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Theo Sharrieff - Winston, 
Nottingham Socialist Students

Plenty has been writt en about the internal 
mayhem in the Conservati ve Party 

following this year’s general electi on. With 
the Tories only able to cling on to power 
through a politi cal sti tch up involving the 
right-wing Democrati c Unionist Party (DUP) 
in Northern Ireland, MPs in both parti es are 
acutely aware that their confi dence-and-
supply deal could collapse under the weight 
of events at any stage. 

On the other hand, while weakening the 
positi on of the Tories, the result has done 
more to raise the confi dence of students 
and young workers in their ability to win 
decisive politi cal victories for themselves 
than any electi on in living memory. A 
whole host of pro-capitalist commentators 
have recognised the politi cal earthquake 
the 8 June electi on represented among 
young people. One arti cle in the Financial 
Times, citi ng an Ipsos MORI poll, admitt ed 
that the electi on “ended two decades of 
disproporti onately low turnout among 
younger voters”, with 64% of 18 to 24 year-
olds casti ng a vote, just as many as those 
aged between 25 and 45. 

Given the inherent instability of the 
situati on in parliament, this politi cisati on of 
a whole new layer of youth (some sti ll too 
young to vote) represents a new threat to 
the Briti sh ruling class. 

Organising mass action
In additi on to this phenomenon 

behind Labour’s late poll surge, which 
commentators dubbed a ‘youthquake’, 
wider processes have begun to develop. 
The general electi on, in additi on to causing 

a headache for the ruling class around the 
potenti al of a revitalised youth and student 
movement, has demonstrated how even 
a modest left -wing programme has the 
potenti al to convince students and the 
wider working class that their interests are 
bound together in a common movement. 

A stronger socialist programme, fi ghti ng 
enthusiasti cally for reforms while raising 
the necessity for mass struggle and the 
fundamental transformati on of society, 
has the potenti al to create a unifi ed mass 
movement which would see workers and 
students standing shoulder to shoulder to 
face down the forces of capitalism. Despite 
the success of the manifesto in breaking 
fresh politi cal ground for socialist ideas, 
however, the task of the student movement 
now is not to wait for Corbyn to be elected, 
as the sole vehicle for social change in 
Britain. Rather, that through waging their 
own independent struggle they can lead 
themselves to victory against an already 
wounded Tory government.

Organising for a mass movement 
could win huge concessions for students 
and workers alike, and would be a sign 
that the government was well and truly 
on the ropes. Governments in ti mes of 
desperati on, when they sense that a mood 
of anger is growing to such a level that 
their rule is threatened, will oft en grant 
large concessions to movements in a bid 
to retain power. A powerful and fi ghti ng 
student movement then could not only 
win decisive victories around the banner of 
free educati on but, following the disastrous 
electi on result for the Tories, could also 
create the conditi ons for kicking their 
rott en government out altogether. 

This combinati on of an elevated mood 

among students and young workers, along 
with the objecti ve weakening of the Tories, 
is why Socialist Students is calling for 
mass student walkouts, occupati ons and 
demonstrati ons on campuses up and down 
the country on budget day this year. Under 
the banner of an educati on shutdown, 
students can seize on the opportuniti es 
presented by the raised level of politi cal 
consciousness, escalati ng their initi ati ves 
beyond the boundaries of the relati ve 
inacti on which has come to prevail since 
2010, itself largely the consequence of 
failed strategies adopted by successive 
leaderships of the Nati onal Union of 
Students (NUS).

NUS
The electi on of Malia Bouatti  a as NUS 

president in 2016 represented a step 
forward for the student movement. This 
gave rise to fresh opportuniti es to establish 
a more fi ghti ng and democrati c NUS 
which could take concrete steps towards 
organising around the demand for free 
educati on. Bouatti  a’s victory was a defeat 
for the right wing of the student movement 
and, in parti cular, of the Labour Students 
organisati on which had dominated the NUS 
leadership for years. The student Blairites 
responded as such. 

The determinati on of the right wing, 
primarily based around Labour Students, 
to regain control of the NUS was refl ected 
in a brutal smear campaign against Malia 
Bouatti  a, and against Jeremy Corbyn and his 
supporters in the Labour Party, extending 
at ti mes to the Socialist Party. Charges were 
levelled against Bouatti  a and the wider 
left  in an att empt to confl ate legiti mate 
criti cism of Israeli state policy with anti -
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semiti sm, as a way of smearing Bouatti  a 
and blocking the left ’s att empts at building 
a more militant and democrati c NUS. 

Unfortunately, this was a major 
contributi on to the defeat of Malia Bouatti  a 
by Shakira Marti n, by 402 votes to 272, in 
the presidenti al electi on at the 2017 NUS 
conference. While Marti n had previously 
voiced support for Corbyn when he won the 
Labour leadership in September 2015, and 
discussed breaking down ‘class barriers’ to 
further and higher educati on, she told the 
Guardian in her post-victory interview that 
“she was undecided who she would vote 
for in the general electi on”. (26 April 2017)  
While Shakira Marti n maintains her ability 
to dress herself in the language of the left , 
her victory has been and will be used by the 
right wing of the NUS to bolster its forces.

The right wing mobilised to win a series 
of local victories in delegate electi ons to 
the conference. So why was it that left -
wing candidates failed to gain the ear of 
students? The answer lies in the strategy 
of the left  leadership of the NUS over the 
past year. The centrepiece of the NUS’s 
campaign work during Malia Bouatti  a’s 
tenure was a nati onwide boycott  of the 
Nati onal Student Survey (NSS). This is 
an end-of-course undergraduate survey 
which is being used by the government 
to implement the teaching excellence 
framework linked to the further increase 
of university tuiti on fees. The Socialist 
Party and Socialist Students supported the 
boycott , arguing that it could fi nd a basis 
among students angry at the prospect of 
fees being increased once again. However, 
we also argued that it needed to be backed 
up with more concrete acti on that built a 
mass movement behind the boycott .

Build a Movement 
A series of student walkouts, occupati ons 

and nati onal demonstrati ons, mobilised 
behind the banner of the fi ght for free 
educati on, should have been called by 
the leadership of the NUS to hold the 
government’s feet to the fi re and to give 
substance to a mass boycott  of the NSS. If 
this had been organised, students would 
have had the chance to experience the 
potenti al of a truly fi ghti ng student union, 
winning over fresh layers to the methods of 
militant struggle and giving momentum to 
the further transformati on of NUS itself. 

In the end, the opportunity to turn the 
NUS into the very opposite of what Shakira 
Marti n and her right-wing backers pitched 
Malia Bouatti  a’s leadership to be – an 
inwardly facing talking shop – was missed. 
As was the chance to consolidate the then 
shaky positi on of the union’s short-lived left  
leadership. Bouatti  a’s defeat is an important 
lesson of the urgent need for the left  to 
build within the student movement, and 

to use its elected positi ons to demonstrate 
the eff ecti veness of militant methods of 
organisati on and tacti cs, in order to bolster 
support for those tacti cs in the wider 
movement.

A new 2010 movement?
Fortunately, the struggle will not be 

confi ned to the limits set by the nati onal 
leadership of the NUS. With fees set to 
rise yet again this year, and as student 
debt climbs well above the £100 billion 
watershed, the conditi ons exist for an 
explosion of anger and for students to get 
organised – with or without the leadership 
of the nati onal union. 

Since the colossal student movement 
of 2010, the understanding among 
students that through struggle they could 
successfully push back government att acks 
on educati on slowly dwindled over the 
course of seven long years. Yet, in the 
course of three short weeks, between the 
release of Jeremy Corbyn’s manifesto and 
the general electi on, the idea that free 
educati on could be won entered politi cal 
consciousness as the electi on campaign 
played out. 

Alongside this, the conditi ons for wider 
struggles outside of the schools, colleges 
and universiti es are ripe. Up and down 
the country there exists a mood of anger 
at the Tory government, but also anger at 
local councils, many of them controlled by 
right-wing Labour councillors. Ten years on 

from the global 
economic collapse 
of 2007/08, the 
era of austerity, 
as opposed to 
being a temporary 
aberrati on, has 
c o n s o l i d a t e d 
itself into its own 
epoch. As the 
crisis drags on, 
and the ruling 

class conti nues to att ack wider and wider 
secti ons of the working class to protect 
their profi ts, capitalism by the day is less 
able to draw on social reserves of support 
for itself as a system. 

There is the potenti al for a student 
movement that not only matches the 
magnitude of 2010 but surpasses it. Militant 
student acti on in today’s circumstances 
could act as the spark which ignites a much 
larger working-class movement. That, in 
turn, could compel passive trade union 
leaderships into acti on far beyond that 
which has been previously witnessed to 
sweep away the Tory government, with a 
Corbyn-led government taking its place. A 
fi ghti ng NUS which not only mobilised the 
student populati on but worked towards 
forging politi cal links with the trade unions 

could play a criti cal role in this process. 
Refl ecti ng all these possibiliti es, Socialist 

Students is calling for an educati on 
shutdown, a series of walkouts and 
occupati ons in the new autumn term, as 
well as local and nati onal demonstrati ons. 
Not only would such acti on act as a lever 
on the right-wing leadership of the NUS, 
it would be part of the batt le between the 
Blairites and those who support Jeremy 
Corbyn’s policies in the Labour Party.

Scrap fees, cancel the debt
A criti cal batt le will be over tuiti on fees, 

including the scrapping of graduate debt. 
A key feature of current global politi cs 
and prolonged economic stagnati on is the 
increased inability of capitalism to grant far-
reaching concessions. The cancellati on of 
the accumulated student debt, for example, 
would cost £100 billion. Meanwhile, even 
the limited ‘costed pledges’ laid out in 
Labour’s 2017 manifesto amount to £48.6 
billion over a parliamentary term. None 
of that would be given up easily by the 
capitalist class. 

It is essenti al therefore that, while 
enthusiasti cally supporti ng Jeremy Corbyn’s 
policies around educati on, we must be 
acutely aware of the inevitability that a 
Corbyn government, in the face of a run 
on the pound by the fi nanciers and other 
att empted sabotage, would come under 
enormous pressure from the capitalists to 
abandon its commitments. That could only 
be eff ecti vely countered by a clear socialist 
programme of democrati c public ownership 
of the banks, fi nancial insti tuti ons and 
major companies.

In such a scenario, the limits of the 
capitalist system will need to be met by 
a confi dent and united mass movement 
willing to challenge its power. Although 
the sights of millions of young workers and 
students have been raised by the success 
of Corbyn’s electi on manifesto, it is crucial 
that students are convinced that they 
need not wait for the next general electi on 
before moving into acti on. 

In this new politi cal landscape it is more 
than possible for students to win decisive 
victories against the Tory government, 
and add to the conditi ons for its collapse, 
through their own initi ati ve. By organising 
independent acti on, students and young 
workers who are no longer prepared to 
wait on the leaders of the NUS can mobilise 
themselves along a militant programme for 
decisive change. The new period opened up 
by the electi on rebellion of young people 
can see a fresh and revitalised student 
movement which is no loner prepared to 
accept the limits of the capitalist system, 
and is more willing than ever to take the 
fi ght for free educati on and the cancellati on 
of the student debt right to the end.
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Editorial: 

TORIES OUT - CORBYN  IN 

FIGHT FOR SOCIALISM

“Rise like lions as from slumber in unvan-
quishable number”. These words, writ-

ten by the great poet Shelley in the aft ermath 
of the Peterloo massacre, were chosen by 
Jeremy Corbyn when he addressed a 200,000 
strong crowd at this year’s Glastonbury festi -
val. They were received rapturously.

Only three years ago, such a response to 
any politi cian, let alone one at the head of a 
mainstream politi cal party, would have been 
unthinkable. The Labour leader’s recepti on 
at the pyramid stage was a striking testament 
to the way politi cs in Britain ha s been trans-
formed in only a short period of ti me. 

Corbyn’s left -wing, anti -austerity stance has 
tapped into the deep anger that exists at the 
rott en status quo. It has given a fresh focus 
for people’s hopes and aspirati ons. It has 
helped to place socialist ideas – like nati on-
alisati on, free educati on and democrati c con-
trol – fi rmly back on the agenda. 

Ours is a generati on that has grown up in the 
shadow of crisis and austerity. A decade has 
now passed since queues fi rst formed outside 
the beleaguered Briti sh bank Northern Rock. 
This marked the beginnings of a fi nancial 
crash that would bring the world economy to 
the brink of collapse.

Ten years on, any noti on that this would be 

a temporary blip, only to be closely followed 
by a healthy recovery, seems laughable. Mil-
lennials face the bleak prospect of a future in 
which we are worse off  than our parents. It is 
no wonder then, that for many young people, 
the idea that capitalism is failed and broken 
seems an almost self-evident fact. 

Capitalist crisis
Broken capitalism is, of course, not limited to 

Britain. Around the globe, poverty, war and 
misery reign. The electi on of Donald Trump 
– a racist, sexist billionaire – symbolises the 
rot. Yet alongside the rise of right-wing and 
reacti onary fi gures like Trump, in the last 12 
months we have also seen the emergence of 
new left  forces internati onally. The enthusi-

asm and energy which characterised the cam-
paigns of Sanders, Corbyn, and Melenchon in 
France refl ect this. Socialist ideas have begun 
to reassert themselves with vengeance – and 
young people are among those most keenly 
looking towards and embracing them.

It was a staggering underesti mati on of both 
the anger at brutal austerity and of the ap-
peal of a clear alternati ve that led Theresa 
May to make such a catastrophic error of 
judgement in calling a snap electi on this year. 
She was given confi dence by the superfi cially 
dire positi on of Labour in the polls. But, along 
with many other members of the capitalist 
establishment and the media, May thorough-
ly misunderstood the reasons for this.

Far from being an indicati on of the lack of 
appeal for Corbyn’s programme, these poor 
poll rati ngs were instead the result of the 
two years of bitt erly fought, but not yet con-
cluded, civil war within Labour. The constant 
sabotage by the pro-cuts, pro-war Blairites – 
including the ill-fated coup of 2016 – inevita-
bly took a toll. 

In our view, some mistakes in Corbyn’s own 
approach also had an impact. In att empti ng 
to mollify the right, including by retreati ng 
or parti ally conceding to demands made by 
them (on trident, for example), many work-
ing class people were left  without a clear 
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unions a genuine say in who represents them 
in electi ons.

With the possibility of a return to the polls at 
any moment, this is given an added urgency. 
Under current rules, sitti  ng MPs are automat-
ically selected as candidates for future elec-
ti ons unless a ballot is specifi cally triggered. 
The lack of a compulsory selecti on contest 
allows many right-wing MPs to believe they 
can act with impunity, unperturbed by the 
views of Labour members, supporters and 
the wider workers’ movement. 

 As well as fighting for mandatory reselection, 
it’s also necessary to campaign for an opening 
up of Labour to all socialist and anti-austerity 
forces, so that all sections of the workers’ 
movement can participate on a federal basis. 
This should go alongside restoring genuine 
democracy within the party – including 
reversing the Blairite attacks on Labour’s 
conference, for example. In short, it means 
waging a concerted struggle to refound the 
Labour party along fully democrati c, socialist 
lines. 

Take on the right
This is essenti al. Because if the att acks on 

Corbyn have been vicious while he is in op-
positi on, it is as nothing when compared to 
what he would face as prime minister.  The 
experience of history can provide a hint at 
what Corbyn would be likely to come up 
against should he seriously att empt to imple-
ment his programme and go beyond it. In 
fact we only have to look as far back as 2015, 
to the example of the Syriza government in 
Greece, to garner a glimpse of the kind of at-
tacks a Corbyn government could face. 

Power never concedes without a fi ght. If 
you threaten the profi ts of the super-rich 
few, even on a relati vely modest scale, they 
fi ght back. Corbyn will therefore need to be 
prepared to take on the capitalist class and 
to go further than he has currently outlined.  
The experiences of Greece – and more promi-
nently at the present ti me, Venezuela – show 
that in the current period, unless left  govern-
ments are prepared to break with capitalism 
– capitalism will seek to break them.

That’s why it’s necessary not only to carry 
out renati onalisati on of rail, mail and water, 
but to take on the major monopolies that 
dominate our economy and – by extension 
– the lives of millions. It means nati onalising 
them under democrati c workers control with 
compensati on paid to shareholders only on 
the basis of need. It means being prepared to 
rely on the mass acti on and organisati on of 
working class people. In short, it means being 
prepared to fully transform society along so-
cialist lines – to do what is necessary to build 
a society for the many not the few. 

sense that Corbyn off ered something funda-
mentally diff erent to the hated New Labour 
politi cians of the past. 

Added to this, the failure of Corbyn and his 
close allies to call on Labour councillors to 
stand up to the Tories and refuse to conti nue 
implementi ng austerity, has meant that in 
many areas, far from Labour being seen as an 
anti -cuts party, its representati ves are accu-
rately perceived as the axe wielders. 

Nevertheless, despite these mistakes, the 
general electi on off ered Corbyn the opportu-
nity to go to the electorate directly. Correctly 
adopti ng a bold approach, the key manifesto 
pledges – most centrally the promises to abol-
ish fees and nati onalise rail, mail, and water 
– had an electrifying eff ect. They helped to 
generate an enormous groundswell of sup-
port for Labour. 

Youth vote
Young people and students were to the 

fore in this. We massed at rallies, queued at 
polling stati ons, organised our friends, and 
turned out in our thousands for campaign 
days.  We showed the establishment that far 

from responding with apathy, when given 
the chance to vote for an alternati ve – for 
the politi cs of hope, young people will not 
be found wanti ng in energy, enthusiasm, and 
determinati on.

Theresa May has emerged from this elec-
ti on without a shred of legiti macy. Strong and 
stable has morphed into weak and chaoti c. 
Her mandate is in tatt ers. In joining up with 
the reacti onary DUP leaders, she is clinging 
to power in order to save the capitalist estab-
lishment from a Corbyn-led government that 
would threaten their interests. But this will 
be a coaliti on of chaos – fragile, britt le, and 
possibly very short lived. 

That’s why an almighty movement of work-

ing class and young people could bring this 
government down and see Corbyn in offi  ce in 
a matt er of weeks or months.  But it won’t 
happen automati cally. It means being organ-
ised to take on the Tories. For young people, 
it means being out on the streets. It means 
having mass rallies, demonstrati ons, walk-
outs and occupati ons to conti nue to fi ght for 
free educati on, £10 an hour, and more. 

That’s why Socialist Students will be organ-
ising substanti al protests on our campuses 
to coincide with budget day in the autumn. 
We’re calling for an educati on shutdown and 
demanding that the leadership of the NUS 
organise a huge nati onal demonstrati on on 
this day. 

But as well as fi ghti ng Tory austerity, we also 
have to campaign for a positi ve alternati ve – 
for socialist policies. That includes not only 
the fi ght against Theresa May and her gov-
ernment, but also against the Blairites who, 
unti l just months ago, were claiming Corbyn’s 
left  politi cs would render Labour unelectable.  

While the right have been forced to change 
tack in the aft ermath of the 8 June, it took 

only a few short weeks for their campaign to 
begin again in earnest. Emerging from the 
electi on in a strengthened positi on, it is es-
senti al that Corbyn now goes on the off en-
sive against these determined saboteurs. He 
certainly should not be returning to the failed 
strategy of compromise. 

At present, the majority of Labour’s MPs, 
councillors and party apparatus are deeply 
hosti le to both Corbyn as an individual and 
to left  and socialist politi cs in general. It is 
therefore vital that the Labour leadership, as 
well as the rank and fi le membership, mobil-
ises to ensure that they are taken on at every 
level. This means support for a number of 
measures including mandatory reselecti on, 
which would allow party members and trade 
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2017 marks the hundredth anni-
versary of the Russian Revoluti on. 
1917 was a year in which Russian 
workers and peasants threw out 
the Tsar, established Soviets across 
the country – democrati c councils 
made up of recallable delegates 
elected by workers, soldiers and 
peasants, and in October for the 
fi rst and only ti me so far workers 
took power into their own hands. 
Russian workers broke with capi-
talism and established a planned 
economy, in which the populati on 
collecti vely and democrati cally 
owned and uti lised the resources 
of society for the common good, 
not for the profi ts of a few. It was 
through this that the economy rap-
idly developed. Russia was able to 
go from a backward economy, with 
a massive populati on of peasants, 
to an internati onal power in just a 
few decades.

However, the only way for the 
Russian revoluti on to succeed was 
for it to spread internati onally, 
parti cularly to the more advanced 
capitalist countries at the ti me in-
cluding Germany. The failure of 
the German and other revoluti ons 
in the period aft er 1917 left  the 
workers’ state isolated. The de-
generati on of the revoluti on under 

Stalinism meant that many of the 
aims of the Bolsheviks when led by 
Lenin and Trotsky were never fully 
implanted and many of the gains 
were rolled back.

The year of revoluti on was kicked 
off  in February, by a strike of 
women texti le workers in Petro-
grad calling for an end to the war 
and all the misery it brought. This 
strike spread across the country, 
largely from below by workers and 
peasants. Soviets were set up but 
power was thrust into the hands 
of a coaliti on of liberal capitalists 
and the Mensheviks and the Social 
Revoluti onaries (SRs) – parti es os-
tensibly for the working class but 
based on the middle classes and 
compromise. The soviets existed 
alongside a pro-capitalist provi-
sional governmen t. This led to 
months of vacillati on from those 
at the top, as the Mensheviks and 
SRs made more and more compro-
mises to keep the capitalists on 
board by maintaining Russia’s war 
eff ort and maintaining the poverty 
conditi ons that brought. However 
workers and soldiers struggled 
throughout the year for the de-
mand of “bread, peace and land” 
leading ulti mately to the October 
revoluti on where they took power 

into their own hands.

Key to converti ng the fi rst 
February revoluti on into the 
October revoluti on was the 
Bolshevik party led by Lenin 
and Trotsky. This arti cle by 

RICHARD EDWARDS of 
Cardiff  Socialist Students looks 
at the Bolsheviks and how they 
were able to do this:

Lenin’s Bolshevik Party- through its role 
in the Soviets and amongst the workers 
and working-class and peasant soldiers of 
the Tsar’s Imperial Army, managed to help 
organise and educate the masses to the 
point that they were ready to seize power 
for themselves through soviets and the 
Bolshevik Party. The Bolsheviks were not 
a small class of ‘professional revoluti onar-
ies’ standing-in for an eff ecti ve mass-party 
of the working class, a tacti c which would 
sti fl e socialism in its cradle, not allowing 
for the democrati c debate and decision 
making which is essenti al for building a 
revoluti onary party and then a socialist so-
ciety. The Bolsheviks managed to achieve 
this monumental task thanks to a number 
of factors, including: 

A popular and dynamic programme for 
change- The Bolsheviks, following Lenin’s 
vital interventi on in April through his ‘April 

1917:  100 YEARS SINCE THE 

RUSSIAN REVOLUTION
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Thesis’, were consistent and clear in their 
calls for what was necessary to transform 
Russian society.. Lenin’s April Thesis called 
for- 

• No Support for the provisional gov-
ernment.

• Fight for the Soviets to take power.
• End the war.
• Confiscate the big estates.
• Nationalise the banks.
• Establish workers’ control of industry.
• Replace the police and army with a 

workers’ militia.
• Replace the old state bureaucracy 

with workers’ administration.
• Proclaim a Communist Party; establish 

a new international.
The only time thus far in human history 

where the masses of oppressed working 
class people have managed to seize control 
of their society for themselves was also 
the one occasion where a mass revolution-
ary party existed and set forth a bold and 
ambitious program for the transformation 
of society along socialist lines. This is why 
having a daring and inspiring programme is 
absolutely essential for any revolutionary 
force in the modern era too.

Their integration and immersion within 
the working class- The Bolsheviks were al-
ways best positioned to react to changes in 
mood and confidence amongst the work-
ers and oppressed, as they were a political 
force who based themselves on the work-
ing class. This is shown by the ‘July Days’ 
of 1917, where disillusioned and frustrated 
workers were faced with representatives of 
reformist parties sidling up to the capitalist 
class and not making the changes neces-
sary for society to develop and flourish. 
The Bolsheviks, who were a minority facing 
the SRs and Mensheviks- understood that 
this moment was not the right one for the 

masses to 
seize pow-
er, drawing 
from the 
lessons of 
the Paris 
Commune 
on what 
might hap-
pen if the 
w o r k i n g 

class were to attempt to seize power in 
one urban area (no matter how important 
that one area may be such as Petrograd or 
Paris) without the support of the rest of 
the country. The Bolshevik slogans of ‘All 
power to the Soviets!” and “Down with 
the ten capitalist ministers” were popular 
at the huge demonstrations in July and 
further established the Bolsheviks in the 
eyes of workers and peasants. However, 
the retreat following the ‘July Days’ and 
the anger that had manifested itself in the 
protests and clashes did allow for a current 
of counter-revolution to temporarily take 
hold. The protests were brutally attacked 
by the forces of the government and com-
promisers and some workers were angry 
at the Bolshevik leadership for what some 
saw as a misreading of a potentially revo-
lutionary situation. The Bolsheviks, led by 
Lenin, quickly and effectively learnt the 
lessons of these difficult days and patiently 
explained these lessons to the masses en-
abling the completion of the revolution in 
October.  Even in the face of a dramatic 
setback, the Bolsheviks increased their 
standing amongst the working class of Rus-
sia, and at the same time raised the level 
of consciousness amongst those workers 
about exactly what was going to be neces-
sary for the realisation of a socialist society. 

The Bolsheviks, and the ideas and aims 
that they represented, were brutally slan-
dered and repressed in the weeks and 
months following the July Petrograd dem-
onstrations. Their papers were banned, 
stories of Bolshevik leaders being secret 
agents of the Germans were spread, and 
leading members were imprisoned or 
forced to go into hiding. The provisional 
government continued to lurch from crisis 
to crisis, all within the context of a hor-
rendous and bloody war  with little to no 
support for it from the masses of Russian 
people. 

This situation led to the farcical attempt 
at a coup by the representative of capital-
ism, Kornilov. The coup was doomed to 
failure however, and as the masses saw 
the treacherous nature of those seek-
ing a compromise with capitalism and 
its representatives, they moved towards 

the Bolsheviks. The Bolsheviks returned 
majorities in Soviets around the country. 
These soviets backed Lenin’s call for a gov-
ernment by the Soviets as the democratic 
representation of the workers of Russia. 
The stage was now set for a genuine so-
cialist revolution with the support and par-
ticipation of the organised masses of the 
Russian working class and peasantry- not 
a putsch organised by some tiny cabal of 
professional revolutionaries, but a genuine 
rising up of the masses against those who 
had oppressed them for so long. The les-
sons of February and July had been learnt, 
the masses understood what was going to 
be necessary for the transformation of so-
ciety, and turned to the party whose analy-
sis- informed by its immersion in the work-
ing class- had been proved correct. From 
an article by Socialist Alternative in the US:

“Like a human tidal wave, the Russian 
masses were hurled in the direction of 
power. But without a guiding party tied by 
a million threads to every factory, barracks 
and village, no order could have been cre-
ated out of the maelstrom. Likewise, with-
out the conscious role of Lenin and Trotsky 
guiding the Bolshevik Party itself, the Oc-
tober Revolution would not have taken 
place, or would have ended in disaster.

On the morning of October 25, the Smolny 
announced to the world: “The Provisional 
Government is overthrown.”. The last re-
maining stronghold of the Provisional Gov-
ernment, the Winter Palace, was taken 
virtually bloodlessly in the next 24 hours.”

So, the October Revolution, led by the Bol-
sheviks, completed the immense and his-
toric task of placing power in the hands of 
the working class of Russia and driving out 
from government and positions of power 
those who sought compromise with the 
profiteers of war, slumlords, monarchists 
and reactionaries. 

As Marxists and socialists living, organis-
ing and struggling in the 21st century this 
remains a singularly informative and vital 
period for study and understanding. Like 
Lenin, Trotsky and other Bolsheviks, we 
need to put forward a programme to in-
spire whilst at the same time maintaining 
a clear analysis about what is necessary. In 
the fight for socialist transformation of so-
ciety we can follow the shining example left 
to us by the working class heroes of 1917. 
Armed with this knowledge, socialists here 
in the UK and around the world must press 
forward to be as bold, courageous, and 
determined as those great revolutionaries 
were, whose role in the Russian Revolution 
of 1917 we study and remember.

Lenin and Trotsky
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SPAIN: MASS STUDENT MOVEMENT 

DEFEATS GOVERNMENT

In 2016, over 2million students took 
strike acti on against the introducti on 
of ‘Revalidas Fanquistas’ (matriculati on 
exams) and won huge victories against 
the Spanish government, forcing them to 
back down. This was a historic campaign 
and shows that young and working class 
people can win batt les against the capi-
talist establishment through organised 
mass acti on. The young people in Spain 
have set a precedent for the struggle of 
young people all over the world; young 
people cannot and will not be ignored. 

In this arti cle, NANCY DOUGLAS from City 
and Islington college  Socialist Students, 
interviews SANDRA    BLASQUEZ, from 
Sindicato de Estudiantes (Students Union 
in Spain), to learn more about their cam-
paign and how they were so successful.

How did you get into 
being a politi cal acti vist?
Five years ago, in 2012, the student 
strikes against the Educati on Law 
(LOMCE) had started. At that ti me, 
hundreds of thousands of people 
were facing the government of the 
Popular Party (the right) and its cuts 
to educati on which would cause 
thousands of teachers to be fi red. 

So, when I started the degree at 
university, I had a complete view of 
the situati on and I understood that the 
best way to fi ght all these injusti ces – 

which leave workers’ children with few 
possibiliti es to conti nue their studies 
into higher educati on. I decided to 
join the Sindicato de Estudiantes 
(Students’ Union – SE) which was 
the organizati on that was fi ghti ng 
the government and its politi cs.

What is the current politi cal situati on in 
Spain and can you say something about 
the role of the main politi cal parti es?
Nowadays, Spain is being governed by 
the party on the right – the Parti do 
Popular or PP – which is applying 
brutal cuts and austerity. Their 
policies are designed to make poor 
people poorer and rich people richer. 

On the other hand, we have the so-
called Socialist Party – PSOE - which is 
currently propping up the government. 
This role is also played by ‘Ciudadanos’ 
(a right wing formati on) which is willing 
to vote for any law or proposal which 

comes from Parti do Popular. The 
party on the left  ‘Unidos Podemos’ 
is trying to face the Parti do Popular, 
but its resistance tends to be limited 
to the parliamentary and electoral 
spheres. They hardly ever marry that 
with mobilising or taking an acti ve 
part in resistance onto the streets.

What changes have the 
government been trying to make 
to the Spanish Educati on System?
First, the government started by fi ring 
thousands of teachers and applying 
the LOMCE. They also cut more than 
4 million Euros from state educati on. 
These cuts were the direct cause of 
the expulsion of thousands of students 
from university because they could 
not aff ord to pay for their studies.
 
LOMCE has also brought the deleti on of 
subjects such as citi zenship educati on, 
and placed greater emphasis on 
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the study of Catholicism and religion. 
The worst attack was the attempt to 
introduce Francoist matriculation exams 
known as the ‘Revalidas Franquistas’, 
which would have had the effect 
of preventing students – especially 
those from working class backgrounds 
– from studying at higher levels.  
 
However, the government were blocked 
in making many of these changes by the 
response of students and workers on the 
streets with strikes and demonstrations. 
 
What exactly are the ‘Revalidas 
Fanquistas’ and what would 
they have meant for students? 
This was the main attack which came 
with the LOMCE. Its main objective was 
to introduce two exams which would 

determine whether the student could 
pass the course level and/or graduate.  
 
The first exam proposed would be taken in 
the fourth year at high school education. 
Students would be requited to pass it in 
order to continue the last two years of 
high school and complete the equivalent 
of A-Levels. If the exam was failed, student 
would also fail to obtain any of the 
qualifications which they might otherwise 
have passed (the equivalent of GCSEs). 
 
The second exam would be taken in the 
last course of what we call ‘Bachillerato’. 
This exam would determine whether you 
formally graduate from school and whether 
you can take the access exam for university.  
 
The fight against ‘Revalidas Franquistas’ 
meant they were not only rejected 
by parents, students and teachers 
but they were ultimately removed 
from the government plans.  

 
How did you build such a 
massive campaign and why do 
you think it was so effective? 
The most important aspect of building 
this massive campaign was the political 
method that we used to bring the 
students, particularly those from working 
class backgrounds, closer. Our political 
demands – contained in our leaflets 
and speeches – resonated with these 
students, as they explained the real 
situation with the cuts and attacks. This is 
easily understood by those who are under 
pressure because it chimes with their 
experiences: they cannot pay university 
fees, they need to find a job to pay for 
their studies or to help their family, or 
they can’t study what they would like to 
because they do not have high marks. 

 
Sindicato de Estudiantes uses methods 
typical of the workers’ movement. We 
consistently go to each high school and 
distribute flyers among students and 
teachers. We organise assemblies where 
we explain why we think there should be 
a strike and make contact with students 
who want to fight. We do so in colleges 
as well, where we have a central role in 
the movement against LOMCE and PP. 
 
All this could essentially be summarised 
as one thing: we seek to explain 
our political position in a way which 
connects deeply with working 
class young people and to build an 
organisation based on and led by them.  
 
Our main objective is not to reform the 
LOMCE but to remove it altogether and to 
kick out the vicious PP government.

What victories were won by the strike 

action of over 2 million students? 
Initially, we were able to substantially delay 
the introduction of the LOMCE inside the 
education system. The government had 
to wait more than 2 years to implement 
the law and they did not do so completely.  
 
After that, we defeated the “Revalidas 
Franquistas” which are not working yet. 
This was a huge victory as the government 
considered them to be the most important 
aspect of the LOMCE. Nowadays they 
are still attempting to put them into 
practice but they remain unable to.  
 
At the university level, we stopped a new 
suggestion called 3+2, which would have 
forced graduate students to complete 
a post-study course to ‘complete’ their 
formation. This would have meant 

students spending three years studying 
a degree and two years studying a post-
degree. This would have massively 
increased the costs of studying – meaning 
tens of thousands euros extra being spent 
by working families. 

 
What are the ongoing strug-
gles of students in Spain? 
Perhaps, the main struggle of students 
right now is against the huge levels of 
unemployment which the economic cri-
sis has brought. This means that study-
ing is becoming something impossible 
for young people who have do not have 
enough money to pay fees. The govern-
ment’s social, economic and political 

attacks pose a huge barrier to inde-
pendent life for young people. SE is 
continuing to organise to fight for 
jobs, access to education and a decent 
life for working class young people.  
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IRELAND: JOBSTOWN NOT GUILTY

Interview with Socialist TD, Paul Murphy

Paul Murphy TD, pictured aft er the not guilty verdict with other defendants and campaigners

This year, Ireland has witnessed a 
lengthy and highly politi cised trial 
of anti -water charges campaigners. 
This represented a major att ack by 
the Irish state on the right to protest.  
Eighteen adults and one young person 
were charged following a sit-down 
demonstrati on against the deputy prime 
minister Joan Burton in November 2014. 
Among them was Socialist Party TD (MP) 
Paul Murphy, who was outrageously 
accused of false imprisonment. On 29 
June, six of the defendants, including Paul, 
were acquitt ed in a unanimous verdict by 
the jury. Paul Murphy TD agreed to speak 
to Megaphone magazine about the trial, 
the anti -water charges movement and 
the struggle in Ireland more broadly. 

Can you explain to us a litt le of the 
background to the anti -water charges 
campaign, including the austerity agenda 
in Ireland? 

A report was recently published which 
confi rmed that the cost of the banking 
crisis in Ireland was bigger than anywhere 
else in the world as a percentage of GDP. 
That massive bank bailout of €64 billion 
and the accompanying austerity to pay for 
it is the key backdrop the struggle against 
the water charges. 

There were major protests at the start 
of the crisis. However, the trade union 
leadership cynically used them simply 
to get back into negoti ati ons where they 
sold-out the interests of their members 
and the wider working class. The result 
was a certain sense of powerlessness 

and demoralisati on. This was added to 
whenever the Labour Party went into 
a coaliti on government in 2011 and 
betrayed all of their electi on promises to 
oppose austerity.

However, the surface calm disguised the 
boiling anger and indignati on that was 
building up under the surface. This exploded 
in a mass movement against water charges, 
which brought 100,000 onto the streets on 
11 October 2014, the same day that I was 
elected. The water charges became a key 
turning point. People felt able to fi ght them 
and, because they coincided with a much-
trumpeted recovery (in reality, only for the 
rich), workers felt more confi dent to raise 
their heads.

What were the water charges? Can you 
describe the main ways in which working 
class people organised to fi ght, and 
ulti mately defeat, them?

Water charges were proposed initi ally as 
a charge on usage of water. As originally 
envisaged, they would have started 
at around €500 for an average family. 
However, under pressure of the protest 
movement, they were reduced to a fl at 
fee of €160 per household. Nevertheless, 
there was widespread understanding 
that this was simply the thin edge of the 
wedge – that charges introduced and 
accepted at any level would subsequently 
rise. In parti cular, people understood that 
the aim was to commodify water, which 
would inevitably lead to a process of 
privati sati on, which has been a disaster in 
other countries. 

The key tacti c to fi ght them was the 
organisati on of mass non-payment, 
together with mobilisati ons of major 
protests and community resistance to 
stop the installati on of water meters. 
Non-payment was enormously successful, 
refl ecti ng the deep anger about austerity 
and bank bailouts. We began to realise how 
widespread non-payment could be, when 
the government and Irish Water and the 
government tried to hide or manipulate the 
fi gures. The reality was that at least 57% of 
‘targeted customers’ refused to pay the fi rst 
bill. By the ti me of the fi nal bill, 73% were 
refusing pay. This represented a knock-out 
blow to the charges. 

As a socialist TD, you won your seat 
in large part because of the movement 
against the water charges. Can you give 
some examples of how you’ve used your 
positi on to build that campaign?

From the very start of our electi on 
campaign, we made clear that voti ng 
for me would not in and of itself defeat 
water charges. Instead, we explained that 
it would be a tremendous shock to the 
politi cal system and that we would use it 
to build the campaign of non-payment. I 
meet many people who voted for me in 
cauti ous hope, who feel that for the fi rst 
ti me in their lives, the ‘promises’ made to 
them in an electi on were delivered upon. 
My seat, alongside those of other Socialist 
Party and Solidarity MPs, was used to 
popularise the call for non-payment. When 
the government tried to hide the fi gures 
about payment levels, we were able to use 
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the parliament to expose it. This gave more 
people confidence not to pay. Similarly, we 
were able to popularise the major days of 
protest and build for them. We adopted 
an equally bold approach in the struggle 
for access to abortion, for workers’ rights 
and wage increases. 

You took part in the now famous protest 
in Jobstown on 15 November 2014, can 
you describe what happened?

The Deputy Prime Minister, and then 
leader of the Labour Party, Joan Burton, 
came to a working class community 
called Jobstown, in the area I represent. 
She was associated not just with the 
implementation of water charges, 
breaking Labour’s promise to oppose 
them, but with a whole series of cuts, 
including to child benefit. She was met by a 
spontaneous protest from the community, 
which I and other Socialist Party and 
Solidarity representatives participated in. 
The protest included a slow march and 
‘sit-down’ that resulted in Burton’s car 
being delayed for around two and a half 
hours. 

Why do you think the Irish state sought 
to victimise you and other protesters 
following this demonstration? Do you see 
this as part of a wider attack on the right 
to protest?

The establishment and the state saw 
this as an opportunity to attack the right 
to protest and to target the left, which 
was to the fore of the anti-water charges 
movement. In the context of the dramatic 
decline of their traditional parties, and 
the rise of a movement of mass civil 
disobedience, they were attempting to 
send a message to working class people to 
get back into their box. They particularly 
wanted to criminalise the left in order to 
prevent our further growth. There was 
an incredible media barrage against the 
protesters and our party in the aftermath 
of the demonstration. This was followed 
with dawn raids and arrests by the police 
in February 2015 and charges of false 
imprisonment and related charges in 
August 2015. 

Two and a half years later, you and 
five other defendants have now been 
acquitted. Can you describe some of the 
most important moments in the course 
of the trial?

The trial went on for nine weeks, so 
there were a large number of key points. 
One of the most important was in advance 
of the trial itself. The prosecution sought 
to have eligibility to be on the jury 
restricted dramatically – by ruling out 
people who had protested or posted on 

social media against water charges, and 
anyone from the area of Tallaght (where 
Jobstown is situated and where I am an 
elected representative.) We had to fight 
hard to defeat this – including facing the 
prospect of jail when they tried to extend 
our bail conditions to stop us speaking out 
about it. In the end, following a significant 
campaign that included a major rally and 
protest, the proposal was dropped. We 
got a jury of our peers, which was crucial.

The first week saw extensive cross-
examination of Joan Burton, who was 
the key witness for the prosecution. Her 
credibility was shredded, with incisive 
political questions. She was exposed as 
someone who had betrayed all of her 
political promises, but was utterly deaf 
to the consequences for working class 
people. 

The other key stage in the trial was the 
repeated exposure of police as lying. One 
crucial example was when three different 
police officers all said they heard me say 
“Will we keep her here all night?”. We 
were able to prove with video evidence 
that the police didn’t have, that I said 
no such thing. With this, we were able 
to strongly suggest to the jury that this 
represented a conspiracy to stitch up the 
defendants. 

The Jobstown Not Guilty campaign has 
been organising solidarity action and 
protests both in Ireland and internationally. 
Can you give some examples of what the 
campaign achieved?

The campaign really became an 
international phenomenon. We received 
support from trade union branches, 
students’ uinons, left-wing public 
representatives and personalities from 
all over the world. Thousands of pounds 
were raised from trade unions in Britain 
for example. Over 100 MPs and MEPs 
internationally supported the campaign, 
as did prominent left-wing personalities 
like Noam Chomsky, Norman Finkelstein 
and Yanis Varoufakis. Over a hundred 
protests were held at Irish embassies 
around the world on different dates. The 
impact of this international solidarity was 
very important in raising awareness of 
the case. It became hard for the media to 
ignore it. It was also crucial in maintaining 
the morale of the defendants.

There remain several Jobstown 
defendants awaiting trial. Can you give 
some ideas for how students and young 
people internationally could show 
solidarity with them in the next months?

Continuing to raise awareness of their 
case is vital. We had an extremely vibrant 
social media campaign with the hashtag 

#JobstownNotGuilty. We want everybody 
who supported the campaign in the first 
trial to know that the attack on democratic 
rights continues and continued solidarity is 
needed. Passing motions and resolutions 
in students’ unions and trade unions is a 
really important way of raising awareness 
as well as getting financial support for 
the campaign. The fact that the first six 
defendants were exonerated has exposed 
the Irish state and gives added weight to 
the call for all charges to be dropped and 
for an independent public inquiry into the 
actions of the police.

As well as continuing the Jobstown 
campaign, with a new Taoiseach (prime 
minister) in place, what do you think 
the main struggles are going to be for 
working class and young people in the 
next period?

The next major social movement on the 
horizon is the struggle for abortion rights. 
You can be jailed for 12 years for accessing 
abortion in Ireland or for assisting 
someone to. There is huge demand for 
radical change on this issue. But the 
political establishment is intimately 
connected to the Catholic hierarchy, which 
they have traditionally rested upon as a 
means of social control. The result will be 
an explosive battle, as the politicians try 
to restrict the change to the most minimal 
– while working class people push for full 
abortion rights.

In addition to that, we are seeing a 
significant increase in workers’ struggles, 
both in the private and public sector. The 
water charges is an important factor here, 
because it showed that working class 
people have power and can win change.

What do you think your experiences over 
the last two years have shown about the 
capitalist system more broadly? To your 
mind, have they further demonstrated 
the need for socialist change?

The capitalist system is clearly in a period 
of deep and convulsive crisis. Ten years 
after the opening of the crisis, the recovery 
for the rich and major corporations has 
been plentiful, whereas workers and 
young people face a future of low wages 
and precarious jobs. As a result, their so-
called political centre is in a state of near 
collapse. In an attempt to maintain their 
grip, we are seeing worldwide attacks on 
the right to protest – from Trump in the 
US to Putin in Russia. The need to build a 
mass socialist alternative is more urgent 
than ever. The possibilities to do so are 
also clearer than in a long time – from the 
rise of Corbyn in Britain, Bernie Sanders in 
the US, the left in Ireland. It’s up to all of 
us to construct it.
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By Mary Finch, Kings College London Socialist Students

BREXIT, THE SINGLE MARKET AND 
SOCIALISM 

Brexit negoti ati ons are looming.

Big business, through its representa-
ti ves in parliament and the press, is 

conti nuing the fear campaign begun in the 
months before the historic referendum. 
Just as in the Scotti  sh independence vote 
in 2014, they are desperate to prevent any 
split of capitalist economic unions which 
could threaten their profi ts.

They were terrifi ed - correctly, as it 
turned out - of the working class using the 
vote as a vehicle for resistance against the 
capitalist establishment.

And now they are faced with a growing 
split in their own ranks - the ruling Tory 
party, bitt erly divided between pro and 
anti -EU wings, is hanging by a thread. They 
are only united behind ‘weak and wobbly’ 
Theresa May by their terror of how far 
working-class and young people might 
push a Corbyn-led government.

So as they enter the Brexit negoti ati ons, 
some of the capitalists are ramping up 
their campaign of fear by fi xati ng on the 
dangers of a ‘hard’ Brexit. The chorus of 
Remain campaigners who said a Leave 
vote would be a victory for racist ‘litt le 
Englanders’ and destroy the economy 
conti nues.

Of course, many students, workers and 
young people voted Remain precisely to 
deny victory to racist bigots like the lead-

ers of Ukip and the Tory nati onalists, and 
to defend what the establishment told us 
were the benefi ts of the EU. This insti nct 
is very good.

Progressive?
And EU treati es and laws do include 

some limited progressive measures. Mem-
ber states are meant to allow citi zens from 
other member states the right to study 
or work without a visa. And the ‘Working 
Time Directi ve’, for example, is supposed 
to limit the working week in EU countries 
to 48 hours - although Britain has an opt-
out.

Britain also got about £1.3 billion pounds 
of funding each year for research and in-
novati on from the EU (from 2007 to 2013 
Westminster paid the EU research budget 
£4.7 billion, and grant recipients in Britain 
got back £7.7 billion). Fears about losing 
this funding as a result of Brexit was a fac-
tor in both students and workers from the 
academic community, especially scien-
ti sts, overwhelmingly supporti ng a Remain 
vote.

So the offi  cial Remain campaign, includ-
ing some on the socialist left , was able to 
paint the EU as a progressive insti tuti on. 
But this is simply not true.

At the same ti me as providing what is 
objecti vely quite a small amount of fund-
ing for research, educati on has been un-

der att ack everywhere in the EU, including 
Britain. Compare the yearly £1.3 billion of 
EU research funding to Treasury stati sti cs 
showing that real educati on spending had 
fallen by £13.8 billion in 2013-14 com-
pared to 2010-11.

So net funding for higher educati on, fur-
ther educati on, and now even for second-
ary and primary schools, has been cut by 
billions. And the EU hasn’t batt ed an eye!

In fact, the undemocrati c ‘Maastricht 
Treaty’ which created the EU sets harsh 
limits on government spending and debt 
- a restricti on made even worse by big fi -
nancial crashes like 2007-08. EU treati es 
are, in eff ect, non-negoti able austerity 
agreements.

So it’s hard to believe the EU’s meagre 
funding for higher educati on was guaran-
teed to last. The same can be said of every 
other ‘improvement’ granted by the EU.

The EU’s ‘freedom of movement’ is not 
for everyone. Images of drowned refugees 
in the Mediterranean have become syn-
onymous with the brutality of capitalism. 
They drowned because they were denied 
asylum by EU member countries.

Racist
In fact, Tory prime minister David Camer-

on, offi  cial leader of the Remain campaign 
- and the right wing of Labour, MPs like 
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Chuka Umunna and Alan Johnson - openly 
campaigned for Remain by saying they 
would ti ghten border controls and att ack 
rights for migrants.

Of course, the right-wing Leave cam-
paigns took the racist rhetoric much fur-
ther. The infamous Ukip billboard labelled 
a long line of refugees from the Middle 
East “breaking point” - ironically, the same 
refugees the EU would rather drown than 
shelter.

But there was a campaign in the referen-
dum which opposed both the racist rheto-
ric of the right and the structural racism 
of the EU itself. It was the socialist Leave 
campaign run by the Trade Unionist and 
Socialist Coaliti on, including the Social-
ist Party and militant transport workers’ 
union RMT. Unsurprisingly the establish-
ment did not allow it any voice in the mass 
media.

The RMT has a proud record of organis-
ing migrant workers alongside workers al-
ready here, and defending migrant mem-
bers from raids by immigrati on authoriti es. 
It is also one of many unions which has led 
strikes against employers using EU rules to 
drive down wages.

The European Union is a bosses’ club. 
It does not exist for workers’ rights or in-
ternati onalism - it is a rigged ‘union’ of 
the capitalist class. It was set up to att ack 
workers’ rights in order to maximise prof-
its, and the balance of these big att acks 
compared to its parti al protecti ons is de-

cisively against us.

Greece
Events in Greece in 2015 demonstrate 

this fact more clearly than anything else. 
Aft er years of brutal austerity, the radical 
left -wing party Syriza was elected with a 
huge mandate to end the att acks on work-
ing-class people. In government, it called a 
referendum on whether or not to accept 
more austerity in exchange for a bailout 
from the ‘Troika’: the EU’s European Com-
mission and European Central Bank, plus 
the Internati onal Monetary Fund. 61% of 
the populati on voted ‘oxi’ - no - and re-
jected the Troika’s proposals.

This was unacceptable for the ruling, 
capitalist classes of Europe. In the current 
climate of long-term capitalist crisis, the 
bosses don’t want to make concessions 
by paying for progressive reforms. Big re-
forms could be enough to whet appeti tes 
- and so spark mass, working-class move-
ments elsewhere. 

Syriza came under huge pressure. Un-
able to face up to the task of defying or 
leaving the EU, it betrayed Greek work-
ers. Syriza made an agreement with the 
Troika. More austerity was accepted. The 
Greek working class has suff ered the con-
sequences since then.

The EU has proved a very useful tool for 
the capitalist class internati onally to de-
fend itself. This is why both the leading 
wing of the Tory party, including Theresa 

May, and the right wing of Labour, cam-
paigned so hard to stay in. Brexit is a disas-
ter for their super-rich paymasters.

Socialist Brexit
Now we have voted to leave, the pri-

mary concern of Britain’s capitalist class is 
preserving as many EU anti -worker agree-
ments and directi ves as possible. Whether 
Brexit means ‘soft ’ or ‘hard’ borders, the 
bosses and their politi cians will fi ght to 
keep as many weapons in their arsenal as 
they can. This must be met with organised 
resistance.

Socialists should reject the logic of either 
a ‘soft ’ or ‘hard’ Brexit. Instead, we should 
fi ght for a socialist Brexit - one that will ex-
tend workers’ rights and power.

This would mean tearing up all the EU 
treati es because they obstruct a socialist 
programme. The ‘Maastricht Treaty’ limits 
budget defi cits and public debt - meaning 
permanent austerity. The ‘Treaty of Rome’ 
and its later amendments make nati onal-
ising industries, including rail and uti liti es, 
almost impossible - while demanding gov-
ernments to let privati sers bid for public 
services. The ‘Lisbon Treaty’ amendment 
specifi cally removes the government veto 
on letti  ng privati sers into educati on and 
the NHS.

Some on the left  argued it was possible 
to ‘remain and reform’ the EU. But none 
have been able to explain how. The so-
called ‘European Parliament’ has almost 
no power - it cannot suggest its own laws, 
only rubber-stamp laws proposed by the 
unelected European Commission. And 
these laws are passed within the con-
straints of the enti rely undemocrati c trea-
ti es, which only unanimous renegoti ati on 
can change. It would take every country in 
the EU electi ng and defending a socialist 
government, at the same ti me, to reform 
the EU.

If that ever happened all at once, why 
not just build something completely new, 
something designed for socialism? In fact, 
leaving the EU and implementi ng real 
socialist policies would act as a beacon, 
att racti ng workers and young people in 
other countries to fi ght for the same thing. 
This would make it possible to work to-
wards a socialist confederati on of Europe, 
something the EU exists to prevent.

It is also crucial to leave the European 
Single Market. The Single Market is a 
free-trade area which enshrines the EU’s 
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so-called “four freedoms” - freedom of 
movement for capital, goods, services, 
and labour - the four pillars of free-market 
capitalism.

Staying in the Single Market also means 
staying subject to various EU treaties, di-
rectives and the judgments of the Euro-
pean Court of Justice. These include indi-
vidual small protections - but as part of 
a framework undermining the collective 
organising of workers, and encouraging 
privatisation while blocking state subsidies 
and public ownership.

Jeremy Corbyn could have, and should 
have, led a socialist Leave campaign in the 
referendum. He was elected with a mas-
sive anti-austerity mandate. Hundreds of 
thousands flocked to join Labour to vote 
for him, and hundreds of thousands more 
joined and voted Labour after the failed 

Blairite coup attempt in the wake of the 
Leave vote.

Blairites
By July this year, Labour had grown to 

575,000 members. But the massive influx 
of new, anti-austerity, Corbyn-supporting 
members is only one part of Labour. The 
other part - the pro-capitalist, pro-cuts 
rump in parliament, local councils and the 
party bureaucracy - is bitterly opposed to 
Corbyn’s ideas and has consistently at-
tempted to undermine his leadership.

During the general election and leader-
ship campaigns, Corbyn showed willing-
ness to go on the offensive against the 
Blairite Labour right. But between these 
times he has almost always followed a 
strategy of appeasement and retreat. Last 
year’s referendum was one of many issues 
on which Corbyn unfortunately capitu-
lated, abandoning his long-held position 
of socialist opposition to the EU, in favour 
of a half-hearted Remain campaign. Un-
grateful to the core, the Blairites used this 
as an excuse to force another leadership 
election.

In the wake of massive gains for Labour 
in the June general election, they are tem-
porarily putting up a façade of ‘unity’. But 
this peace will not last. The Blairites stand 
for defending big business - including de-
fending its main European project, the EU. 
Sooner or later, Corbyn will be forced to 
confront his enemies in Labour. He will 
have to either force them out, or lead a 
split himself, bringing his supporters with 
him.

If a Corbyn-led Labour government is 
elected, and he is given the opportunity to 
implement an anti-austerity programme, 
the capitalists will do everything to sabo-
tage it. Corbyn will then face a choice. 
Capitulate to the demands of big busi-
ness - backed by the likes of the Troika 
- and implement more cuts and sell-offs. 
Or take the revolutionary road: mobilise 
a mass workers’ movement behind a pro-
gramme of nationalising the banks and 
top corporations and planning production 
to provide for all. Such a movement could 
have the potential to take on European 
and world capitalism.

The experience of Greece in 2015 made 
it clear the EU has as much tolerance for a 
“Marxist in Number 10” as the Tories do. 
Key parts of Corbyn’s programme, such as 
creeping renationalisation of the railways, 
are not compatible with EU membership.

But ultimately, the capitalists will never 
accept the drain on private profit caused 
by lasting reforms to their system. The 
only way to make demands like Corbyn’s 
affordable and permanent - demands like 
free education, a minimum wage we can 
live on, fully funded public services - is to 
break with capitalism completely.

Solidarity
Students and workers have to organise 

to make that happen. Working-class peo-
ple hold the real power in society: workers 
keep the trains and buses running, and the 
shops open. Workers produce all the prof-
its claimed by the capitalist class.

And capitalism is international, so the 
struggle has to be international. But not 
the neoliberal ‘internationalism’ of the 
EU. Real, working-class internationalism is 
that led by workers’ organisations - trade 
unions and genuine socialist parties.

When the socialist-led Sindicato de Es-
tudiantes (school and university students’ 
union) in the Spanish state called a victori-
ous strike of 1.5 million students in 2016, 
solidarity action was organised across the 
world, including by Socialist Students in 
Britain. The heroic strike of low-paid hos-
pital workers at Barts Health NHS Trust in 
east London has received solidarity from 
all over the world, organised by the social-
ist Committee for a Workers’ International. 
Gay journalist and activist Ali Feruz, who is 
facing deportation from Russia for helping 
to break the Chechnya gay concentration 
camps story, has received global solidarity 
too.

The first socialist revolution was 100 
years ago in Russia. The Bolsheviks who 
led it understood the fundamental need 
for the revolution to spread to other coun-
tries which could become a lifeline for the 
destitute Russian working class and peas-
ants.

If workers organise and fight internation-
ally today, we could take on not just the 
EU, but the rotten capitalist system itself, 
and replace it with a world that works for 
the 99%.
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The Refugee Rights Campaign was initiated 
by Tamil Solidarity. According to a UNHRC 
Global Trends report, 65.3 million people 
had been displaced from their homes due to 
conflict and persecution by the end of 2015. 
Since then, this figure has continued to rise. 
As war, poverty, and reactionary, repressive 
regimes persist, these numbers will only go 
on increasing. Globally, we are experiencing a 
huge refugee crisis.

At the same time, an increase in austerity 
measures across Europe is adding to the lack 
of jobs, homes and services available. This 
is hugely exacerbating the crisis, making it 
impossible for refugees to be able to have 
decent living standards in the country there 
are fleeing to, even if they survive an often 
dangerous journey. 

It is against this background that we have 
seen right-wing governments and far-right 
parties stirring anti-migrant, racist propa-
ganda against refugees and immigrants. This 
rhetoric distracts attention from those really 
responsible for the hardship faced by work-
ing class people: big business politicians and 
the rich 1%. This toxic and racist propaganda 
has a very real impact on many migrants and 
refugees. Figures have recently shown a rise 
in racist attacks on the streets. 

Refugees are not the problem. In many cases, 
we are victims of the imperialist foreign poli-
cies of governments that put the interests of 
the capitalist class ahead of the lives of ordi-
nary people.

Governments across the globe continue to 
treat refugees like criminals. We are denied 
basic rights such as the right to work, and are 
often put in special prisons called detention 
centres, despite having committed no crime. 
Many organisations have got involved in de-
fending or fighting for refugees. But there 
are very few that are organised by refugees 
themselves. Refugee Rights is such a cam-
paign. In Britain, young, Tamil refugees, who 
face the brutality of the system we are forced 
to live under, got together and organised our-
selves. The demands and slogans we raise are 
below. They are already beginning to gain at-
tention and support from trade unions, anti-
racist campaigners and socialists.

Demands
Allow the right to work – Refugees are en-
couraged to work within detention centres 
for an outrageous £1 an hour. Yet at the same 
time we are not allowed to work outside. We 
receive £35 per week which is not enough to 
live on. This makes us vulnerable to being ex-
ploited by bosses that employ us illegally at a 
slave wage. We demand the right to work so 
that we can receive wages for our labour and 
make ends meet. 

Close all detention centres – The UK is the 
only county in Europe that does not have 
a limit on the length of time that someone 
can be detained. There are twelve detention 
centres in the UK. There are individuals in de-
tention centres that have been detained for 

years who are still waiting for the results of 
their case. There are also many refugees who 
are deported to the country they are fleeing 
from quickly without a proper assessment of 
their safety. They might be called ‘detention 
centres’ but from the experience of those 
that have been detained – they are very 
much like prisons. Those detained are given 
the same uniform, held behind numerous 
locked doors,  have timetabled lunch and din-
ner, are given small portions of food, have se-
lected times to go outside, and so on. Behind 
closed doors various reports and accounts 
have been released showing abuse and vio-
lent behaviour taking place inside. A report 
into Yarl’s Wood gave a glimpse of the terrible 
abuse that is taking place inside. These deten-
tion centres needs to be closed. Refugees are 
not criminals to be held behind bars – their 
only crime is that they were fleeing their own 
countries to have a chance of  safe and secure 
life. As well as these two main demands of 
our campaign, others include:

•	 Support with language and ad-
equate medical help – including 
mental health facilities

•	 Defend the right to stay – fight de-
portations

The refugee rights campaign has been 
functioning since end of September last 
year. Please get in touch to find out how 
your Socialist Students society can help build 
up support and get involved in the fight for 
refugee rights!

FIGHT FOR REFUGEE RIGHTS
by Refugee Rights members
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STUDENT HOUSING: Fight 
For decent homes

by Anthony Downes, Birmingham 

Socialist Students

We students have had enough of the 
overpriced rents for poor quality 

accommodati on. Since 2010, average 
weekly rents have gone up by 17.8%, and 
will conti nue to increase. This is true for 
both privately rented houses and halls 
of residence. With increased levels of 
austerity hitti  ng young people hard, we 
see students being made worse off .

The scrapping of the maintenance grant 
and tuiti on fee hikes are prime examples 
of how students are under att ack by 
Tories and their neoliberal austerity 
agenda. There is a desperate need for 
genuinely aff ordable housing, on a large 
enough scale to help end the squeezing of 
students’ incomes, as well as to alleviate 
the wider housing crisis faced by working 
class people.

A young student’s fi rst experience 
of independence oft en comes from 
choosing where they are going to live in 
their fi rst year. Many will be shocked by 
how unaff ordable their university’s halls 
of residence are. They may hope to fi nd 
that the quality at least refl ects the cost, 
but it rarely does. The rooms and living 
spaces will be small and cheaply built. 
Here in Birmingham, 2015 freshers who 
moved into Chamberlain halls expecti ng 
comfortable fl ats were shocked to discover 
that the highly expensive housing opti on 
was incomplete, with no running water 
for their fi rst week. For months, they were 
surrounded by a constructi on site.

We live in a country where our universiti es 
are being increasingly marketi sed and run 
in the model of profi t making companies. 
So management oft en uses capitalist 
principles when making decisions about 
student housing. This is obvious from our 
overpriced rents, with slow responses to 
complaints, and minimal acti on to make 
housing more bearable to live in. The focus 
is clearly on fi tti  ng as many students as 
possible into small cheap-to-build housing 
blocks, all for the sake of increased profi ts. 

With an increasing number of students 
comes more of these housing blocks being 
built, driving up rents for local people and 
students alike. Increasingly, these student 
halls are now also directly owned by 
private businesses, with universiti es oft en 
outsourcing them to companies seeing an 
opportunity to cash-in.  

Similar conditi ons are also found when 
renti ng private homes from landlords and 
letti  ng agencies. They also set unbelievably 
high rents for the quality of the home, 
pay the bare minimum in maintenance 
costs, and leave students living in homes 
with mould, faulty appliances and worse. 
I have had personal experience with living 
in a mould-ridden house, with a boiler that 
barely worked, and having to wait over a 
month for washing machine repairs. Most 
requests for repairs will be ignored, even 
for the simplest problems. These conditi ons 
give young people a bleak look into the 
realiti es of private renti ng which goes well 
beyond the problems of student housing.

This is why Socialist Students are 
conti nuing our campaign for genuinely 
aff ordable and decent housing. We need 
to remember the examples of successful 
student acti on of the past few years, in 
order to tackle this growing problem that 
all students face. Last year, UCL students 
successful won a batt le against the terribly 
high cost of student accommodati on. 
From 2010 to 2016 the average UCL halls 
rent went up by 56% to £206.29 a week. 
The message these prices gave was clear: 
they did not want working class people 
studying there. But the students decided 
to fi ght back. They got together as tenants 
to organise a rent strike. This strategy was 
highly eff ecti ve. They won over £1 million 
in concessions and froze rent prices. As we 
enter a new academic year, this example 
can be used to give confi dence to students 
fi ghti ng for decent housing all over the 
country. 

Socialist Students has recently helped to 

lead campaigns on the issue of housing 
on a number of campuses. In York, our 
members successfully fought for their 
students union to establish a not-for-profi t 
letti  ng agency.  Coventry Socialist Students 
also launched a housing campaign to 
demand an end to rip-off -landlordism. 
Among other demands, they have been 
organising to fi ght proper regulati on to 
bring about improvements in quality and 
rent controls to make housing aff ordable 
for all.

In Birmingham, students have looked at 
alternati ve means of housing. Students for 
Cooperati on have helped set up the UK’s 
fi rst student housing co-operati ve – which 
while not a complete soluti on – is giving 
some students the opportunity to live 
without private landlords.. 

By uniti ng with workers in solidarity, and 
working with tenants’ organisati ons and 
unions, we can conti nue to organise this 
campaign. We must demand universiti es 
bring student halls back in-house and 
that the rents are capped at a level that 
is genuinely aff ordable for all students. 
We must fi ght for local councils to use the 
powers they have to introduce controls 
on rent, and we should support Jeremy 
Corbyn’s call for council house building.

This is a call that Labour councils ought to 
be acti ng on now – using their reserves and 
borrowing powers to start building homes. 
Going alongside a mass campaign to win 
more money from central government 
and get the Tories out, this could have a 
massive eff ect. Corbyn should pledge now 
that, if in offi  ce, he would underwrite any 
debts accrued by local councils taking 
measures to protect and improve the lives 
of working class people. 

In the next academic year, Socialist 
Students will conti nue to campaign to 
end this student housing crisis, making 
educati on fairer, safer and more accessible 
to working class people.



17

Justice for Grenfell:Safe homes for all

By Helen Pattison, London Socialist Party

Weeks on from the horrendous 
Grenfell tower disaster and still 

only a handful of families have been 
rehoused. And while the protests called 
in the immediate aftermath of the fire 
have receded as people try and rebuild 
their lives, the anger and defiance has not 
gone away. If the council and government 
continue to fail to act, the movement will 
restart.  

Across the country ordinary people still 
don’t know if their homes are safe and, 
particularly in London, with the help of 
the Socialist Party, tenants are attempt-
ing to organise themselves in the fight for 
safe homes. Austerity kills. Just 1% of high 
rise buildings have sprinklers. These would 
have cost just £200,000 extra in Grenfell. 
The ‘fire retardant’ cladding would have 
been just £5,000 more. 

The anger around Grenfell is not only be-
cause of the needless and appallingly high 
death toll. Other factors included a lack 
of information for families and the slow 
and completely inadequate response of 
the council. Tragically, the full number of 
people who actually lost their lives may 
never be known because of overcrowding 
and the fear created by racist immigration 
legislation. 

That the tenants association had warned 
of the potential fire risk but were ignored, 
and that the building works - when dan-
gerous cladding was added to the exterior 
- were done to ‘improve the view’ from 
expensive luxury flats over the road, is an-
other raw factor. Disgustingly, the council 
even pursued residents who raised con-
cerns of safety with legal action. Two of 
these residents are believed lost their lives 
in the fire. 

All of this added to the seething anger 
which saw protesters break into the coun-
cil building demanding answers and aid. 
Following the protests, a number of coun-
cillors, including the council leader - Nick 
Paget Brown, resigned. He replaced by 
Elizabeth Campbell. Incredibly, Campbell 
subsequently admitted that in 11 years as 
a councillor she had never even been in a 
tower block. 

The immediate needs of the community 
are still not being met. Weeks on, fami-
lies are still not properly rehoused. But 
rehousing within the community is also 
important – the possibility that survivors 
would be offered housing in Preston is 
shameful. The wait has already been far 
too long, especially when you consider 
that there are examples from the Second 
World War of bombed-out families being 
rehoused in 24 hours. 

But in the 21st century, in one of the 

richest cities in the world, a council with 
£300 million in reserves hasn’t managed 
to find decent housing for these families 
yet. The money should be used along 
with the council’s legal powers, to secure 
housing for the surviving families imme-
diately. With around 1,600 empty proper-
ties in Kensington and Chelsea, one third 
of which have been empty for over a year, 
there is no excuse for not having rehoused 
the residents yet. 

In this situation, campaigners would be 
right to turn towards occupations of va-
cant properties, both as a method of pro-
test and in order to help house struggling 
families. Why should properties lie empty 
while people suffer?

Safe housing for all
The fire has brought to the surface many 
people’s fear that they also live in danger-
ous houses. A number of buildings nation-
ally have been cladded with the same ma-
terial, and even by the same company. 

Testing was started of buildings suspected 
to be a fire risk. The cladding wasn’t the 
only problem at Grenfell. The insulation 
used also turned into poisonous gas when 
burned and possibly contributed to the 
death toll. 

But much of the testing is completely inad-
equate. The original tests were not rigor-
ous enough, as the component materials 
were tested separately and are now being 
tested together. This shows that building 
regulations are not strict enough and are 
not properly enforced anyway. Worryingly, 
this means our schools, offices and homes 
are all potentially less safe then we think.

Tenants should not be made to wait on the 
results of tests that cannot be trusted any-
way: Cladding should all be removed now. 

Where tenants, including students in 
blocks are worried about the fire regula-
tions they should try and organise. We 
must fight for the voices of residents to be 
heard over that of profit hungry landlords 
and management companies. Together 
tenants can be a strong force demanding 
safe homes. 

If landlords and management companies 
continue to ignore residents’ concerns 
the question has to be asked, are people 
paying to live in death traps and should 
we have too? If used, rent strikes could 
be an effective tactic which would hit the 
companies where it hurts - in their bank 
accounts. But until then, protests and lob-
bies of council offices or estate agents can 

be effective in speeding up the process. 

Years of austerity as the rich have gotten 
richer, has rightly damaged people’s trust 
in the capitalist establishment. Now, af-
ter Grenfell, few will be satisfied in an in-
quiry on this same establishment’s terms. 
The proposals following the 2009 Lakanal 
House fire were sat on for years. It’s clear 
that the inquiry can’t be just another exer-
cise of the rich excusing their actions and 
carrying on as normal. 

Despite the Fire Brigades Union (FBU) 
tweeting that “Nobody has ever died in a 
fire in the UK in a property with an effec-
tive sprinkler station fitted” Sir Ken Knight 
who will be the technical advisor on the 
inquiry doesn’t think adding sprinklers to 
buildings is either “practical or economi-
cally viable”. 

There is a conflict of interest in an inquiry 
run by the establishment to find justice 
for the working class residents of Grenfell 
Tower. 

Both the FBU and Unite the union have 
applied to be core participants in the in-
quiry – which would bring the voices of 
local workers, residents and those who 
fought the blaze to the table. But this is 
still not enough – together the residents 
and unions could organise a truly indepen-
dent working class inquiry taking evidence 
from ordinary people. Victims of Hillsbor-
ough are only just getting justice now. This 
cannot be the case with Grenfell. 

Many families given a choice would pre-
fer a street over a tower block – this was 
the response given to Liverpool’s socialist-
led council in the 80’s when they asked 
what residents wanted them to do with 
the blocks. This was real consultation and 
real involvement by the community about 
how their area should look and function. 
Socialists believe this is how our commu-
nities should be organised - with genuine 
democratic input.

But we need elected representatives and 
trade unions willing to fight for this. With 
Corbyn comes the possibility of a politi-
cal party for the working class. Which if 
in power both locally and nationally could 
transform the lives of working class peo-
ple with anti-austerity politics. Corbyn 
supporting, anti-austerity and socialists 
councillors should be at the fore of move-
ments for decent safe housing. Councillors 
who don’t take this route are not socialists 
and should step aside for candidates who 
are willing to make sure people are safe in 
their homes.
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WHAT IS BLAIRISM? 
by Franklin O’Riordan, Leicester Socialist Students

Blairisim, as the name suggests, is the 
term used to describe the ideology 

and philosophy of Tony Blair, the former 
Labour Party leader and Prime Minister. 
Coming after eighteen years of hated Tory 
rule, Blair’s 1997 election victory was wel-
comed by many working class people hun-
gry for change. 

Very early in his first term as Prime Min-
ister, Tony Blair was seen by some people 
as a somewhat progressive figure.  Mea-
sures like the introduction of an (all-be-it 
extremely low) national minimum wage 
and some public investment in education 
were supported by many. Despite this, 
Tony Blair’s tenure as Prime Minister rap-
idly came to be associated with neoliberal 
economics, a bloody, interventionist for-
eign policy, NHS privatisation, and tuition 
fees.

According to Conservative MP Conor 
Burns, when asked what her greatest 
legacy was, Margaret Thatcher allegedly 
responded “Tony Blair and New Labour”. 
Margaret Thatcher was even Tony Blair’s 
first guest to 10 Downing Street when he 
was elected Prime Minister.

In ushering in New Labour, Blair’s lead-
ership represented the culmination of 
a process by which the party was trans-
formed from one with mass working class 
participation and influence (despite hav-
ing a leadership generally drawn from the 
capitalist class) into a party which would 
wholly and reliably represent the interests 
of the rich 1%. 

With deregulation, further privatisation 
of the NHS through the introduction of 
Private Finance Initiatives, the mainte-
nance of Thatcherite anti-union laws and 
a so-called ‘flexible’ labour market, New 
Labour embraced most of the ideas of 
Margaret Thatcher while only occasionally 
paying lip-service to socialism and social 
democracy. 

In Tony Blair’s autobiography, A Journey, 
Blair even says himself that he supported 
the “changes” made by Margaret Thatcher 
in the 1980s, saying that they were “in-
evitable.” But perhaps even more than his 
economic policy, what Tony Blair is prob-
ably most often accused of and hated for, 
is being a warmonger. 

Tony Blair led the United Kingdom into 

more foreign military interventions than 
any other Prime Minister, including Iraq 
(in 1998 and 2003) Afghanistan, Sierra 
Leone and Kosovo. Most notable among 
these for the mass movement of opposi-
tion that it generated, was the Iraq War 
beginning in 2003. The invasion, led by US 
president George Bush along with Blair, 
was premised on the falsified justification 
that the then President of Iraq, Saddam 
Hussein, had access to weapons of mass 
destruction. Estimates say that as many 
as one million people died in the invasion. 
But the destruction it wrought opened up 
a period of sectarian blood-letting and civil 
war which Iraq remains engulfed in today.

War
Blair’s march to war was met with an 

enormous groundswell of opposition from 
ordinary working class and young people. 
A huge mass movement developed, in-
cluding mass school student walk-outs 
and huge marches. The biggest of these 
reached a height of over 2 million people 
–making it the largest single demonstra-
tion in British history. 

Blair’s belligerent disregard for the mass 
opposition of working class people to 
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his bloody wars helped cement the feel-
ing among most workers and youth that 
Labour was irredeemable as a party that 
would fight for change or act in their in-
terests.  

Instead, when it came to election days, 
the choice the majority of people faced 
was between blue Tories and red Tories. 
Blair’s deep unpopularity and the personal 
ambition of his chancellor and co-architect 
of New Labour, Gordon Brown, meant that 
he was ultimately forced out in 2007. 

Crash
It was in this year that we saw the be-

ginnings of a financial crash that would, 
by 2008, bring the world economy to the 
brink of collapse. The capitalist system, 
which Blair and Brown had so enthusias-
tically embraced, was failing. In response, 
Brown’s government bailed out the banks 
to the tune of around £800 billion. The 
bill for the crisis – created by the mega-
wealthy bankers and their failed capitalist 
system– was placed at the feet of working 
class people. Youth unemployment soared 
to one million. The era of austerity, which 
we remain in the grip of, had begun.  

 While Tony Blair is now a frightfully un-
popular figure in the United Kingdom and 
internationally, his ideas have continued. 
Those that adhere to his principles can be 
described as “Blairites”. Many prominent 
figures within the Parliamentary Labour 
Party still hold similar views to Tony Blair.  
In fact, despite the victory of the anti-aus-
terity leader Jeremy Corbyn in the 2015 
Labour leadership election, it remains the 
case that the majority of Labour’s MPs, 
councillors and party machinery are cut 
from this cloth. 

The two leaders of the Labour Party im-
mediately following Tony Blair embraced 
his fundamental ideas. Gordon Brown and 
his acolytes were often called “Brownites” 
as opposed to “Blairites”, but this distinc-
tion was largely based on the personal dis-
like Blair and Brown had of one another. 
Ideologically, you couldn’t place a piece of 
cigarette paper between them. 

Ed Miliband, while saying out of one 
side of his mouth that the party needed 
to move away from New Labour, out of 
the other, failed to challenge austerity and 
actually offered a toned-down version of 
more of the same. At elections, working 
class people continued to be left without a 
mass, left-wing alternative to the Conser-
vative Party.

 It is no coincidence that both Brown 
and Miliband performed badly at general 
elections. Since Tony Blair was elected 
Prime Minister in 1997, the Labour Party 
had been on a downward trajectory in 
both seats and votes. Labour lost 5 million 
votes between 1997 and 2010. 

Jeremy Corbyn’s victory came as a result 
of the deep-going anger at austerity and 
the desire for a clear alternative among 
ordinary working class people. While the 
vast majority of workers had left the La-
bour party since the onset of Blairism, a 
rule change (ironically intended to remove 
some of the last remaining avenues of in-
fluence for the trade union movement) 
allowed people to sign up to vote in the 
2015 leadership contest for just £3. Seeing 
an opportunity to strike a blow against the 
capitalist establishment and the austerity 
agenda, hundreds of thousands signed up 
to vote for Jeremy Corbyn and generate an 
almighty political shock.  

Corbyn
It is only with the election of Jeremy Cor-

byn that, for the first time in many of our 
lifetimes, we have a Labour leader com-
mitted to the ideas of the left. But Corbyn 
has faced almost constant sabotage from 
Labour politicians still wedded to the Blair-
ite past.

The way that Jeremy Corbyn and his al-
lies ran the election campaign this year, 
with their manifesto that prominently 
featured socialist ideas, showed the enor-
mous appeal of left and anti-austerity poli-
cies - despite the Blairites’ disingenuous 
claim to be the people who understand 
‘electability’.  

The last two years have not been easy for 
Corbyn. After winning his first leadership 
election in 2015 he has faced rebellion 
from the mostly Blairite Parliamentary La-
bour Party. Having faced a vote of no con-
fidence in September 2016, he had to fight 
in a second leadership election which he 
won even more handily than the first. He 
has faced rebellions within the parliamen-
tary party on many votes (including over 

Brexit and failing to withdraw support for 
Saudi Arabia over the war in Yemen). 

Despite the majority of the rank and file 
membership of the Labour Party being 
firmly behind Corbyn and embracing left-
wing ideas and an alternative to austerity, 
the Blairites have not gone away. In this 
sense, it would be accurate to describe La-
bour as really being ‘two parties in one’. 
On the one hand, there are the masses of 
working class and young people enthused 
by Corbyn’s anti-austerity stance, and on 
the other, there is the Blairite rump which 
remains dominant in parliament, the 
council chamber and the party apparatus.

 We have seen prominent figures in the 
Labour Party intentionally try to sabo-
tage Jeremy Corbyn, which contributed 
in no small part to the Labour Party poll-
ing 25 points behind the Conservatives 
at the beginning of the General Election 
campaigning. Jeremy Corbyn, in spite of 
all the doubt and some vocal opposition 
from his own party was able to lead the 
Labour Party to their best election result 
since 2005, and the first increase in votes 
and seats since 1997. Much of this was at-
tributed to the way that Corbyn has been 
able to engage younger voters with bold 
policies like free education and a £10 an 
hour minimum wage.

Since the last election result many of the 
most vocal dissidents in the ranks of the 
Labour Party have spoken up, claiming to 
have changed their minds and saying that 
they were mistaken about Jeremy Corbyn. 
It would be very unwise to think on the 
basis of one election result the Blairites 
within the Labour Party have in fact been 
won over to the merits of socialism. In-
stead what we have is MPs cynically trying 
to protect their positions, biding their time 
until their next opportunity to oust Corbyn 
and regain full control of the Labour Party. 

It’s therefore vital that working class 
and young people are organising not just 
to take on the blue Tories but to take on 
the red Tories. This means being prepared 
to go on the offensive, fighting to kick out 
the Blairites and transform Labour into a 
genuinely democratic, socialist party. For 
this reason, discussing and understanding 
the legacy of Blair and Blairism remains 
relevant for students, activists and work-
ers seeking to build a society that works in 
the interests of the majority.  

See Editorial on Page 4-5 for more on 
Corbynism, socialism and the Labour 
party. 
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ORGANISING TO RESIST TRUMPISM

by Alex Monroe, Southampton Socialist 
Students

Even though it has been nine months 
since it was declared that Donald 

Trump would be the 45th president of 
the United States, the thought of him 
being president is sti ll slightly unreal. 
A man who boasted about sexually as-
saulti ng women, encouraged police bru-
tality, and scapegoated minority groups 
should not be in any leadership role, 
let alone sitti  ng in the oval offi  ce lead-
ing the most powerful nati on on earth. 
Whether Trump believes the things he 
says regarding his policies or whether he 
lied through his teeth just to take advan-
tage of the growing unrest among work-
ing class Americans with the current 
politi cal system is unclear. Whatever the 
case, he did a fantasti c job in captur-
ing the mood of the right-wing populist 
movement. 

Trump was able to portray himself as 
anti -establishment (which is truly comi-
cal).This struck a chord with many Amer-
icans who have seen drasti c change 
around them. Falling living standards, 
economic, social, and politi cal change, 
have caused ordinary Americans to be-
come dissati sfi ed with their situati on. 

Trump cynically put forward so-called 
“soluti ons” based on anti -immigrati on 
and anti -globalist ideas. Nevertheless, 
his appeal was only to a minority of 
working class Americans. The majority 
did not vote for him and were disgusted 
by his bigoted and reacti onary politi cs.

Crisis 
The eff ect of a decade of economic 

crisis, combined with a culture of fear 
that has been whipped up by right-
wing politi cians and sensati onalised 
media, has meant many people have 
been convinced to place blame for their 
own hardship or sense of insecurity on 
immigrants and poor people. Similarly, 
anti -Muslim rhetoric and att empts to 
play on people’s fears about the threat 
of Islamist terror have had an impact - 
even though white supremacists make 
up 73% of terrorist att acks in the US. 
He echoes what the sensati onalised 
right-wing media have been saying for 
years, claiming that crime is because of 
lati nx immigrants. He happily places the 
blame on a minority group, rather than 
the socioeconomic conditi ons that oft en 
contribute to crime.

While Trump’s emergence onto the 
politi cal scene has shed light onto the 
growing far-right movements within the 
United States, it has also led to a new 
wave of grassroot movements trying to 
counteract Trump’s dangerous agenda. 
The day aft er Trump’s inaugurati on was 
the women’s march; which gathered 
500,000 people in Washington D.C., and 
around 3 million internati onally. It was 
headed by the organisati on Women’s 
March. 

This demonstrati on was in defence of 
women, against a toxic rape culture that 
has been brought to light by reported 
rape cases on college campuses and by 
sexual assault claims made against the 
President. It was also about fi ghti ng 
for female reproducti ve rights by go-
ing against the global gag rule (which 
stopped funding going to internati onal 
clinics if they provided aborti on; ul-
ti mately eliminati on reproducti ve 
healthcare for poor individuals in other 
countries) and fi ghti ng cuts to Planned 
Parenthood; the largest aborti on pro-
vider in the country. 
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The march also fought for support of 
trans women who are being murdered 
at an extremely high rate in the states 
and women of colour. In response to 
cutti  ng Medicaid, disability groups like 
ADAPT - a grassroots movement that 
is fi ghti ng for accessibility for disabled 
people has gone to the front line to 
fi ght for their autonomy, and their lives. 
The Denver chapter of ADAPT occu-
pied the offi  ce of Senator Cory Gardner 
for 58 hours before being removed. As 
they were removed, they chanted that 
they would “rather be arrested than 
die without Medicaid”. The Medicaid 
programme plays a vital role in allow-
ing disabled individuals to remain inde-
pendent, and without it, many would be 
insti tuti onalised or would die. 

Although this surge in right wing pop-
ulism is a recent phenomenon, the an-
ger surrounding it is not new. The eco-
nomic climate that has manifested itself 
over the past eight years following the 
economic crash in 2008 has left  many 
Americans in positi ons where they are 
getti  ng poorer, while CEOs’ of large Cor-
porati ons and banks are getti  ng richer. 
Corporati ons are given large tax cuts 
while simultaneously underpaying their 

workers to maximise their profi ts. Due 
to low, stagnant wages and the increase 
cost of housing and necessiti es like food 
and clothing, the quality of life of work-
ing class people has decreased consist-
ently over the last few years. 

The Banks that ulti mately caused the 
economic crash in 2008 were not pun-
ished, but instead rewarded with an 
initi al bailout of $700 billion that was 
mostly paid by tax payers. This bail-
out represented the transfer of huge 
amounts of wealth from working class 

people to the ‘too big to fail’ banks like 
Goldman Sachs and Wells Fargo. Instead 
of this money going towards educati on, 
Medicaid, and other welfare projects 
that could have improved the lives of 
millions of working class Americans, it 
instead went to banks that made their 
profi ts by defrauding ordinary people. 
American workers have found it harder 
and harder to fi ght for bett er wages and 
bett er working conditi ons as Right-to-
Work laws have been used to bankrupt 
workers’ unions leading to workers not 
being able to organise eff ecti vely to 
resist change by employers that would 
hurt them. 

Popular?
Right-Wing populism is not as popu-

lar in the US as the mainstream media 
would allow us to believe, though it is 
something that should be taken serious-
ly. Trump lost by nearly 3 million in the 
popular vote (and no, these votes were 
not cast by “illegal” immigrants, regard-
less of what Trump says). Over 45% of 
eligible voters did not vote at all. It has 
become clear that much of the elec-
torate are disillusioned with both the 
Democrati c Party establishment and Re-
publican party. They have come to real-
ise that neither party advocates for any 
real change for the working class. Both 
parti es are funded by large corporati ons 
(the Democrati c Party by corporate gi-
ants in Silicon Valley, the Republican 
party by the Koch brothers and other 
fossil fuel companies) and the elector-
ate know that establishment politi cians 
are not working in the interests of the 
majority of American people because of 
this. 

The rise of independent, anti -capital-
ist candidates in the American politi cal 
system was highlighted by Bernie Sand-
ers’s success during the presidenti al 
primaries. While Sanders was unable to 
secure the presidenti al nominati on, his 
successes should not be underesti mat-
ed. In a country that has a strong anti -
communist/socialist culture heavily en-

forced through right-wing propaganda, 
for a candidate to proudly claim to be a 
democrati c socialist and get the amount 
of support he did is truly an achieve-
ment. He won the support of younger 
voters, who are the fi rst generati on in 
decades to be worse off  than their par-
ents. Many young people are hungry for 
change and see democrati c socialism as 
the way forward.  

Socialist Alterati ve is a growing so-
cialist party that has been fi ghti ng for 
that politi cal change throughout the 
US. They were successful in helping to 
get Kshama Sawant, a Socialist Alterna-
ti ve member, elected to the Seatt le city 
council in 2013 with over 90,000 votes. 
She was re-elected in 2015 aft er help-
ing lead a successful campaign to win a 
minimum wage of $15 an hour. 

Socialist Alternati ve are working to es-
tablish trade unions in states like Virgin-
ia to provide bett er protecti ons to work-
ers and to campaign for $15hr. Just like 
in Seatt le, such an increase would rep-
resent the huge movement of wealth 
from the richest to the poorest, pulling 
millions - including single mothers who 
work in low paid jobs and their families 
– out of poverty. 

They have also been fi ghti ng for a sin-
gle payer healthcare system. Currently 
states can freely choose who qualifi es 
for Medicaid and who doesn’t. Many 
people who don’t qualify and do not 
earn enough to aff ord private health-
care are left  to become sick due to being 
unable to aff ord visits to the doctor or 
become bankrupt when facing a health-
care emergency. Socialist Alternati ve’s 
eff orts have been important in fi ghti ng 
against att acks on Obamacare which 
would cut Medicaid while also fi ghti ng 
for a nati onalised health service which 
would fairly treat all. 

It has become painfully clear over the 
past couple of decades that capitalism is 
not working in the favour of the working 
class. It has been documented repeat-
edly politi cians of mainstream parti es 
are not working for the people. They 
are working for corporati ons and the 
large banks. They are working to line the 
pockets of those who have so much with 
the wages of those who have so litt le. A 
basic living wage is a right. Educati on is a 
right. Healthcare is a right. These should 
not be controversial statements. We de-
serve a system for the masses, not just 
for the ruling classes.
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With Jeremy Corbyn’s poll defying elec-
ti on result wiping out the Tory majority, 
on the back of an historic turn out among 
young voters and a manifesto promise 
to scrap tuiti on fees, the neoliberal uni-
versity project has never looked more 
vulnerable. Socialist Students has been 
calling for a fully free and accessible edu-
cati on for many years, but always on the 
understanding that such an aim cannot 
be achieved through an isolated single is-
sue campaign. By looking at tuiti on fees 
in the context of the marketi sed ‘neolib-
eral university’, that is, increased private 
sector management styles, competi ti on, 
and vice-chancellor pay, cuts to mainte-
nance and other grants to the poorest 
students, increased casualisati on of the 
workforce, and the introducti on of the 
so-called Teaching Excellence framework 
(TEF), in this arti cle, my aim is to clarify 
why a socialist analysis, and an organised 
socialist response, is vital.

What is the Teaching Excellence 
Framework (TEF)?

Since the tripling of tuiti on fees in 2010, 
and the huge response from the student 
movement in the immediate aft ermath, 

the government has moved away from 
large one off  rises and has instead tried to 
link fees to annual rises and the ‘TEF’. The 
TEF, it is fair to say, is prett y complicated 
and students have not been well informed 
about what it is, how it works, or the huge 
implicati ons it holds for the future of our 
educati on. 

The TEF is a framework of ‘metrics’, or 
measures, introduced by the govern-
ment to assess teaching in higher educa-
ti on insti tuti ons in England. These metrics 
fall into two areas: student sati sfacti on 
and graduate earnings / employability. 
If you are starti ng your fi nal year as an 
undergraduate you might (defi nitely) be 
bombarded with propaganda about the 
Nati onal Student Survey (NSS) through to 
about March. This is one of the metrics for 
student sati sfacti on and links directly into 
the TEF at your insti tuti on. The TEF itself is 
being rolled out in four stages from 2016 
to 2019, with more and more metrics each 
year. The 2017 results announced recently 
represent TEF year 2 (or TEF2). All insti -
tuti ons have now been noti fi ed whether 
they have been awarded a ‘gold’, ‘silver’ or 
‘bronze’ in the TEF2 against their bench-
marks. 

So why is the TEF bad for educa-
ti on?

Some of the loudest criti cisms of the 
TEF in the media came from the Russell 
group, parti cularly the insti tuti ons scoring 
the lowest bronze ranking (LSE, Liverpool, 
and Southampton). The vice-chancellor 
of Southampton University described the 
TEF as “devoid of any meaningful assess-
ment of teaching”, while others criti cise 
the parti cular applicati ons of the metrics. 
On the other hand, the vice-chancellor of 
Coventry University, on their gold award, 
said that “a new order has been estab-
lished in University rankings”, while HEFCE 
(who coordinate the TEF) also praised the 
results. Clearly these comments are en-
ti rely self-serving on both sides, aft er all 
that is how markets are supposed to work, 
but others, including the NUS, have rightly 
pointed out that the metrics are deeply 
misleading and that they may serve to 
further entrench class, gender, and racial 
inequaliti es across the sector.

Whenever such metrics are introduced 
to create a ‘market’, rather than playing 
by the rules it is all too common for in-
sti tuti ons to instead game the system. It 

Q&A: FIGHTING TEF AND THE 

‘NEOLIBERAL UNIVERSITY’

by James Moran, Birmingham Socialist Students
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has been standard practice in some insti-
tutions for management to, for example, 
pay for elaborate away trips around the 
NSS, give out prizes for participation, or 
co-opt their student unions to buy or ma-
nipulate their way to better results. And 
some of these schemes can be very so-
phisticated. Further problems include the 
lack of meaningful comparison between 
institutions and evidence that there can 
be gendered and racialised consequences 
for staff members as societal prejudices 
are reproduced in the metrics.

But the most profound problem with the 
TEF is what it means for our fees and our 
education in the long term. The single ma-
jor motivation for introducing the TEF is 
to create financial and reputational pres-
sure on universities to focus on their fu-
ture graduate earnings. So, not only will 
the TEF mean higher fees in future, it may 
also mean that the options for students to 
choose degrees that do not lead to highly 
paid jobs in the city, big corporations, or 
the professions may not be there for fu-
ture generations. University senior man-
agers with a track record of attacking staff 
and worker’s rights will look at how differ-
ent subjects perform in the TEF, they then 
sack staff in areas they don’t want to fund 
so as to invest in other parts of the Uni-
versity with better TEF scores. This is the 
real danger. Data from the Institute for Fis-
cal Studies last year showed that the TEF 

will disadvantage Languages, Philosophy, 
History, Media, and the Arts and Humani-
ties in favour of more vocational subjects, 
Sciences and Economics. In short, the very 
nature of University education and how 
that education is valued is at stake.

Last year at the University of Birming-
ham, senior management were defeated 
in a wide ranging program of redundan-
cies against the modern languages depart-
ment. Similarly, at the University of Man-
chester, big job cuts have been announced 
affecting the School of Arts, Languages 
and Cultures, despite both Universities 

having multi-million pound surpluses and 
vice-chancellors who earn 20 to 30 times 
more than some full time staff. While diso-
rientated management continue to make 
increasingly arbitrary decisions chasing 
the latest market metrics, it is clear that 
the TEF will add to these pressures.

Lecturers having time for their students, 
caring about our futures, and designing 
their content around our needs has to be 
a good thing. But we don’t need the TEF 
to make these improvements and, in many 
ways, real day to day student experience 
is largely left behind in the TEF metrics. 
Such things can be made measureable and 
transparent to future students, but not 
because we are customers of a commodi-
fied education system that sees no benefit 
of education beyond its collective utility to 
a dysfunctional economic system, rigged 
along lines of gender, race, and class from 
start to finish. In our hands, a democratic 
and emancipatory education would be the 
very means through which such an exploit-
ative system would be brought down, not 
the means through which we are forced 
down the ever narrower curriculums that 
best serve that broken system.

Where does this leaves tuition 
fees and student debt?

Because of the way in which the TEF 
works the top rate of fees for undergradu-

ates has already been 
increased to £9,250 
from 2017 for new 
students. The fee in-
creases were linked 
to last year’s TEF1, 
which was based on 
a review of the teach-
ing qualifications of 
academic staff and led 
to 96% of Universities 
being allowed to raise 
their fees. Thanks to 
an amendment from 

the House of Lords the government was 
temporarily prevented from directly link-
ing further rises in fees to the TEF. But, 
nonetheless, this link was only temporar-
ily suspended on the basis that the TEF 
“wasn’t ready” and needed more work 
on the metrics. The government is widely 
expected to raise fees again in 2018 to 
£9,500 and will attempt to recreate the 
link to the TEF. But, despite this issue with 
fees, the award in itself has a strong im-
pact on the reputation of Universities so 
will still significantly affect student recruit-
ment and future income, thus leading to 
management reorganisations and redun-

dancies across subject areas that are no 
longer deemed cost effective.

But aside from the issue of rising fees 
are the equally important issues of rising 
debt and cuts to grants. University block 
teaching grants, historically the source 
of funding for the sector, have now been 
replaced by tuition fee income. Similarly, 
maintenance grants for poorest students 
have been entirely cut and there have 
been cuts and re-organisations to disa-
bled student allowances. At the same 
time the government has, outrageously, 
again increased the interest rates on stu-
dent loans for students starting on or after 
September 2012. If the TEF is about re-
orientating education to maximise gradu-
ate earnings and future debt repayments, 
these reforms are about bringing student 
loans in line with private sector terms and 
condition so as to facilitate the future sale 
of the debt to the private sector. A typical 
undergraduate will now rack up around 
£50,000 worth of debt, £5,800 of which 
will be interest on loans.

What are the next steps for the 
student movemnt?

Bringing down a political project in higher 
education that has had the support of all 
the major political parties for 25 years is 
no small task, and, as we have seen, it is 
certainly not a single issue campaign. In 
2016, the NUS supported a boycott of the 
NSS in response to the introduction of the 
TEF, and, while Socialist Students support-
ed this move, it alone was clearly not a suf-
ficiently strong tactic in isolation. A year 
later several institutions were successful in 
bringing participation below the required 
50% threshold, to which HEFCE simply 
responded by combining the results with 
previous years data. This is where we must 
think bigger, both in terms of the scope of 
the changes we are demanding to our ed-
ucation system, and the scale of the move-
ment required to achieve such ends. 

This autumn surely represents the best 
opportunity in many years to grow a 
movement and politicise a generation. 
Building around specific demands, local 
campaigns, and determined organisation 
must be the key focus; understanding, 
as socialists, that no such struggle exists 
in isolation. Socialist Students will be 
doing everything possible to develop this 
movement, to build our collective anger 
into a practicable collective consciousness, 
and if we can do that then bringing down 
the neoliberal university will be just the 
beginning.



Socialism 2017 takes place on 11 and 
12 November. It is a weekend of 
discussion and debate with a choice 
of over 40 workshops and rallies. 

Keynote speakers include Socialist 
Party general secretary Peter Taa� e, 
author of From Militant to the Socialist 
Party, Corbynista MP Ian Mearns, Seattle 
socialist Kshama Sawant who led the 
US’s � rst successful battle for a $15/
hr minimum wage, Irish socialist MP 
Paul Murphy fresh from an attempt to 
criminalise him for e� ective protesting 
and Hannah Sell, Socialist Party deputy 
general secretary and regular contributor 
to the Socialist Party’s monthly magazine 

Socialism Today.
� ere will be time during the workshops 

for everyone to have a say, to raise 
questions, propose points of di� erence, or 
expand on aspects of the discussion. 

We welcome this as discussion and 
debate brings clari� cation for all our 
understanding of the complex world we 
live in, the lessons from past struggles 
and the programme we need to � ght for 
socialism today.

At Socialism 2017 we will discuss the 
Russian Revolution 100 years ago. 1917 
provides a powerful example of how it is 
possible for the working class and poor 
to take their destiny into their own hands 

and transform the world. 
We will be discussing the impact of 

the revolution and why the Soviet Union 
degenerated into dictatorship. But 
Socialism 2017 will not be a history lesson! 
It is focused on the burning questions our 
movements face. 

Socialism 2017 will bring together 
working class � ghters, trade unionists 
and youth and student activists, anti-cuts 
campaigners, those who want to � nd 
out about socialism and Marxism, and 
people who want to change the world, for 
a weekend of discussion and debate on the 
alternative to capitalist crisis.

Don’t miss it!
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What happened to the 
socialist movement in 
Venezuela?  How can we 
prevent Trump from deliv-
ering World War III? What 
really happened in the 
1917 Russian Revolution? 

11&12 
NOVEMBER
CENTRAL 
LONDON

socialism 2017.netTo find out more, buy tickets and book accommodation, transport, creche places, 
disability support, etc, for the weekend, please phone us on 020 8988 8777 or visit:

If these are the questions you are asking then, a) you are 
not alone, and b) Socialism 2017 is the event for you. 
It will be the political event of the year, celebrating the 
anniversary of the 1917 Russian Revolution, hearing 
from workers and socialists in struggle around the world

How can we get rid of the To-
ries? When will police and in-
stitutional racism end? Will a 
Jeremy Corbyn government 
be undermined by the Blair-
ites? Can workers fight low 
pay? What about the trade un-
ion leaders who don’t want to 
fight?

What do we do about 
media bias? After Gren-
fell, how can we end the 
scandal of private profi-
teering? Can we win the 
right to free education? 

Freshers: 
Special offer!

Weekend ticket 
only £10 -
Buy now!
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only £10 -only £10 -
Buy now!Buy now!




