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Open letter to the Workers Party of Britain
A socialist voice? Yes!

Bigotry? No!

House of Commons

19 September 2026 must be an end to this pandering to right-wing reaction.
Dear comrades, It is one thing for someone to hold socially conservative views
The Workers Party is absolutely right that we need a socialist and disagree with gender theories. But it is quite another for a self-
voice in the Holborn and St Pancras by-election against all the proclaimed socialist to seek political capital by constantly attack-
mainstream parties, including Labour and the Greens. On the ing trans people, one of the most marginalised groups in Britain
Greens in particular, the Workers Party has correctly argued that ~ and (together with Muslims) the favourite target of reactionaries.
this is a liberal outfit, supporting the war in Ukraine and the EU, Such politics only position the Workers Party as a transmission
and not an alternative for the working class, who despise Labour. belt for political reaction, which is ultimately directed against

However, the Workers Party cannot be a socialist and ~ Muslims, women, LGBTQ+ people and the working class.
working-class voice so long as its campaign makes crass and The goal of socialists must be to unite the working class
bigoted attacks on trans people. Such positions echo the poli- against the ruling class. But the precondition for this is to stand
tics of reactionaries and enemies of socialism while totally in defence of all oppressed groups. Just as we defend Muslims
undermining the Workers Party’s challenge to Labour and the ~ and oppose attacks against their right to wear religious symbols,
Greens. The precondition for us and any other decent social- ~ s0 must we defend the right of trans people to live their lives

ists to support the Workers Party in Holborn and St Pancras the way they want.
If you agree to cease making cheap political capital on the

e back of trans people, we would be happy to support you in your
e George Galloway & campaign.
@georgegalloway Socialist greetings,

If that’s left include me out The Spartacist League

If you're going to support Nato and the EU PS: The following article outlines how, against the treachery

and men dressing up and going into of liberals, communists can fight for both trans liberation and
women’s spaces, if that’s left well it ain’t me working-class emancipation: “Transgender Liberation: Liberal
Betrayal, Marxist Answers”, Women and Revolution No. 46,
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The Greens can’t hecome socialist

After the demise of Your Party, thousands of socialists
have joined the Greens, hoping Zack Polanski’s leadership
will push the Green Party to the left and even turn it into the
socialist vehicle we desperately need.

We believe this is a mistake. However, we are ready to put our
views to the test. We encourage socialists in the Green Party
to fight for the four basic positions laid down below. These are
essential for any party seeking to radically change Britain in
favour of working people, let alone fight for socialism.

1) Against Zionism!

For a single Palestinian state!

Any party that wants to stand against the British establish-
ment must clearly oppose Zionism and the state of Israel. Any
concession on this question is the first step towards capitu-
lation (remember Corbyn). Vote for the motion “Zionism is
racism”! Reject any amendments aimed at making it accept-
able to Zionists and defenders of a “two-state” solution.

2) Down with NATO! Shut down the bases!

The alliance with American imperialism, embodied in
NATO, is vital to the ruling class. Any pro-working-class
party worth its salt must stand against NATO. It must also
fight in practice to shut down US bases in Britain and British
bases abroad. This also means opposing the billions in arms
shipments to Ukraine. Put this money into the NHS instead!
Make this party policy and central to the party’s campaigns.

3) Abolish the monarchy!

The Greens might have a position against the monarchy, but
we never hear about it. Any party that wants to radically trans-
form this society must make abolition of the monarchy a key
plank of its campaign. Yet, Polanski has recently threatened to
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Green MP Hannah Spencer.

reverse this position in his bid to make the party acceptable to the
establishment. Socialists must resist any backpedalling on the
monarchy! And no party member should hold aristocratic titles!

4) Expropriate public utilities

without compensation!

Polanski has made the nationalisation of public utilities
one of its slogans. Good. But what is needed is to nationalise
water, transport, energy, and communications without com-
pensation. Why would we give a single penny to millionaire
crooks who have looted this country? Take those services;
they are ours! Jail the racketeers!

Socialist or Green?

The establishment’s propaganda machine is in high gear to
snuff out the radical policies of the Green Party.
We're already seeing the leadership buckle under
pressure, trying to present itself as “respectable”.
This is why there is so much opposition to the
“Zionism is racism” motion, and why trans activ-
ist Eleanora Folan was bureaucratically purged.
Just like in Your Party, they will use their power
to clamp down on socialists. Why? Because
despite all its democratic trappings, the Green
Party is rooted in middle-class liberalism, not
working-class socialism.

This being said, we stand with the social-
ists in the Green Party in their struggle against
Zionism and the right wing of the party. If we
are wrong and the Green Party does take a stand
on the points we outlined, we will gladly admit
our mistake and help build the Green Party.
However, if, as we believe, the Green Party
leadership cracks down and suppresses the most
radical voice, you must not let yourself get dis-
couraged. The key will be to draw the lessons
and turn your energies towards building a differ-
ent party, one which can actually fight for social-
ism and the working class. B

Findlay/Alamy
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Scorching heat, freezinrgcold
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HOW WORKERS CAN FIGHT

We just went through the hottest summer on record. Work-
ers endured scorching heat in workplaces ill-equipped to cope,
forced to risk their health and safety—and even their lives.
Passengers, patients and students faced similar risks as trains
derailed and schools and hospitals overheated. The bosses did
nothing, putting their own interests and profits first. When
workers demanded fans and air con, they were told: “We have
no money”. The government hasn’t got a clue—the only thing
it’s clear about is boosting defence spending even as basic
infrastructure crumbles.

As for the trade unions, the picture is mixed: members
were, and still are, angry, but there was little to no action.
Why? The union leaders didn’t show the way. They failed to
turn the felt needs and anger of their members into a strug-
gle to shut down unsafe workplaces, to show that the unions
can and should take charge of safety at work. Instead, they
launched a paper campaign to lobby Westminster for a legal
maximum temperature...to be implemented in the future...if
the government agrees! They have been worse than useless.

We can’t let it go on like this. Workers face the brunt of the cli-
mate crisis and the increasingly dangerous working conditions it
creates—so workers should decide what is safe for them and what
isn’t, not the bosses, their management, or the government! For
union control of health and safety! This basic principle is alien
to today’s trade union movement. It must become its clarion call!

For this to happen, we need union leaders who are up to
the task. If they won’t step up for us when it matters, we need
to force them to step aside! With extreme weather becoming
more common, we must fight for this principle in our work-
places, union meetings and across the movement, rebuilding
the strength of our unions so that we can call the shots next
time. To do this, we need to take on the various arguments and
moral blackmail thrown at us to prevent our collective action.

Not a class issue?

The big lie we’re told is that the climate affects us all. If
this just gave you a Covid flashback, it’s because this was
the argument we were handed during the pandemic: “It’s a
virus—it doesn’t discriminate! It affects us all equally. We’re
all in it together.” The rehash today is: “It’s the climate, silly,
we’re all in a heatwave.”

Let’s cut the crap. This argument is the purest blackmail

Neal/Getty; Scarff/Getty

designed to keep workers chained to the bosses. Workers were
disproportionately impacted in the pandemic just as we are
now. We risk heatstroke and collapse while they work from
home and air-conditioned offices. We weren’t in it together
then, and we aren’t now. Worsening climate is a class issue!

If the bosses and their managers do anything in the name of
safety, it’s to tick the few legal boxes that exist—to save their
skin, not our lives. We’ve worked through the worst summer
on record, and we know those boxes barely scratch the surface.
Improving our workplaces—many of which are Victorian
not just in appearance but in their basic functionality—will
require millions and billions in investment, money that will
come out of their profits and budgets. They won’t spend it out
of the goodness of their hearts. We’ll have to force them to,
through collective struggle—through class struggle.

The bankruptcy of the TUC

Speaking of class struggle, let’s turn again to the trade
unions. The main response to the heatwave by the trade
unions is the TUC petition to the Health and Safety Execu-
tive (of His Majesty) for a legal maximum temperature. The
TUC wants “to see ministers introduce a new absolute maxi-
mum indoor temperature, set at 30°C (or 27°C for those doing
strenuous jobs), to indicate when work should stop” and for
employers to take action to keep workers cool when it reaches
above 24°C. The demand for a legal maximum should be sup-
ported as it would give workers something to use as a bar-
gaining chip against the bosses. It’s a start.

But the question is how to achieve it: Westminster, or our own
strength? Does the TUC expect that His Majesty’s ministers will
sign off so easily? These temperatures are fast becoming the
new normal in summers. Does the TUC really think the ruling
class will agree that “work should stop” so many days of the
year? We think not. This will become law only if there is real
struggle. There are over six million trade union members in this
country, and this petition has a little over 70,000 signatures. The
unions are not mobilising their members for action. This is not
a strategy to win, but a strategy for the union tops to look like
they’re doing something while achieving nothing.

And even if by His Majesty’s environmentalist Grace this
somehow becomes law, we should not rest content. Seasoned
trade unionists know what legal codifications and guidance
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Growing temperatures, growing class sizes

The NEU needs a plan!

Try teaching during a heatwave. Then try teaching a class of
nearly 30 students during a heatwave. And then, imagine that the
windows don’t open, or barely open, and there’s no air con or fans.
This was the reality in many schools this summer. Chaos, com-
plaints, sickness, exhaustion—for teachers and students alike.

And while we breathed a collective sigh of relief on the few
days many schools closed early, we endured many more days
spent working in buildings not fit for purpose and in condi-
tions not fit for teaching and learning. There was little to no
give from management. When pressured to shorten the school
day or close schools outside of the government advisory win-
dows, they hit back with the guilt trip that “we can’t interrupt
learning”—as if kids are going to learn anything when they
can hardly keep their heads off the desks!

The National Education Union (NEU) had practically zero
actionable advice. They repeatedly referenced Section 44 and
government advisories, but didn’t mobilise members to take
action. Sure, we can ask management to relax the dress code,
but when your school feels like a sauna, this is a non-starter. The
NEU needs a real plan! For starters, here are two campaigns it
can begin to build now to put us in a better position next summer.

Fight school closures with smaller class sizes!

Throughout Britain, schools are closing due to falling birth
rates. Between January 2020 and December 2024, 98 schools
closed in England. To its credit, the NEU passed a motion at its
2026 conference opposing school closures, increasing teacher
numbers and reducing class sizes. This is good.

But there are two problems: first, most rank-and-file members
don’t know about this since the NEU does not make it a key pil-
lar of how it organises. Second, and worse, the NEU’s strategy to
achieve this is to uphold the example of the “last Labour govern-
ment”—ie, Tony Blair and his heirs, the ones who gutted state edu-

cation by introducing academisation! This is a complete dead-end.

This is why despite strike action, many schools have closed:
because those strikes remained isolated. And isolated they
would remain, since the NEU leadership relies on the Labour
government to save schools, not on mobilising the workforce
more broadly. To keep schools open, we must merge their strug-
gle with that of neighbouring schools to reduce class sizes. This
would not only reduce our workload, but put an end to the threat
of redundancies for staff at schools under threat of closure.

Put CEO pay into school budgets!

In 2024-25, 60 CEOs of multi-academy trusts (M ATs)—par-
asitic corporations which run schools with public funds—were
paid over £200,000. The highest salary was £530,000! This is
all public money! Why should they rake it in while teachers and
students are forced to work and learn in miserable conditions?

Again, the NEU is on the record for opposing academisa-
tion. Good. But these remain words since the number of acad-
emies continues to grow. Thanks to the policies of the “last
Labour government”, 83.9% of secondary schools in England
are academies or free (independent) schools. These CEOs do
nothing useful. The NEU needs to make its paper policy real
by mobilising its members to reverse academisation. Kick out
heads and senior management from the union, build student-
teacher unity against MAT leaderships, and put CEO pay into
upgrading schools so we can have heat and air con!

For a fighting NEU!

Daniel Kebede, we're tired of your constant texts, and we’re
tired of voting for ballots which don’t make a real difference
to our working conditions. To really save education, show us
you’re willing to turn paper motions into action and shake up
the status quo in education.

mean. Guidance says workplaces should be at least 16°C, but
our workplaces still get freezing cold in the winter. Are they
equipped with adequate heat? No. Do employers follow this?
No, and they deploy all kinds of tricks to escape account-
ability. They send their own people to record temperatures,
ignore what workers report, and somehow they always get the
magical 16+°C reading. Or they say that they don’t own the
premises so can’t install heaters. Or best of all, that portable
heaters are themselves a safety hazard!

We return again to the same lesson: workers will get real
safety through working-class struggle: struggle against the
bosses, against Westminster and against the TUC tops who
are leading us down a dead-end road.

Section 44 is not a strategy

The most common advice the unions gave was to invoke
Section 44 of the Employment Rights Act, which allows
workers “to remove themselves from situations where they
reasonably believe there is a serious and imminent danger”.
Section 44 is a limited right for those with a clear-cut case of
risk from adverse temperatures; it is not a strategy to protect
the working class as a whole.

And, as with all legalese, invoking this “right” is full of
loopholes for the employer and traps for the worker. What
exactly is reasonable, serious or imminent? The onus is on

the worker to prove these, and the bosses retain the upper
hand: they can raise counterarguments, dispute the workers’
assessments and ultimately take disciplinary action.

The biggest problem in pushing Section 44 as a protection,
including for vulnerable workers, is that it isolates them in

Youth oppression
in an age of decline

How to fight for the future
iclfi.org/pubs/wr/47




WORKERS HAMMER

Bus drivers at Arriva North Lon-
don went on strike for several days
in late August. Despite coming at the
end of the summer, this strike was
significant as it represented one of
the only attempts by workers to fight
for better conditions in response to
the murderous heatwaves.

Unfortunately, the great anger
and militancy of these drivers were
undercut by the union leadership.
The strike ballot was only held in
July, and the strike was not called
till the end of summer. No clear
demands were made to rally the
drivers around. Mechanics and
cleaners, also in Unite, were not
called out on strike. The strike was a
few days a week, not an all-out bat-
tle. After the first week, the strike
was called off to vote on a sell-out
proposal, and only resumed when it was, rightfully, rejected.

As a result, from day one Arriva was able to put some
buses on the road, and the volume increased as the strike
went on. In this way, the leadership of Unite was able to
push through a deal that promised Arriva would install
driver (but not passenger) air conditioning. Crucially, it still
forces drivers to take the bus out if it isn’t working! Drivers
already know that once they are on the road, away from
other drivers and their union rep, they are at the mercy
of controllers and charge hands to keep driving. No bus
should leave the garage without working heat or air con!

We print below a leaflet titled “London bus drivers: Make
the bosses feel the heat” issued at the outset of the strike by
the Committee for a Fighting Transport Union, which we
welcomed and helped distribute.

k0 ok ok

It is a good thing that Unite has declared a strike at
Arriva North London over deadly heat on the buses. It’s a
shame that summer is already ending and the strike isn’t
London wide. Nothing can now be done about the first
part, but we must fix the second. If this strike is going
to be about more than blowing off steam, there must be a
clear demand and a way to make all the operators bow to it.
1) Demand an agreement, from all bus companies, that

no bus will go on the road without working air con-

ditioning and heating. The union’s policy of leaving it

Bus strike settlement settles nothing

RIVA "\.

LONDON NORTH

Arriva North London bus drivers striking for air con, 14 August.
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up to individual drivers to refuse a bus or take a break
has only led to victimisation and intimidation of union
members. This strike must impose our safety on the bus
companies backed by the entire strength of the union.
We cannot accept promises of future improvements
without that guarantee. We must reject any compromise
on our health and safety now or it’s a set-up for more
victimisation down the road.

2) Call out every union member. Balloting drivers, but
not engineers and cleaners, who are also in Unite, pits
union members against each other and weakens the
strike. If the buses aren’t getting cleaned and fixed dur-
ing the strike it will extend the strike’s impact. Go to
your union brothers and sisters to make the case that
these are their working conditions too and bring them
out to the picket line!

3) Ballot all of London now. Sharon Graham has now said
she may call a city-wide ballot. Good, do it! Because
let’s be clear, we don’t need posturing intended to get
Burnham and Khan to sit down and make meaningless
promises of future bills. We need a city-wide strike to
make all the bus operators take our safety seriously
now. To get that we need to put pressure on our union
leaders to immediately ballot every London bus worker.

Committee for a Fighting Transport Union: 07907 329 659
X@MakeUniteFight - fightingtransportunion@gmail.com

front of the boss. The best way to protect the most vulnerable
workers is to act collectively through the union.

Rebuild union power

The climate crisis presents a crucial opportunity to rebuild the
trade unions—an urgent need in Britain. By cutting through the
blackmail thrown our way and exposing the dead-end of the TUC’s
strategy, we can educate our co-workers in the basic principles of
the class struggle and build their confidence in the unions.

It is also an opportunity to bring non-unionised workers into
the unions and deepen joint union activity across workplaces.
Workers are all in it together, regardless of which union they
belong to. When competing unions put up barriers to such
activity, we should fight harder for greater unity, exposing
those at the top as obstacles to building our collective power.

We must elect workplace reps and Health and Safety reps who
are prepared to fight. No reliance on the bosses! For union
control of health and safety! Make this TUC policy!

A social crisis requires social...ism? Yes!

The struggle to control our working conditions is the start of a
broader struggle to control our fate. Genuine protection for working
people against extreme weather means a complete overhaul of the
status quo of British capitalism. The climate crisis is unravelling
atop a social crisis: Britain is broken, and the cracks run deep.

To defend ourselves against what lies ahead, we need to
rebuild Britain from the inside out. This will mean taking the
wealth and power out of the hands of the ruling class and the
monarchy and putting it under workers control. A social crisis
demands a socialist strategy. There is no other way. B
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Garvaghy Road residents blocked Orange Order provocation.

Time to fight for a

united Ireland!

The courage and determination of the Garvaghy Road resi-
dents secured a victory by blocking the Orange Order from stag-
ing its provocative anti-Catholic hate march this past weekend.
The Orangemen’s assertion of Protestant supremacy outraged
the entire Catholic population and many Unionists as well.

“No going back” to the murderous violence of 30 years ago
is the word on everybody’s lips, on Garvaghy Road and across
Ireland. The determination also runs deep among Protestants,
for good reason. Opposition to reigniting the sectarian con-
flict, which is the purpose of the Orange Order, crosses the
communal divide. But to avoid going back to the past, we must
understand that the crisis cannot be resolved within the terms
of the Good Friday Agreement. British rule is the root cause
of sectarian violence; the fight to end sectarian violence is
inseparable from the struggle to end British rule.

Why now?

The status quo established by the 1998 Good Friday Agree-
ment is unravelling. The generation of Catholics born since then
refuses to be treated as second-class citizens, and a growing layer
of young Protestants are repulsed by the sectarianism and big-
otry—including misogyny—of the traditional Unionist parties.
Many consider themselves Irish, or Northern Irish, and in the con-
text where everyone expects a referendum on the border, many
are open to supporting a united Ireland. The sentiment for unity
must be channelled in a positive direction, towards a democratic
socialist future, or it will inevitably be thrown back to the past.

The Orange Order’s stunt at Garvaghy Road is intended to dis-
mantle the trappings of the Good Friday Agreement, by bringing
down the hapless Stormont parliament and deposing its Sinn
Féin first minister, Michelle O’Neill. Facing next year’s elec-
tions, the scandal-ridden Unionist parties desperately need to
shore up their shrinking base. The Democratic Unionist Party’s
former leader has been jailed on rape and sexual abuse charges,
while reports of other atrocities, including assault against
women, have surfaced among Unionist politicians. Moreover,
the material basis for granting the marginal privileges to Prot-
estants has been wiped out by deindustrialisation. The North’s
economy is in a worse state than the rest of the UK, and while
the South has plenty of problems, living standards there are
higher than in the North. With the traditional Unionist parties

feeling the ground slipping from under them,
poisonous anti-Catholic bigotry has become
vital as a means of justifying their existence.

Forward or backwards?

The situation cannot stand still: if it is allowed
to fester, the danger of a return to sectarian con-
flict will only increase. It would not take much
to spark Loyalist violence, which would inevita-
bly trigger republican retaliation, and the cycle
that ended 30 years ago would begin again.
It’s no use trying to resolve the problem of the
Orange marches within the Good Friday Agree-
ment. It accepts the legitimacy of British rule
in the North and of the Orange state, designed
to relegate Catholics to second-class citizens.
There is simply no democratic solution within
this framework. The only prospect for a lasting
solution to the problem of sectarian violence is
to fight for a socialist united Ireland.

Sinn Féin is clinging to the Good Friday
Agreement, believing it offers a path to a united
Ireland. That path means waiting for the Brit-
ish government to agree to give Ireland back
the Six Counties. However, Sinn Fein’s liberal
illusions are now being shattered: Andy Burn-
ham has said categorically that a border poll is
“off the table” and the Orangemen’s provoca-
tion at Garvaghy Road threatens to bring down
the power-sharing assembly at Stormont. Neither the Parades
Commission nor any other institution set up by the Good Friday
Agreement can solve the problem, for the simple reason that the
Agreement preserves British rule, which has always relied on
the Orange Order and the Loyalist paramilitaries, the forces
responsible for stoking murderous communalism.

Andy Burnham appeals for calm on “both sides” and ridic-
ulously claims his government is neutral, although everyone
knows that the British secretary of state has the last word in
the negotiations about the Orange Order’s “right to march”.
And, of course, Burnham is leaning on pro-imperialist lackey
Michedl Martin, the Irish Taoiseach, to lean on Sinn Féin to
rein in the Garvaghy Road protesters.

The British establishment is vehemently opposed to any move
towards Irish unity, which would end their centuries-long hold on
Ireland. The Orange Order has long been the chief instrument for
maintaining British rule in Ireland. They came into existence to aid
the British in crushing the United Irishmen, the first Irish repub-
lican movement, that was led by Presbyterians and supported by
Catholics. Throughout history, the Orange Order has often lain
dormant for years, only to come alive in opposition to any move
towards unity between Protestants and Catholics. And so today
they have emerged from relative obscurity to centre stage.

The struggle to achieve equality for Catholics and to end sec-
tarian violence is inseparable from the struggle against British
rule. Irish unity will take working-class struggle—North and
South—against British imperialism and against the Irish ruling
class, which serves the imperialists—British and American. The
anger and determination that has been galvanised in defence of
Garvaghy Road must be used to launch a militant campaign for
Irish unity. In this struggle, socialists need to hammer home the
point that only a perspective for a workers republic can over-
come the sectarian divide, end national oppression and address
the burning social needs North and South of the border. B

ENOUGH WAITING:
Fight for a horder poll!

iclfi.org/pubs/wh/2025-border-poll

McAuley/Alamy
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Victory! Sarah of SOAS 2 NOT GUILTY!

“We never once stopped defending the Palestinian peo-
ple!” declared Sarah Cotte to her jubilant comrades and
supporters, after a jury on 18 September unanimously
voted her NOT GUILTY. Sarah, a student and a supporter
of the Revolutionary Communist Group, was arrested and
charged under the Terrorism Act 2000 following 7 October
2023, for a speech she gave on behalf of the Fight Racism!
Fight Imperialism! Society at SOAS asserting the Pales-
tinians’ right to defend themselves. The PDC supported
the vibrant campaign the RCG ran for the SOAS 2 for
over two years. As Sarah remarked outside the Old Bailey
court: after three years of British complicity in genocide,
her case is a victory for all those who stand with the lib-
eration struggle in Palestine. It proves, she said, that “We
have the right to defend the Palestinian people including
their right to armed struggle, their right to resist occupation
and genocide, and we need to keep on saying this, to keep
shouting it from the rooftops!” Free Palestine!

_
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18 September, Old Bailey: Sarah of SOAS 2 celebrates
not guilty verdict on trumped-up terrorism charges.

Filton 4 sentenced as terrorists
An ominous warning to all pro-Palestine protesters

We print below a 13 June statement protesting the outcome
of the first of a series of trials of the Filton 25, courageous
Palestine protesters the state is determined to smash. The four
activists are appealing their sentences, while a second group,
whom a jury refused to convict, are to be retried in 2028. A
third trial is now underway of a further six activists.

Four of the Filton 25 protesters were sentenced yesterday for
“an act of terrorism” despite never having been charged with
any terrorism offences. This is an outrageous measure, even by
the standards of the arch-Zionist British judiciary.

The sentences came after the four were initially acquitted
in February and then retried in May. The jury convicted them
on charges of criminal damage for their 2024 break-in at a
factory owned by Israeli weapons manufacturer Elbit, where
they destroyed weapons intended for the Gaza genocide. The
judge’s intention to sentence them as terrorists was concealed
from that jury. Before trial these and other Palestine Action
protesters were held in prison for over 18 months—more than
three times the normal six-month remand period. Charlotte
Head, Samuel Corner, Leona (Ellie) Kamio, and Fatema
Rajwani are now facing between 6 and 8 years behind bars

and harsh restrictions when they are eventually released.

The Filton activists were treated as supposed terrorists
from the moment they were arrested because they coura-
geously took a side with the Palestinian people. The state’s
vicious prosecution is a sinister warning to anyone daring
to take action in opposition to British imperialism’s role in
supporting the Israeli genocide of the Palestinian people. It
follows the government banning Palestine Action as a ter-
rorist organisation in an attempt to quash civil disobedience
protests. This ban has already led to thousands arrested for
simply holding a sign.

As Starmer’s Labour government is shifting ever more
sharply to the right in order to compete with the likes of Far-
age’s Reform UK, there is increasing repression as well as
attacks on political dissent. Taking up the fight to free the
Filton 4 and demanding the release of all arrested anti-Elbit
activists is in the direct interest of the workers movement
because their fate is but the thin edge of the wedge used to
undermine democratic rights for all of us.

Fight to overturn the bogus convictions! Release all of the
Filton 25 now!

Donate to the Partisan Defence Committee!

Send donations to: Partisan Defence Committee, Sort code 20-10-53, Account no 60521507
Phone: 07438 878 627 + Email: contact@partisandefence.org.uk «+ X @PDCBritain + (0 @partisandefencecommittee
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Free Lucy Letby! |
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PDC-initiated demonstration at Royal Courts of Justice, 9 September.

Chants at Liverpool and London protests rang out:
“What’s the thing we all agree? Lucy Letby must be free!”
Initiated by the PDC, the protests gathered campaigners
and included doctors, retired nurses and other healthcare
workers, coming from all points of the political compass.

For the PDC, for the campaign group Nineteen Nurses,
and for a growing number of healthcare workers, the
question is: Where are the unions? At the London demo a
union rep put it squarely: the RCN “abandoned her when
she most needed her union”. Why? “Because the leader-
ship of the union was not prepared to go up against the
Establishment.... Enough of the silence, enough of the

Thirlwall travesty:

cowardice, enough of the treachery from the union mis-
leaders.” It will take continued struggle to free Lucy
Letby. The Criminal Cases Review Commission could
refer the case to the appeals court, but there is no guar-
antee they will do so, or if they do, that she will get a fair
(re)trial. It’s a battle for Lucy, but also for the NHS, for
healthcare workers: unions must fight to Free Lucy Letby!

Watch protest speeches:
youtube.com/@PDCBritain

unions must act!

We reprint below a Workers Hammer statement produced
following the 15 September report of the Thirlwall Inquiry.

The Thirlwall Inquiry was a sham. It reaffirmed the wrong-
ful conviction of Lucy Letby for murders that never took place,
disregarding the overwhelming evidence that she is innocent.
Thirlwall’s recommendations give the NHS bosses a green
light to ramp up their bullying and scapegoating of staff, under
threat of criminal proceedings. These measures are a serious
danger—to nurses, patients and to the whole working class.

The NHS unions must wake up: defend Lucy Letby! The
Thirlwall recommendations portray nurses as a danger to
patient safety and set them up for victimisation, including
criminal conviction. Thirlwall’s assertion that “suspicion is
enough” means that, if her proposals are implemented, NHS
bosses will be empowered to investigate a member of staff
purely on a whim and report them to the police without a
shred of evidence. It is unacceptable for the unions to remain
silent on this. Lucy Letby languishes in prison on the basis
of a gut feeling among consultants, who reported her to the
Cheshire police.

Thirlwall also proposes the use of “Cot cams”, supposedly
to safeguard babies from the danger posed by health work-
ers. Working under increased surveillance will ratchet up the
intimidation and bullying of nurses that are already rampant
in the NHS. Silencing nurses endangers patient safety! These
measures are intended to cover up the real source of danger
to us all: the utterly broken system of maternity and neonatal
care that has led to the deaths of countless mothers and babies
in Nottinghamshire, Cheshire and beyond.

It is high time NHS unions stood up and defended Lucy
Letby. Support for her is high among health care professionals,
including union reps, who know how the tyrannical NHS sys-
tem works. Among the general public, sentiment is growing that
she was wrongfully convicted. Activists must organise within
the unions, in opposition to the current spineless leaders, who
are tied by the apron strings to the Labour government. Defend-
ing Lucy Letby is a vital step towards patient safety. It is also an
essential step to ending the toxic work environment that makes
life hell for nurses and all staff. If the unions had been doing
their job, she would not be locked up today.
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y Ukiaine 4 Free Bogdan Syrotiuk!

The PDC sent the following
17 August letter to the courts in
Ukraine that jailed Bogdan Syro-
tiuk for writing articles opposing
the war. The campaign for his free-
dom is run by the World Socialist
Web Site of which he is a supporter.
See freebogdan.wsws.org to sign
the petition, send letters of protest,
and promote this vital international
campaign.

The Partisan Defence Commit-
tee (Britain) adds our voice to the
growing chorus of outraged protest
at the 15-year prison sentence meted
out last week to Ukrainian socialist
Bogdan Syrotiuk. To date over 6,000 have signed the petition
calling for Bogdan’s immediate release.

Convicted by the Ukrainian court of “high treason”, Bog-

dan committed no crime but gave
voice, in his articles, to what mil-
lions in Russia and Ukraine deeply
feel. He called for the unity of
Ukrainian and Russian workers
against a war in which both sides
have murderously pursued reaction-
ary objectives.

We note that in the 27 months
Bogdan has been detained he has
been denied treatment for a serious
medical condition: this constitutes
torture by the Ukrainian state. In
addition we protest the seizure by
the state of his electronic devices,
books and documents, and demand
his property be restored to him.

We demand his conviction and sentence be thrown out!
Immediate freedom for Bogdan Syrotiuk!

WSWS

ATITY pefend the CPMK!

We print below a 3 September PDC statement protest-
ing state repression against the Communist Party Marxist
Kenya. The deadly violence is ongoing: as reported by the
Revolutionary Students Commission, in late September Mul-
inge Muteti and Collins Otieno, in separate incidents, were
abducted and later dumped on a roadside with injuries.

The government of William Ruto has continued a wave
of repression against political dissidents, aimed in particular
at leaders of the CPMK including general secretary Booker
Ngesa Omole and leading cadre Boniface Mulinge Muteti.
The left and trade-union movement internationally must
defend Communist Party Marxist Kenya activists now!

Comrades Omole and Muteti among others have been
targeted, as a CPMK Legal League statement puts it, in a
“coordinated campaign by state security organs, primarily
the Directorate of Criminal Investigations and Special Crime
Units”. Attempting to frame leftist political leaders as criminal
thugs, the state’s methods consist of assaults, torture, abduc-
tions, arrests and a shifting and contradictory array of crimi-
nal charges. The next court date for Comrade Omole, at which
his trial is expected to commence, is scheduled for 16 October
2026 at the Mavoko Law Courts. While state obfuscation pre-
vents establishing precisely what charges he faces currently,
he was initially charged falsely with possession of an illegal
firearm and fabricated drug crimes.

The latest wave of repression was unleashed when police
blocked this year’s demonstration commemorating Saba Saba
Day in Nairobi. On 7 July 1990, Kenyans took to the street in
mass protests demanding an end to Daniel arap Moi’s one-party
rule. Since then, the day has taken on symbolic significance
in the fight for justice and democratic reform. The day deeply
resonates with workers and oppressed in Kenya who continue
to mark the anniversary despite the threat of repression. Over
the last two years, 127 people have been killed in demonstra-
tions marking the anniversary. Mulinge Muteti was abducted,
beaten, tortured and his life threatened because he attempted
to submit a petition to Parliament against extrajudicial kill-

ings during this year’s
protest. This is an
outrageous  attack
on all opponents of
the Ruto regime and
imperialist subjuga-
tion of Kenya. He
still faces trumped
up charges. Drop
all charges against
Booker Omole, Mul-
inge Muteti and all
CPMK activists!
Behind the inces-
sant state brutality
towards the left is the
Kenyan bourgeoisie’s
quest to smash resist-
ance to the starva- ]
tion dictates of US T CPMK
imperialism as laid CPMK general secretary Booker
down by the IMF Ngesa Omole.
and World Bank. As
Trump turns the screws on countries in Africa and elsewhere
in a bid to shore up US domination, the working masses face
increasing attacks on living standards, jobs, democratic rights
and social services. United-front defence against bloody state
repression is urgently necessary. Trade unionists and socialists
in the imperialist centres have a direct interest in taking a clear
side with those facing repression in Kenya. It is the ruling class
here, grovelling to US imperialism, that is ravishing health-
care, education and jobs for the working masses at home.
The CPMK is appealing to the workers movement interna-
tionally to expose the campaign of repression against them,
and defend the rights of the Kenyan left to organise. The
CPMK appeal for solidarity as Booker Omole’s court case
nears can be found below. Hands off the CPMK!
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Join the Young Reds!

Build a revolutionary youth movement in Britain!

Broken Britain just keeps getting worse. Racist thugs roam
the streets, Palestine activists are smashed by the state, the
worst heatwave ever saw no climate movement, and youth
across the country are falling into despair. All the while the
left looks like a Monty Python skit. It is practically irrelevant,
divided into numerous groups, half of which cling to sterile,
abstract orthodoxy with no answers for the real world, while
the other half chase after liberals and trade union bureaucrats.
In this context, the youth of two different socialist groups—
Spartacist League/Britain and International Socialist Alterna-

Fight British imperialism, Zionism
and the US empire!

While social services are cut, working conditions get
worse, and education faces a freefall—every mainstream
party commits to remilitarisation, destroying the future for
workers and youth at home and abroad. They do this because
they follow the demands of the US empire. Their support to
genocide and the Zionist outpost, Israel, flows from this same
place. To fight back: defend Iran! US bases out of Britain!
The main enemy is the US empire, not China or Russia! For
a red and free Palestine from the river to the sea!

Defend immigrants with
community defence committees!

There are paramilitary thugs on the streets of Dover and
Portsmouth. What do Stand Up To Racism and the Together
Alliance propose? Preaching love and unity while in alliance
with the hated Labour government! This only fuels the right.
Socialists need to build defence groups of the working class,
trade unions and immigrant communities to fight back when
racist mobilisations happen. No faith in the racist police! No
attacks against refugees, immigrants or the native-born working
class! Seize empty manors, turn them into public housing for all!

For united front defence!

The last few years have seen an unprecedented level of
repression of pro-Palestinian activists, both on campus and
at large. People can even get arrested for tweets the govern-
ment doesn’t like these days. We can’t just have small defence
actions of each individual or group. We must break the sectari-
anism and build genuine united front campaigns to push back
against state repression. Make “an injury to one is an injury
to all” a real principle again!

Students and workers: stand together!

The government and uni bosses have placed the burden
of Britain’s decline on students by raising tuition and cut-
ting classes, staff jobs, wages, and hours. We must support
the unions—lecturers, support staff and cleaners—while fight-
ing their do-nothing leaderships. We fight for trade unions to
organise young workers bearing the brunt of zero-hour con-
tracts, penny-paying apprenticeships and gig work. Make the
financial parasites in the City of London pay for free educa-
tion & decent wages, not us!

For trans liberation!

Trans rights are under attack. This is especially true for trans
youth, who cannot get gender-affirming care freely. Gender is

Our Programme

tive (Revolutionary)—have come together to establish a new
revolutionary youth organisation: Young Reds. Our starting
point is the struggle for a split from both dead ends, along
clear class lines, based on the power of the working class and
the oppressed. Only through such a rupture can we rebuild a
strong and fighting socialist movement.

The following points are presented as a start towards this
effort. They are not the final word; as we grow, we hope to infuse
the various lessons of youth struggles across Britain into a pro-
gramme of action that can truly fight for a future we all deserve.

becoming a flashpoint in society, dividing youth and workers
alike along the lines of woke vs traditional values. The way to
overcome these is through putting our shared material interests
front and centre, not by fighting over ideas in people’s heads. Mus-
lims, black and brown youth, and trans people all face a common
enemy: the British ruling class. We must struggle together. This
is not wishful thinking—history shows the way. Unity between
the gay movement and the working class in the 1980s was built
through Lesbians and Gays Support the Miners demonstrating
their shared material interests against their common enemy, Mar-
garet Thatcher. Defend trans rights through class struggle! Down
with the Cass Review & Supreme Court ruling!

For women’s liberation!

Misogyny and sexual violence are rapidly growing, as is
the popularity of Tate and other bigots among young boys and
men. But the real cause of these trends is the general social
decay all around us. You can’t fight misogyny by calling on
the cops, security guards, bosses and the government to do
more and to be more sensitive. Remember Sarah Everard! The
cops are not only peak misogynists—they also break strikes
and the skulls of pro-Palestine activists. As for the govern-
ments, the establishment has let this country rot from the
inside out and now copes and seethes when rats like Tate move
in. Meanwhile, it makes illegal the most elementary means of
self-defence which women can avail. Legalise pepper spray!
The only way to really crush the manosphere and end vio-
lence against women is to link women’s issues to the fight for
improving the conditions for the entire working class! The
trade unions fight for bread, but they must fight for roses too!

Fight for a future
worth living!

Scan the QR code to follow
our social media and join
our WhatsApp community:

Supported by:
International Socialist Alternative
(Revolutionary)
Spartacist League/Britain
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Anti-imperialism gone Wropg

In a 26 July article, the Revolution-
ary Communist Group, better known
as Fight Racism! Fight Imperialism!
(FRFI) denounced our “Open Letter to
the Left” (see next page), writing that
“The Spartacist has gone as far as to
join the imperialists in calling for the
Cuban people to bring down their gov-
ernment.” (“With friends like these...
British ‘left’ attacks Cuba”, 26 July).
FRFI goes on to claim that our call to
build a left working-class opposition
to the market reforms of the Commu-
nist Party of Cuba (PCC) amounts to
“crossing class lines in doing the impe-
rialists’ dirty work for them”.

FRFI implies that we do not oppose
the US blockade and indignantly asks:
“Where is the call for anti-imperialist
unity in defence of socialism?” In fact,
as FRFI knows only too well, the ICL
has joined and organised many demon-
strations against the US blockade and
the very article they denounce takes a
clear stance on the matter. But, beyond
the misrepresentation and demagogic
attacks, FRFT’s article raises an important question: how are anti-
imperialists to approach the market reforms in Cuba and the lead-
ers of countries in the crosshairs of imperialism?

Here FRFI offers a chemically pure example of anti-impe-
rialism gone wrong. From the genuine and often courageous
sentiment of its members to oppose the crimes of imperial-
ism, they end up apologising and covering for leaders who
are actively betraying the very cause they claim to stand for.

How to defend the Cuban Revolution
We fully agree with FRFI on the need to unconditionally

FIGHT RACISM!
FIGHT IMPERIALISM!

Porrestrart Covatinist Orai Wamisen 307 Logan | Eaglorrdum 3 -

WE HAVE Ajc=3-.

{ With friends like these...British
‘left’ attacks Cuba

Ay Ellie O'Hara 28 Juky 2028

defend the gains of the Cuban Revo-
lution. We also agree that these gains
are embodied in the state power which
was built after the Revolution. Where
we disagree is on the role of the PCC,
and more specifically on the recent
measures to radically liberalise the
economy.

There can be no doubt that these
reforms were enacted under the pres-
sure of the savage blockade imposed on
Cuba by the US. This was a decision
made under coercion. But that does not
make it a correct decision. If it is true,
as FRFI argues, that economic rela-
tions do not automatically determine
the character of a state, they nonethe-
less remain decisive in the long run.
The further growth of the private sector
in conditions of mass privation is the
perfect recipe for counterrevolution.

On the other hand, the reforms are
hollowing out many of the social gains
of the revolution and will further exac-
erbate the already rising inequalities.
This can only undermine the support
for the revolution among the masses. Why would they remain
loyal to a state which allows a handful of speculators to get rich
while they starve in the dark? If such a reality is presented as
“socialism,” many will prefer to give capitalism a try.

What is needed to defend the Cuban Revolution today is
a different course based on radical egalitarianism against all
privileges, and internationalist appeals to the working masses
of the region to break the US blockade—against their own
governments enforcing it. But this is possible only if com-
munists build a left opposition to the course of the PCC (see
“Cuba: How to Stop the Catastrophe” Spartacist, 30 June).

B End the blockade
¥ Gaing of the revolution
2| b Fidul Castro centanary

Down with the monarchy!

The royal family is the most rotten symbol of the class society
we live in. But it is not just a symbol; the King is the head of state
in Britain as well as other nations, it is his army and parliament,
and the Crown owns hundreds of thousands of acres of land.
For Irish unity and Scottish independence! For Wales’ right
to self-determination! Turn Buckingham Palace into a Spoons!

Expropriate the banks! For a planned economy!

The neoliberal model that is wrecking working-class Britain
is dying and something even worse is dawning. Already there
are over a million young people not working, not studying, nor
training. Meanwhile the government is banning cigs and Tik-
Tok. A degree feels useless, there are no decent jobs, and eve-
rything is expensive. There are no solutions to this crisis under
capitalism. Only an alliance of workers and youth can show the
way! Expropriate the City of London to reindustrialise Britain!

For a revolutionary socialist party!

Labour, Tories, and the Lib Dems—the establishment par-
ties—are widely discredited. Yet it’s Reform who are mostly
gaining from this. To stop Reform, workers need their own
party! This means standing against all sides of the establish-
ment. Some leftists think the Greens can stop Reform. But
this illusion only discredits the left. The Greens are a middle-

class party that present populist ideals while at the same time
remaining committed to NATO and the EU. They don’t even
have the backbone to drive the Zionists out of their own party!
Only a party of the working class, fighting for control of soci-
ety, can actually advance our struggles in the here and now.
For revolutionary socialism!

Rebuild the socialist left!

The left seems only capable of shooting itself in the foot.
Jeremy Corbyn’s Your Party went from 800,000 sign-ups to
irrelevance in under a year. The left needs to unify. But to
unify we have to openly debate burning political questions,
not stupid organisational issues, and resolve the root cause of
our problems. Ultimately, that means socialist unity will have
to come through a split with those who shackle the left to the
liberals or scabbing trade union bureaucrats, and those who
conciliate the right wing. To this end, we have fused to form a
new revolutionary youth group. Yes, we want unity, but unity
can only come from the struggle for an anti-imperialist and
pro-working-class way out of broken Britain.

-If you or your organisation agrees, join today!
-If you or your organisation agrees in part, or you agree with
the aim of building a unified, socialist youth organisation,
then let’s discuss further.

20th September 2026
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The problem with FRFI’s approach is that its entire strat-
egy to defend the revolution is based on remaining loyal to
the policies of the PCC, no matter what. But what happens
when those at the top of the PCC are cynical bureaucrats
willing to betray the revolution—as has been shown only too
often? FRFI is left with no choice but to excuse and justify
policies that it itself recognises as dangerous. How is this
being a “friend” to the revolution?

The Venezuelan debacle

No example shows the bankruptcy of FRFI’s policy better
than its stance towards the current Venezuelan government.
Delcy Rodriguez is giving away Venezuela’s oil to the US
(while cutting it to Cuba), cosying up to Trump and welcom-
ing the CIA director to Caracas, yet FRFI appears to think that
her government still represents the “Bolivarian Revolution”.

In an article on the recent earthquake in Venezuela (21 Sep-
tember), FRFI praises the response of the state while denounc-
ing the presence of an Israel Defense Forces delegation, which
includes General Elad Edri. But this begs the question: who
allowed this Zionist butcher to come to the country? Gener-
ally speaking, when it comes to Delcy, FRFI dodges the issue.
Their article quotes her perfectly correct statement demanding
the return of Venezuelan state gold but remains silent on her
overall course, including her craven approach to the Trump
administration, or the fact that growing sections of Chavista
loyalists are realising that she is selling out the country. We

Open Letter to the Left

can only wonder whether, according to FRFI, the policies of
Rodriguez’s government are justifiable in the same way as
those enacted in Cuba? Or are we again doing the “imperial-
ists” dirty work” for denouncing her?

Let’s get serious

The ICL has mounted an international campaign in defence
of the Cuban revolution, raising thousands of pounds. We
took a clear stance in defence of Venezuela and fight for the
release of Maduro and his wife. We have also stood side by
side with FRFI on countless occasions against state repres-
sion of activists from Nigeria to Britain. To present us as pro-
imperialist stooges is ridiculous.

Nobody can doubt FRFI’s dedication to opposing imperial-
ism. But its strategy is fundamentally wrong. To be an inter-
nationalist, one must take a clear side with all those fighting
against imperialist oppression. But we cannot do so uncriti-
cally. The history of the anti-imperialist struggle is defined
by heroic resistance and self-sacrifice, but also by treachery
and cowardice. One has to be able to distinguish the one from
the other.

If we still live in a world defined by barbarism and oppres-
sion, it is not because the masses are not revolutionary enough;
it is because communists have failed to build the political
force capable of ending capitalism. Building such a movement
requires a serious effort of study and criticism. Denying fail-
ures or betrayals will only lead to more disasters.

Defend the Cuban Revolution
No to Capitalist Restoration!

4 July 2026

Dear comrades,

The Cuban Revolution faces its gravest danger in decades.
With Cuba under relentless siege by U.S. imperialism and
subject to a crippling blockade, the Communist Party (PCC)
leadership has responded by capitulating and opening the
door to far-reaching marketization and foreign capital. This
course threatens the very social foundations of the 1959 Rev-
olution and risks repeating, under different conditions, the
disastrous events that culminated in capitalist restoration in
the Soviet Union.

We therefore appeal to every organization and comrade
on the left prepared to defend the conquests of the Cuban
Revolution—from revolutionary socialists to dissidents in the
PCC and trade-union militants within and outside Cuba—to
reject these reforms and collaborate to defend the Revolution.
Whatever our differences on broader strategic questions, we
share an urgent responsibility to oppose capitalist restoration,
demand an end to the U.S. blockade and fight for the pres-
ervation of the planned economy. The decisive question is
whether we are prepared to act together against the counter-
revolutionary danger.

Such collaboration could take the form of organizing joint
events, demonstrations, or statements, and publicizing the
urgent need for a left opposition to the disastrous course of the
PCC leadership as widely as possible in the countries and are-
nas in which we work. This must be combined with the broadest
possible debate among the working masses on the way forward.

The ICL has put forward some elements of such a program in
our articles “Cuba: How to Stop the Catastrophe” (30 June) and
“Cuban CP ‘Reforms’ Open the Door to Counterrevolution” (20
June) as well as our 23 June podcast “Fight counterrevolution
in Cuba! Oppose reforms, for a left opposition!”

We welcome any suggestions for initiatives and joint work.
Now more than ever, a united anti-imperialist campaign is
urgent to offer the Cuban people a socialist alternative to
both bureaucratic stagnation and capitalist counterrevolution.

Communist greetings,

Julia Emery
For the International Communist League (Spartacist)




14

WORKERS HAMMER

Facing the right-wing tide:

Prepare to
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Workers Hammer

London, 13 September 2025: Spartacist contingent at SUTR demonstration against Tommy Robinson.

The following document was adopted at the SL/B National
Conference on 11 July 2026.

From racist riots, Tommy Robinson’s mass rallies and the
rise of Reform UK, Britain is in the midst of a growing wave
of right-wing reaction. The once-dominant liberal veneer of

“multiculturalism”, “tolerance” and ‘“diversity” as corner-
stones of British values is now being shattered under the blows
of anti-immigrant chauvinism. As the social and economic
crisis deepens, the Labour government and the political cen-
tre are utterly incapable of offering any way forward. Their
paralysis and attacks on immigrants and workers are only fuel-
ling the appeal of the right. As for the mainstream left—the
Green Party or the soft left in the Labour Party—neither has
any plan to fix “Broken Britain”, and both are seeking to save
the liberal centre by dressing it up with economic populism.

What conditions the political situation is the absence of
the working class as an independent force, able to impose
its interests and direction on society. Countless betrayals
by trade union leaders, the total subservience of the Labour
Party to the City of London and the squandering of attempts
at building a working-class alternative at the hands of left
Labourites have hollowed out the labour movement and
resulted in a deep-seated sense of despair and atomisation
among the working class, whose growing anger at falling liv-
ing standards finds its main political expression in right-wing
reaction. Society is thus ever more polarised not on class lines
but on bourgeois lines, with a dominant, anti-establishment
right and a liberal camp clinging to the status quo.

Huge attacks are on the horizon, from austerity and anti-union

assaults to military rearmament and racist violence on the streets.
Socialists must prepare to fight! But the socialist movement is
weak and divided. The central problem is that most socialists are
mired in middle-class and moralist politics, having substituted
liberal progressivism for working-class socialism. As a result, the
socialist movement is largely divorced from the working class,
removed from its preoccupations and with no influence within
its ranks. This is the central obstacle to organising the struggle
against reaction and building an alternative. The task of socialists
must be to cohere a revolutionary trend on the left that decisively
breaks with liberal politics and firmly anchors itself among the
working class. This document is a contribution to this goal.

I. The crisis in the British ruling class

British capitalism is in a crisis of leadership. In the last ten
years, the country has seen seven prime ministers, including
the recently deposed Starmer and his successor, Andy Burn-
ham. The fundamental reason for this political instability
isn’t the incompetence of leaders, although there is no short-
age of that. The reason is that the UK’s economic structure is
rotting to its core and is unable to fulfil basic needs. Further-
more, the decline of the US Empire, in which Britain is a key
pillar, and the growing demands of the American hegemon
are increasing the pressure to the breaking point.

Britain has been a declining power since the late 19th cen-
tury. Two world wars and the rise of new powers, mainly the
US after World War II, rendered British industry outdated and
unproductive. From the 1970s onward, the ruling class liqui-
dated almost its entire industrial base in favour of a rentier
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economy centred on finance and concentrated in the City of
London. Thatcher’s smashing of the trade union movement
removed the main obstacle to this path. From then on, Brit-
ain became mainly a financial hub for the US Empire, with
an economy based largely on speculation, property bubbles,
private equity looting and financial services.

During the 1990s and 2000s, the devastating consequences
of this shift were somewhat masked as globalisation and cheap
credit provided some economic growth and helped maintain
a large middle class. However, the 2008 financial crash hit
Britain violently, putting a stop to this artificial growth and
revealing an economy completely hollowed out, like timber
infested by woodworm.

Because British financiers prefer to park their money in
luxury properties or in the stock market for quick profits, there
is a chronic lack of investment in productive industries, infra-
structure, research etc. As a result, since 2008 real wages and
productivity have stagnated. Society is growing in numbers,
but output is shrinking, dragging down competitiveness and
living standards.

Financial speculation has also inflated a huge housing
bubble, with house prices rising by 426% on average over 30
years. Rent and mortgage payments now eat up a large pro-
portion of the national revenue, keeping the working class
and young people out of the property market and squeezing
the middle class.

The destruction of industry also laid waste to entire regions
outside the South East of England, leaving a landscape of gen-
erational unemployment and poverty. The bulk of the working
class has been pushed into low-wage, precarious sectors or
into a huge underclass that can’t find stable work. Thus, the
welfare budget is ever growing (standing at around £330 bil-
lion a year, five times that of the defence budget), acting as
a subsidy for landlords and the low-wage economy, conceal-
ing unemployment and providing a tiny income for those who
can’t work due to old age, illness, disability etc. Indeed, the
NHS, cut to the bone by years of austerity, has seven million
cases on its waiting list.

The privatisation of almost all public services (rail, water,
energy, social care etc) has created chaos, inefficiency and
high prices. Strategic arteries of the economy are managed
by hedge funds and subcontractors, stripping public services
of anything of value. Sewage released into rivers by water
companies stands as a symbol of this criminal parasitism.

13 August train derailment near Lewes, result of poor
maintenance and privatisation.

-
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Starmer performing his supreme duty for the Realm.

Market anarchy has also made Britain dependent on high-
cost energy imports—something the Ukraine war has exac-
erbated. The UK has the highest industrial electricity prices
and the second-highest domestic energy prices in the G7.

This entire economic structure has been sustained by rising
immigration. Particularly since the EU expansion in the Tony
Blair era, the ruling class has relied on immigration to lower
wages, substitute for investment and artificially grow the econ-
omy. Entire sectors—like the NHS and social care—simply
cannot function without a constant flow of hyper-exploited for-
eign labour. The more the economy slowed down, the more the
ruling class increased immigration numbers, reaching nearly
one million in 2023. This put significant strain on the crum-
bling infrastructure—which the ruling class left to rot—and
provided fertile ground for a huge anti-immigration backlash.

The liquidation of industry has also set in motion centrifu-
gal forces threatening to tear the United Kingdom apart. For
centuries, the UK was held together by the British Empire’s
plunder and a large, integrated working class. But the end
of the Empire, the liquidation of industry and the sucking
of economic life into the City of London are collapsing the
material incentive for the Union. This is true for Wales, the
North of Ireland and especially for Scotland, with London
increasingly forced to maintain the Union through coercion.
In turn, for Scottish working people, support for independence
has become an expression of class anger against Westminster
rule, as shown in the 2014 referendum.

Blind to the ravages of finance capital, many blame Brexit
for the current crisis. Brexit was first and foremost a plebeian
revolt against the liberal order, exploited by careerist poli-
ticians who believed that scrapping EU regulations would
boost finance and bring Britain closer to the US. What it
did, however, was to cut trade with Britain’s main trading
bloc, while the US had no incentive to deepen its commer-
cial relations with the UK; thus exposing Britain’s isolation
on the world stage. Brexit is not the root cause of the crisis,
and working people were right to reject the EU. But without
structural changes in the economy, Brexit could only acceler-
ate existing economic problems and act as a trigger for the
impending political crisis. Like 2008, the pandemic or the
Ukraine war, Brexit is but one of the consecutive shocks that
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Reactionary mass “Unite the Kingdom” march, 13 September 2025.

brought the Thatcherite/Blairite model of finance capital
closer to the breaking point.

As Washington mounts a global offensive to defend its
declining empire, it is demanding total compliance and rear-
mament from its European allies, notably to contain Russia (an
obsession for the British ruling class). For the City of London,
the US alliance is an existential necessity. But the British state
has neither the money nor the industrial base to meet American
demands. Deindustrialisation and austerity have left the Brit-
ish armed forces in such a dire state that they simply cannot
assist the Americans in any serious way, let alone defend British
interests abroad. At the start of the Iran war, Britain could not
maintain a single warship in the region. It scrambled one vessel,
HMS Dragon, which broke down a few days after leaving port.

Discussions about reindustrialisation are increasingly com-
mon in ruling circles, as this is vital for military rearmament.
This faces titanic obstacles such as the rising cost of land, con-
struction materials and labour, as well as endless red tape. But
the main issue is the parasitic nature of finance capital, which
drags most investment into the stock market. Britain has also
gone so far down the road of deindustrialisation that it faces
a shortage of basic engineering and technical skills. Any sub-
stantial rebuilding of industry on a capitalist basis will require
massive state intervention to compensate for this parasitism, as
well as to crush living standards to bring down labour costs.
Ultimately, this poses the threat of increased bonapartism.

The rot in the economic structure—defined by the domi-
nance of finance capital over a hollowed-out economy—is the
material source of the endless, chaotic rotations in the politi-
cal superstructure. To maintain its standing, rearm and boost
growth for the City, the British ruling class needs a major eco-
nomic overhaul. But with debt-to-GDP at historic levels and the
bond market poised to bring down any government threatening
fiscal instability, the state cannot borrow its way out of the
crisis. The only path available to the ruling class is to launch
a new frontal assault on working people—that is, slashing the
welfare bill, gutting education and finishing off the NHS.

Keir Starmer’s downfall is a product of paralysis in manag-
ing this crisis. Stuck between the relentless demands of the
City and the US on the one hand and the growing needs of a
population confronting inflation and collapsing public services
on the other, Starmer was paralysed; he dithered, U-turned and
angered everyone as a result. Andy Burnham will find himself
trapped in the same vice.

For working people, there are no reformist solutions to “Bro-
ken Britain” and no more space for social-democratic halfway
houses. The City of London is the cancer eating away at the
economic and social fabric of the country. The only progres-
sive way forward is to build an alliance of the working class

and oppressed layers against the City
in order to reindustrialise the country
under socialist planning.

Il. The collapse of the centre
& the rise of the “far right”

The last few years have seen an
acceleration of the collapse of the
political centre. This is reflected in
the breakdown of the traditional two-
party system and the rise of Reform
UK and the Green Party.

Following their devastating defeat
in 2024, the Tories have become
increasingly irrelevant and utterly
discredited after 14 years of dis-
astrous rule. On the one hand, the
“One Nation” wing of the party is
finished, given its long association
with the dying liberal order. On the
other, the right wing, personified by
Kemi Badenoch, is seeking to survive by combining Thatch-
erite economics with anti-immigrant populism. But the Tories
cannot compete with Reform’s populist appeal and are con-
demned to mimic Farage’s rhetoric, with the disadvantage of
being the recognised party of the ruling establishment.

Despite securing a historic parliamentary majority, the
Labour Party is bleeding on both flanks. Its traditional work-
ing-class base is turning towards Reform, forcing the Labour
leadership to compete with Farage’s anti-immigrant chauvin-
ism. Yet this reactionary shift, combined with austerity and
systematic purges of the party’s left wing, is driving away layers
of historic voters, particularly towards the Greens. Crucially,
Labour’s support for Israel’s genocide in Gaza has proved a total
disaster among Muslim and immigrant communities, fracturing
what used to be a bedrock of electoral support for the party.

Now that Andy Burnham has come to power, there is hope
that Labour’s fortunes could turn. The Greens’ poll numbers
have fallen. The media and establishment have launched a
campaign to undermine Farage by dredging up his sleaze,
with many celebrating the end of Reform. However, this opti-
mism is deluded. Reform is facing the same legal trickery
used against Trump and Le Pen, which only backfired on
the establishment. Whatever Nigel Farage’s personal fate, the
growth of the far right will not be stemmed by parliamentary
investigations any more than by rotating the prime minister.
As Burnham confronts the reality of governing, the same
dynamics that led to the growth of right-wing forces in the
first place will only be exacerbated.

Furlong/Getty

The growth of right-wing reaction

It is impossible to effectively combat the growing right wing
without a materialist understanding of its rise. For liberals and
many socialists, the rise of what is called the “far right” is
explained away as the product of racism and right-wing media.
They are in denial about its growth among the working class,
the reasons behind this and what underpins this realignment—
which we are seeing across the Western world.

The “far right” originates within a faction of the ruling class
that increasingly recognises that the Blairite consensus—itself
a product of US-led globalisation that dominated politics for
decades—is failing to serve its interests. In particular, the US
is breaking with liberal values and institutions, and, given the
British ruling class’s vital alignment with the American Empire,
the ruling class has no choice but to follow suit. This requires
military rearmament, rebuilding some industries and attacking
living standards. But the hypocritical fagade of “multicultur-
alism”, “human rights” and “ecology” (eg net zero) stands as
an obstacle that must be shattered in favour of a nationalist,
authoritarian and more reactionary political consensus.
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To achieve this realignment, the capitalist faction
behind it must weaponise and even lean on existing
working-class discontent as a battering ram against the
liberal consensus. This is why the growth of the right
has been largely among poor, working-class commu-

0y

nities and ex-Labour strongholds, attracting not only 20%
lumpen layers but also large sections of the working
class, including trade union members. This is some- 15%
thing most of the left actively denies, clinging instead
to a comforting and outdated view that the populist 10%
right is exclusively the domain of affluent, middle-class
racists. 0

The primary factor behind the growth of the right %
isn’t ideological racism but capitalist decay, the destruc-
tion of living standards and scarcity. Anti-immigrant 0%

chauvinism gains a hearing among poor, working-class
communities as they are forced to compete for a shrink-
ing pool of housing, benefits, public services and jobs.
The scapegoating of immigrants offers an outlet for this

Class identification of
Green and Reform voters (2024)

not at all not very fairly very
middle class  middle class  middle class  middle class

Reform vote M Green vote

anger, and the promise of “mass deportation” appears as
a measure to secure immediate relief. This appeal also extends
to the upper layers of the working class and the lower middle
class. Squeezed economically and seeing their small privileges
threatened, they view anti-immigrant measures as a way to
remove “foreign” competition for what little they have left.
The second factor is the widespread revulsion against the
liberal order and its establishment, which, for decades, has
overseen the destruction of living standards in the name of
“progressive” liberal values. This was the essence of Blairism.
The destruction of heavy industry was done in the name of
cosmopolitan progress and ecology. The expansion of cheap,
hyper-exploited migrant labour was managed under the guise
of “anti-racism”. EU integration, which brought widespread
privatisation and the casualisation of labour, was sold as
“internationalism”. Throughout the 2010s, the more the eco-
nomic situation worsened and austerity intensified, the more
the ruling class sought to save face by doubling down on lib-
eral progressivism. This included the Tories, with Cameron’s
government boasting of being “the greenest government ever”
and legalising same-sex marriage while carrying out brutal
austerity. This fuelled a huge anti-liberal backlash, encapsu-
lated in the Brexit vote, with the establishment labelling any
rejection of the liberal order as “backward” and “racist”.
During this period, the far left did not offer an alternative
but rather positioned itself as the more radical and consist-
ent liberals. Whether on the EU, immigration, anti-racism or
ecology, most socialists found themselves in a bloc with the

o
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ruling class and its establishment. This is best captured by Jer-
emy Corbyn, who, desperate to maintain unity with the Blair-
ites, campaigned for a second referendum on Brexit in 2019,
thereby driving layers of Labour voters into the arms of Boris
Johnson. For many working people, the socialist left appeared
simply as a more extreme wing of the bankrupt liberal order.

The third factor is that the left and trade union leaders
betrayed the anger and aspirations of working people, leaving
a huge space for the right to present itself as the main opposi-
tion to the status quo. This was glaring during the pandemic,
a disaster for working people. Boris Johnson’s lockdowns not
only did very little to prevent deaths from Covid, but they also
created a massive social catastrophe with job losses and school
closures, while the NHS was on its knees. The only political
force that stood in opposition to the government was the right,
which channelled the pent-up social anger into anti-vaccine
sentiment. On the other side, trade union leaders suspended
every struggle in order to collaborate with the ruling class.
As for “progressives” and the far left, they became the most
ferocious defenders of lockdowns, labelling any discontent as
anti-science and even “fascist”.

The strike wave in 2022-23 opened up an opportunity for the
workers movement to go on the offensive, reshape the balance
of class forces in its favour and undercut the growing right wing.
The trade unions were in a favourable position, with members
determined to fight and facing a weak and discredited Tory
government. A resolute push could have brought the Tories

“Mick Lynch says
voters must ‘grow up’
and see Starmer
is only alternative”
— Guardian, 24 February 2024
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2022-23 strike wave: Major opportunity betrayed by union leaders.
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down and imposed the weight of
the working class on society. But
the trade union leaders squan-
dered this opportunity, kept the
strikes isolated and inefficient
and pushed through below-infla-
tion pay deals. As many people
initially looked to the unions to
improve their lives, the result was
a wave of demoralisation which
weakened the labour movement
as a whole.

All union leaders then cam-
paigned to elect the Starmer
government. For two years now,
trade union leaders have not only
prevented any serious struggle
against Labour but have also
bankrolled the most unpopular
government in modern history.
Meanwhile, Corbyn and those
around him totally wasted the
opportunity to build a socialist
alternative. In the working class, the space was wide open for
Reform, Tommy Robinson & Co to present themselves as the
only real opposition to the Labour government. Thus, there
is a direct connection between the defeat of the strike wave,
the coming to power of a right-wing Labour government, the
rapid growth of Reform and the eruption of racist riots in the
summer of 2024.

The result is that we now face an insurgent right wing,
which is consolidating support in deindustrialised communi-
ties and among workers by promising to tear down the rem-
nants of the liberal status quo. This appeal is strengthened
by the worsening economic situation and the utter impotence
and paralysis of the centrist Labour government, whose main
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Palestine demonstration, London, 11 October 2025.

response has been to mimic Reform’s anti-immigrant rheto-
ric—dragging the entire political field further to the right.

lll. The crisis of the left
(or how on earth did Zack Polanski
become the left’s leader?)

The breakdown of the liberal order and the crisis of the cen-
tre have had a significant impact on the left. As the insurgent
right wing seeks to shatter the liberal status quo, the response
from various left-wing movements in recent years has been to
hold onto the ideas and promises of the dying liberal order. The
left’s clinging to liberal ideology and making common cause
with its defenders is the greatest source of its impotence and
failure—from the Palestine and anti-racist movements to Your
Party. Understanding this process explains why the Green Party
has become the dominant force to the left of Labour.

The Palestine movement

The Palestine movement in Britain saw some of the larg-
est demonstrations in the entire Western world. It had huge
potential, attracting workers and youth, particularly minori-
ties, and wreaking havoc in Labour’s voting base. Yet, despite
years of demonstrations, the movement has been unable to
exert any serious pressure on successive governments to stop
aid to Israel, has had very little impact on the genocide itself
and has not registered any significant victories.

The movement’s leadership, represented by the Palestine
Solidarity Campaign (PSC), did everything to confine it
within the bounds of liberal outrage, pacifism and the illusion
that the government should abide by “international law” and
UN resolutions. This hampered any militant anti-imperialist
response and was intended to keep the movement “respect-
able” for its main backers: Labour Party figures and trade
union bureaucrats. Indeed, the mass demonstrations were usu-
ally endorsed and addressed by Labour MPs and union lead-
ers—all of whom supported the Labour government, which
supported Israel’s genocide. This syphilitic chain guaranteed
the movement’s impotence, with demonstrations acting as a
pressure valve for anger and tolerated by the government so
long as they did not fundamentally disrupt its foreign policy.
Even though much of the movement was to the left of its lead-
ership, it remained amorphous, with no organised left-wing,
anti-imperialist pole emerging from within.

Crucially, the movement did not make connecting with
the working class its strategic priority. On the one hand, the
union leaders did nothing to organise union actions in sup-
port of Palestine, particularly among sectors directly involved
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in military support for Israel, thereby shielding Labour. On
the other hand, the movement’s politics confined Palestine
to a humanitarian, moral issue, disconnected from workers’
immediate preoccupations. The trade unions played no organ-
ised role, and the right wing was able to present the move-
ment as caring more about Gaza than about issues at home.

The bankruptcy of the “human rights” liberal (and pro-
imperialist) politics of the official leaders became evident
when the genocidal war extended to Iran. While support for
Palestine is tolerated, even fashionable, among Labourites,
defending the Islamic Republic of Iran against the US is an
entirely different affair, and a bright red line for the ruling
class. Although the base of the Palestine movement was, in the
main, in favour of an American defeat, the leaders refused to
take a clear side in defence of Iran against the US, preferring
pacifist slogans or silence. The PSC did nothing to build sup-
port for the closure of US bases in Britain, which were crucial
to the bombing of Iran.

The movement’s impotence pushed a layer towards direct
action, as seen in Palestine Action. The courage and deter-
mination of these activists—who went on hunger strikes and
faced bogus “terrorism” charges—are undeniable. Yet, short
of a powerful mass movement, their actions remained iso-
lated, enabling the state to unleash brutal repression.

Liberal anti-racism

In parallel with the Palestine movement, the rise of Reform
and the racist riots and demonstrations against migrant hotels
have pushed many activists into action, motivated by the urgent
need to build a movement in defence of immigrants. However,
the organisation leading almost all initiatives, Stand Up to
Racism (SUTR), initiated and led by the Socialist Workers
Party, suffers from the same problem as the Palestine move-
ment: it follows a thoroughly liberal strategy based on moral-
ism and alliances with representatives of the status quo.

SUTR’s strategy is based on defending the high-immigration
policy of previous governments and berating as “racist” anyone
who criticises it. Its mobilisations are based on liberal slogans,
chosen to be acceptable to union leaders and Labour politi-
cians, who speak at and sponsor most of its events. SUTR’s
actions make no distinction between fascist thugs and the mil-
lions of people turning to Reform out of despair and confusion.
Yet while SUTR proudly disrupts Reform’s public meetings, it
is often notably absent when it comes to confronting actual fas-
cists for fear of alienating its moderate backers. SUTR has also
led electoral campaigns called “use your vote to stop Reform

Sharon Graham/X
28 March, London: Together Alliance march, led by Labour MPs, Greens and union leaders (left). Spartacists
denounced this alliance with the hated government (right).

UK?”, which amounts to implicitly endorsing Labour, as they
did in Andy Burnham’s election in Makerfield. While the
Palestine movement was at least opposed to the government,
SUTR’s outlook has led many workers to see the anti-racist
movement as purely defending the status quo.

This is most obvious over the issue of migrant hotels. For
years, the government has had a policy of sending refugees to
hotels at public expense, most often in poor and dilapidated areas.
This has generated legitimate anger among locals, which racists
have exploited. SUTR’s response, however, has been to organise
counter-demonstrations under the slogan “refugees are welcome
here”. These mobilisations are widely perceived as directed
against locals and as defending the government’s actions.

Following its disastrous counter-demonstration against
Tommy Robinson on 13 September 2025—where the left was
massively outnumbered—SUTR rebranded itself as an even
more liberal and moderate organisation: the Together Alli-
ance. Its first demonstration was last March, under the slogan
of “love, hope, unity”. Although it was huge, the initiative was
backed by Labour MPs, the Greens, almost all trade unions,
NGOs and the far left. This popular front on the street—which
might prefigure one at the ballot box—is a gift to Reform and
the right. For any worker angry at the status quo, this is the ulti-
mate proof that the radical left and trade union leaders are in
an unholy alliance with the government and the establishment.

Nowhere has the left’s clinging to liberal ideology been more
damaging than in the anti-racist struggle. Rather than fighting
to unite the plight of migrants and local communities—all
starved of jobs, services and funding—against the ruling class,
SUTR’s liberal interventions have inflamed racial divisions
and identified the anti-racist movement with the government.

The Your Party debacle

In the summer of 2025, the powerful energy unleashed by the
Palestinian movement was yearning for political expression.
Anger at Labour’s betrayal was mounting, a vacuum was open-
ing to its left, and panic was rising among leftists in the face
of the rise of Reform. It was these factors, not the foresight of
leaders, that pushed the creation of Your Party.

Jeremy Corbyn never wanted to leave the Labour Party,
let alone build a left-wing opposition to it. A broken man,
Corbyn wanted a loose, toothless alliance of community
organisations and groupies—just enough to stem the pres-
sure to launch a party, yet sufficiently inoffensive to pre-
serve his bridges to Labour. As for Zarah Sultana, who had
just resigned from Labour, her standing on the left was less

Workers Hammer
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In the end, it was nobody’s party.
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secure. Under pressure from more radical elements who
wanted a fighting socialist party, she twisted Corbyn’s arm
into launching Your Party.

For months, a confusing and acrimonious struggle raged. On
the one hand, Corbyn and his clique, anxious to preserve their
alliances with liberal elements, imposed a highly bureaucratic
regime to clamp down on dissent and purge the far left. On
the other hand, Sultana, frozen out of any leadership position,
leaned on the most radical and pro-socialist wing of the party to
secure her base. Sultana never consciously broke from her liberal/
Labourite background but was forced by objective conditions to
adopt politics incompatible with the tepid liberalism of Corbyn’s
camp—making speeches denouncing Zionism, NATO, the EU
and the monarchy, calling to nationalise the entire economy, etc.

However, in typical Labourite fashion, Sultana was ada-
mant that she never wanted to wage a struggle against Cor-
byn, but only to secure her place at his side. This is why Sul-
tana and the Grassroots Left’s campaign for the Your Party
leadership elections focused almost entirely on members’
democracy. An opportunity for an open fight between work-
ing-class socialism and liberal platitudes was wasted—gener-
ating confusion among many, who came to view the clash as
a battle of egos. Corbyn, on the other hand, had a clear goal:
to crush Sultana and the left. In the end, he decisively won
the leadership, purged the far left and appointed his people to
every post. Your Party was effectively dead.

Rarely in the history of the left have such massive expecta-
tions been shattered so pathetically. But it is wrong to blame
the destruction of Your Party solely on the Corbynites. From
the get-go, they wanted a liberal, tepid alliance. They fought
for this and won. The left wing wanted a militant socialist
party. But rather than fighting for this, they subordinated that
goal to unity with the Corbyn clique. This is the key lesson,
and what killed this opportunity more than anything else.

Zack Polanski as the last hope

The rise of the Green Party is a direct consequence of the
Your Party debacle. While Corbyn and Sultana were bickering,
newly elected Green Party leader Zack Polanski made a left
turn, abandoning the image of Tories on bicycles, calling to tax
the rich and nationalise utilities while denouncing the genocide
in Gaza. As Your Party collapsed, thousands of young people
flocked to Polanski’s banner. And for those whose goal was
always a left-wing liberal party, Polanski’s Greens represented
a much more credible option than Your Party.

The Green surge was driven not by Polanski offering any
coherent response to the collapse of the political centre but by
a sense of panic at the rise of the right and the feeling that the
left needs something—anything—to confront Farage. While
opposition to the Greens as petty bourgeois used to be a given
on the British left, now swaths of socialists are closing their
eyes and embracing this outfit.

¥ THIS IS YOUR PARTY §

Fundamentally, the Greens are a
middle-class party whose outlook is
a radical version of liberal ideology,
with an idealist twist. They stand
for rejoining the EU, military sup-
port to Ukraine, open borders, net
zero, taxing fuel and cars, identity
politics, etc. Polanski himself is the
very embodiment of the woke, mid-
dle-class left: an ex-Lib Dem, he is
a vegan, has never touched drugs or
alcohol and refuses to fly on princi-
ple. Polanski’s left turn has consisted
of plastering economic populism
and vague appeals for “hope” over
this liberal core, giving the Greens
an incoherent and half-baked char-
acter. At bottom, the Greens defend
the very “progressive’ politics against which growing sections of
working people are rebelling, and their role consists in pressuring
the political centre while giving it a radical veneer.

With such a perspective, the Greens will never win over
decisive sections of the working class and thus can never seri-
ously undercut the growth of the right. They are condemned
to pockets of urban progressives and middle-class voters,
while attracting minorities only out of fear of Reform. Now,
as the leadership and the “old guard” of the Greens aspire to
become respectable, they will move to quash the most left-
wing sections among their thousands of new members.

The left ended up in the camp of the Greens because of a suc-
cession of stumbles and failures, primarily due to its political
outlook: seeking to save the liberal values and politics of the
last era, which are now on life support. Rather than looking for-
ward, the left is clinging to the past in a panicky, defensive reac-
tion to the growth of the right. Several movements have offered
opportunities to reject liberal politics in favour of a socialist,
anti-imperialist, working-class road. But the pressure to unite
with liberals was prioritised, leading to defeats and failures.
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IV. The state of the workers movement

The trade union movement is facing a profound crisis.
With frontal attacks on the horizon, the unions are hollowed

Zack Polanski {

God save the left...
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out and unprepared—a situation that could threaten their
very existence. To understand the depth of this crisis, it is
necessary to grasp how the unions have evolved in recent
decades.

By the time Tony Blair’s Labour came to power in 1997,
the unions had already suffered historic defeats under
Thatcher. Once-powerful institutions deeply rooted in the
industrial proletariat, they had been profoundly weakened
by deindustrialisation and a series of anti-union laws by
the 1990s. In particular, Thatcher’s defeat of the 1984-
85 miners strike (and later the closure of the coal pits)
had obliterated the vanguard of the proletariat, as was her
aim. From this, union leaders drew the lesson that class
struggle must be avoided. Blair promised “New Labour”,
free from trade union favouritism, rejecting socialism and
working-class politics as relics and fully embracing the
liberal triumphalism of the post-Soviet period. Objective
blows, combined with Blair’s ideological offensive, pro-
foundly altered trade unions and their leadership.

Blair did not crush the unions but rather co-opted their
leaders and remodelled them in his image, a mission they
embraced, or at least accepted, to survive. John Monks, then
leader of the TUC, put forward the “new unionism” to align
the unions with Blair’s vision. The modern trade unions would
seek “social partnership”, not confrontation, with employers.
Rather than being combat organisations, they would become
service providers for legal representation, workplace training
and insurance. What was historically fought for on picket lines
would now be obtained through legal channels—particularly
the EU’s social model, upheld as the means to defend workers’
rights. While Blair refused to repeal the anti-union laws, he
offered statutory protections such as the National Minimum
Wage and set up employment tribunals, which became the
main arena for resolving most workplace disputes.

This transformed the union leadership and apparatus. Gone
were the days of the “labour barons”, who, despite being highly
bureaucratic and pro-imperialist, commanded powerful indus-
trial organisations that could, and frequently did, paralyse the
economy. The union apparatus would now be managed like
an HR department, with bureaucrats acting as lobbyists and
union reps trained in the spirit of partnership with the bosses.
Trade unions still advocated the repeal of the anti-union laws,
but this was reduced to routine lobbying, while on the ground
union leaders policed their members against any encroach-
ment on them. Strikes were seen not as a tool to strengthen
the union but as a legal liability to be tightly controlled if they
couldn’t be avoided.

As Blair enshrined a liberal legal
framework that castrated the unions,
the working class was being sliced
up. Already well underway under
Thatcher, Blair oversaw further
deindustrialisation, privatisations
and the introduction of a “flex-
ible labour market”. This atom-
ised millions of workers within a
web of subcontracting, zero-hours
contracts, low-paid and precarious
employment—all designed to pre-
vent union organising. Trade union
membership dwindled and became
concentrated in the public sector,
representing office workers and
middle-class layers, while losing
many strongholds among manual
and industrial workers. Union mem-
bership also aged, with the largest
concentration now among the over-
50s. Because the leaders bowed to

the Blairite straitjacket in the name  single day of strike.
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New Labour’s Tony Blair (centre) brought “new unionism”,
the one-sided rejection of class struggle.

of “modernisation”, the unions did nothing to organise the
growing layer of unorganised workers, confining their efforts
to tepid lobbying for legislative crumbs. Thus, the trade unions
would come to represent a small layer of relatively cushioned
workers surrounded by a sea of unorganised, hyper-exploited
labour.

This process was a catastrophe that completely hollowed
out the trade unions. While today they still boast six million
members—roughly 22% of the workforce—the unions are
often empty shells. They struggle to recruit members and reps
or to maintain their recognition. The closed shop has long
disappeared, and unionised workplaces represent a fraction
of the workforce, divided among multiple unions competing
against each other. Union apparatuses are bloated with over-
paid pen-pushers for whom this is like any other job. They
confine their activities to legal representation, where they
often do not even put up a fight. On the rare occasion when
they do strike, inefficiency reigns: strike funds are often non-
existent, and picket lines are meaningless, with unions openly
calling for scabbing on each other. Then union leaders hide
behind the law and the membership’s apathy as an excuse for
why struggle is impossible.

The other consequence of this process is a deep erosion
of class consciousness among members, who are trained in
social partnership and legalism. Union membership is pre-
sented by the tops—and viewed by most members—not as

Birchall/Getty

Steelworkers protest at Port Talbot, Wales. 2,800 jobs were cut in 2024 without a
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an expression of class power but as an individual transac-
tion for workplace representation. Members are atomised as
grievances are mostly dealt with individually. The class line
against the employers has been blurred as multiple unions
have opened their doors to managers. The consequence is not
only that barriers to recruitment have been built, but also that
union members themselves often see no point in a union.

Rapidly falling living standards are increasing pressure on
trade unions to fight. But their hollow structures and lead-
ers’ subservience deliver only defeats and managed decline.
The betrayal of the 2022-23 strike wave weakened unions and
convinced many workers—often striking for the first time—
that industrial action isn’t worth the loss of wages. In the last
two years, the Port Talbot Steelworks, the Luton Vauxhall
car plant and the Grangemouth Oil Refinery were all closed
without a single day of strike action, with union leaders nego-
tiating redundancy packages. When workers force union lead-
ers to fight, they act as a constant brake. In Birmingham, the
bin workers have heroically been striking against a Labour
council for over a year. Yet the Unite leadership has refused
to mobilise the wider labour movement, instead watching as
the council ground the strikers down.

The impotence of union leaders is opening a dangerous
gap between the union’s apparatus and the base. For ordinary
workers, the union bureaucracy does nothing to improve their
condition while using their dues to fund the Labour Party,
which openly attacks the working class. This is fuelling
resentment in the rank and file, which the right is exploiting.
Indeed, recent polling revealed that among trade union mem-
bers, Reform is neck and neck with Labour as the preferred
party. Nigel Farage recently called on trade unions to affiliate
to Reform, knowing there is a huge gap between the leaders
and the base. On the Birmingham bin workers’ picket lines,
Reform is the most popular party.

The unions’ weakness and the widening gap between
members and leaders are not tempered but reinforced by so-
called left leaders, elevated to power by a small layer of activ-
ists, who do nothing fundamental to change the unions’ struc-
ture. For example, Andrea Egan was recently elected head
of Unison on a left-wing platform. But she won with a 7%
turnout—meaning only activists took part in the ballot, while
the broad membership was indifferent. Unison members are

facing layoffs and cutbacks across multiple sectors—yet the

union is doing nothing to mount a real fight back. Mean-

while, Egan boasts of being for Palestine, trans rights, ecol-
ogy etc, while continuing to fund the Labour Party.

A similar situation exists in the NEU, where leader Dan-
iel Kebede has done nothing to address the huge overwork
crisis among teachers, while also being the main backer of
SUTR and Palestine demonstrations. The story is similar
in UCU. In Unite, most socialists back Sharon Graham as
a supposed militant, even as she accumulates defeats on
the industrial front, maintains a tight bureaucratic grip on
the union and continues to fund Labour. This situation is a
ticking time bomb that risks a right-wing backlash while
disarming the unions in the face of attacks.

The refusal of union leaders to seriously organise the
unorganised is also creating a dangerous dynamic, allowing
the bosses to use a mass of poor, unorganised workers as a
battering ram against the trade unions. This was illustrated
during the recent RMT strikes on the London Underground.
RMT drivers have gone on strike for a 32-hour week with
no loss of pay—a legitimate demand every socialist must
support. However, this battle is waged in a context where
tens of thousands of rail workers in infrastructure, cleaning
and track maintenance—working on the same network—
are sub-contracted to private agencies on low wages, with
no job security and often working six or seven days a
week. Since the union has made no serious effort to bring
those workers into the struggle, the RMT strike is breed-

ing resentment among those layers, which the bosses can and
will weaponise to weaken all trade unions. Worse, ASLEEF,
the other union in the underground, has already reached a
deal and is scabbing on the RMT.

A Reform government is sure to unleash attacks on the
unions, with Nigel Farage already promising to “go to war”
with the teachers’ unions. Labour might even fire the opening
salvos. Yet union leaders are presiding over institutions hol-
lowed out by decades of acceptance of the Blairite consensus.
Of course, there are still layers of courageous and dedicated
union reps and members. But they have to fight daily against
a bureaucratic apparatus sabotaging their work, and are being
bled dry under the pressure. This situation means a resolute
offensive by the ruling class could deliver a mortal blow to
many unions. Without a class-struggle leadership ready to
lead real battles, and without an active, politically conscious
membership to defend them, the trade unions could face cata-
strophic defeat at the first serious confrontation.

V. Prospects

Andy Burnham will have no choice but to cut benefits and
social services to fund the defence budget and shore up the
City of London. At the same time, he will likely be forced to
introduce measures to ease the cost of living and soften the
blow, which will likely anger the City and the bond market.
As for his proposal to decentralise power, it will simply mean
transferring the task of implementing austerity and manag-
ing scarcity to local authorities, while increasing regional
tensions and chaos. In current conditions, and within the
bounds of the fiscal rules, his premiership is likely to quickly
become discredited, which could mean Labour’s annihilation
for an entire period and the collapse of the centre.

Economically, there is zero prospect of renewed growth.
The next period will bring either an economic slowdown or
a sharp crash of the international financial bubble, with dev-
astating consequences for Britain. House prices are already
falling, and a crash could risk bursting the housing bubble,
which has long been one of the pillars of economic stability.
With high public debt and inflation, it will be much harder
for the central bank to pump money into the market this time.
Thus, the next period could see the further impoverishment
of the middle class, who have poured their life savings into
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the last one, except he plays guitar.

assets whose value could soon be slashed. Also, to stem the
right, Labour has hugely tightened immigration rules. Net
migration to Britain is falling and could reach near zero. But
this will not stem anti-immigrant chauvinism; rather it will
mean economic slowdown and layoffs in many sectors. In the
short term, the worsening economic situation will accelerate
current political dynamics.

Scotland and Wales both saw sweeping victories for
nationalist parties, with the SNP returned to office for the
fifth time and Plaid Cymru becoming the largest party in the
Senedd for the first time. But the road ahead promises to be
stormy. Both the SNP and Plaid have grown in the liberal era
by promoting the nationalist cause as part of a liberal, pro-
gressive agenda. Now that era is closing, and they will seek
to shed their “progressive” image. The SNP has backtracked
on its support for trans rights and softened its opposition to
North Sea oil and gas production. With Westminster firmly
blocking referendums, neither party can make concrete pro-
gress towards independence. Both will be stuck managing
crumbling public services and infrastructure while anger at
the status quo grows. Furthermore, in both countries Reform
made significant gains, becoming the second party in Wales
and joint second in Scotland. We can expect further growth
of reaction in the face of the SNP’s and Plaid’s bankruptcy.

That said, we can also expect an increase in centrifugal
forces threatening to tear the UK apart. Devolution, a product
of the Blair period, will likely come under attack as right-
wing reaction rises, and so will the need to maintain the
union by force as the ruling class attacks living standards.
Indeed, Farage is famously hostile to devolution. As for Burn-
ham’s pledge to bring devolution to the Red Wall areas of
England, with no new money in the pot, any resources used
for this will come at the expense of Scotland, Wales and the

Peoples Dispatch

British communists
must fight for
Britain out of

the Six Counties.

Nichs/Getty
Ukraine, 24 August. New British PM Andy Burnham, same as

North of Ireland. Either this or a reactionary assault on
devolution will likely provoke a nationalist reaction.

As pressure from the right grows, so will the urgency
for the left to rally around the centre. We have seen this
in by-elections, in the Together Alliance march and in
the left’s recent trajectory. The pressure will only inten-
sify as the next general election nears. From Labour and
the Greens to the far left, all will be urged to unite and
swallow the worst betrayals in the name of stopping Far-
age. While this might temporarily set Reform back, the
left’s alliance with the status quo will boost Reform’s anti-
establishment appeal while blocking the emergence of a
socialist, working-class alternative.

With a crisis-ridden Labour government, we can expect
trade union leaders to continue doing everything they can
to avoid a real struggle against it. They will be squeezed
between their allegiance to Labour on one side and the
anger of their base on the other. But this will not neces-
sarily translate into militancy. In fact, with class struggle
barred at every step by union leaders and given the lack
of a working-class alternative, the most likely scenario is that
the appeal of the right wing will continue to grow among the
broader working class.

For now, Reform is walking a tightrope. To prepare for
power and reassure the ruling class, Farage has co-opted a
layer of ex-Tories and abandoned some populist positions.
This has created a split-off—Restore Britain—now rising
to Reform’s right, with Elon Musk’s support. Restore is in
no position to overtake Reform, with Farage remaining the
dominant figure on the right. Rather, its role is to act as a
right-wing pressure on Reform, pulling the entire political
field further right (akin to Reconquéte’s role in France).

Overall, current political dynamics favour the continued
growth of the right wing. We are likely in the early days of
a protracted period of political reaction. A paralysed Labour
government, together with an economic crisis which could
impoverish large layers of the middle class, will only make
the right wing’s chauvinist and anti-immigrant appeal more
potent. Meanwhile, a large, working-class uprising is highly
unlikely in the next period, for all the reasons laid out above.
However, despite an overall difficult period, some factors can
create openings and help strengthen the defensive position of
the working class.

The rise of right-wing reaction, particularly the frequent
outbreak of racist riots, is bound to provoke a response among
immigrant, Muslim and other non-white workers and youth.
The working class is multiracial, which objectively limits the
appeal of racist reaction within it. Overt racist provocations
could well lead to militant responses from sections of work-
ers, including white workers. Furthermore, as racist scape-
goating and riots escalate, sections of workers and youth will
rebel against the conservative and submissive responses of
religious and community leaders. It was precisely in such a
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revolt by black and brown youth against conservative com-
munity elites that the self-defence movement of the 1970s
was born. The rise of such a militant movement today—
despite inevitable problems and challenges—could change
the dynamic on the left and accelerate a break with the dead
end of liberal politics.

Localised strikes and struggles, in workplaces or commu-
nities, will take place and can play an important role. As the
economic crisis pushes some workers towards demoralisation,
others will be forced to fight. Local and limited struggles are
often a lightning rod for widespread anger and can be turned
into a rallying point for the oppressed. They can undermine
the right, win much-needed victories and train new layers in
struggle. But the precondition is a leadership willing and able
to fight the union bureaucracy, Labourite community leaders
and liberals, whose narrow, routinist and legalistic outlook
asphyxiates movements.

VI. Tasks of socialists

The socialist movement in Britain is weak and divided. In
the main, it has totally capitulated to the liberal ideology of
recent decades and is mired in identity politics, radical envi-
ronmentalism and moralism. Or else, some groups retreat into
a sectarian niche. In both cases, they refuse to mount a serious
struggle against the liberal and Labourite leadership of succes-
sive movements. Crucially, the socialist left is largely rooted in
and oriented to the middle class—students, academics, etc—
and is divorced from the working class. The left is in complete
denial about this problem, with the excuse that “the working
class has changed”. Among the actual, expanding layers of
unorganised and precarious workers, the socialist movement
has near-zero influence.

The coming period is bound to deliver severe shocks to a
feeble and unprepared far left. The focus on student recruit-
ment by most groups is already running into a crisis. State
repression, as well as fascist violence against the left, is on
the rise and is bound to intensify. With liberal ideology on its
deathbed, most organisations are clinging to it, leaving them
utterly disoriented and incapable of offering answers to the
growing polarisation on social questions. The existing far-left
organisations, built over decades in a bygone era, will face
serious internal crises, splits and collapses.

Revolutionary socialists must lead a struggle on the left
against the demoralisation and confusion, incubated by dec-

¥

HENRY NOw A} - .
RACIST RIOTS

GUTLESS LIBERALS

SOCIALIST PARTY STILL BACKS
SHARON GRAHAM...

WAL YOUTH M

Stle-Perkins/Magnum
Southall, 1979: To fight racist thugs, minority youth rebelled
against conservative community leaders and launched self-
defence movement.

ades of adaptation to the liberal world order, which is para-
lysing the movement in the face of reaction. The overarching
task must be to build a current that wages an uncompromis-
ing struggle to break with liberal ideology on a Marxist basis
and firmly anchor itself in the working class. This fight must
be waged across all arenas of the socialist and working-class
movement.

For serious work in the working class!

The socialist left either ignores the working class and trade
unions (RCP, CPGB, RCG etc), or is integrated into the union
bureaucracy (SWP, SP, CP etc), discrediting the entire social-
ist movement by propping up hated union leaders. Both of
these approaches must be rejected.

Socialists must turn to the working class and the base
of the trade unions. They must build socialist caucuses
capable of leading struggles—even minimal ones—
against the bosses and the treacherous union bureaucracy.
They must seek influence among the ranks of workers,
not in the echelons of the apparatus. The precondition for
this is to resolutely oppose all wings of the bureaucracy—
left and right—as well as the Labour government. The
immediate task, to be carried out under difficult condi-
tions of apathy, is to put the trade unions in the best pos-
sible defensive position in the face of coming attacks. But
the overarching goal must be to rebuild the trade union
movement from the ground up and to forge a new, social-
ist leadership of the labour movement.

Fight racist thugs—and fight liberal
anti-racism

Socialists must be in the vanguard of the struggle to
defend immigrants and black and brown communities.
But doing so requires rejecting the liberal, moralising
framework of the middle-class left and their alliance with
the government in favour of a Marxist strategy.

Socialists must distinguish between racist mobs and
the millions of working-class people turning to right-wing
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parties. Racist terror must be confronted
and crushed through the broadest united
front possible. This includes encouraging
the creation of self-defence organisations
among minorities, bearing in mind the
need to link those to the labour movement
and to combat the danger of sectarianism.

On the other hand, socialists must
actively engage the millions of workers
turning to Reform, and even Restore, out
of anger, economic despair and confusion.
The case must be made that it is the City
of London that is destroying this country
and profiting from the hyper-exploitation
of immigrant workers. Only a working-
class alliance against the City can turn the
tide in Broken Britain—something that
requires actively defending immigrants
and Muslims. Obviously, the precondi-
tion for waging this fight is to oppose and
denounce any reliance on Labour MPs,
liberal politicians and other agents of the
status quo.

Fight militarism as socialists,
not pacifists!

The ongoing military rearmament will
bring attacks on living standards and pose the need for a
struggle against militarism, NATO and imperialism. But this
cannot be done with tepid pacifist appeals and invocations
of “international law”, nor by supporting union bureaucrats
who themselves support the rearmament drive (eg, Sharon
Graham).

Socialists must fight to build a movement against milita-
rism that is firmly anti-imperialist and anti-Zionist—includ-
ing opposition to British support for Israel, NATO and
Ukraine. Crucially, these points must be raised in a way that
connects with the widespread discontent among the working
class, including workers in the defence industry. Calls for
“peace” and “human rights” or for shutting down arms facto-
ries will go nowhere. Rather, the argument to be made is that
workers are being used as pawns to shore up the American
Empire (and the British establishment’s position in it), which
will only mean more forever wars, death, refugee crises and
the crushing of living standards and public services. Social-
ists should fight not only for the victory of oppressed nations
in their struggle against the US but also for the shutdown
of US bases in Britain and British bases abroad—a demand
vehemently opposed by all wings of the British ruling class.

Fight UK chauvinism!

“Unite the Kingdom” national chauvinism is on the rise,
promoted by Farage and Tommy Robinson, and the crisis of
British capitalism is sure to intensify the national oppres-
sion of Scotland, Wales and the North of Ireland. The left in
England is largely indifferent to this issue. In Scotland and
Wales, it tails the nationalists, who are mired in liberal grad-
ualism and paralysed in the face of Westminster’s bullying.
In the North of Ireland, the left is either doing the same or
adapting to Labourite Unionism.

Socialists must aggressively fight UK chauvinism. They
must defend the right to self-determination for Wales/Cymru.
They must also agitate for a second Scottish independence ref-
erendum and an Irish border poll, as part of the struggle for a
Scottish workers republic and a united Irish workers republic.

For united-front defence against repression!
State repression, including the imprisonment of left-wing

activists, is increasing. Yet most groups defend themselves

alone and receive at best symbolic solidarity, or at worst

Maggie Jones
Battle of Cable Street mural. In 1936, communist-led workers of east London
defeated fascists in street battle.

indifference, from other organisations. The ingrained sectari-
anism on the left is a major obstacle to building what should
be a basic task: united fronts against state repression.

This situation is intolerable. Socialists must be the vanguard
of the fight against repression and must make “an injury to one
is an injury to all” a real principle again. This requires fighting
sectarian poison, raising cases within the labour movement,
organising joint actions and supporting comrades in prison.
Ultimately, this calls for creating an organisation of the entire
socialist left to combat repression of militants in a united man-
ner. This is what we are attempting to do—in an embryonic
form—with the Partisan Defence Committee.

Fight the liberals, regroup the left!

The left is deeply confused about the nature of the epoch
and the reasons for the rise of reaction. Socialists must fight
for debates to elevate the level of political discussion. As
existing far-left organisations face intense internal turmoil,
revolutionaries must intervene to prevent groups from col-
lapsing along confused lines and to fight for political clarity.
Any initiatives that seek to bring existing left-wing organisa-
tions together for common work in the interests of the work-
ing class must be supported.

In all cases, the task of revolutionaries must be to wage
a relentless struggle against liberal politics plaguing the far
left; against conciliation of the Green Party, of Burnham’s
Labour and of trade union bureaucrats. Every opportunity
must be used to show how divorced the left is from the work-
ing class, and how urgent it is to connect with its struggles
and preoccupations.

L

Right-wing forces have the wind in their sails, the centre is
utterly discredited and the left keeps clinging to it. Meanwhile,
massive class anger is building up. That the right is perceived
as the only anti-status quo option is a massive indictment of
the socialist left. Socialists must get ready for a fight as bru-
tal attacks are underway. But the only way to carry this out,
and ultimately to chart a progressive way out of the current
abyss, depends entirely on the capacity and determination of
a critical mass of authentic socialists to decisively break with
petty-bourgeois liberals and gain authority among a section of
the working class. There is no other way. B
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Jason Arday

Anti-racists must draw
the right lessons

The following article was originally
published on 18 August.

The tragic case of Jason Arday has
been gripping the country for weeks,
from the initial media frenzy to his
resignation from Cambridge Univer-
sity all the way to his sudden death.
Many black and brown people rightly
view the campaign against Arday as
a sinister threat. The media pile-on,
initiated by an open racist, cheered on
by the right-wing and taken up by all
major newspapers, means it is open
season against black people. Even
renowned historian David Olusoga
has faced questions about his credibil-
ity, as a shadow of suspicion has been
cast over every minority in academia
and beyond. This backlash needs to
be fought!

However, the response by the left and liberals to Arday’s
death has been nothing short of disastrous. In wanting to
push back against the racist backlash, they see no other way
than to present Jason Arday as simply a victim wronged by
the racist media and a misinformation campaign. Yes, he was
hounded. But to deny or downplay the well-established fact
that Arday’s career was built on lies is a losing battle. This
will do nothing to defend black and brown people and only
help the racists.

The truth

It is not merely that Arday is accused of widespread pla-
giarism in his PhD. His version of his own life story beg-
gars belief. Yet this was precisely the sort of appointment that
allowed the Cambridge dons to claim they were “listening”
to black voices. To give just one example, Arday claimed he
ran 30 marathons in 35 days, 9 of them on a broken leg! Why
should we have to close our eyes to such far-fetched tales to
fight back against racism?

In their crusade against DEI, the far right is most effective not
when it openly says that black people must be purged of any leading
position. They are most effective when they say that DEI promotes
incompetent people just for the colour of their skin. To defend
Arday amounts to giving the far right exactly what they want, and
only helps in discrediting the left and anti-racist movement.

Many today argue that the only reason Arday’s case made
front-page news was that he was a black man who succeeded.
The truth is more complicated. Jason Arday symbolised lib-
eral identity politics and DEI initiatives in elite education. His
appointment as a Cambridge professor was a political state-
ment, meant to showcase Cambridge’s “anti-racist” enlighten-
ment. And liberal anti-racism was the content of his work. This
is why Arday became such a lightning rod for the anti-liberal
backlash, which is becoming the dominant trend in British

Jason Arday

politics. To state the obvious, there is
no backlash against Kemi Badenoch
for being leader of the Tory Party, as
she represents a leading anti-woke
black voice.

The British establishment has no
problem elevating black faces to high
places when it serves their interests.
This was initially the case with Arday.
Now that the winds have changed, he
was thrown under the bus. Thus, his
downfall is not only a racist vendetta
against an individual, but represents
the ideological shift in the ruling
class, threatening all minorities.

The role of the media

Rather than understanding the
social roots of this episode, and what
it represents politically, everyone
on the left just blames the media. From Brexit to Corbyn’s
demise, the British left always blames the media for every-
thing. The British press is notorious for being a nest of rac-
ist, anti-working-class vipers. But they are not the cause of
backwardness. Fundamentally, they transmit and amplify
the ideas and interests of the ruling class. Any calls for an
“inquiry” into the media’s role in Arday’s death are both
naive and useless.

Novara Media, the flagship left-media project, is now in the
eye of the storm, accused by many of its viewers of having
contributed to Arday’s death by giving the story “oxygen”. We
are no fans of Aaron Bastani and Michael Walker, but this is
just demagogic slander. In many ways, the controversy around
Novara crystallises the problem that the left has in covering this
story. Novara has educated its audience in the liberal notion
that the framing and coverage of news is the main source of the
growth of the right. Thus, when they covered a story pushed by
the right-wing press, one which graphically exposes the bank-
ruptcy of identity politics, their audience cried “racist”!

According to liberal anti-racist logic, covering the facts of this
story is itself a capitulation to racism. But this story raised real
social issues that are polarising the country. Keeping silent or
denying reality would not have been an anti-racist act, but a dec-
laration of bankruptcy in the face of a very real social conflict.

CoIbran/AIam

How to really fight racism

The whole “woke” movement, which came with DEI initia-
tives, “white guilt” and tokenistic appointments—Ilargely ben-
efiting a small layer of middle-class black and brown people—
was always based on empty symbolism. In a context where large
swaths of the working class are turning to the right, clinging to
these discredited ideas guarantees defeat and isolation.

Rather, what is needed is class-based, militant anti-racism
that links the struggle of minorities—for housing, for jobs, but
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What WH characterized as “well
established fact[s]” are nuanced (see
above), inconclusive and in dispute.

Exchange on Jason Arday #

26 August 2026

Dear Workers Hammer,

The premise of the political arguments in WH’s August 18
supplement is that Jason Arday’s academic career “was built on
lies”. This means that his BA and MA degrees from St Marys
University were not honestly earned. Likewise for his PhD from
Liverpool John Moores University, and his professorships at
Ohio State University, University of Glasgow, Durham Uni-
versity, University of Roehampton and Cambridge University.
Jason Arday came to symbolise liberal identity politics and DEI
initiatives in elite education. But that does not mean that his
impressive academic achievements were not fairly earned.

The WH supplement reports “that Arday has been accused
of widespread plagiarism in his PhD” [2015]. Earlier this year,
Liverpool John Moores University investigated the accusation.
On August 20, Middle East Eye (MEE—which ICL press has
quoted in the past) reported on their conclusion (see “Jason
Arday’s marathon challenge and other claims found to be true
after his death”. Note: other publications have also cited the
University’s findings below.)

[EXCERPT]

The university concluded in March that the citation issues in the
thesis were the result of “honest and reasonable error”, and that
textual overlap with other work was “well within the accepted
range of compliance with the academic standards of the time”. It
said Arday’s supervisory team had been “depleted” and that he
had received only one formal supervision during the PhD.

MEE has examined Arday’s thesis, entitled “An exploration of
peer-mentoring among student teachers’ to inform reflective
practice within the context of action research.” Most of the cita-
tion issues investigated by the university in a section on litera-
ture review involved textual overlap and similarities with work
by academic Paula Zwozdiak-Myers. Notably, Arday extensively
cited Zwozdiak-Myers in other sections of the thesis, and seemed
to acknowledge that he drew heavily on her work: “findings
were situated within categories and dimensions of mentoring
and reflective practice, which helped to navigate and facilitate
the purpose of the study. Ideas for this were generated from the
work of Pollard (2011) and Zwozdiak-Myers (2012), with regards
to their conceptions of reflective practice.”

Just as importantly, the evidence
resulted from a racist frenzy seek-
ing to disprove Arday’s extraordinary claims, in order to discredit
his standing in academia, and in the case of right-wing media,
the entire DEI agenda. WH repeated the media distortion that
9 of Arday’s 30 marathons were run on a “broken leg”. Actually,
Arday claimed he ran the marathons with a “hairline fracture”,
not a broken leg. None of the media witchhunters (right-wing
and liberal) sought or provided evidence that Arday did not
run the marathons. Far-fetched? Indeed! But Middle East Eye
looked for evidence that he did in fact run the 30 marathons,
and easily found many pieces of evidence to corroborate Arday’s
claim, including multiple contemporaneous published articles,
photographs and testimonies (see enclosed). Likewise for several
other disputed claims, and the deliberate misinterpretations of
Arday’s words.

In 1998, Bill Clinton said that he did not have sex with
Monica Lewinsky. At the time, WV wrote that his statement
should not be considered a lie, since the question should
never have been asked. In 1995, a jury acquitted OJ Simpson
of murdering ex-wife Nicole Brown and Ronald Goldman.
Why? The evidence against him was tainted by the prosecu-
tion’s blatant frame-up—centered on the falsifications of rac-
ist LAPD detective Mark Furman. Jason Arday’s Cambridge
appointment triggered a racist frenzy to find evidence that
would assassinate his character, tarnish his achievements, and
sabotage his career—he became a sacrificial lamb of the anti-
DEI campaign. It should never have happened. But it did hap-
pen, the “facts of the story” are not well established, and all
such evidence is tainted.

Mark
Toronto

30 September

Dear Mark,

Thank you for your letter. Before answering your factual
arguments on the Arday case, it is worth stepping back and
looking at its broader significance. The hounding of Jason
Arday symbolised the crisis of liberal anti-racism. He him-
self embodied these politics and all its contradictions. When
allegations of plagiarism surfaced, and when further scrutiny

also against racist oppression and fascist terror—with the eman-
cipation of the entire working class. It is only in this struggle
that socialists can undermine the basis for racist ideas among
working people and materially improve living conditions for all.

Novara Media
Self-flagellation, then and now. Steven Methven of Novara Media makes self-criticism
for the “crime” of having covered Arday’s case.

The lessons of history show that it took struggle, in the streets
and in the workplaces, to defeat the racist backlash faced by the
Windrush generation.

The point is not to bury the fight against racism for “bread
and butter” issues, but to connect
these with the fight against racial
oppression. For example, in the
current context of anti-DEI
purges in higher education, the
point is to show how these are
the tip of the spear for mass lay-
offs threatening the entire sector.
Any good trade union rep should
know that it is only by defending
the most vulnerable sectors of a
workforce that we can shore up
the position of all.

If the tragic death of Jason
Arday is not to be in vain, the
anti-racist movement must learn
something, not simply wield his
story as an excuse to double
down on a disastrous course. H

Wikimedia
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of Arday’s life story revealed several lies and exag-
gerations, the right-wing found the perfect stick to
beat all “woke” initiatives with—and to strike fear
among all black academics.

The reason we titled our article “Anti-racists must
draw the right lessons” is because, following Arday’s
tragic death, many anti-racists drew the conclusion
that to question Arday’s claims was inherently a
capitulation to racism. More broadly, the lesson that
is being drawn is that in the face of a right-wing
assault on DEI and liberal anti-racism, the left must
close its eyes to the glaring problems with the whole
edifice of “wokeness” and defend it unconditionally.
This is the disastrous course we criticised—and
which you do not touch on in your letter.

What your letter—and most of the left—fails to
understand is that Arday’s elevation to the highest
levels of academia was not merely because of his
PhD, but also because of his life story and identity.
The Cambridge dons were only too eager to tell
the story of this black, disabled and working-class
man, fighting against incredible odds to become
Cambridge’s youngest-ever black professor. They saw in his
appointment the ultimate proof of their own “goodness.”

Now, the right-wing is on an offensive to crush all the conces-
sions accorded to minorities in recent decades. They are using
the real fraud and contradictions of this ideology to target all
black people in what is indeed a racist frenzy. The question
is: how will anti-racists react? What is needed is to draw seri-
ous lessons, oppose the racist frenzy while at the same time
denouncing the strategy centred on empty tokenism, which did
nothing for the majority of black and brown people.

If we insist on going against the stream on the question of
Arday, it is not to be provocative, but because it is impossible to
defeat the right-wing assault while clinging to the sacred cows of
liberal identity politics. The point is that we need a different class-
struggle strategy to advance the fight against racial oppression.

At the heart of liberal anti-racism is the illusion that minori-
ties can free themselves by climbing to the top echelons of
capitalist institutions—as opposed to collective struggle. A
whole economy was built around “white guilt”, where “anti-
racist” credentials can be bought. And, in turn, some minori-
ties took advantage of this through exaggeration and lies.
Shortly before his resignation, Arday claimed he was paid
£1.4 million by Simon & Schuster for the rights to his memoir.
There is a pressure to deliver—and a financial incentive too.

BLACK HISTORY & o7,
£CLASS STRUGG

Spartacist Publication

$3.00

iclfi.org/pubs/bh/27

Natinal Archives UK
Britain’s Black Panthers, London, 1970. Anti-racist movement today
must reject liberal politics.

But since Arday’s death, the dominant current among anti-
racists is to treat Arday’s hounding as nothing but a racist
frame-up. We are told to close our eyes to the obvious prob-
lems with liberal anti-racism. The beginning of a left-wing
critique of identity politics has been shut down, with left-wing
journalists like those at Novara Media forced to do Maoist-
style self-criticism for the “crime” of having covered Arday’s
story. I fear your letter is bending in the same direction by
engaging in a hopeless attempt to debunk the right-wing nar-
rative on a “factual” basis.

Let’s start with the plagiarism accusations. Liverpool John
Moores University’s investigation hardly shows that no plagia-
rism took place. It concluded that the multiple passages in Arday’s
thesis lifted from another work (sometimes with the same copy-
editing mistakes) were the result of an “honest and reasonable
error’. Many other academics pointed to problems in other parts
of Arday’s work, and many refused to defend Arday during the
witch hunt because they knew exactly what was going on.

As for the Middle East Eye article you reference, it does not
prove that Arday ran 30 marathons in 35 days. It cites news
clippings from the time repeating Arday’s claim, and a few
testimonies of people who saw him run. The piece also does
not prove the mountain of other claims Arday made about his
life story. What about the claim he played as an under-18 for
Crystal Palace? That he travelled to Africa and South America
for WaterAid—a claim the charity denies? What about his
claim to have had testicular cancer? Or to have spent months in
a coma after a near-death car accident? There are many more.
Do you really think that it is by defending these various claims
that we can best advance the anti-racist struggle?

As for the comparisons you raise, they have little to do
with the Arday case. Bill Clinton’s “morality” was questioned
over his private sexual life—an issue which should not have
been subject to public debate. In contrast, Arday’s life story
and identity were central to his appointment as a professor
and public profile. The case also has little to do with OJ
Simpson, where the Los Angeles police fabricated evidence
in a racist frame-up. The campaign against Arday was cer-
tainly initiated by racists, but it wasn’t a frame-up.

You raised these two examples to argue that the facts of the
Arday case are tainted and should essentially be disregarded.
This approach is no better than defending the truthfulness of
Arday’s claims. Closing our eyes to abuses and excesses in the
anti-racist movement will not help the movement draw any criti-
cal lessons and will only help paint it as unserious and deluded.

We hope this reply has been clarifying.

Comradely,
Vincent David, Workers Hammer editor
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Scotland...

(continued from page 32)

This position was not wrong at the time. There had been no
movement for Scottish independence for nearly three centuries.
Since the Union of 1707, many of Britain’s most momentous
uprisings have been class struggles—and, unlike in Quebec, for
example, where class struggle and the independence movement
were intertwined—in Scotland the independence movement
was marginal and divorced from the class struggle.
Furthermore, from the Chartist movement in the 19th cen-
tury to the late 20th century, national differences were no
barrier to revolutionary struggle. The class struggle reached
potentially revolutionary heights, for instance in Red Clyde-
side, the mass strike wave throughout Britain in 1919-1920, in
the 1926 general strike or in the 1984-85 miners strike. While
the British working class—English, Welsh and Scottish—had
shown the capacity, under a willing and able leadership, to
overthrow the ruling class, the demand for independence was
not an essential component of a revolutionary programme.
However, the relationship between the class and national
struggles changed fundamentally over time. The sentiment for
independence that lay dormant for centuries has now reached
a point where the Scottish working class sees it as essential to
improving their declining living standards and social conditions.

Scotland and Empire

The Scottish national question differs from classic anti-
colonial struggles, which arose from resistance to imperialist
oppression and subjugation. By contrast, the Scottish national-
ist movement moved from the margins to the centre of political
life towards the end of the 20th century. Nationalist versions of
Scottish history like to trace the origins of today’s independ-
ence movement back to medieval wars against England led
by Scottish heroes including William Wallace and Robert the
Bruce. But this does not explain why there was no independ-
ence movement for centuries after the Union with England.
The answer lies in Scotland’s role in the British Empire.

The Scottish elites willingly signed up to the Union of
Parliaments in 1707, which made them junior partners with
England in the Empire. The Union boosted Scotland’s eco-
nomic development by giving Scottish merchants access to
the Empire’s markets and overseas trade they had previously
been denied. In contrast, in India, for example, the Empire’s
brutal colonisation throttled the development of the productive
forces. In Scotland, the Union was followed by a rapid devel-
opment of the forces of production. The country underwent
a rapid transition from feudalism to capitalism, although this
was achieved through bloody and brutal methods. The High-
land clans, fighting under the Jacobite banner, were crushed
at the Battle of Culloden—a slaughter of Highland peasants.
However, far from fighting feudalism, the Jacobites opposed
the twin pillars of historical progress of their era—the Refor-
mation and the English Revolution—and fought against Eng-
land in the interests of the absolutist Catholic monarchies of
Europe. The suppression of the clans and the Highland clear-
ances paved the way for uniting the Scottish nation and estab-
lishing English as the common language.

Of course, the common people in Scotland often raged against
the tyranny of their overlords, and the nobles who signed the
Union are remembered in legend as a “parcel of rogues” who
were “bought and sold for English gold”. However, such strug-
gles do not constitute an early anti-imperialist or nationalist
movement. The reason there was no nationalist movement until
after the end of the Empire is well captured by Tom Nairn, who
wrote in 1968:

“First of all, Scotland is not a colony, a semi-colony, a pseudo-

colony, a near-colony, a neo-colony, or any kind of col-

ony of the English. She is a junior but (as these things go)

Matths/Report Digital
Striking miners, Dunfermline, 1984.

highly successful partner in the general business enterprise of
Anglo-Scots Imperialism.”
—“The three dreams of Scottish nationalism”, New Left Review,
May/June 1968
His article went on to note, “Now that this business [of Empire]
is evidently on its last legs, it may be quite reasonable for the
Scots to want out.”

Post-Empire decline

The Scots’ desire to leave the Union emerged as a reaction
to the decline of British imperialism. Although this decline
was clear by the end of World War II, the Labour government’s
nationalisation of key industries mitigated its immediate effects
by shoring up Britain’s ailing industrial sector. Alongside the
creation of the welfare state, these measures helped strengthen
British working-class unity—workers in the NHS or in the
nationalised coal and steel industries worked for the same
employers and belonged to the same unions, which boosted their
sense of a common working-class identity. Yet despite these
piecemeal efforts, Britain’s industry was outdated, and neither
the nationalisations nor the hefty government subsidies of the
1960s would make it competitive in the world market.

What ultimately shaped the movement for Scottish inde-
pendence as we know it was Margaret Thatcher’s transfor-
mation of British society. Thatcher pursued a scorched-earth
policy towards Britain’s manufacturing sector and the strong-
holds of working-class power. Beginning in the late 1970s,
deindustrialisation ravaged whole areas of northern England
and Wales, exacerbating the North-South divide. Scotland was
hit particularly hard because of its dependence on shipbuilding
and heavy engineering, which relied on outdated infrastructure
and could not compete in the world market. Under Thatcher,
Scotland’s industrial base was demolished in just over a dec-
ade. In the two years from 1979 to 1981, Scottish industry lost
a fifth of all jobs. Between 1979 and 1986, Scotland lost nearly
250,000 jobs, about one in ten across the country.

A crucial factor in the rise of Scottish nationalism was Thatch-
er’s crushing of the trade union movement. She defeated the
Britain-wide steel strike in 1980, but the turning point was her
defeat of the miners strike of 1984-85. This cleared the way for
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Colin McPherson

1996: Demolition of Ravenscraig steelworks. Deindustrialisation

ravaged Scotland.

Thatcher to reshape the entire UK economy to serve the inter-
ests of banking and finance, which are overwhelmingly concen-
trated in London and the South East of England. The resulting
structural change exacerbated the North-South divide, eventu-
ally leading to what we now know as Red Wall areas. When
Thatcher imposed the regressive poll tax in Scotland a year
before England and Wales, Scotland erupted in a mass anti-poll
tax campaign, marking the beginning of a political sea change.

Liberal era of Blair

There are two key events in this period: the opening of the
Scottish Parliament in 1999 and the 2014 independence ref-
erendum. During this time, it became clear that the working
class supported Scottish independence as a way to escape the
harsh austerity imposed on them. The Labour Party had domi-
nated Scotland for decades; indeed, it was the glue that held
Scotland within the United Kingdom. However, during the
Thatcher years, Scotland continued to vote Labour, only to see
Tory governments returned to Westminster. When Tony Blair’s
government was elected in 1997, Labour was losing ground to
the Scottish National Party (SNP). With this in mind, Blair
agreed to set up a Scottish parliament with very limited powers,
intending it to shore up Labour’s vote in Scotland while keeping
it firmly within the United Kingdom. He famously proclaimed
that “sovereignty rests with me as an English MP”’.
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But the devolved parliament had the opposite effect
to what Blair intended. It gave voice to the growing
sentiment for Scottish independence and fostered a
positive sense of national identity. The Scottish Par-
liament, along with the quasi-state that accompanied
it, was an achievement for the nationalist movement.
The Scottish government assumed responsibility for
managing public services, including health, education,
local government and transport. This shift meant that
the Scottish trade unions in these sectors now negoti-
ated with a different employer from their counterparts
in England and Wales. The impact of this change was
evident during the 2022-23 strike wave, when trade
unions in Scotland representing nurses, railway work-
ers and teachers negotiated their own settlements with
the Scottish authorities.

In the Blair era, the nationalist movement continued
to grow, and by 2007 the SNP had become the leading
party in Holyrood, a position they have maintained ever
since. The nationalists won much of Labour’s traditional
base, including the Catholic vote in the West of Scot-
land, and adopted a social-democratic programme of
modest reforms—no university fees, free prescriptions
and increased funding for childcare. David Cameron’s Tory gov-
ernment approved the independence referendum, arrogantly con-
fident it would produce a resounding no vote that would kill the
demand for Scottish independence for a generation. The vote for
independence was 45%, far higher than expected. It shook Cam-
eron and the establishment, who saw in it a threat to the United
Kingdom. But among the Scottish people, the result strengthened
their belief that independence was within reach.

The SL/B’s previous position

By the time of the 2014 referendum, we no longer argued
against independence, but we didn’t support it either. A reader
asked under what circumstances we would call for independ-
ence, and our answer was unclear because we didn’t know what
criteria to apply. In 2012 I argued that we were wrong to oppose
independence in 1978; Jim Robertson rejected my argument in
no uncertain terms, and correctly so. We were not wrong to
argue against independence at that time. As shown earlier, for
many decades, English, Scottish and Welsh workers had fought
as one class in struggles that reached revolutionary proportions.
But by 2014, that had changed decisively. Working-class sup-
port for independence was driven by a desire to resist West-
minster austerity, which was particularly harsh following the
2008 banking crash when the working class had to bail out the
banks, not least the Royal Bank of Scotland, at that time one
of the biggest in the world.

With our previous approach, we viewed Scottish
nationalism as simply reactionary, rather than see-
ing Scots’ national aspirations as a potential tool to
advance the class struggle. Instead, we equated the
masses’ desire for independence—aimed against the
British imperialists—with the SNP’s programme,
which was pro-imperialist, pro-EU and pro-monarchy.

Our approach to the 1998 devolution referendum
was also problematic. The two questions posed were:
do you support the creation of a Scottish parliament,
and should it possess tax-raising powers? We called
for a yes-yes vote, recognising that even with limited
powers, it represented a partial form of self-determi-
nation. This position was correct, but we later repu-
diated it, which was a mistake. In fact, devolution
provided a concrete way to push back against the
London-centred policies ravaging Scotland.

The Scottish independence movement reached
its peak during the liberal era, and then-SNP leader
Nicola Sturgeon became the symbol of liberal, pro-
gressive ideas and policies. On her watch, the SNP
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We reprint below a 16 July Spartacist supplement.

The heroic struggle of the people of Azad Kashmir has
reached a decisive phase. For weeks, the mass protests have
faced murderous repression by the armed forces. When the
authorities banned the Joint Awami Action Committee as a
terrorist organisation, the movement paralysed the economy
for days, and support for the popular revolt has continued to
grow. Now, the movement must advance or be forced to retreat.

The battle lines are drawn. On one side stand the masses of
Azad Kashmir; on the other, the powerful military regime of
Asim Munir. If the struggle does not go forward, the Munir
regime will drown it in blood! Make no mistake: the negotia-
tions between the JAAC and the authorities are a trap. These
talks only buy the military more time to prepare to crush
the movement. To avoid defeat, the movement must extend
an appeal to the rest of the country: open up a second front.
Unite all the forces of the oppressed and exploited across
Punjab, Sindh, Balochistan and Khyber Pakhtunkhwa; hun-
dreds of millions of people are suffering poverty and injus-
tice under Munir’s dictatorship. Now is the time to mobilise a
campaign of opposition to the hated Islamabad regime.

The demands of the movement—for an end to extortion-
ate prices for electricity and subsidised wheat flour—require
a struggle against the government and the imperialist loan
sharks of the IMF, which is strangling Pakistan’s economy.
The Pakistan military, under Trump’s favourite field mar-
shal, Asim Munir, as well as the Zardari-Sharif government,
are tools of the imperialist bloodsuckers and enemies of the

promoted massive illusions in the EU, dressed up as “anti-rac-
ism” and support for high immigration policies. The SNP-led
Scottish government adopted several pro-trans policies, includ-
ing gender recognition reforms, only to be blocked by Westmin-
ster. But as the political winds turned against liberalism, Reform
UK found an opening as the SNP’s “woke” policies generated a
backlash, discontent grew over crumbling public services, and
the independence movement was paralysed by London’s rejec-
tion of a second referendum.

The SNP’s strategy for independence rests on the illusion
that London will simply give up on the UK’s claim to Scotland
if a referendum shows that to be the will of the majority. This
misconception is bolstered by the belief that Westminster can no
longer afford the Scottish budget subsidy. It is downright fatuous

Marxists.com

people. Cancel Pakistan’s debt to the imperialists!

The Kashmiri nation is partitioned and subjugated by both
Pakistan and India. Contrary to Pakistan’s claim that Azad
Kashmir is governed autonomously, its parliament reserves
a number of seats, supposedly for “refugees” from Indian-
occupied Kashmir. The movement vehemently opposes this
system, which allows Islamabad to exert political control. The
Kashmiri nation must be freed from both India and Pakistan.
For a united, independent Kashmir!

Among the left forces active on the ground, supporters of the
Revolutionary Communist International argue that the JAAC
should take power. This is a recipe for defeat. Without a doubt,
the JAAC has mass support and the protests have escalated in
the face of state repression. But Azad Kashmir represents under
2% of Pakistan’s population, and the military regime rules the
country with an iron hand. Islamabad has dispatched thousands-
strong federal armed forces to the area, which is already heavily
militarised around the Line of Control, the border with India.
The federal government has previously shut down internet
access and closed the region’s main roads, isolating it from the
rest of the country. A direct attempt to seize power in these
conditions can only lead to a catastrophic defeat.

The need of the hour is for mass mobilisations across
the country, linking the struggle in Azad Kashmir with the
broadest possible mobilisation of Pakistan’s working masses
to undermine the power of the army from within and bring
down the hated regime. Only then can there be any talk of
the masses seizing power. B

to think that the British imperialist establishment will let go of
Scotland—where Britain’s entire nuclear arsenal is located—
without serious struggle. Britain’s Trident missiles, which are
submarine-based and cannot easily be relocated to England, are
key to Britain’s alliance with the US and NATO. Britain will
not jeopardise its dependence on the American empire unless
it is forced to do so. In other words, it will take a revolutionary
struggle by the working class, in opposition to the SNP as well
as Labour and the trade union bureaucracy, to achieve Scottish
independence. For us, the task is to advocate for independence
as part of a programme that links the Scottish struggle against
national oppression with the class struggle to overthrow the
British establishment. Such a perspective would be the basis
for revitalising the left and the workers movement in Scotland. B



Pro-independence march in Glasgow, May 2024.

The Spartacist League/Britain’s 11 July National Confer-
ence adopted the position for Scottish independence and a
Scottish workers republic. We reprint below a document by
Eibhlin McColgan, edited for publication, which motivated
this line change.

ES ES E3

In “The Right of Nations to Self-Determination” (1914),
Lenin wrote:

“The categorical requirement of Marxist theory in investigating

any social question is that it be examined within definite histori-

cal limits, and, if it refers to a particular country... that account

be taken of the specific features distinguishing that country from

others in the same historical epoch.”

I will examine the Scottish national question across three
historical periods—the era of the British Empire, its decline in
the post-World War II period, and the recently concluded liberal
post-Soviet era. My aim is to motivate why we should adopt the
call for Scottish independence as part of our programme for a
Scottish workers republic. This differs from the historic posi-
tion of the SL/B, which called for Scotland’s self-determination
and opposed UK chauvinism, but didn’t advocate independence.

Why change our line?

For some time, many of us in the SL/B have thought we should
support independence. But we were unclear about the criteria for
shifting our line. This became clearer recently when a Scottish
sympathiser pointed out that, to gain a hearing among the work-
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ing class in Scotland, you must call for independence. Calling
for self-determination doesn’t cut it; it makes our opposition to
the Westminster establishment seem hollow and unconvincing.
In the 2014 independence referendum, the British establish-
ment and global finance capital were firmly against independ-
ence, while working-class communities, particularly in Glasgow,
overwhelmingly supported it. This strength of feeling among
the working class for independence is the decisive factor behind
our change of line. We may lament the passing of the era when
the working class of England, Scotland and Wales waged their
struggles as one class, united across national lines. But imperial-
ist decline has ravaged Scotland, destroying entire industries and
communities. As a result, the need to break with London has
become central to working-class resistance, and thus the Scot-
tish working class overwhelmingly supports independence. It is
reactionary for communists to oppose this sentiment. Rather,
our task is to harness the desire for independence to advance
the working class’s struggle to overthrow their capitalist exploit-
ers. In opposition to the nationalists, we should put forward a
pro-socialist, pro-independence perspective as the foundation for

regrouping the left and the nationalist movement in Scotland.
To approach the Scottish question in a Marxist framework,
we must situate it in its historical context. In 1978, a founding
document of the SL/B stated that, in Scotland, “we are for the
right of self-determination, but call on the Scottish people to
exercise that right by choosing to stay in the same state as the
other peoples of Britain” (Spartacist Britain no 1, April 1978).
continued on page 29
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