
An alternative
worth fighting for

Theresa May’s Tory 
party is a wolf in wolf’s 
clothing

the labour movement 
should confront racist 
migration myths

class struggle and 
elections looming for 
france’s new president

IS
SU

E 
13

 · 
JU

NE
 2

01
7 

· U
K 

£1
  E

UR
 €

5 
 U

SA
 $

10



PUBLISHED BY RED FLAG · REDFLAGONLINE.ORG · CONTACT@REDFLAGONLINE.ORG · BCM BOX 7750 LONDON WC1N 3XX · PRINTED BY MIXAM, WATFORD

CONTENTS JUNE 2017

Manchester Arena massacre:

Atrocity that targeted children on our 
doorstep is a painful addition to the war 
on terror’s incalculable civilian death toll

P3

Corbyn, the IRA and Britain’s war 
in Ireland

What does the ‘scandal’ about Corbyn’s 
part in the peace process reveal? 

P5

For the Many

Labour’s 2017 manifesto confronts the 
issues and presents an alternative worth 
fighting for

P7

Theresa’s Tories

Has May broken with Thatcherism - 
and does it matter?

P9

Immigration myths

We have a duty to tackle the lies

P11

Trump’s 100 Days

Where is he going and does he know? 

P13

Class struggle ahead

Will the spectre of the FN be enough 
to allow Macron to force through his 
attacks?

P15



JUNE 2017  RED FLAG  3

The Tories called a snap election, despite having three and 
a half years with a working majority, because they know 
a deeper stage of this crisis is on the way. They know that 
in these years the negotiations to leave the European 
union and the effects of a hard Brexit, will generate severe 
economic economic upheavals.

They guess, correctly, that when the small majority 
they deceived into voting Leave on June 23 2016, finally 
wakes up to its consequences they will need a impregnable 
majority in parliament till 2022 in order to ride out the 
unpopularity and opposition they will face on the streets 
and in the communities.

They also want a mandate - a fraudulent and stolen 
one - to take a once in a lifetime opportunity to break 
up our NHS, our public education system, our welfare, 
pensions making them sources of private profit for the 
few, plus privilege for the better off , but misery and 
inequality for  the great majority of us. That is why win 
or lose Labour has to stick to Jeremy Corbyn’s policies, 
embodied in the election manifesto, of ending austerity 
and cuts, saving the NHS and our welfare system from 
the privatizing Tories, and mobilizing for action the 
entire labour movement not only to resist attacks but to 
re-adopt the goal of a fundamental social transformation 
of this country.

Another win or lose task is to fight the  evil 
consequences of Brexit; the fomenting of hostility to 
our sisters and brothers in mainland Europe which is 
the daily work of the tabloids. Instead Labour and the 
trade unions have to build stronger links with the labour 
movement there - with the French workers fighting 
back against their new President who wants to destroy 
their social gains and labour rights, with the Greek and 
Spanish workers fighting austerity and still enormous 
levels of unemployment. We need together to adopt the 
goal of a socialist European federation of states than can 
plan the equalization and development of the continets 
ecobnomies and work for the development of the  
countries of the Middle East and Africa that have been 
devastated by Euroepan imperialist powers and their 
wars and invasions.

The tragic events in Manchester halfway through the 
lection campaign show that politics do not stop at the 
Channel  or even the walls and seas of Fortress Europe. 

Here we have seen a weakness in Labour’s campaign – 
foreign affairs. Of course Jeremy Corbyn has been a long 
time supporter of the Stop the War and a principled 
opponent in parliament of the British and US bombing 
campaign. He knows the horrendous innocent civilian 
casualties they cause.

The deaths and maiming caused blowing up of schools 
and hospitals are just as heartbreaking as the lives lost 
and ruined in  Manchester, even if our media rarely if 
ever shows them. But the scale of these horrors is far 
greater than the terrorist carnage in Manchester or Paris 
or Berlin. It is very good that Labour warns of the danger 
of divding our communities by islamophobic responses. 
But it needs to get to the root causes of terrorism not rest 
content with declaration of national solidarity anddefence 
of “our democracy”.

This democracy has not prevented  the elopment of 
reactionary movements like ISIS.  Labour has not yet 
said that only the withdrawal of British forces from the 
Middle East,  a halt to arming Saudi Arabia and the Gulf 
states can leave the people of the region free to  settle 
accounts with their military dictators like Assad or El 
Sisi, the kings and Sultans and the arch-reactionaries like 
ISIS.  

Until the Manchester atrocity Labour was closing 
the gasp of the enormous lead that encouraged May to 
go for an election. Jermy’s campaign on the streets, the 
positive impact of Labour’s Manifesto was  winning 
back those voters  who had drifted away  thanks to the 
relentless media denigration of Corbyn and the equllay 
relentless endorsement of the this by the Laboy ur right. 
The enforced unity of a campaign  has silnced them to 
some etxtent

 But the Labour left must expect and prepare 
themselves for a renwal of the offensive – especially if 
Labour loses. The extreme Blair cult and their millionaire 
backers are openly talking of forming a new “centre” 
party – even if Labour wins. Some on the left even are 
touting the need for a coalition with the smaller capitalist 
parties. But a coalition could only be formed on the basis 
of the policies oits most right wing component. We have 
to combat this with a renwed organstion of the left in the 
party and the trade unions.  

EDITORIALFIRST IMPRESSIONS
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Manchester Arena massacre

AT LEAST 22 people, including young 
children, have been killed and 59 injured 
in a suicide bombing which targeted 
fans leaving a concert at Manchester’s 
Arena on Monday night.

Our thoughts lie with the family 
and friends of those who died, and 
also with the survivors suffering from 
the traumatic injuries and terror of last 
night’s atrocity.

We share in the universal 
appreciation for the members of the 
emergency services who risked their 
own lives to organise medical and 
security for the victims.

The response of local people who 
offered comfort and assistance to 
parents and concertgoers if they were 
nearby or opened their homes and 
offered free taxis, demonstrates the 
basic human solidarity that makes 
Manchester an example of what is best 
about Britain’s multi-ethnic and multi-
cultural communities.

The racist violence and scapegoating 
that inevitably follows these outrages 
is the reaction the terrorists want. 
Islamic State’s terrorist attacks are 
intended to provoke fear and suspicion 
between Europe Muslim and non-
Muslim populations, and to increase the 
state-sanctioned anti-Muslim racism 
triggered by the so-called ‘war on terror’.

Last night’s atrocity, like those in 
France and Germany, was a microcosm 
of the horror that has driven millions 
of refugees from Afghanistan to Libya 
to flee their homes and seek asylum in 
neighbouring countries.

Cruelly, the minority who survive 
the perilous journey to Europe are often 
treated as suspects and sympathisers or 
potential terrorists, despite the fact that 
virtually all terrorist attacks are carried 
out by European citizens.

That is why calls for a state of 
emergency, like that declared in France, 
let alone calls to close the borders or 
deport refugees, or drop more bombs 
on Syrian schools and hospitals, play 
into the hands of the terrorists and right 

wing extremists who want to exploit the 
deaths of innocent people to further 
their agenda of intolerance and hatred.

Every terrorist attack claimed by the 
Islamic State is denounced by European 
governments as as attack on “our” 
civilisation, democracy, secularism and 
women’s rights. This racist and offensive 
“clash of civilisations” propaganda 
exists to obscure the origins of Islamic 
terrorism in Europe and turns refugees 
and reinforces the treatment of all 
Muslims as the ‘enemy within’.

Our governments didn’t care about 
the rights of women when they armed and 
backed Osama bin Laden’s Mujahideen 
in Afghanistan during the 1980s, nor is 
‘democracy’ allowed to interfere with 
the business of selling weapons to the 
brutal Saudi dictatorship. So if the UK’s 
enemies hate its ‘democracy’, they must 
despise its hypocrisy too.

The occupation of Iraq and 
Afghanistan, the support for reactionary 
dictatorships, and repeated military 
interventions by the imperialist powers 
have turned swathes of the Middle East 
into a charnel house; the numbers of 
victims are measured not in the dozens 
or hundreds, but hundreds of thousands 
in each country.

We are not responsible for the crimes 
of our government and our government’s 
crimes are no justification for killing 
innocent people. But that is the dynamic 
of the struggle we have been thrown into 
by Britain’s desire to control and exploit 
the Middle East.

So as long as UK forces remain in the 
Middle East terrorising the population 
from land, sea and sky, then Britain’s 
towns and cities, our countries’ ordinary 
families, will continue to make a small 
but equally tragic contribution to the 
list of innocent lives consumed by the 
endless and unwinnable war on terror.

The only fitting tribute to the deaths 
of people unjustly killed in a war they 
have no part in is to fight to ensure no 
more children, mothers, fathers are 
forced to suffer the same tragedy.

That means fighting to stop our 
government risking our lives through 
its militarism in the Middle East. It 
means contributing to the rebuilding of 
the infrastructure and economies of the 
countries our bombs have destroyed.

Above all it means making a genuine 
effort for the living, by opening our 
borders to refugees and opening our 
communities to help onto the long road 
of rebuilding their lives and families.

BRITAIN TERRORISM

PH
O

TO
: F

LO
RA

L 
TR

IB
U

TE
S 

IN
 M

AN
C

H
ES

TE
R

Atrocity that targeted children on our doorstep is a painful addition to the war on 
terror’s incalculable civilian death toll 
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IRELAND

THE LATEST Tory and media attack on 
Jeremy Corbyn comes at a time when the 
polls are showing a Labour revival. That 
is, they need to portray the Labour leader 
as a Sinn Fein/IRA supporter, therefore a 
security risk and unfit for government.

The Daily Mail rages that Corbyn 
refused five times to explicitly condemn 
the IRA in a TV interview, calling it “a 
kick in the teeth for IRA victims”. The 
Tories are similarly “outraged” that he 

would not “unequivocally condemn the 
IRA”.

In fact Jeremy did condemn the IRA; 
his response has been to “condemn all 
those who do bombing, all those on both 
sides”. On being involved in meetings 
with Sinn Fein before the ceasefire, he 
said, “I wanted to bring about peace in 
Northern Ireland. You have to talk to 
people with whom you don’t agree. And 
I did.”

Indeed Jeremy’s contacts with Sinn 
Fein were quite open and public, whereas 
a succession of British governments 
had “behind the scenes” discussions 
with the IRA – under Edward Heath in 
1972, Margaret Thatcher in 1981 and 
John Major in 1993 – while they were 
claiming in public they would never talk 
to terrorists! So how ironic is it that when 
Church leaders, the SDLP or Tony Blair 
facilitated a peace deal they were heroes 

Corbyn, the IRA & 
Britain’s war  in Ireland
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but when Corbyn attempted a similar feat 
that makes him a “terrorist sympathiser”.

But what niggles the likes of the Tories 
and the Democratic Unionist Party’s 
Arlene Foster most is Corbyn’s support 
for a British withdrawal and a united 
Ireland. Other Labour lefts have also 
supported this aim, like John McDonnell 
and Diane Abbott. In 1981 Tony Benn 
declared for a united Ireland and even 
the not so left wing Kevin McNamara, 
Kinnock’s Shadow Secretary of State for 
Northern Ireland, thought that partition 
was the ultimate cause of the conflict.

This kind of talk is anathema for 
the British ruling class and its Unionist 
hangers-on in the north of Ireland. If 
removing the border were ever going to 
be an option for Britain, it would not be 
at the expense of alienating Unionism. 
A soft border with its economic benefits 
would be preferable for British capitalism 
but Brexit has thrown this option into the 
water.

Partition
Britain’s partition of Ireland in 1921 
created a “prison house” for Catholics 
and those identifying as Irish in the 
north of Ireland. A Protestant Unionist 
majority was created by drawing the 
border around only six Ulster counties 
(instead of the historic nine).

Years of discrimination and repression 
of Catholics followed: in housing, jobs, 
wages and education. When workers’ 
unity bridged the religious divide, 
sectarian Loyalist gangs organised 
pogroms, firebombing Catholics out of 
their homes.

When the non-violent Civil Rights 
Movement was battered off the streets in 
1968 by The Royal Ulster Constabulary 
(an almost exclusively Protestant force) 
as well as loyalist thugs, it became clear 
that peaceful struggle was not going to 
get anywhere.

As Catholic areas came under siege in 
Belfast, it was imperative to organise self-
defence. Citizens’ Defence Committees 
sprung up where the state refused 
to defend those communities. The 
Provisional IRA grew out of this struggle. 
If the sectarian Unionist state only 
existed because of British backing, then it 
is hardly surprising the fight boiled over 
from a struggle for civil rights into a war 
against partition.

Successive British governments, 
Labour and Tory alike, mounted an 
unconditional defence of the Unionist 

state. Among the first of the inflammatory 
acts was Internment without trial in 1971 
where many prisoners were tortured. 
This was followed by British Army 
massacres in Derry on Bloody Sunday 
and in Ballymurphy. Britain had “lost” the 
Catholic and nationalist areas completely.

Labour’s record
The Labour Party pursued a blatantly 
pro-Unionist and bipartisan policy with 
the Tories on Ireland throughout the so-
called “Troubles” – in fact a war. This 
meant supporting and, in government, 
implementing a policy of military 
repression against any resistance to the 
Unionist state.

Some on 
the Labour left 
viewed this as 
a failed policy. 
Among them 
was the Labour 
Committee on 
Ireland that 
throughout 
the 1980s and 
1990s organised 
a campaign 
advocating 
an alternative 
policy of reunification of Ireland.

Jeremy Corbyn stood in this 
tradition, an anti-colonial tradition that 
argued for the Irish people to determine 
their future rather than Britain. Red 
Flag has always argued that Irish people 
had every democratic right to defend 
their communities and drive out their 
oppressors, and that this goal justified the 
IRA’s military struggle against the British 
presence. 

We did this despite expressing 
criticisms of their strategy for doing so 
- a guerrilla warfare strategy that could 
never have driven out a vastly superior 
force, one which moreover had the 
support of the majority of the North’s 
population, many of whom were armed. 
The failure of the guerrilla campaign 
particularly the bombing campaign and 
its reckless civilian casualties represented 
the final bankruptcy of the IRA’s strategy.

Only working class action north and 
south of the border including mass self 
defence could have broken the deadlock. 
A significant obstacle to this was the 
role of the southern governments who 
were opposed to reunification and 
colluded with Britain in the repression of 
Republicans.

However Britain had and still has 
no right to be in Ireland, let alone to 
impose its rule by terror and force. In 
common with many other opponents of 
British occupation of the North, Corbyn 
opposed the bombing of economic 
or civilian targets whether in Ireland 
or Britain. Despite just criticisms of 
the counterproductive nature of the 
IRA’s strategy, the duty of British 
socialists always was and remains to 
work for Britain’s withdrawal from the 
Six Counties.   

Unification 
Unfortunately, the whole question of 
reunification had been lost since the Good 

Friday Agreement 
was brokered, 
thanks largely 
to Sinn Fein. All 
we’ve had is a 
Stormont wracked 
by scandal and 
corruption and 
more than a 
large dose of 
austerity dished 
out. Moreover a 
Stormont based 
on a sectarian 

head count that reflects the deeply 
sectarian nature of the northern state.

There is provision within the 
agreement for a border poll on unity. A 
majority for unity would trigger a poll in 
the south. But the decision to call a poll 
rests with the British government!

So the agreement effectively 
acknowledges the current Unionist 
majority and its veto over unity. The 
Irish people as a whole do not have the 
democratic right to determine the future 
of the north.

The aftermath of the Brexit 
referendum result though has raised the 
issue of the border and reunification 
once more. The economic disaster in the 
waiting, following the likely erection of a 
hard border, provides a new opportunity 
to demand British withdrawal from 
Ireland.

We need a new campaign within the 
Labour Party and trade unions to press 
for reunification.

The outrageous insinuations directed 
at Jeremy Corbyn should be politically 
answered by Jeremy saying why he was 
always right to call for a united Ireland 
and that it is still the way forward now.

When the Tories, the Church, 
the SDLP and then New Labour 
facilitated and achieved a peace 
deal, they were hailed as heroes; 

when Corbyn attempted a similar 
feat, that makes a “terrorist 

sympathiser”!

IRELAND
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FEATUREGENERAL ELECTION 

For the many
Tackling public ownership, exploitation, inequality and the class divide, Labour’s 
2017 programme represents a manifesto worth fighting for, writes Jeremy Dewar

LABOUR’S 2017 MANIFESTO has been 
heralded as the most left wing manifesto 
since 1983. And so it is. That’s a third of 
a century and therefore something most 
of the electorate, the younger and even 
middle-aged part has never seen.

There is something there for every age 
group. From the cradle to the grave. As 
Jeremy Corbyn says, it is a manifesto for 
the 95%. And even some of the 5% would 
support it for its sense of social justice.

For young parents and toddlers, a 
Labour government would kickstart 
Sure Start by providing more subsidised 
hours childcare, extending maternity 
pay and extending provision to two- and 
eventually one-year olds.

As part of the same move towards the 
National Education Service, Labour will 
reverse the Tory schools funding cuts, 
which would hit schools in deprived 
parts of London particularly hard and 
introduce free school meals for all 
primary pupils, paid for by forcing the 
Etons and Harrows to pay VAT. 

The end of so-called ‘free schools’ 
is welcome as is the increased role 
for accountable local authorities over 
academies and more money for teachers 
and support staff. 

Reintroducing the £30 a week EMA 
for 16-17 year olds, while hardly a living 
grant, is a meaningful reform when 
combined with the pledge to abolish 
university tuition fees. The huge numbers 
of young people who have registered to 
vote is undoubtedly down to Labour’s PH
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clear break with the Tories on education. 
At work, a shaft of new policies, 

including the rescinding of the 2015 
Trade Union Act; £10 a week minimum 
wage; abolition of zero-hours contracts; 
and the right of the bogus ‘self-employed’ 
to be considered employees with rights 
like sick pay – instead of having to pay up 
to £200 every day you are sick!

The Trade Union Act demands that 
the bulk of the trade unions, in the service 
sector, will have to achieve a 50% turnout 
and 40% of all those entitled to vote being 
in favour before they can legally strike. A 
margin which would not only render all 
but a handful of MPs not elected, but also 
invalidate the Brexit vote.

A National Investment Bank would 
raise up to £250 billion to help create a 
million new jobs, many in high tech and 
green industries. The postal service and, 
in time, rail will be brought under public 
ownership, while local water boards 
will be established to ensure funds are 
reinvested into the infrastructure instead 
of lining shareholders’ pockets. 

Half a million new council and 
housing association homes to be built. 
£6 billion for the NHS with bursaries 
restored for student nurses, the Health & 
Social care Act repealed and the cuts of 
the STPs halted.

Social care will come under a National 
Care Service umbrella and, after £4.6 
billion of Tory cuts, will receive an extra 
£3 billion every year. Pensioners will still 
have their state pension triple locked 
to rise with inflation, wages or 2.5%, 
whichever is higher – and not have to 
worry about selling their home to qualify 
for care in their old age, as threatened by 
May’s callous dementia tax. 

And with a typically nasty twist of 
the knife, the Tories threaten to cut off 
winter fuel allowance for up to a million 
pensioners by introducing means testing, 
knowing that thousands will be too 
confused or proud to apply but at the 
same time softening up the public for this 
insidious method of undermining the 
universal nature of benefits and returning 
to the days of the 1930s.

To pay for this, a modest proposal: 
an extra 5p per pound on earnings over 
£80,000 and another 5p on wages above 
£125,000; corporation tax – a tax on the 
profits we as a society generate to be lifted 
from 19% to 26% – still only matching 
the US rate of tax, but scuppering Tory 
plans for a low-tax, lower-waged post-
Brexit haven for the super-rich.

So is this a socialist manifesto? No. 
Far from it.

In two crucial areas in particular the 
left has given way to right wing Labour: 
immigration and defence.

The language may be weaselly and 
far from straight talking, but the phrases, 
“Freedom of movement will end when 
we leave the EU” and “We will need new 
migration management systems” can 
only mean even tougher immigration 
controls.

Worse, it appears the bosses will play 
a crucial role in deciding where there 
are labour and skills shortages, i.e. only 
those who are in economic demand will 
be allowed in. When they no longer fit 
that bill?

Team Corbyn got themselves into 
this bind when they conceded that 
Brexit means Brexit – no matter what the 
consequences. Instead of demanding that 
May reveals her plans for Brexit before 
going to the polls or a second referendum 
once the final deal is known, they have 
allowed May to call a snap election to get 
a mandate which they will use as a blank 
cheque for Brexit. 

Defence is also a mess. Trident will 
stay. Labour will keep us in Nato and 2% 
of GDP will go on buying weapons and 
building up the armed forces.

Jeremy Corbyn and even Emily 
Thornberry have been keen to stress 
diplomacy first and the comprehensive 
defence review, but a sign of things 
to come was signalled by shadow 
defence secretary Nia Griffiths who told 
Newsnight that Trident would not be part 
of the defence review, that Labour would 
be prepared to launch a pre-emptive 
nuclear strike – “push the button first” – 
and that being in Nato would mean going 
to war against Russia if Estonia were 
invaded.

But these aren’t the only weaknesses. 
The anti-austerity measures – which 
are all supportable and welcome – are 
the minimum required in the current 
situation. In truth, we need to tear up all 
Thatcher’s anti-union laws, to build twice 
as many council houses, to repeal the PFI 
deals and nationalise the pharmaceutical 
companies that are destroying the NHS.

More nationalisations are needed: in 
steel, construction, the digital economy 
– the banks. Otherwise attempts to build 
a better Britain will be held to ransom 
by the monopoly capitalists, demanding 
their profits on top.

Yes, all Labour’s plans have been 

costed – unlike the Tories’ – but they 
have been costed against a forecast of a 
continually growing economy. But the 
economy is highly unlikely to continue to 
grow. Especially after the chaos unleashed 
by Brexit – rising inflation, shrinking 
trade, capital flight – hits our shores.

What then? Will Labour take steps to 
make the bosses pay for the crisis? Or will 
they concede ground and put their plans 
for a fairer Britain on hold?

This is where the activists and 
socialists come in. We have been handed a 
fantastic opportunity with this manifesto 
– for the first time in decades – to gather 
a movement together to challenge the 
Tories’ agenda and fight for a clear anti-
austerity alternative.

Many on the right are trying to 
bury the manifesto under a pile of 
“local” issues, effectively running 
independent campaigns on the MP’s 
personal record, rather than advocating 
Labour’s alternative for government. It is 
important that the left uses what remains 
of the election to campaign together, to 
draw in new members into campaigning 
for the left wing policies in the manifesto. 

But we also have to look beyond the 
election. The manifesto has given Labour 
an 8 point boost in the polls – up to 34%, 
compared with Miliband’s score of 30% 
in 2015. But with Ukip and the Lib Dems 
underperforming, the Tories are on 
49%. And with first-past-the-post, it is a 
mountain to climb.

The danger of a Tory victory is very 
real; our aim in this campaign should be 
to prepare the ground to continue to fight 
for Labour’s manifesto pledges if we don’t 
win. The first fight will be in the party, 
at conference as the right will certainly 
move to unseat Corbyn then if not before. 

The great weakness of Labour’s 
manifesto is that it only exists as long 
as Corbyn remains the leader. In order 
to finally break Labour’s addiction to 
neoliberalism and military intervention 
we need to secure a radical overhaul of 
the party’s democratic structures. 

Barring a miraculous turnaround, on 
9 June, the right wing in our party will be 
sharpening their knives for Corbyn. We 
need to be ready to come out immediately 
not only in defence of Corbyn but to take 
the offensive against the right who are 
the biggest obstacle to the democratic 
and policy renewal that the party needs 
to finally unlock the radical potential its 
members and supporters want and need. 

FEATURE GENERAL ELECTION
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FEATUREGENERAL ELECTION 

Theresa’s team
Cut through the media noise asserting the Tories are stealing Labour’s clothes, and it’s 

clear the Tories’ manifesto is a wolf in wolf’s clothing, argues Dave Stockton

THE TORY MANIFESTO, Forward 
Together, is a smoke and mirrors exercise. 
Journalists who are easily fooled or, 
more commonly, out to fool others, have 
claimed May is stealing Labour’s clothes. 

Evidence for this are manifesto 
pledges for price controls on utilities, the 
right to take (unpaid) leave to care for 
family members, new technical colleges, 
protections for workers exploited by the 
gig economy, a guarantee on retaining 
workers’ rights derived from European 

Union laws, and employee representatives 
in the boardrooms of Britain’s big 
companies.

But do these limited policies really 
amount to a wholesale raid on Labour’s 
wardrobe? With dark glasses, it might well 
be confused for a Blue Labour costume – 
the pet project of Maurice Glasman and 
Jon Cruddas that Ed Miliband had a brief 
flirtation with. But the clue is in the name; 
Glasman and Cruddas were only stealing 
Tory ideas to create a programme based 

around work, family, patriotism and 
immigration controls. 

May is hardly breaking from 
Cameron’s “big society” or “compassionate 
conservatism” - merely laying it on with 
a trowel. The big story in this election of 
course, is not whether May has broken 
from Thatcherism, but how Corbyn has 
broken Labour from Blairism. 

After UKIP and the Brexit shock, after 
Donald Trump’s victory and the rise of an 
antiglobalisation movement of the right 
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in Europe, the Tories believe it is possible 
to poach droves of former Labour voters 
in the de-industrialised  North and 
Midlands. Thatcherism’s Nasty Party 
legacy is ingrained there, which explains 
all the media white noise about May’s 
supposed break with a Tory leader who 
has been dead for years and out of power 
for decades. 

To get a landslide May knows she 
needs to mop up not just the UKIP 
voters but also the minority of pro-Brexit 
Labour voters. These are still experiencing 
the delusional empowerment of the 
Brexit vote - believing that “we” (ordinary 
people) showed “them” (the London and 
metropolitan establishment). The Tories 
hope some superficial policies plus a 
monopoly on the media will be enough 
to carry enough votes to secure a majority 
that will be unassailable once the harsh 
reality of Brexit sinks in. 

Theresa May claims another vote is 
necessary to give her a stronger hand in 
the Brexit negotiations, though no serious 
opposition to it in parliament was in view. 
Those who hoped for some clarity on 
‘Brexit means Brexit’ will be disappointed. 
The best we get is,  

“As we leave the European Union, we 
will no longer be members of the single 
market or customs union but we will seek 
a deep and special partnership including 
a comprehensive free trade and customs 
agreement.”

So the only real content of Brexit is the 
promise to end free movement of labour, 
underlined by a repetition of Cameron’s 
manifesto pledge to reduce it to tens of 
thousands rather than 200-300 thousand 
average. This reactionary pandering to 
national chauvinism, cultivated by the 
Tory tabloids for decades, runs against 
the interests of both the British employers 
who face a shortage of skilled labour and 
working class people who need EU nurses, 
doctors, porters, in the understaffed NHS 
plus a host of other industries, including 
agriculture and building, which have 
relied on migrant labour for 150 years. 

Of course the Tories’ manifesto 
promises to allow in most of these 
essential workers, and doubtless when 
the figures are added up each year the 
pledge to reduce immigration to tens 
of thousands will be exposed as a con. 
What is certain is that with the right to 
be here removed, insecurity will be the 
order of the day for non-UK workers; 
deportations of students and workers 

who finish their courses or lose their jobs, 
and increased exploitation of them by 
unscrupulous employers who will prey on 
their uncertain status. 

Meanwhile 
the racist Tory 
rags will use 
every twist 
and turn of the 
negotiations 
with the 
European 
Union to whip 
up hatred and 
division – the 
demand that 
Britain pays 
the debt it 
owes to the EU, a possible withdrawal by 
France of its guarding of Britain’s borders 
against refugees in Calais, escalating 
hostility against Scottish nationalists. 

The Manifesto also targets the rights 
under international law of those seeking 
asylum from wars that Britain and its US 
patron started, or supplied arms to, like 
Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, Libya and the 
UK-abetted Saudi carnage in Yemen. It 
pledges to slash asylum claims by only 
offering refuge to those who make an 
application in the first country to which 
they fled rather than to those who have 
made it to Britain’s borders.

Attacking the unions 
May’s pro-worker promises turn out to 
be cheap tricks, like the right to a year’s 
unpaid leave to care for a sick family 
member or new baby - great if you can 
afford to lose a year’s pay. Employee 
reps on company boards is yet another 
con. According to City AM this means 
that stock exchange listed companies 
will be asked to either create stakeholder 
advisory panels, designating an existing 
non-executive director as an employee 
representative, or directly appointing a 
worker representative to the board.

But when it comes to union members 
it is a different story altogether. Here, a 
further toughening of the most restrictive 
anti-union laws in Europe, are the prelude 
to an attack on the remaining bastions of 
trade unions – the public sector, especially 
local government and the NHS. 

Promised attacks include a minimum 
50 per cent turnout; public sector 
ballots will require 40 per cent  of all 
those entitled to vote on top of a simple 
majority. A scabs’ charter will be brought 

in allowing bosses to hire agency workers 
to break strikes and further restrict the 
already draconian picketing rules. Finally, 
after failing to break the PCS union, the 

manifesto promises 
even tougher 
legislation on union 
subscriptions and 
facility time.  

Slashing Welfare
The Tory manifesto 
is short on serious 
costing of their 
proposals but it 
is littered with 
damaging cuts. So 
confident is May of a 

landslide that she has decided to cut back 
on pensioners’ income – although this 
appears to have backfired spectacularly. 

She promises to recover the cost of 
home care in old-age from a person’s 
estate when they die if they leave more 
than £100,000; effectively a major increase 
in death duty and to replace the ‘triple 
lock’ on pensions with a ‘double l’ock – 
pensions will rise in line with average 
earnings or inflation, scrapping the 2.5 
per cent minimum. 

Then we have the scrapping universal 
free school lunches for primary school 
pupils; replacing them with free breakfasts 
and means tested free lunches for poor 
children at a tenth of the cost. 

All these measures demonstrate the 
Tories’ hatred of universal entitlement and 
the desire to encourage charity mongering 
and means testing as a proven method of 
shaming the poor into not claiming their 
rights. 

All these cuts provide the space for 
the Tories once again promise to cut 
corporation tax to 17 per cent by 2020. 
Why tax the rich when you can soak the 
poor?

Meritocratic con
It’s no secret Theresa May wants to take 
us back to the 1950s and the 11 plus 
exams which denied 80 per cent of the 
population access to university education. 
This is diplomatically referred to as, “more 
good school places, ending the ban on 
selective schools and asking universities 
and independent schools to help run 
state schools” - well-worn allusions whose 
real meaning will not be lost on middle 
class Tory voters. Throw in a promise to 
fund 100 new ‘free’ [publicly funded and 

Thanks to getting a blank cheque 
for Brexit, thanks to playing on 

the xenophobic hatred of foreign 
workers, thanks to having a 

billionaire-owned Tory press, 
Theresa May thinks she can get 
away with it. We must stop her. 

FEATURE GENERAL ELECTION
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privately run] schools and the whole 
scheme is branded the ‘Great Meritocracy’. 

The concept of Meritocracy is simply 
a sop to the guilty middle classes who 
use it to convince themselves that their 
privileges are derived from individual 
talent rather than the fact that inherited 
wealth and social status buys access to 
an elite education and career prospects. 
In as much as this meritocracy is open 
to working class families, it is only to 
encourage individuals to ‘rise out of your 
class, not with it’. 

But even the vaunted meritocracy 
can’t solve the problem of expensively-
educated middle class graduates living 
with their parents into their late 20s and 
30s. The scale of the housing crisis has 
forced May to acknowledge the need for a 
limited return to council house building. 
The sting in the tail? Automatic right to 
buy for tenants after 10-15 years; a repeat 
of the Tory trick of using taxes to build 
houses it sells at a subsidised rate to bribe 
voters. 

As to the NHS it will be restricted 
to the crippling pledge to increase NHS 
spending by a meagre £8bn over the 
next five years. Where did this figure 
come from? In 2015 NHS England chief 
executive Simon Stevens was “strong-
armed” into putting it forward after he 
produced an official report that stated 
the health service needed at least £16 
billion extra by 2020 to preserve existing 
provisions. 

In fact had Britain under both Gordon 
Brown and David Cameron stayed at the 
average spending level as a percentage of 
GDP of the original fifteen EU member 
states, something it briefly achieved in the 
early Blair years, the NHS would now be 
getting £43bn more.

When you look at what the Tories 
really want to  do in five years with their 
hoped-for 100 plus majority, it is clear that 
completing the Thatcher revolution and 
disrupting the welfare state beyond repair 
(without extremely radical measures) 
and to break the last stronghold of trade 
unionism in the public services.    

Thanks to getting a blank cheque for 
Brexit, thanks to playing on the racist 
and chauvinist hatred of foreign workers 
and refugees, thanks to having an 80 
percent Tory tabloid press owned by five 
billionaires, with the most cynical and 
deceitful manifesto in living memory 
Theresa May thinks she can get away with 
it. We must do all in our power to stop her.

FEATUREIMMIGRATION

Answering the 
migration 

myths
With the news that more than half of Britons 
believe their culture is threatened by ethnic 

minorities living in the UK, the Labour movement 
has a duty to challenge the lies and strengthen 

the bonds of solidarity and community between 
workers of all origins and faiths. 

FACING FACTS 
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DOESN’T BRITAIN TAKE MORE 
THAN ITS FAIR SHARE OF 
IMMIGRANTS?

Migrants are seeking jobs - so 
immigration rises in times of economic 
recovery and falls in times of recession. 
At the moment the UK has seen jobs 
expand faster than most countries in 
Europe, so levels have risen. At the depth 
of the depression in 2012, net migration 
was half (177,000) what it is today, and 
would have fallen even further had 
southern Europe not been in deeper 
crisis, caused by governments imposing 
savage austerity.

Refugees and asylum seekers are 
another matter. Their numbers rise and 
fall in relation to the wars Britain and 
its allies wage in the Middle East, Africa 
etc. We are signed up to the Geneva 
Convention, which obliges us to accept 
refugees. But in fact Britain takes far less 
than its fair share.

For example, the number of Syrian 
refugees resettled in Britain stands at 
just 2,898 since the conflict began. There 
are over 4.8 million Syrian refugees. The 
Government has promised to resettle 
20,000 Syrian refugees by 2020, just 4,000 
a year.

DON’T IMMIGRANTS DRAIN 
BRITAIN’S RESOURCES?

No they add to them. Immigrants 
pay far more in taxes than they receive in 
benefits: £3 billion a year in, £500 million 
out; a net benefit to the UK of £2.5 billion. 
This is not surprising - the vast majority 
of migrants are fit and of working age – 
far higher than the UK average. Or they 
come here to take up education courses, 
for which they pay higher fees. In short 
they are net contributors to our economy. 

BUT WHAT ABOUT THE BENEFIT 
TOURISTS THE TABLOIDS TELL 
US ABOUT?

They don’t exist except for a few 
individual cases. University College 
London research shows that out of over 
2 million EU citizens working in the 
UK, just 91,700 (4.5%) claim out-of-
work benefits – the UK unemployment 
rate is 4.8%. Because a high proportion 
of migrants have degrees or other 
qualifications, only 317,000 (15%) claim 
tax credits, far lower than the UK average. 
“Benefit Tourism” is just a lie spread to 
increase fear and hatred.

SURELY THEY PUSH TAXES UP?
No. Migrants pay £2.54 billion a year 

more in income tax than they receive 
in tax credits or child benefit. UK-born 
citizens on average take out more than 
they pay in. So migration keeps helps 
keep taxes down, not up. 

DOES IMMIGRATION CAUSE 
UNEMPLOYMENT?

No. There are 28 million UK nationals 
in work, a record 75%, compared to 3.4 
million migrants. There are serious labour 
shortages (and skills shortages) in a 
number of industries, including building, 
the NHS and the care system. Partly this 
results from the fact that British bosses 
fail to train enough skilled workers, and 
government’s slash grants like nurses’ 
bursaries. . 5.5 per cent percent of NHS 
staff come from the EU. Trained and 
qualified workers from countries like 
Poland or Portugal are attracted to fill 
these vacancies. 

To raise the grossly inadequate 
number of houses built from 148,00 a 
year to the 300,000 talked of by both 
parties, an industry survey calculates one 
million extra building workers will be 
needed. Losing the 215,000 EU workers 
would spell doom for these plans. If we 
want to maintain our NHS or solve the 
housing shortage we need these workers 
and we need to train more young people 
at home. 

That EU migrant workers are 
responsible for unemployment is quite 
simply a brazen lie.

ARE MIGRANT WORKERS 
UNDERCUTTING OUR WAGES?

 No. Among lower paid workers, the 
National Institute of Economic and Social 
Research has found that, “The impact 
of migration on the wages of the UK-
born in this sector since 2004 has been 
about 1 per cent, over a period of eight 
years”. More than 60% of migrants from 
southern and western Europe, and 25% 
of those from eastern and central Europe, 
have university degrees (the UK average 
is 25%). Others have skills for which there 
is a shortage here. So they don’t compete 
with semi-skilled or low skilled workers 
and don’t drive down wages.

Wherever employers do super-exploit 
migrant workers, and they do just like 
they do to sections of British-born 
workers, especially the young, the answer 

is a fight for unionization and recognition 
of bargaining rights and a living wage. 
Jeremy Corbyn is committed to re-
establishing the Migrant Impact Fund 
to help regions most affected cope with 
this pressure as well as restoring trade 
union rights, raising the minimum wage 
to the level of the independently assessed 
Living Wage, and increasing the number 
of inspectors chasing undercutting 
employers. 

SURELY THERE’S NOT ENOUGH 
HOUSING TO GO ROUND?

That’s true but its not migrants who 
are causing it. The Oxford Migration 
Observatory says that 39% of migrants 
live in private rented accommodation, as 
opposed to 14% of British-born people. 
Migrants cannot and do not jump the 
queue for social housing. Government 
figures reveal that 91% of all new social 
housing lets go to UK-born residents. 

The real culprit for the lack of 
affordable housing is the government, 
which constantly widens the net for 
right-to-buy and diminishes the available 
housing for new tenants, and stubbornly 
refuses to build enough social housing: 
just 25,000 a year while between 1.5 
and 2 million need to be housed. Some 
councils have extended the time needed 
to qualify as a resident to get on the 
waiting list, which disproportionately 
affects migrants. If we want to change 
this we will need at least the present level 
of migrant building workers and we will 
have to train more young entrants into 
the trade.

DON’T HIGH LEVELS OF 
IMMIGRATION INCREASE CRIME?

There is no evidence of this. The 
Association of Chief Police Officers 
has found that crime figures have fallen 
over the same period that immigration 
numbers have risen. In 2013, the London 
School of Economics concluded that 
crime; especially burglary, vandalism and 
car theft actually fell in those areas most 
affected by immigration from Eastern 
Europe. The crime that has increased is 
hate crime against migrants in England 
and Wales. It rose by 41% in the month 
after the EU referendum. Migrants don’t 
cause crime; anti-immigrant racists, 
incited by hate stories in the tabloids do.

FEATURE IMMIGRATION
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100 Days
IN THE US, a president’s first 100 days 
in office is always a test of the change in 
direction, if any, from one administration 
to the next. That’s especially true this 
year, with the Republican sweep of both 
houses of the US Congress as well as the 
Presidency, plus holding on to most of the 
statehouses and governorships. 

That it has been a tumultuous 100 days 
is unquestionable. Beginning with the 
Inauguration Day demonstrations and 
the massive women’s march the following 

day, Trump has been beset with resistance 
to his stated agenda. In February, there 
was a “Day Without Immigrants” strike. 
Then, on March 8, there was a “Day 
Without Women” strike. April saw a 
massive “March for Science” in defiance 
of the administration’s attacks on climate 
change research.

And then there was May Day. For the 
first time since the massive strikes and 
demonstrations that marked another 
“Day Without Immigrants” in 2006, 

thousands of immigrants, workers, and 
their supporters and allies engaged in 
actions in towns and cities across the 
country. They included not only marches 
and rallies, but also strikes and boycotts. 
Although it certainly didn’t rise to the 
level of a “general strike”, it did exceed the 
handfuls of socialists who normally mark 
May Day in the US. As could be expected, 
the larger cities, notably Los Angeles, 
Chicago, and New York City, had the 
biggest crowds, with some 30,000 in L.A. 
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The crowd in LA was made up of a mix 
of reformist, radical, and revolutionary 
socialist groups and showed a growing 
tendency for the various “identity 
politics” sections to come together in 
opposition to the Trump agenda. Since 
Latinos and other immigrants are bearing 
the brunt of the attacks from the Trump 
administration, they are now the most 
visible part of the leadership of this 
struggle. 

This cooperation across “identity” 
lines shows that all of the communities 
of the racially and socially oppressed 
are beginning to see unity in action as a 
necessary and achievable goal. It cannot 
be repeated enough that we all need to 
internalize that an injury to one is an 
injury to all.

Of course, it helps that most of the 
people under attack are working class. 
This brings the more radical worker 
organizations, like Alternative Labor 
Organizations (ALOs) and militant 
locals of the two big federations the 
AFL-CIO, with 9 million members, and 
Change to Win, 4.2 million, into the 
struggle in support of their members and 
communities. 

This involvement by unions is perhaps 
the biggest positive from a socialist 
perspective for May Day 2017. For the 
first time since Trump’s Inauguration,  the 
resistance to the administration’s attacks 
had significant organized working class 
leadership and direction.

In many of the smaller demonstrations 
across the country, even in places that had 
never heard of May Day before, the ALOs 
took the lead in organizing protests, 
rallies, and marches. This is also a positive 
trend, in that ALOs by their very nature 
have less restrictions on labor actions like 
strikes than their more “official” siblings 
in unions. They also have less to lose 
and much more to gain, being voluntary 
representatives of lower wage groups like 
immigrant workers who are subject to the 
worst abuses and excesses of their bosses.

Resistance
Since May Day, the biggest demonstrations 
and actions have been in support of the 
oppressed sectors, the ones who are 
bearing the brunt of the attacks. Their 
tactics, with a few notable exceptions, 
have been mass demonstrations, marches 
and rallies expressing disgust with those 
attacks. As yet there has been little raising 
of the more prolonged militant tactics 

that will be necessary in order to halt or 
delay the attacks themselves.

That said, significant groupings 
within the resistance are arguing for more 
militant strategies and tactics, including 
the reformist Democratic Socialists of 
America and the various groups from the 
Trotskyist tradition. This more militant 
approach is also beginning to include the 
organized working class in some unions 
and other groups devoted to worker 
protection. From the ALOs that organized 
February’s “Day Without Immigrants” 
to the Ni Una Menos movement that 
played a prominent role in the actions 
on International Working Woman’s Day, 
to the May Day actions, leaderships have 
become more unabashedly socialist in 
their language and advocacy of more 
militant tactics like strikes and boycotts.

This clearly shows a resistance that is 
moving in a leftward direction. Given that 
the attacks themselves have not yet even 
begun to hit the mass of the population, 
we should expect that far more will follow 
the leadership to the left if we can continue 
to provide a direction for actual resistance 
to Trump and his cabal of billionaires.

A positive example was set by the 
workers of the US territory of Puerto Rico 
on May Day. The island has been beset 
by economic problems in many ways 
akin to the problems of Greece in the EU. 
From shady bank practices that got the 
local government into trouble in the first 
place when the Great Recession hit, to the 
austerity that is being required in order 
to “recover” from these problems, Puerto 
Rico resisted the attacks more than any 
other place in the United States. 

The May Day “general strike” was 
closer to an actual general strike than 
anywhere else, with the economy 
significantly impacted for the day and 
massive demonstrations shutting down 
whole sectors of the economy, the 
government and day-to-day life. Was the 
response of the people of Puerto Rico who 
are being asked to pay for the recovery 
of capitalist profits lost during the Great 
Recession by sacrificing their pensions, 
wages, benefits, and workers’ rights to 
unionise and collectively bargain. 

Trump’s popularity started out at 
the lowest level of any elected president 
and has actually dropped since the 
Inauguration, although he still has a core 
of support that will forgive him almost 
anything. In addition, the Republican 
Party has also shown itself to be divided 
over tactics, despite its majority.

The odds are growing that the 
incompetence shown by Trump, and 
divisions within the ruling class, could 
prevent him finishing his elected term. 
This would lead to a President Pence 
who would continue all of the attacks of 
the Trump agenda, along with a religious 
obscurantist overlay that would be even 
more threatening to women and most 
minorities. He would probably also bring 
a more focused plan for getting that 
agenda enacted into law. In other words, 
we can be sure that the resistance that has 
just begun will be needed whether Trump 
continues in office or not.

Coordination 
To sum up, we need to bring everyone 
under attack together into committees 
for joint actions, supporting strikes 
and occupations, mobilizing mass 
demonstrations and organizing self-
defence not only against the oppressive 
organs of the state like the police, ICE, 
the FBI but also the far right militias or 
fascists. To actually launch a general 
strike against any one of Trump’s major 
attacks will mean organizing from below, 
not relying on the existing union and 
community leaders.

Such committees not only need to 
organize resistance to attacks, but also to 
begin the process of pro-actively tackling 
the problems of their communities, taking 
more and more power away from the 
bourgeois state and building a counter-
power of the working class and the 
oppressed.

Federal and State forces, however, will 
not sit back and see themselves replaced 
by organs of workers’ power and therefore 
a movement of resistance has to become 
a movement which sets itself the goal of 
overthrowing the power of the bosses 
and bankers, the police chiefs and the 
generals. To organize for this, more than 
trade unions, community organizations, 
or even councils of action, are needed. 
The struggle for political power requires 
a party.

That is why we need to work tirelessly 
to build a party of workers and the 
oppressed. We need one now to provide 
a voice in the halls of power that are 
now reserved only for the millionaires, 
billionaires, and global corporations. 
Obviously, given the money of the 
billionaires and their control of the 
media, it would be difficult to achieve a 
true representation of our numbers in 
Congress. Nonetheless, a workers’ party 

WORLD USA



WORLDFRANCE

would be a voice there for the rest of us, a 
speaker for the struggles going on day-to-
day in our communities.

To orient to the “progressive” 
Democrats, as advocated by the 
Democratic Socialists of America, the 
US affiliate of the Socialist International, 
would be to mislead those forces that 
gathered around the Occupy, Fight for 15, 
Black Lives Matter and the Bernie Sanders 
movements. The Democratic Party has 
repeatedly shown its ineffectiveness 
in helping US workers and the poor. 
Throughout the Obama years, things got 
worse for the majority with stagnating 
wages, benefits, and job security. The 
reaction to this led directly to the rise of 
the Tea Party and Trump phenomena, to 
increased murders of black youths and 
racists and fascists on our streets.

The reason for this is easy to 
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understand. The Democrats are no 
less a party of the Wall Street élite 
than the Republicans and, as such, will 
never prioritize our interests either in 
government, or in opposition.

What we need in the USA is a workers’ 
party to develop an organized and 
effective resistance to Trump or, if he does 
not last his full term, Pence. It must be 
independent of all capitalist parties and 
be a party of struggle, not just at times of 
elections. It must be active in the unions 
and communities. Today, it must seek 
to politically guide and spearhead the 
resistance to Trump up to and including 
a general strike.

Socialist Alternative, the sister 
organization of the Socialist Party in the 
UK, is the most active of the far left groups 
in the US today. In 2013, it managed 
to elect Kshama Sawant to Seattle City 

Council and played a significant role 
supporting Bernie Sanders, but it uses the 
vague slogan of a “party of the 99 percent”. 
It could mightily aid the development 
of a workers’ party if it broke from this 
confusion. The International Socialist 
Organization, ISO, once linked to the 
British SWP, has championed the need for 
what it calls a “Red-Green” coalition. Both 
these far left groups confuse the need for 
a class party of the workers, armed with 
a revolutionary socialist programme, with 
woolly populist and reformist slogans.

However, if all the fighting forces 
within the anti-Trump movement agree 
not only to coordinate the struggle in a 
democratic and anti-sectarian fashion, 
but also to debate what our political goals 
should be and what form of party we need, 
then under present favourable conditions, 
major progress can be made.
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Class struggle ahead
The new French president is unlikely to have a long period of grace if he intends to 

implement his programme, reports Marc Lassalle in Paris

WORLD FRANCE

During the two weeks between the 
first and second round of the French 
presidential elections, some on the 
French left called for a vote for Emmanuel 
Macron to stop Marine Le Pen of the 
Front National (FN) winning. Red Flag 
said this was wrong and that Macron 
represented as great a danger to French 
workers as Marine Le Pen – one that they 
would not recognise as easily since their 
parties and some trade unions too urged 
them to vote for him, as the lesser evil.

This breaks the principle that workers 
should never vote for the parties of the 
bosses and that they can and must fight 
all governments that attack their social 
gains and democratic rights.

At least the French far left – the 
Nouveau parti anticapitaliste (NPA) and 
Lutte Ouvriere (LO-Workers Struggle) 
– did call for a blank vote, and the more 
militant union federations the CGT and 
Solidaires (SUD) refused to call for a vote 
for Macron.

In the event, despite the hatred 
for the racist FN and Le Pen, the level 
of abstentions, 25.4 per cent, was the 
highest since 1969. Indeed 11.5 per cent 
of voters, 4.2 million people, voted blank 
or spoiled their ballots. Around one third 
of blue-collar workers, and over one third 
of young people between 18 and 24, and 
likewise among the unemployed, were in 
these categories.

Macron’s programme
Macron, a former investment banker and 
economy minister, easily won the second 
round of France’s presidential elections: 
by 66.1 per cent to Marine Le Pen’s 33.9. 
When he was an SP economy minister 

(2014-16), alongside with Prime Minister 
Manuel Vals (who has now joined his 
party), he spearheaded the attack on 
the social and trade union rights of the 
working class.

The main measure, which bore 
his name, the loi Macron, aimed to 
slash workers rights, provoking a huge 
movement by trade unionists and youth 
last Spring. The law was toned down but 
passed, thanks to the retreat by the union 
leaders.

Unabashed by his previous problems, 
Macron’s programme is still “the reform 
of the labour market” to make French 
capital more competitive with its 
European and global rivals, so it can join 
the leadership of the EU, largely lost to 
Germany. Indeed he has made it clear 
he will return to the harsher version of 
casualization and anti-union legislation 
he originally proposed in 2016

Macron justifies these reforms 
by reference to the 9.9 per cent 
unemployment level (over twice that of 
Germany and the UK) and an even more 
staggering rate, 23.7 per cent, for young 
people. He wants to solve this problem 
by offering them low paid and insecure 
jobs, like those created in Germany since 
Agenda 2010-Harz 4 and in Britain since 
Thatcher destroyed millions of better 
paid permanent jobs in industry.

France’s bosses, organised in the 
Movement of the Enterprises of France, 
MEDEF, have long been pressing to get 
rid of “jobs for life” and replace them with 
precarious low-paid ones. Macron has 
defended zero-hours contracts, including 
those offered by such as Uber, which do 
not come with employment rights, saying 

with all the cynicism of a neoliberal 
banker: “Let’s get away from this French 
preference for unemployment.”

Macron wants to foster good relations 
with Germany, the EU’s leading economy, 
by carrying out the reforms they have long 
been pressing for through the European 
Central Bank and the EU Commission, 
i.e. sticking to the Eurozone’s tight budget 
constraints and getting the deficit below 
3 per cent of GDP. (It was 3.4 % in 2016).

Weakening France’s labour protection 
laws has been the goal of all the presidents 
over the last 20 years: Jacques Chirac, 
Nicolas Sarkozy and François Hollande. 
None of them succeeded in making a 
real strategic breakthrough. As a result, 
French history over these decades was 
punctuated by a series of strike waves, 
social struggles and youth uprisings, 
starting in November- December 1995 
and continuing with that of May-June 
2016.

Macron’s reforms centre on weakening 
union strength by cutting back national 
bargaining in favour of individual 
workplace based contracts where the 
employer’s strength will be far greater and 
they can pick them off one by one. They 
include lowering the cost of the fines that 
labour courts can impose on employers 
for illegally firing employees, reportedly 
to a meagre three months’ salary, making 
it cheap and easy for employers to sack 
workers.

Macron wants “flexibility” in the jobs 
market - i.e. to, shed better-paid jobs for 
life and replacing them with precarious 
low-paid ones. He aims to cut 120,000 
public employees posts, 70,000 of them 
from the regional and local authorities, 
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and 50,000 from central government. 
He has a plan to cut public spending 

by €60 billion: €25 billion from central 
government, €15 billion from the 
government’s health insurance scheme, 
plus €10 billion from unemployment 
benefits and another €10 from local 
authority spending. He also talks of 
privatising publicly owned industries. To 
cap it off, he offers to cut in corporation 
tax from 33 per cent to 25 per cent.

His Prime Minister designate, 
Edouard Philippe, a member of the 
Republicans (conservatives), has already 
told the Journal de Dimanche that “the 
reform of the Labour Code has been 
well planned,” and that, though their will 
be “indispensible” discussions with the 
trade unions’ after National Assembly 
elections on 18 June, there will be “a vote 
on the enabling act that will allow the 
government to impose decrees”.

In short Macron is an austerity 
president, a worthy continuer of the work 
of his predecessors in the Elysée Palace. 
In addition he will carry on with his 
predecessors’ policies on state security 
(he says will only “evaluate” the long term 
state of emergency).

He has already pledged to continue 
French imperialism’s interventions in 
sub-Saharan Africa and the Middle East, 
though he has invited Germany to join 
France in these gallant enterprises. He is 
not just the chosen representative of the 
MEDEF but of France’s whole imperialist 
bourgeoisie.

The real and present danger of 
Marine Le Pen and the FN lies not so 
much in the number of fascist cadres 
still within her party, but her successful 
detoxification of it by posing as the friend 
of the workers and the enemy of the 
political élite. She has also abandoned 
the old neoliberal policies of the FN 
from the 1980s and ’90s, in order to lure 
former Socialist and Communist Party 
voters in the run-down industrial areas of 
France. Now, she presents herself as the 
leader of an anti-globalisation and anti-
neoliberal movement. Thus she declares 
she is totally opposed to Macron’s labour 
reforms. Of course, all this is still allied 
to a major clamp down on immigration.

Le Pen’s pledge to become the main 
opposition to Macron is no empty boast; 
it is a serious danger. If the main parties 

of the labour movement, the PS and the 
PCF, extend their “lesser evil” vote for 
Macron into downplaying resistance to 
his “reforms”, that will open the field for 
the FN to pose as the real enemy of the 
establishment.

The June election
The next month will witness a struggle 
by Macron to 
win a majority 
in the National 
Assembly, without 
which he could 
end up as a lame 
duck president. 
His new party, La 
République En 
Marche!, Forward 
the Republic!, will 
stand a full list on 
candidates in an 
alliance with François Bayrou of the 
centre ground Democratic Movement. 
He could also win significant figures 
from the right wing of the Socialist Party.

In the first round of the legislative 
elections, on 11 June, the working 
class, young people and France’s 
citizens of immigrant origin should 
vote for candidates who are completely 
independent of Macron and call for a 
post-election all-out battle: a fight against 
both him and Le Pen.

This means voting for the far left 
candidates of the NPA or, where they are 
not standing, LO. In the second round 
(where these are unlikely to get through) 
it means a critical vote for candidates of 
the reformist workers’ parties, that is, 
the PCF, the PS or France Insoumise, 
Unsubmissive France, if they stand 
independently of all bourgeois parties or 
personalities.

The most important task now is to 
use the legislative elections to raise the 
call for building a workers’ united front 
against Macron’s reforms, the continued 
state of emergency, and racist harassment 
of the youth of the banlieues, as well as 
against the FN’s agitation against Muslim 
communities, the Roma and other 
minorities.

The huge abstention and blank vote 
indicates that millions are not fooled by 
Macron or Le Pen, and that resistance can 
be militant and immediate. The action 

should start as soon as Macron brings 
his Enabling Act before the National 
Assembly.

It will not be defeated there, or rather 
not unless it is first defeated on the streets, 
in the workplaces, in the schools and 
colleges. If French workers and young 
people, including those from immigrant 
family backgrounds, act all together – 

tous ensemble 
– then Macron 
can go the way 
of Sarkozy into 
the trash can of 
history.

New party
But to stop this 
constant round 
of attacks on 
French workers 
social gains and 

workplace rights, to prevent the Front 
National developing into a real fascist 
threat, however, a new militant political 
party of the working class is necessary. 
Car worker Philippe Poutou, presidential 
candidate of the NPA, has already called 
for the building of a new anti-capitalist 
party of the French working class and the 
socially and racially oppressed. We agree 
with him. The NPA’s latest statement on 
Macron’s victory concludes:

“To prepare for this confrontation 
[against Macron’s reforms], we need a 
political force to represent us, to organise 
our social camp, opposed to the bosses 
and the owners. A fighting party, anchored 
in daily struggles, one that is not afraid 
of attacking capitalist private property, 
which defends a break with both national 
and European state institutions. A 
feminist, ecologist, internationalist party 
for the revolutionary transformation of 
society. It’s an urgent task.”

This call needs to be addressed to all 
the forces fighting against Macron and 
Le Pen and to be focused on an action 
programme for this battle. With French 
reformism in deep crisis, there is a real 
opening for building a programmatically 
defined, centralised and disciplined 
party, rooted in the class struggle. That is, 
indeed, an urgent task.
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The most important task is to use 
the June elections to raise the call 
for united action against Macron’s 

reforms, resistance to the 
harassment of the youth in the 
banlieues as well as against the 
FN’s attacks against minorities



PLATFORM

Red Flag is a revolutionary socialist initiative campaigning in the Labour Party, in the 
trade unions and among young people for: 

•	 a revived Labour Party with socialist policies, under the democratic control of its new 
mass membership

•	 a	mass	social	movement	to	fight	the	Tory	government	with	direct	action,	in	the	
workplaces and on the streets

•	 a left-wing Labour government that breaks with the capitalists and their agenda of 
austerity and war

•	 international solidarity with refugees, migrants and the workers of the world, not war, 
occupation and racism

•	 a democratically planned economy for equality and ecologically sustainable 
development

•	 a social revolution, a Socialist Republic of Britain and a socialist world

A LABOUR PARTY WITH SOCIALIST POLICIES

Labour’s new mass membership opens a huge opportunity to build a genuinely mass 
party in working class communities, campaigning in the workplaces and on the streets 
around clear socialist policies.

Against austerity

•	 100% opposition to Tory austerity. No cuts to welfare, services, jobs or pay.
•	 End	cruel	benefits	sanctions	–	stop	forcing	disabled	people	to	work.
•	 Tax the rich, not the poor: raise taxes on business and the wealthy. Clamp down on 

tax avoidance.
•	 A planned economy for the workers, not the rich
•	
•	 Take	over	the	banks	and	financial	institutions	without	compensation.
•	 Merge the banks into a single state-owned investment bank under direct democratic 

control of the working class majority.
•	 Jobs for all. For a massive programme of investment to create socially useful, 
sustainable	jobs.	End	precarious	working	–	make	casual	contracts	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.

Fight 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	minimum	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.
•	 Nationalise the top monopolies under workers control and without compensation. 

This to include the great food, water, energy, transport, infrastructure, 
pharmaceutical, manufacturing, property, retail, 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 bondholders and refuse to submit to 
blackmail	from	international	financial	institutions.

Public	services	not	private	rip-offs

•	 Build and improve publicly owned social housing 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 control 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 services. Restore local democracy: end the 

cap on local authority spending.

Extend democracy

•	 Abolish anti-trade union laws. Employment protection from day one.
•	 Votes at 16.
•	 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, including the right to separate from the 

UK if a majority choose it.

Defend our environment

•	 Reinstate solar and wind projects.
•	 Stop fracking.
•	 Phase out fossil fuels.
•	 Promote a planned shift to sustainable energy.

Against discrimination and 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 not imperialism

•	 Cancel Trident.
•	 Britain out of NATO.
•	 Welcome refugees and migrants. Yes to freedom of movement, no to immigration 

controls.
•	 No more imperialist wars. Britain out of NATO. Troops out of Afghanistan, Eastern 

Europe, Ireland 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-determination and the return of Palestinian refugees.
•	 Break ties with the far right Ukrainian government.
•	 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 working class majority.
•	 No	to	the	undemocratic	institutions	of	the	EU.	No	to	a	British	nationalist	walkout	–	

for a United Socialist States of Europe.

STRENGTHEN THE LABOUR MOVEMENT

We can revive the Labour Party and the trade unions, recruiting the young and the old, 
the working and the unemployed, the casual workers, women, black and Asian people, 
migrant	workers,	LGBT	people,	the	skilled	and	unskilled,	the	manual	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 organisations.

•	 Labour councils should refuse to carry out Tory cuts and rally nationwide resistance 
including	coordinated	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 combines of workers that can take action even 
against	the	wishes	of	union	officials	where	necessary.

•	 Workers	of	all	countries,	unite	–	build		an	international	union	of	revolutionary	socialist	
•	 parties.

A MASS SOCIAL MOVEMENT TO FIGHT THE TORIES

We can’t wait until 2020 to get rid of the Tories. With such a small majority, the 
Tories can be beaten, if we mobilise mass action.

•	 Strikes against Tory cuts to pay, conditions and services. Solidarity strikes.
•	 Occupy all services and facilities facing closure.
•	 Mass civil disobedience to support strikes and occupations.
•	 For a general strike if the Tories try to ban, prosecute or surcharge unions or their 

members for taking action.
•	 For Councils of Resistance, with delegates from local union branches and 

workplaces, from tenants’ campaigns, antiracist and women’s initiatives, student 
and youth groups and Labour Party branches.

FOR REVOLUTION

•	 Even a House of Commons of 630 Jeremy Corbyns would not be enough to legislate 
capitalism	out	of	existence,	because	faced	with	a	mortal	threat	to	their	profits	and	
privileges the ruling class would use all means at their disposal to restore their order, 
including a military coup.

•	 A left-wing Labour government should not accept the sabotage of the rich, but 
should be a workers’ government and take power out of the hands of the unelected 
civil servants, CEOs, security 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. 
 
If	you	agree	join	us	-	www.redflagonline.org/join

What we fight for 
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Manchester arena massacre 
corbyn, the ira and britain’s irish war
for the many, not the few
theresa’s may’s tories
confronting migration myths
trump’s 100 days
class struggle ahead for macron


