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Next Issue No 57.   Autumn 2011 

 Issue 57 of Green Socialist will 

concentrate on the specific effects that the cuts 

being imposed by this government on social 

spending might have on efforts to combat 

racism and other inequalities and on initiatives 

to attain a sustainable future. If you have 

particular thoughts on this topic that you would 

like to share, please write to the editor at either 

of the addresses given above. 

COVER PHOTO   
Marchers assembling in Lincolnôs Inn Fields,    
30th June 2011, by courtesy of Bob Archer 
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S 
pring and early summer of this year have seen 
demonstrations on the streets of this country the 
likes of which have not been experienced since 

the massive turnouts of the Thatcher years, when the 
ñPeopleôs March for Jobsò and CND could attract  
protesters by the half-million. 

In France, students and workers have been fired up in 
part by a very slim volume written by Stéphane Hessel 
entitled óIndignez-Vous!ô whose sales now run into the 
millions. The English version is reviewed on page 13, 
and essentially, Hessel is calling for expressions of  
outrage at the growing disparity between the rich and the 
poor throughout humanity. Europe has spent the last 60 
years since the war frantically creating wealth by the 
shed load, yet across the continent, capitalist govern-
ments are cutting back on social provision whilst permit-
ting ever more of the loot to be squirrelled away by the 
hyper-wealthy. 

The march and demonstration on June 30th in this  
country was a magnificent expression of the anger being 
created by the Condem government as their unfair,  
irrational and politically highly motivated plans are put 
into action. Their clear aim is radically to cut back on the 
involvement of the state in the provision of social welfare 
and of the fundamental rights of people. 

One of the significant sparks for the event has been the 
appalling attack on public sector pensions, and a number 
of separate points can be made on this. The first is that 
the quoted figure for the so-called ñBlack-Holeò in the 
public pension fund of £9.7billion is curiously similar to 
the amount that this government decided that  
Vodaphone need not bother about in unpaid taxes.  
Hessel himself also refers to the failure of governments 
to collect all the revenues which they themselves believe 
are due. 

The second point lies in the simple fact that ever since 
this country has had a ñPublic Sectorò, public sector 
workers have been told that they should expect lower 
incomes than equivalent workers in the private sector 
because a) they have greater job satisfaction, b) they 
have greater job security, and c) they can look forward  
to a guaranteed pension. This latter point would usually 
be reinforced by the phrase that the pension should be 
looked upon as a form of ñdeferred salaryò. There was 
always still a discrepancy in that the employersô contribu-
tions to public pension funds at best only matched about 
half the public-private salary gap. This gap varied, but 
was usually in the 20-30% range. 

The concept of greater job satisfaction was always an 
ephemeral chimera, but so long as teachers and nurses 
fell for it, it was trotted out. Not any more!  

Job security long since disappeared as programmes  
for job loss are now commonplace in the public sector, 
provoking the interesting philosophical conundrum, 
ñWhen is a Job for Life not a Job for Life?ò Answers on  
a postcard please. That would leave only the decent 
pensions promised and sustained for decades. But now 
apparently, the public sector must face the same con-
straints endured by the private sector, and the notion of 
compensation for perpetually lower pay has gone out of 
the window. If there are to be no offsets to justify lower 

pay, then maybe the entire public sector should be push-
ing for a 20-30% pay rise - backdated 60 years, please! 

The third point is that Condem propaganda has success-
fully convinced private sector workers to look enviously 
at public sector pensions, but not with the view that theirs 
should be enhanced. Rather that everyone should share 
in the misery and everyone should ñcontribute equally to 
getting the country out of the mess we find ourselves inò. 
How convenient it is that everyone seems to have forgot-
ten the pensions holidays of the eighties and nineties. 
The prime example which illustrates the point was the 
Maxwell fiasco in which Robert Maxwell and his appall-
ing family not only ceased their contributions to their  
employeesô fund, they actually raided it to prop up their 
publishing empire. They were by no means the only 
ones, and many funds suffered by sometimes decade-
long óholidaysô taken by employers. These holidays were 
never offered to the workers, of course, but the conse-
quences of the depleted funds are now being suffered by 
those very workers who are being conned into attacking 
their public sector comrades. A raising of awareness of 
the greater picture is long overdue. 

With a degree of shame, it must also be recorded that  
a number of Trades Unions as employers also took  
advantage of the pension holiday device during those 
years. The only point in slight mitigation was that they  
did not also participate in the dash to create the massive 
offshore stashes which no-one in government seems in 
the least bit willing to reclaim. 

I  
f any lesson can be learned from the collapse of 
Southern Cross as a nationwide owner of care 
homes and similar institutions, it is that such  

provision has absolutely no place in private hands. 

The company first acquired numerous small private 
homes over a number of years. Then, when they saw 
ways of enhancing profitability, they sold them back to 
ñprivate landlordsò (whatever that may mean) who 
charged them rents. Like any capitalist endeavour,  
profits can go down as well as up, and experiencing loss 
of income as rents rose unexpectedly, Southern Cross 
have finally thrown in the towel and have announced that 
all their homes will be transferred back to their original 
owners. 

Let us not forget that despite a proportion of income 
coming from those who can afford to pay, by far the bulk 
of the income of these companies, including Southern 
Cross, comes from the public purse in the form of pay-
ments from local authorities. Yet another example, like 
the banks and the railways, where we should take fully 
into public ownership that which, de facto, we mostly 
own or pay for in any case. And that is apart from the 
obvious argument that the care of the nationôs elderly is 
the duty of the nation as a whole and should carry no 
element whatever of profit taking. The private sector 
never has had,  nor ever will have a ñDuty of Careò. 

Join us ! See Page 9 

Editorial                Bryn Glover  
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T he key element has to be the need to look at the 

issue of a sustainable future within a framework 

that embraces all the factors at play, many of them  

interlocking. 

We cannot continue as we are, with ever greater  

demands for cheap food, massive choice of products, 

many produced through óslaveô labour in óundevelopedô 

parts of the world, and some now seen as óbasicsô (e.g. 

cars, dishwashers), holidays involving air travel and the 

appalling waste of goods, food and energy. The worldôs 

resources are being used up at an ever increasing rate 

with the criteria for successful economies all based on 

ógrowthô of the largely unsustainable type.  

To achieve sustainability I believe there has to be an 

acceptance in the Western world that 

1. we can no longer expect to enjoy improving  

material living standards, particularly as much of 

it is at the ongoing expense of most of the rest of 

the worldôs population, many of whom live in 

abject poverty and suffer much higher infant and 

other mortality rates,  and  

2. crucially, in the short-term, the accelerating rate 

of global warming must be halted.  

A s far as the latter is concerned, the facts are clear. 

The evidence in support of global warming is mas-

sive (9 out of the 10 last years are the hottest on record, 

ocean & air temperatures rising sharply, CO2 emissions 

increasing etc.) and cannot be denied on any basis of 

rationality. However, the world is full of deniers, who 

are psychologically primed not to accept evidence. 

More importantly, governments, including the major 

polluters (USA, China), ignore it or make feeble at-

tempts to off-set it by, for example, bribing other  

countries to make cuts in emissions (ócarbon tradingô) 

or growing bio-fuel plants on land formerly used for 

much needed food in the ósouthô.  

States are fundamentally selfish, caring only about the 

present and what the voters will accept in maintaining 

them in power and/or seeing shareholderôs dividends 

maintained or, in the case of China, industrial output 

increased.  

Another massive problem would be that if we did act 

justly and shared our wealth and resources with the 

third world, any improvement in health and medical 

services would, under current conditions, lead to an 

explosion in the worldôs already too high population.  

It would be extremely difficult to do and I am not  

convinced that it is possible but what is essential if 

human life on earth is to continue, is that the world, 

particularly the part with the wealth and resources, 

goes on to a war footing, paralleling conditions  

experienced from 1939-45.  

T he primary key has to be EDUCATION.  

People have to be persuaded that we owe it to 

future generations to change our mode of living, that 

the evidence is overwhelming (it is possible to point  

to such as the tsunamis, floods in Australia & Japan, 

droughts etc.) and that the planet can only survive if 

we do. I believe that we need some sort of Interna-

tional Agency (paralleling, not being run by, the UN), 

whose role is to present the facts and outline what  

action is necessary, ensuring that we begin to think  

in survival mode.  

They need to convince us all that we need to reduce 

product consumption, energy use and waste. Practical 

possibilities are every house to be fully óproofedô, no 

advertising using lighting, rationing such as petrol,  

air-travel and even meat, with grain and vegetables 

more productive of land use, and huge taxes on or the 

banning of food and flowers flown by óplane. We 

would also need massive funding to research, develop 

and install green energy production units. (NB It is 

worth noting that the UK is ideally positioned for  

off-shore wind farms which are not only green but,  

if used extensively, can become the cheapest means  

of producing energy).  Some countries, like Germany 

who have also renounced nuclear energy, are already 

light years ahead of the UK on this score. Not surpris-

ingly, we have been very badly let down by the  

market driven, business friendly Blair ï Brown ï 

Cameron governments.  

THE IMF and the World Bank must become  

development agencies, fostering subsistence farming, 

irrigation, communal ventures etc., and embracing 

ógreenô functions, not advocates of private ownership 

and marketing. 

 At the same time as making massive savings in  

current use, we need to ensure that improved medical 

A Global View of 
a Sustainable 
future: Education 
& Action 
 

by John Severs 

People have to be persuaded that we owe 
it to future generations to change our 
mode of living, that the evidence is over-
whelming, and that the planet can only 
survive if we do. 
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standards do not lead to a huge increase in mouths to 

feed. Experience has shown that improved living stan-

dards, followed closely by education and, in parallel, 

access to birth control means (itself a problem because 

of religious opposition) is key to cutting birth-rates and 

therefore potential demand. 

Research had shown that, with massive investment in 

new infrastructure to produce electricity from renew-

able sources, it would have been possible to have 

reached a Zero Carbon state by 2030 (NB Given the 

latest - disastrous - figures on emissions etc. released by 

the IEA at the end of May, this would now be extremely 

difficult to achieve, even if still possible). Given an 

economy based on growth, we would be perpetually 

facing the problem of having to develop more infra-

structure to produce the increased amount of energy 

(virtually all electricity for a carbon free state) required. 

As George Monbiot says ñAccommodation makes sense 
only if the economy is reaching a steady state. A steady 
state economy will be politically possible only if we can 
be persuaded to stop grabbing.ò Sadly, because of  

massive reluctance of governments and people to accept 

the need, he says ñé the clearer the vision becomes, the 
further away it seems.ò 

I  n summary, survival depends on huge changes in 

belief with willingness to cut back, share and accept 

rationing as being morally right and, I believe, the need 

for socialism to put these into effective practice. This in 

turn means that through education people are continu-

ally informed of the facts and convinced that a selfless 

approach is essential for survival, specifically for 

younger people and future generations. Without moving 

on to a ówarô footing, with huge funding and directed 

research, control measures, etc, survival is impossible. 

Allowing carbon emissions to be maintained (or  

continue to accelerate) at present levels would mean 

monumental disasters with sea levels increasing by up 

to a metre, leading to huge areas being submerged, and 

wars as people fight for land and resources.   

SURVIVAL = change of ATTITUDE leading to  

acceptance of the need for a WAR on EXCESS and re-

duction of ENERGY and fossil fuel use in its current 

mode. This would involve controls and an element of 

rationing, until energy is produced overwhelmingly 

from sustainable sources. This means EDUCATION, 

even PROPAGANDA, to achieve the right result.  

Sustainable growth? No!  

Growth in the means of achieving sustainability? Yes!  

W ill it happen? Given Western societies operating 

on the axiom that greed is good,  nimbyism and 

business friendly government policies and the inbuilt 

selfishness of so many, sadly I have very serious 

doubts.  

John Severs is a member of the AGS  

The Last Communist  
General Secretary  

Gordon McLennan, 1924 - 2011 
 

 

Gordon McLennan, who died in May, was 
well known to many in the AGS, and not just 
those who came from the Communist Party 
of Great Britain (via the Green Socialist 
Network). Although never an AGS member, 
he frequently engaged with the Alliance, 
addressing AGS meetings in London and 
writing in the Green Socialist - most recently 
in 2009 to criticise our analysis of New 
Labour - a term he disliked as he regarded 
Blair and Brown as being firmly in the 
tradition of right-wing Labour Party leaders 
for most of the past century. 
 

Throughout most of his term as General 
Secretary of the Party Gordon McLennan 
tried to walk a tightrope between various 
hostile factions (more than just two) varying 
from those who saw little or no point in a 
Marxist-Leninist Party, to those who wanted 
a return to a purer Communist Party, based 
firmly (and exclusively) in the organised 
working class and unsullied by the 
revisionism of Euro-Communism or new-
fangled ideas about how to mobilise workers 
and bring them into alliance with other 
progressive forces in an era of declining 
class-consciousness and greatly weakened 
trade unions.  
 
He was a principled working class activist.  
A pragmatic Marxist; he probably could be 
ruthless when absolutely necessary (though 
I never witnessed this myself) but he came 
across as warm, generous and considerate. 
He was certainly the last actual communist 
to lead the Communist Party and although 
his political career ended in failure, of sorts, 
perhaps no-one could have succeeded in 
that task. What he has left are good 
memories and a fine example that others 
could do far worse than to follow. 
 
The next issue of Green Socialist, Autumn 
2011, will carry a fuller obituary on the life of 
Gordon McLennan. 
 

Steve Radford  



Introduction 
 

There are at present two pillars of 

governance in health care delivery 

today. These are financial 

governance and clinical governance. 

Health however has social, cultural, 

economic and environmental 

parameters, which at present play 

little substantive part in the theory 

and governance of health care 

delivery. Health services are also an 

important part of the economy. The 

economy gives structure to society, 

and so health care organisation has 

an important influence on the values, 

relationships, security and 

aspirations of a society. I therefore 

propose that a third system of 

governance is introduced into health 

care, namely that of social 

governance. 
 

Social governance would be a 

theory, process and ethic that made 

explicit the social dimensions of 

health, emphasised an ethic of 

community and developed processes 

of collective responsibility for health 

care provision. It would give to 

health care a role not only to repair 

broken bodies and minds, but to help 

develop a healthy economy, healthy 

environment and healthy society. 

Such governance is particularly 

important in the face of the 

government white paper on health, 

which many see as having the 

potential to erode the values and 

principles of the National Health 

Service, and opening health care to 

market inequities, profit-seeking 

health care providers and self-

seeking consumerism. 

 

Social governance ï  

what could it mean? 
 

Social governance is governance that 

gives health care a role and 

responsibility in promoting a 

democratic, fair, healthy and 

sustainable economy and society. It 

begins with processes within health 

care institutions that encourage 

organisational functionality, 

cohesion and responsibility through 

involvement of staff, patients and the 

public and extends out to form links 

with those, often on other continents, 

whose labour and resources help us 

in our pursuit of health. It is 

governance that brings theories of 

the social and environmental 

determinants of health into the 

functioning and goals of health care 

institutions. 
 

The theory ï  

a healthy economy  
 

In health care today, we have a 

philosophy of biology founded upon 

the continuing advance of biological 

sciences. We also have a philosophy 

of the person resting upon respect  

for the individuality and autonomy 

of each patient.  

When we turn to society, however, 

especially when we look globally, 

we see increasing social inequity 

with widespread poverty, 

malnutrition, violence, destruction  

of human habitat and degradation  

of the human condition, despite our 

growing physical wealth and 

knowledge. Perhaps these are 

symptoms and signs of a disordered, 

pathogenic economic system, which 

it is our vocation, as healers, to 

understand and offer remedies for.  
 

In its most simple sense, a healthy 

economy cannot only be equated to  

a quantitative growth in money, 

whether as gross domestic product  

or personal income, since in itself 

money is a sign with no intrinsic 

value, a value only when all other 

values have become forgotten, and  

a tool more often for exploitation 

and harm than for development and 

benefit. A healthy economy would 

be directed towards the qualitative 

improvement of the human condition 

and not the exploitation of labour, 

anxiety, resources and privileged 

knowledge for personal gain. 
 

The process  ï  

democracy, participation, 

debate and social audit 
 

The processes of social governance 

are difficult to define and illustrate 

since today, we have become 

accustomed to governance that 

depends upon hierarchical and 

bureaucratic control with only a nod 

to democratic involvement. Social 

governance by contrast would be a 

process of horizontal, democratic 

participation, ownership and 

belonging. It would actively promote 

debate since in debate, we learn to 

articulate our opinions and so 

empower ourselves, learn the skills 

of communication and arts of 

negotiation and help to form 

SOCIAL GOVERNANCE:  
A NECESSARY THIRD PILLAR OF  

HEALTH CARE GOVERNANCE  

by Chris Bem 
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THE GLOBAL VINTAGE 2011,  
AND OTHER PRESSING MATTERS 


