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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. 
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For reasons of space we were not able to use this cartoon 

when it was first offered a year ago. 

However, recent events in Egypt seem to have made it eerily 

significant once more. 

Issue 61ðAutumn 2012 

 

In our next issue, we shall be examining the current European 

currency crisis and the austerity measures which the 

wealthier governments of the continent seem intent on 

imposing on the poorer. If you have any thoughts on this 

subject, will you please get in touch.  

We would like very much to hear from you. 
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T 
his column has never hidden its admiration 
for the writings of Thomas Paine , and in 
particular for his 1792 ñRightsò as the epitome 

of what Democratic Socialism should embody. The 
Right to determine how we are governed, the Right 
to determine who our governors shall be, and the 
Right to call them to account. This country, with an 
unelected second house and an unelected and 
unaccountable head of state still has some way to go 
before it achieves that true democracy. Even the 
United States, which so loudly claims to be purely 
democratic, owes its choice of leadership (with 
notable, but rare exceptions) more to the power of 
capital and to the personal wealth of those who rise 
to the top of the two main parties than to ability and 
the democratic will of the people. It is in this light that 
all the recent radical changes across North Africa 
and the Middle East, the so-called óArab Springô, 
should be viewed and assessed. In many of these 
countries, perhaps decades ago, revolutions 
occurred which deposed corrupt and decadent 
monarchies, and the world welcomed those bright 
new regimes. But how many of them degenerated to 
the point where once again efforts were being made 
to ensure that power was transferred not according 
to the will of the people but to, largely, the sons of the 
revolutionary leaders. 

Perhaps the worst and most bizarre example lies in 
North Korea, the self-styled prime example of a 
Peoplesô State. We now have the third successor in 
the Kim line, and if that is not simply a new monarchy 
under a different brand, then it is difficult to know how 
it might be described. 

Is it any wonder then that the turnout in the second 
round of the elections in the self-proclaimed secular 
state of Egypt was less than half of the electorate, 
when the choice being offered was between a 
religious candidate, and a member of the old 
discredited Mubarak cabinet?  The Egyptian people 
believed they had freed themselves of both such 
influences. For a country so new to the workings of 
democracy, this turnout is astonishing. By the time 
this edition of GS is published, the army may once 
again have intervened, and the process will be back 
where it started two years ago. 

 

R 
ight from the time of his first arrival in this 
country in 1969, when he bought the Sun 
and the News of the World, and certainly 

during the bitter conflict he initiated in 1986 with the 
print unions, Rupert Murdoch has been the object of  
vilification and contempt amongst the left wing of 
British politics. 

Suspicions and accusations about his jumping from 
side to side as he perceived his business interests 
were best served, and of his behind-the-scenes and 
underhand methods of undermining our political 
system seemed destined to remain in the province of 
left folklore. But the past few weeks and months of 

the Leveson enquiry have brought all manner of 
surprising and confirmatory testimony from often the 
most unexpected of sources. 

That Murdoch and his corrupt crew, his inept family, 
and all his sad, sorry, sordid little empire was a force 
for the worse in our lives has long been recognised. 
That it is now a matter of public court record is cause 
for great pleasure and celebration.  

Perhaps when our public prosecutors come to 
peruse the transcript of Leveson in some detail, we 
may look forward to the entire family, its hangers-on 
and its parasites, such as the appalling Brooks 
woman, spending considerable periods of time in 
places conducive to lengthy solitary reflection. 

In Sun-speak, óGOTCHAô ! 

David Cameron has made vague references at the 
Leveson enquiry to the need for better regulation of 
our press. And the same sorts of things have been 
uttered concerning the world of finance. That is about 
as much as we might safely expect from him. The 
Health service, our schools, the police and many 
other institutions have independent statutory bodies 
in one shape or another which can inspect and which 
can, to a greater or lesser degree (the sharpness of 
the teeth they possess does vary somewhat) order 
improvements or impose new regimes. The same is 
not and never has been true for the worlds of money 
and mass communication, and is long overdue. The 
financial services ombudsman is totally toothless and 
the Press Complaints Commission is about as useful 
as a Liberal politician in a Tory coalition. Our 
traditional óLight-touchô or self-regulation of the press 
and our banks has, time and again been shown to be 
useless. In particular, the outrageous behaviour of 
the Murdoch press should have been curbed long 
ago.  

 

O 
ur general theme for this edition has been 
to ask whether the implementation of 
Green Socialism can be cast in a positive 

light. It would be so easy to dwell morbidly on the 
doom and gloom which may beset our planet, and to 
allow our Left and Environmental priorities to be cast 
as undesirable necessities, as tipping points are 
passed and resources reach exhaustion. How much 
better to present Green Socialism as a force of 
positive good, in which the peoples of the world may 
live harmoniously and permanently. 

To this end, Malcolm Christie opens the debate with 
his analysis on page 3. Malcolmôs intention is to 
promote and provoke debate, and the matter is laid 
before our members for their reactions and their 
contributions. 

Join us ! See Page 9 

Editorial                      Bryn Glover  



A Better World Really is Possible! 
 Malcolm Christie, AGS treasurer. 
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Introduction  

The AGS is sometimes better at explaining all the 

things that are wrong with capitalism than we are 

in articulating the alternative. The idea behind this 

article is that a necessary condition for the world to 

abandon capitalism is that enough people should 

positively prefer to live in a Green Socialist society. I 

believe that an important part of this magazineôs 

purpose is to promote thought and discussion of what 

such a 

society 

might be 

like, as 

well as 

promoting 

its 

benefits. 

One notable exception was the AGSôs manifesto for 

the 2010 General Election, which made a real effort to 

restrict its critique of the status quo to less than half of 

its total content. If you have mislaid your copy, you 

can find it online at  

http://www.greensocialist.org.uk/ags/resources/

manifestos/downloads/agsmanifesto2010.pdf 

I recommend that you revisit that manifesto and let us 

know any ideas you may have for improving it for the 

next General Election in 2015 (if this government 

lasts that long!) I took that manifesto as my starting 

point in thinking about the sections that follow. 

 

Our ecomony 

It is widely believed that everyone, rich and poor 

alike, is happier in more equal societies. So the 

AGSôs policies of highly progressive taxation, a modest 

wealth tax and limiting top executivesô pay should all 

be popular, as well as paying for other positive changes. 

This will necessarily entail taking steps, such as closing 

down tax havens, to ensure that rich corporations and 

individuals really do pay the taxes they should. 

Nationalising the non-mutual parts of the financial 

sector will help in moving resources away from harmful 

and wasteful purposes and redirecting them to what 

people really need. Rational planning will help provide 

useful work for all who want it and also bring much 

greater 

stability to 

the economy. 

Democratic 

control of the 

great 

majority of 

economic organisations will re-orientate their 

governance towards the needs of the many. Changes to 

pensions and welfare systems will ensure that the old 

and the needy can live in reasonable comfort. 

It would be much better not to be bombarded with 

advertisements for things we donôt really need and 

which try to make us envy those who already have 

them. Not lumbering our young people with a burden of 

debt would also make the world a happier place.  

 

Our environment 

At first thought, reducing energy consumption seems 

to imply the need to make sacrifices. But second 

thoughts suggest a number of collateral benefits, in 

addition to reducing the threat of global warming. For 

example, I am glad to have visited New Zealand once in 

my life, but I never wish to undertake another twenty-

four hour plane journey. Similarly, why not live close to 

A little while ago, the AGS National Committee held a discussion on the implications of 

the fact that the worldôs human population currently consumes approximately four times 

the resources that our world is capable of generating. This discussion continued for a 

pretty depressing hour and a half and was in danger of concluding that people would 

need to be coerced in order to give up the benefits they perceive themselves as enjoying, 

under the present unsustainable system. 

In some exasperation Malcolm made a contribution to the effect that surely most people 

would prefer to live in a Green Socialist world, which would have many other advantages 

in addition to environmental sustainability.  

Naturally the National Committee invited him to take this idea and turn it into an article 

to promote discussion throughout the Alliance. 

So what is there about a Green 

Socialist future which is not to like?  
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where you work, 

or find another job 

near to where you 

live, and thereby 

avoid the time, 

expense and hassle 

of commuting? 

Again, why not 

learn to enjoy 

more locally 

grown food, which 

reflects the 

changing seasons? 

And wouldnôt you 

prefer to travel by 

good public 

transport, rather 

than having to 

drive your own car 

for most journeys? 

The countryside 

would benefit 

from farming 

being reorganised 

on co-operative 

lines, rather than 

being driven by 

the profits of 

supermarkets and 

agri-business. 

More investment 

in renewable 

energy would be 

much better than 

road schemes or 

airport expansions. 

 

Our public services 

More than once in thinking about this article, I have 

caught myself nostalgically remembering the best 

aspects of the 1950s! At that time utilities and other 

public services really were public and were mainly 

delivered through nationalised industries and local 

councils. Prescriptions were free and you did not have 

to pay for dentistry or other services delivered through 

the NHS. Education in England was much less uneven 

in quality following the 1944 Education Act and the 

establishment of Local Education Authorities. There 

was a great deal of house building going on, including 

social housing being provided by councils. Not only 

was all this the actual case, but there was (or at least 

appeared to be at the time) a broad political consensus 

that these arrangements were all for the best.  

I really hope we can achieve something like that again 

in my lifetime. But I hope we do not have to go through 

something as bad as WW2 in order to find the necessary 

social cohesiveness and solidarity to underpin it. 

 

Our people and government 

I began by expressing the view that enough people 

have to want a Green Socialist society, in order for 

capitalism to be superseded. Another necessary 

condition is that the political system should become 

more genuinely democratic and that human rights and 

freedoms should be upheld.  

The 2010 manifesto worked through what this might 

mean in terms of political system, law and policing, 

foreign affairs, peace and the international order etc. 

My overall summary of it is that in a Green Socialist 

world people will be much nicer to each other and that 

they will learn to work more effectively together for 

the common good. 

 

Conclusion  

So what is there about a Green Socialist future 

which is not to like? And if we can persuade enough 

people to like the prospect, why shouldnôt we have it? 
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T 
he privatised energy 

companies, along with the 

other privatised utilities, are 

notorious for the  manner in which 

they treat their household customers. 

You are fined in effect if you decline 

to be overcharged by direct debit, and 

if you do sign up to it you get robbed. 

It all helps to generate mega-profits.  

 

Even that however is not the worst of 

it. In the name of consumer choice 

electricity and gas are set up to 

compete with each other, and these 

with nuclear, coal, oil (yes, the North 

Sea still has some) and renewables, 

equally in mutual competition. In 

addition the electricity system is 

fragmented between several separate 

huge companies, likewise in 

competition with each other. It adds up 

to the economics of the madhouse, but 

there is even worse news. 

 

Our Condem government (ógreenest 

government everô, supposedly) is 

alleged to have a long-term energy 

policy or at least a perspective ï there 

are claimed to be percentage targets 

reaching to 2050 for the various forms 

of power generation. Whatever you 

might think of such targets ï and 

evidently green activists have serious 

reservations ï recent media discussion 

demonstrates that the market 

consensus embodied in the main 

parties hasnôt a clue about how even 

these modest and dubious objectives 

might be achieved. 

 

The primary assumption is that 

neoliberal privatised utility companies 

will continue into the indefinite 

future. That might just possibly, 

however unlikely, represent a 

feasible option if the corporations 

were to be centrally controlled by 

government and their investment 

and output laid down according to 

strict guidelines over which the 

proprietors had no control or 

influence. However the discussion 

of energy strategy makes it clear 

that such an approach is considered 

unthinkable. Instead all the 

discussion is all about how the 

markets can be manipulated to 

encourage competing profiteers to 

do what is required. Market rules, 

OK. 

 

Keynes once remarked that it was 

an unfortunate fact that the real 

material economy, with all its ups 

and downs, was the by-product of a 

casino. That is evidently how our 

energy future is envisaged, and the 

result is all too predictable. Leaving 

aside the environmental disaster 

certain to result, the outcome will 

be a general socio-economic crisis 

such as to make the present one 

look like the proverbial vicarage tea 

party. 

 

Two concrete examples, both in 

Scotland, which is often assumed to 

be somewhat shielded from Tory 

malevolence, give a hint of things 

to come. In Shetland, which has a 

great deal of wind,  a Scottish 

power company, which had the 

local council in its pocket, intends 

to construct a gigantic onshore 

windfarm. The construction, owing 

to local conditions, might mean 

severe environmental damage and 

certainly will degrade amenity. 

Southern Scottish Electricity, after 

earlier promises that it would 

respect local sensibilities, has now 

publicly declared that it will 

override local opposition and go 

ahead regardless, thereby giving 

renewables a bad name. The 

Scottish SNP government, which 

was equally in the pocket of the US 

squillionaire and climate change 

denier Donald Trump, has run into 

trouble with him because it has 

undertaken to build an offshore 

windfarm which he is screaming 

will spoil the view from his very 

controversial golf course, and he 

now threatens all manner of 

reprisals. 

 

An energy policy for the future that 

respects the needs of consumers as 

well as those of the environment is 

an urgent necessity, but will only 

be possible if it is not ruled by 

market priorities. It is a grim 

thought that while even a decent 

social democratic administration 

could do something in that 

direction, any such possibility is 

made in media discourse to look 

like an unreachable utopia and 

would require a hard struggle. 

Better therefore to go directly for 

the green socialist option, which 

will be harder still ï but give us the 

result without having to bribe 

capital to show some basic 

responsibility. 

British Energy Policy       Willie Thompson 

The Alliance for Green Socialism held its Annual Conference in 

April of this year, arising from which a number of campaigning 

priorities for the coming year have been agreed by the National 

Committee. 

These will be: 

¶ The Government Betrayal of the Environment 

¶ Defending the Welfare State 

¶ Ruling Class Rip-Offs 

To facilitate discussion on the first, a summary has been 

prepared of the environmental manifesto commitments of the 

two coalition partners, as well as a couple of promises that new 

labour made. If you would like an e-mail copy of this summary, 

will you please contact the editor by the e-mail address inside 

the front cover of this issue. 

For the second topic, AGS member Bob Archer has prepared an 

analysis of the condition of the Welfare State, and this will be 

discussed at the next meeting of the National Committee. The 

list of Principles for Clinical Commissioning Groups prepared 

by Dr John Lister will also feature in this discussion. This list is 

to be found on page 10. 

ñRuling class Rip-Offsò will cover such topics as the 

widespread use of off-shore accounts. Why would anyone other 

than someone legitimately working overseas require such an 

account if not for the purpose of tax dodging? 
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Memories, philosophical turning-points, books, 

speakers, experiences making me the Green 

Socialist I am today? 

Actually thatôs not quite what I am, for Iôm a 

ñCradle Christian Socialistò and an 

ñunreconstructed Bevaniteò who holds that 

Socialism embodies environmental concerns, 

and that overemphasis on climate future threats 

distracts us from the present threat, nay fact of 

world poverty, starvation, deaths from 

preventable illness, and in Britain the shameful 

excesses of poverty and wealth which result in 

life-expectancies a decade or so less in deprived 

areas than in the fat-catteries of entrenched Tory strongholds. Get your social and monetary justice right, 

and the planet will be righted by commonsense. 

Our C of E Primary School catechism taught us that ñour duty towards our neighbourò is to ñlove him (sic) 

as myself and to do to everyone as I wish theyôd do to me.ò This linked later with Dickensô ñGirl Number 

20ò in ñHard Timesò who, when asked by her school inspector, ñWhat is the first principle of political 

economy?ò gave the absurd answer ñto do unto all men as I would they should do unto me.ò 

Point made ï religion is politics! 

Then my great father, a 1930s coal-carter and blue-collar factory worker, and a Scot from Red Clydeside, 

gave an impeccable socialist lead. At grammar school during WW2, some of us were keen on post-war 

planning, and were delighted by Tory by-election defeats. Attleeôs quiet insistence on planning the use of 

the nationôs resources was so obviously correct! 

After college I became a Chemistry lecturer at Lancaster FE college, and was Labour candidate for 

Morecambe & Lonsdale at the 1958 by-election, and the 1959 and 1964 general elections. This brought me 

into contact with Wilson, Greenwood and others, especially Castle ï people of different calibre from todayôs 

ñtonguestersò ï and the joy of hearing Bevanôs magnificent swansong at the 1959 Labour Conference in 

Blackpool. But it wasnôt ñformativeò: I was already formed. 

Spiritually, the decisive sermon was preached by Canon Joe Butterworth at Grange-over-Sands in the 1960s, 

to the effect that a true church is not mainly 

clerical but is participative by all members. 

Work pressures supervened till I retired in 

1983, and I was effectively Todmordenôs 

Labour Agent for Foot and early Kinnock, 

with their CND-cum-pull-out-of-the-EU 

platform. I was ñbeachedò by the Blair coup 

of 1994, and came in contact with Celia 

Foote when she sought Calder Valleyôs help 

after Head Office had thrown Liz Davies, 

Leeds NE selectee, to the dogs to reassure 

Tory voters that weôd surrendered. 

But some of us hadnôt! 

C 
ontinuing our series of personal 

recollections of how we came to 

embrace our beliefs in Green 

Socialism, ñunreconstructed 

Bevaniteò Frank McManus tells a familiar story 

of disillusionment with the present-day 

ñtonguestersò who run the Labour Party. 

All GS readers are invited to reflect on how 

they themselves progressed to their current 

positions, and to share those reflections with all 

our membership. 



ñwithout fear or favour, affection or ill-willò. Yet 

our courts have clearly specialised in ill-will, in 

supine deference to an interfering State under MPs 

who looted their claims office, as portrayed in the 

artwork accompanying Garthôs article. (And one 

obese banker looted the people more than all the 

MPs put together). I shudder to think of the damage 

being done to their young prisoners, not all of whom 

will have been able to appeal to a saner court. Sow 

the wind and you reap the whirlwind, as the prophet 

said of old! 

 

Councillor Frank McManus JP. 

 
Among the list of doomsday scenarios added to nuclear 
war, climate change, GM food etc is the often 
overlooked but real threat of a strayed or threat from 
an impact bound asteroid. 
Perhaps if such a scenario is in the future a real 
possibility, surely it is not beyond the imagination or 
general work of mankind to avoid such danger by 
constructing underground 
cities, homes, transport and 
communications, even water 
supplies and animal and 
agricultural facilities in order to 
protect men and animals from 
a destructive event. Of course 
the list of possible means or 
items for sanctuary or 
underground mass protection is not inexhaustive but 
both the outer and underground environments could 
be more properly and appropriately used for all sorts of 
both traditional and new beneficial purposes before 
and after such an event once the initial problem has 
been encountered. 
I think as a supporter of green socialist ideas that it 
would be very appropriate for a journal like green 
socialist to explore such an issue and for green socialists 
to widely debate this problem and bring any solutions 
to public attention. 
 

Ian Hodgkinson. 

The evaluation of Gordon McLennan in Steve 
Radford's Obituary (Green Socialist 57, Autumn 
2011) is a useful corrective to the misinformation 
perpetrated on the internet by the CPB and its 
supporters. However, Steve's interpretation of the 
events leading up to the 1980s split in the CPGB 
and its 1991 disbandment is open to question. 
Costello's attack on the Eurocommunist strand 
within the Party was not because it was anti -union 
but because of its Gramscian political perspective of 
building a new historic bloc (or broad democratic 
alliance) that was not economistic. Of course, this 
involved criticism of the economism of much trade 
union activity, but it was not anti -union. The 1970s 
saw the emergence of three strands within the 
CPGB: the uncritically pro-Soviet, the Stalinists or 
'tankies', of which Costello was a leading member; 
the centre, of which Gordon Mclennan was a key 
figure, seeking to hold together the irreconcilable; 
and the Eurocommunists, working towards a radical 
left democratic alternative to the emerging 
Thatcherite radical right, of which I was a member. 
At the 1977 Congress the centre allied with the 
Eurocommunists against the Stalinists to replace the 
concept of the'anti -monopoly alliance' with that of 
the 'broad democratic alliance'. At the 1979 
Congress it allied with the Stalinists against the 
Eurocommunists to defeat our proposals for the 
democratisation of inner-Party life. The rest (the 
1980s) is history. 

Pat Devine 

 
My compliments to Garth Frankland for his article on 

ñThe Riotsò in your Winter 2011 issue No 57. I deplore 

the violent rioting even though it was, in part at least, a 

fruit of years of deliberate neglect of the deprived. 

Yet I am no less horrified by 

the response of the 

magistracy in general. For 

those who passed sentences 

which were greater crimes 

than the crimes of peripheral 

looting did so in defiance of 

the ñunwritten constitutionò 

that the judiciary shall act 

independently of the executive. 

Every magistrate will have sworn an oath or made an 

affirmation pledging her or him to administer justice 

page 7 

Letters and  
e-mails  

Apology 
 

GS 59 carried a letter in support of the lawyer Imran 

Khan, refuting the contents of a letter which had 

appeared in issue 58. We regret that somewhere in the 

production process, the name of the writer of the 

second letter, Liz Davies , had been omitted. 

Our apologies to Liz for this omission. 
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A RAP FOR PEACE 
 

Invent a phrase 
To psycho-faze 

The aim: bemuse 
And to confuse. 

Afghanistan, 
A distant land. 
Created, hell ! 

By infidel. 
Oôer centuries 

Brits tried but fled, 
Defeated by 

Their warrior tribes. 
And now once more 

We wage a war 
That will be lost. 

But, at whose cost? 
óCollateral damageô, 
A well used phrase. 

Innocents die, 
The children cry, 

The widows weep, 
The corpses heap. 
óCollateral damageô. 

The people rage, 
They cannot hide 

This genocide 
Ordered by Blair, 

With polished flair. 
Heôs now pursued 
By lawyers true. 
Held óguiltyô now, 

Revolving ï power ! 
óOperational accidentsô, 

A new found phrase. 
Our soldiers die, 

Their mothers cry, 
Their fathers sigh, 

Their friends ask why? 
We question - why? 
We question - why? 

 
Pete Relph 

Climate Sound Bites 
A  climate scientist, Pieter Tans, of the 

American National Oceanic and 

Atmospheric Administration has reported 

that the concentration of carbon dioxide in 

the atmosphere over the Arctic during the 

month of April rose for the first time over 

the symbolic 400 parts per million level 

(ppm). 

That the level should rise to a peak in April 

is not in itself remarkable because CO2 

levels in the two separate hemispheres 

always rise during Winter and then begin to 

fall as plants become more active in 

Summer. However, the annual average for 

2012 will still be at the significantly high 

level of 393 ppm. 

This finding was confirmed by the Japanese 

Meteorological Agency which recorded 

levels over 400 ppm for both March and 

April. The big problem for climate 

scientists is that their science tells them 

without question that levels of carbon 

dioxide in the atmosphere will reach a level 

known as the ñTipping Pointò beyond 

which feedback mechanisms will kick in 

and we shall experience runaway 

greenhouse effects. However, they do not 

know what that point will be, or whether, 

indeed, we may already have passed it. 

The deafening silence from the news 

media, the politicians and the industrialists 

of the world to this piece of news has been 

startling. Has everyone given up? 

Maybe a contributory factor for the 

Japanese readings was the fact that having 

closed down all their nuclear facilities, that 

country has reported a 40% rise in the 

amount of coal, gas and oil it burned 

compared with a similar period in 2011. 

Deputy prime minister, Katsuya Okada, has 

just announced that his countryôs plans for 

a 25% cut in emissions from 1990 levels by 

2020 will now be revised ! 

 

T he USA may be home to the worldôs 

most virulent Climate change deniers, 

but that country also seems to produce 

rather more than its share of good scientific 

analyses of the possible effects that our way 

of life may have on our descendents. 

A report from the US Natural Resources 

Defense Council warns that by the end of 

the century climate change will be 

responsible for approximately 8 times as 

many days of ñextreme heatò as we 

currently experience. 

Extreme heat events are not formally 

defined, but they occur at times of 

unusually high atmospheric pressure in 

windless, cloudless conditions. Their 

effects are exacerbated by high humidity, 

and put simply, they are killers, especially 

for the older members of the population 

who are much more vulnerable in this 

respect. The most recent example in Europe 

was in 2003 when over 35,000 people died 

as a direct result of heat exposure, with the 

worst of the effects being seen in Paris. 

Currently about 1330 Americans die each 

year from extreme heat events. The report 

suggests that this figure could rise to nearly 

5000, but also points out that an ageing 

population would most likely see this rise 

even higher. 

March 2012 was the hottest March on 

record for most of the USA. How much 

more warning do they need? 

 

O ne little-reported effect of our 

warming world has appeared in an 

article in the Journal of Comparative 

Physiology. A warmer World may well 

become a more poisonous one. 

Plants in general do not appreciate being 

eaten by herbivores and many have 

developed defences such as the production 

of toxins. Herbivores in response, have 

evolved ways in which they can process 

those toxins, and the balance between the 

two has been echoing down the ages of 

evolution. In general, animals solve the 

problem by eating a wide range of plants 

and so minimise the intake of any one 

toxin. 

However, a suddenly warming world  is 

about give advantage to the plants for two 

reasons. The first is that a hotter 

environment seems to diminish the ability 

of some herbivores to metabolise the 

toxins, while at the same time, increasing 

the plantsô ability to make them. One of the 

studies reported concerned the ability of 

mice to handle the plant toxin, caffeine. We 

may enjoy our regular intake of caffeine, 

but it should not be forgotten that it arose as 

a defensive compound in the first place.  

Laboratory mice kept at an ambient 

temperature of 36°C rather than their usual 

26°C  were poisoned by just one fifth of the 

dose of caffeine. 

The effect will be seen in a most 

pronounced way in the arid regions of the 

world where herbivores subsist on a more 

limited range of plant foodstuffs. The 

Arabian oryx finds its diet from a very few 

plants, and if one of these manages to 

increase its toxicity, then these animals may 

become seriously endangered.              BG 



AFFORDABLE HOUSING  
by 

Geoff Boughton 

A 
ffordable housing! Affordable to whom, I 

ask? This way of describing the cost of 

housing, whether to rent or buy, is bandied 

about by politicians both local and national 

of all parties. Anybody with half a brain knows this to 

be nonsense. I live in a town called Loughton in South 

West Essex on a council estate called Debden. I first 

moved here in 1947 at the tender age of 4 and more re-

cently in 1973. I shall use this area to make my housing 

cost comparisons. 

In 1947 the Debden estate was built by the óLondon 

County Councilô to re-house people from London made 

homeless by the bombing. A large amount of this work 

was carried out by Italian POWs and so there is some 

dispute as to the actual cost of building. This varies be-

tween £500 and £1000, so I will use the higher figure so 

I cannot be accused of exaggerating the figures. At that 

time my father, a skilled worker, earned about £10 per 

week. Present day prices for a 3-bedroom house are 

£250,000 plus. That is a 250-fold increase in cost. 

Please note I did not say real value. Therefore, to keep 

pace my fatherôs wage would have to be Ã2,500 per 

week. 

On the basis of those figures, very few people can af-

ford to buy, so what are the alternatives? Renting in the 

private sector is being pushed by the Tory Party. Lots of 

juicy carrots are being offered to property owners, ie up 

to £50,000 to repair an empty property, lease it to the 

Council for 3 years and then get it back with vacant 

possession to let it out at whatever the local ómarketô 

rent happens to be. In Debden an ex-council 3 bedroom 

house costs between £1,100 to £1,200 pcm.  

That is definitely not affordable to the vast majority of 

people. Councils are being forced to bring their rents 

into line with Housing Associations. A 3 bedroom 

council house at present is just under £100 per week 

round here but will increase by about 28% in the next 4 

years. Trouble is with 5,700 on the EFDC housing list 

there is not much hope. 

This council is promising to build a whole 20 new 

houses each year for 6 years, which is not going to 

make much of a dent in the housing list. These new 

build houses will not be for rent at social rent levels, oh 

no, up to 80% of market rents. This is what they (the 
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Geoff Boughton is the chair of the 

Epping Forest Green and 

Democratic Left. 

Government/Local Government) 

have the audacity to call 

óaffordableô and again I have to 

ask, affordable to whom? 80% of 

£1100 is £880 pcm. People who 

work hard and long hours are 

being forced to go begging, cap 

in hand to the stinking rotten 

benefit system and made to feel 

second class. 

Epping Forest District Council 

(EFDC) for years has had to hand 

over a large chunk of its housing 

revenue to the Government to 

help pay debts of other councils. 

Last year that was £9.7 million, 

just over 40% of its income from 

rent. Think how many houses 

could be built with that each year. 

Now the rules have changed. The 

council, under the Localism Bill 

have to borrow £180 million to 

pay this debt to the Government. 

By the time that is paid not many homes are going to 

be built. This is referred to as self-financing if anyone 

wishes to look it up. 

So why are we in this terrible situation with our hous-

ing? Some take the easy option and blame it on immi-

gration. Well, I accept that if you bring people into the 

country and donôt build homes for them it will exacer-

bate an existing problem, and the blame for that can 

be put squarely on the Government. After the war 

Clement Attlee and the Labour Government started a 

house building programme even though WWII had 

left the UK broke. Homes for Heroes. This ran out of 

steam and here we are in this awful mess caused by 

both the major parties and the culture of greed in the 

housing market. Oh yes, how many have bragged about 

what their houses are worth now? Those who could do 

something about it, developers, builders, Government 

officials and politicians donôt want to discuss the reality 

of the situation as it suits them to keep prices sky high 

and the housing market solvent. 

What is the answer?  

Discuss, decide, take action. You tell me! 

Aerial view of Loughton 

Principles for adoption by NHS Clinical Commissioning Groups 

A list of basic requirements prepared by Dr John Lister 
 

ASK YOUR GP SURGERY IF THEY WILL SEEK TO HAVE THEIR CC GROUP ADOPT THESE SIX PRINCIPLES  
 
1) This CCG will uphold the principle of "first do no harm": we will take no action and adopt no policy that might 
undermine our patients' continued access to existing local health services that they need, trust and rely upon. 
 

2) In the spirit of clinically led commissioning, we reserve entirely the right to decide whom we contract with to 
provide services for our patients. We will take those decisions on the basis of the best interests of our patients and 
wider local communities, and we will refuse to allow Any Qualified Provider to be imposed on us from above. 
 

3) In the interests of transparency we will not engage in any contracts which impose conditions of commercial 
confidentiality. Once agreed and signed the contract will be open to public scrutiny. 
 

4) We will also work on an óopen bookô basis with providers and joint commissioners. 
 

5) We will consult with the local LINk/Local Healthwatch and local communities before implementing any significant 
changes during the development of our commissioning plans, and on any issues that might affect the quality of, or 
access to local healthcare for local people 
 

6) Our CCG Board will make all major decisions relating to local services in public session and the LINk/Local 
Healthwatch will be able to raise questions and issues throughout our meeting. 


