is an obvious and easy target. Obviously Salvini would like to 
replace him with a Lega candidate.

The second phase of Covid has impacted the whole of 
Italy. Phase One was concentrated in the North. However the 
summer holiday movement of people has ensured that the 
incidence of infection rates and deaths has risen significantly 
everywhere. Currently Italy has a tiered system of restrictions 
similar to that in England, although hairdressers are still able 
to open.

It is interesting to contrast the Covid management strategies 
in Lombardia with those in Veneto (which includes Venice). 
Veneto had a very low incidence of infections in phase One. 
Publications such as The UK’s Lancet and the American 
Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS) have 
published papers explaining the differences and suggesting 
conclusions. The Lega President of Veneto, Luca Zaia was able 
to use the outstanding success of Veneto’s Covid campaign to 
ensure his 2020 re-election with 76.8% of the vote. This gave 
him the distinction of being the regional President with the 
highest-ever share of the votes in all of Italy.

The AAAS (27 Aug) attributed Veneto’s success to the 
epidemiologist Andrea Crisanti of the University of Padova. 
Crisanti had also worked for 25 years at London’s Imperial 
College. The Nobel prize winner Jules Hoffman called him, “an 
innovative person who... has confidence in his judgements”.

The first Veneto Covid death was in the small town of Vo, not 
far from Venice itself. Crisanti was able to quarantine the town 
and also use it as a research project. The word quarantine has a 
local relevance going back to the days of the plague when ships 
had an enforced forty days isolation period before docking in 
Venice. He used the early months of this new plague to prove 
that the transmission of Covid from asymptomatic people 
played, as he said, “a major role”  in stopping the spread. He 
showed that 40% of his cohort who had no symptoms were 
nevertheless both infected and infectious. At the same time 
the WHO and Italy’s own National Institute of Health were 
advising only the testing of those showing symptoms.

Cristanti’s strategy was enabled by the structure of the local 
Veneto health services. These are based on decentralised 
primary care units. This allowed health care staff and testers 
to move around. It also emphasised the necessity of staying at 

home and was able to offer small Covid-specialised units for 
unavoidable in-patient treatment. 

In contrast Lombardia, with its more urban population, has a 
mixture of public and private provision (60%:40%) with large 
excellent and specialised hospitals. However this split resulted 
in a two tier system, of first or second-rate care. The hospitals 
then became a significant source of infection and contributed 
to a death rate four times higher than Veneto. The split health 
system was not the only factor in the disproportionate number 
of Covid victims. A major problem also was the lack of 
timely action in isolating and containing enormous numbers 
of infections in the towns around the city of Bergamo. There 
were unsettling scenes of army trucks taking away the dead. 

In January 2020 epidemiologist Crisanti planned and acted 
decisively. He procured large quantities of the reagents used in 
testing and eventually organised their production in his local 
laboratories. He then sourced a machine that would quadruple 
reagent production; this was a demo machine that he sourced 
from London. It was the only one in Italy. Eventually he 
removed infections completely from his test site of Vo while 
Veneto at large had also benefitted from his planning and 
actions.

Inevitably political and commercial reality intervened and 
Luca Zaia, according to the AAAS, downplayed Crisanti’s 
contribution in the press, claiming that his government 
deserved credit for this enormous success. Zaia was wanting 
to open tourism in Venice, Crisanti was cautious and Zaia 
eventually took a more conciliatory and measured approach.

The Italian press, particularly La Repubblica, which 
has a link to The Guardian, often refer to the UK as a 
comparator with Covid in Italy. On 23 November a photo 
of a characteristically tousled Johnson illustrated a piece 
on the 5 Christmas days of freedom. Obviously there have 
been several articles focussing on the vaccine researchers in 
Oxford and elsewhere. La Repubblica of 24 November had a 
picture of Prince William and three Oxford researchers, lifted 
straight from The Guardian. Readers were told that William 
had congratulated the group in a video conference while the 
researchers were sadly left nameless.

The Covid curve in Italy is flattening but the economic 
trauma continues. The South with unemployment and a large 
black economy is struggling, as ever, with a poverty that has 
risen again. There has been a reference to a Covid Third Wave, 
and the press in the last days of November have reported on-
going discussions about the skiing season. The northern ski 
resorts are dependent on the income and staff now need to be 
hired. The local economies rely on their winter earnings. One 
inhabitant of the North Western mountains expressed alarm 
at the possible increase in Covid incidence coming with the 
skiers and suggestions have included limiting the number of 
visitors. This a dilemma for all the skiing industry of Europe 
and decisions made will affect Europe as a whole.

So the Government of Prime Minister Conte, already 
confronting decisions where competing pressures mean that 
there are no winners, must continue to juggle its poisoned 
chalices.
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A snap-shot of the problems confronting British industrial 
production at the end of the First World War - Lancashire

By Eamon Dyas
The following is an extract from a survey of the industrial 

areas of Britain at the end of the First World War. In the wake of 
the loss of a whole swathe of previously safe Labour seats in the 
December 2019 General Election it is interesting to see the basis 
for the historical affinity of these areas with the Labour Party a 
hundred years earlier.

At the time of the survey Britain had managed to use its 
influence among the Allies to establish the severe economic 
reparation conditions imposed on Germany. These conditions 
had the object of damaging that country’s economic 
competitiveness for years to come. In the meantime Britain had 
hoped to use the opportunity thus offered to not only sustain 
its place in the world but to expand into areas of business 
previously dominated by Germany. A central consideration in 
all of this was Britain’s need to repay the enormous loans from 
the United States which it had incurred in order to sustain its 
war against Germany. Consequently, when the war finished 
there was a continuing need for the country to sustain a high 
level of industrial productivity. However, by the late summer of 
1919 - the time of this investigation - the British workforce, war 
weary from years of the war effort and intoxicated by the much 
lauded victory, was in danger of loosing focus on such things. In 
order to ascertain the situation confronting British production in 
the immediate aftermath of the Versailles Treaty a government 
official named Sydney Walton undertook a nation-wide survey 
of local conditions in the context of British productivity and the 
extract that follows comes from the Report on that survey.

Unlike the many subsequent academic studies of this subject 
Walton here provides an intimate contemporary account of what 
was actually happening in Britain in 1919. The survey was 
printed for “private and confidential” distribution amongst the 

“Great and the Good” in September 1919 and had as its title: 
“Reports on the causes of the decline in production as given 
during a series of visits to newspapers in the industrial districts.” 
Labour Affairs is here publishing that Report for the first time. 
The extract reproduced in the following pages covers the main 
towns and centres of production in Lancashire and in future 
issues it will publish extracts covering other areas of Britain.

Sydney Walton was well placed to undertake this survey. 
Coming, as he did from Durham in the North of England and 
having worked as a journalist for several years he had extensive 
contacts with the editors of local newspapers. He had also 
developed close contacts with several important politicians 
and businessmen during the war. In that time he had been an 
important member of the staff of the Ministry of Food Control 
under Lord Rhondda and was largely credited with the timely 
introduction of food rationing in Britain in 1918. Then, after 
the death of Lord Rhondda that year Walton became the private 
secretary to his successor, the Labour politician and trade 
unionist, John Robert Clynes. (An account of J.R. Clynes and 
his significance for the British Labour movement will be gone 
into on a later occasion).

By 1919 Walton was head of an organisation called “Industrial 
Information.” This appears to have been a quasi-establishment 
body responsible for gathering and supplying information on 
the factors impacting on post-war production. The organisation 
went on to perform an important function for those bodies 
previously established with the support of the Government with 
the object of promoting harmonic industrial relations in the post-
war era – something that will be gone into in the course of later 
instalments of Walton’s report.

Extract relating to the county and region of Lancashire taken from 
“Reports on the causes of the decline in production as given during a 

series of visits to newspapers in the industrial districts.”
21st August, 1919
ROCHDALE
Population: 91,428. Industries: Wool, cotton, ironstone, 

coal.
ROCHDALE OBSERVER.
Politics: Liberal.
ROCHDALE TIMES
Politics: Conservative.
The independent Labour Party is strong and has 

captured the Trades Council but no one pays any attention 
to them and the workmen go their own way. There is no 
Bolshevism, but a good deal of intellectual Socialism. The 
people are working well and there are no complaints of 
under-production. Trade is good, and the cotton mills are 
busy, but manufacturers complain of control and want it 
removed, while they also fear American competition in the 
future. There have been a number of small strikes, largely 
due to the fact that people are “nervy,” owing to war-
weariness, irritation over petty but worrying regulations 
and high prices, since profiteering amongst tradespeople 
is believed to exist to a considerable extent. The housing 

position has also been very bad and has had its effect, but 
schemes are not in hand and this will soon be remedied. 
Allotment-holders, of whom there is an unusually large 
number, are complaining that they want to know how they 
stand and this section should, it is said, be encouraged, as 
men who have a hobby like this always make contented 
and happy workmen.

Both papers will keep the need for production steadily 
before their readers, both in notes and news, and believe 
that Rochdale will be quite sound on the matter.

OLDHAM
Population: 147,483. Industries: Cotton weaving and 

spinning, cotton and woollen spinning and weaving 
machinery, iron founding and engine works, gas-meters, 
coal.

OLDHAM CHRONICLE,
DAILY CHRONICLE.
Politics: Liberal.
OLDHAM STANDARD,
EVENING STANDARD.
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Politics: Conservative.
The greatest alarm is expressed at 

the selling of the cotton-mills and the 
workers’ representatives are meeting 
in Manchester tonight to discuss the 
situation. The mills are being bought up 
by syndicates at huge prices; here are 
four of this week’s instances:- (a), 5/- 
shares sold at £6 each; (b), 45/- shares 
sold at £12 each; (c), £6 shares sold at 
£29 each; (d), £68,000 capital floated 
at £260,000. Mr. James White, of the 
Beecham Trust, is said to be behind a 
number of the syndicates. These prices 
are not justified by balance sheets and 
it is feared that they can only result in 
one of two things, either a considerable 
increase in the price of cotton products 
to the people or a reduction in wages. 
Local workers area also very sore over 
the unemployment allowance, as there 
is plenty of work for everyone and they 
say that it can be given only to slackers.

There are no complaints of under-
production in the cotton-mills; rather 
otherwise, as there has been a speeding-
up since the hours were reduced from 
55 to 48. There is under-production 
in iron and steel, the men being 
discontented because returned soldiers 
have not been taken back quickly 
enough. Profiteering is considerable, 
especially in fruit. Housing is very bad 
and the local scheme is proceeding 
so slowly that the workers have held 
a meeting of protest that cinemas, 
garages, etc., are being erected while 
they are still waiting for houses. It is 
suggested that the Government should 
ginger up the local authorities.

Conditions generally, however, are 
good and if these genuine grievances 
are dealt with Oldham production will 
leave no ground for complaint.

The papers will urge week by week 
and day by day the need for redoubled 
and continued effort and feel sure that 
Oldham and district will play its part.

22nd August, 1919.

MANCHESTER
Population: 714,333. Industries: 

Cotton manufacturing, engineering, 
machinery-making, chemicals, dyeing, 
wool, silk, printing, India-rubber 
goods. The centre of the cotton trade.

MANCHESTER DAILY 
DISPATCH,

MANCHESTER EVENING 
CHRONICLE.

Politics: Conservative.

The Hulton papers will urge by every 
means in their power the necessity for 
increased production and can be relied 
on for this. I have arranged for special 
prominence to all items of news 
bearing on this subject.

The evil of the day they consider to 
be is there is too much money about 
and therefore people, having plenty, 
have not the incentive to work. As the 
chief sporting papers of the North they 
strongly favour the issue of a premium 
loan - in the interests of production. 
There has never been so much betting 
and extravagant spending in the north 
as there is today - such a loan would 
attract all this money instead of it going 
to the bookmakers, makers of shoddy 
jewellery and dress, etc., as it is going 
now and being practically wasted.

The workers are asking for a greater 
share in the profits and they instance 
an item on which they have received 
considerable correspondence. The 
Palmer Mills at Stockport were sold 
- £7,350 was paid to the directors, 
secretary, manager, engineer, for loss 
of office, but not a penny to operatives. 
This is the kind of thing which is 
causing discontent - the workers 
openly say that they are expected to 
share when times are bad, but they are 
always forgotten when “plums” come 
along. The workers want a greater 
interest in each business and to be 
made to feel that they are part of the 
concern - then they will put their backs 
into production.

In the meantime, unless the 
Government cuts down waste and the 
people cut down extravagance, the 
Hulton papers feel that nothing but a 
period of depression and starvation - 
not far distant - will bring the people’s 
minds back to the necessity of settling 
down to solid work.

MANCHESTER GUARDIAN.
Politics: Liberal.
Unfortunately, Mr. C.P. Scott is away 

on holiday, but the Acting-Editor gave 
me the pledge that the “Guardian” 
would do everything to help. As far 
as possible they will publish anything 
sent, but he gave me a hint that it 
would be an advantage if this could be 
sent through me.

There are other quarters in which I 
fancy this may apply and it might be 
a matter for further discussion after I 
get back.

If there are any further matters than 
those mentions below, Mr. Scott will 
write me after his return. 

[Since the above was written Mr. 
C.P. Scott has written me as follows:- 
“I don’t know that I can add much to 
the information already given you 
by Mr. Greenhalgh. There can be no 
doubt that the unemployment grant 
is largely abused, that so long as it 
is maintained at its present rate there 
are a whole range of occupations 
in which the normal labour supply 
will remain unprocurable, that the 
scale of payment ought therefore be 
progressively reduced and the whole 
system abolished as soon as possible. 
As at present administered there can 
be no adequate check. I don’t know 
whether it would be possible to call in 
the assistance of the experienced poor-
law officers, but if they went through 
the lists there would probably soon be 
a drastic reduction.”]

In the opinion of the Acting-
Editor of the “Guardian,” the present 
position and the drop in production 
are largely due to war reaction and 
matters will adjust themselves, but 
only by suffering. Many people do 
not want to do the work they did 
before the war - therefore in many 
minor but important sections there is a 
pronounced shortage of labour, which 
reduces production in higher grades. 
The unemployment allowance was 
a very wise and necessary political 
move at the time of its institution, but 
now it should be gradually got rid of 
with as little friction as possible. The 
cotton trade is highly satisfactory; 
engineering is down because of lack 
of material in consequence of the 
embargoes and tariff on imports; 
chemicals are steady, while mining is 
bad owing to the miners being the most 
turbulent class of the community. High 
wages have given the people too much 
money, have caused extravagance, and 
disinclination to work full time and are 
largely responsible for the decline in 
production. There is no Bolshevism in 
Lancashire, but a very strong element 
of Socialism. The housing question 
is bad and there are many cases of 
tenants having to buy at inflated 
prices; the Corporation has schemes 
in hand, but progress is very slow and 
the Government might well try to stir 
them up.

MANCHESTER CITY NEWS.
Politics: Liberal.
Circulating entirely among 

businessmen, will emphasise the 
necessity of the men at the head setting 
the example themselves in close 
attention to business and avoidance of 
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extravagance.
MANCHESTER EVENING NEWS.
Politics: Liberal.
In their opinion, the remedy for much 

of the distrust and suspicion which is 
at the bottom of the industrial unrest 
and therefore of reduced production 
is greater frankness and publicity. In 
the cotton trade all balance sheets are 
published, employers and men meet and 
talk things over, the men know exactly 
what profits are and wages are raised 
and lowered accordingly. No doubt the 
Government has excellent reasons for 
many things it does, but the public is not 
told these, hence there is a constant and 
growing suspicion. Take the Agricultural 
Commission and the decision to meet 
in secret. The “Evening News” has 
received many letters, “What are they 
hiding? They must have something to 
hide or they wouldn’t meet in secret.”

The cost of living was the source of 
complaint as undoubtedly there is much 
profiteering in Manchester. Housing is 
very bad and there was much delay, both in 
Manchester and London; land bought 
last spring for housing is still untouched; 
not even a sod has been turned., Soldiers 
were complaining of inability to get 
work, as employers were not taking 
them back as freely as they should, 
and there should be a systematic and 
ruthless overhauling of the waste and 
extravagance still going on.

The “Evening News” will arrange a 
series of articles on simple economics 
and in paragraph and news keep before 
the public the need of steadying down 
and getting on to full production.

BOLTON
Population: 180,851. Industries: 

Cotton, bleaching, chemicals, 
engineering, paper-making, coal.

BOLTON JOURNAL,
BOLTON EVENING NEWS.
Politics: Liberal.
Apart from war-weariness, which 

will pass, they believe that the principal 
cause of the drop in production is the 
legitimate but excessive aspiration 
among the workers to have a greater 
share of the good things of life, and 
men who are discontented and nursing a 
sense of injustice will never work their 
full capacity. There is no Bolshevism, 
but simply that people are determined 
to have a larger share of the profits of 
industry. They were told, at the time of 
the spinners’ strike, that the industry 
would not bear any more advance in 
wages, yet within two months’ time, even 
Fine Spinners shares advanced from 
40/3d to 64/-. The two thousand people 

at the Eagle Mills, under Coats, see the 
huge profits of that firm and these things 
cannot be argued against. Profiteering 
is rampant and is encouraged by 
Government control. One local merchant 
has sold thousands of tons of lard on 
which he said he would have been quite 
satisfied with a profit of 1/- a ton, but the 
Control insisted on his making 6/- a ton.

The two papers will urge in articles and 
paragraphs a closer confidence between 
men and employers and a united effort 
to get more and more production for the 
benefit of all.

Mr. Tillitson suggested that it would 
have a steadying influence on the country 
if a series of articles could be sent round 
the press after my return, embodying 
the results of my journey. There was so 
much shrieking about Bolshevism, etc. 
This might be work talking over.

BLACKBURN
Population: 133,052. Industries: 

Cotton, calico, muslin, steam-engines.
NORTHERN DAILY TELEGRAPH,
WEEKLY TELEGRAPH,
BLACKBURN TIMES.
Politics: Liberal.
Here Colonel Ritzema, who fought 

through the whole war, and was nine 
months at Ypres in 1915, was able to 
give me the returned soldier’s view. 
His comment was brief and pointed. 
“Too much money,” was his version 
of the cause. “Lloyd George won the 
war,” he said, “but he paved the streets 
of Blackburn with gold; now he has to 
pave them with setts.” The returned 
soldiers were very angry at the money 
made here while they were away and 
were therefore disinclined to work. The 
unemployment benefit was doing great 
harm in Blackburn and had a very great 
deal to do with the fall in production. He 
gave the following as one case within 
his personal notice: - In one household, 
the father and two sons are each drawing 
29/- per week, the mother and two 
daughters each 25/- per week, a total of 
£8-2/- going into one small working-
class establishment for doing nothing. 
Money was being squandered in every 
direction in Blackburn and he feared 
that there was no remedy for it but stern 
necessity, starvation and hunger.

Meanwhile, he is day by day urging 
on the people to come back to sense, to 
display the same determination as the 
soldiers displayed through the war and 
get back to work and production as the 
only hope of the country.

BARROW-IN-FURNESS
Population: 63,770. Industries: Iron, 

jute, steel, railway wagons, shipbuilding.
NORTH-WESTERN DAILY MAIL,
BARROW NEWS.
Politics: Conservative.
BARROW GUARDIAN.
Politics: Liberal.
The general position in Barrow is 

good, and the men are working well; 
in fact in steel they are speeding up. 
Therefore there is no need to insist on 
production, but I have arranged for all 
three papers to keep on the point of the 
value of increased production.

Housing is very bad and the 
Corporation scheme seems to have 
“stuck.” Anything that can be done to 
speed it up will be of value, as removing 
a source of discontent. People are living 
in caravans and anywhere.

The stories of Government 
extravagance are also doing great harm. 
There was immense official waste at 
Barrow during the war, but the men 
take the line that this may have been 
inevitable during the war but there is no 
excuse for continuing it now.

The Editor of the “Guardian” is in 
very close touch with Labour and he 
tells me that the Independent Labour 
Party and shop stewards are losing their 
influence and the solid men in Labour 
are increasing their power. Recently, the 
shop stewards have suffered a severe 
check in Barrow and he would not be 
surprised if the I.L.P. section broke 
away altogether from the Trade Unions 
- judged by conditions in Barrow. There 
is no Bolshevism, but only the usual hot-
heads, of whom one hears much, but 
whose noise is not at all proportionate to 
their strength. Vickers want more work 
and recently have refused contracts to 
the extent of hundreds of thousands of 
pounds because they cannot guarantee 
deliveries or prices owing to difficulties 
on coal and material. Settlement on 
these matters would be a great help to 
production.

The Liquor control was a great cause 
of irritation in Barrow, but recent 
alterations have largely removed this.

23rd August, 1919.

PRESTON
Population: 117,088. Industries: 

Cotton, engineering, iron, brass, machine 
works.

LANCASHIRE DAILY POST,
PRESTON GUARDIAN.
Politics: Liberal.
Sir George Toulmin (Chairman of the 

Press Association and Hon. Treasurer 
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of the Newspaper Society) will not 
only do all he can to impress the need 
for production on the readers of his 
own papers, but if we will get some 
really good articles written in simple 
language and not exceeding seven to 
eight hundred words, by good men, he 
will endeavour to arrange for these to 
appear in all or nearly all the newspapers 
affiliated to the Newspaper Society. This 
will require to be very diplomatically 
handled as if the newspapers get any 
suggestion that it is from a Government 
department they will immediately want 
payment at full advertisement rates and 
in most cases these articles would go into 
the advertisement instead of the editorial 
columns. Sir George would arrange to 
pay a normal fee of a few shillings to 
each paper and that we should have to 
leave to him and to reimburse him in due 
course.

I have also arranged with him that he 
will ask the Press Association to give 
prominence in the news they are sending 
out daily to anything which bears on the 
question of production.

Both these matters are to be strictly 
confidential and all communications 
regarding them must only be between 
him and myself. You might be going into 
the question of what articles could be 
arranged. They must be quite non-party 
as they will go to papers of all varieties 
of views, and supplied in proof or stereo, 
as Sir George may require. All will come 
to me and I will arrange them personally 
with him.

On general subjects, Sir George said 
that, in both his private and public 
capacity, he was sure that the fall in 
production was due mostly to the fact 
that there was too much money about. 
Blackpool today was significant. In 
old days, it was fairly full of mill-girls, 
etc., bearing obvious physical traces of 
their trade. Now it was crowded (more 
or less) with showy dresses and cheap 
jewellery. The physical improvement 
was one of the good things the war had 
done, but the fact was staring one in the 
face that neither these girls nor their men 
were going to do any more work until 
necessity or inability to get anything 
more from the pawnbroker, compelled 
them. He regretted to think it, but he 
feared that the people would not get back 
to work until stern necessity compelled 
them. The accession of comparative 
wealth had been too sudden.

There were also contributory causes. 
The unemployment benefit was now 
a curse instead of a benefit. And it 
should be what they call in Lancashire 
a “follow-on.” Asking what he meant 
by this, he illustrated it thus: - It was 2 
o’clock when I called upon him, having 

just come over from Blackburn.
“I suppose you didn’t have a proper 

lunch today,” he said, “but only a ‘follow 
on?”

“Well,” I replied, “I had no time to 
get a proper meal, but I had a plate of 
cold beef, some bread-and-butter and a 
whisky-and-soda at the refreshment bar 
at Blackburn Station.”

“Exactly,” he answered, “That’s what 
we call a ‘Follow on’ - to keep you going 
till you can get a proper meal. Only 
instead of so much as that we should call 
a ‘follow on’ a sandwich and a glass of 
beer,”

The unemployment benefit should 
be arranged on these lines - something 
to carry a man or a woman on between 
two jobs, but not a succession of full and 
satisfying meals. Also he thought that 
each trade should bear a large proportion 
of its unemployment benefit - it would 
then be to the interests of both employers 
and employees to get everyone at work.

The congestion of the railways was 
another cause of decreased production - 
delays in getting material in and out were 
hampering trade.

The additional capital required by 
high wages and high prices was also a 
serious factor. One of the greatest cotton 
manufacturers had told him that “he 
had never made so much money as he 
was making now and never so short of 
money.”

LIVERPOOL
Population: 746,421. Industries: 

Marine engines, sugar refining, iron, 
brass, rope, brewing, chemicals, chains, 
cables, anchors, distilling of tar and 
turpentine, mining, large docks.

JOURNAL OF COMMERCE.
Commercial and Shipping Organ.
They will constantly urge upon all 

readers the necessity for increased 
production, especially in the shipping 
yards.

LIVERPOOL DAILY COURIER,
LIVERPOOL EVENING COURIER,
LIVERPOOL WEEKLY COURIER.
Politics: Conservative.
In all three papers they have been 

urging the need for increased production 
and will keep at it. They suggest that a 
propaganda of street-corner speakers 
would be useful in countering Socialism. 
There is no Bolshevism, but the 
Socialists are getting a hold by having it 
all their own way.

But the best feature of all would be 
if Sir Robert Horne could come down 
and address a St. George’s Hall meeting 

to workers only, i.e., no city magnates, 
except the Lord Mayor, would be 
allowed, and an effort made to secure a 
strong trade union platform. He would 
have to be prepared for much heckling, 
because the Socialists would muster 
strong, if he announced that he was 
prepared to answer all questions. The 
“Courier” would undertake that the hall 
would be packed with workmen and their 
wives and believe that such a meeting 
would do an immense amount of good. 
Tickets would be distributed amongst 
the docks and workshops and a crowded 
audience would be certain.

Production is down in the Liverpool 
district, and the main reasons are war-
weariness, the time it takes for returned 
soldiers to get back into civil habits and 
the efforts of Socialists speakers who are 
constantly speaking and preaching that 
capital will always find the money no 
matter how little work is done.

LIVERPOOL POST,
LIVERPOOL ECHO,
LIVERPOOL WEEKLY MERCURY.
Politics: Liberal.
Sir Alexander Jeans is away on holiday, 

but sent word that they were to give me 
all the help possible and that his papers 
could be relied on for every assistance. 
They have been urging the need for 
production in their leading articles, but 
I have arranged that they will extend 
this to the much more widely-read news 
columns.

Production is not good in Liverpool, 
partly owing to war reaction, and partly 
to there being too much money about. 
At the docks men can make all they 
need on three days of the week and the 
tendency is to spend the other three days 
in idleness. The workers were underpaid 
before the war, but the pendulum has 
swung too far in the other directions.

There is no Bolshevik strength in 
Liverpool, although there are rumours 
that a Soviet committee has been formed, 
but the “Post” has been unable to find any 
trace of it and scouts any idea of it being 
of any importance. The Labour Club is 
the centre of the extremists and, if the 
police are not already doing it, the “Post” 
advises that Councillors Robinson and 
Hoey should be watched, as being the 
men who talk in the wildest fashion. But, 
generally speaking, labour is sound and 
sane and not likely to be carried away by 
extremists.

Housing is very bad and the local 
scheme seems to be hanging fire - can 
anything be done to “ginger” it up? The 
shortage of beer and the high prices are a 

Continued On Page 18
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Diary of an ex-Corbyn foot soldier
by Michael Murray

Dictionary definition of a “foot soldier” …. “a 
dedicated low-level follower…”

Contents:

1. A walk in the park in support of Jeremy Corbyn
2. Escalation of the attack on Jeremy Corbyn and 

Corbynism
3. Membership reaction
Michael Murray: murraymicha@gmail.com  

Facebook Michael Murray London 

A walk in the park. For Jeremy. 
Sunday, on the not quite consistently correct socially 

distanced march in Finsbury Park, London, in support 
of Jeremy Corbyn, I met a man who had been suspended 
indefinitely from the Labour Party sometime last year. On 
the march, jointly organised by members of Hackney North 
& Stoke Newington and Islington North Constituency 
Labour Parties we talked about his case, though, he said, 
he had been officially cautioned not to discuss it - except 
with the Samaritans. Bollocks to that, I said: another made 
up “rule” to suit the exigencies of the moment that can’t 
be found in the Labour Party’s Rules and Constitution, 
2020 edition.

I joined the Labour Party, he said, in the early days 
of Corbynism. His motivation was to access a political 
education and be involved in what, he felt, was a Party 
intent on righting the wrongs of inequality and unfairness 
- at home and abroad. Instead, just a few years later he 
found himself outside the Party, not able to attend his 
branch or the wider constituency party. Excluded from the 
banter of the “meeting after the meeting” in the pub or the 
cafe.  Not able to participate in, or vote on policy matters 
or in elections.

 In Limbo, that state of non-place, and non being between 
Hell and Heaven, I thought I’d left behind me with the rest 
of my discarded Catholicism. But no. Limbo may be dead 
in Catholic Ireland, but it is alive and well in the 2020 
Labour Party. And if you can’t hack it, well, there’s the 
Samaritans. Or turning up to a demo like this one - in 
support of Jeremy Corbyn, in the same boat as you now, 
though your torment began, before Starmer, on Jeremy’s 
watch, it can’t be forgotten by those who remember those 
“thrown under the bus” in the name of “Antisemitism.”  
Both of you victims of the weaponization of a customised 
antisemitism designed to stop Corbyn and Corbynism 

Continued From Page 17

general grievance. There is no complaint 
about the curtailment of hours.

LANCASHIRE
Summary
As a whole, I think it may be taken 

that the heart of Lancashire is sound, and 
anarchic principles have no appreciable 
following. The most disturbing feature is 
the great excess of money and it seems 
to me that, in Lancashire, this is the main 
cause of under-production. People of 
all classes are spending without stint. 
Except by the cruel process of starvation, 
there will be no return to old conditions, 
but Lancashire has a fine fighting spirit 
and if this could be roused I believe the 
whole county would put its back into it. 
The press will do all it can, but I think 
a good speakers propaganda through 
the county, led by Sir Robert Horne at 
Liverpool, would do good.

There is a great deal of Socialism, but 
if simple economics were explained to 
the people, much of this would disappear. 
So far, Socialist speakers have had it all 
their own way.

There is no doubt that many Lancashire 
employers have not “played the game” 
with their soldier employees and taken 

them back as they should have done.
The misuse of the unemployment 

benefit is a source of general complaint. 
In Lancashire it is undoubtedly affecting 
production.

There are many complaints, too, about 
the “stunting” of the London press, 
which gives people an exaggerated 
idea, on the one hand, of the prevalence 
of unrest, and, on the other, of the 
extravagance of wealth. I think we 
might consider seeing together Lord 
Northcliffe, Lord Burnham, Sir Edward 
Hulton, Mr. H.T. Cadbury, etc., etc., 
on my return and getting them to take 
a line against extravagance and on the 
need for sobriety and production. I know 
them all and probably you do, and a 
personal interview with all might do 
good. It is useless their preaching sanity 
and economy in their leader columns 
when they are extolling insanity and 
extravagance on other pages.

[The following was included at the 
end of the section on Lancashire and 
although these towns were not located 
in that county I have attached them as 
they exist in the original Report in this 
location – ED.]

BIRKENHEAD
Population: 130,795. Industries: 

Shipbuilding. Machinery.

BIRKENHEAD NEWS,
BIRKENHEAD ADVERTISER.
Politics: Independent.
There is a good deal of “ca’ canny,” 

especially at Cammel, Laird’s. The 
unemployment benefit is being very 
loosely administered and is an undoubted 
cause of under-production. Both papers 
will do their utmost, on all pages, to 
drive into all classes the need for getting 
down to solid work.

CHESTER
Population: 39,028. Industries: Boots, 

shoes, furniture, upholstery, paint, shot, 
lead, iron, ship-building.

CHESTER CHRONICLE,
NORTHWICH CHRONICLE,
CREWE CHRONICLE.
I visited here mainly because it is the 

headquarters of the “Crewe Chronicle,” 
practically the only paper of the railway 
workers of Crewe. They are said to be 
working well and loyally, but the paper 
will steadily point out the importance 
of transport in production, and the need 
for utmost possible effort on the part of 
everyone.

Continued on Page 19
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dead in its tracks. 
I’m of a different generation than 

you. Where an injury to one is the 
concern of all; where a person is 
innocent until, after due process, may 
or may not be found guilty as charged 
and a condign (i.e., appropriate) 
sanction applied, albeit a pep talk - or 
expulsion. Or something in between. 
Where the emphasis is on personal 
improvement, not punishment. 
Where the transformative power of 
redemption is allowed to work its 
magic. High trust, participatively 
managed organisations do exist 
which embody such values, not only 
in truly cooperative organisations.  A 
democratic socialist party without 
them can neither be democratic nor 
socialist.

Justice delayed is justice denied. 
It rots the soul.  They who inflict 
the delay know that. That’s why 
they reference the Samaritans. I’m 
glad that, for a couple of hours, on 
this beautiful, sunny day, amongst 
the animated crowd with its Labour 
movement’s colourful historical 
banners and imaginative impromptu 
placards you could, perhaps, 
rediscover some of the comradeship 
of which you are being deprived.

2. Escalation of Starmer’s attack 
on Corbyn and Corbynism

On the 25th of November the 
following letter was sent to Labour 
Party Regional Organisers in a 
major, major escalation of the 
factional conflict in the Labour Party.  
(ROs, incidentally, coordinate the 
Constituency Labour Parties within 
their region.)   

“We are aware that there are a lot 
of questions incoming around what 
motions may or may not be in order 
given developments over recent 
days. To confirm: The Labour Party 
disciplinary case against the former 
Leader has now concluded. 

“However, it has become clear 
that motions around this issue 
(including expressions of solidarity, 
views around the ongoing process in 
relation to the Parliamentary whip, 
and/or the power of the General 
Secretary or the NEC to issue 
guidance in relation to discussion of 
this issue) are providing a flashpoint 
for the expression of views that 

undermine the Labour Party’s ability 
to provide a safe and welcoming 
space for all members, in particular 
our Jewish members. Therefore, all 
motions which touch on these issues 
must be ruled out of order. 

“Finally, as we have previously 
advised we will not hesitate to 
take appropriate action - including 
against individual members - 
where our rules and guidance are 
not adhered to, or standards of 
behaviour fall below that which we 
expect.” (Text from Novara Media, 
25/11/2020)

What that means in practice, and 
why it is a significant escalation 
is the following.  Previously, CLP 
Chairs and Secretaries were held 
responsible for preventing motions 
around the Corbyn disciplinary case, 
putting these voluntary office holders 
under considerable personal pressure 
of suspension, or expulsion. This 
had the effect of dampening down 
CLP delegates’ desire to propose 
motions of support for Jeremy, or 
challenge procedural aspects of how 
his case was being handled by the 
Party, for fear of compromising the 
CLP officers.  Another dampener 
was the bigger fear that the CLP 
as a whole might be suspended for 
passing motions - which has already 
happened, and we can expect more 
CLP suspensions over the next few 
weeks. Why this is a serious attack 
on local party democracy is that 
in any future selection of an MP, 
without a functioning CLP in place 
the Party would be free to parachute 
in their pick.  That is a big concern 
for committed party activists.

Now, in addition, this latest 
directive is designed to target, in 
addition, movers and seconders of 
motions. That’s the significance of 
the reference to “individuals” above. 
In the current climate, members 
wanting to propose or second a 
motion will have to consider the 
consequences of doing so.  Such 
consideration includes their personal 
ability to be able to cope with the 
protracted and brutal experience 
which Labour Party “suspension” 
will entail.   

If I’m asked: “Can they do that, 
Mick?”  My answer: “They just 
bloody have!” And here is the rule 
in the Labour Party Rule Book 2020 

that they can use to justify it.
Clause VIII 1 e  
“To ensure that Party meetings and 

events shall be conducted in a friendly 
and orderly manner and organised 
in such a way as to maximise 
participation from members and that 
no member shall be precluded from 
attendance because they cannot gain 
access to the meeting place for any 
reason. 

“Harassment or intimidation of 
any member is unacceptable as is any 
form of discrimination on the basis of 
gender, age, sexual orientation and 
gender identity, disability or race. 

“The NEC shall from time to time, 
issue guidance and instructions 
on the conduct of meetings and on 
the implementation of quotas for 
women’s representation.”   

Covering all angles, when the 
Whip was taken away from Corbyn 
he was told the decision would be 
kept under review and “his conduct 
during the suspension will be taken 
into account. “Of course, it’s our 
conduct, that of the members, that 
will be taken into account. And 
Jeremy held accountable.  Another 
constraint on members’ actions: not 
giving the Party any excuse to get 
Jeremy deeper in it. 

3. Membership reaction to the 
crisis 

As we go to print, Hendon CLP 
and Leyton and Wanstead CLP 
are the latest to issue strong, non-
ambivalent statements of support for 
the restoration of the whip to Jeremy. 
They are among an estimated 60 
other CLPs, countrywide, which have 
tabled motions of support for Jeremy.  
Islington North, Corbyn’s seat, 
you might say is, predictably one, 
Liverpool Walton, the Constituency 
with the highest Labour vote in the 
country is another.  Also, Richmond 
Park CLP, the first to nominate 
Starmer for Labour Party leader  

 It would be true to say the Party is 
in a state of shock; the initiative, for 
the moment, being with what could 
be called the “first triumvirate,” as 
in imperial Rome, of Keir Starmer, 
Dave Evans and Nick Brown.  The 
letter cited above was signed by a 
“Fraser Welsh,” Head of Internal 
Governance, by the way: lots of 
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people with names like that, with 
grandiose job titles, of whom we 
have never heard in the opaque 
organisational structure that is Labour 
Party management. Or, in leaked 
reports of what goes on behind the 
scenes: cue for mention of the Forde 
report, which promises more fun and 
games while Britain deals - or doesn’t 
- with the threatening perfect storm 
of Covid and Brexit.          

Leyton and Wanstead constituency 
is represented by John Cryer, who is 
also Chair of the mainly anti-Corbyn 
Parliamentary Labour Party (PLP).  
Hendon’s is more assertive than 
most, it reads: “Hendon CLP, which 
nominated Keir Starmer for Leader 
of the Labour Party, notes with grave 
concern the decision taken by him to 
disregard the Party’s established rules 
and processes in relation to Jeremy 
Corbyn. His political decision not 
to restore the whip to our former 
leader in an affront to justice and will 
have the effect of widening divisions 
within the Party as it weakens our 
campaigning and negatively impacts 
our electoral chances. Jeremy Corbyn, 
an MP who inspired many, was rightly 
reinstated as a member of the Party on 
17 November and the Labour whip 
must also be restored immediately, 
unequivocally, unambiguously and 
without reservation. Hendon stands 
shoulder to shoulder with Jeremy 
Corbyn who continues to stand in 
solidarity with the many.”  

As was mentioned, 60 CLPs voting 
in support of Jeremy is the top 
number we’ve heard up to the end 
of November. That’s out of 600-odd 
constituencies where Labour has a 
functioning presence one in ten.  The 
triumvirate can easily cope with that 
level of resistance. After the Welsh 
letter (I may have coined a phrase 
there) hits the CLPs as scheduled on 
the 26/27 November, we’ll have a 
clearer idea. Tonight, 26 November 
I will be attending my delegate 
CLP meeting - in a solidly Labour 
constituency, with a solidly pro-
Corbyn MP, but I’m apprehensive.  On 
the other hand, through social media, 
it’s good to learn that constituencies 
are beginning to talk to each other 
and coordinate their response to the 
crisis.  In the coming weekend there 
is are a number of support Corbyn 
events planned, involving the top 

Labour Party left-wing leaders - 
and let’s hope they don’t waste our 
time with platitudinous speeches 
about what a great guy Jeremy is, 
but instead take the opportunity 
to propose some effective action: 
assume a leadership role. But I have 
my doubts.  Like many, I can’t see 
why the Socialist Campaign Group 
of 40ish MPs aren’t more assertive in 
support of a colleague - not even to 
get more than 50% of their group to 
sign a petition. There are, of course, 
individuals amongst them sticking 
their necks out, the exceptions 
that prove the rule - a powerless 
minority in a Parliamentary Party 
that seems to be beyond hope of ever 
being democratically aligned to its 
members’ political aspirations. 

The only section of the Labour 
movement that is fighting its socks 
off for fair play for Corbyn and 
the reassertion of free speech, as 
behoves a democratic socialist party 
- is the Jewish Voice for Labour.  I 
would recommend its website for the 
quality of the analysis and insights 
and all it achieves with meagre 
resources.  Its experience is living 
proof that the greatest manifestation 
of antisemitism in the Labour Party 
is the way Jewish socialists, who 
are not exclusively JVL members, 
are marginalised within the Party. 
They have had their fair share of 
suspensions and expulsions too - in 
the name of ‘antisemitism.”  JVL has 
rejected Labour’s equating support 
for Jeremy with antisemitism: “The 
ban on discussion of anything that 
touches on the treatment of Jeremy 
Corbyn in order to feel safe and 
welcome in the party, is grossly 
insulting and inflammatory.” A non-
Jew, I’m a solidarity member of JVL 
and can feel the triumvirate’s cross-
sights as I write, as most Jewish JVL 
members must. But where is the 
concern for their feelings, in all this?      

To every action there is an equal 
and opposite reaction, but that’s a 
law of physics, not society.  A grave 
injustice is being done to Jeremy 
Corbyn. There is no inevitability that 
it will be righted, much less a return 
to a Corbynist vision of a peaceful, 
democratic socialist Britain.  We 
may not have the numbers for all 
the branches and CLPs which are 

resisting this escalating purge. 
But we have numbers for the 
impact on membership. It has been 
conservatively estimated, based on 
comparative electoral stats that Labour 
Party membership has declined by 
getting on for a net figure of 60,000 
under “New Labour Management.”  
Taking £3 as the averaged-out 
monthly subscription, that represents 
an annual loss of revenue of £2,16 
Million.  A similar loss of members 
- entirely likely if there isn’t a sharp 
reversal of current leadership MO, 
would lead to a loss upwards of £5 
million income, that’s a £20 million 
loss leading up to the 2024 General 
Election when that amount, and 
much more would be required to fund 
an effective campaign.  Since the 
new leader took over, I’ve had three 
appeals for donations.  One of them 
coincided with the publicity around 
the payment of “substantial damages” 
and associated court costs, amounting 
to an estimated £600, 000 to the 
“whistle-blowers” - a controversial 
decision, to say the least with Unite 
deciding to cut its contribution to 
the party, totalling many millions 
annually, by 10% - with the threat of 
further cuts if the Party didn’t shape 
up.  That type of threat can be catching 
amongst Unions - and not always 
with the purest of motives. So, what’s 
Unite’s explanation for its change of 
heart? Len McCluskey said, in a BBC 
interview: “I have no doubt if things 
start to move in different directions 
and ordinary working people start 
saying: ‘Well, I’m not sure what 
Labour stands for,’ then my activists 
will ask me, ‘Why are we giving them 
so much money?’” (BBC: Interview 
with Political Editor, Newsnight, 
7/10/2020).

The scale of membership decline is 
not only about cash. It is about less 
boots on the ground, come election 
time. It’s about people not coming 
forward to take onerous, unpaid 
responsibilities. It’s about a half a 
million strong political party, the 
largest such in Europe, having the 
wind taken out of its sails. But does 
the leadership care?  

Or, is there a “Plan B” to replace 
the lost revenue and the activists?  
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‘What’s going to happen to me now?’ 

The ‘Jobs Guarantee’, Young People and Work in the Age of Covid
By Dave Gardner.  

Part One: Short term policies
If Labour wants to develop policies 

that benefit working people, some 
hard thinking needs to be done with a 
close eye on reality and on the detail. 
Training, employment and jobs is 
one of the areas in which Labour 
could really make a difference. 
One particular issue which directly 
or indirectly affects most families 
concerns what happens to young 
people when they leave school and do 
not wish to go to university or when 
their educational achievements are 
modest. There are no easy answers to 
a complex problem which has been 
years in the making. This article will 
look at what needs to be done now. 
Later articles will look at the medium 
and long term.

Many people on the Left regard 
‘being educated’ as meaning ‘having 
a university degree’ and have little 
interest in what happens if you 
don’t go to university. The fact that 
policy and practice in this area is 
complex and confusing also means 
that politicians steer clear of it. Just 
to make matters even worse, there is 
little ‘policy memory’ as politicians 
and officials come and go and rarely 
stay long enough to master this 
complex brief.

Such a bleak portfolio tends to put 
off ambitious politicians. This means 
that it needs to become a leadership 
issue, tightly bound with the highest 
of political priorities such as that 
of capturing the imagination of a 
disillusioned working class. First 
Labour needs to get a measure of 
the problem and understand what 
unintended consequences and tough 
trade-offs actually mean in practice. 
We have yet to see this, despite 
the Covid crisis making a serious 
problem an acute one.

Fortunately, as this journal has been 
arguing, complex as these problems 
are, finding the money to tackle them 
is not an issue. The problems lie 
more in mobilising resources, using 
them wisely and anticipating likely 
problems of implementation. In what 
follows, I’ll set out what the main 
problems are and suggest some ways 

forward. The first point is that the 
Covid episode has been a catastrophe 
for young people, particularly those 
not going to university. The collapse 
in jobs and apprenticeships has had 
a very bad effect on the youth labour 
market. For many young people their 
first experience of work is part time, 
very often in the retail, leisure or 
catering sectors. Much of this work 
is now drying up. More generally, 
full time work in these sectors is also 
drying up. Because of the uncertainty 
about the future, firms are much less 
willing to take on apprentices in 
sectors likely to be adversely affected 
by the pandemic and many firms are 
shedding them before they have a 
chance to qualify. Work experience 
in the broader sense will also be 
restricted by current conditions. 
Graduates also find it difficult to 
gain employment and many of these, 
around 30% according to some 
estimates, are doing work for which 
a degree is not necessary. Many 
more graduates are now fishing in 
an employment pool which used to 
be the preserve of non-graduates, 
leading to a downward push in the 
labour market in which even modest 
low-pay positions require formal 
credentials which do not match the 
needs of the job. At the bottom of 
the youth labour market are those 
with learning difficulties and no 
qualifications who will effectively 
be excluded altogether. One estimate 
put youth unemployment at 27% by 
the end of the year.1

So there is a massive short-term 
problem of youth unemployment 
and lack of apprenticeship 
opportunities that needs to be dealt 
with immediately.  Further Education 
Colleges will be taking some of the 
strain and the government has recently 
announced a substantial funding 
increase that will just about match 
the cuts that the sector has sustained 
over the last ten years. However, 
to do their job the FE Colleges 
will need to hire and train staff and 
1  https://www.fenews.co.uk/featured-
article/37733-working-class-youth-and-the-
old-youth-training-scheme

install equipment and buildings. 
That will take time. If, for example, 
the government wanted to institute a 
massive scheme for retrofitting old 
buildings to make them more energy 
efficient, as suggested in ‘Labour 
Green Recovery’2 the time taken to 
train teaching staff and then to train 
builders would take at least three 
years, clearly far too long to make 
a difference to those without any 
employment now. Neither should 
we forget that the pandemic makes 
attendance at college difficult.

In 1978, as youth unemployment in 
Britain began to bite, the Callaghan 
government introduced the Youth 
Opportunities Programme, YOP, 
which provided work experience and 
attendance at college. Initially quite 
successful, the YOP quickly became 
inadequate because it was unable to 
deal with the fact that in many parts 
of the country there were simply not 
enough jobs to go round.  It was not 
a job creation, but a work experience 
scheme. If you do not create jobs then 
you are tinkering with the problem. 
We need a job creation scheme 
now so that young people can gain 
genuine experience of employment. 

There is only one agency that can 
do this: the State. It can do so directly 
or work through agencies such as 
local authorities and businesses thus 
capitalising on their local knowledge 
of what needs to be done and of 
the needs of local communities. It 
can also, as some commentators 
have suggested, turn the debt of 
companies  which have received 
government loans into equity giving 
the government a measure of direct 
control over companies and thus 
enabling those companies to provide 
training, apprenticeships and jobs. 

But the immediate need is to create 
unskilled and semi-skilled jobs 
providing young people with money, 
self-respect, an experience of work 
and a record of employment, all 
priceless assets at the beginning of 
adult life. This ought to be done over 
2  National Policy Forum 2020, 
p.14. https://labour.org.uk/page/
green-recovery-report/
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the next few months and Labour should 
be raising this now as an urgent priority 
for the government. These could be 
jobs in environmental protection and 
enhancement, care work and supporting 
vulnerable people whose mobility is 
restricted, as well as urgent repairs, 
for example to roads. Some young 
people are more mature and adaptable 
than others, and will flourish when 
such opportunities are given to them. 
Others will need encouragement and 
guidance and help in developing habits 
of punctuality, compliance and co-
operation in a working environment. 
There are plenty of unemployed adults 
who would be only too willing to take 
on a mentoring role for young people, 
enabling them to develop the attitudes 
necessary for a working life. Part of 
this offer should also be one day a 
week college attendance to learn about 
working life and to enhance literacy 
and numeracy skills where this is 
necessary. This work should be closely 
related to their employment. It will also 
be necessary for a minority of young 
people to attend some kind of induction 
to working life for a few months to 
ensure that they can benefit from a 
job. Such a programme too will need 
experienced adults to run it. 

The government has launched a £2 
billion ‘Kickstart’ scheme to subsidise 
jobs in businesses for 16-24 year olds 
on Universal Credit. This will last until 
the end of 2021. It provides for 25 
hours per week on  the minimum wage 
for up to 6 months.3 There are a number 
of problems with it. The funding is 
insufficient to address the scale of the 
problem, aiming to create 350,000 jobs 
if it is fully successful; it only subsidises 
part time work and has a narrow time 
limit. To date, it has created 20,000 
jobs and as thing stand only 120,000 
young people will qualify.45 The fall 
in employment for 16-24 year olds is 
300,000, nearly matching the Kickstart 
maximum. In addition it is difficult for 
smaller businesses to get involved as 
each firm must take on a minimum of 
30 young people. It is not at all clear 
what guarantees there are that the 
work undertaken will be meaningful, 
that there will be adequate mentoring 
and that there is a link with further 
educational and training activities that 
will enable young people to prepare 
for more skilled work. Labour needs 

3  https://www.gov.uk/government/
collections/kickstart-scheme
4  Financial Times, 20.11.20.
5  Youth Report: A Million Reasons to 
Act, 2020, Alliance for Full Employment, 
p.2.

to propose something much more 
ambitious, not just a rerun of its own 
Future Jobs Fund, which was introduced 
in 2009 and scrapped by the incoming 
Cameron government in 2010. Both 
Kickstart and the Future Jobs Fund, 
poorly funded and limited in time and 
scope do not remotely address the scale 
of the problem facing young people.

A conservative estimate of the 
need, given by the Alliance for Full 
Employment, is that 1.5 million jobs are 
needed to absorb unemployment among 
16-24 year olds. A less conservative 
estimate, starting from the population 
total for this age group and subtracting 
those known to be employed could 
put the figure as high as 2 million. 
Whichever it is, Kickstart, even were 
it to reach its target, would only reach 
a third of those in need. But Kickstart, 
like its ancestor the Youth Opportunities 
Programme and its various successors, 
is a work experience programme, not 
a job creation programme. It is thus a 
palliative measure. There is little point 
in preparing young people for work, 
helping them to buff up their CVs and 
conducting job searches if there are 
no jobs to be had. Young people need 
jobs and they need them now. The 
government is not currently doing 
anything to address this.

Providing unskilled and semi-skilled 
work on a mass scale is not a panacea 
for youth unemployment, let alone a 
satisfactory way of preparing young 
people for a working life in a good job. 
But it will, in the short term mitigate 
the well-documented  damage caused 
by unemployment in young adulthood. 
It is an essential stop-gap before 
longer term measures can be put in 
place to provide good jobs in secure 
occupations in all parts of the country, 
such as retrofitting older buildings and 
developing green manufacturing. But 
such measures will take a few years at 
least to come to fruition, for the reasons 
mentioned above. 

While this is happening, there are other 
measures that can be taken to improve 
the lot of young people. These include 
restoring the Education Maintenance 
Allowance, free transport for young 
people, particularly where transport 
links are poor, for example in rural 
areas, enhancing rural public transport 
which has also been run down over the 
past ten years, planning the restoration 
of careers advice, information and 
guidance largely demolished by Michael 
Gove in 2011 and restoring funding 
for youth work, also run down over 

the last ten years. These are all issues 
that the Labour Shadow Education 
Secretary, Kate Green and the Shadow 
Business Secretary, Ed Miliband, 
could be starting work on right away. 
They will need to present proposals to 
the public that are both detailed and 
realistic and in such a way as to dispel 
misgivings about large-scale spending 
of government money by presenting it 
as an investment. The long-term costs, 
let alone human misery, caused by mass 
and prolonged youth unemployment 
should be emphasised along with the 
fact that policies are constrained by 
the availability of resources and a 
skilled workforce, not of money. This 
is why measures need to be phased so 
that what is needed for the longer term 
projects has time to develop.

For all their virtues, close engagement 
with policy proposals that would be of 
immediate benefit to working people 
was not something which one could 
accuse Angela Rayner (ex education 
shadow) and Rebecca Long-Bailey (ex 
business shadow) of. They were big on 
large declarations, but when it came to 
the detail of policy they were lacking. 
This journal wrote a series of open 
letters to Rayner and Long-Bailey on 
education last year, encouraging them to 
engage with the detail. No response was 
received and no evidence ever emerged 
that these ideas had aroused the slightest 
interest from these two shadow cabinet 
ministers. One of Jeremy Corbyn’s 
failures as leader was his inability or 
unwillingness to encourage his team 
to develop policies that appealed to 
working people. One can only hope that 
the new team shows greater interest. At 
the time of writing there is no evidence 
that this is the case. There have been 
complaints from Labour about the 
scale and ambition of Kickstart but as 
this article has demonstrated this is not 
enough. Something of a totally different 
order of ambition is required. Keir 
Starmer shows no sign of interest in an 
issue of profound concern to working 
class communities and more generally 
to all those who depend on paid work 
for their income.

Next month I will look at jobs and 
training for young people in a longer 
term perspective.
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because there was political interference 
in handling complaints, and

* indirect discrimination against 
Jewish members because the Labour 
Party failed to provide adequate 
training to those handling antisemitism 
complaints.

The EHRC’s argument here is 
that, since “Jewish members are 
proportionately more likely than non-
Jewish members to make a complaint 
about antisemitism”, Jews are likely 
to suffer disproportionately from a 
system that (i) is not free from political 
interference and (ii) is staffed by 
individuals who have not been trained 
in handling antisemitism complaints.  
The EHRC did not present evidence 
that in practice Jewish complainants 
were discriminated against, despite 
these deficiencies in the complaints 
handling process.

Starmer pleads guilty in advance
In considering these “unlawful” acts, 

of which the EHRC deemed the Labour 
Party guilty, it must be remembered 
that Keir Starmer emphasised in 
advance that he would accept all the 
findings of the EHRC completely and 
unconditionally.  In effect, he pleaded 
guilty on behalf of the Labour Party to 
all charges in advance.

Compare that to the usual attitude 
of an organisation being investigated 
by the EHRC or a similar body.  
It would await its report without 
comment and, when given sight of 
it prior to publication, would make 
representations to the investigating 
body to reduce the seriousness of 
its findings, the objective being to 
preserve the organisation’s reputation 
as far as possible, threatening legal 
action if the investigating body proved 
to be unreasonable.

In this case, Starmer could have argued 
that the incidence of antisemitism had 
been greatly exaggerated and that the 
handling of complaints of antisemitism 
had improved markedly after the 
replacement of Ian McNicol by Jennie 
Formby as General Secretary in April 
2018.  Had Starmer behaved like the 
head of any other organisation under 
investigation instead of pleading guilty 
to all charges in advance, would the 
final EHRC report have found the 
Labour Party guilty of these unlawful 
acts?  

Appalling complaint handling 
under McNicol
The report examined the handling of 

70 complaints of antisemitism against 
members of the Labour Party in the 
period March 2016 and May 2019.  
This covered the period up to April 
2018, when Ian McNicol was General 
Secretary and the Labour Party 
bureaucracy was bitterly opposed to 
the Corbyn leadership.  This state of 
affairs was detailed in the 851-page 
internal Labour Party report The work 
of the Labour Party’s Governance and 
Legal Unit in relation to antisemitism, 
2014-2019, which was leaked in April 
2020.

During this period, the Labour 
Party’s handling of antisemitism 
complaints was appalling.  The EHRC 
report gives evidence of lengthy delays 
and says that, between November 2016 
and February 2018, there were at least 
170 complaints that were not acted 
on at all, which the report says the 
leader’s office was unaware of at the 
time.  In many of the examples cited by 
the EHRC, it is clear the leader’s office 
interfered, not to prevent investigations 
about antisemitism but to expedite 
them, as demanded by critics inside 
and outside the party.  

So, for the first two years of the three-
year period under investigation by the 
EHRC, the complaints procedure was 
controlled by individuals who were 
actively opposed 

to the Corbyn leadership.  It is 
extraordinary that the EHRC report 
makes no reference at all to this 
fundamental fact.

EHRC aware of internal report
The EHRC was aware of the Labour 

Party’s 851-page internal report but 
says that “it was not proportionate 
for us to require the Labour Party to 
provide the evidence underlying the 
report” (p5).  The report continues:

“We have considered the leaked 
report and taken it into account where 
appropriate. However, we have done 
so while bearing in mind that we have 
not seen all of the evidence on which 
the conclusions in the leaked report 
were based.”

Of course, there was nothing to 
stop the Labour Party providing all 
of the evidence on which the leaked 
report was based.  But obviously 
the Starmer leadership wasn’t going 
to do that.  To have done so would 

have risked the forthcoming EHRC 
report undermining the established 
narrative that the Corbyn leadership 
had failed to deal with complaints 
about antisemitism either because they 
were incompetent, or because they 
themselves were prejudiced against 
Jews, or both.

Findings by Jennie Formby 
After Jennie Formby became General 

Secretary of the Labour Party in April 
2018, the handling of complaints was 
expedited.  She published the following 
data on the complaints of antisemitism 
during her first ten months in charge 
(see Jewish Voice for Labour [3]):

» 1,106 referrals of antisemitism 
allegations;

» 433 of these had nothing to do 
with party members, leaving 673 to be 
investigated;

» 220 of these were dismissed entirely 
for lack of evidence;

» this left 453 cases;
» 453 is 0.08% of the party’s 540,000 

members – that’s about 1/12th of 1%;
» 96 of these resulted in suspensions 

– that’s 0.01%, or 1/100th of 1% of 
members;

» there were twelve expulsions – 
that’s 0.002%, or 1/500th of 1% of 
members!

Those are tiny numbers, albeit for 10 
months of the 3 years covered by the 
EHRC report.

Margaret Hodge MP submitted 
200 cases of alleged antisemitism 
to the Labour Party.  Of these, only 
20 were found to be by Labour 
Party members.  In other words, her 
allegations of antisemitism in the party 
had been exaggerated tenfold. And 
single-handedly she accounted for 
approaching one fifth of all referrals.

References:
[1]  www.middleeasteye.net/

opinion/ehrc-labour-antisemitism-
civil-war-fire-added

[2]  www.opendemocracy.net/en/
opendemocracyuk/american-jewish-
scholar-behind-labour-s-antisemitism-
scanda/

[3]  www.jewishvoiceforlabour.
org.uk/article/in-summary-the-truth-
behind-the-stats/
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The EHRC report on antisemitism 
in the Labour Party

By David Morrison
For the first two years of the three-year period under 

investigation by the EHRC, the complaints procedure was 
controlled by individuals who were actively opposed to 
the Corbyn leadership.  It is extraordinary that the EHRC 
report makes no reference at all to this fundamental fact. 

The Equality and Human Rights Commission 
(EHRC) report on antisemitism in the Labour Party was 
published on 29 October 2020.  Contrary to mainstream 
media accounts of its contents, it did not confirm the 
outrageously exaggerated picture of antisemitism in the 
Labour Party they presented over the past four years.  In 
fact, it had nothing to say about the scale of antisemitism 
in the Labour Party - an EHRC spokesman confirmed to 
Middle East Eye that their inquiry “did not focus on an 
assessment of the scale of antisemitism ain the party” [1].

Famously, in a response to the report Jeremy Corbyn 
said that “the scale of the problem was also dramatically 
overstated for political reasons by our opponents inside 
and outside the party, as well as by much of the media”.  
That statement doesn’t contradict anything in the report.

Corbyn went on to accept the recommendations 
of the report and hoped that they would be “swiftly 
implemented”.  Nevertheless, Keir Starmer had him 
suspended from membership, which meant the Labour 
whip was also withdrawn in the House of Commons.  
Despite being reinstated as a member by the Labour Party 
NEC, the whip has not been restored at the time of writing.

Starmer’s punishment
Starmer meted out this punishment despite the fact that 

the EHRC report explicitly states that debate by Labour 
members about the scale of antisemitism within the party 
is legitimate under Article 10 of the European Convention 
of Human Rights (which enshrines the right to freedom of 
expression).

On page 27, the report states:
“Article 10 will protect Labour Party members who, 

for example, make legitimate criticisms of the Israeli 
government, or express their opinions on internal Party 
matters, such as the scale of antisemitism within the 
Party, based on their own experience and within the law.”

Ken Livingstone’s unlawful act
The EHRC found the Labour Party guilty of four 

unlawful acts:-
First, two acts of “harassment” by Labour Party 

members while acting on behalf of the Labour Party.
The first of these was by Ken Livingstone in 2016, for 

saying Naz Shah’s endorsement of a cartoon was not 
antisemitic and that the scrutiny of Naz Shah’s conduct 
was part of a smear campaign by ‘the Israel lobby’ to 
stigmatise critics of Israel as antisemitic.

The cartoon contained a map of the US with Israel 

superimposed, and suggested resolving the Israel-
Palestine conflict by relocating Israel into the United 
States.  Jewish historian Norman Finkelstein, who was 
responsible for circulating the cartoon, described it as :

“a light-hearted, innocuous cartoon making a little joke 
about how Israel is in thrall to the US or vice versa” [2].

Nevertheless, the EHRC found that Ken Livingstone’s 
comments were not covered by his Article 10 rights and 
“were unwanted conduct related to Jewish ethnicity, 
which, whether viewed individually or together with 
other relevant acts of Labour Party agents, had the effect 
of harassing Labour Party members” (p107)

According to the EHRC, since he was a member of the 
Labour Party NEC at the time, he was an “agent” of the 
Labour Party and therefore the Labour Party was guilty of 
the unlawful act he committed.

Pam Bromley ‘s unlawful act
The second unlawful act of “harassment” was by 

Pam Bromley, a Labour Party councillor in Rossendale, 
for social media posts which the EHRC deemed to be 
antisemitic.

A selection of her posts is given at pages 108/9 of the 
report, presumably the most obnoxious of them.  One of 
them is:

“A huge sigh of relief echoes around Facebook”
This was a comment accompanying a shared BBC 

News story on 12 April 2019 with the headline ‘Israeli 
spacecraft crashes on Moon’.  I presume this was regarded 
as antisemitic by the EHRC.  Does this mean that it is 
antisemitic to cheer when Israel loses at football, as I do 
when England loses?

The EHRC say that “Labour Party members told us that 
Pam Bromley’s conduct, including the Facebook posts 
above, contributed to a hostile environment in the Labour 
Party for Jewish and non-Jewish members” and therefore 
she was guilty of harassment.

And, since she was a Labour councillor at the time, 
she was an “agent” of the Labour Party and therefore the 
Labour Party was guilty of the unlawful act she committed.  
That is an extraordinary conclusion for the EHRC to come 
to: how can the Labour Party be held responsible in law 
for every political action of every Labour councillor?

Indirect discrimination against Jewish members
The Labour Party’s other two unlawful acts, according 

to the EHRC, were
* indirect discrimination against Jewish members 

Continued On Page 23


