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Editorial

End the US-Israeli bombing! For a secular 
republic in Iran, for workers’ power! 
Two weeks into the US-Israeli war 

against Iran, on the evening of Sat-
urday 14 March, hundreds of anti-war 
protesters took to the streets in Tel Aviv, 
Jerusalem and Haifa.

Explaining their opposition to the 
war the organisers said, “Thousands 
of deaths in Iran, hundreds of deaths in 
Lebanon, dozens of deaths and injuries 
in Israel, long nights filled with alarms, 
murderous violence by settlers and the 
army in the West Bank and incessant 
bombings in Gaza. For the right-wing 
government this state of perpetual war 
is a blessing. But we refuse to remain 
silent.

“We must stop the war in Iran and 
Lebanon, get out of Lebanon, and put an 
end to the imperialist aggression that 
talks about security and freedom while 
it sets the entire Middle East ablaze.”

In the US Donald Trump has a net 
approval rating of -17% (Economist, 15 
March), and the Iran war is unpopular. 
CNN reports, “5 of 7 high-quality poll-
sters show that Americans oppose the 
war by double digits… Americans don’t 
seem to see the point.” CNN’s own poll 
showed Americans think the US war will 
make Iran more of a threat to the US, by 
54%-28%.

The polling (and the lack of big pro-
tests) also shows that the depth and 
strength of feeling about the Iran cam-
paign is, so far at least, shallow. Amer-
icans seem much more bothered about 
inflation and threats to their standard of 
living. However inflation is now bound 
up with the Iran war.

Petrol prices are surging following 
Iranian attacks on ships in the Persian 
Gulf and its attempts to mine the narrow 
Strait of Hormuz, through which 20% of 
the world’s oil is shipped. The average 
price of a gallon of petrol in the US was 
$3.80 on 8 March. The cost has jumped 
by 27 cents in the last week, creating 
a political problem for Trump with the 
mid-term elections in November.

US polls currently give the Democrats 
have a 69%-31% chance of winning a 
majority in the House of Representa-
tives.

Very few ships are now passing 
through the Strait of Hormuz, despite 
the US offering $20bn towards insur-
ance costs. Trump has called for mil-
itary support from the UK and other 
states to help keep the Persian Gulf safe 
and open to shipping.

Presumably the irony of Trump’s ap-
peal is not lost on Keir Starmer who was 
denounced by Trump for keeping the UK 
out of the fighting, and, on 8 March, told 
not to try to enter the war after “we’ve 
already won.”

However, the war has clearly not been 

“won”, whatever that means.
We should be glad of the la-

bour-movement pressure that has 
made Starmer refuse to join the bomb-
ing campaign. The UK should not now 
send ships to the Gulf or take other 
actions under pressure from Trump 
which would likely quickly embroil the 
UK in the fighting.

However if oil and gas products con-
tinue to be unable to pass through the 
Gulf for weeks or perhaps months, in-
flation will spike across the world as 
will political instability. China and India 
will be hit hard and Trump might even 
be able to leverage the US’s relative 
energy security against China which 
has been buying Iran’s US-sanctioned 
oil at discount rates on a black market. 

The state that is gaining from the 
war, unfortunately, is Putin’s Russia. 
Trump has temporarily lifted sanc-
tions imposed on Russian oil exports 
for its brutal war of conquest against 
Ukraine, in an attempt to ease the un-
folding oil and gas crisis. This is not 
just a financial boost to Putin but a po-
litical opening. Putin has a reason to 
help Iran.

It seems that Trump, full of imperial 
hubris and ego, had not seriously con-
sidered the possibility of Iran closing the 
waterway to shipping, and what could 
then be done to deal with that event. 
Trump is a clown, albeit a dangerous, 
well-armed clown, who continues to 
bomb and is moving 5,000 additional 
marines to the area.

Destroyed
The US war is vastly expensive. Appar-
ently the US military is burning through 
$1bn of munitions each day, claiming 
to have destroyed 5,000 targets. 13 US 
soldiers have died and 140 are injured 
as a result of the war.

In response Iran has attacked 27 
bases run by US troops, across the 
Middle East, according to Iran’s Islamic 
Guards (IRGC) aiming to spread the 
consequences of the war to pressure 
the US to back off. Air routes through 
the Gulf and tourism in the area have 
been badly impacted.

The UN estimates that 3.2mn Iranians 
are now displaced and a minimum of 
1,500 have been killed, including scores 
of children in a school in Minab. A large 
amount of Iranian infrastructure has 
been destroyed; schools, hospitals and 
public buildings have been damaged.

In Lebanon 800,000 have fled their 
homes following Israeli warnings of air 
attacks and 800 have been killed. 19 
people have been killed as a result of 
Iranian attacks in the Gulf states as well 
as 15 killed in Israel and 3,200 injured.

The US and Israel are focused on re-
gime targets rather than blanket terror, 
but they do not care much about Iranian 
civilian deaths. Their carelessness with 
Iranian lives extends to periodic calls for 
the Iranian people to rise up and depose 
their leaders, which will not happen dur-
ing their bombing campaign. The many 
Iranians that came out onto the streets 
to celebrate following the killing of Ali 
Khamenei on 28 February seem to be 
driven into hiding. The Israeli bombing 
of Tehran is described as “terrifying… all 
we aim to do now is survive,” by resi-
dents. 

This enormous human misery is part 
of the case against this war. 

The other element of the case to op-
pose this war is political. Trump and 
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netan-
yahu are not going to make life better 
for Iranians and others in the Middle 
East. They appear unlikely to topple the 
clerical-fascist Iranian state. Trump in-
dicates that he would prefer something 
like Venezuela — transferring power to a 
faction in the regime which will cooper-
ate with the US. That looks improbable. 
In the worst case the results of this war 
will be catastrophic.

The Iranian regime is vastly unpopu-
lar at home and the majority of Iranians 
actively hate the regime. The Iranian 
rulers are incompetent and vastly cor-
rupt, mismanaging water and electricity 
supplies and allowing enormous eco-
logical damage to take place, as well 
as interfering with personal freedoms 
and beating-down dissent. When the 
recent pro-democracy movement was 
repressed on 8-10 January, perhaps 

20,000, mostly young people, 
were killed, murdered by the 
state.

However, the Iranian regime 
is run by people who came to 
power through a revolution, 
in 1978-9. That revolution 
deposed a monarchy-dicta-
torship, but was also directed 
against the working class, 
women and Iran’s minori-
ties. The Iranian state is well-
guarded by the IRGC, which 
is an economic power inside 
the country as well as a disci-
plined, ideologically-motivated 
armed force. 

The Iranian ruling elite have 
a set of firmly-held ideas that, 
as a group, they are willing 
to fight and die for. They will 
not be easily deposed. While 
Ali Khamenei is dead, he was 
replaced by his son, Mojtaba, 
who is a hard-liner closely af-
filiated with the IRGC.

Mojtaba Khamenei appears to have 
been injured during the air raids that 
killed his father (and other members of 
his family, including his wife). Perhaps 
he is even dead. Nevertheless, the re-
gime is not yet fragmenting, and may 
well survive in the short term.

Unlike Workers’ Liberty, Trump has 
little interest in democracy in Iran. He 
allegedly expected to come to an agree-
ment with people immediately beneath 
Ali Khamenei in the Iranian hierarchy. 
Whether that was realistic is moot. 
Trump himself says that those whom 
the US thought might negotiate were 
killed alongside Khamenei.

If the regime breaks up, or loses con-
trol in large areas of the country, that 
might cause a country-wide collapse 
leading to chaos, vast numbers of 
deaths, and warlords and militias taking 
power locally.

Such an outcome would lead to an 
enormous refugee crisis.

Workers’ Liberty advocates for the 
Iranian working class, oppressed mi-
norities and women who suffer from the 
state-orchestrated misogyny. We know 
that the only force capable of rebuilding 
Iran in a rational, democratic way is the 
working class.

The once-powerful Iranian left par-
ties were destroyed in the 1980s by the 
clerical terror. The labour movement or-
ganisations in Iran exist in semi-clan-
destine form, beleaguered and battered. 
Nevertheless, the future depends on 
them.

Solidarity with the Iranian workers!
For a secular republic and a workers’ 

government! □
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Iran

Building a third choice
From the “Khuzestan Vanguard Socialist 
Workers’ Cell”

It is absolutely clear that this war was 
started by American capitalists and 

politicians and the Islamic Republic, but 
we, the workers and the hardworking 
people, are paying the price. As always, 
we are the ones caught between the 
blades of a pair of scissors. On the one 
hand, America and Israel are bombing 
us, and on the other, the Pasdaran and 
Basij are massacring us at work and our 
children in the streets.

You are undoubtedly all aware that the 
oil regions of Jask and Tehran were at-
tacked by American and Israeli planes. 
Two days ago, several night shift work-
ers at the flour and starch production 
factory in the Hyderabad Soldoz in-

dustrial park were killed. Factories, oil 
depots, power generation centres, air-
ports, roads, refineries, and even the 
homes of ordinary people are not safe 
from these damned people’s bombings. 
If we look around us, we see that all the 
infrastructure is being destroyed.

However, in a situation where Ameri-
can and Israeli fighter jets are bombing 
our homes and lives from such a low al-
titude, these people have set up check-
points on every alley and street corner, 
and have pointed the barrels of their 
heavy machine guns at ordinary people 
in the alleys and markets so that they 
don’t do anything.

The experience of these forty-seven 
years, and especially these ten or twelve 
days of war, has shown that neither the 
internal government will respond to our 

cries nor will foreign intervention pro-
vide any relief. As long as we don’t have 
our own independent organisation and 
as long as we don’t take action our-
selves, even if this government departs 
and a new government with a new sta-
tus comes to power, nothing will change 
for us.

Just as the capitalists and employers 
have parties and organisations to pro-
tect their interests, we too must have 
our own clandestine cells and vanguard 
party. We must prepare ourselves in this 
chaotic situation in every way.

Our stronghold is our own organisa-
tion. We must start building our own 
cells and form our own leadership com-
mand centre!

Our strongholds are our factories 
and workplaces. Our goal is workers’ 

liberation and the coming to power 
of the working class and a workers’ 
government, and these goals can’t be 
achieved by themselves. We must work 
to achieve them, rely on ourselves, and 
continue our activities inside the work-
place.

We must not always be forced to 
choose between two bad choices: in-
ternal repression, and, worse, foreign 
interference. There is always a third 
choice, a third force made up of all of 
us along with the rest of the oppressed 
and hardworking layers of the country. 
Experience has shown that only such a 
force can lead society towards freedom, 
equality and economic and political in-
dependence. □
• 12 March 2026. bit.ly/kh-vwc

The death of 
Ali Khamenei
From WCPIH(OL)

The Islamic Republic confirmed 
the news of the killing of Ali 

Khamenei and a number of its mil-
itary commanders and officials fol-
lowing the US-Israeli military attack 
on Iran on the morning of Saturday, 
28 February...

More than 90 million people in Iran 
have now lost the opportunity to put 
the leader of the Islamic Republic 
and his associates on trial in a public 
hearing for crimes against humanity. 
The people’s joy in Iran over the kill-
ing of Khamenei and other regime 
leaders is the most natural and right-
ful reaction. However, their killing by 
a handful of gangsters, murderers, 
and war criminals is not a victory for 
the people of Iran over the Islamic 
Republic.

Portray
Those who portray the killing of 
Khamenei and his associates as 
evidence that the butchers of Gaza 
are defending the freedom-seeking 
people of Iran, and who portray con-
tinued bombing and war as the path 
to the liberation of the Iranian people, 
are accomplices in the crimes of the 
killers of people in Iran, Iraq, Syria, 
Afghanistan, and Palestine and are 
the counterparts of the criminal rul-
ers in Iran. □
• Worker-communist Party of Iran 
Hekmatist (Official Line), bit.ly/
wcpihol

Neither bombs nor authoritarian rule!
From IASWI

The International Alliance 
in Support of Workers in 

Iran (IASWI) condemns in 
the strongest terms the war 
launched on February 28, 
2026 by the governments of 
the United States and Israel 
against the territory of Iran.

While claiming to support 
freedom in Iran, the Trump 
and Netanyahu governments 
have consistently sabotaged 
and endangered grassroots 
protests and independent 
social movements, imposed 
devastating economic sanc-
tions, and promoted figures 
such as Reza Pahlavi, who 
has openly endorsed this 
war.

Reza Pahlavi, the son of 
the deposed Shah of Iran, 
has issued statements say-
ing: “My heart aches for the 
three American heroes killed 
and the five wounded by the 
regime. The Iranian peo-
ple are forever in their debt. 

To their grieving families: 
please accept our immense 
love, deepest condolences, 
and eternal gratitude.” He 
has also shamefully said: 
“Iranians are grateful to 
Donald Trump for targeting 
the oppressive regime and 
providing an opportunity for 
freedom. Now is the time for 
strong and steady leadership 
to bring this historic opportu-
nity to fruition.” Meanwhile, 
he has remained silent about 
the massacre of schoolchil-
dren and other civilians.

This destructive war is not 
about liberating the Iranian 
people. On the contrary, it 
distorts, undermines, and de-
stroys the very struggles for 
freedom, equality, workers’ 
rights, and social and eco-
nomic justice in Iran.

The working class of 
Iran has been clear: nei-
ther bombs, nor economic 
sanctions, nor authoritarian 
rule will deliver equality and 
freedom. The path to libera-

tion lies in the independent 
collective power of workers, 
women, students, and op-
pressed communities them-
selves.

We urge labour and social-
ist movements worldwide to 
continue supporting the Ira-
nian working class in their or-
ganising efforts against the 
capitalist and repressive pol-
icies of the Islamic Republic, 
which has imprisoned labour 
activists, crushed independ-
ent unions, massacred pro-
testers, executed political 
prisoners, and imposed neo-
liberal and corrupt economic 
policies that have devastated 
working people.

We call on all workers, 
justice-seeking, and free-
dom-loving organizations 
and individuals to urgently 
demand:

Immediate and uncondi-
tional ceasefire.

A halt to all US and Israeli 
bombing and military oper-
ations, as well as retaliatory 

responses by Iranian military 
forces.

Protection of civilians and 
full humanitarian access, 
including the immediate re-
lease of political prisoners 
whose lives are at grave risk.

We further urge workers, 
trade unions, socialists and 
progressive anti-war organ-
isations, and activists in-
ternationally to center the 
grassroots voices and de-
mands inside Iran by:

Strengthening international 
solidarity against militarism, 
imperialism, capitalism, au-
thoritarianism, and repres-
sion.

Supporting the Iranian peo-
ple’s struggles for freedom, 
equality, and self-determina-
tion without any interference 
from foreign governments. □

• IASWI is an Iranian ex-
ile-leftist group, mainly in 
Canada. bit.ly/iaswi-s

Back anti-war people in Israel
By Dan Katz

In Israel, an opinion poll conducted im-
mediately after the bombing campaign 

began and after the report of the killing 
of Iran’s leader, Ali Khamenei, showed a 
very large majority of Israelis support-
ing the war.

That support has reduced somewhat, 
but amongst Israeli Jews support re-
mains high: those “strongly support-
ing war” is 68%. Amongst Palestinian 

Israelis the majority that “oppose the 
operation” has increased to 66% (Israel 
Democracy Institute, 15 March).

Clearly it is important to back the Is-
raeli opposition, groups like Standing 
Together, who can impact on events. 
They have our solidarity.

It is also important to understand why 
the war has support inside Israel. The 
Israeli people know that Iran has advo-
cated the destruction of Israel, has at-
tempted to build nuclear weapons, has 

armed and funded proxy forces which 
have regularly attacked Israel with mis-
siles. The long-term threat from Iran is 
real, not manufactured.

Our answer is not that there is no 
threat, but that we want the theocratic 
regime overthrown by the Iranian work-
ing class, who can forge relations of 
mutual respect and peace with all the 
peoples in the region. □
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Labour Women United
By Colin Foster

Labour Women United has 
declared three candidates 

for the six Constituency Labour 
Party places on the National 
Women’s Committee to be 
elected at Labour conference 
on 27-30 September 2026. 
Nominations have to be in by 
26 June.

Their two main planks are “a 
standalone, democratic, an-
nual Women’s Conference”, the 
chief demand of the women’s 
conference left for years now, 

and “full inclusion of our trans 
sisters in our party”.

2026 conference will be a 
one-day event tacked on to 
the general Labour conference, 
and, by decision of the National 
Executive in December 2025, 
will exclude trans women from 
the conference hall and from 
voting.

The Labour leadership says 
the exclusion is forced on them 
by the April 2025 Supreme 
Court decision. But in fact the 
EHRC has withdraw its initial 
“interim” interpretation of that 

decision, and new guidance 
is awaiting finalisation from 
the government, i.e. from the 
same Labour leadership. The 
government can also change 
the law where it is unclear.

All the unions refused to 
support the exclusion deci-
sion, and Unison (notorious 
for its legal department’s 
propensity to ban things on 
grounds of “legal jeopardy”) 
ran its women’s conference 
inclusively on 10-11 February. 
In the USA, unions make a big 
deal of having trans-inclusive 

women’s conferences, and not 
even Trump has suggested 
stopping them.

Labour Women’s Declaration, 

opposed to trans inclusion, 
has declared two candi-
dates. (They don’t back the 
standalone conference de-
mand). Labour Women Lead-
ing, linked to the Campaign 
for Labour Party Democracy, 
has not declared yet, and has 
not spoken against the ex-
clusion decision.

The Labour Women United 
candidates are more of the 

NGO-y soft left than of the 
class-struggle left, but they 
deserve support. □

Unite should campaign, not cut affiliation
By Ann Field

On 11 March the Unite the Union is-
sued a statement announcing that 

it was cutting its affiliation fees to the 
Labour Party by 40%, amounting to 
£580,000. This was the first that Unite 
members heard of the decision.

The statement did not say which body 
of the union had taken that decision. 
Presumably, it was the national Execu-
tive Council (EC). The EC meets quar-
terly, with one of its meetings falling in 
March, and is empowered to determine 
the level of affiliation fees.

Unite members looking for confirma-
tion of this from EC minutes will have a 
long wait. The Unite website has pub-
lished no minutes of EC meetings since 
March 2023.

According to the statement, the de-
cision to cut affiliation fees had been 
taken because of “the anger of Unite 
members” at the “dithering” and “in-
competent behaviour” of Labour-con-
trolled Birmingham City Council in 
failing to reach an agreement with the 
union to end the now one-year-long 
strike by the city’s bin workers.

The statement also criticised the La-
bour government’s policies at a national 
level, describing them as:

“A failed economic strategy that has 
left our industrial base fighting for its 
life. Oil and gas workers facing decima-
tion, buy-British defence promises bro-
ken, the public sector undervalued and 
the elderly and disabled under attack.”

Labour responded with a bland state-
ment:

“The Labour Party is proud to be 
funded by our dedicated party mem-
bers, affiliated supporters, trade union 
members and party donors. The Labour 
government is delivering the biggest 
upgrade to workers’ rights in a gener-
ation to address low pay, insecure work 
and poor working conditions, which will 
benefit 15 million workers across the 
country.”

Mainstream, the recently formed 
soft-left grouping in the Labour Party, 
responded to the announced cut by crit-

icising the Starmer leadership:
“Unite’s decision should set alarm 

bells ringing across our party. It reflects 
a growing anger across the labour 
movement that we are drifting away 
from the workers, communities and 
values that made us. Today’s rupture is 
the direct result of a leadership that has 
too often taken its own movement for 
granted.”

Compass, cross-party but La-
bour-leaning, took a similar line:

“This is what the legacy of this hy-
per-factional project at the top of the 
Labour Party will be: membership gut-
ted, voters going to the Greens and un-
ions wanting nothing to do with them. 
It is the latest in a series of existential 
death indicators for Labour. Unless a 
significant change in direction is taken, 
this ship will have sunk itself.”

Mainstream and Compass are right 
to blame the Starmer leadership. But 
they are wrong to fail to criticise the cut 
itself, or the accompanying statement. 
Presumably the reason is diplomacy: 
they want to keep in with Graham.

Cutting
The “logic” behind cutting Unite’s affili-
ation fee is rooted a transactional view 
of trade union affiliations to the Labour 
Party: We pay you money, and in ex-
change we expect...

It ignores completely, and cuts against 
mobilising, the potential influence which 
unions can exert on Labour Party policy, 
through delegations to national and re-
gional Labour Party conferences, seats 
in the Party’s NEC and National Policy 
Forum, delegations to local CLPs, etc.

Ironically, this transactional view of 
the Labour-union link is identical to the 
approach of (sections of) wealthy busi-
ness people to the Labour Party: I do-
nate money, and in exchange I expect...

Unite has every reason to be angry 
about the Birmingham bins dispute. But 
how can cutting Unite’s affiliation fee 
bounce local councillors — or force the 
Labour Party at national level to bounce 
local councillors — into doing better?

There is no shortage of issues for 
which Starmer’s government should 
be denounced and challenged. But the 
Unite statement’s criticisms are off-
beam.

There is no mention of major issues 
such as the government’s attacks on 
the right to trial by jury; its attacks on 
migrant and refugee rights, delays and 
loopholes in the Employment Rights Act 
(which can still be shortened or reduced 
by union pressure); or the need for an 
“Employment Rights Act Mark Two” to 
fill the many gaps.

Some of the statement’s criticisms 
come from the right, not the left: Labour 
is failing to create British jobs for British 
workers (“broken buy-British defence 
promises”) and is supposedly too ener-
getic in pursuing net zero (“oil and gas 
workers facing decimation”).

Another Unite statement, issued 
two days later, was even worse: “Unite 
is calling on the government to stop 
blocking oil and gas production in the 
North Sea, and to give the immediate 
go-ahead to the development of Rose-
bank and Jackdaw. The government’s 
position on oil and gas is putting jobs 
and national security at risk. Blocking 
oil and gas production in the North Sea, 
especially now [because of the Iran war] 
is simply an act of monumental political 
self-harm.”

The statement describes the public 
sector as “undervalued”. But it does not 
advocate a wealth tax to boost public 
sector spending — despite this being 
Labour Party policy, based on a com-
posite motion moved by Unite General 
Secretary Sharon Graham herself at last 
year’s Party conference.

The statement criticises the gov-
ernment for “attacking the elderly and 
disabled.” But it makes no mention of 
the extent to which the government has 
been pushed back: restoration of the 
Winter Fuel Allowance, (eventual) repeal 
of the two-child benefit cap, and aban-
donment of many of the proposed disa-
bled benefit cuts. Let alone what unions 
can do to win further pushbacks.

The government has not (partially) 
backed down on attacks on pensioners 
and the disabled, improved (within lim-
its) workers’ rights, and stayed out of 
the Iran war (at least to date) because 
Starmer has suddenly revealed himself 
to be a secret socialist. Nor has it done 
so because the Labour Party has re-
ceived a lot of money from Unite.

It has done so because Labour Party 
activists and activists in affiliated trade 
unions have organised and campaigned 
(sometimes with a strong wind in their 
sails from public opinion, sometimes 
not). Graham has been conspicuously 
absent from the campaigning, other 
than on the Winter Fuel Allowance. 
Grandstanding is not the same as cam-
paigning.

The “Restore Labour Democracy 
Campaign”, launched in mid-February 
and backed by 27 Labour MPs, five La-
bour Party campaigns, and five trade 
union General Secretaries, may or may 
not “take off”. But the union general 
secretaries could make it “take off”. 
Ironically, Graham gave her signature to 
that campaign at pretty much the same 
time as she decided to to cut Unite’s 
actual capacity to restore and use that 
democracy.

We need more campaigning and less 
grandstanding. We need a clear set of 
political demands as a focus for cam-
paigning, not a Mr. Potato Head myopic 
mixture of right-wing and left-wing 
populism. And, above all, we need polit-
ical trade unionism, not Graham’s pseu-
do-syndicalism. □

60 pages. £5
(inc. postage).

 Order 
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Co-resistance can create hope
By Standing Together

War with Iran is [continuing], 
and entire communities 

in Israel are being abandoned 
by our extremist government 
— some have no shelter while 
others have no food or essen-
tial supplies. Here are some 
things we’re doing to make 

sure no one is left behind.
We’re crowdfunding to install 

mobile shelters in unprotected 
Bedouin-Palestinian villages in 
southern Israel. Tens of thou-
sands of people who live in 
these communities have been 
abandoned by the Israeli gov-
ernment, which they pay taxes 
to. We’re stepping in to make 

sure no-one is left behind.
Our Solidarity Guard activists 

are still in the West Bank, pro-
viding protective presence to 
Palestinians under the threat of 
state-backed settler violence. 
They’re sharing the risk with 
local families, because the kill-
ings, assaults, and attempts to 
drive people off their land hav-

en’t stopped during the war.
We’re cleaning bomb shel-

ters and making sure our 
neighbours have a safe place 
to go when sirens sound. Many 
shelters are filled with junk, 
dirt, or are being used as stor-
age sites. We’re continuing to 
help clean them up so they can 
actually be used when they’re 

needed most.
We’re organising a food drive 

for asylum seekers and refu-
gees in collaboration with Aid 
Organisation for Refugees and 
Asylum Seekers in Israel. In 
times of crisis, these commu-
nities are amongst the first to 
be forgotten and the last to 
receive help. Some don’t have 
enough food, infant formula, 
diapers, or other basic sup-
plies.

We’re continuing our resil-
ience campaign to organise 
against the violent crime ep-
idemic in Palestinian towns 
in Israel. Already this year, 66 
Palestinian citizens have been 
victims of violent crime. We’re 
continuing our community 
work and holding Zoom con-
versations with bereaved fam-
ilies to organise and demand 
government action.

Our alternative media plat-
form, Rosa Media, launched 
a news channel on Telegram 
to share verified information 
about the war. In times of cri-
sis, disinformation spreads 
quickly. Rosa Media aims to 
share accurate updates about 
what’s happening across Isra-
el-Palestine and beyond. □
• First published on Instagram

Israel-Palestine

Netanyahu hits Lebanon, West Bank, Gaza
By Ira Berkovic

Since 2 March, renewed Israeli bomb-
ing in Lebanon has killed over 750 

people, including 100 children. Around 
one million people are displaced. Some 
towns, such as Al-Nimiriya, have been 
entirely emptied of inhabitants. Resi-
dents of areas targeted say the bomb-
ing is more intense than the 2023-4 war, 
with fewer advance warnings.

The latest round of war began when 
Hezbollah, the Shi’a Islamist paramilitary 
party allied to Iran, launched rockets at 
Israel. Israel’s far-right government sees 
a new war with Hezbollah as an oppor-
tunity to destroy it entirely, and bolster 
Israeli power in the region. Some minis-
ters, such as Itamar Ben Gvir and Bez-
alel Smotrich, want Israel to push deeper 
into Lebanon, occupying more territory, 
as part of a plan for a “Greater Israel”.

Israeli leaders say they want the Leb-
anese government to disarm Hezbollah. 
The fragile Lebanese state also sees 
Hezbollah, a well-armed paramilitary 
force backed by a regional power, as a 
threat to its own power and stability. But 

the devastation to civilian life caused by 
Israeli bombing, and the humanitarian 
crises caused by mass displacement, 
hinder the Lebanese government’s abil-
ity to stabilise, and will likely galvanise 
Hezbollah’s popular base.

Terror attacks by armed settlers in 
the Israeli-occupied West Bank also 
continue. Settlers tortured a Palestinian 
man in front of his family in the Jordan 
Valley, demanding they leave the area. 
Sawar Salem Al-Hathaleen, a five-year-
old child, was injured after being run 
over by a settler’s care.

Intervened
Military security forces intervened, not 
to arrest the attacker, but to arrest peace 
activists supporting families in the area. 
In the village of Qusra, settlers con-
ducted armed raids, murdering 28-year-
old Ameer Motasem Odeh.

Settler terror at this scale would be 
impossible without state backing. Occu-
pation forces either actively abet armed 
settlers, or stand back to give them a 
free rein. In Tubas, Israeli soldiers killed 
four members of the same family. Ali 

Khaled Sayel Bani Odeh and Waad Oth-
man Aql Bani Odeh, and two children, 
Mohammad Ali Khaled Bani Odeh, Oth-
man Ali Khaled Bani Odeh, were killed 
when troops opened fire on their car.

Inside Israel, charges against guards 
in the Sde Teiman military prison have 
been dropped. Leaked CCTV footage ap-
peared to show the men sexually tortur-
ing Palestinian detainees, but the case 
has been dropped on a legal technicality 
which argues the leaking of the footage 
compromises the trial. Welcoming the 
dropping of the charges, Benjamin Ne-
tanyahu said, “Israel should be hunting 
down its enemies, not its heroic warri-
ors.”

In Gaza, 39 people have been killed 
since the latest war with Iran. The left-
wing binational (Palestinian-Jewish) 
social movement Standing Together 
writes: “Since the so-called ceasefire 
came into effect, 650 Palestinians have 
been killed and 1,732 injured. At the 
same time, the Israeli government has 
halted the entry of the agreed quantities 
of food, humanitarian aid, medical sup-
plies, and basic shelter materials like 

tents and mobile homes. Living condi-
tions in Gaza are deteriorating rapidly 
while Palestinians remain trapped with 
nowhere safe to go.” □

We must resist this war
By Alon-Lee Green

I’m writing to you between 
air raid sirens — sirens that 

have continued each day of 
this war, which is nearing its 
third week. As we shelter from 
missiles multiple times a day 
with no idea when the uncer-
tainty will end, we need to ask 
who this war serves.

When Netanyahu tells us 
that this was inevitable, we 
should remember that he said 
the same thing during the last 
war with Iran in June. And 
when that war was over, he 
called it a “historic victory that 
will stand for generations.” 
Yet here we are once again, in 
another round of bloodshed, 
waged by Trump and Netan-
yahu, only eight months later. 

I don’t trust that Netanyahu 
cares about the interests of 
ordinary people — not Israelis, 
Palestinians, or Iranians. And 
I don’t trust that Netanyahu is 
telling us the truth about this 
war. In the end it is the people, 
across the Middle East, who 
pay the price for the decisions 
of extremists in power.

Freedom
The people of Iran deserve 
freedom from the oppression 
and tyranny of the current 
regime, which they’ve fought 
so hard against for decades. 
But when water desalina-
tion plants, power plants, and 
residential neighbourhoods 
are bombed and destroyed it 
harms ordinary people most. 
Iranians deserve to live in a 

democracy and without re-
pression — they also deserve 
to live without fear of being 
killed in an airstrike.

We must not accept war as 
the only answer or the de-
fault option. Especially when 
it comes from politicians who 
have shown time and time 
again that they do not care 
about their own people and 
basic human rights. This sit-
uation is not normal, and all of 
us across the region deserve 
better. We must resist this re-
ality and fight for a future of 
life, for all of us [...]

Our shelter campaign is 
continuing in full force. [Re-
cently] we were able to install 
several mobile shelters in the 
Negev and help unrecognised 

Bedouin-Palestinian commu-
nities who until now had no-
where to run from missiles. 
In the last war with Iran we 
installed 20 shelters, and this 
time around we’re continu-
ing to bring more protection 
to vulnerable communities. 
This campaign couldn’t have 
happened without thousands 
of donors who have already 
given — but the work isn’t 
over, and several unrecog-
nized communities are still in 
need. Help us keep providing 
life-saving shelter. □

• Alon-Lee Green is national 
co-director of Standing 
Together. This is republished 
from the website of UK Friends 
of Standing Together

Pic: Standing Together/X
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Antidoto

Spy scares displace the real horror
By Jim Denham

Anyone writing about the Epstein 
files needs to bear in mind the 

words of Marina Hyde, writing recently 
in the Guardian: “all the bits of the fall-
out we’re focusing on now are a mass 
displacement activity, driven subcon-
sciously or consciously by men so we 
don’t have to reckon with the fact that 
we now have searchable records of the 
way some of the most powerful guys in 
the world, who have huge sway over our 
lives, talk and think about women. And 
about girls”.

But for John Green, author of the 
Morning Star’s only substantial piece 
on the scandal (8 March) “while the 
abuse of young girls is horrendous, that 
is merely the back story to the whole 
saga.” Much more important for Mr 
Green is speculation about Epstein’s 
links to intelligence agencies — and one 
agency in particular.

Evidence
There is certainly evidence to suggest 
the abuser’s network of powerful polit-
ical figures and business leaders also 
brought him into contact with various 
international intelligence and security 
entities. 

From early in his career (circa 1981), 
Epstein had interactions with the FBI. 
Officials and prosecutors involved in 

his 2008 case were told to back off be-
cause Epstein “belonged to intelligence” 
(probably the CIA) and was deemed 
“above [their] pay grade”.

John Schindler, a security expert and 
former US National Security Agency of-
ficer, has written that Epstein “was defi-
nitely a spy” but is not sure for whom, 
mentioning Russian and Israeli intelli-
gence.

The files certainly show that Epstein 
had contact with high-level Russian 
figures, some of whom had intelligence 
links. In particular, Epstein’s circle in-
cluded Sergei Belyakov, a graduate of 
Russia’s Academy of the Federal Secu-
rity Service (FSB) and a former econ-
omy minister.

Emails from 2015 show Epstein ask-
ing Belyakov to collect information on a 
Russian woman he alleged was trying 
to blackmail a prominent US business-
man. Belyakov then provided Epstein 
with a description of the woman’s back-
ground, including her “business prob-
lems”, which he speculated could be 
behind her blackmail attempts. In a fur-
ther email (sent to himself and probably 
a draft response to the woman) Epstein 
told her that he had consulted “some 
friends in the FSB” who said she would 
be “dealt with extremely harshly” if she 
continued to threaten US businessmen.

Epstein also appears to have intro-
duced Belyakov to US businessmen 

Peter Theil and Thomas Pritzker.
Other documents show that Epstein 

met with Vitaly Churkin, a former Rus-
sian diplomat and representative to 
the UN, and arranged an internship for 
Churkin’s son.

Publicist
According to journalist and researcher 
Craig Unger, Maria Bucher [nee Drak-
ova], a Russian woman who had been 
head of Nashi, Putin’s youth movement, 
worked as a publicist for Epstein when 
she moved to the US. Unger cautions 
there is no evidence that Bucher was a 
spy and concludes that Epstein himself 
was probably a Russian “asset” rather 
than a spy: “An intelligence asset is 
someone who’s a trusted contact, you 
do favours for them, they do favours 
for you … but in the end, I think he was 

serving himself” Unger told The Cube, 
Euronews’ fact-checking team.

But you’d learn none of this from John 
Green’s Morning Star piece, lengthy as it 
is. Green is only interested in one sug-
gested intelligence link: Israel’s Mos-
sad.

There is, indeed, evidence of links 
between Epstein and prominent Israeli 
figures (notably the former Israeli prime 
minister Ehud Barak) and of his involve-
ment in various business deals involv-
ing the provision of Israeli surveillance 
technology and security-related pro-
jects in Ivory Coast and Mongolia.

But there is — so far at least — no ev-
idence of a direct link between Epstein 
and Mossad (the evidence of links be-
tween him and the FSB is, if anything, 
somewhat stronger.) 

Having entirely ignored Russia and the 
FSB, Green concludes his piece with the 
kind of conspiratorial musing that — like 
much else in the MS when it comes to 
Israel — verges on antisemitism: “There 
are undoubtably very powerful forces 
both in the US and Israel determined to 
underplay these links and Epstein’s role 
on behalf of Israel. Whether we will ever 
know the whole truth is a moot point, 
but there is certainly much more to un-
earth.” □
• More on “Epstein conspiracy” tropes: 
p.16

 

Housing

The lessons and the erosion of “Red Vienna”
By Robert Bau 

Vienna is held up as an ex-
ample of best social hous-

ing practice. In this article I will 
explore that claim.

After World War One, Vienna 
faced a severe housing cri-
sis. Under Social-Democratic 
leadership, the city launched 
an ambitious programme of 
public housing known as the 
Gemeindebauten.

Between 1923 and 1934, 
the city built roughly 60,000–
65,000 municipal flats in hun-
dreds of new housing estates, 
funded through progressive 
taxes including levies on lux-
ury goods and high rents. 
These complexes often in-
cluded courtyards, kindergar-
tens, laundries, public baths 
and cultural spaces, reflecting 
a broader vision of collective 
wellbeing.

The Gemeindebauten were 
meant to embody and commu-

nicate the values of social de-
mocracy — dignity, solidarity, 
collective welfare, and a lasting 
social transformation.

The building programme 
stopped in February 1934 when 
the Austro-Fascist regime re-
moved the Social-Democratic 
city government.

Much of that housing stock 
remains in use today, though. 
So in a certain sense, Karl Seitz, 
Social Democratic mayor of 
Vienna (1923-1934), was right 
when he said of their building 
programme: “When we are no 
longer here, these stones will 
speak for us.”

World War II
After World War II, the city 
begun an intensive reconstruc-
tion programme. From 1946, 
Vienna began rebuilding its 
housing stock at scale, reach-
ing construction levels of up to 
10,000 new dwellings per year 
in the early postwar decades.

As across much of West-
ern Europe, the postwar years 
saw a broad political consen-
sus that social housing was a 
public responsibility, and many 
countries developed large mu-
nicipal or non‑profit sectors 
during this period. However, 
what ultimately set Vienna 
apart was not the immedi-
ate postwar policies, shared 
widely across Europe, but the 
long‑term continuity of these 
policies.

Where many Western Euro-
pean cities shifted toward pri-
vatisation, deregulation, and 
the shrinking of public housing 
sectors from the 1980s on-
wards, Vienna notably did not 
follow this trend. Instead, the 
city maintained a large munici-
pally owned housing stock and 
expanded a tightly regulated 
limited‑profit sector, ensuring 
that social housing continued 
to serve a broad social mix.

That said, while the city con-

tinues to provide a large stock 
of regulated and subsidised 
housing, market pressures 
have increasingly shaped both 
policy and outcomes, pushing 
the system away from its orig-
inal de‑commodified founda-
tions.

European Union
So since the early 2000s, shifts 
in national rules and EU com-
petition frameworks have 
pushed Vienna to rely more 
heavily on limited‑profit devel-
opers at the expense of direct 
municipal construction, sig-
nalling the slow erosion of the 
fully public model that defined 
Red Vienna.

These structural changes 
have contributed to emerging 
inequalities within the sys-
tem. Long‑standing tenants 
in older municipal or co‑oper-
ative stock continue to benefit 
from low, historically anchored 
rents, while newcomers — in-

cluding younger residents, 
recent migrants, and lower‑in-
come households without long 
local histories — often face 
significantly higher entry costs, 
narrower options and longer 
waiting times. Recent reports 
highlights growing pressures 
from rising land prices, long 
waiting lists and the shrinking 
share of social housing relative 
to total urban development, 
despite Vienna’s continued 
political commitment to af-
fordability.

Compared to say London, 
Vienna still does have a better 
social housing model and pro-
vision, but things are changing. 
The political fight is to resist 
these changes but also look 
to a new model, one that, yes, 
could take inspiration from Red 
Vienna, but is of the 21st cen-
tury. □
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Eye on the left

Coup at first YP CEC meeting
By Matt Cooper

The 8 March meeting of the new-
ly-elected Central Executive Com-

mittee (CEC) of Your Party bore all the 
hallmarks of a planned coup. Papers 
were not circulated until nearly 8pm the 
previous evening, although the meta-
data shows that many of them had been 
completed four days earlier. The CEC it-
self played no role in drafting these doc-
uments; the metadata suggests they 
were written by a staff member.

The Corbyn faction secured a majority 
in February on Your Party’s Central Ex-
ecutive Committee (CEC). Despite win-
ning only 38% of first-preference votes 
in the regional elections, the faction was 
able to manipulate the electoral system 
so that its slate, The Many, won 14 of 
the 24 seats on the committee, giving it 
an outright majority.

They could have used this majority 
to reach out to opponents and share 
power in order to create a united party. 
They have done no such thing. Instead, 
they used the first full meeting of the 
CEC to concentrate power in their own 
hands and ensure that everyone else, 
particularly members organised in pro-
to-branches, is thoroughly marginal-
ised.

In a rushed (online) meeting lasting 
just two hours and twenty minutes, with 
pitifully little debate or justification, the 
coup unfolded in three stages.

Concentrated Power
First, standing orders were adopted that 
shifted power away from the elected 
CEC and concentrated it in the hands of 
the officers’ group and a staff secretar-
iat. Amendments were formally allowed 
but not circulated in advance. Instead 
they were flashed briefly on screen dur-
ing the meeting and movers were given 
around 30 seconds to explain them be-
fore votes were taken, usually with per-
functory or no speeches against.

Every substantive amend-
ment aimed at strengthen-
ing democratic control was 
voted down by the Corbyn 
faction’s bloc vote. Pro-
posals that the CEC itself, 
not the chair and officers, 
should control the agenda; 
that meetings be called 
with 14 days’ notice; that 
the CEC meet weekly during 
the party’s initial formation; 
and that officers and staff 
remain accountable to the 
CEC were all rejected. The 
result was a set of rules ex-
plicitly designed to concen-
trate power in the hands of 
the officers group and the 
secretariat.

The second stage of the 
coup was the installation 
of a leadership loyal to the 
Corbyn faction.

Here the faction faced a 
constitutional obstacle. At time of the 
party’s founding conference, members 
had voted for a collective leadership, 
rejecting the creation of a single leader. 
The intention was clearly that the lead-
ership should unite the party’s main 
factions. The standing orders also state 
that the officers’ group should contain 
no MPs, and the constitution implies 
that officers should be elected by STV, 
ensuring proportional representation on 
the leadership body.

Obstacles
The tactic used by The Many to over-
come these obstacles was simple: they 
ignored them. The CEC created the po-
sition of “parliamentary leader” and 
immediately elected Corbyn to it, effec-
tively co-opting him into the leadership 
despite the constitution. The faction 
then used its majority to install an of-
ficers’ group consisting entirely of its 

own supporters. The standing orders 
give this group broad powers to run the 
party independently of, and largely un-
accountable to, the CEC.

Meanwhile, the CEC was given no say 
over the party’s full-time staff and was 
even warned against revealing their 
identities. Karie Murphy was clearly 
orchestrating the meeting, with Artin 
Giles, Alex Nunns and press officer 
Angus Satow present. It is not even 
clear how many staff there are, though 
around £23,000 per month has been al-
located for salaries. This combination 
of officers and anonymised staff will 
effectively run the party alongside the 
parliamentary leader. Typically, Corbyn 
himself did not attend a meeting with 
the messy business of solving political 
differences via brutal bureaucratic dik-
tat.

The final stage was to begin transfer-
ring practical decision-making to this 
leadership-bureaucratic bloc.

Discussion of party finances was cut 
short and referred to the officers’ group. 
Candidate endorsements were handed 
to the officers. The drafting of the par-
ty’s code of conduct was handed to the 
chair. The pattern was clear: the CEC 
power was handed over the party bu-
reaucracy.

Local Elections
One revealing discussion concerned 
candidates for the May local elections. 
A paper listed twenty-two “independ-
ent” groups that Your Party intends to 
back. The Many rejected a Grassroots 
Left amendment requiring these groups 
to have explicitly socialist principles, 
dismissing it as “purity testing”.

The same paper outlined the hoops 

that anyone else wishing 
to stand as a YP candi-
date would have to jump 
through, including vetting 
by the officers’ group and 
the payment of an unspec-
ified fee. Yet the document 
also states that candidates 
must be selected by official 
YP branches, which do not 
currently exist.

H a v i n g  a c h i e v e d 
everything her faction 
needed, the chair closed the 
meeting, leaving large parts 
of the agenda untouched. 
This included the question 
of establishing branches. 
The issue of whether the 
Scottish organisation will 
stand in the 2026 Holyrood 
elections also remains un-
resolved, since the Scottish 
body still requires permis-
sion from the central party 

to use the name.
All of this focus on democracy and 

procedure can distract from the politics 
of the two factions. There was one vote 
that passed unanimously: a statement 
condemning the US-Israeli attack on 
Iran. The statement rightly denounces 
the attack but says nothing about the 
Iranian theocracy’s repression that left 
thousands, if not tens of thousands, 
dead only weeks ago. Nor does it men-
tion Iran’s support for reactionary mili-
tias such as Hamas and Hezbollah or its 
long-standing backing for Assad’s mur-
derous regime in Syria. Despite their bit-
ter internal conflict, the majority in both 
factions remain united around the same 
narrow version of “anti-imperialism”: 
one that condemns US aggression but 
choses to not to consider that Iranian 
workers might have enemies closer to 
home than Trump and Netanyahu.

There is still some fight inside Your 
Party for democracy and accountabil-
ity. We should support that struggle as 
long as it continues. But we should also 
recognise that the dominant political 
ideas shaping both sides of the dispute, 
ideas cut largely from the same cloth, 
are something that must be challenged 
as well. □

Activist Agenda

Meetings
Thu 19 Mar: The History of the German 
Revolution. Bristol AWL. Afghan Tasty 
Corner, 1 Oxford Pl, Easton BS5 0NR

Template motions
Texts: to adapt for union branches and 
Labour Parties: bit.ly/mo-pe

Campaigns
See workersliberty.org/agenda.

Socialist-feminist book clubs
workersliberty.org/sf-book-clubs
19 Apr: Of Women Born. London: 2pm, 

Effra Social, 89 Effra Rd SW2 1DF

At work or on campus
We organise: among health and local 
government, school and education 
workers, on the railway and London 
Underground, in the civil service, on 
uni campuses, and more. See work-
ersliberty.org/work-unions, Insta @
workerslibertystudents, and email 
awl@workersliberty.org for more. □

Scan the QR code 
to see our events & 
meetings page.

For socialists 
to understand 
and confront left 
antisemitism 
from primitive or 
Stalinist roots 
to the “anti-
imperialism 
of fools”. 265 
pages, £9.99 □
bit.ly/shop-wl
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Environment

Anthropocene and Capitalocene
By Stuart Jordan 

The AWL ecology reading group re-
cently discussed The Shock of the 

Anthropocene (2014) by Christophe 
Bonneuil and Jean-Baptiste Fressoz.

The Anthropocene is “a geological 
revolution of human origin” which, in the 
words of Earth scientists Paul Crutzen 
and Will Steffen, has pushed the Earth 
into “a state without previous analogy”.

The authors argue that our under-
standing of the Anthropocene is ob-
scured because “the scientists who 
invented the term ‘Anthropocene’ did 
not simply produce fundamental data 
on the state of the planet or advance a 
systemic and fruitful perspective on its 
uncertain future. They also proposed a 
history... an authorised narrative... that 
makes the management of the Earth 
system a new object of knowledge and 
government”.

According to Bonneuil and Fressoz, 
this “official narrative” (of the techno-
cratic, yes-it’s-a-real-problem, wing 
of the ruling class) states that an un-
differentiated humanity unconsciously 
wrecked our planetary environment and 
propelled Earth into new, more hostile, 
geological epoch. Fortunately, in the 
late 20th century, a handful of earth sci-
entists finally opened our eyes. Now we 
are aware we can correct our mistake.

The opposition between a blind past 
and a clear sighted present is histori-
cally false and depoliticises the long 
history of the Anthropocene.

The book provides several “alternative 
histories”, a history of energy, a history 
of militarism, a history of consumption, 

a history of denialism, and histories of 
environmental reflexivity and environ-
mentalist struggle.

Our discussion focused on the “Cap-
italocene” chapter, which is an attempt 
to synthesise these different histories. 
They argue “the change in the geologi-
cal regime is the act of the ‘age of capi-
tal’ rather than simply the ‘age of man’.”

It is wrong to regard the Anthropos as 
an undifferentiated mass. Human activ-
ity takes place within systems of social 
domination with inequalities of wealth 
and power. We should pay as much at-
tention to the social structure of indus-
trial capitalism as Earth scientists pay 
to the Earth’s biogeochemical flows.

Their analysis draws initially on 
Marx’s image of capital as a Moloch 
that demands endless sacrifice. They 
draw on the “world-systems” perspec-
tive of Immanuel Wallerstein, seeing 
capitalism as having developed as four 
successive systems centred on four 
successive hegemonic powers: the 
Italian cities, Holland, Britain and the 
United States.

Flow
Each world-system “organises in a dis-
tinct fashion flows of matter, energy, 
commodities, and capital on a global 
scale.”

They see flows of matter and energy 
from the periphery to the core as “une-
qual ecological exchange”. Using met-
rics like ecological footprint, acreage 
needed for the production of different 
ecological services, embodied energy, 
material flow, entropy or waste and 
damage generated, ecologists have 

provided a “new rematerialised history 
of societies illuminated by their metab-
olism, and the successive world-ecol-
ogies they produce and of which they 
form a part.”

Industrial Revolution
Bonneuil and Fressoz argue that the 
Industrial Revolution in Britain was 
dependent on two ecological precon-
ditions: the availability of coal and dec-
ades of imperialist plunder. “In 1820 
British coal consumption amounted to 
the equivalent of eight million hectares 
of rationally managed woodland, or 
more than 10 times the country’s forest 
cover... In 1830, sugar from the West In-
dies was equivalent to 600,000 hectares 
of good land put to cereals, cotton from 
North America to more than 9.3 million 
hectares of sheep pasture, and wood 
(from North America and the Baltic) to 
more than 400,000 hectares of domes-
tic woodland.

“In total, even leaving out the coal, 
the total comes to more than 10 million 
ghost hectares to fuel British machines 
and workers — the equivalent of two 
thirds of the usable agricultural surface 
of England and Wales.”

Other ecologists have argued that 
“unequal ecological exchange” has in-
creased in scale and scope especially 
since the post-World War 2 “Great Ac-
celeration”.

There was some discussion in the 
reading group of the flaws (bit.ly/
iw-c) of “dependency theory” (in which 
Wallerstein was a leading figure) and 
of Arghiri Emmanuel’s 1960s terms-
of-trade theory of “unequal exchange” 

which inspired Stephen Bunker’s 1985 
coinage, “unequal ecological exchange”.

To me it seems perfectly reasona-
ble to accept the empirical reality of 
unequal ecological exchange without 
reaching flawed political conclusions. 
We will discuss issues again at our 
June reading group.

That said, a singular focus on une-
qual ecological exchange between na-
tions obscures the relations between 
classes. Britain’s Industrial Revolution 
did not only drive soil erosion and de-
forestation, pandemic disease, biodi-
versity loss and heavy metal pollution 
in the Americas, but it also substan-
tially shortened the life expectancy of 
the British working-class. A singular 
focus on unequal exchange between 
nations risks obscuring class inequality 
and overlooking the only force capable 
of overthrowing capitalism: the interna-
tional working class.

Stalinism
The book is full of interesting facts and 
perspectives that could provide mate-
rial for many more hours of discussion. 
Take for instance, an insight on ecology 
and Stalinism:

“The basic ecological difference be-
tween the Communist [i.e. Stalinist] 
and the capitalist systems lay in the 
fact that the Communist camp, for its 
development, exploited and degraded 
its own environment above all, whereas 
the Western countries built their own 
growth on a gigantic draining of mineral 
and renewable resources from the rest 
of the non-Communist world.” □

No to “100% academisation”!
By David Axon

Maybe, with everything else 
going on, we have missed 

something — but where is the 
outcry over the government 
announcement that it is return-
ing to Boris Johnson’s policy 
on Multi-Academy Trusts?

The U-turn was announced 
in the SEND White Paper, Every 
Child Achieving and Thriving, 
published on 23 February.

Buried in chapter six is the 
policy announcement of “mov-
ing to all schools joining or 
forming high-quality school 
trusts”.

This is quite different to the 
policy the Labour government 
has pushed up to now, and of 
course it was not in Labour’s 
manifesto.

The Socialist Educational 

Association (SEA) explains the 
background:

The Schools Bill was part of 
an important policy shift on 
academies [i.e. schools run 
by private “trusts”, and funded 
directly by central govern-
ment], and sets up a different 
legislative framework to that 
of the Cameron-May-John-
son-Truss-Sunak govern-
ments, ending the forced 
academisation that had been 
Tory policy since 2016.

Regulations
Even before the bill was intro-
duced, one of Bridget Phillip-
son’s first acts as Education 
Secretary was to end the pre-
vious government’s use of 
“coasting” regulations to force 
“double-RIs” to academise, 
thereby also removing the “co-

ercion” into academy status of 
any school at risk of getting a 
second RI.

The Schools Bill went further, 
with the clause entitled “Repeal 
of duty to make Academy order 
in relation to school causing 
concern” doing exactly that 
and ending the compulsion 
for the government to force 
the academisation of schools 
“causing concern”.

The government was firmly 
sitting on the fence: ending 
forced academisation as a 
“duty” of the Secretary of State, 
but leaving the multi-academy 
trust (MAT) system in place. 
The Schools Bill does include a 
few reforms to the MAT system 
— making academies teach 
the national curriculum and 
employ qualified teachers, for 
example. And the Employment 

Rights Act creates a single 
system for support staff pay 
whether in schools or acad-
emies. The MAT system and 
school system were going to 
live side-by side, according to 
Bridget Phillipson.

Then no more — out comes 
the White Paper: “all schools 
joining or forming high-quality 
school trusts”.

The NEU’s press statement 
commenting on the White 
Paper on the day it was pub-
lished said some of the right 
things on SEND, but completely 
ignored the U-turn on MATs. 
Not one word.

There are several amend-
ments to NEU conference mo-
tions as a result — from Leeds, 
Rochdale and Stafford — de-
manding that the NEU oppose 
this return to Tory policy.

Those amendments are right.
The White Paper includes a 

measure to help force through 
that academisation, one copied 
directly from the Boris Johnson 
/ Nadhim Zahawi policy from 
2022: the “local authority es-
tablished MAT”. This must not 
be allowed to confuse the issue 
(it’s not a lightly MAT-ised ver-
sion of local authority control). 
The SEA blog explains that, as 
well as picking apart the other 
measures in the White Paper to 
very, very slightly clip the wings 
of MATs.

The NEU needs to hold firm 
in its opposition to academies 
and forced academisation. The 
debate on motion 61 at NEU 
annual conference (30 March 
to 2 April) is an important one. 
□
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Councils

Changing terrain in council cuts fight
By Ruth Cashman

Council budgets have been 
set this month in the run up 

to the 7 May council elections.
Labour’s current increase in 

local government funding as-
sumes big council tax rises in 
most areas, making day-to-day 
life more expensive for local 
residents.   The increase in 
funding is not enough to rebuild 
beleaguered services, but may 
well be enough to avoid full-ser-
vice closures in many areas. 
That means we can expect 
few big anti cuts campaigns in 
2026-7 — instead services will 
limp on, although with fewer re-
sources — but where councils 
are still cutting services, there 
is increased room to push them 
back.

Local authority “spending 
power” — the amount of money 
Councils have to spend from 
government grants, council tax 
and business rates — fell by 
22.6% in real terms between 
2010/11 and 2019/20. Since 
then, funding has recovered 
through later Tory and now La-
bour governments partially im-
proving funding.

There is still not enough 
funding to rebuild services. 
In 2025/26, funding was still 
8.3% lower in real terms than in 
2010/1. When accounting for 
population growth, spending 
power fell 27.5% in real terms 
between 2010/11 and 2019/20 
and is due still to be 14.2% 
lower in real terms in 2028/29 
than in 2010/11.

Child Social Care
There is also increasing need in 
statutory services as austerity 
in universal services has driven 
up homelessness and the need 
for adult and children’s social 
care.

Leaders of Hartlepool coun-
cil were “furious and appalled” 
after a meeting with minister 
Steve Reed about growing 
cost of children’s social care. 
Pamela Hargreaves, the La-
bour leader of the council, told 
the Guardian that Reed said the 
government would not “reward 
councils for having high num-
bers of children in care” and 
then “dismissed” the discus-
sion by saying: “That’s life.”

“That comment tells you 
everything,” Hargreaves said. 

“Shrugging at abused and ex-
ploited children is not policy, it 
is moral bankruptcy.

“Calling proper funding for 
children in care a ‘reward’ is 
obscene and offensive. Pro-
tecting vulnerable children is 
a basic moral and legal duty of 
the state.”

Until late in 2025, the big los-
ers were set to be inner London 
councils. Funding would be 
redirected to areas rated as of 
higher deprivation under new 
allocation criteria. One Labour 
Cabinet member had been ru-
moured to hail losses to his 
own Council’s budget as “Re-
distribution! Exactly what La-
bour is about!”

Redistribution of income from 
working-class communities in 
London to those elsewhere ap-
parently the redistribution La-
bour had been thinking of. 

Under pressure, with safe La-
bour councils in London look-
ing set to change hands if cuts 
went ahead, emergency help 
emerged for the bigger losers 
in the funding redistribution.

The government announced 
several late changes which will 

favour councils that received 
any of a £600 million recovery 
grant which was allocated in 
2025-26 based on councils’ tax 
base and deprivation (using the 
old allocation formula). Around 
half of councils received this 
grant, including almost all met-
ropolitan district councils.

These councils will now re-
tain any recovery grant they 
were allocated in 2025-26 for 
the next three years, rather than 
this funding being redistributed 
under the new system.

Thus councils set to lose 
out have three years of buffer. 
Most councils have made polit-
ical assessments and held off 
making cuts now, whether just 
to take them past the election 
or on the reasonable judge-

ment that the funding formula 
in three years’ time may change 
again under pressure given that 
a general election will then be 
looming.

Lambeth, the flagship Blair-
ite Labour council, had initially 
proposed to push on with cuts. 
It has since pulled a consulta-
tion on closing local authority 
nurseries. However, Lambeth 
Unison is balloting adult social 
care staff where a dementia 
daycare centre is due to be 
closed.

Where cuts are due, there is 
still considerable room to push 
them back in the run up to and 
after the May elections. □

Women’s Fighback

Lords push against decriminalisation of abortion
By Ruth Cashman

The House of Commons voted last 
year for the partial decriminalisation 

of abortion. Since 2018, there have been 
60 criminal inquiries in England and 
Wales. Last year in England and Wales, 
one woman was jailed, and five women 
were taken to court for terminating 
pregnancies outside of abortion laws, 
indicating a notable rise from previous 
years. The law has not yet been enacted 
and there are still abortion arrests.

The partial-decriminalisation clause 
was passed as an amendment to the 

Crime and Policing Bill, the bulk of which 
includes increase in police powers and 
surveillance and attacks on the right to 
protest. The bill criminalises climbing 
war memorials.

Clause 208 reads: “For the purposes 
of the law related to abortion, includ-
ing sections 58 and 59 of the Offences 
Against the Person Act 1861 and the 
Infant Life (Preservation) Act 1929, no 
offence is committed by a woman act-
ing in relation to her own pregnancy. “

Untouched
It does not fully decriminalise abortion, 
it leaves the existing legal framework 
untouched: it does not alter when, how 
or on what grounds abortion can be 
provided. The 24-week limit remains, 
as does the need for two doctors, and 
any breach will still carry a maximum 
life penalty for healthcare professionals 
or others assisting the woman.

The Bill is in the Lords, and nine 
amendments have been laid on abortion 
so far. Further amendments are possi-
ble before the deadline on Tuesday 17 
March.

Rosa Monckton, a Conservative 

peer, has attempted a “strikethrough” 
amendment, which seeks to delete the 
decriminalisation clause from the bill. 
An amendment put forward by the Con-
servative peer Philippa Stroud seeks to 
end telemedicine abortion and return to 
in-person consultations in all cases.

There are also pro-choice amend-
ments. Glenys Thornton, a Labour peer 
has placed an amendment to pardon 
convictions or cautions for abortion 
offences. An amendment put forward 
by Liz Barker, a Liberal Democrat peer, 
would expand the legislation to include 
women whose alleged offences were 
committed before the change in law, 
ensuring that any current investigations 
and prosecutions are dropped.

A campaign by the right-wing press 
and the Catholic Church has been at-
tempting to pile on pressure ahead of 
the Lords. “Pro-life” campaigners have 
been arguing for standalone legislation 
to repeal the Abortion Act 1967.

Workers’ Liberty will be mobilising for 
pro choice demonstrations this Sep-
tember — get in touch to join the mo-
bilisation. □

Steve Reed MP

Women’s 
Fightback, 

£3 □
bit.ly/
shop-wl
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Schools

New guidance is poor but gives space
By Natalia Cassidy

Under new official guidance for 
schools on transgender issues, not 

much other than emphasis has changed 
vis-à-vis parental involvement by 
schools. Previously the emphasis was 
that parents should essentially “always” 
be involved other than when it would 
constitute a significant risk of harm to 
the child. Now, the guidance is that in 
the “vast majority” of cases schools 
would work with parents to determine 
what is in the best interests of the child.

But for the most part, this is a de-
scription of what already happens in 
schools. Parents are often involved 
with children who want to pursue social 
transition, only not always.

The slight change in emphasis does 
allow for a greater degree of discern-
ment on the part of schools to decide 
when it is and is not appropriate to 
involve parents, short of cases of im-
minent safeguarding risks. So this is 
unlikely to change much, compared to 
more liberal recent times, in terms of the 
way most schools are approaching sit-
uations with transgender pupils.

Cass Review
Under the Tory government, non-stat-
utory guidance was given to schools 
based on the findings of the Cass re-
view. This guidance said that parents 
should not be excluded from requests 
made by children to “socially transi-
tion”, including the use of preferred 

pronouns. That guidance also advised 
against ever using pronouns other than 
those associated with the birth sex for 
primary aged children.

Schools by and large have not 
changed the way they approach cases 
of trans pupils undergoing social tran-
sition. The new guidance does allow 
for school union activists in the NEU 
to put pressure on skittish SLT [school 
management] who are overly cautious 
around legal guidance and shy away 
from anything that could possibly be 
interpreted as not to the letter of the 
guidance.

This change in emphasis will make it 
easier for those of us working in schools 
with those fearful leaders to continue 

acting in a sensible way that is largely 
supportive of young trans people with-
out SLT panicking about it.

Implications
The change is very cautious, and the 
guidance is not especially pro-trans 
overall, but this change is to be wel-
comed for the implications of schools 
being able to support trans pupils in a 
way that is largely supportive and in 
step with what the young person wants.

One impactful change is that schools 
are no longer prevented from facilitating 
elements of social transition for thos-
estudents in primary school. It seems 
clear to me that if a child wants to be 
called a different name or be called by 

different pronouns, the only reasonable 
course of action is to listen to that child. 
We can understand that this may or 
may not be something that represents 
a permanent choice for the child but we 
should not outright reject what the child 
is asking for just because of their age.

This part of the updated guidance 
seems to be the one that is upsetting 
the right and transphobic feminists. The 
rest is either sufficiently vague as not to 
be seen as hostile to their views, or is 
representative of their position, as with 
toilets and changing rooms guidance 
being kept strictly single-sex. □

Young Labour elections re-run
By Sam Myerson

Elections for Young Labour 
and Labour Students 

closed on 2 March, but are 
now being re-run, from 25 
March to 8 April, on grounds 
of an “admin error” which de-
nied some members votes.

On the first count, there 
was a majority for the Labour 
to Win faction Organise!, but 
Renew won eight out of 21 
places on the YL committee, 
and three out of ten for La-
bour Students.

Members of Renew slate 
reported issues with the 
cut off date for eligibility, so 
members not receiving bal-
lots, during the election, but 
to no effect.

Renew could be described 
as the softest of soft left, but 
in their election campaigns 
they rightly denounced 
the Labour leadership, and 

called for campaigning and 
for building Young Labour 
and Labour Students local 
groups.

In the Corbyn era, Corby-

nites took the leadership of 
Young Labour from the right 
wing, but left local YL groups 
weaker in 2019 than in 2015. 
Labour Students remained 

under the control of the right 
wing, and was eventually for-
mally disbanded.

A left slate won Labour 
Students when it was re-
launched, but did little with 
its victory, apparently being 
stymied by the committee’s 
officers (Open Labour, i.e. 
soft left).

Since Organise (Labour 
to Win) faction won the last 
elections, membership of 
Young Labour and Labour 
Students has collapsed fur-
ther, with some Labour uni-
versity societies defecting 
en masse to other political 
formations.

Organise! have been ac-
cused of partying on the 
Thames while preventing 
Labour Students and Young 
Labour from holding dem-
ocratic conferences and 
blocking motions on Gaza 
and education. □

Aiming to replace capitalism with 
socialism, James Connolly’s or-

ganising and ideas evolved consid-
erably. One idea he clung to from the 
turn of the century to his death was 
industrial unionism, workers’ solidarity 
across grades and trades, and sympa-
thetic strikes. That is how he saw his 
work in the Irish Transport Union. 64 
pages £5 □ 
workersliberty.org/publications
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Workers’ protests emerge in Venezuela
By Will Roberts

A thousand people marched through 
Caracas on Saturday 14 March, 

and broke through a police cordon to 
reach the National Assembly building 
before delivering a list of demands. The 
protest was spearheaded by education 
unions and public sector unions, which 
may explain the government’s response 
of increasing the “economic war bonus” 
in public sector jobs by a quarter.

Current world oil markets are not easy 
to predict, nor do they instil confidence 
in investors. But before Trump’s cur-
rent war on Iran began, oil money had 
definitely started pouring in to Vene-
zuela. The government are using new 
proposed labour laws to try and ensure 
that this money stays in the hands of 
the government and the ruling class.

A useful article by Oswaldo Pacheco 
from the Venezuelan union C-Cura, 
published on the Venezuelan Voices 
website, states that while the oil sector 
projects 20% growth in 2026, the gov-
ernment is trying to keep the proceeds 
out of workers’ pockets. “What Roig 
[a representative of the Fedecámaras 
business association at the ILO] is pro-
posing specifically is an Emergency 
Labour Law that would allow bonuses 
to be paid outside of wages without im-
pacting benefits, vacations, or seniority, 
and then discuss the substance of the 
matter. In other words: a nominal wage 
increase today in exchange for handing 
over the accumulated future wealth of 
workers.”

Bonuses
This is part of a much broader prac-
tice in Venezuela, where “bonuses” 
have come to replace standard wages 
in order for employers to sidestep ex-
penses like benefits, vacations or se-
curity. According to Pacheco, 96% of 
workers’ income in modern-day Vene-
zuela is from bonuses.

A 2012 law enacted under Hugo 
Chavez ensured maternity leave, prohib-
ited unfair dismissal and outsourcing, 
and extended pensions to all workers. 
Current proposals would gut this law of 
its content.

In this context, it is promising that 
Venezuelan unions have begun mobi-
lising against the new labour laws, and 
calling positively for the raising of the 
minimum wage, in part to curtail the 
practice of wages all being paid through 
off-the-books “bonuses”. The original 
minimum wage was set in March 2022, 
but inflation and sanctions on Vene-
zuela have meant the money amount 
(130 bolívars) has devalued from around 
$30 to around $0.30 (per month). Thus 
the explosion in “bonuses” to replace 
baseline wages.

Workers in Venezuela face an uphill 
battle against not one, but two ene-
mies: their own capitulating (but still 
military-authoritarian) government, and 

the Trump administration. International 
economic, military and political cir-
cumstances are not favourable. But the 
action being taken in these conditions 
against their government for better 
conditions and real wages are the first 
shoots of a movement for real change 
in Venezuelan society. It is these move-
ments that socialists in the UK and 
elsewhere should look to and support.

Otherwise? Venezuela has been 
spared any further direct military inter-
vention by the Trump administration, 
and there’s been some boost in income 
for Venezuelan capitalists. Thus ends 
the good news. 

Abduction
Since the abduction of Nicolas Maduro 
at the start of the year, the political 
turmoil in the country has led to less 
political change than one might have 
expected. In previous articles in Soli-
darity we have noted President Delcy 
Rodriguez’s “tightrope”: clinging on to 
the acquiescence of the population (and 
the military hierarchy) and giving vent 
to anger over Maduro’s capture, while 
playing nicely with the US in order to 
prevent any further intervention or dis-
order.

That two-faced approach has now 
clearly tilted in one direction: Rodri-
guez speaks like a Madurista, but acts 
like a Trumpist. The streets of Caracas 
may still be filled with government-en-
dorsed posters calling for the release 
of Maduro, and the occasional gov-
ernment-backed demonstration; but 
the government itself is bending over 
backwards to meet every demand of 
the Americans, and restructuring the 
economy in the interests of American 
capital.

Any hint of demanding that Trump re-
lease Maduro and his wife, who are still 
facing charges in New York, has disap-
peared from Venezuela’s direct engage-
ment with the US government directly.

As of 6 March, Rodriguez has normal-
ised relations and resumed diplomatic 
engagements with the US. Presumably 
as part of the same process, relations 
were also restored with Israel, and a 
shipment of Venezuelan oil appears to 
have been delivered to Israel through 
intermediary companies.

Preparatory
Some predicted it in advance, but cer-
tainly in hindsight the capture of Maduro 
and subsequent tranche of changes to 
Venezuela’s oil industry will be read as 
preparatory manoeuvres for Trump’s 
war in Iran. Venezuelan oil sales under 
Maduro as the war broke out could have 
been a potential thorn in the US’s side, 
and conversely, having access to that 
oil may now offset some of the impact 
of the war on the US economy.

That is not to say that the plan was 
smart, or even coherent: Venezuelan oil 
is expensive to extract and difficult to 
process, and even the current ramping 
up of investment will get the country 
nowhere near the peak of 3mn barrels 
a day it was producing at the turn of the 
millennium.

There were also separate factors at 
play in the US operation. Members of 
Trump’s cabinet, in particular Marco 
Rubio, have been angling for interven-
tion in Latin America for years, and 
Trump himself saw Maduro as “unfin-
ished business” from his first term in 
office.

Rodriguez is now forced to play by the 
rules of a familiar game for many coun-

tries in the Americas: restructuring its 
domestic market in order to make Ven-
ezuela an easier site of investment for 
foreign capital. In February, a law was 
passed which hugely weakened PDVSA, 
the state-owned oil company, in order 
to encourage big multinational oil firms 
to look to invest in Venezuela. PDVSA 
also announced that it will supply oil 
and derivatives to America. Since then, 
at least Repsol and Shell have made ex-
ploration agreements.

This is a fairly blatant undermining of 
the quasi-Stalinist model of the econ-
omy espoused by Hugo Chavez and his 
successor Maduro. Bourgeois press 
analysis in the West is keen to highlight 
Rodriguez’s “revolutionary” father and 
her role in Maduro’s government, but 
the role she is now playing is one of ca-
pitulation to US demands.

One element of that capitulation is to 
be celebrated: the government has re-
leased the majority of political prison-
ers in the country. It is a shame that this 
victory was not won by the Venezuelan 
people themselves; but it is still good for 
the prisoners, many of whom were ar-
rested for protesting obvious corruption 
and fraud by the Maduro government. 
There are still hundreds of prisoners not 
yet been released, and laws allowing for 
the easy arrest of political dissidents 
are still on the books. The fight on that 
front is far from over.

Some of those released include trade 
union organisers and activists, who 
had been imprisoned for exercising 
their right to protest and organise in-
dustrially. A statement from the ITUC 
celebrated their release and called for 
Venezuela to uphold the rights of free-
dom of association and the right to or-
ganise. □
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Reform’s poisonous false answers
By Cathy Nugent

In the 2025 local government elections 
Reform took control of ten councils 

and formed minority administrations 
in three, winning 41% of the seats up 
for election. In this year’s local and As-
sembly elections they are projected to 
gain 12 more councils. They are also 
predicted to become the second largest 
party in the Welsh Senedd after Plaid 
Cymru. In the Scottish Parliamentary 
election Reform is in a close race for 
second place with Labour, behind the 
SNP. 

Reform’s recent headline-grabbing 
policy announcements clearly emulate 
Trump’s second administration. For 
example, they plan to sack the top civil 
servants in every government depart-
ment and replace them with with Re-
form-friendly political experts.

Their manifesto for Senedd Cymru 
(the Welsh Parliament) says a bit more. 
It includes Welsh-specific populist pol-
icies such as stopping the “war on mo-
torists” by scrapping the 20 mph speed 
limit. Racist or xenophobic policies are 
given a Welsh twist — “we will prioritise 
Welsh men and women for social hous-
ing”. (In 2021, 29% of the Welsh popula-
tion were born in England, or elsewhere 
outside Wales). And there is ridiculous 
scandalmongering — “Welsh ministers 
are pouring money into overseas pro-
jects like planting trees in Uganda, while 
A&E waiting times hit record levels.”

Reform will stop “gender ideology” 
being taught in schools. They prom-
ise to sack the overpaid Diversity and 
Equality and Inclusion officers who 
promote identity politics across the 
public sector. Presumably in Wales DEI 
includes Welsh-centred policies which 
Reform claims to care about.

Reform’s general election policy of 
insurance-based health-care to replace 
the NHS has been sidelined. Instead 
they have a 20-point plan to rescue 
the NHS in Wales, cutting waiting lists, 
restoring the NHS dental service. That 
this can be achieved while cutting taxes 
and reprioritising budgets is pure fan-
tasy.

In education Reform say they will 
bring back discipline, league tables and 
physical education.

In the last three years Reform have 
moved away from a “Net Smart” policy 
which favoured some renewables. Net 
zero is now billed as “net stupid”, an-
other mind-trap from the woke brigade. 
Any fuel that is affordable is good fuel.

In other documents and announce-
ments Reform have promised destruc-
tion of anything that smacks of social 
progress.

They want to scrap Labour’s 2025 
Employment Rights Act, restricting fire-
and-hire, easing union organising and 
strikes, etc., because, they say, it is a 
burden on business. Reform, after all, 

wants to represent the interests of the 
bosses and the rich. However, accord-
ing to the HNH poll a solid 29% of Re-
form voters would want to keep the Act.

Suella Braverman, Reform’s spokes-
person for Education, Skills and Equal-
ities has claimed the UK is “ripped 
apart by diversity, equality and inclu-
sion”. Hence, Reform intends to repeal 
the 2010 Equality Act legal protections 
against discrimination.

Finally Danny Kruger is very keen to 
regulate our personal lives in some yet 
unspecific way. He thinks people spend 
too much time on dating apps and have 
too much sex, and women are forget-
ting that they need to give birth before 
their biological clocks run down. And be 
married to a man.

Whether Kruger is a throwback to 
1980s Toryism and their campaign 
for traditional families or one of the 
new breed of Christian nationalists, he 
brings a repellent element of pronatal-
ism to the party.

Reform have had 30% or near sup-
port in polls across Britain since early 
2025 (though their average score has 
dropped a little recently). They have 
270,000 members. Although the defec-
tion to Reform of current and ex-Tory 
MPs (28 at the last count) and Tory 
councillors (85) and the make-up of 
the party’s members (hardline Tory and 
further right) makes it look like a reborn 
Tory party, Reform’s voters are more di-
verse.

Poll
A large poll by Hope not Hate (HNH), re-
ported on by the Guardian, showed just 
one-in-five voters are hardline Tories. 
The biggest group are middle income 
people who are concerned about im-
migration like hardline Tories, but also 
worried about the cost of living. 26% of 
their voters are more working-class and 
more likely ex-Labour voters.

Another group is simply fed up with 
politics and their biggest concern is the 
state of the NHS.

The final group is what HNH calls 
“contrarian youth”. They are the least 
bothered about immigration; they are 
worried about the future, about jobs, 
housing, education. Their support for 
Reform reflects a growing pessimism.

Can Reform’s coalition hold together 
between now and the general election? 
One factor will be how well or badly they 
do in local government.

During the 2025 local elections Re-
form pledged to cut the taxes and slash 
the waste. They ran into trouble on both 
pledges.

When they said “cut taxes” voters 
would have assumed they meant coun-
cil taxes. Yet every single Reform-run 
council has put up these taxes. When 
pressed by reporters Farage claimed 
cutting tax was a national, not a local 
pledge. Many in his party didn’t get the 

memo. In May 2025 Zia Yusuf told the 
BBC that voters “don’t want their coun-
cil tax going up” surely indicating “no 
tax rises” was the election pledge.

Reform is a council-tax raising party. 
Reform-led (minority control) Worces-
tershire has, having applied for leave to 
make an exceptional increase, voted to 
raise council tax by 9%. Average Reform 
council increases come out at 3.8%.

Councils of all political stripes have 
been making cuts year-on year since 
2010. Many council budgets now barely 
cover statutory responsibilities. Reform 
can’t possibly meet their promise to 
“slash waste”.

At flagship Kent County Council the 
Reform leader Linden Kemkeran, des-
perate to keep council tax rises to under 
4%, told her councillors to eff off when 
they said in a meeting that there were 
no more “efficiency savings”. Eventually 
nine people were sacked, suspended or 
left after a recording of the meeting was 
leaked. Seven of them, like many other 
Reform members, decided to join Rupert 
Lowe’s Restore Britain organisation.

Durham
In Durham, where Reform won 65 out of 
98 council seats, they immediately told 
staff to look for other jobs. At the end of 
last year they proposed cuts to deal with 
the council’s growing deficit including 
bus services and the council-tax ex-
emption for low income households. 
Most people won’t see those things are 
“waste”.

Many Reform councillors have re-
signed, failed to show up for meetings 
or gone independent. The rate of resig-
nations is said to be much higher than 
that of other parties. These people are 
chancers, grifters or delusional. They 
and Reform members are susceptible 
to further right views — indeed many 
are either switching support to or “dual 
carding” with Advance and Restore Brit-
ain.

Reform has treated local govern-
ment as a dress rehearsal for national 
government, introducing ideologically 
loaded policies. For example, Andrea 
Jenkyns, the Mayor of Lincolnshire, 
proposed scrapping English language 
courses because it does nothing for 
“native born” Britons. It is in this area 
of policy that Reform has its “cutting 
edge”.

Everyone from Labour through to the 
further right Reform splinters, Restore 
Britain and Advance, now adheres to 
versions of the once-outrageous idea of 
re-migration, that is mass deportations. 
Reform says it will set up an ICE-style 
agency, Deportation Command, to track 
down “illegal migrants”. They will be 
briefly held in tents or ex-military bases 
before being flown out of the UK at rapid 
rate. They will withdraw citizenship 
from immigrants who commit crimes 
and scrap Indefinite Leave to Remain.

“Stopping the boats” is top of the 
agenda. To achieve this they will leave 
the European Convention on Human 
Rights so that no one can be granted 
asylum in the UK (although they say 
they will make exceptions for small 
groups of really deserving refugees). 
Whether all this is practically possible 
is another matter. As is whether people 
in the UK will tolerate ICE-style round-
ups and deportations. 

A Hope not Hate poll of Reform 
members showed 90% supporting the 
forcible removal of undocumented im-
migrants, and ending of Indefinite Leave 
to Remain. Many are explicitly eth-
no-nationalist — 49% think non-white 
British citizens whose parents were 
born abroad should be forcibly removed 
or encouraged to leave. Only 4% think 
white British citizens in the same cate-
gory should leave.

It is the duty of every socialist and 
trade unionist to fight hard against 
these view on the doorstep and in our 
communities in the coming weeks. □
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The stranger’s case
By William Shakespeare

In the play St Thomas More — originally drafted by others, but 
revised by him — William Shakespeare wrote the following 
lines:

Marry, the removing of the strangers, which cannot choose 
but much advantage the poor handicrafts of the city.

MORE: Grant them removed, and grant that this your noise
Hath chid down all the majesty of England;
Imagine that you see the wretched strangers,
Their babies at their backs and their poor luggage,
Plodding to th’ ports and costs for transportation,
And that you sit as kings in your desires,
Authority quite silent by your brawl,
And you in ruff of your opinions clothed;
What had you got? I’ll tell you: you had taught
How insolence and strong hand should prevail,
How order should be quelled; and by this pattern
Not one of you should live an aged man,
For other ruffians, as their fancies wrought,
With self-same hand, self reasons, and self right,
Would shark on you, and men like ravenous fishes
Would feed on one another...
And again:
... Say now the king should... banish you, whither would you 

go?
What country, by the nature of your error,
Should give you harbour? go you to France or Flanders,
To any German province, to Spain or Portugal,
Nay, any where that not adheres to England, -
Why, you must needs be strangers: would you be pleased
To find a nation of such barbarous temper,
That, breaking out in hideous violence,
Would not afford you an abode on earth,
Whet their detested knives against your throats,
Spurn you like dogs, and like as if that God
Owed not nor made not you, nor that the claimants
Were not all appropriate to your comforts,
But chartered unto them, what would you think
To be thus used? this is the stranger’s case;
And this your mountainish inhumanity.
ALL: Faith, a says true: let’s do as we may be done to.

• Audio version at bit.ly/ws-more

A victory on the visa rules
By Ben Tausz

National Health Service Healthcare Assistants 
in Manchester have won progress in their 

battle to prevent their sacking and deportation 
under newly tightened visa rules.

300 HCAs at Manchester University NHS Foun-
dation Trust (MFT) faced uncertainty as the 
minimum earning requirement to renew their 
visas rose to £25,000 — just £63 more than their 
£24,937 salaries. They would face sacking and 
deportation when their current visas expired.

Affected workers organised, and assembled 
wider solidarity from the trade union and mi-
grants’ rights movements. The Unison branch 
organised a collective petition from MFT workers 
demanding security for their colleagues. The “Pa-
tients Not Passports” coalition  mobilised  thou-
sands of supporters to write to the employer. 
Delegations from local Unison, Unite and RMT 
branches joined campaign actions.

Labour mayor Andy Burnham was pushed to 
back the workers. Burnham described the impact 
of the Labour government’s reform as “indirect 
discrimination”.

Facing employer inaction, the HCAs and their 

supporters lobbied the MFT board’s January 
meeting. Some entered the meeting and con-
fronted directors with their demands.

Now, Migrants Organise reports the board has 
publicly committed to working to secure “the 
majority” of affected workers’ contracts, and has 
shown new flexibility in moving workers up the 
salary band to protect them.

But not all the workers are safe yet, so the cam-
paign continues. And the issue is far broader: 
thousands of NHS workers around the coun-
try face similar threats, as do migrant workers 
across many industries. □

Active united fronts against far right
Workers’ Liberty will build for, 

and hopes for, a big turnout on 
the United Nations anti-racism day 
demonstration “for love, for hope, for 
unity” on 28 March.

But in the big picture, the unions’ pol-
icy of financing Stand Up To Racism 
and the Together Alliance in return for 
being seen to do something against the 
far right and racism has failed.

Set piece displays of love, hope, and 
unity will not turn the tide when the far 
right can get many thousands on the 
streets of London, or hundreds outside 
asylum-seeker housing.

Stewarding has increased on some 
Stand Up To Racism mobilisations, but 
they continue to avoid the necessary 
physical confrontations with the far 
right, and rely on the police to manage 
safey-distanced demonstrations.

In the last two years the TUC has 
produced more of their own resources 
and training on combating the far right 
in workplaces. Unison has produced a 
guide to opposing Reform in the run up 
to the May council elections. That is 
good, but again not enough.

Only trade unions, allied to the 
communities at the sharp end of rac-
ist demagogy, have anything like the 
strength to beat back the far-right and 
cohere strong support for self-defence, 
and only if they work to convince and 
mobilise their members.

Workers’ united front mobilisation on 
the streets needs to be linked with a co-
herent and positive political response 
based on working-class solidarity — for 
unity with migrant workers, for a rever-
sal of cuts, for public services, housing, 
jobs, for a working-class offensive to 

take wealth and power from the rich.
Grass-roots labour-movement or-

ganisations are starting to take steps 
to build activity on these principles. 
Workers’ Liberty will be working to 
build active local union-community an-

ti-fascist and anti-racist committees 
uniting trade-union, Labour, other left, 
Your Party, and Green left activists. □

Make unions fight for migrant rights
By Harold Storey

The most overt action from 
trade union leaders so far 

against Shabana Mahmood’s 
vicious plans on asylum and 
immigration has been by An-
drea Egan, General Secretary 
of Unison. She signed an open 
letter in February 2026, with 53 
MPs, against the plans.

Some other trade union lead-
ers have previously criticised 

the Labour government on im-
migration. FBU General Sec-
retary Steve Wright previously 
called for Labour to change 
direction following Starmer’s 
“island of strangers” speech. 
He has since, like Sharon Gra-
ham of Unite, called for Starmer 
to resign. But he has said lit-
tle to nothing about Shabana 
Mahmood’s plans.

The North West Labour con-
ference in January passed a 

motion on asylum rights, with 
unions voting for it. No-one 
spoke in favour of the gov-
ernment’s immigration policy. 
Several local Labour Parties 
have voted likewise.

But outcry from the unions? 
Not yet. Activists will push un-
ions to use their links to Labour 
on this issue, and more broadly 
for an opening up and democ-
ratising of the Labour Party. □
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In Retrospect 

The forgotten General 
Strike when workers won
By Bas Hardy

This year marks the centenary of the 
4-12 May 1926 General Strike, a 

momentous event in the history of the 
British labour movement which sadly 
ended in defeat and betrayal. The strike 
was called in support of over a million 
coal miners who had been locked out of 
their workplaces for refusing to accept 
wage cuts and worsening conditions. 

Despite nearly two million fellow 
workers mainly in heavy industries and 
transport coming out in support of the 
miners, the Trades Union Congress 
(TUC) called off the General Strike after 
nine days. The Labour leaders and trade 
union bureaucrats preferred to capitu-
late to capitalist power than stand up 
for the workers they were supposed to 
represent! 

A lot of books and articles will be 
coming out marking the anniversary. 
The BBC, if it’s still got the bottle, might 
even rebroadcast Days of Hope, Jim Al-
len’s four part drama series about the 
strike and the background to it, which 
went out on the fiftieth anniversary. If 
so, I doubt it will go out on prime time 
as it did then!

1972
Yet as we mark this anniversary there 
is a moment of history somehow miss-
ing from historical memory. Another 
general strike actually called by the 
TUC, one in which the labour movement 
emerged victorious and since largely 
forgotten about. That strike happened 
in July 1972 following the jailing of five 
dockers for refusing to obey a court rule 
to stop picketing.

The post-war Attlee Labour govern-
ment repealed the 1927 Trade Union Act 
passed by the Tories following the 1926 
defeat, and eventually (in August 1951) 
the wartime anti-strike decree Order 
1305. Strikes grew considerably from 
the mid-1950s, though they were all lo-
calised (no national strikes until 1966).

The fifties and sixties, an era of “full 
employment”, witnessed a considera-
ble tipping of the balance of power from 
capital to organised labour as trade 
unions grew in strength, workers were 
increasingly unafraid to go on strike to 
advance wage claims and improve their 
working conditions, and employers pre-
ferred to pay out rather than lose buoy-
ant markets.

The right wing press was at the fore-
front of demands for laws to rein in 
union power, their ire being particularly 

directed at “unofficial” strikes (the ma-
jority at that time).

The first effort to curb the unions was 
by the Wilson Labour government in 
1969. Barbara Castle, Secretary of State 
for Employment, who had a reputation 
as a “leftist”, produced a White Paper, In 
Place of Strife, but was forced to with-
draw the ensuing Industrial Relations 
Bill by intense opposition, particularly 
from trade unions affiliated to the La-
bour Party.

Clamp Down
The Tories had no such problems when 
they returned to office, passing the In-
dustrial Relations Act 1971 as a centre-
piece of their political programme.That 
law set up the National Industrial Rela-
tions Court (NIRC) with a particular brief 
to clamp down on picketing. 

A big campaign was on at the time by 
London dock workers against contain-
erisation, with some of them picketing 
a container depot in Newham. The NIRC 
issued an injunction against this. When 
the pickets refused to obey it, five of 
their shop stewards were arrested for 
contempt of court and slammed up in 
Pentonville Prison.

The AWL’s forerunner, Workers’ Fight, 
declared:

“Defend the dockers! Smash the Act! 
General strike!

“This is the crunch! Trade unionists 

are in jail to be held indefinitely for act-
ing as trade unionists. 

“The National Industrial Relations 
Court has claimed its first victims. The 
Tories are using their power, the power 
of the courts, the police and their laws 
against the labour movement.

“Now we must reply with our power, 
the power of industrial action — the 
power of the General Strike”.

These sentiments reflected the mood 
of outrage at the jailing of the dockers. 
A rolling series of strikes developed, de-
spite the fact that some factories were 
on an annual shutdown in July. This 
forced the TUC to get off its collective 
arse and call a General Strike for 31 July 
1972. 

Marched
Thousands of workers marched on Pen-
tonville Prison to demand the dockers 
release. I can remember being on that 
demonstration, feeling the power of 
an organised and determined working 
class. It was the closest I’ve ever been 
to a revolutionary situation in my life-
time.

The sheer strength of the protests 
forced the Tory Heath government to 
capitulate before the general strike hap-
pened. A factotum going by the name 
of the Official Solicitor, someone never 
heard of before or since, decided there 
was insufficient evidence for the dock-

ers’ arrests and they were released.
The Tory government went on to suf-

fer further defeat at the hands of the 
unions as a result of the 1974 miners’ 
strike. Heath sought to call a General 
Election under the slogan “who governs 
Britain?” — him or the unions — only to 
be told by the electorate it wasn’t him! 

We are beholden to remember the vic-
tories as well as the defeats, and learn 
the lessons from both. That’s what the 
class enemy did under Thatcher, with 
her deliberate drive to deindustrial-
ise the economy, almost halving union 
membership in the Tories’ term in of-
fice, and her anti-strike laws. The Pen-
tonville Five — Vic Turner, Conny Clancy, 
Tony Merrick, Bernie Steer and Derek 
Watkins — were the unsung heroes of 
the labour movement. Their memory (all 
are now dead) still demands our recog-
nition after all these years. □
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Bernie Steer addresses crowd after release from Pentonville Jail
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Capitalism is not an “Epstein conspiracy”
By Aaron Post

The phrase “Epstein class” is now in 
use as a shorthand for the forms 

of networking and mutual patronage 
practised by the rich and powerful who 
moved in Jeffrey Epstein’s circle. As a 
journalistic artefact calling attention to 
the horrific misdeeds of such people, it 
is effective and impactful.

However, when a social analysis is ex-
trapolated from it, or “Epstein class” is 
used as a synonym for the ruling class, 
the usage becomes harmful. An exam-
ple of such extrapolation could be seen 
on the London demonstration against 
the US-Israel-Iran war on 7 March, 
where at least one protester held a 
placard saying, “Iran is fighting Epstein 
regimes”.

This positions the Islamic Republic of 
Iran, a dictatorship which murders pro-
testers and violently oppresses women, 
as an agent of justice and progress.

Another example of groups on the left 
implying world politics was organised 
via a conspiracy headed by Epstein, 
and somehow remains so today, is the 
public meeting hosted by the Lambeth 
branch of Your Party, titled “Iran: The 
Epstein War”.

The idea of “Epstein regimes” fighting 
“Epstein wars” also reflects a broader 
pattern of conspiracy-theorist thinking. 
A perennial feature of such thinking is 
a tendency to treat even loose forms 
of association and adjacency as if they 
represent a singular, compact entity.

Antisemitism
Antisemitism provides the most read-
ily-available theoretical framework for 
such thinking, by appearing to illumi-
nate, concretise, and personalise, in the 
figure of “the Jewish financier”, forms 
of domination and social harm whose 
causes seem abstract, incorporeal, and 
hidden.

Capitalists, including Jewish ones, 
exploit workers. They do that not out 
of personal malevolence, but driven by 
structural imperatives. Some capital-
ists, like Jeffrey Epstein, are guilty of 
monstrous personal crimes in addition. 
That does not mean capitalism was 
organised by an “Epstein conspiracy” 
when he was alive, or is organised by a 
similar personal conspiracy now.

Treating all association as a singu-
lar conspiracy miseducates about how 
class power is actually enacted. Ep-
stein maintained a network. He seems 
to have thrived on the process itself. He 
didn’t control the US government via 
that network, many capitalists operated 
through other networks, and people in 
the network were not simply carrying 
out his orders. There is much to criti-
cise Noam Chomsky for, but he is not 
a sleeper agent for an “Epstein regime”.

Conspiracy thinking is anathema to 
genuine class politics. If one believes 
the world is run via a conspiracy of the 

“Epstein class” or “Epstein regimes”, 
the implied form of action isn’t to col-
lectively organise in your workplace, 
strike to win better conditions, and aim 
for the socialisation of production, it is 
simply to hunt out the various nodes in 
the network.

Is the idea that the vast majority of 
capitalists worldwide who were not part 
of Epstein’s network are harmless? The 
implied logic maps neatly onto the old 
antisemitic idea that there are decent, 
honest, nationally-rooted capitalists 
who make material goods, and then 
there are bad, transnational capitalists, 
who make their money through incor-
poreal processes of finance and money 
exchange.

Stereotypes
The stereotype “honest” goods-pro-
ducing capitalist would be strait-laced 
and dislike sexual abuse or even Car-
ibbean-island parties. Some capital-
ists actually fit that stereotype. But 
the transnational financiers? For them, 
everything is an abstraction, so why not 
trade in women and girls the same way 
they trade in stocks and shares? Such 
arguments have long been integral for 
various forms of “Red-Brown” politics, 
syncretic ideologies that combine cri-
tiques of finance with antisemitic na-
tionalisms.

As well as distorting class politics, 
extrapolating a world-shaping conspir-
acy from the actions of Epstein and his 
associates undermines efforts to centre 
the victims of their sexual abuse. It re-
duces violence against women and girls 
to a mere epiphenomenon of the con-
spiracy, rather than something socially 

endemic.
Capitalism (all of it: the “materially 

productive” and the “financial”) does 
treat human bodies as raw materials to 
be churned up and exploited. It is easy 
to imagine how people trained in tech-
niques of social command and domina-
tion might extend that into their sexual 
psychology. But treating women and 
girls as disposable sex objects is not 
simply a byproduct of capitalism.

Wealth and Power
The specific forms of abuse Epstein and 
Maxwell were able to perpetrate were 
facilitated by their particular wealth 
and power, but there are undoubtedly 
many other little “Epsteins” through-
out society, and amongst middle and 
working-class people too. As one of 
Epstein’s victims told journalist Lucia 
Osborne-Crowley: “Obviously it makes 
a lot of things different that Epstein 
was a billionaire. But it’s not just about 
the most powerful people in the world. 
It’s about the people who are the most 
powerful in your neighbourhood, your 
school.”

Many of those casually resharing 
memes or other online content pro-
moting the idea of an “Epstein class” or 
“Epstein regimes” may not have thought 
through the implications, just as many 
who share memes about the Roth-
schilds may see them simply as critical 
of greed and exploitation. It is tempting 
to see criticisms of individual financiers, 
or of “financial elites”, as most of the 
way to socialist good sense, just need-
ing to be nudged a little further. But a 
critique that sees social ills as caused 
by a conspiracy of financiers must be 

challenged at the most basic level, not 
treated as if it is merely limited.

When the Occupy movement ex-
ploded in 2011, its predominant narra-
tive framing, “the 99% versus the 1%”, 
became popular. Much of the organ-
ised left went along with that framing, 
seeing a potential shortcut to political 
hegemony by presenting socialism as 
simply a slight extension of the catch-
cry radicalism already prevalent in the 
movement. The 99% versus 1% fram-
ing, like its even looser equivalent “For 
the many, not the few”, has merits; it is 
an easily-graspable expression of the 
deeply undemocratic nature of a soci-
ety organised through vast inequalities 
of wealth and power. But in actual fact, 
the ruling class and its close-knit reti-
nue are more than 1%. Plenty of smaller 
capitalists and fairly high-up managers 
are not in the top 1%. The working class 
may be 80% of the population in devel-
oped capitalist countries, and a majority 
globally, but not 99%.

Such framings therefore blur class 
politics, rather than sharpening them. 
By failing to challenge them in the hope 
of making easy political gains for our-
selves, the socialist left gives an un-
witting leg-up to reactionary political 
currents whose ideas really do appear 
to provide inchoate “anti-elite” pop-
ulism with an explanatory theoretical 
framework. To go along with narra-
tives about an “Epstein class”, implying 
some non-”Epstein class” contingent of 
harmless capitalists, or, worse, “Epstein 
regimes”, would be to repeat the mis-
take, in a much worse form. □
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Organise the unorganised! 
Against TUC expulsion!
By David Axon

It appears almost certain that the TUC 
disputes committee will hold an in-

vestigation into the actions of the Na-
tional Education Union (NEU), following 
its Special Confererence decision to 
continue to organise support staff in 
schools (see report in Solidarity 762).

What happens next is far from a 
foregone conclusion, and is a matter 
of concern for trade unionists in all 
TUC-affiliated unions.

There has been a strange fatalism 
about the TUC in the NEU discussion. 
Leading people have been heard to say 
— including to other unions — that the 
NEU will be out of the TUC soon. The 
Executive’s motion to conference ended, 
strangely, with affiliation to the General 
Federation of Trade Unions (GFTU) — 
which has absolutely nothing to do with 
the support staff issue unless GFTU is 
being seen as some sort of “semi-alter-
native” to the TUC (which does not even 
pretend to be). At a recent North West 
regional council it was even proposed 
that the NEU didn’t pay its affiliation fee 
to the Regional TUC as “we’re going to 
be out soon”.

FAQs on the NEU website refer to 
NEU actions actions as a breach of TUC 
“rules”, without any particular rule ever 
being referenced. What are the facts?

Expelled
The first and most important fact is 
this:  there has never been a union ex-
pelled from the TUC for what the NEU 
is doing. It fact, there has hardly been 
a union expelled that didn’t want to be. 
Not in the TUC’s whole 158 year history.

The most recent expulsion from the 
TUC was of the electrical union (then 
called the EETPU) in 1988. This was for 
signing single-union “no-strike” deals. 
The EETPU had sided with the employ-
ers (News International) in the Wapping 
Dispute and colluded with the Thatcher 
government. In the political situation 
of the time, the EETPU leadership were 
happy to be outside the TUC. In fact 
their leader, Eric Hammond, actually 
walked out of the congress. But within 
four years they were back in the TUC, 
within the AUEW, and are now part of 
Unite.

Before that it was the electricians’ 
union too. In 1961 the ETU was expelled 
after vote-rigging by the Stalinist lead-
ership of the union.

No one in the NEU was proposing 
no-strike or single-union deals with 
employers. And no-one was proposing 
ballot-rigging.

The only cases of unions being 
excluded for doing the right thing 
were in 1923 and 1959, when a 
small dock workers’ union was 
expelled after coming into conflict 
with the TGWU (now also part of 
Unite). The 1923 case happened 
after the TGWU had signed a 
pay-reduction deal with employ-
ers. The 1959 case involved the 
very same union (long since back 
the TUC) being expelled a second 
time. The TGWU, through the Dock 
Labour Scheme, was actually part 
of dock management. In both 
cases the risk of temporary exclu-
sion was probably worth taking, 
but the dockworkers didn’t take 
it lying down; it took four years of 
this dispute before it reached ex-
pulsion.

The TUC rules include no “rule” 
that the NEU has or would be breaking.

The NUT, main forerunner of the NEU, 
joined the TUC only in 1972, after 102 
years of life, but that was because pre-
viously the NUT considered the TUC too 
militant and proletarian and itself too 
“professional”. Nothing like that now. 
The issue is about the NEU organising 
lower-paid “support” staff in schools 
into the same union as teachers.

Withdrawal
The NEU has decided to withdraw from 
a voluntary agreement, the agreement 
re-made when the NUT and the smaller 
ATL merged, bringing the ATL’s sup-
port staff membership into the NEU. 
Since then thousands of support staff 
have joined the NEU, primarily through 
having been un-unionised workers in a 
workplace with an active NEU rep. That 
has created “industrial unionism” in 
many schools.

Withdrawing from that agreement 
could well lead to a complaint from any 
of the other support staff unions — Uni-
son, GMB, or Unite. And then the rules 
kick in, over how the complaint is han-
dled. That has already happened twice. 
Each time the NEU has complied with 
the TUC rules, right down to paying “fi-
nancial compensation” to the other un-
ions. (Supposedly to compensate for 
their loss of membership fees — though 
had NEU reps not done their work, no 
union would have those fees, and those 
workers would remain unrepresented).

In fact, even without a complaint, the 
issue was discussed at the TUC execu-
tive on 3 March. Unfortunately the NEU 
member of the executive was not pres-
ent.

By the time of publication, the matter 

will be being discussed at the 18 March 
TUC General Council. It appears almost 
certain that the TUC disputes commit-
tee will hold an investigation as a result.

Under TUC rues, the General Secretary 
Paul Nowak has to use his influence to 
“promote a settlement”, as rule 13a puts 
it. Ultimately, though, the General Coun-
cil may have to vote on whether or not 
“it appears to the General Council that 
the activities of the organisation may be 
detrimental to the interests of the trade 
union movement or contrary to the de-
clared principles or declared policy of 
Congress”.

Detrimental
Detrimental to the interests of the 
movement, when two thirds of support 
staff aren’t unionised at all? No. But 
contrary to declared TUC principles, 
perhaps? The relevant bit is in Principle 
Two: “All affiliates of the TUC accept 
as a binding commitment to their con-
tinued affiliation to the TUC that they 
will not knowingly and actively seek to 
take into membership existing or recent 
members of another union by making 
recruitment approaches, either directly 
or indirectly, without the agreement of 
that organisation.”

Can the NEU implement its decision 
on support staff without breaching this? 
Yes — the decision was to “begin to ac-
tively recruit non-unionised support 
staff workers”. The NEU motion calls 
instructs the executive “to make it clear 
to the NJC unions that we will continue 
to seek to work collaboratively in the in-
terests of the workforce and will always 
be open to proposals for an amicable 
resolution of our disagreements”.

But if the vote does go against the 

NEU at a later General Council, 
under the rules the General Coun-
cil then notifies the NEU “of that 
fact, specifying the grounds on 
which that charge is made and in-
viting the organisation to present 
its views to the General Council.” 
One possible outcome of that (to 
be resisted) is for the GC “to order 
that the organisation be forthwith 
suspended from membership of 
the Congress until the next annual 
Congress”.

The issue could come to Con-
gress 2026, 13-16 September in 
Brighton. More likely is slower, 
with a vote at Congress 2027, if 
at all).

The NEU has a good chance of 
winning a Congress debate — un-
less it just walks away without a 
real fight.

Other TUC unions, such as the CWU, 
have already put motions to Congress 
about “reform” of the TUC and the way 
it operates. The NEU issue could easily 
get caught up in that.

Factor
But probably a bigger factor is Clause 
29 of the new Employment Rights Act, 
“Right of trade unions to access work-
places”. There was a consultation on 
the details of that last year, so exactly 
what that looks like is unknown, but it 
will certainly alter the landscape par-
ticularly where there are non-unionised 
workers in a workplace.

Consider also that a Reform govern-
ment or coalition would repeal the Em-
ployment Rights Act, and bring back 
Tory anti-union legislation and more. 
Unions have three years to use the ERA 
to build membership numbers and or-
ganisation in the meanwhile.

This is not a matter of defending the 
NEU’s sectional interests against the 
sectional interests of another union. It 
is much, much, more important than 
that — it is about the future of the union 
movement as a whole.

The NEU should take its fight to stay 
in the TUC with utmost seriousness. 
And members of all other unions should 
start to discuss the issue, so that a split 
can be avoided, and un-unionised sup-
port staff brought into union member-
ship. □
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Ireland

How to wreck a Labour Party
By Micheál MacEoin

The Irish Labour Party had its roots 
in the trade union movement in the 

early twentieth century, on the model of 
the UK Labour Party.

In the UK, the Labour Representation 
Committee (LRC) was formed in 1900, 
following a motion at the Trade Union 
Congress (TUC), bringing together 
trades unions and socialist societies 
to sponsor parliamentary candidates. 
This was a precursor to the Labour 
Party, which has been in government 12 
times, including minority and coalition 
administrations.

Irish Labour, likewise, was the deci-
sion of the Irish Trade Union Congress 
(ITUC). Earlier attempts to establish 
a vehicle for Irish labour political rep-
resentation had been defeated by Bel-
fast-based attempts to affiliate to the 
British Labour Party.

By the 1912 ITUC conference, the 
mood had shifted, as “Larkinism” in 
the wider Irish labour movement out-
stripped the skilled craft workers or 
British-oriented labour unionists.

In May 1912, James Connolly ad-
dressed the delegates at the nineteenth 
Irish Trade Union Congress at the Town 
Hall in Clonmel. Moving the important 
motion on political action, Connolly 
told the delegates that they “all felt the 
disadvantage, and he might say the hu-
miliation, involved in the fact that the 
working classes of Ireland were practi-
cally the only workers in any country in 
Europe to-day that had not a definite or-

ganised method of expressing its view 
upon the political field”.

Home Rule
Following Connolly’s speech, delegates 
voted 49 votes to 18 to include “the in-
dependent representation of Labour 
upon all public boards amongst its 
objects”, and put in place the practical 
steps “to give effect politically to this 
resolution”. They saw themselves as 
preparing for labour representation in 
a Home Rule Parliament, to come after 
the Home Rule Bill then before the Brit-
ish Parliament was enacted and imple-
mented.

In the event, Home Rule did not come. 
The outbreak of the First World War saw 
the postponement of Home Rule, and 
the weakening of the labour movement.

In the wake of the Easter Rising of 
1916, moves were made to revive the 
political machine of the labour move-
ment, with delegates to the 1916 annual 
general meeting believing that “the cir-
cumstances of the time now compel us 
to take action or lose the chance of as-
suming our rightful place in the political 
life of this country.”

The ITUC would rename itself the 
Irish Trades Union Congress and La-
bour Party in 1918. But it never would 
assume its “rightful place” in politics.

In the December 1918 election, La-
bour decided not to run candidates, 
ceding the political terrain to Sinn Fein. 
Though unions took action against con-
scription and to hinder the British war 
effort, Labour and the unions largely 

concentrated on economic issues and 
left the key political issue, national in-
dependence, to Sinn Fein.

Sinn Fein split, after the 1919-21 War 
of Independence, over the issue of the 
Anglo-Irish Treaty, and the two sides of 
the split would fight a bitter but short-
lived Civil War in 1922-23.

Labour did modestly well in the 1920s 
as a the de facto opposition to the Free 
State government, formed by the pro-
Treaty Cumann na nGaedheal. When 
the Anti-Treaty republicans entered the 
Dail in 1926, however, as Fianna Fáil, 
they crowded Labour out and ate up its 
urban working-class support.

Civil War
The two sides of the Civil War eventu-
ally, in the mid-1930s, produced a two-
party parliamentary system alternating 
between Fine Gael and Fianna Fáil.

Labour would occasionally enter gov-
ernment as the coalition partner of one 
of the larger parties. This would be Fine 
Gael in 1948-51, 1954-57, 1973-77, 
1981-82, 1982-87, 1994-97 and 2011-
2016, and Fianna Fáil in 1993-94.

Its weakness meant that the trade 
union bureaucracy often sought to do 
deals with Fianna Fáil rather than work 
through their “own” party.

In March 1930, right-wing elements 
within the Irish Labour Party success-
fully overturned the Larkin/Connolly 
strategy and detached the party from 
the ITUC, though member unions could 
still affiliate.

In 1939, at the urging of the Catholic 

hierarchy operating through the Irish 
National Teachers’ Organisation (INTO), 
the party disavowed the aim of a “Work-
ers’ Republic”. 

That evolution led American historian 
Emmet Larkin to describe it, with some 
justice, as “the most opportunistically 
conservative Labour Party anywhere in 
the known world.”

From the late 1960s onwards, Labour 
declined steadily, falling to a 6.5% vote 
in 1987 amid division over the European 
Union and the North. It also faced stiff 
competition from the Stalinist Workers’ 
Party.

In 1992, off the back of campaign-
ing on issues such as divorce and 
contraception, the party hit over 19%, 
reshaping itself as a party of urban pro-
fessionals and a vehicle for social lib-
eralisation. Throughout the rest of the 
90s and 2000s, the party would hover 
at around 10%.

Labour had a chance, in 2011, in the 
context of widespread anger at Fianna 
Fáil following the 2008 financial crash, 
to reshape the two-party system in Ire-
land.

Instead, it opted (again) to prop up 
Fine Gael in Enda Kenny’s austerity 
government. Voters punished the party, 
which received only 6.6% of the vote in 
2016. It was overtaken by Sinn Féin as 
the default “left” electoral choice.

Labour dismantled its union-affili-
ate structure in 2017. It is now around 
has 4% in the polls, not dissimilar to the 
Social Democrats, the Greens, and the 
Trotskyist-oriented left. □

USA

28 March as a step for 1 May?
By Harold Storey

March 28 is the third No 
Kings Protest in the USA.

Turnouts for the previous No 
Kings Protests, in June and 
October 2025, were reckoned 
at up to seven million in Octo-
ber. This one could be bigger.

The main movers for 28 
March are NGO type organisa-
tions such as Indivisible and 
Mobilize US. These groups, 
along with many others in-
volved, do not concern them-
selves with organising the 
working class, or even with 
organising around particularly 
left wing politics beyond want-
ing a more liberal government.

It is also sponsored by the 

Democratic Socialists of 
America (DSA), the AFL-CIO 
union confederation, and some 
unions, notably SEIU. Unions 
in Minneapolis took part in a 
general strike (with shopkeep-
ers, small businesses, etc.) 
against ICE on 23 January. But 
the signs are that 28 March will 
be like last October and June: 
union banners and contin-
gents, but those in the minority, 
and far from a general strike.

Positive
It is positive that socialist 
groups and unions are organ-
ising their members against 
Trump. However, they do it 
without much distinctive mes-
sage.

Millions of people can be 
mobilised to go out and 
protest, and DSA member-
ship is rising again, but the 
latest figures show union 
density the same in 2025 
as 2024 (11.2%).

Socialist Alternative 
USA refers to 28 March as 
a “great intermediate ac-
tion” and a “structure test” 
for more action on Friday 
1 May.

That idea seems to 
come from the Minneap-
olis Workers’ Assembly 
on 15 February. Organised 
by communications, tran-
sit, and teachers’ unions, and 
socialist groups including the 
DSA and Socialist Alternative, 

the assembly convened over 
300 workers. It voted for a “no 
work, no school, no shopping” 

day aligning with a national 
day of strikes on May Day. 
Another Workers’ Assem-
bly is set for 4 April.

The revolutionary left 
groups should no doubt 
use 28 March as a place to 
meet new activists, distrib-
ute materials, and recruit. 
But the main focus must 
be on making the trade 
unions take the lead, to re-
cruit and to strike against 
the bosses and the far right 
US government.

Maybe 28 March can in-
deed be made a stepping 
stone for 1 May. □
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Letters

Still need to fight in the labour movement
Michael Chessum (in Solidarity 762) 

asks us to acknowledge that a 
statement in my article previewing the 
Gorton and Denton by-election was 
wrong. That was: “the only realistic way 
that Reform UK can win [in Gorton and 
Denton is if the Green party splits the 
Labour vote”. Yes, that was wrong

In a follow-up article I did say: “In ret-
rospect a Reform win was always un-
likely in a constituency with its diverse 
and left-leaning population: the com-
bined Labour-Green percentage vote 
from 2024 held up well (64% in 2024, 
67% in 2026).” But yes the calculation 
was wrong and I’ve gone back to look 
the 2024 election figures and where the 
Greens are strong.

What conclusions do I draw? That vot-
ers were convinced that the most likely 
way to keep out Reform was to vote 
Green in this constituency? Clearly. We 
must conclude that the two-party sys-
tem is gone, even as it is constrained 
by first-past-the-post voting. At the 
very least, even voters loyal to Labour, 
or other parties, are prepared to “lend” 
their votes in all sorts of ways.

Were voters in Gorton and Denton 
were also won to the Greens? As Mi-
chael puts it: “A party to Labour’s left 
has proven itself to be a more viable ve-
hicle to defeat the right. For many pro-

gressive voters, the prospect of voting 
with heart and head will be irresistible.” 
For sure, some were — further data is 
needed.

Replicated
Can this result be replicated across the 
country in a general election? If we look 
at the constituencies where the Greens 
did well (say, 6,000 or more votes) 
in 2024 it is possible to make some 
guesses: that they could win across the 
board in Bristol, in some places where 
they came second and Labour’s win-
ning vote was relatively low — some of 
the Manchester constituencies, maybe 
Birkenhead, Huddersfield, Sheffield 
Central… Maybe even some London 
constituencies where the Labour vote 
is higher (Hackney, Lewisham).

Those leftists who have migrated into 
the Green Party will, not unreasonably, 
be happy with such a result. Or maybe 
not exactly happy if Reform is in gov-
ernment.

The issue for me is that I do not be-
lieve the left is committed to transform-
ing the Greens from an electoral party 
into one fully connected to the labour 
movement in a short time frame. De-
spite every terrible thing Labour has 
done, now and in the past, it still is that. 
That’s a problem isn’t it?

It’s a problem because, while the 
Green Party is gaining ground, we, that 
is class-struggle socialists, still need to 
fight inside the labour movement, the 
unions and Labour, to change Labour’s 
political direction.

It’s a problem because the left in the 
UK will have to come together if it is to 

beat Reform politically. To be effective 
we have include Labour supporters 
and members. Yet now some, not all 
but some, Green Party leftists and Your 
Party members wouldn’t spit on Labour 
people if they were on fire. □

Cathy Nugent, London

Be sharper against Trump and Israel
In Solidarity 762 the edito-

rial on Iran gets many things 
right: the nature of the Islamic 
Republic, its current weakness, 
the destructive role Iran has 
played in the region through its 
proxies, the risk of it develop-
ing nuclear weapons, oppos-
ing a monarchist retaking of 

power, and calling for a secular 
republic and workers’ govern-
ment. On the motivations and 
actions of the Israeli and US 
governments it gets the analy-
sis and emphasis wrong. 

In the editorial it says “Iran 
has repeatedly stated its nu-
clear enrichment programme 
was for peaceful purposes, 
but Israel and the US were 
not wrong in supposing the 
Iranian state was lying.” And 
later “Israel has long aimed 
for the end of the Iranian re-
gime which openly advocated 
the destruction of Israel. It is 
not unreasonable for Israel to 
want to defend itself from such 
a threat.” Mentioning these 
facts but omitting how the US 
and Israel started attacking 
Iran during negotiations, ones 
in which Iran was the weaker 
party and willing to make some 
concessions over its nuclear 
program leaves the reader with 
an incomplete and therefore 
distorted analysis of the war 
in the Middle East. The recent 
Israeli and US attacks on Iran 
are in part to do with “self-de-
fence” and worries about nu-

clear weapons but are much 
to do with Israeli and US impe-
rial prowess. “Self-defence” is 
often the cover that is used to 
mask these intentions. Israel’s 
recent siege on Gaza that jeop-
ardised the lives of hostages it 
was claiming to save demon-
strates how little Israel’s far-
right government cares even 
about Israelis’ safety.

Language
The language used to describe 
Iranian and Palestinian ac-
tors on the one hand and US 
and Israeli actors on the other 
contrasts sharply. Khamenei 
is correctly described as hav-
ing run a “brutal misogynistic, 
theocratic dictatorship”, Trump 
on the other hand is merely 
characterised as being “care-
less” with the lives of Iranians 
and showing “contempt” for 
democratic norms. The Ha-
mas-led attacks on 7 October 
2023 are described as a po-
grom, the genocidal siege that 
Israel waged in response is 
described as going simply “be-
yond reasonable or proportion-
ate measures of self-defence.”

We should accurately de-
scribe the US and Israeli gov-
ernments, given we are doing 
that with Hamas and the Is-
lamic Republic. We should 
describe Trump as running a 
far-right and increasingly au-
thoritarian government with 
nakedly imperial intervention-
ist aims. We should describe 

the Israeli government as far-
right with sub-imperial aims in 
the region. We should be clear 
and unambiguous about this 
and not leave it to readers to 
generously interpret what we 
write in the best spirit possi-
ble. □

Owen Flood, Bristol

A critical look at theories 
now dominant in left-

ish academia. £3 □
w o r k e r s l i b e r t y . o r g /
publications
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Film

Living amidst constant war
By Burt Peters

Militantropos Is an observational 
documentary about the impact of 

the Russian invasion of Ukraine on both 
soldiers and civilians. It was co-di-
rected by three Ukrainian filmmakers, 
Yelizaveta Smith, Alina Gorlova and 
Simon Mozgovyi, and premiered at the 
Cannes Film Festival.

The film’s title refers to the idea of 
the “militant human” — a person whose 
life, behaviour, and environment are 
changed by the constant presence of 

war.
The film begins with quiet shots of 

ruined towns and empty roads, show-
ing the destruction caused by the war 
in Ukraine and then shifts to large num-
bers of people boarding a Kiev train on 
a platform bound for Vienna. We then 
see the Kiev Mayor addressing civilians, 
with one elderly guy defiantly saying he 
is going nowhere.

There are shots of civilians being 
trained on how to use AK47s, and sol-
diers repeatedly firing an artillery gun at 
an unseen enemy and later watching a 
football match in their dugout. Ukrain-
ian soldiers train, clean weapons, and 
rest in trenches, showing the routine of 
military life. There are Images of chil-
dren playing in dugouts and war-torn 
ruins as war becomes normalised.

Others repair buildings and roofs to 
the sound of artillery in the background. 
There is a blitz spirit feel in a scene 
where hundreds of Ukrainians listen to 
a group of singers singing a patriotic 
song in a huge railway station.

War is Constant
Air-raid sirens and distant explosions 
remind viewers that war is constantly 
present as Ukrainians cook, clean and 
gather supplies. Families and elderly 
people are evacuated from dangerous 
areas with the help of soldiers though 
not everyone opens their gate. Some 
return later to destroyed houses and 

buildings. Paramedics treat wounded 
people and transport them through 
damaged areas.

There is no Voice of God narration and 
there are no direct interviews. Instead 
there are long observational shots of 
battle ruins and near destitution while 
civilians try and get on with life in a very 
difficult new normal.

The film uses juxtaposition as a 
farmer farms his field right next to a 
large unexploded shell and a dramatic 
nighttime thunderstorm contrasts with 
a beautiful sunlit field. There are close 
ups of soldiers’ faces and hands (they 
always seem to be smoking).

Militantropos is a quiet, atmospheric 

film that invites the viewer to think criti-
cally about a people and society that are 
under huge pressure. The main themes 
are human adaptation to war, resilience 
and survival, community and solidarity, 
and the transformation of identity and 
behaviour during conflict.

It is very different from 20 Days in 
Mariupol but nevertheless was short-
listed for best documentary at the Eu-
ropean Film Academy and won the Film 
Critics’ Prize at the Docudays UA.

If you like atmospheric, slow-paced 
psychological type documentaries that 
are usually shown at art-house cine-
mas, then you will like Militantropos. □

Country Joe McDonald (1942-2026)
By Len Glover

It possibly wasn’t the best 
start in life to be named 

after Stalin (his mother was a 
member of the US Communist 
Party) but Joe McDonald, who 
died on 7 March, and his band, 
Country Joe and the Fish, went 
on to achieve fame (or notori-
ety) in the 1960 and 70s with 
his anti-Vietnam war song I 
Feel Like I’m Fixin’ to Die Rag. 
It became a kind-of anthem for 
the anti-war movement in the 
USA and elsewhere.

I remember it well as I was 
nearly attacked in a beer 
hall in Munich for initiating 
a (drunken) rendition with a 
small group of Americans who, 
like me, were drifting around 
Europe at the time, doing odd 
jobs and propping up bars. A 
group of US servicemen, seated 
nearby, expressed some disap-

probation at our performance.
And, I suppose for many peo-

ple, certainly of my generation, 
Joe McDonald will be remem-
bered solely for this song and 
particularly his performance of 
it, captured forever on celluloid, 
at Woodstock.

However, McDonald was 
much more than a long-haired, 
pot-smoking hippy enragé. He 
served in the US Navy in the 
late 50s and through his activ-
ity in the anti-war movement, 
particularly visiting convalesc-
ing war veterans in hospitals, 
he became acquainted with 
and deeply affected by the 
work of the nursing profession. 
He studied nursing, its history 
and the issues surrounding it, 
particularly the role of nurses 
in combat zones.

After coming across mention 
of Florence Nightingale and 

her activity during the Crimean 
war he read everything he 
could find about her, including 
consulting documents in the 
British Library in London. Mc-
Donald eventually became a 
recognised authority on Night-
ingale, her life and work.

Inspiration
Inspiration also came from 
nearer home when McDon-
ald met Lynda Van Devanter, a 
nurse who served in Vietnam 
and wrote of her experiences in 
her book Home Before Morning. 
Devanter died in 2002, possibly 
from side effects associated 
with Agent Orange, the chem-
ical defoliant employed in Vi-
etnam by the American forces, 
and McDonald paid tribute to 
her in his song The Girl Next 
Door (Combat Nurse).

McDonald believed that 

nurses were much more than 
the rather patronising “angel of 
mercy” stereotype with which 
they are usually associated, 
seeing them more as skilled 
workers, therapists, specialists 
and even, at times, combat-
ants. Later in his life he donated 
his extensive archive on Night-
ingale and nurses to the Univer-
sity of California San Francisco. 
You can read McDonald’s trib-
ute to Florence Nightingale at 
countryjoe.com/nightingale.

His music is easily acces-
sible but probably not to the 
taste of the post-sixties gen-
erations; as I have tried to sug-
gest, there is more to his life 
than that. International Nurses’ 
Day is celebrated annually on 
12 May. □

Music

The 2nd edition contains new 
material, plus photos from the 
campaign and occupation. £4 (inc. 
post) □
bit.ly/shop—wl
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A preview of the Greens’ conference
By Simon Nelson

The Green Party Spring Conference 
on 28 March now has a near-final 

agenda. The “Zionism is Racism” motion, 
which has been heavily backed on the 
Green Party left, but “treats mainstream 
Jewish attachment to Israel [however 
critical] as a moral stain” remains on the 
agenda. A series of amendments point 
more towards the politics expressed in 
the “Peacebuilding in Israel-Palestine” 
motion and should be voted for, but the 
whole thing should be voted down,  if it 
is reached, however amended.

Backers of a “leave Nato” motion are 
certainly motivated by opposition to the 
current Green Party policy in support 
of Ukraine, but the “reform Nato” posi-
tion should be voted down. A motion to 
strengthen Green support for Ukraine 
has many worthy points and should 
be supported, but, as with the policy 
of the Ukraine Solidarity Campaign, it 
overpraises sanctions and ignores their 

downsides. In any case, it is unlikely to 
be heard. Motions are prioritised, and 
then those down the list drop off the 
agenda, which allows limited time for 
debate on motions. The main left cau-
cus in the Greens, Greens Organise, has 
made no recommendations on prioritis-
ing, nor pushed any motion apart from 
unofficially pushing the “Zionism is Rac-
ism” one.

Of the two motions submitted on Iran, 
one has the general Stop the War Coa-
lition position, “No war on Iran” (with-
out criticism of the theocratic regime). 
“Justice, Not War, for Iran” is better, with 
some support for the protesters inside 
Iran.

Ecology
It might appear quirky that very few of 
the motions relate to climate or ecology. 
Oddly (see Solidarity 758) the GPEW 
approach to ecological issues is not 
particularly radical or comprehensive. 
It includes little discussion about what 

workers and workers’ struggle can do on 
the environment. One motion calls for 
affirming the Greens as an ecosocialist 
party, but with no sense that this means 
a focus on the working class. A motion 
supported by the Green Party Trade 
Union group, however, does seek to get 
the party to engage more seriously with 
trade unions, and a useful amendment 
calls explicitly for support for strikes and 
workers’ struggles. 

A motion to end gender-based blanket 
bans in sport is worthy of support. It is 
the only motion on the agenda on trans 
rights. Its perspective on inclusion and 
on breaking down barriers to trans par-
ticipation in sport is surely the right one.

A number of motions attempt to ad-
dress some of the Greens’ anti-science 
bias and propose tentative support for 
nuclear power and research, for fluorida-
tion, and some scope for animal testing. 
These are all worthy of support.

The surge in membership of the 
Greens leaves it with structures, com-

mittees, and ways of organising are de-
signed for a much smaller organisation. 
Some of the democratic reforms pro-
posed at this conference go some way 
to address that.

However, Green Party policy-making 
remains labyrinthine, filtered through 
working groups and committees, with-
out the structure familiar in the labour 
movement of local branches debating 
and submitting motions. □
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Socialist feminism

“All The Rage” in Manchester
By Cece Standring

On Saturday 14 March, Workers’ Lib-
erty hosted All the Rage, our annual 

socialist feminist conference. Around 
80 people attended the day of talks, 
workshops and discussions in Man-
chester.

We covered a host of contemporary 
issues: how we fight the far-right in 
the context of increasing attacks on 
women, trans people, migrants, and ra-
cialised people in the UK and abroad; 
the politics of sex and sexuality in the 
age of the sexual counter-revolution; 

the fight for the decriminalisation of 
sex work and support for sex workers 
in the trade union movement (led by an 
organiser from Decrim Now and the Sex 
Workers’ Union); how attacks including 
on trans healthcare, poor provision for 
women’s healthcare, and increasingly 
capitalist organisation of our health 
services are damaging our mental and 
physical health; and the Iranian resist-
ance to Iran’s clerical-fascist regime, 
over decades of rebellion and to the 
forces today that can bring the regime 
down.

We also had sessions connected to 
our regular socialist feminist work: 
a book club session discussing Tithi 
Bhattacharya’s essay How Not To 
Skip Class: Social Reproduction of La-
bour and the Global Working Class (on 
how capitalism exploits us in both the 
workplace and the home); and a work-
shop on the Manchester People’s His-
tory Museum’s collection of socialist 
feminist publications, seeing how the 
culture of these publications has de-
veloped through from the Red Rag in 
the 1970s to our own socialist feminist 

publication, Women’s Fightback, today.
This year’s All the Rage provides an 

opportunity to reinvigorate our so-
cialist feminist work: using Women’s 
Fightback and our regular book clubs 
in Manchester, Edinburgh, London, and 
Sheffield to develop liberatory social-
ist feminist politics; and bringing more 
feminists into our work.

Contribute to renewing socialist fem-
inism and write for Women’s Fightback 
by getting in touch with our editorial 
board — womensfightback@workers-
liberty.org □

Unite the Union

Vote for Graham slate, but critically
By Dale Street

The ballot for the Unite the 
Union Executive Council 

(EC) elections runs from 23 
March to 27 April. The two fac-
tions competing for control of 
the EC are Members United and 
Workers Unite.

Members United is essen-
tially a rebranded continuation 
of the United Left. For many 
years after the creation of 
Unite in 2007, through a merger 
of the TGWU and Amicus, the 
United Left dominated Unite. 
But it is now only a shadow of 
its former self. 

Its membership has declined 
dramatically. It has suffered 
a number of splits. Its candi-
date was defeated by Sharon 
Graham in the 2021 General 
Secretary election. And it is ir-
redeemably tainted by its asso-
ciation with the Unite officials 
involved in the twin scandals 
of the Birmingham hotel and 
conference centre and the con-
tracting-out of Unite affiliated 
services.

Hence its rebranding as 
Members United. There may be 
some worthy individuals stand-
ing on the Members United 
slate. But, overall, the record 
of Members United, in its ear-

lier form of the United Left, has 
been one of stifling rank-and-
file democracy rather than pro-
moting it.

Workers Unite is the pro-Sha-
ron-Graham slate. The election 
statements of their candidates 
all contain the words (albeit 
sometimes with minor var-
iations): “I fully support our 
General Secretary and her Man-
ifesto”.

The Slate Statement, to which 
all Workers Unite candidates 
have signed up, likewise says: 
“I support Sharon Graham. 
Change must continue.” Again, 
there may be some worthy 
members standing on Workers 
Unite slate. But the disparaging 
description of Workers Unite as 
the Sharon Graham fan club is 
entirely accurate.

Critical vote
The Workers’ Liberty Unite 
fraction is advocating a critical 
vote for the Workers Unite can-
didates. The Graham regime 
has on the whole done better 
in industrial disputes than the 
old regime of the United Lef 
and Len McCluskey as general 
secretary.

But the Workers Unite adu-
lation of Graham is a re-run of 
the United Left’s adulation of 

McCluskey. This does not bode 
well for the future.

This is underlined by the fact 
that Workers Unite candidates 
have not a word of criticism of 
Graham’s record to date, nor 
of the state in which Unite cur-
rently finds itself.

Their Slate Statement opens 
with the words: “It’s either the 
old days of shady hotel devel-
opments and playing games 
within Labour, or continuing the 
workplace change our General 
Secretary is delivering.”

This is a demagogic carica-
ture. The “old days” involved 
a lot more than “shady hotel 
developments”. (There were 
actually some pluses in Mc-
Cluskey’s terms of office.) 
And attempting a meaningful 
political strategy, even unsuc-
cessfully, is not the same as 
“playing games within Labour”.

Since Graham was elected 
General Secretary, the union’s 
Organising Department (which 
she formerly ran, and the staff 
of which formed the backbone 
of her election campaign) has 
been given a centre-stage role 
in the union.

Criticisms of the Organis-
ing Department by Reunite the 
Union (a political sibling of 

Members United, but more out-
spoken in its criticisms of Gra-
ham) might be demagogically 
exaggerated, but have some 
validity:

“Organisers have been stead-
ily reduced to underappreciated 
and misused banner-wavers 
and props for social media 
content. They are dispatched 
to tourist traps in foreign lo-
cales to take photographs with 
banners, or [sent to] hold up 
banners outside chip shops or 
estate agents. Organising has 
been turned into a performance 
with Organisers as misused 
props.”

Accusations
Within Unite itself, there are 
multiple accusations of bully-
ing, intimidation and even as-
sault. Some Unite staff went on 
strike in November 2024, and 
are currently being balloted on 
further strike action. 

Unite officers have even 
joined the Community trade 
union and are demanding that 
Unite as an employer gives it 
formal union recognition.

Is that all just conservative 
officers attempting to block 
changes in the union? In any 
case, Unite members have 
a right to know just what is 

going on. And candidates seek-
ing election to the union’s EC 
should have something to say 
about these matters.

The multiple weaknesses in 
the Workers Unite election plat-
form and their unctuous atti-
tude towards Graham underline 
the fact that the EC elections 
should not be reduced simply 
to a matter of who you vote for.

An end to the United Left 
(now Members United) bu-
reaucratic manoeuvring and 
dead-end factionalism would 
be a good election outcome. 
But that needs to be followed 
up by ensuring that the newly 
elected EC members cease to 
act as Graham’s cheerleaders 
and act instead as the tribunes 
of those whom they are meant 
to represent.

A modest first step in that 
direction would be for Unite 
Regions and the larger work-
places and branches to hold 
hustings meetings with the 
relevant candidates to discuss 
what is needed to make Unite a 
real membership-led and mem-
bership-controlled union. □

Solidarity with Iranian women at 
All The Rage!
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What we stand for

Today one class, the working class, 
lives by selling its labour power 

to another, the capitalist class, which 
owns the means of production.

Capitalists’ control over the econ-
omy and their relentless drive to in-
crease their wealth causes poverty, 
unemployment, blighting of lives by 
overwork; imperialism, environmental 
destruction and much else.

The working class must unite to 
struggle against the accumulated 
wealth and power of the capitalists, in 
the workplace and wider society.

The Alliance for Workers’ Liberty 
wants socialist revolution: collective 
ownership of industry and services, 
workers’ control, and a democracy 
much fuller than the present system, 
with elected representatives recallable 
at any time and an end to bureaucrats’ 
and managers’ privileges.

We fight for trade unions and the La-
bour Party to break with “social part-
nership” with the bosses, to militantly 
assert working-class interests.

In workplaces, trade unions, and La-
bour organisations; among students; 

in local campaigns; on the left and in 
wider political alliances we stand for:

• Independent working-class rep-
resentation in politics

• A workers’ government, based on 
and accountable to the labour move-
ment

• A workers’ charter of trade union 
rights — to organise, strike, picket ef-
fectively, and take solidarity action

• Taxing the rich to fund good public 
services, homes, education and jobs 
for all

• Workers’ control of major industries 
and finance for a rapid transition to a 
Red society

• A workers’ movement that fights all 
forms of oppression

• Full equality for women, and social 
provision to free women from domes-
tic labour. Reproductive freedoms and 
free abortion on demand. 

• Full equality for lesbian, gay, bisex-
ual and trans people

• Black and white workers’ unity 
against racism

• Open borders
• Global solidarity against global 

capital — workers everywhere have 
more in common with each other than 
with their capitalist or Stalinist rulers

• Democracy at every level of society, 
from the smallest workplace or com-
munity to global social organisation

• Equal rights for all nations, against 
imperialists and predators big and 
small

• Maximum left unity in action, and  
full openness in debate

If you agree with us, take copies of 
Solidarity to sell — and join us! □

• workersliberty.org/join-awl Want to be part of an organised long-haul collective effort to spread the socialist ideas you read in Solidarity, and to link 
together activities in diverse campaigns and conflicts around that consistent socialist thread? Then take some copies 

of Solidarity to sell each week, and contact us to discuss joining Workers’ Liberty, the group that produces and sustains this 
paper. Check it out and contact us via workersliberty.org/join-awl □

Join Workers’ Liberty!

Noon to noon strikes should work better
By Jay Dawkey

“Some will cross and we shouldn’t be 
too relaxed about that”. “And it’ll 

be their reps telling them. Maybe some 
won’t want to but they will be told they 
should”. “Their District Organiser will 
tell people to work on those days”. “Has 
anyone actually asked any of them what 
they plan to do?”

With less than a week now till our 
strikes begin over the working week, the 
question of what Aslef members will do 
is a big talking point. Will they respect 
pickets over a deal they want imple-
mented? Is it likely they all think it should 
be implemented without any negotiation 
at all?

A dispute resolution meeting on Mon-
day, 16 March, does not seem to have 
moved the company, and the strikes 
remain on. “They probably want to 
see what happens with this first set of 
strikes”, N says. “We need the whole deal 
off the table before we call anything else 
off”. “Kick it into the long grass would be 
good enough for me, if they can come 
back on something and we can keep 
pushing that will be enough”.

With each day’s strike starting at noon, 
we have a better chance of getting peo-
ple out to picket lines as they finish work. 
That’ll only help us boost the strike. It 
will be much harder for people on any 
later shift to cross with more of us, and 
in front of people they don’t consider the 

“usual suspects”.
“I think this 12 till 12 is brilliant. Will 

create chaos for management. Trains 
will be all over the place, extra disruption 
on top of our two days”. “As long as it 
works, we should do this every time.” □

Diary of a Tube driver

Bertolucci’s Novecento
By John Cunningham

Following on from films 
about Antonio Gramsci, 

this week I stay with Italy to 
look at Bernardo Bertolucci’s 
monumental Novecento.

At 317 minutes this at 
times sprawling epic depicts 
Italy in the twentieth century 
up to the post-1945 period, 
through the prism of two 
lives: the agricultural worker 
Dalco Olmo (Gerard Depar-
dieu) and landowner Alfredo 
Berlinghieri (Robert DeNiro). 
The two are born on the 
same day and Olmo works 
on the Berlinghieri estate. 
The two become friends, al-
though Olmo never forgets 
his origins. He is raised in a 
spirit of socialist collectivity 
and the label “peasant” is 
worn with pride.

Come the First World War, 

Olmo enlists in the army. At 
the end of hostilities, he re-
turns home determined to 
bring about political change. 
He faces up to the brutal, 
fascist overseer Attila Mel-
lanchini (Donald Sutherland) 
and the region is convulsed 
by strikes against the land-
owners in which the village 
women play a leading role.

The rise of fascism and 
the war is a disaster for the 
region, but when Mussolini 
is ousted the village women 
take revenge on Mellanchini. 
The villagers are now armed 
and ready to assume power 
but the Communist Party 
tells them to hand over their 
weapons to the new author-
ities and the revolutionary 
impulse is lost. Olmo and 
Alfredo resume their friend-
ship.

It is difficult to summarise 
such a long film but it’s a 
fascinating look into the lives 
of the agricultural workers of 
the Emilia-Romagna region 
(where Bertolucci was born, 

in Parma: the region also in-
cludes Bologna). There were 
some complaints about the 
film’s length, and there is 
a cut version which is best 
avoided. □

Kino Eye
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Non-striker sacked after pro-strike protest
By Ken Worthington

At the National Coal Mining Museum, 
near Wakefield, there has been no 

new pay offer or agreement to hold ne-
gotiations by museum management, 
despite hopes from the strikers that 
bosses might want to get the museum 
fully open for the Easter holidays. (It 
will take at least three weeks of safety 
checks and maintenance work to get 
the mine up and running following a re-
turn to work).

Meanwhile, a non-striking museum 
worker who was dismissed by the mu-
seum a couple of days before Christmas 
has now joined the strikers’ union, Uni-
son, and is planning with union support 
to take the employer to a tribunal for 
unfair dismissal.

Unison branch officers have informed 
Solidarity that Subject Access Request 
(SAR) information shows that the mu-

seum took the decision to sack the 
member the day after photos were sent 
to the museum showing the worker at a 
demonstration in support of the striking 
workers called by Unison in Wakefield.

Striking workers are concerned that 
management may have sent people to 
spy on the demonstration in an attempt 
to gather “evidence” against the strik-
ers.

The last pay offer received by the 
striking workers included a “discipline” 
clause which stated that all striking 
workers would be placed under man-
agement investigation upon their return 
to work over complaints the museum 
has received during the strike.

Even before, in the run up to the strike, 
another worker settled an employment 
tribunal claim with the museum for un-
fair dismissal. □

Huge cuts at Hallam
By Sam Myerson

On 12 March students gath-
ered at the University of 

Sheffield (UoS) for a demon-
stration against the cuts there. 
They were joined by students 
from the SWAG anti-cuts group 
at Leicester University and the 
Sheffield Hallam University An-
ti-Cuts group.

The Sheffield Hallam group 
has a demonstration on 21 
March, 11am-1pm at the Owen 

Building Entrance. The UoS 
Students have their next meet-
ing 18 March at 5pm.

At Sheffield Hallam workers 
are being faced with wholesale 
changes to their terms and 
conditions. Uni bosses want to 
transfer staff to employment 
by a third-party company, re-
moving pension commitments 
being the opening salvo. This 
means a fundamental change 
to the way the university is run, 
with staff bearing he burden.

Sheffield Hallam has faced 
years of cuts and has tens of 
millions of further cuts threat-
ened, with their shape unclear. 
Workers are currently voting in 
indicative ballots for industrial 
action. 

Student Campaign
Building a strong student 
campaign is important now. 
The last term of the academic 
year and the low point for ac-
tivists on campus is rapidly 

approaching. The current term 
ends 28 March at UoS, 30 
March at Hallam. Uni bosses 
know this, and will be looking 
to take advantage.

Hallam, like lots of other in-
stitutions, has been making 
risky bets on out of city cam-
puses. The notorious Brent 
Cross plan, presented as 
sound investment, turns out to 
be nothing more than a sham. 
Millions of pounds. Sheffield 
Hallam won’t be providing the 

teaching, or running the school, 
but will bear the costs.

While this white elephant is 
paraded around, the university 
is planning disastrous cuts 
at its main campus. Recently 
the University’s athletics fa-
cility faced permanent clo-
sure. It has lost its licence to 
host British league and school 
meets, owing to poor mainte-
nance and repair and woeful 
under-investment. □

New strikes at Northumbria
By Henry Beaumont 

Persisting in their bat-
tle against Northumbria 

University bosses, the Uni-
versity and College Union 
(UCU) have announced new 
strikes: 16-17 and 25-27 
March, 20-24 April. The UCU 
plan to hold fast against 
the management’s plans 
to freeze the pay of staff 
who do not move from the 
(better) Teachers’ Pension 
Scheme (TPS) to the (worse) 
Universities Superannuation 
Scheme (USS). The UCU has 
put forward alternative pro-
posals to save costs and 
protect staff.

On top of the attacks on 
pensions, university bosses 
they plan to make £25 mil-
lion worth of cuts by Decem-
ber 2026, and are offering 
more rounds of voluntary 
severance. This will seri-

ously affect education at 
Northumbria, no matter what 
university management have 
said. 

Closures
They previously claimed that 
there would be no course 

closures, but even before this 
new round of cuts this has 
proved to be false. In music, 
existing courses are being 
taught until completion, but 
with no new intakes of stu-
dents. The UCU has called 
a national demonstration in 

Newcastle on Wednesday 25 
March. Workers’ Liberty stu-
dents at Northumbria have 
been at the picket lines, will 
be at the national demon-
stration, and are building 
support among students for 
the strike. □
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Tube drivers to strike for 
controls over work hours
Drivers in the RMT union on London Under-

ground (LUL) have called six days of strikes 
over three months, starting 24-25 March, against 
the imposition of a longer working day and shorter 
notice of shift changes, supposed to deliver a 
“four-day week”.

Rank-and-file bulletin Tubeworker welcomed 
the decision to call three rounds of action, rather 
than the usual: call some dates, wait and see, then 
work out what to do next. That kind of action has 
lost momentum in past campaigns, allowing the 
company to set the pace.

With an imminent “pilot” of the longer work-
ing day on the Bakerloo line, there is little time to 
spare in nipping this proposal in the bud before it 
takes hold. LUL bosses maintain that the scheme 
is “voluntary” while providing no guarantees that 
anyone who signs up to it can revert back to five-
day shorter shifts and giving no assurance that 
new drivers will even be given an option. In any 
case, no depot, and certainly not a whole line, can 
run a timetable with some drivers on totally differ-
ent parameters than others. 

Reason
The real reason for the longer working day was 
made clear in a BBC article, in which LUL bosses 
are quoted as saying: “These changes will help us 
to… improve our ability to flexibly deploy our driv-
ers and enable us to offer a modern and efficient 
service while creating no additional cost.”

Newer drivers will also find themselves able to 
offer the most “flexibility.” How can you plan for 
childcare and other caring responsibilities if, as a 
“Line Pool” driver based at Acton Town, you might 
find out on a Monday morning that your shift the 
following day, which you thought would start at 
07:00, is now starting at 05:00… at Upminster, 40 
miles away! Any driver transferring to another 
depot automatically enters the “Line Pool”, so, 
unless a driver plans on remaining at their current 
location forever, these changes can hit anyone. 
That the company is still not sharing the equality 
impact assessment tells us something.

Drivers in both unions, RMT (all grades) and 
Aslef (driver-only), previously rejected these plans 
when they were known as “Trains Modernisation”. 
Unfortunately, Aslef’s leadership on the job has 
worked with management to try to implement this 
deal.

Aslef members should ask themselves whether 
an offer that tears through existing agreements, 
increases our parameters, and makes it nearly 
impossible for drivers with caring responsibilities 
to plan their time, is worth it for an extra day off 
a week. □

Far-right threat still 
large in France
By Rhodri Evans

The first round of France’s municipal elections, 
on 15 March, showed worrying good scores for 

the far-right, including the RN, which has generally 
done worse in municipal elections than national..

The Socialist Party held its ground. Jean-Luc 
Mélenchon’s La France Insoumise (LFI) made 
gains in some towns, though it has been weaker 
than the SP at municipal level even when stronger 
in national votes. The “centre” linked to president 
Emmanuel Macron did poorly. The “old” right (LR), 
held its ground.

On the Marxist left, the NPA-Révolutionnaires 
stood 29 lists, and got 18,445 votes; Lutte Ou-
vrière, some 243, with 74,600 votes. Those are 
somewhat better scores than in 2020 or 2014.

French municipal elections are different from 
British. Local authorities have more autonomy, 
turnout (though lower this time than previously) 
is often as high as for national elections or higher, 
and there are many more posts to fill: 35,000 may-
ors and over 500,000 councillors, where England 
has 17,000 councillors.

In small local authorities, many of those elected 
are “with no party label”, or “independent left”, or 

“independent right”.
The second round is on 22 March. All candi-

dates who got more than 10% on the first round 
can continue to the second, but outcomes are 
often decided by who stands down or “fuses” lists 
with allies or semi-allies.

The NPF and NUPES alliances of leftish parties 
(SP, Communist Party, Greens, LFI) have broken 
down at national level, but some local SP-LFI 
deals are being done.

Current polling for the 2027 presidential elec-
tion shows the RN’s Bardella around 36%, Edouard 
Philippe (Macron’s first prime minister 2017-20, 
mayor of Le Havre since then) 19%, Mélenchon 
11%, and Bardella and Philippe neck-and-neck in 
a second-round run-off.

The core determinant of French politics for the 
last ten years seems to have been diminished 
confidence among workers about collective la-
bour-movement effort, industrial or political, 
winning anything amidst a continuing fiscal and 
public-debt crisis. Organising for battles and vic-
tories to regain that confidence is central. □
• Comments from the French Marxist left: bit.ly/
munic-1

Sanders denounces Iran war
By Bernie Sanders

On 14 May, Bernie Sanders said, in a streamed 
discussion with Iranian-American experts:

Trump is completely undermining interna-
tional law. Not only the Constitution of the 

United States, which says it is Congress that 
determines whether we go to war or not, but in-
ternational law.

Let’s be clear. A nation does not have the right 
to unilaterally attack another nation without 
provocation. Right? Iran was not a threat.

At the same time, we essentially assassinate 
the entire leadership of the country or the major 
part of the leadership. And you do this in the 
midst of negotiations which at least some peo-
ple were saying were making progress.

Trump is giving a green light to any dictator 
in the world, any government in the world that 
wants to go to war.

You know, bombing schools, killing people 
you’re negotiating with. Really, is that what this 
country is about? I think it’s not. And I think the 
American people understand that that is not 
what we are supposed to be about.

Not to mention the fact that we have so many 
of our people struggling economically. People 
want to build schools in this country, not destroy 
schools in Iran.

Lebanon is not getting a lot of attention, but 
I saw something which is really quite shocking 
that something like 10% of the entire population 
of Lebanon, some 700,000 or 800,000 people 
have been displaced from their homes.

Trump told us the attack on an elementary 
school in Iran that killed 175 people, mostly chil-
dren, “was done by Iran.”

Now the US military admits it was a US strike.
If they are lying about something as obvious 

as this, what else are they lying about? □
• More on Iran: p.2-3. More on USA: p.17

Bans on protests at 
best double-edged
By Chris Reynolds

The police turned out over 1,000 officers, and 
arrested 12 people, to enforce curbs on the 

annual al-Quds day demonstration in London 
and the counter-protest on 15 March.

The demonstration, organised each year by 
the reactionary Iranian-regime-backed IHRC, 
was confined to a static rally on Albert Embank-
ment, and counter-protesters were confined to 
Millbank, on the other side of the Thames.

Meanwhile, the authorities have suspended 
until 30 July all trials of those arrested on pro-
tests against the government’s banning (as 
“terrorist”) of Palestine Action.

The High Court has ruled the ban unlawful, 
but the government is appealing.

2,700 people have been arrested on the re-
peated peaceful anti-ban protests, simply for 
holding placards saying “I support Palestine 
action”. At least 16 have lost their jobs as a re-
sult of the arrests.

Police powers to ban demonstrations are 
at best a double-edged weapon, even when 
first aimed at far-right groups. The labour 
movement should respond instead with 
well-organised, well-stewarded, massive 
counter-protests.

The Public Order Act, first legislated in 1936 
against Mosley’s fascists, with new iterations 
in 1986 and 2023, has done more to inhibit left 
organising than to push back the far right. □
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