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SYRIA CEASEFIRE
Imperialist powers are manipulating
Kurdish and Arab forces as they 
prepare sectarian partition P6

After the election we need
fundamental democratic
changes to Labour’s 
internal regime P5

THEREDFLAG

BY LAUNCHING their coup following the
Brexit vote, the PLP totally deflected the
Labour Party from its prime duty of mobilis-
ing the population against the new Tory gov-
ernment that has only a wafer-thin majority.
The anti-Corbyn campaign has now lasted a
full three months, allowing Theresa May an
uninterrupted honeymoon, as the media tar-
geted Corbyn, in full support of the plotters.

TORY DIVISIONS
Neither the Brexiteers and their think tanks,
nor the Tory Remainers have the slightest idea
how to dislocate Britain from its 40-year-old
partnership with Europe. They remain deeply
divided between those who want to negotiate
as much of EU membership conditions as they
can (i.e. full access to the single market), and
those who want to break with the EU alto-
gether and negotiate bi-lateral trade deals with
individual countries. May’s mantra, “Brexit
Means Brexit” solves nothing. 

Now Health Secretary Jeremy Hunt’s “seven
day NHS” – which has alienated 54,000 junior
doctors on whom the health service heavily
depends – has been shown up for the ridicu-
lous diversion it is.

Chris Hopson, chief executive of NHS
Providers, says, “It is impossible to deliver it

on the current level of staff and on the current
money available”. On the contrary, the NHS is
on the brink of closing services, cutting staff
and rationing treatment. Hospitals face immi-
nent bankruptcy… and winter, the traditional
time for a crisis, is three months away.

Theresa May’s bright idea to bring back
grammar schools, with the patronising pro-
viso that 25 per cent of the places will be allo-
cated to “poor children”, has immediately
roused critics. Former education secretary
Nicky Morgan and Ofsted chief Michael
Wilshaw have both said it would undo 50
years of progressive school reforms.

In short, the Tories are beatable – if the
labour movement gets its act together.

ACTION PLAN
Labour’s Annual Conference needs to call a
halt to the backbiting and sabotage of Jeremy
Corbyn and his Shadow Cabinet. The PLP
rebels need to be told to back a campaign to
fight the Tories’ wrecking plans.
Conference should adopt an action pro-
gramme of major reforms. 

• Restore the NHS to health: cancel all debts
to the PFI sharks; train more doctors, nurses
and staff and raise their wages. Abolish the in-
ternal market and the Trusts.

• Stop May’s “Back to the ’50s” reactionary
grammar school utopia and pledge the cre-
ation of a National Education Service from
nursery  to university to adult education. We
need grants, not fees, for all. For a fully com-
prehensive system with no selection,  an end
to league tables and the semi-privatised status
of free schools and academies.

• Solve the housing crisis, with a huge
housebuilding programme, encouraging
Labour local authorities to build council
houses at genuinely affordable rents. Regener-
ate areas that suffer from high unemployment
and insecure, low paid jobs; draw up public in-
vestment plans and tool up workers with the
skills to do the work.

Who is going to pay for all this? Labour
needs to answer: the rich with their vast piles
of inherited wealth, the fat cats in the City
with their eye-watering bonuses, and the
bosses at Sports Direct, Hermes, BHS and
elsewhere, shysters who steal from their em-
ployees and deny them even the minimum
wage.

That is what a government-in-waiting looks
like. But Labour’s hundreds of thousands of
members, and millions in the affiliated  trade
unions shouldn’t “wait” for a Labour govern-
ment  – we should fight for it now!
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Purge of Party
members must
be reversed 
Thousands of members have
been suspended for spurious
reasons. The compliance unit
is targeting Corbyn support-
ers as well as activists from
Labour’s left wing groups.
The NEC claims that ‘only’
3,000 have been purged, but
John McDonnell has said he
believes the true figure is
much higher - we agree. The
Compliance Unit should be
scrapped and replaced with
an accountable system. All
socialists should be rein-
stated and bans on left wing
groups lifted. 
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Superpower
tensions set to
increase
The Hangzhou meeting of
the world’s most powerful
countries saw Barack Obama
snubbed by his hosts amid
increasing rivalry between
the two powers over Syria
and China’s military buildup
in the South China Sea. The
ratification of the Paris 2015
Climate Treaty failed to dis-
tract from the failure to make
headway on economic and
military disputes. 
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Where we stand
AGAINST AUSTERITY

100% opposition to Tory austerity. No cuts to
welfare, services, jobs or pay.

End cruel benefits sanctions – stop forcing dis-
abled people to work.

Tax the rich, not the poor: raise taxes on busi-
ness and the wealthy. Clamp down on tax avoid-
ance.

A PLANNED ECONOMY
Take over the banks and financial institutions

without compensation. Merge the banks into a sin-
gle state-owned investment bank under direct
democratic control of the working class majority.

Jobs for all. For a massive programme of in-
vestment to create socially useful, sustainable
jobs. End precarious working – make casual con-
tracts permanent, including apprenticeships.

Share the work. Cut the hours to a maximum
30 hour working week and reduce the retirement
age to 60 for all.

Promote a planned shift to sustainable energy.
Nationalise the top monopolies under workers

control and without compensation. This to include
the great food, water, energy, transport, infrastruc-
ture, pharmaceutical, manufacturing, property, re-
tail, technology and telecoms conglomerates.

Draw up a socialist economic plan through
mass direct democracy, matching production and
distribution to popular need not private greed.

Cancel the national debt to the private bond-
holders and refuse to submit to blackmail from in-
ternational financial institutions.

END EXPLOITATION
Raise the minimum wage to £10 an hour, for

all, regardless of age.
Work or full pay. Benefits for the unemployed

and pensions for the retired at the level of mini-
mum wage or final salary, whichever is higher.
Pensions to be nationalised and guaranteed.

End the pay freeze. Peg wages to a people’s
cost of living index.

PUBLIC SERVICES 
Build and improve publicly owned social hous-

ing all over Britain, freezing rents, guaranteeing
tenancies, stopping the sell-off of estates.

A National Education Service from cradle to
grave, free at the point of delivery. Bring all schools
and nurseries under public ownership under con-
trol of parents, teachers and pupils.

Massive investment in health including mental
health services.

Scrap student fees and loan schemes. A living

grant for all.
End PFI/PPP and renationalise privatised serv-

ices. Restore local democracy: end the cap on
local authority spending.

DEMOCRACY
Abolish anti-trade union laws. Employment pro-

tection from day one.
Votes at 16 for all regardless of nationality.
Nationalise the media, guarantee right to reply,

launch new mass media under democratic control
of the labour movement.

Abolish the Monarchy, the House of Lords, the
Privy Council.

For a single chamber, elected by proportional
representation.

Self-determination for Scotland and Wales, in-
cluding the right to separate from the UK if a ma-
jority choose it.

NO TO OPPRESSION
No to racism in all its forms, to Islamophobia,

anti-Semitism and national chauvinism.
No to sexism, complete equality for women,

equal pay now.
No to oppression and discrimination against

lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender people.
Free abortion on demand.
24-hour free childcare facilities for all.
No to discrimination on grounds of disability.

Abolish Work Capability Assessment, reinstate all
benefits.

INTERNATIONALISM
Cancel Trident.
Britain out of NATO.
Welcome refugees and migrants. Yes to free-

dom of movement, no to immigration controls.
No more imperialist wars. Britain out of NATO.

Troops out of Afghanistan, Eastern Europe, Ire-
land and all overseas postings.

Don’t bomb Syria – no to British wars. Solidarity
with Syrians and Kurds fighting ISIS and Assad.

Stop backing Israel, its occupations and wars.
Boycott Israel and support Palestinian self-deter-
mination and the return of Palestinian refugees.

Break ties with the far right Ukrainian govern-
ment.

Not a penny or a person for the defence of the
billionaires’ system. Not a standing army loyal to
the establishment, but a defence force of the work-
ing class majority.

No to the undemocratic institutions of the EU.
No to a British nationalist walkout – for a United
Socialist States of Europe.

THE LABOUR MOVEMENT
We can revive the Labour Party and the trade

unions, recruiting the young and the old, the work-
ing and the unemployed, the casual workers,
women, black and Asian people, migrant workers,
LGBT people, the skilled and unskilled, the man-
ual and the office workers.

End the bans on socialists and the purge of new
members. Restore the right of local Labour Parties
to select and if necessary deselect their local and
parliamentary candidates.

Full policy-making powers to be in the hands of
the membership, not the MPs or grandees.

Labour MPs to be under the democratic control
of the party’s membership, not the other way
round.

For a democratic and socialist constitution for
Labour that sets public ownership and socialism
as our goals.

For workplace Labour Party branches and
mass Labour women’s, BME, LGBT and youth or-
ganisations.

Labour councils should refuse to carry out Tory
cuts and rally nationwide resistance including co-
ordinated strike action against undemocratic Tory
disqualifications and any attempted imposition of
commissioners.

All Labour and union officials to be subject to
regular re-election and to the right of the members
to recall them, and to be paid the average wage
of the workers they represent.

For cross-union and cross-industrial commit-
tees of workers that can take action even against
the wishes of union officials where necessary.

Workers of all countries, unite – build  an inter-
national union of revolutionary socialist parties.

REVOLUTION
A left-wing Labour government should not ac-

cept the sabotage of the rich, but should be a
workers’ government and take power out of the
hands of the unelected civil servants, CEOs, se-
curity chiefs and generals.

We need a mass party committed to revolution,
which will mean the forcible dispossession of the
ruling class through direct action from below,
breaking up their unelected apparatus of coercion,
taking power into the hands of workers’ councils
and a working class defence force.

Today hundreds of thousands of people are
changing British politics. Soon millions can change
Britain. All together, we can bring down the Tories
and open the road to a working class government
and a social revolution.
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Red Flag is an organisation that campaigns
for a mass working class party with social-
ist policies.  

We are members of the Labour Party be-
cause we believe that under new leadership
it can help the working class defeat auster-
ity and put forward a radical alternative. 

We want to see Labour adopt a new pro-
gramme that is the product of democratic
debate at all levels of the party. We support
the call for a special conference to adopt
the programme and institute genuine
democracy to ensure the party’s leaders
and representatives are genuinely account-
able to the members. 

Our newspaper aims to foster debate
and promote comprehensive socialist poli-
cies to meet the needs of the working class
and all people oppressed by capitalism. 

We stand for the principle that there can
be no socialism without women’s libera-
tion and no women’s liberation without so-
cialism and work to instill consistent
anti-sexist attitudes and policies in all parts
of the movement.

As anti-racists we oppose all forms of
prejudice and discrimination based on
skin colour, religion or nationality. 

Within the trade unions, community or-
ganisations and progressive campaigns we
work for the greatest possible unity in ac-
tion. 

Our goal is a socialist society in which
the industrial, environmental and cultural
resources of the world are managed collec-
tively in order to meet the needs of all and
abolish poverty, exploitation, oppression
and conflict.

Red Flag welcomes debate within the
movement. Please email your letters, 
reports or articles for consideration to the
editors at contact@redflagonline.org. 

REDFLAGONLINE.ORG

07478330061

RED FLAG @REDFLAGLABOUR

EDITORS: JEREMY DEWAR & KD TAIT

BM BOX 7750 
LONDON WC1N 3XX
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THIS YEAR’S restrictions on Labour’s inter-
nal democratic life are without precedent
since the 1980s. At a time when hundreds
of thousands are joining the party, av-
enues for participation in political discus-
sion and decision making have been
almost entirely sealed off. 

Campaigning for the local and mayoral
elections followed by the EU referendum
saw regular meetings suspended. This was
immediately followed by the PLP-initi-
ated coup and the NEC’s decision to close
down the party - precisely at the time
when there should be more discussion,
not less. 

Labour’s historic contest between the
right and left has been punctuated by at-
tacks on the democratic rights of mem-
bers: suspensions, purges, meetings
closed, CLPs shut down. These bureau-
cratic means of silencing debate are how
the PLP and the party apparatus protect
their privileges and avoid accountability
to the membership. 
The blatant attempt to gerrymander the

election which saw the party’s officials
purging and suspending the electorate in
the middle of the election reveals the
bankruptcy and desperation of Corbyn’s
opponents. A recent meeting hosted by
right wing factions Labour First and
Progress saw key Blairite leaders set out
their strategy in the event of a Corbyn vic-
tory: more elections, more sabotage. They
are preparing to wage an open and covert
war against the members. 

Whilst Corbyn remains effectively a
prisoner of the PLP it is vital that we do
not concede ground elsewhere. Quite the
opposite. We need to mount a coordi-
nated national campaign throughout the
whole party for democratic regeneration
and renewal. We need a special confer-
ence to adopt a new constitution which
decisively changes the balance of power
in favour of the members. 

WITH OVER half a million members in every com-
munity and trade union in the country, Labour has the
potential to become a focus for organising the defence
of public services - and setting out a comprehensive al-
ternative based on redistribution of wealth and demo-
cratic control of the economy. 

But the party’s current structures are clearly unfit for
purpose. During the summer Momentum groups al-
lowed the Labour left to continue meeting and organ-
ising at a local level. We were able to meet new
members and prevent them becoming demoralised by
the constant attacks and smears against them coming
from party HQ. 

When the branches and constituencies come back to
life in early October Momentum’s role in shadowing
these bodies will be reduced as, hopefully, the new
members assert themselves in the party branches and
begin to elect more left wingers to office in all the local
bodies and to stimulate political debate and campaign-
ing activity within them.

But apart from its role in the leadership campaign
and rebutting the slanders of the rebel MPs and the mil-
lionaires’ press, as a national organisation Momentum
has shown little sign of political life. Its National Com-
mittee has shown no desire to move beyond being an
adjunct of the leader’s office to becoming an organising
centre for the energy and enthusiasm the new members

are bringing into the movement. 
While we face Labour councils imposing Tory cuts, while

we face a well-organised disloyal opposition funded by mil-
lionaires like Lord Sainsbury, we need an organisation of the
Labour left that is capable of organising independently of Je-
remy Corbyn and John McDonnell.

Although Momentum exists to support Corbyn and the
shadow cabinet team, this support should not be passive or
uncritical.  Momentum should maintain support for nation-
alisation and actively oppose cuts imposed by Labour coun-
cils. Other ideas like workers’ representation on boards,
universal basic income and workers’ cooperatives need seri-
ous debate. 

CHOICE
Momentum is faced with a choice: it can become a vehicle
for enabling the members to achieve their full potential - or
it can remain a hollow shell, relying on passive and atomising
methods to stage manage Corbyn-supporters into fire-fight-
ing crisis by crisis. 
This paper believes that Corbyn’s reforms and policies will

never be implemented by force of character or weight of in-
dividual numbers alone. To secure them Momentum will
have to develop a national strategy to outline what victory
looks like - and how to get there. To have any chance of acti-
vating the commitment of ordinary people in this process
Momentum will have to become a model of grassroots
democracy, accountable leadership and political 
independence. 
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Indian workers stage largest general strike in history

Momentum’s next steps 

On 2 September 180 million workers struck for 24 hours in the world’s biggest strike
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Democracy is our
best weapon in the

struggle to defeat
the right wing rebels

and secure socialist
policies and a 

campaign against 
austerity  
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Trade unions could be Corbyn’s biggest
ally - or his most serious opponent
BY A UNISON ACTIVIST

THE NEW Tory government
is unleashing a new series of
attacks  on working class
people and their trade
unions. In the NHS, on the
railways, in our schools,
union members are fight-
ing back. But they are not
struggling on a level playing
field. The government, the
media and the judges pick
on any section that is fight-
ing back. 

To weather these attacks
requires solidarity from a
mass social movement,
from working class com-
munities and young people.
The fact that the Labour
Party  now has over 600,000
members and a leadership
proud to support trade
unionists can help us take
major steps in this direc-
tion. But there is one issue
we cannot ignore. Many of
our union leaders are
prone to cut and run when
the going gets tough. 

DOCTORS
Junior doctors in the BMA
union rejected Jeremy
Hunt’s latest (and substan-
tially the same as his first)
offer by 58 per cent. Work-
ing for less pay for unsus-
tainably long hours in a
cash-starved and debt-
laden NHS was not an op-
tion – for them or for their
patients.

But when they an-
nounced a series of week-
long strikes, they were
pilloried by Tories, the
media and deserted by their
professional associations. It
was as if doctors fighting
against austerity were
threatening the NHS, not
Hunt and the government
who are imposing the
cuts.The BMA– wrongly –
called off this month’s
strike. 
The junior doctors

clearly need the public
backing of other trade

unions, and campaigning
groups like Keep Our NHS
Public, to put them back on
the front foot. A defeat for
the doctors would be a
green light for the Tories to
keep on attacking the NHS.
A victory could inspire a
wider fightback. 

In fact Health Minister
Jeremy Hunt is already on
the back foot after  Chris
Hopson, the chief executive
of NHS Providers, said that
a seven-day NHS is "impos-
sible" to achieve with the
current funding and
staffing levels.

RAILWORKERS
ASLEF and the RMT
members have suffered for
months on Britain’s worst
railway: Southern. Govia,
which owns Southern, has
reneged on its duty and cut
a third of its services. In-
stead of threats of national-
isation, they received £20
million extra funding from
transport minister Chris
Grayling – despite South-
ern profits rising 27 per
cent to £100 million.

Not content with this
cash bonanza, Southern is
taking the union to court
for £1 million to cover court
costs. Despite a 96 per cent
strike vote on an 84 per cent
turnout, the judge has ruled
on the basis of one text
message that the union was
illegally “inducing” strike
action. Once again an un-
elected judge demonstrates
his inveterate hostility to
trade unions and utter loy-
alty to his own class. 
The whole TUC should

demand this “debt” is can-
celled and, along with
Labour, call for Southern’s
immediate nationalisation
without compensation;
Govia has ripped us off
enough. If not, solidarity
strike action should be or-
ganised. 

EDUCATION
This autumn the teachers’

union NUT will step up its
strike action against the Ed-
ucation White Paper. They
will be in for a tough fight.
Theresa May plans to intro-
duce a new Bill to bring
back the hated and divisive
Grammar schools and
what will effectively be a re-
turn to the Secondary
Modern schools of the
1950s.

You cannot have selective
schools, creaming off the
(supposedly) most academ-
ically capable students
without denuding the rest
of the school system. By
reintroducing  the infa-
mous eleven-plus — you
reintroduce the stigma of
failure for millions. Under
the guise of “meritocracy”
and “parent choice” May
wants to guarantee the To-
ries’ middle class base that,
even if they can’t afford pri-
vate schooling for their
kids, they won’t have to
rough it with working class
kids – or face competition
from them for university
places and decent jobs.All
the school unions should
ballot now to join the NUT
on strike. The stakes are
high, as selection will wipe
out all the gains of educa-
tional reform over the past
half century. So our re-
sponse has to measure up to
the threat: not isolated one-
day strikes, but escalating
action until Theresa May
backs down. 
The present situation

where progressive teachers
and other staff are fighting,
school by school, to halt the
march of the academies and
grammar schools, needs to
be given a broader perspec-
tive by supporting Jeremy
Corbyn’s plan for a uni-
form, high quality,compre-
hensive National Education
System; one that will  drive
the elitism and privilege of
the Tories (and New
Labour) out of our schools. 

Whatever the problems
facing these unions they are

nothing compared to the
ones that are lying down in
front of the Tory onslaught. 

LEADERSHIP
Strikes are at their lowest
level in living memory.
Most of our union leaders
are saving their jobs by bu-
reaucratic mergers, rather
than fighting to retain their
members’ jobs, pay and
conditions. This at a time
when the public sector is
facing unprecedented cuts
and private companies are
bracing for another eco-
nomic downturn.

It is not enough that eight
unions, including Britain’s
biggest unions, Unite and
Unison, back Jeremy for
leader. They should follow
his example in the unions
by launching a mass re-
cruitment drive around
fighting policies, breaking
finally and explicitly from
the new realism and  serv-
ice unionism of the past
decades. The left union
leaders like Len McCluskey
of Unite, need to put their
fighting talk  into action
and recognise their mem-
bers votes for Corbyn show
an appetite for a  new kind
of labour movement, where
the members call the shots
and opposition to cuts and
intolerable working condi-
tions leads to action. One
too where fear of the anti-
union laws is thrown aside
by a defiance sure of soli-
darity. Much larger num-
bers of  union members
need to join the Labour
Party at branch and CLP
level. This involvement will
have a positive reciprocal
effect, i.e.  injecting the dy-
namism and democracy of
Jeremy’s movement back
into the trade unions and
the militancy of union ac-
tivists into Labour. And
wherever current union
leaders oppose this they,
like the sabotaging MPs,
should be “deselected”.

57% back UK burka ban
BY REBECCA ANDERSON

OVER THE summer France
has once more debated the
issue of Islamic dress after
mayors in more than 30
seaside towns introduced a
ban on burkinis-the full
body (but not face) cover-
ing swimwear.

Here in Britain, banning
the burka or the burkina
has hardly been a topic of
discussion outside the
fringes of the right. UKIP
candidate Lisa Duffy called
for a ban on wearing them
in public places earlier this
year and David Cameron
suggested a ban on face
covering in public places.
Of course tabloids like the
Daily Star resort to it  -  its
latest offering is  “Burkas

on The Beat” reporting
that police may allow offi-
cers to wear islamic dress. 

Now YouGov  polls sug-
gest this could be a popular
policy with a majority of
the public (57 per cent )
supporting a ban on wear-
ing the burqa in the UK,
whilst just 25 per cent are
against. Support for a ban
is in the minority amongst
young people, only 34 per
cent  of 18-24 year olds
whilst for those aged 65 or
older it rises to 78 per cent.

Some feminists and sec-
ularists believe that a ban
promotes the liberation of
women claiming that
Muslim women are forced
to wear Islamic dress by
their husbands and patri-
archal imams. Certainly
socialists and all those who

support women’s libera-
tion should support the
right of women and girls at
school not to wear these
garments if that is their
wish and any violence used
to enforce it should be ille-
gal. 

But demands to forcibly
liberate Muslim women
ignore the very real pres-
sure already exercised on
women and school chil-
dren who wear the hijab or
fuller “veils”. Indeed since
the Paris and Nice terrorist
outrages, the numbers of
cases of verbal and physi-
cal abuse of women when
wearing the hijab or the
niqab in Britain have in-
creased hugely. The Tell
Mama helpline, report that
many of the attacks take
place in public places, on

buses and trains, and often
no one came to their assis-
tance. Perpetrators were
mainly white males aged
15 to 35. These attacks are
plainly racist and indeed
sexist.
The Labour Party and

the trade union need to
make it clear that they will
totally oppose any ban Is-
lamic dress as an attack on
both religious freedom
and the right of people to
wear what they want. Party
and Union members
should always come to the
aid of people being abused
and shame the abusers. We
must make islamophobia
as isolated and despised
behaviour as antisemitism
and, when it is a matter of
verbal and physical abuse,
one punishable by law.

JOHN MCDONNELL speaking at a fringe
meeting at the Trade Union Congress
in Brighton said of the coup launched
in June against Jeremy Corbyn that
“This is about the Establishment saying
to you: how dare you elect a socialist as
the leader of the Labour Party.” and
adding “And it isn’t just the Establish-
ment in the City of London or the To-
ries, but it’s part of the Establishment
within our own political party as well.”

Hey warned that he believes “many
more” than 3,000 people (the party’s of-
ficial figure) have been banned from
voting in the leadership contest. John is
right from all the information coming
in of members suspended and expelled
up and down the country. 
The outgoing Labour Party National

Executive, combined with Deputy
Leader Tom Watson and party General
Secretary Iain McNicol, have waged a
relentless campaign to violate the dem-
ocratic rights of the members since the
coup against Jeremy Corbyn was
launched.

Local party bodies have also been
sanctioned on unsupported charges of
intimidation and bullying. The
Brighton, Hove and District Labour
Party held its AGM on 9 July, with a
record 600 members present. A new ex-
ecutive committee of Corbyn support-
ers was elected. Three days after this the
NEC voided the results and reinstated
the old committee. The Chair of the
NEC’s Disputes Panel cited as reasons
“abusive behaviour by some attendees”,
“reports that the ballots were not prop-
erly reached” and “the safety of the
members at the meeting was compro-
mised”.

On 12 July, the NEC suspended Man-
chester Gorton CLP on charges of bul-
lying and intimidation and for good
measure closed down all normal meet-
ings of branches and GCs apart from
nomination meetings and those to
agree conference contemporary mo-
tions.

On 20 July, Wallasey Labour Party
was suspended, once again, on anony-
mous allegations of bullying and intim-
idation. In reality, it was for discussing
re-selection of their MP, Angela Eagle,
who has been at odds with her con-
stituency majority for some time. 

Tom Watson and Iain McNicol have
got their unelected Compliance Unit in
overdrive, trawling through thousands
of members’ social media to incrimi-
nate them. If your past life of sin in-
cluded tweets that glorified the Green
Party or Respect or, worse, were disre-
spectful to war criminal Blair, then woe
betide you. Of course, if you were a Lib
Dem or a Tory in a previous life then all
is forgiven. Kristina Veasey, para-
lympian and disability rights cam-
paigner, has been purged for retweeting
Caroline Lucas two years ago!

In response to protests from Jeremy
Corbyn and John McDonnell, McNicol
has released official figures which say
“only” 3,107 have been excluded for
being members of other parties, ex-
pressing support for rival political
groups or being abusive to other
Labour supporters. They announced
that a further 1,616 people are still
going through the validation process

and have not received a ballot paper. A
further 21,102 applicants could not be
found on the electoral register, while
3,791 applications failed because their
£25 fee could not be processed.

We will have to see whether these fig-
ures, ostensibly more modest than in
previous press reports, represent the
limits of the handiwork of the Compli-
ance Unit. Its actions have already
voided any trust the members might
have had in its impartiality because a
series of gross injustices have been
committed against both long-term
Labour members and new recruits.

Ronnie Draper, General Secretary of
the Bakers, Food and Allied Workers'
Union and 40 year member of the
Labour Party, was suspended without
any hearing or reason. The press
seemed to know that his tweets had run
foul of the Compliance Unit for sug-
gesting Kinnock, amongst others, was a
traitor. His suspension was lifted after
his barristers got on the case, but thou-
sands do not have that option. Pamela
Fitzpatrick, Harrow West councillor,
was similarly suspended because of her
“conduct”. An email from McNicol in-
formed her of her suspension with no
details of the allegation. When she rang
to ask why, no reasons or evidence
could be given over the phone. Her sus-
pension has now been lifted, still with
no explanation. 

LEFT ATTACKED
In addition, a number of members have
been expelled because of their support
for the Alliance for Workers' Liberty,
AWL, an organisation that fell under
the ban imposed by the undemocratic
Kinnock purges of the early 1990s. Red
Flag calls for the immediate reinstate-
ment of all these comrades, despite our
political differences with the AWL, in
particular their confusion of anti-Semi-
tism with opposition to the state of Is-
rael and Zionism. During this
summer's anti-Corbyn campaign, this
confusion gave credibility to press
smears against prominent supporters of
Corbyn as anti-Semites. 
The NEC needs to set up an inde-

pendent inquiry into the the actions of
the Compliance Unit during the elec-
tion. This body must be scrapped and
all socialists suspended or expelled by
it must be reinstated. Banned organisa-
tions from the days of the 1980s and
1990s must be allowed to rejoin, as affil-
iated organisations if their numbers
warrant it. The only provisos must be
that they support Labour candidates
and campaigns and accept the disci-
pline of the party constitution.

We need a transparent and account-
able system for membership and disci-
plinary disputes. Members in dispute
should be informed of charges against
them in writing and preferably before
the press! A proper hearing should be
given before any decision is made, with
a right to appeal. The witch hunt against
the left must stop. 
The Labour Party was founded by so-

cialist groups as well as the trade unions
and they have always existed in one
form or another. The right wing groups
like Progress, Labour First and the Fabi-
ans operate without harassment. The
same rights should be accorded to the
left.

BY BERNIE MCADAM
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How can we stop 
the Labour Purge?  



REPORTS ARE rife that rebel Labour MPs will
offer Jeremy Corbyn a  “truce” if is he re-
elected. In return for ceasing their open sabo-
tage in the Commons and  the media they will
demand the dilution of Corbyn’s programme
and the blocking of any restoration of the mem-
bership’s democratic rights. They will demand
a stop to any resection of MPs and any clear out
of the bureaucrats at Party HQ. 

Deputy Leader Tom Watson has already
mooted his intention  to ask Annual Confer-
ence to restore the old regime of the PLP elec-
tion of the shadow cabinet and even of the
leader. They could receive support from right
wing General Secretaries like the GMB’s Tim
Roache and maybe Unison’s Dave Prentis,
though he would face difficulty delivering his
delegation on this. 

Watson, the apparatus and the PLP  hope this
manoeuvre will win them what their coup
failed to do. This of course is plain and simple
blackmail. ‘Give in to our demands or we will
wreck the Party’s anti-Tory campaigning, drive
it down even further in the polls and demor-
alise and drive out the hundreds of thousands
of new members Jeremy Corbyn has attracted. 

Corbyn supporters in the Party and the
unions must demand no surrender to this
blackmail or any concessions the saboteurs  at
Westminster or Party HQ. 

In fact the most urgent task if Corbyn wins
is to decisively change the balance of power be-
tween the parliamentary elite, their allies in the
party apparatus and the new mass membership.

From day one of Jeremy Corbyn’s leadership,
his enemies in the Labour Party have tried to
get rid of him by any means possible. Not con-
tent with removing voting rights from 130,000
new members, found guilty of joining the party
since January, they have conducted a purge of
longer-standing members and supporters; over
25,000 members and registered supporters have
been suspended or otherwise denied a vote.

BUREAUCRACY
The purges and the closing down of the party
meetings for the duration of the election  reveal
not only the extensive powers of the unelected
full time officials of the party but also their po-
litical allegiance.

The purges, the closure of the party base
units, during an election time when free public
debate should most be flourishing, makes it
clear that democratising the party will require
a lot more than just countering the arguments
of right wingers like fomer NEC member Luke
Akehurst. It requires structural change to break
the power of the unelected officialdom and to
select MPs and councillors under the control of
the party members who worked for their 
election. 

It is the full time apparatus of party and
union officials, the Labour bureaucracy, to give
it its scientific name, that holds together and
works tirelessly for the public figures such as
MPs and councillors. Right now, via the Com-
pliance Unit, it is coordinating teams across the
country who are using social media to identify
likely supporters of Corbyn who they can then
target for suspension.

Of course, the Labour bureaucracy does not
operate in a vacuum, and neither is it restricted
to the party. The same kind of bureaucracy
dominates the unions, though this is more
widely recognised. Although it was the General
Secretary, Iain McNicol, who angered many
with his appeal against the High Court’s deci-
sion to grant 130,000 new members a vote, he
was defending a decision made by the NEC.
That was a decision supported by both union
members and even Momentum-backed mem-
ber Ann Black.

The purges are also intended to “otherise”
Corbyn supporters as twitter trolls, “Trotskyist
entrists”, Green Party infiltrators, in short, peo-
ple who don’t “belong” even in Labour’s “broad
church”. The implication is that bona fide
Labour Party members wouldn’t back Corbyn
and the party’s officials are just trying to keep
an alien “Corbyn cult” at bay.

In fact, many of the “new” members are peo-
ple returning to the party, socialists driven out
by Kinnock’s purges and Blair’s neoliberalism,
alienated by Tony Blair’s wars, which were
hated and opposed on the streets by the mass
of Labour members and voters. This was what
reduced the membership to less than 200,000
and lost two general elections along with four
million Labour voters. The truth is that the
Labour bureaucracy would rather see the mem-
bership reduced to 200,000 again rather than
lose the austerity-lite polices which lost in 2015.

Some Blairite headbangers in the PLP have
been talking to the Telegraph about splitting the
party, stealing its assets, even its name and so
on, but they are a minority. The majority follow
the advice of the “sensible” right, including
Luke Akehurst, who say “stay in and fight”.
Their tactics are to try to force compromises on

Corbyn, conceding them at the very least veto
powers in  the shadow cabinet. If that fails then
they will continue to sabotage Corbyn and his
front bench supporters in the Commons and
use the Party’s bureaucratic structures to delay
and obstruct the implementation of democratic
reforms and radical policy changes.

If Corbyn is not be able to rely on a firm-
minded majority on the NEC, they hope he can
be forced into accepting the continuation of the
stranglehold of the bureaucracy and the PLP
over the membership via purges and an unde-
mocratic constitution.

This is in fact to continue and even institu-
tionalise the “dual power” between PLP and the
bureaucracy on the one side and the bulk of the
membership on the other.  All those who want
to turn the party into an active campaigning
force that can stop the Tories in their tracks,
here and now, have to break the power of the
party bureaucrats and the right wing MPs. It is
clear these officials, like the anti-Corbyn fac-
tions in the PLP, are institutional defenders of
capitalist interests within our party. Only when
their power to purge and sabotage is broken
will it be possible, by mobilising the entire
labour movement in mass actions, to break the
Tories and  bring to power a Labour govern-
ment that will meet the full the needs of work-
ing people, whatever the cost to the rich and
powerful.

The party apparatus, the PLP and the bulk of
Labour councillors who accept the need for
cuts, do all in their power to paralyse such cam-
paigning by Corbyn. They see his policies as
alienating the middle ground (i.e. the middle
class) and losing votes. To provide themselves
with “evidence” they keep up a remorseless
press campaign against him which opinion
polls dutifully register as massive Tory leads.
They have succeeded in doing this for over a
year. Their aim is to dishearten and demoralise
the new members to the point where they give
up and leave the party. 

The unprecedented mass meetings up and
down the country, bigger than those in 2015
even in the face of scandalous gerrymandering,
show that even if the bureaucracy finds a way
to give it to Smith then a veritable uprising of
the membership is inevitable. At the mass
meetings and in conversations with supporters
we also have to argue for measures that will put
a stop to the sabotage and call the saboteurs to
order in no uncertain terms.

ALL CHANGE
Starting at the top, McNicol and his unit must
go and all staffers at Party HQ must be obliged
to declare their loyalty to the members’ choice;

in short, shape up or ship out. Tom Watson
should certainly expect a challenge to his  
position.

The MPs who have tried to de-select Jeremy
after less than one year in office but who object
to facing reselection themselves every five years
must be forced to face their own constituency
memberships in fair contests with other 
candidates.

Most importantly, if we want to see the Cor-
byn movement’s policies adopted, then offering
compromises, inviting the rebel chiefs back into
the shadow cabinet, accepting the purge as a
fait accompli or leaving the spies of the “Com-
pliance Unit” in power, would be a recipe for 
defeat.

DEMOCRACY
Jeremy should use his leader’s speech at confer-
ence to announce the opening up of the party’s
policy forums to the membership in a wide-
spread review and development of the party’s
programme. The historic Clause Four  with its
pledge to “common ownership of the means of
production, distribution and exchange”, must
replace the Blair’s empty phrases about “a com-
munity in which power and wealth and oppor-
tunity, are in the hands of the many not the
few.”  

Policy initiative and development must in-
volve all party bodies down to branch level and
directly involve the trade union affiliated mem-
bership as well. It should culminate in a special
conference to adopt the new programme and a
charter of members’ rights. Many of these
things have been promised by Jeremy and John
McDonnell and now they need to be imple-
mented. They will have the overwhelming sup-
port of the membership.

The task of the members, once the branches
and constituencies have their right to meet re-
stored, must be to make sure that at AGMs, del-
egates and officers who respect the members’
wishes and the policies repeatedly called for by
Corbyn and the majority are elected to General
Councils and Constituency Labour Parties. Re-
newed local party leadership bodies and the
NEC need to begin a huge involvement of the
new membership in all the party’s campaign-
ing, not just in electioneering, important as that
is. A process of political education, cultural and
popular media development and policy formu-
lation will be essential. Last, but not least, once
the purges have been stopped, the drive for a
million Party members must be resumed. To-
gether with the trades unions, the Labour Party
must indeed become a mass social movement,
taking on the Tories on every front and fighting
for socialism in our time.
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A compromise deal with PLP rebels will prove fatal

Owen Smith’s record speaks for itself 
BY JEREMY DEWAR

OWEN SMITH is the candidate chosen by
Labour’s rebel right wing MPs to stand against
Jeremy Corbyn in the leadership election. Many
party activists asked, “Owen who?”, so low was
his profile when his bid was announced in July.
His choice sums up just how cynical and bank-
rupt the right wing of the party are.
Their strategy was  to find some one  who was

a political blank slate, able to pose as someone
“as radical as Jeremy Corbyn” but, unlike Jeremy,
someone who can win the next general election.

Smith’s record reveal just how bogus his left
claims are. Before he became the MP for Pon-
typridd in 2010, Smith was a senior lobbyist for
big pharmaceutical companies Amgen and be-
fore that Pfizer. It has been well documented
how these multinational companies bleed the
NHS dry through their monopoly over new
drugs, preventing as far as possible cheaper

generic versions reaching the market.
Yet when he was a lobbyist, he supported pri-

vate companies cherry-picking NHS services for
profit: 

“Where they can bring good ideas, where they
can bring valuable services... then I think that's
fine.” Even when in doing so, they bankrupt hos-
pitals and NHS Trusts?

Likewise, Owen was once a supporter of the
Private Finance Initiatives, which charge the
NHS between three and five times the actual
costs for building and running hospitals, which
are now sinking in debt. But Smith is on the
record as saying:

“What people want to see are more hospitals,
better services…. I'm not someone, frankly, who
gets terribly wound up about some of the ideo-
logical nuances that get read into some of these
things, and I think sometimes they are totally
overblown.” 

Yet Smith now claims that Nye Bevan is his

hero and the NHS is Labour’s biggest achieve-
ment. Is it really an “ideological nuance” that has
pushed the NHS into the biggest financial crisis
of its life and caused far more deaths than the
junior doctors’ strikes ever could?
The same inconsistencies appear on all the

other major issues.
On austerity, last September Smith openly

supported the idea of individual benefit caps,
which are driving families out of their homes
and far away from their friends, families and in
some cases jobs. 

Two months earlier, following Harriet Har-
man, he abstained on the Welfare Reform Bill,
which drove up to 330,000 vulnerable families
into deeper destitution.

On the war preparations our rulers are mak-
ing he supports the renewal of Trident, wasting
billions on nuclear weapons that tie us to the
USA and could lead to millions of innocent peo-
ple’s deaths. He voted for the bombing of Syria.

Though not an MP at the time Smith thought
Blair’s invasion of Iraq stood in the “noble, valu-
able tradition” of removing dictators.

In short, Smith is a faker. He is not Corbyn-
lite, but (if it can be imagined) Kinnock-lite: an
unprincipled maneuverer who, once in office,
would steer the party firmly back in the direc-
tion of austerity, privatisation and war, while
purging Labour’s left wing.
The millionaire-owned media outlets (and the

BBC) refuse to put him on the spot over his un-
costed spending plans, his sexist gaffes or even
his proposal to get round the table with ISIS.
Imagine the uproar if Corbyn said any of these
things.

His ties to the right wing are there for all to
see. His former employer Pfizer has given a
small fortune to right wing Labour group
Progress, the Blairite party-within-a-party be-
hind the coup against Jeremy. His election
would be a disaster.

If we want to adopt radical socialist
policies-and act on them-the first
step is changing the balance of
power in favour of the membership

BY KD TAIT
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Russia, Turkey and USA stoke sec-
tarian and ethnic conflict while
Assad bombs Aleppo and expels
Darayya’s residents

USA and Russia prepare partition of Syria

AS WE go to press, the ceasefire in Syria agreed in
Geneva on 9 September between US Secretary of
State John Kerry and Russia’s Foreign Minister,
Sergei Lavrov, seems to have taken hold on some
fronts though the bombardment of eastern
Aleppo appears to be continuing.

If the truce lasts for seven consecutive days, and
humanitarian aid begins to flow unimpeded to
besieged areas, the United States and Russia will
then establish a “Joint Implementation Centre” to
coordinate their intelligence and air attacks
against agreed terrorist targets in Syria.

As with all the previous attempts at a negoti-
ated “political transition”, it envisages the preser-
vation of Bashar al-Assad’s totalitarian regime,
whose existence has been the main source of the
killings and devastation in Syria ever since the
popular revolution, which began in March 2011,
escalated into a  bitter civil war. Welcome as a
ceasefire which allows the sending of relief to be-
sieged population is,  this ‘agreement,” even if it
holds, can only be a reactionary one. 
The deal envisages joint US and Russian

airstrikes against elements of the anti-Assad op-
position that they both designate as “terrorists”.
The global imperialist rivals have presented the
Syrian rebels with a terrible dilemma: to break all
ties with al-Qaeda’s former affiliate in Syria, Jab-
hat Fateh al-Sham (“Front for the Conquest of the
Levant”) until recently known as the Nusra Front,
or face continued bombing and siege till they are
forced to surrender or abandon their last strong-
holds. 

However, unlike Islamic State, Jabhat Fateh al-
Sham does not possess any territory of its own,
but has a presence in many (if not quite all) of the
“liberated zones” from which Assad’s army has
been expelled.

Sharing common origins with its rival, Islamic
State (an enemy of the whole anti-Assad camp in-
cluding Nusra since January 2014), Nusra was,
until very recently, an unpopular group, and has
faced repeated attempts from all the main Syrian
rebels factions to isolate it, quite without any
prompting from the outside.

Nusra’s exclusion from the nationwide “cessa-
tion of hostilities” brokered by Russia and the
USA in March gave Assad and his Russian and
Iranian allies a pretext to continue bombarding
and besieging all of the liberated zones, even
those without any Nusra presence. In the eastern
half of Syria’s largest city, Aleppo, held by rebels
since the summer of 2012, this has meant a geno-
cidal siege backed by Russian airstrikes, involving
the use of napalm, sarin, chlorine, white phos-
phorous and thermobaric weaponry.

However , Nusra/Jabhat’s  recent role in re-
pelling Assad’s failed attempt to overrun Aleppo
in August has enhanced its prestige, making it
unlikely that the rebels can break with it accord-
ing to an outside timetable in return for unreli-
able promises about another “ceasefire” pending
negotiations that leave Assad in place.

Far from promoting the overthrow of Assad,
the Western powers seem intent on using various
sources of pressure to persuade Russia to accept
an orderly transition that allows them to salvage
some of their reduced influence. This is what lies
behind their manipulations and betrayals of
Syria’s various popular forces, Kurdish and Arab.

A THREE-WAY PARTITION?
This “transition process”, if it takes hold, will
probably involve a de facto partition of the coun-
try, with the USA acting as a guarantor of Kurdish
autonomy in the north and north-east of the
country, while Russia and Iran prop up the de-
caying Assad regime. Turkey may also acquire a

semi-official role policing the northern liberated
zones around Aleppo and Idlib, in return for a
quid pro quo that its protegés amongst the Syrian
rebels will fight not only Islamic State but also
Turkey’s main enemy, the Kurdish nationalist
People’s Protection Units (YPG).

Whether or not eastern Aleppo will be part of
this Turkish “protectorate” will be decided partly
by US and Russian military action, in return for
which the Assad regime is expected to restrict its
operations to the regions held by Islamic State.

Further south, where Syrian rebel forces are
much more “secular” than in the north, the USA
has used its influence over Jordan to starve them
of arms and to prevent the Southern Front of the
Free Syrian Army (FSA) from conducting its
planned advance on the capital, Damascus.

In the Damascus suburbs, barely a few miles
from Assad’s seat of power, the regime has begun
forcing the inhabitants of rebel-held regions to
agree to mass “evacuations” to Idlib in the north-
west, in return for an amnesty for the fighters
who have defended them and a “safe” passage to
their new homes as refugees.
The first such deal was struck in Darayya on 25

August, which, like the other locations affected,
has been the subject of four years of siege com-
parable to Israel’s siege of Gaza, and whose name
was once synonymous with nonviolent resistance
in the early, unarmed phase of the 

revolution.
Its fate is likely to be extended to Moadamiyah

(where residents were forced to eat cats and dogs
to survive) and Madaya (where there has been a
starvation-induced meningitis epidemic). In
Waer district in regime-held Homs, up to 80,000
people are likely to be uprooted. This ethnic
cleansing of Syria's predominantly Sunni, anti-
Assad, majority is guaranteed to poison inter-
communal relations for decades to come. 
This grim process has been prolonged by the

contradictions between the rival  “great” powers
and the regional players; Turkey, Iran and, further
afield, Saudi Arabia and the Gulf states. Both Rus-
sia and Turkey, the USA’s NATO ally, were
alarmed by the Washington's support for the Kur-
dish YPG, which began during Islamic State’s
siege of Kobane in the autumn of 2014, and which
has seen the YPG consolidate an almost contigu-
ous area under its control.
The USA’s intention here is to create its own

sphere of influence in Syria, to rival Russia’s ex-
isting one in Damascus. This policy also has the
goal of steadily shrinking Islamic State, thereby
protecting the USA’s interests in Iraq, whose pro-
Iranian government is also an ally of Syria’s Assad
regime.
The expansion of the YPG and its recognition

by the USA is seen by Turkey as a threat to the
forced “unity” of the Turkish state, with its
roughly 20 million oppressed Kurds. Whether
under secular or “Islamist” leadership, Turkey
would oppose a viable Kurdish statelet even if it
were based on Mars.

In the aftermath of the failed coup of 15 July,
which he is blaming on the US-exiled Islamist
cleric Fethullah Gülen, the Turkish President,
Recep Tayyip Erdogan, has opted for a reconcili-
ation with Russia that is directed against the YPG.
He had previously been at loggerheads with Rus-
sia’s President Vladimir Putin over Turkey’s sup-
port for both secular and Islamist Syrian rebels.
These tensions escalated into direct clashes as re-
cently as last November, when Turkey shot down
a Russian bomber.
The first fruit of this reconciliation with Putin

and Assad came on 18 August, when the Assad
regime conducted its first-ever bombing of YPG
targets in and around Hasakeh in the north-east
of Syria, forcing the USA to scramble jets in re-
sponse. 

Six days later, Syrian rebel forces, backed by the

Turkish armed forces, seized Jarabulus on the
Syrian-Turkish border from Islamic State, placing
them within 35 kilometres of YPG-held Manbij,
where the FSA and the YPG have since clashed
with each other.
TERRITORIAL DISPUTE
Like Manbij, Jarabulus is an Arab town in a
mainly-Arab region which, under rebel control,
had been home to Syria’s first independent trade
unions. Manbij had previously been taken from
Islamic State forces by the YPG on 12 August, in
a ten-week offensive supported by US airstrikes
that killed hundreds and displaced thousands.
The Turkish airforce has inflicted yet more de-
struction on the city since, albeit so far on a much
smaller scale than the USA’s on behalf of the YPG.

It should of course go without saying that an
Arab-Kurdish conflict over territory, encouraged
from the outside, can only be a bad thing, whose
only possible beneficiary will be the Assad
regime.

All the same, whatever Turkey’s motives (and
Russia’s) in trying to limit the westward expan-
sion of the YPG, the Syrian rebels also have good
reasons to resent the US-supported expansion of
the Rojava mini-state, because it means the YPG
has seized control of Arab-majority regions like
Manbij that were previously controlled by the
FSA until they fell to Islamic State.
The YPG has also frequently prevented the re-

turn of displaced Arab residents, on the pretext
of weeding out Islamic State sympathisers and
“sleeper cells”, making these regions less “Arab”
and more “Kurdish” in the process.

Assad effectively handed over control of north-
ern Syria to the YPG in the summer of 2012,
when he was busy fighting off rebel attempts to
seize Aleppo and Damascus, in return for an ef-
fective non-aggression pact with it, which has oc-
casionally seen the YPG act as a tactical ally of the
Assad regime, helping it to enforce its siege of
Aleppo. 

At the same, the Syrian opposition’s refusal to
recognise Kurdish autonomy in a post-Assad
Syria has naturally increased the YPG’s hostility
to the Syrian rebels, despite the sympathy of most
of Syria’s Kurds towards the revolution.

OPPOSE ALL FOREIGN INTERVENTIONS
Socialists should totally oppose all interventions
in Syria by outside powers, beginning with Russia
which has saved the Assad regime from collapse
and, indeed, put it back on the offensive. Like-
wise, they should condemn the United States'
(and Britain’s) bombing campaigns and selective
arming of groups willing to play their game. This
has done much to weaken the independence of
the more revolutionary elements of the Syrian op-
position. 
The Turkish invasion and occupation of the

north must be condemned, too, as should the
FSA’s counterproductive involvement in Turkey’s
intervention. Reported plans to deport Syrian
refugees into a buffer zone along the Syrian-Turk-
ish border are yet another reactionary move. We
should also condemn and oppose the Russian
and Syrian bombing of the liberated zones, under
the pretext of attacking Jabhat forces, as well as
the bombing campaign conducted by the USA
and its allies on behalf of the YPG.

Our solidarity remains with all the civilians tar-
geted by siege, bombardment and massacre, who-
ever the perpetrators are. Between them, all of the
imperialist and regional powers have intervened
against the democratic and social revolution of
Syria’s people, whether Arab or Kurdish, despite
false claims to be acting as “protectors” of this or
that threatened group. All of them have fanned
the flames of sectarian and ethnic division
amongst Syrians.

Only rebuilding the shattered unity of Syria’s
popular forces against both dictatorship and for-
eign invasion, and their assertion of independ-
ence from all outside tutelage, can prevent the
rival global and regional powers from forcing a
negotiated “solution” onto the Syrian people over
their heads. It would be a solution that would
mark the final crushing of the Syrian revolution.

BY MARCUS HALABY

The FSA’s opposition to Kurdish autonomy and
the YPG's reliance on the USA and its hostility
to Syria's popular uprising has isolated the
Kurds. 



FIRST THE good news from Hangzhou; the US
and China have adopted the international cli-
mate change agreement reached in Paris in De-
cember 2015. The bad news; none of the
provisions of the Treaty are enforceable. Ironi-
cally, the G20 reportedly met in Hangzhou be-
cause of the dire air quality in Beijing.

The meeting of the 20 states that account for
85 per cent of the world's GDP began on an in-
auspicious note. In the run up, US President
Barack Obama was publicly critical of China's
foreign trade policy. In response, he received an
unprecedented snub from his hosts. Not only
was there no red carpet, there was no staircase
and Obama had to use an emergency exit or, as
the New York Times put it, leave through “the
ass of Airforce One”. China's President, Xi Jin-
ping, was not going to be insulted on his home
turf.

This reception accurately symbolised the ris-
ing tensions between the world’s two economic
superpowers that provided the subtext for the
entire summit.

SNUBS
Of course, US presidents think they have a right
to publicly rebuke the countries they are visiting
without suffering any consequences for their
rudeness. As President Bill Clinton’s first Secre-
tary of State, Madeleine Albright, famously put
it “We stand tall and we see further than other
countries into the future”.

The problem is that, although America now
stands rather less tall and China stands much
taller, the US has made it clear by its “Pivot to-
wards Asia” that it has no intention of voluntar-
ily vacating the top perch. The “Pivot” is openly
seen as a policy to contain the new giant, both
economically and militarily. On the economic
front, the US has delayed China’s membership
of OECD and recognition by the WTO as hav-
ing “market economy status”. Xi Jinping in-
tended the Hangzhou Summit to show that
China, is now an “indispensable nation” as far

as the world economy goes.

DOLDRUMS
Though one of the main mission statements of
the G20 was to coordinate responses to global
economic problems, it is plain from Xi’s final
speech that nothing of substance was agreed be-
tween the big hitters; the US, EU, China and
Japan. All they could do was to blame one an-
other or, rather, the others all blamed China.

Their biggest complaint was that China’s state
subsidised steel industry is responsible for un-
dercutting plants in the United States, Europe
and Japan. China, meanwhile, points out that the
real problem for producers in those countries is
the weakness of their economic recovery, their
failure to stimulate and invest in their own in-
dustries.

In fact, the worldwide “glut of steel” is proof
of the stagnation of the capitalist system since
2008. There is no shortage of need for steel for
infrastructure projects even in the imperialist
heartlands, let alone in the “underdeveloped
world” or the countries ravaged by Nato-in-
spired wars. Nor is there a shortage of capital.
Central banks have pumped trillions into their
economies, but the capitalists stubbornly refuse
to invest in production.

For all Obama’s pleas to put the TTIP back
on track, it is likely that protectionist political
pressures in Europe will make this impossible,
at least until after the French and German elec-
tions. Part of Obama’s visible displeasure with
Theresa May over Brexit was due to thwarted
US hopes that UK influence would help over-
come the EU resistance to TTIP.

May, a newcomer to the gathering, found her-
self between a rock and a hard place with both
the American and the Chinese presidents. At a
press conference after they met, Obama publicly
reiterated his warning that Brexit would be dam-
aging for all concerned; adding that helping
Britain was second priority to “figuring out what
Brexit means with respect to Europe”. The
Japanese, half of whose investment in the EU
goes via the UK, also gave an undiplomatic
warning that “if EU laws cease to be applicable
in the UK” there would be an exodus by its major

corporations; Honda, Mitsubishi and Nissan.
Nor did May get a warmer welcome from Xi

Jinping. Her decision to freeze the £18 billion
contract to build a nuclear power station at
Hinkley Point, has led to a frostiness in Chinese
attitudes. It is likely that one reason for May's
unexpected decision was Washington’s dis-
pleasure at giving China leverage over the UK’s
energy supply. It looks as if May will have to
choose between a “golden era” in UK/Chinese
relations and a special relationship in trade with
the Transatlantic giant. Neither is likely to make
things easy for her.

TPP vs SILK ROADS
The Trans Pacific Partnership, TPP, involving 12
countries in the Asia-Pacific region, excludes
China. It is the economic underpinning for the
Pivot to Asia. The US is also presently engaged
in courting Narendra Modi, with promises to in-
vest in India’s supposedly burgeoning economic
miracle. Modi in turn wants to extend India’s
economic and military influence eastwards.

At a summit in May, the US and Japan, along
with other G7 countries, voiced concern over
the artificial islands China has been constructing
in the South China Sea. Before the conference,
Obama visited Hanoi to lift the long-standing
US arms embargo against Vietnam and after it
Japanese Prime Minister Shinzō Abe welcomed
a Vietnamese delegation to Tokyo to discuss
military cooperation. This is all part of Abe’s re-
militarisation of Japan, which includes deploy-
ment of a new type of missile to the East China
Sea, where Tokyo has its own tense territorial
dispute with Beijing.

As against this, Xi Jinping has launched his
One Belt-One Road policy. On land, this in-
volves the construction of transport links across
central Asia and Siberia to allow China direct
access to the markets of Europe. This would
avoid the maritime bottlenecks, such as the
Strait of Malacca,  through which most of the
oil, minerals, and finished goods of East Asian
trade pass. Another part of this project, the $46
billion China-Pakistan Economic Corridor, is
seen as a threat by India.

At sea, the Maritime Silk Road is a project to

involve the South East Asian states plus Indone-
sia in trading agreements, binding them to the
Chinese economy, and to build or modernise
port facilities and infrastructure all the way to
East Africa. The overall strategy is to allow con-
tinued Chinese economic growth while break-
ing the chain of encirclement.

MILITARISM
Two years ago, China deployed the Jin-class bal-
listic missile submarine for the first time, pa-
trolling the South China Sea. China's plans are
obviously for a submarine force able to enter the
Pacific Ocean undetected and thus provide a
credible nuclear deterrent to the United States.

This month, Russian naval forces plan to join
Chinese warships for a joint exercise in the
South China Sea, highlighting Moscow’s part-
nership with Beijing after a recent international
legal ruling underlined rifts between China and
Southeast Asian nations over rival claims to
ownership of the sea lanes through which more
than $5 trillion of trade moves annually. 

China has also shown a recent interest in the
Syrian conflict. Rear Admiral Guan Youfei vis-
ited Damascus this summer and Chinese war-
ships have participated in joint exercises with
Russian vessels in the Mediterranean. Though
minor irritants in themselves, these moves are
doubtless an indication that two can play at the
game of “pivoting” to areas far from home.

All these developments in East Asia, quite as
much as the obvious powder keg in Syria and
Nato’s New Cold War, launched with the pretext
of defending Ukraine, should be a warning to
the workers of Europe and North America, in-
deed, of the whole world. After the long nuclear
standoff of the Cold War and the short high
noon of American world domination, our rulers
and exploiters have entered into another period
of sharp inter-imperialist rivalries. 

Set against that background, the meeting of
the G20, created originally to symbolise the
supposed benefits of globalisation to smaller na-
tions than those admitted to the G8, amounted
to little more than grand speechifying to little
effect. Its greatest significance was its location,
not its decisions. 

Burkini ban repealed but climate of fear prevails for French Muslims

IN THE wake of the terrorist atrocities of 13 No-
vember 2015, which left 130 dead, Socialist gov-
ernment ministers and local mayors in various
cities and regions have launched a series of meas-
ures targeting Muslims and the immigrant pop-
ulation.

The barbarous attack in Nice on 14 July has re-
newed the sense of fear and the tolerance of the
state's repressive measures under the state of
emergency declared in November. 

As a consequence of this racist climate, en-
couraged from above, attacks against Muslims
and mosques have sharply increased. After the
killings in Nice, a city known as a strong base for
the right and the Front National, FN, the atmos-
phere has become even more hostile to Muslims,
despite the fact that a sizeable fraction of the 14
July victims came from the North African com-
munity.

In an article published by the New York Times,
a young woman accurately summarised the sit-
uation: “Tongues have loosened. No one is afraid
of telling a Muslim to ‘go back home’ anymore”.

The decision by more than twenty French
mayors to ban the so-called burkini on their
beaches marks a new escalation of these racist
politics. While this decision was later overturned
by the Conseil d'Etat, the mayors received the
support of Prime Minister Manuel Valls who said

the burkini was “not compatible with the values
of the French Republic” because, “A beach, like
all public spaces, is not a place where people
should be allowed to make religious claims. The
Burkini is the translation of a political project, a
counter-society, based on the enslavement of
women”.

Laws banning religious or cultural clothes are
in fact racist measures, designed to isolate and
stigmatise immigrants on the pretext of defend-
ing secularism and the liberation of women.

“Liberating” women against their will, or by
sending girls home from school because they will
not remove a headscarf, is an attack on women’s
right to dress as they please and the right of all
communities and religions to avail themselves of
state education. It is an attack on freedom of re-
ligion and in fact does nothing for secularism,
women’s liberation or “republican”, that is, dem-
ocratic, values.

These attacks reinfoce the racist propaganda
of FN, which has claimed for decades that there
are too many immigrants and blames them for
unemployment, lack of housing, criminality etc.
In recent years, several well-known intellectuals,
including the author Michel Houellebecq and the
ex-Maoist philosopher Alain Finkielkraut, have
joined this chorus. Both describe a country in
which the “real” French identity is in danger;
Houellebecq goes as far as evoking “a civil war
to eliminate Islam from France” and calling on
people to vote for Marine Le Pen and the FN.

Needless to say, these “threats” to French cul-
ture and identity are completely imaginary, in a
country where immigrants from the Maghreb
are a socially and racially oppressed minority,
often ghettoised in impoverished suburbs, and
where Muslims are often not allowed a sufficient
number of religious buildings. What can French
citizens from a North African and/or Muslim
background feel except that the French state
wants either to forcibly assimilate them or to
pressure them into leaving? Are these politicians
surprised that the result is the alienation of peo-
ple who have grown up in France and that a tiny
number of those become vulnerable to the mes-
sage of the terrorist groups? Islamophobia and
terrorist-Islamism feed on one another.

The latest episode in this series of racist attacks
has been Interior Minister Bernard Cazeneuve's
announcement of the dismantling of the Calais
camp, (the “jungle”) where 10,000 immigrants
trying to reach the UK live in precarious condi-
tions. Recently, despite the state of emergency,
the FN was able to initiate a demonstration in
Calais demanding more police forces and more
repression.

Of course, the pressure put on the workers and
citizens of Calais is severe, but the blame must
fall on the British and French governments
which refuse to provide decent accommodation
and the right to seek and be granted asylum in
Britain or in France. Class-consciousness is
clearly being overridden by this racist climate,

since even a local CGT leader in Calais called for
the “eradication” of people around the jungle and
supported other demands by the demonstrators.

Indeed, while the largest far left group, the
New Anticapitalist Party, NPA, has pursued an
internationalist line on the whole question, or-
ganising a demo against the ban on the burkini,
and calling for the opening of the borders, its po-
sitions are almost unique among the French left.
The next largest far left group, Lutte Ouvrière,
says virtually nothing and in any case supports
the ban on Muslim dress in schools and public
buildings.

Attacks on civil liberties are today aimed pri-
marily at Muslims and immigrants, but can be
turned against the workers' movement and po-
litical liberties tomorrow. The building of an anti-
racist movement against this poison, and its
spread within the working class, is now an urgent
task alongside taking up the issues workers have
good reason to be angry about and showing
there is an alternative to the Socialists and the
Right.

Given the record unpopularity of President
François Hollande, and the furiously feuding So-
cialists, who are divided over the party's support
for austerity policies and anti-labour laws, the
right is well placed to make a big comeback in
the Presidential elections in April/May next year.
And this does not just mean Sarkozy and the
conservative right, but Marine Le Pen and the
National Front.

BY MARC LASALLE

G20: climate deal overshadowed by military tensions
BY DAVE STOCKTON
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SYRIA CEASEFIRE
Imperialist powers are manipulating
Kurdish and Arab forces as they 
prepare sectarian partition P6

After the election we need
fundamental democratic
changes to Labour’s 
internal regime P5

THEREDFLAG

THE FIRST of the reactionary consequences of
Brexit is the major boost it has given to racist
attacks on people perceived to be migrants. The
effect was immediate. In the first four days fol-
lowing the 24 June announcement, True Vision,
a police-funded website, reported a 57 per cent
increase in reported hate incidents month on
month.

Passers-by believed to be immigrants were
shouted at and even physically abused on public
transport and in the street, often in broad daylight
and in front of large numbers of people.

Polish cultural centres and shops were van-
dalised and “No More Polish Vermin” signs put
up outside schools in Huntingdon. Women wear-
ing Islamic dress reported increased abuse, along
the lines of, “You’ve all got to get out now ” and,
“We’re taking back our own country”.
The most savage took place in Harlow, Essex

on 27 August. A group of young teenagers as-
saulted two men overheard speaking Polish. One,
local factory worker 40-year-old Arkadiusz
Jozwik, died from head injuries two days after the
beating.
The victim’s brother told the press, “The young

teenagers are so aggressive. After the Brexit vote
it has got worse – I have seen people change – it
is hard at the moment.”

Of course it would be wrong to suggest the
racist perpetrators of such attacks are more than
a tiny fraction of the population or that those who
voted “Leave” condone this sort of repulsive re-
sponse. It may well turn out to be far right or fas-
cist groups that are responsible for many of these
actions.

But there can be no doubt about those who
have incited the attitudes which led to violence.
The demonisation of European migrants and
Middle Eastern refugees by the bulk of the tabloid
press, particularly the Mail, The Express and the
Sun, has fueled hatred and fear in a wide spec-
trum of the population.

This phenomenon has been chronic for
decades. Once it was those fleeing the Balkan
wars in the 1990s. Today it is Syrian refugees and
Polish builders.

During the referendum these papers go into
overdrive. “300,000 migrants prove we cannot
control our own borders”, “The great migrant
con”, “How to be a Pole on the dole”, “One in five
Britons will be ethnics” were just a few.

Nigel Farage hammered home the message
with his billboard of Syrian refugees with the mes-
sage “Breaking point – we must break free of the
EU and take back control of our borders”.

MIGRATION
The “arguments” they spread were that it was
migration – due both to EU “free movement of
labour” and EU members like Germany (tem-
porarily) opening their frontiers to Syrian and
other refugees – that is responsible for putting
intolerable and unsustainable pressure on the
NHS, schools and housing.

No matter that EU migrants are greater net con-
tributors to taxes and national insurance than
British citizens; that failure of real wages to keep
up with the cost of living had more to do with
wages so low you have to claim benefits on top;
that the numbers of migrants quoted by press and
politicians was vastly in excess of the real number.
The real strength of these arguments was that

there is a chronic housing shortage, the NHS is in
a bad way, and zero hours jobs have replaced well
paid industrial jobs. Regions like Wales (which
voted Brexit) have received large EU regional in-
vestment – but not enough to offset the neglect of
Labour and Tory governments.
That parts of the working class blamed the EU

and voted heavily for Brexit is proof that it is pos-
sible to deflect blame if there is not a deeply rooted
force in these communities fighting these argu-
ments. It is no accident that the Welsh Labour
leaders are anti-Corbyn.

LABOUR MUST LEAD FIGHTBACK
Therefore the fight against the spread of anti-EU
and migrant hatreds is not just a matter of
mounting antiracist propaganda or holding
marches where fascists are trying to foment at-
tacks, important as these are.

Under Jeremy Corbyn, we have the opportu-
nity to mobilise the growing Labour Party and the
trade unions on a truly mass scale, to take our
message to the communities, on the doorsteps.

We can use canvasing not just to tally potential
voters and pass on quickly when we encounter
prejudices – or pander to them as Blue Labour
does. In so-called Labour heartlands where voters
are attracted by the UKIP and tabloid message we
have to combat the lies, face to face.

But this will not be fully effective unless our
message is that Labour will fight to end the con-
ditions caused by workplace closures, government
and council cuts. And it will mean not simply
fight for these communities at Westminster or in
the Town Hall, but with them on the streets.

For in the end it is only by activity, becoming
the agents of our own liberation, that we will ex-
plode the false consciousness of racism. Once
Labour and the trade unions really get moving,
and actually become a social movement to end
austerity, to create jobs and housing, will the pho-
bias spread by the media and Brexit begin to dis-
appear.

Labour must also intervene in the Brexit
process itself. The Tories are floundering, divided
on what it means. Our party must fight every
Tory attempt to cut our social, workplace and
human rights, plus every measure directed at EU
citizens resident here. We must expose the disas-
trous effects of severing ties with Europe and put
the blame on Britain’s bosses.

EUROPE
But just as raising the tempo of the class strug-
gle against austerity at home will combat
racism, so we have to play our part in combat-
ing it with the same methods across Europe.
Racism is on the rise across the continent, with
parties like the National Front in France and the
Alliance for Germany rising in the polls and
winning elections.

During the referendum Jeremy Corbyn spoke
of, “working together with our European social-
ist allies, offering the best chance of meeting the
challenges we face in the 21st century”.

Labour should take the lead now in calling
for a conference of all parties of the left and the
unions that are opposed to austerity and racism,
from across Europe. It should plan coordinated
action, both in opposition and in government.

If we fight in this way we can halt the break
up of the EU into economically warring states,
each infested with national chauvinism. We can
win a powerful popular majority for junking
the Brexit disaster and taking up the struggle
for a socialist Europe with borders open to
those seeking work and asylum in the richest
continent on the planet.

Bitter fruit 
of Brexit

Purge of Party
members must
be reversed 
Thousands of members have
been suspended for spurious
reasons. The compliance unit
is targeting Corbyn support-
ers as well as activists from
Labour’s left wing groups.
The NEC claims that ‘only’
3,000 have been purged, but
John McDonnell has said he
believes the true figure is
much higher - we agree. The
Compliance Unit should be
scrapped and replaced with
an accountable system. All
socialists should be rein-
stated and bans on left wing
groups lifted. 

PAGES 4&5

Superpower
tensions set to
increase
The Hangzhou meeting of
the world’s most powerful
countries saw Barack Obama
snubbed by his hosts amid
increasing rivalry between
the two powers over Syria
and China’s military buildup
in the South China Sea. The
ratification of the Paris 2015
Climate Treaty failed to dis-
tract from the failure to make
headway on economic and
military disputes. 
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WHY
BURKINI
BAN IS
RACIST 


