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The AGS is a political alliance seeking to build a future based on the twin 

principles of socialism and environmental sustainability - we see these two things 
as being inextricably linked, each being impossible without the other.  
 
If you share our concerns and our principles, if you care about the future of our planet and about social 
justice for all who live on it, then why not join us? Membership details are on page  9. 

Next issue  
In issue 59, due to be published in Spring 2012, we 

hope to start collecting reviews of the most 

significant books and other sources which guided 

our members and readers to their belief in the 

principles above. For more details of this project, 

please turn to page 13 on ñDIY Reviews.ò 
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O n page 3 of this issue, AGS Chair Mike Davies 
offers his assessment of the current state of the 

Euro in the wake of the frantic summit(s) involving the 
leaders of most of the worldôs richest nations. Our 
newspapers and airwaves were clogged with 
revelation after revelation as the prime movers of 
capitalism struggled often into the early hours of the 
morning to find ways of preventing the collapse of 
their economic system. Heads of state and heads of 
government met in session after session and finally 
managed to convince their respective electorates that 
they had succeeded and the world once more was 
safe for business as usual. Phew, what a relief! 

No surprise, then, that the long-arranged conference 
on climate change, the latest in the series involving 
Kyoto, Copenhagen and Cancun, should come and go 
in Durban with hardly a mention from the worldôs 
media and barely a flutter from our own press as our 
climate change secretary Chris Huhne reported back . 

The low profile afforded Durban would, however, 
come as a relief to Huhne, since the outcome was 
little short of a disastrous fiasco. Nonetheless he has 
attempted to put a positive spin on the one agreement 
that was made, namely that most of the worldôs major 
economies have recognised that something needs to 
be done. Big deal! The scientists who have been 
recording climate change for decades and who have 
been screaming from the rooftops for almost as long, 
have finally persuaded governments around the planet 
that ignoring them is not an option. 

The agreement is that by 2015, a ñprotocol, legal 
instrument or an agreed outcome with legal forceò 
would be put in place with a probable intention of 
implementation by 2020. 

2020 is the date previously set by the United Nations 
Environment Programme (UNEP) for the worldôs 
carbon dioxide emissions to peak if we have any hope 
of avoiding a 2°C global warming. The politicians of 
the world have countered that by agreeing a protocol 
which they hope may begin the process at a date by 
which scientists say must mark its successful 
outcome. As he left the conference, the director of the 
UN Environment Programme, Achim Steiner, 
commented that he could not ñsee anything in these 
negotiations that will prevent warming beyond 2Á.ò 

The 2°C target itself is something of an arbitrary 
ambition. It was set in 2007 at the Bali conference as 
a sort of compromise with no promises attached. No-
one at Bali believed that 2° was safe. No-one ever 
suggested that the world could comfortably ease itself 
to that limit without serious consequences. It was the 
result of a pragmatic realisation that the full effects of 
global warming are yet to show themselves, but that 
the worst of these might be mitigated if everyone were 
immediately to commit themselves to what is 
essentially a quite modest ambition. 

Unfortunately the leaders of the world, under extreme 
pressure from industrialists and consumers, and 

where they even paid heed to the 2°, saw it not as a 
limit, but as a target, and mostly as a target that 
everyone else ought to be aiming at. 

Durban even ditched that. Durban said ñLetôs start all 
over again - in eight years from nowò. 

A new way of measuring CO2 pollution has emerged 
however. This is the so-called óCarbon Intensityô. This 
is to be defined as the amount of CO2 emitted per 
unit of Gross Domestic Product of any nation. In the 
short-term it will benefit massive polluters such as 
China. This country, together with India, the other 
massive user of coal as its principle source of 
energy, held out longest against any reference to 
legal obligations, and were only persuaded to 
participate after the weak and ineffectual final 
proposal was eventually offered. 

The now 22-year-old Kyoto round of talks actually 
had some countries of the world committing 
themselves to limiting emissions, but Japan, Russia 
and the USA never signed up for this. Now even 
Canada has pulled out of their original commitment. 

The USA has always favoured so-called óvoluntaryô 
limitations on its activities, and they are regarding the 
outcome of Durban as a huge success. Their chief 
negotiator, Todd Stern, has claimed that promises of 
voluntary targets are ñmuch more meaningful than 
the Kyoto protocolò. His words must be taken in the 
context of George Bushôs (both Bushes with Clinton 
in between) position that the needs identified by the 
Kyoto conference would take second place to the 
interests of American business. That that attitude has 
hardly wavered under Obama is clear from the 
position adopted by their current negotiators. 

What is to happen next? 

The conference set up a small working group 
(surprise surprise!) to look at ways of persuading 
countries to boost their voluntary commitments 
before 2020 and possibly to consider ways of limiting 
those emissions not currently covered. Such as 
those from international air travel. 

The implications for humanityôs occupation of this 
world are now significantly worse than before the  
Durban conference. The siren voices of capitalism 
and world trade have triumphed over scientific 
rationalism.  

Our response is clear.  

Our voices are being disregarded, and so we must 
shout louder and with even greater conviction than 
ever before, if we want the planet to be worth 
inhabiting by our grandchildren.  

Join us ! See Page 9 

 EDITORIAL           Bryn Glover  
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ú 
THE EURO 

Introduce into the mess that is the EU the single  
European currency. 

There is a straightforward, normal process to monetary  
union. It involves prior political and fiscal union, followed  
by monetary union on that foundation. With the insignifi-
cant exception of subordinate ñsatelliteò countries (eg 
tiny Swaziland uses the South African Rand), this is the 
logical and necessary process. In this paradigm, there 
is a union capable of handling internal economic diver-
gences before there is monetary union. A classic exam-
ple is the USA, where the federal government irons out 
differences between states - there is no question of 
ñbeggar my neighbourò between Massachusetts and 
New Mexico. 

For reasons of political expediency, the Euro chose to  
bypass the normal prerequisites and create a monetary  
union without any political or fiscal union. The result 
was entirely predictable. The eurozone contained  
countries of differing economic competitive strength. 
Germany was strong, Greece was weak. Normally a 
weak country copes with that by devaluing its currency. 
But in the eurozone, the exchange rate and the central 
bank interest rate are not in the control of the national 
government. The government has no way to adjust to 
its lack of competitiveness. So Greece, Cyprus,  
Portugal, Ireland, Italy, Spain, etc just have to suffer. 

Interestingly there is a converse effect entirely ignored 
by the media. Being in the Euro condemns Greece et 
al, with uncompetitive economies, to having no way out. 
The less successful countries are locked into an artifi-
cially high exchange rate. But it also ñcondemnsò  
Germany to an artificially low exchange rate (for them) 
on which it can build exports and economic success. 
Just as the Euro straitjacket prevents the southern  
periphery from adjusting their artificially high exchange 
rate to make their exports competitive, it provides  
Germany with a super-competitive low exchange rate to 
bolster its exports. That effect applies not only outside 
the EU, but also within it. The very mechanism that  
prevents Greece devaluing, allows Germany to profit, 
both externally and within the eurozone itself, from an 
artificially cheap currency. Monetary union both penal-
ises the southern periphery and artificially boosts the 
ever-more ñsuccessfulò north. 

The eurozone has built-in fatal flaws, but no legitimate 
mechanism for dealing with them. 

CRISIS 

The financial and economic crisis that became explicit 
in the last few years did not result from the problems of 
the Euro single currency. However, it did expose those 
problems. The Euroôs fundamental flaws could be  
hidden while the eurozone, along with most of the west, 
appeared to prosper. Once growth faltered, the unsus-
tainable nature of the single currency was laid bare.  

The reaction of the countries of the European Union to 
the financial crisis was the same as that of the USA. 
Nation states spent unbelievable amounts of money to 
prop up the capitalist banks. Trillions were transferred 

ECONOMIC CONTEXT 

What follows is a pragmatic assessment of the ñEuroò  
single currency, its prospects and the wider implica-
tions. This assessment is in the context of the current 
capitalist economic system. If we had a rational, social-
ist economic system, these questions would not arise. 

In particular, capitalism requires endless growth, with 
the only alternative being crisis and/or collapse. The  
Alliance for Green Socialism is opposed to our  
economic system being based on endless growth. It is 
opposed to capitalism, which is an example of such a 
system. The AGS regards dependence on growth as 
both artificial and fatal to society. 

This article must also be read in the context of the shift 
of global economic power from west to east. Analysis  
of China and India is very complicated. Both are  
problematically dependent on exports to the west. Both 
countries have ï and arguably depend upon for their 
economic success ï gross internal inequalities. How-
ever, the underlying truthfor us is that the centre of eco-
nomic power no longer lies in mid-Atlantic but on either 
side of the Himalayas.  

In the USA in particular, but also in Europe to a signifi-
cant extent, we live in a foolôs paradise built on debt. 
That debt is, primarily, to China. The Chinese own 
some $1.5 trillion of US government bonds, plus a large 
amount of European debt. In the USA, and Europe too, 
both state and individuals are living on Chinese debt, 
provided to us so we can purchase Chinese exports. 

THE EUROPEAN UNION 

The European Union originated in the desire to ensure 
that the nations of Europe never again descend into 
mutual war; and the desire to ensure that their future 
was capitalist, not communist. Even Churchill, that na-
tionalist, racist, bigot, proposed European Union for 
those ends. 

From the beginning, the EU suffered from the tension 
between a desire for a supra-national Europe and the 
desire of nation states to retain their own authority.  
Britain was the classic example of this, but all the 
nations in the EU sought to maximise their own national 
sovereignty while, at the same time, maximising their 
influence over a supra-national EU. That circle cannot 
be squared. The more hypocritical nations, such as Brit-
ain, sabotaged European legitimacy while, at the same 
time, complaining of the lack of European legitimacy. 

The result was an EU with extensive powers but no  
democracy. Real decisions were taken in ñsmoke filled 
roomsò by the leaders of the powerful nations. The  
fig-leaf European Parliament was impotent. Real power 
lay with the unelected bureaucrats of the Commission 
and with the Council of national leaders, especially  
Germany and France, as we currently see. Unsurpris-
ingly, people in Europe viewed the EU with great cyni-
cism. Had the EU been constructed honestly and  
democratically, with an elected legislature and  
executive, it would have enjoyed legitimacy amongst  
its people. 

EUROPE AND THE EURO CRISIS 
by Mike Davies, AGS Chair 
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from us, the taxpayers, to banks and bankers, who had 
caused the crisis in the first place. Take from the poor 
to give to the rich! The banks, of course, were not in the 
least grateful. With stunning chutzpah, they cut off 
credit from the national economies that had saved 
them, while paying themselves billions in bonuses. 

Now nation states themselves are in trouble, having 
difficulty raising the funds they need to function, largely 
because of their earlier bail-out of the banks.  

EUROPEAN AUSTERITY 

All the countries that took the austerity route have found  
that, predictably, austerity just kills off the growth they 
need, under capitalism, to pay off their debts. The eco-
nomically weaker nations in the eurozone - Greece, 
Cyprus, Italy, Ireland, Portugal and Spain - are in dou-
ble trouble, because their membership of the Euro pre-
vents them getting out of difficulty by devaluing. 

The possible collapse of the eurozone is now, of itself, a 
huge threat to Europe and to the global financial sys-
tem. A disorderly disintegration might throw the global 
capitalist system into chaos, worse than the 2008 crisis.  

The response of EU leaders shows, remarkably, that 
they donôt understand the problem. They want a beefed
-up European Financial Stability Facility, the temporary 
ñfirewallò fund to support countries that get into trouble 
(although they have failed to find the money to increase 
the fund!). But all the EFSF could do is buy a few 
months - maybe. They have replaced democratically 
elected governments in Greece and Italy with 
ñtechnocratsò, effectively servants of Brussels. But 
changing the government does nothing to change the 
economic realities for those countries.  

Now they propose even tighter rules for government 
deficits and government debt, with penalties imposed 
by the EU on those who break the rules. But writing 
new, tighter rules does nothing to generate a recovery 
for the eurozone as a whole, nor for weaker countries 
like Greece. It just drives them further into recession. 

NO DEMOCRACY 

EU leaders have no policies to generate the growth that 
capitalism needs, and no policies to enable the weaker 
countries to recover. Nor do they have policies to move 
away from capitalism to a rational economic system 

What they do have is policies to make the EU even less  
democratic than it is now. The EU structure came into  
being by a piecemeal accumulation of treaties, from the  
coal and steel treaty of 1951 through to Maastricht and 
the constitution-in-all-but-name after Lisbon. The result 
was a totally opaque structure that gave power to  
bureaucrats and national leaders, but none to the  
people of Europe.  

Rather than restructure the EU to make it democratic, 
they propose a double dose of dictatorship. Firstly, as 
we have already seen, democratic governments are 
superseded by non-elected technocrats answerable to 
Brussels. Secondly, national governments are to be told 
what to do, or else, by Brussels - meaning Germany 
and France.  

WHAT NEXT 

Clearly, as the AGS predicted over a year ago, poorer 
countries of the ñsouthern peripheryò of the eurozone 

£ 
BRITAIN?  

Worryingly, Britain has little productive economy.  

The much vaunted ñCityò is just financial smoke  

and mirrors based on Britainôs imperial past.  

Like the USA we live largely on credit. 

Unfortunately, unlike the USA, we would have  

no hope at all of surviving a global slump. We  

produce less than half the food we eat. We are small 

and lacking in natural resources. We import an  

increasing proportion of our energy. In a collapse  

of world trade Britain would starve. 

So is British policy aimed at increasing self suffi-

ciency? Or at averting the collapse of our trading  

partners in the eurozone so the current global system 

has a better chance of survival?  

No.  British policy is aimed at protecting the very  

banking fat cats who brought us to this situation.  

And at cutting the living standards of those at the  

bottom of society - workers, unemployed, pensioners, 

& disabled - in order to sustain the super-rich lifestyles 

of those at the top. 

Plus, of course, continuing to lay the foundations for 

authoritarian rule to sustain this vast inequality. 

$ 
THE USA? 

Oddly enough, the USA ï unlike Britain and Europe ï 

ought to have no fundamental economic problem in 

surviving and even prospering in a global slump. It  

has abundant natural resources, including plenty of 

food. It has a large and well established internal  

market. There is no reason it should fear isolation or  

a world recession. 

Except that its capitalists, its politicians and, to a large 

extent, its people have become used to living way  

beyond their means. They live well (for the most part) 

on Chinese credit. The country has a huge international 

debt, just as its citizens have equally huge personal 

debts. The USA is a country heading for unnecessary 

economic disaster. 

In these circumstances, the disproportionate military 

strength of the USA represents a huge danger to us all. 

Will the USA accept a diminution in its world role,  

taking second place to China, and a big drop in  

standard of living? Or, given its massive conventional 

and nuclear arsenal, will it take the world down with it 

in a fiery fit of pique? 

will start to go bust, defaulting on their debts. Greece 
and Cyprus certainly, probably followed at least by Italy 
and Spain. That in itself will shake both the eurozone 
and the global financial system to their foundations.  

The single currency itself will collapse, either entirely or 
by shedding its southern member ñperipheryò to leave a 
Nordic rump. Again that will threaten the whole global 
financial order. 

Whatever eurozone remains will be run under tight  
central ï but entirely undemocratic ï control. 
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In April 1981 I co-authored an article 
about the Brixton riots of that month 
for a French publication called ñSans 
Frontiersò entitled ñSuddenly one 
night in Brixtonò. I recently looked up 
that piece to remind myself what I 
had said about the great outpouring 
of pent-up rage and resentment 
against a racist and oppressive 
Metropolitan Police thirty years ago 
and to compare my impressions and 
reactions then to my response to the 
ñriotsò of August 2011. 

It would be cheering to be able to 
find some continuous theme of 
resistance to the demeaning and 
degrading role that capitalism has 
assigned to those on the fringes of 
the British economy. I would like to 
be able to say that the August 
events were another spontaneous 
outburst of rage and resistance 
a g a i n s t  t h e  b r u t a l i t y  a n d 
dehumanisation that is inflicted on 
working-class youth. I would like to 
be able to make common cause with 
those who took to the streets and 
challenged the might of the modern 
surveillance state, who defied its 

bourgeois moral i t y,  proper ty 
obsessed laws and oppressive state 
apparatus and gave our ruling elite a 
taste of real class anger. I would like 
to, but sadly I cannot. 

In truth I see very little comparison 
between the events of 1981 and 
2011. There was some looting in 
1981 - I recall standing by a window 
next to Ken Livingstone in an 
upstairs room of Lambeth Town Hall 
in the centre of Brixton and watching 
the sports shop across Acre Lane 
being looted. However, looting was 
not the defining characteristic of the 
riots in 1981. They were quite clearly 
protests which had a definite political 
message and purpose. Black 
people, and black youth in particular, 
wanted the police off their backs. 
They wanted an end to ñSusò laws, 
an end to the tactics of mass 
harassment based on racial profiling. 
They wanted to be treated as people 
with a right to be on the streets and 
not as second-class citizens in the 
country where they had been born. 
They were not ñrace riotsò in the 
sense of communal violence 

between different ethnic 
groups ï there were in fact 
plenty of white lads and 
lasses who joined in. I could, 
and did, walk through the 
riots quite safely. The only 
people I had to stay clear of 
was the police if they made a 
counter-attack as they 
tended to indiscriminately 
club everyone. 

Sadly, virtually no elements 
of political protest or social 
object ives seemed to 
motivate the participants in 
the August 2011. 

The riots may have been 
sparked off by the fatal 
s h o o t i n g  ( i n  m u r k y 
c i r c u m s t a n c e s ,  a n d 
apparently followed by what 
looked suspiciously like a 
s t a n d a r d  p o l i c e 
disinformation and cover-up 
exercise) of a black 

suspected gangster in Tottenham. 
However, beyond the immediate 
reaction in Tottenham, there is not 
much indication that outrage at this 
police killing was the motivation for 
the majority of the thousands of 
(mostly young) people who took to 
the streets in various parts of 
L o n d o n ,  B i r m i n g h a m  a n d 
Manchester to vent their fury on local  
retailers. 

The rioters did not really target the 
police either, except in an attempt to 
stop them from interrupting the 
òshoppingò, and I do not know of any 
banks or financial institutions being 
attacked or petrol-bombed.  

Of course, there are some on the left 
who see this behaviour as a 
welcome rejection by young people 
of the corrupt and warped mentality 
and morality of modern consumer 
capitalism. This however, is romantic 
idiocy. 

We can justifiably ignore the fact that 
virtually none of the goods looted 
were actually manufactured in the 
UK (a technical quibble but saying 
volumes about our role in the 
integrated and globalised modern 
world economy), and the fact that 
many rioters/looters were not, and 
had never been, employed. After all, 
unemployed workers are workers 
nonetheless - arenôt theyé? 

However, we are still left with the 
undeniable fact that there was no 
identifiable political objective being 
promoted. Yes - the riots were 
political in the sense that everything 
is political; the product of a system 
which throws huge numbers of 
people on the scrapheap before they 
have even left school, in some cases 
before they have started school. But 
they were not conscious political 
actions by people making a point or 
protesting or trying to change 
anything. 

What the August events showed was 
that some young people, far from 
rejecting modern capitalism (as it 
has rejected them), have actually 

Rioting Youth - 2011 Summer Tour (a review)  

by   Steve Radford  

The August riots came as a shock to almost everyone, but although they 
were not expected, they were not that surprising. AGS National Committee 
member Steve Radford explains why we should be careful to place them in 
their proper social and political context.  
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no choice has been one of  the great 
ñsuccessò stories of the Thatcher/
Blair years. The latest Lib-Tory 
proposal to remove the last vestiges 
of self-respect and security from 
future council tenants by making 
council housing a temporary, means-
tested benefit is the cherry on top for 
the right-wing. 

The August riots were not an 
example of revolutionary youth 
straining at the leash to bring down 
the rotten and corrupt economic and 
political order. Rather, the riots (or 
ñmass shopping expeditionsò as they 
might equally well be termed) 
showed us that some disaffected 
young people, despite being 
alienated and marginalised from the 
e c o n om ic  m a in s t r e am ,  a r e 
nonetheless thoroughly imbued with 
the spirit of modern capitalism with 
its absence of values and its grab-
what-you-can-while-you-can ethos. 
In this sense it marks a triumph of 
Thatcherite-Blairite policies and not 
something that any socialist, green 
or otherwise, should welcome. 

Although an examination of the 
political significance of the riots 
leads to gloomy conclusions, it does 
not mean that those who seized the 
opportunity to acquire stuff in the 
August riots are typical of working 
class youth in general. De-
politicisation and alienation are 
serious problems but there are still 
popular notions of fairness and 
justice that are outraged by the 
blatant smash-and-grab tactics of 
the wealthy and their political 
representatives. There is a deep and 
abiding anger and frustration which 
is not clearly articulated or politically 
channelled but which nevertheless 
strikes a chord in a great many 
people, and it is the great fear of our 
rulers that this popular fury will find 
organised political expression. That 
is what our ruling class really fear 
and that is what we work towards. 

embraced its worst and most selfish 
and anti-social aspects. If you had to 
think up a motto which could be 
adopted by almost any banker, 
hedge-fund manager, arbitrageur (no 
- I donôt know what they do either but 
it doesnôt matteré), derivatives 
broker and a host of other financial 
parasites, it might go something like 
this: ñWhy work hard yourself when it 
is far more profitable to just steal 
from those who do work?ò 

This is the mentality, the morality 
and the practicality of much financial 
wheeling-and-dealing, and it helps 
that these people, their institutions 
and their lobbies, are so powerful 
that they can arrange for much of 
their thieving to be technically legal. 
Of course, even if what they do is 
technically illegal, the chances of 
them actually going to gaol for their 
crimes is virtually nil. The Bernie 
Madoffs and Nick Leesons of this 
world, who actually have to do some 
bird, are the exceptions that go to 
underline the general rule that these 
people consider themselves immune 
to the laws which govern the rest of 
us. (It is notable that both of those 
examples were people who stole 
money from the wealthy - if they had 
stuck to taking money from the poor 
they would have been okay). 

We socialists who see the reality of 
this obscene concert of power, 
wealth and greed are motivated to 
do something to change it. If there 
were a genuine uprising by the 
dispossessed, venting their fury on 
the state and the corporate symbols 
of their oppression and degradation, 
then a little looting would be 
understandable. However, where 
looting is the major motivation it is 
difficult to see any progressive 
aspect to the exercise ï unless of 
course they were hungry people 
looting food shops and warehouses 
(a good 18th century tradition).  

While there was little comfort for the 
progressive left in the August riots 
there was barely disguised glee on 
the Neanderthal Right. Tory MP 
Peter Tapsell delighted his fellow 
reactionaries by calling for the use of 
water cannon and deployment of the 
army to organise mass detentions in 
Wembley Stadium. He lauded the 
example set by the US National 
Guard in controlling Vietnam war 
protestors in Washington forty years 
ago, but he could equally well have 
cited Chilean fascists in Santiago 
thirty-eight years ago. We also saw 
the bared teeth of our supposed 

liberal democracy as the Bail Act 
was effectively, and illegally, 
suspended, as Home Secretary May 
issued direct orders (illegal and ultra-
vires) to police forces and as courts 
and judges were both bullied and 
ordered (illegally) into tearing up 
sentencing guidelines to provide 
metaphorical head-on-spikes. 

If any additional Public Order 
legislation does come out of the 
summer riots it will inevitably, and 
very quickly, be used, not against 
violent looting and mass-shoplifting, 
but against political protest. Just as 
New Labourôs ñanti-terroristò 
measures were used to detain an 
elderly peace activist who dared to 
shout ñrubbishò at Jack Straw in a 
Labour Party conference ï so any 
legislation supposedly targeting 
violent street disorder will in practice 
be used to legitimise and legalise 
fur ther pol ice v io lence and 
intimidation against protestors. A few 
hundred, or a few thousand, 
disorganised and opportunist young 
people smashing shops and 
throwing stones, or even petrol 
bombs, at police are no threat to the 
establishment and the ruling elite. 
Organised mass protest and 
politically motivated direct action is. 

The riots were not expected but 
should not surprise anyone either, 
because the social and economic 
policies that produce the toxic mix of 
alienation, de-politicisation and 
unfocussed resentment are well 
known. A raft of social policies 
pursued for over three decades 
could almost have been designed to 
produce just such an outcome. A 
prime example is the steady and 
del iberate t ransformat ion of 
municipal housing estates. Turning 
many of these flagships of municipal 
socialism from decent and affordable 
housing set in stable communities 
into poverty stricken ghettos where 
people only live because they have 

HS2 
What is your view on HS2? 

Do we need bigger, faster bespoke railroads connecting our major cities, or should 

the rural idyll of Midsomer Whatnot be left undisturbed? 

We certainly need to discourage the use of the private car with its single passenger, 

and the same goes for the highly inefficient lorry system of transporting goods, 

which was so encouraged by Thatcher when she was in power. 

Any way of diminishing the use of internal air flights is also a good thing. 

But if nearly £40 billion (which will almost certainly double by the time of 

completion) of public money is available for the scheme, then shouldnôt this cash be 

devoted to returning the rail network to public ownership and to vastly improving the 

appalling mess into which it has been allowed to sink. 

What do you think? 



The BHA has also just launched a petition on the  

e-petitions website for the National Assembly for 

Wales regarding the act of compulsory worship in 

schools. It parallels one for the UK government 

set up earlier this year (see petition - Abolish 

collective worship in English schools)   

The petition includes   ñEven in schools that 

arenôt ófaithô schools, this (act of collective 

worship) must be broadly Christianô in 

character. In a society which is increasingly 

diverse, this is an affront to the rights of young 

people to express their views freelyé. the law is 

extremely unpopular, with opinion polls showing 

that teachers donôt want it, parents donôt want it, 

and children donôt want it. é., it is long past 

time for the daily act of collective worship to be 

replaced with inclusive assemblies that add to 

cohesion and a sense of cohesion in the school.ò 

It would be my view that it is high time that all 

schools are required to hold assemblies of the type 

that are already widely practised (breaking the 

law!) where morals and ethical understanding are 

underpinned by reference to individuals and 

secular organisations such as Amnesty 

International and Oxfam that work to improve the 

lot of people on earth regardless of race, religion 

etc. 

Yours sincerely,  John Severs 

I would like to bring your readersô attention to an 

important statement under the banner of óTeach 

Evolution, not creationismô that has been launched 

by the British Humanist Association (BHA). It is 

supported by 30 prominent scientists, including three 

Nobel Laureates and Sir David Attenborough,  Sir 

Paul Nurse, president of the Royal Society, and 

leading educational scientist Revd. Professor Michael 

Reiss plus organisations such as (the) Association for 

Science Education, British Science Association and 

leading Theological think-tank, Ekklesia. 

In regard to Creationism, the statement begins 

ñCreationism and óIntelligent Designô are not 

scientific theories, but they are portrayed as (such) 

by some religious fundamentalists who attempt to 

have their views promoted in publicly-funded 

schools. There should be enforceable statutory 

guidance that they may not be presented as 

scientific theories in any publicly-funded schools of 

whatever type.ò     It ends by stating that not only 

should the guidance be made statutory but that ñIt 

also needs to be made comprehensive so that any 

portrayal é..as science (whether it takes place in 

science lessons or not) is unacceptable.ò 

In regard to Evolution, the statement begins   ñAn 

understanding of evolution is central to 

understanding all aspects of biology. The teaching 

of evolution should be included at both primary and 

secondary levels in the National Curriculum and in 

all schools.ò  Currently evolution does not feature 

explicitly until year 10 (age 14-15), but the 

curriculum is being reviewed by the government. 

For the full text of the statement and opportunity to 

sign, go to http//evolutionnotcreationism.com on the 

web. 
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Letters and  
e-mails  

A  very smart new way of 
harnessing tidal energy has 

been invented and it is hoped that it 
will soon be able to progress to a 
full-scale installation from the one-
tenth scale ñproof-of-principleò 
device which has been operating in 
Strangford Lough for the last few 
years. 
Most tides flow at around 0.5 to I.0 
metres per second, which is much 
too slow for a conventional power 
generator. Typically, flows in excess 
of 5.0 metres per second are 
needed in order to produce usable 
quantities of electricity. 
Anyone who has ever flown a kite 
will know that in an even steady 

wind, the kite may be tethered and 
allowed to remain aloft in a static 
condition. But also, kite flyers will 
know that kites with double strings 
can be made to fly all over the sky in 
the familiar figure-of-eight patterns, 
in those same wind conditions. 
Some cultures have what they call 
ñfighting kitesò and stage battles 
between flyers. 
Imagine this principle converted into 
underwater devices tethered to the 
seabed and which rise as the tide 
flows across them. The flow also 
operates a rudder which then copies 
the figure-of-eight pattern, and the 
result is a device which can cut 
through the water ten times as fast 

as the current which supports it. 
The turbine carried by the 
underwater kite can then begin to 
operate, and in the full-scale device, 
to produce up to 800 kilowatts of 
electricity. 
The stumbling block to progress is 
the lack of investment. The prototype 
was financed from the Carbon Trust, 
a not-for-profit investment company 
and other sources. When the 
financial crisis hit two years ago, 
much of the promised backing was 
removed, leaving yet another good 
idea which of proven viability 
hanging around waiting for money. 
Should we be surprised? 

BG 
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The moving obituary of Wolf Wayne (Green 

Socialist, Winter 2011) omitted an important aspect 

of his political biography, his role in the early post 

war anti-fascist 43 Group.   

Named for the number of people present at its first 

meeting, this group of Jewish (later they were 

joined by gentiles) ex-service people was formed to 

prevent a come-back by Oswald Mosley who was 

seeking to unite small fascist groups, book clubs 

and discussion groups, some of which deliberately 

misused the name socialist, into a new national 

blackshirt movement to be called the Union 

Movement.  

There had been a wave of anti-semitism when 

British troops had been killed by Zionist groups 

like the Irgun who were fighting against the British 

mandate in Palestine. Mosley attempted to fully 

exploit this as later he would exploit fears about 

black immigration. The National Front and then the 

BNP aped his demagogic methods.. 

At Ridley Road, Hampstead Heath and other 

speakersô corners, the 43 group would form a 

flying wedge, smash through the blackshirt heavies 

and tip the speaker off of his platform. The police 

would then close down the meeting.  Members who 

looked ñAryanò would infiltrate fascist groups and 

gather intelligence to thwart fascist plans.  

Wolf was in the thick of this.  

By 1950 the immediate danger was thought to be 

over and the group disbanded. Wayne went on to 

be a first rate Communist speaker and organizer. 

Wolf was not only a staunch democrat, critic of 

Stalinism and anti-fascist, he also liked real ale.  

He gave me a Tom Paine ale beer mat, and 

introduced me to the delights of decent sherry. 

From time to time I shall raise a glass to the 

memory of a fine comrade. 
 

In comradeship,  Terry Liddle 

prevented one of those just convicted of ever being 
brought to book for his crime. 

I am not the only one who thinks Imran Khan shoud 
have faced sharper criticism over the private prosecu-
tion debacle. It is only because the double-jeopardy rule 
was abolished, in a move opposed by most progressive 
lawyers for very good reasons, despite its beneficial 
impact on this case, that we now have two of Stephen 
Lawrence's killers behind bars. This change had noth-
ing to do with Imran Khan and if it had not taken place 
then one of those just convicted would still be at liberty 
today because of that failed private prosecution. 

Black lawyers are just as capable of being self-serving 
and opportunistic as anyone else. Let's not forget that in 
our rush to congratulate all those who helped to bring at 
least two of Stephen Lawrences murderers to justice. 

Jeanne Kent  

The recent welcome convictions of two of Stephen 
Lawrence's murderers has resulted in a great deal of 
positive media coverage for Imran Khan, the solicitor 
for the Lawrence family. This included a shallow and 
uncritical profile on BBC Radio 4 in early January dur-
ing which it was stated that the private prosecution 
launched by the Lawrence family had "helped to keep 
this case in the spotlight", implying that this event had 
been helpful in securing the recent convictions. In fact 
that private prosecution was disastrous and very nearly 

David Cameron is a traditional Tory toff from the 

privileged and wealthy elite Therefore, virtually  

everything he says and almost every political stance  

he adopts should be opposed and fought by socialists 

of our ilk. 

However, occasionally even a Public-School ponce 

like Cameron might say something half-way sensible - 

and Cameron has just done so. Like it or not (and I do 

not) Cameron is the Prime Minister of the UK (not 

England, which has no such office) and the Westmin-

ster parliament is the legislative body of the UK. For 

these reasons the constitutional future of all areas of 

the UK and all constituent parts of the union is very 

much his concern and he has not just the right, but an 

absolute duty, to intervene in developments that may 

affect the future of the UK. 

Likewise, I am a citizen of the UK (not England) and 

have every right to a say, and a vote, on any proposal 

that may affect the future of my country - especially  

if someone proposes to dismember that country, with 

severely detrimental affects on myself and all my  

fellow citizens, north and south of Hadrian's Wall. The 

failure of much of the left to confront and critically 

analyse noxious bollocks about "self-determination" 

has allowed this idiotic and infantile nationalist  

mantra to become some kind of sacred-cow to other-

wise intelligent and thoughtful leftists. 

Scotland has no more right to "self-determination"  

that the ancient and historic kingdom of Northumbria 

where I live and which included much of Scotland  

for lengthy periods of its history. Scotland is not an  

oppressed colony ground down under the heel of  

English imperialism and the demand for separation  

(or "self-determination") is a bourgeois nationalist  

fantasy which has been dangerously indulged for too 

long by too many progressives. The time has come  

for the left to come out with a principled line on the 

political future of Britain. The AGS should make  

a clear statement on this at our forthcoming  

Conference this Spring. 

Steve Radford  
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Class Hatred  by  Lizzie Shirley,   Folk Singer & Poet  

The venom was tangible  
As she pranced from her lair  
The words flew out  
Like snakes in the air,  
She hated, she loathed   
With cherished despair  
This middle -class girl  
With the indelicate air.  
 
ôOur folk music festivalõs  
No good any more,  

Because of the Chavs  
Who all break the law  
Theyõre heinous, theyõre brutes 
Theyõre rotten to the core.õ 
 
ôBut the worst I can think of 
The worst thing of all,  
Is not just that they  
Shout at old ladies,  
Not just that they eat crap galore.  
Not just that they live on council estates  

Or that their clothes are cheap and torn.  
No, their very worst crime,  

The one we deplore,  
Is that people called Chavs  
Are POOR.õ 
 
Theyõre worse than other races 
(Though I never use the òwordó) 
Theyõre worse than the tarts 
The Polish or the Kurds,  
Theyõre worse than the gays 
Who we now think are sweet.  
Chavs are the lowest  

The bottom of the heap.õ 
 
ôBut the worst I can think of 
The worst thing of all,  
Is not just that theyõre rude and lazy 
Not just that they do benefit fraud  
Not just that they act all the same  
The way they drink and brawl.õ 
 
ôNo, theyõre very worst crime, 
The one we deplore,  

Is that people called Chavs,  
Are POORõ. 
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In what way are these flagship elements of óCoalitionô 

policy ñFreeò? In what way are they an improvement on 

present state schools? 
 

Firstly, they are a very long way from being ñFreeò.  

They require new or converted buildings. They require 

teachers to staff the schools and, in many cases, as with 

current academies, they will end up by being run by 

businesses that own chains of schools, such as e-Ack 

and Harris, who receive 10s of millions of government 

(taxpayers) money and pay their executives huge sala-

ries (a number receiving well over £200,000 ï with 

highest head teacher salaries - in a large inner city sec-

ondary schools £112,000) 
 

Where does the money for setting up such a new school 

come from?  The government, but with no additional 

total funding for education. This means that state 

schools scheduled for re-building will not be allocated 

the money.  Pupils will be filched from other schools. 

This means less income for those, ultimately fewer 

teachers or poorer facilities ï a spiral of decline. Taking 

with one hand to feed the ideological other! 
 

Are there any benefits? No!  Academies, precursors of 

ñFreeò schools, have been shown to take just one half 

the percentage of pupils who are on free school dinners 

in state schools, a reflection on the number of poor ï 

both in economic and ability terms.  Academies have 

also been shown to select and to be quicker to expel 

difficult pupils. In regard to the curriculum, free schools 

will be virtually free to teach what they want. There are 

many proposed free schools that will have a religious 

basis with some, incredibly boasting about their nonsen-

sical creationist beliefs, one basing the curriculum on 

nine statements in Genesis, another with god playing a 

large part in science lessons!!  There are huge fears that 

such schools will also be homophobic in character.  
 

Do they work?  No! Sweden tried them and abandoned 

the project.  Claimed marginally better achievement 

levels were later found to be spurious and they were 

much more socially divisive. In the USA, they are 

called Charter Schools and, in general, despite corporate 

funding, they have not been successful. The highest at-

tainment levels in Europe are found in Finland where, 

guess what, all schools are state comprehensives, there 

are no faith schools, facilities are good and teachers are 

well-paid.  
 

What of control? There will be no public/parental input, 

either through governorships or locally accountable 

councillors. Governors will be appointed by the  

creators/owners. 

 Free Schools         by  John Severs 

AGS member John Severs draws attention to the growing government push to create special 

academies and specific faith schools. In his letter, printed on the previous page, he encourages 

readers to visit the petition which is specifically directed towards banning the teaching of 

Creationism (otherwise known as Intelligent Design) in schools, as if it were real science. 

A controversial book was 

published in 1972 called ñThe 

Limits to Growthò. Produced by a 

group of young scientists with the 

help of the computers of the time it 

created a furious response and 

was condemned by most national 

establishments as scaremongering.  

The book very carefully rejected 

any suggestion that it was making 

predictions, though it was on this 

charge that most of the opposition 

was based. 

It sought to offer a model of how 

the worldôs population, resources, 

services, industrial output and 

food supplies might pan out if 

everyone continued with business 

as usual. The big shock was that 

most of the projected curves 

seemed to take a sudden about-

turn sometime in the 2020s or 

2030s. Resources would plummet, 

followed by industrial output, food 

supply and population. 

The book was so badly mauled and 

misrepresented that it dropped off 

most peopleôs radar. However a 

number of groups of scientists 

have been revisiting the work, and 

running the original models 

through todayôs much more 

powerful and sophisticated 

computer analysis systems. 

Their conclusions are more or less 

the same as those arrived at 40 

years ago, but of course, that is of 

little value to us now, since the 

data available today are vastly 

different from original teamôs. 

The implications though are clear. 

Scientific rigour is not a 

significant factor when it comes to 

persuading governments and the 

people who elect them that our 

way of life is unsustainable. 

Though the collapses and 

reversions indicated by the 1972 

work have not yet actually come 

about, we are nonetheless moving 

almost precisely along the 

prediction curves that were 

produced all those years ago.   

Is it going to take one of the crises 

actually to befall us before our 

leaders wake up to reality? 

Unfortunately, nothing coming out 

of the Durban conference would 

suggest otherwise. 

BG 
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A 
s many of us know, 

we are under attack. 

It began long before 
the last general 

election. On one part of their 

election campaign, Andrew 
Lansley and Cameron were 

filmed outside a hospital, 
promising they would stop 

Brownõs cuts that would close 

Accident & Emergency at 
Chase Farm in Enfield. 

Predictably they were recently 

there again reneging on those 
promises.  

How are they allowed to get 
away with this? How and why 

do the public let them?  

How are the Condems allowed 

to ignore public opposition to 

the proposals the cross party 
MPs also oppose? How can they 

be allowed to get away with 

something that is clearly 
premeditated and will cause 

avoidable deaths?  

In my area of Epping Forest 

District in Essex, we are  on 

the border with the London 

Borough of Redbridge, and our 

nearest general hospital is King 
George in Chadwell Heath, 

Goodmayes, which comes 

under Ilford. Along with other 
comrades of Epping Forest 

Green Democratic Left, I joined 
the Campaign to Save King 

George Hospital at a meeting in 

Redbridge Town Hall, Ilford in 

February 2011. The cross party 
MPs and doctors agreed and 

warned that if Lansleyõs 

proposals are implemented 
people will die . A doctor and 

campaigner from Chase Farm 

in Enfield, whoõd also worked 
at King George attended the 

meeting and spoke very 
passionately to the audience 

about the importance of local 

general hospitals. The 
surrounding constituencies 

that would suffer due 

to the absence of a 
general hospitalõs 

A&E and maternity 

provision are 
Romford, Ilford 

North, Havering, 

Barking & 
Dagenham, South 

Woodford and the 

parts of Epping 
Forest district that 

borders Redbridge.  

King George Hospital 

is Redbridgeõs only 
hospital. The A&E 

and Maternity unit 

are to be shifted to 
Queens Hospital in 

Romford, 4½ miles 

from Goodmayes 

along the A12, widely regarded 

as the worst A road in Britain. 

There will be very much longer 
travel times to get to a hospital.  

Queens will be expected to 
serve the populations of 3 

London Boroughs, some 

700,000 people. Meanwhile 
inner London hospitals at 

Newham, Tower Hamlets and 
Hackney will each serve just 

one borough with an average of 
just over 200,000 people in 

each. Waltham Forest will be 

served by Whipps cross 
Hospital which is now also 

under threat.  

Queens is already unable to 

cope, frequently turning 

ambulances away because they 
are full. At the Campaign to 

Save King George Hospital 
meeting, the MP for Romford, 

in whose constituency Queens 

is, told how heõd witnessed 
some of this first hand during 

two weeks of December 2010. 

òWhen asked where the 
ambulances should go, the 

interim chief executive of 

Redbridge Hospitals replied,  

ôI donõt knowõó. 

In March 2011, Queens 
maternity unit was inspected 

by the independent panel 

which monitors whether 
hospitals are meeting the 

essential standards of quality 

and safety, called the Care 
Quality Commission, or CQC. 

The CQC statement states: 

òInspectors found that the 
maternity unit was often 
understaffed and that some of 
the staff were carrying out 

ALL IN THIS TOGETHER ? 
Allen Warner, a member of the Epping Forest Green Democratic Left takes a personal 

look at what is happening to Health Care provision in his own area. 

When asked where the ambulances should go, the interim 
chief executive of Redbridge Hospitals replied ñI donôt knowò. 


