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Who we are,  
What we stand for 
 

We believe that the working class needs to rely on 
its own efforts, both at home and around the world, 
to defend its interests against a capitalist system 
that is determined to extract maximum profit 
regardless of the human and environmental cost. 

We believe that the capitalist system, based on 
private ownership of the means of production, 
cannot be reformed and has to be abolished by 
means of a proletarian revolution that will introduce 
socialism. 

We stand on the founding programme of the Fourth 
International, the Transitional Programme, which 
says in particular: “It is necessary to help the 
masses, in the process of their daily struggles, to 
find the bridge between their current demands and 
the programme of the socialist revolution. This 
bridge should include a system of transitional 
demands which stem from today’s conditions and 
from today’s consciousness of wide layers of the 
working class, and invariably lead to the same 
conclusion: the conquest of power by the 
proletariat.” 

The working class’s struggle against the capitalist 
system – on its own account as well as on behalf of 
all of the oppressed – needs to be united and based 
on class independence from capital and its national 
and international institutions. 

This means defending the organisations which the 
workers have built, and helping the workers 
themselves to build new forms of organisation to 
carry out their struggle in ways which they decide 
on freely and which they control. 

Often, this also means opposing those in the 
labour movement who ignore the mandate of their 
membership and co-operate with capitalism’s 
plans, at the workplace, institutional or State level.  

Labour Internationalist aims to be part of the fight 
against that process of integrating the working-
class organisations into capitalism’s plans. 

Labour Internationalist therefore focuses on 
helping to advance the struggle by the working 
class in its own interests – locally, nationally and 
internationally. 

Consistent with this view, Labour Internationalist 
defines itself as a forum of class struggle that is 
open to all individuals, groups and currents in the 
labour movement that are committed to political 
independence of the working class and to 
internationalism. 

 
 
 
 

The bosses and the 
Establishment have 

dreamed of this: 
 

Starmer wants to 
destroy the party 
that the working 

class has built  

http://gmail.com/
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EDITORIAL  
 

 

The closer we get to the Labour Party’s Annual 
Conference, the clearer the scope and nature of the 
Starmer leadership’s course, in a situation where 
workers will face an even more brutal offensive 
than the one they have experienced over the last 18 
months. 

Working people are already familiar with the 
continuing push to drive down wages and impose 
worse working conditions (including “fire and 
rehire”), with wage-freezes and real-term cuts in 
public sector wages (including for nurses and other 
NHS staff), with in-work poverty and a growing 
reliance on food banks, with massive cuts in local 
government budgets, to give just a few examples. 

In Issue No.17 (April 2021) of Labour 
Internationalist, we highlighted the fact that in its 
“Red Flag Alert” report for the first three months of 
2021, corporate insolvency company Begbies 
Traynor pointed to the likely collapse of hundreds 
of thousands of UK businesses when the 
government’s financial support schemes (direct 
grants, loans and “furlough”) end this month. At 
that time, Begbies Traynor identified 723,000 
businesses across 22 economic sectors around the 
country that were in “significant financial distress” 
and facing a high risk of going bust, potentially 
triggering mass unemployment counted in the 
millions.  

This scenario has been confirmed by the Tory 
government’s determination that the hundreds of 
billions in debt it has accumulated during the 
pandemic – as it handed out cash freely to its 
capitalist friends – must be repaid by working 
people and the youth one way or another, 
beginning with wage-cuts and job-losses. 

In this situation, Starmer told the Financial Times in 
an interview (5 August) that his “first tasks” include 
“rebuilding the relationship between the Labour 
Party and business” and developing a “partnership” 
between business and an “active government”. He 
also he vowed to “turn the Labour Party inside out”, 
urging activists to embrace New Labour’s pro-
business legacy (courtesy of Tony Blair and Gordon 
Brown) to help today’s LP win the next election. 

In the context of US President Biden’s visit to 
Europe, when he came to tighten the screws of a 
world economy on the verge of collapse, Starmer 
has proved to be a staunch defender of the capitalist 
system by calling for a second Brexit referendum 
thanks to Jeremy Corbyn’s capitulation 
(abandoning his lifelong opposition to the EU, 
refusing to fight against the slanders), and then 
propping up the Johnson government in the so-
called “national interest”. Starmer is now saying to 
Biden, the capitalist institutions and big business: “I 

am a safe pair of hands, I will do the job you need to 
be done”, and he is acting accordingly right now. 

Let’s not be distracted by promises of “jam 
tomorrow”, such as Angela Rayner talking about 
future improvements to workers’ rights and 
employment statuses, and Andy McDonald telling 
anyone who will listen that the next Labour 
government will repeal the current anti-trade 
union legislation. Based on the Starmer 
leadership’s consistent betrayal of the workers’ 
interests over the last 18 months, why would 
anyone take its promises seriously now? Never 
mind the odds of Starmer forming a Labour 
government in 2023 or 2024… The crucial question 
is: what happens before then? 

Right now, the working class is resisting, as shown 
by the strikes and disputes around the country in 
the last 18 months, and the prospect of more strikes 
(e.g. by the nurses) in the coming period. The more 
resistance there is, the more tightening of the 
screws is needed, and the more collaboration by the 
Labour Party (defined by Lenin as a “bourgeois 
workers’ party”) is needed. 

This explains the rigging of the London Labour 
Conference, where the Regional Office summarily 
replaced an in-person conference in November 
with an online conference in July at just a few 
weeks’ notice (thereby disenfranchising 96 percent 
of the London party membership), and then 
literally pulled the plug on the conference in the 
middle of the speech by the outgoing Conference 
Arrangements Committee Chair, because she was 
speaking critically of Starmer and the party 
apparatus’s anti-democratic conduct. 

It explains the rigging of delegates to September’s 
Annual Conference by the party apparatus around 
the country, either through direct intervention by 
Regional Officers (e.g. Truro & Falmouth CLP) or 
manipulated party processes (e.g. Bristol West CLP 
and elsewhere). 

It also explains the decision by the party’s NEC on 
20 July that four left-wing internal party groupings 
are deemed to be “self-excluded”.  

Beyond left-wing individuals and groupings, it is 
the Labour Party as a whole which is being targeted, 
and beyond the party, the real target is the trade 
unions that are affiliated to the party. In order to 
facilitate his policy of “national unity” with the 
Tories, Starmer wants to destroy the Labour Party 
as the political representation of the organised 
labour movement. 

This is why the 19 July statement by Unite (see page 
6) is so important. Describing the move to proscribe 
the four groupings as “another disheartening move 
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by a Labour leadership whose priorities could not be 
more different from those of working people and our 
members”, the statement clearly links the offensive 
against the party with the workers’ demands.  

While this does not mean endorsing everything that 
Unite does or does not do, Labour Internationalist 
fully supports and echoes this clear condemnation 
of the witch-hunt, which is preparing the ground for 
the coming offensive by the capitalists, who need to 
get their debt paid by the working class.  

In the same way, we unconditionally support the 
conclusion of Rochdale Trades Council’s recent 
statement (see page 7): “we will continue to be 
faithful to our mandate, which is to defend the 
demands of our members, whatever the attacks and 
wherever they come from”.  

Unite’s statement is a rallying point for all workers, 
and should be widely circulated in LP-affiliated 
trade unions, LP branches and CLPs. At the same 

time, we do not condemn those comrades who have 
left the LP, any more than we condemn those 
traditional Labour voters who chose to abstain in 
the recent elections. The responsibility for this lies 
completely and exclusively with Starmer and the 
Labour leadership. 

We call for the broadest unity of the workers’ 
movement in defence of democracy, in defence of 
total freedom of expression, and against the witch-
hunt. Experience has always shown that behind the 
declared “enemies” in a witch-hunt, it is the whole 
of the working class that is targeted.  

We call for the broadest unity of the workers’ 
movement in defence of the tools – the trade unions 
and the Labour Party – which the working class in 
this country has built in order to assert its rights 
and fight against capital. 

12 August 
 

 
 

 

Imperialism sheds crocodile tears over Afghanistan 
 

  As images of the panic in Kabul after the entry of the Taliban were broadcast around the world on 16 August, US President 
Biden spoke from the White House. He shed crocodile tears, saying “how painful this is to so many of us”, and even 
having the nerve to refer to the fate of “women and girls” in Afghanistan. He said that as US President, “the buck stops 
with me. I am deeply saddened by the facts we now face”, but then tried to blame the Taliban's swift entry into Kabul on 
NATO’s puppet regime: “Afghanistan political leaders gave up and fled the country. The Afghan military collapsed, 
sometimes without trying to fight. (...) American troops cannot and should not be fighting in a war and dying in a war that 
Afghan forces are not willing to fight for themselves.” 

  As if the puppet regime in Kabul was not a creation of the US Army and NATO! And as if for 20 years, Bush and then 
Obama, Trump and Biden had not sent thousands of young American soldiers to die in a war that was not theirs. A war 
to provide Wall Street with profits, a war against the Afghan people, as the anti-war coalitions in the US have stated 
clearly and constantly for 20 years!  

  During the session of the reconvened House of Commons on 18 August, the so-called “special relationship” between US 
imperialism and UK imperialism was exposed for what it is: Washington has unilaterally decided to make an agreement 
with the Taliban and leave Afghanistan, and the UK – together with the other NATO powers – will simply have to fall in 
line. Which Johnson duly confirmed, saying: “The west could not continue this US-led mission – a mission conceived and 
executed in support and defence of America – without American logistics, without US air power and without American 
might.” 

  Starmer also toed the line, supporting Johnson’s position before criticising his government for being “complacent” and 
badly organised. In other words, Starmer yet again assured Washington and the capitalists that his Labour leadership is 
a reliable supporter of imperialism’s interests around the world: Afghanistan, Palestine and everywhere else. 

  It took a Labour back-bencher to point out the blatant dishonesty and hypocrisy of the Tory government – with its tendency 
to demonise asylum seekers, particularly arrivals from Muslim countries – as it made a lot of noise about a formal 
commitment to grant refuge to 20,000 Afghans, but somehow expecting people to ignore that fact that a maximum of just 
5,000 will potentially be admitted in the first year after the bureaucratic scheme is eventually implemented. At a stroke, 
this choice condemns thousands of Afghans to persecution, torture and death. 

  “Freedom fighters” one day (when they were opposing the Soviet Union’s troops), “terrorists” the next, respectable 
interlocutors the day after...the Taliban are a prime example of the “variable geometry” practised by imperialism. The 
same people who in 2001 used the fate of Afghan women to justify their military intervention are today opening the doors 
of power to their executioners. Biden, Johnson, Macron, Merkel and others (including the UN) bear responsibility in 
advance for the crimes that will be committed. The duty of the workers of the world is to organise active solidarity with 
the Afghan people and to demand the unconditional reception of all refugees. 

19 August 
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SNAPSHOTS OF THE CRISIS  
 

 
20 July: LP set to shed a quarter 
of its staff, but advertises for 
witch-hunters 

LP Acting General Secretary David 
Evans tells party staff – without any 
opportunity for them to ask 
questions and with not even a 
mention of staff welfare or mental 
health – that Labour’s cash 
reserves are down to no more than 
a single month’s payroll because of 
the number of members who have 
quit, and that the party intends to 
put at least 90 of its staff out of 
work. At the same time, it is 
advertising for 30-50 “temporary 
investigation officers” to accelerate 
its purge of yet more members. 

On 22 July, Unite and the GMB issue 
a joint statement expressing their 
anger at the party apparatus’s “lack 
of communication and 
consultation” with staff members 
and their unions, and calling for 
answers to a number of specific 
questions within 48 hours. 
 

21 July: Government’s new pay 
offer to NHS workers is still a 
real-terms cut 

The Government ups its insulting 
offer of a 1 percent pay rise for 
more than 1 million NHS staff in 
England, to 3 percent. The NHS’s 
61,000 junior doctors – all medics 
below the level of consultant – are 
excluded from the pay offer. The 
Labour-run Welsh government 
also says it is awarding a 3 percent 
pay rise to NHS workers.  

The Royal College of Nursing (RCN) 
has argued for nurses to get a 12.5 
percent rise, and there is a growing 
grassroots campaign for 15 
percent. RCN Acting General 
Secretary Pat Cullen says: “When 
the Treasury expects inflation to be 
3.7 percent, ministers are knowingly 
cutting pay for an experienced nurse 
by over £200 in real terms”. A TUC 
study shows that even if the 3 
percent offer is accepted, pay for 
nurses and other NHS staff in 
England will have fallen in real 
terms by between 7.3 and 7.6 
percent since 2010. 

The RCN’s members in Scotland 
already rejected a 4 percent offer 
from the Scottish government in 
late March. Cullen says: “The 
profession will not take this lying 
down. We will be consulting our 
members on what action they would 
like to take next.” Unite and the 
GMB condemn the new offer as 
“grossly inadequate and 
underwhelming”, and say they will 
consult their members on the pay 
offer, and plan to ballot their 
memberships over possible strike 
action. 

Traditionally, the Treasury meets 
the full cost of annual pay rises for 
NHS staff. However, on 22 July, it 
emerges that the Government is 
forcing NHS England to cover 0.9 
percent of the proposed pay rise 
(the difference between the 2.1 
percent earmarked in its current 
budget and the 3.0 percent now 
being offered), forcing it to divert 
money from providing care. This 
opens the door wider to the 90 or 
so private-sector care and service 
providers operating in the NHS, 
most of which have now signed a 
four-year deal with NHS England 
worth up to £10 billion to help 
clear the mounting NHS backlog, in 
what is becoming an unequal two-
tier system for patients. 
 

23 July: Government decides to 
allow Covid-19 to “let rip” 

The British Medical Association 
says that the Government has gone 
too far in lifting its Covid-19 
restrictions. Dr Chaand Nagpaul, 
Chair of the BMA Council, says: 
“The government’s current public 
infection control strategy is not 
working, it is leading to rocketing 
case numbers with more illness in 
the community, more people in 
hospital, and more people having to 
isolate. (…) The government needs 
to wake up. This is not a problem 
about excessive pinging of the NHS 
app, but is a direct result of lack of 
effective measures by government 
that is allowing the virus to let rip 
throughout the nation. The BMA has 
repeatedly warned that amidst the 

highest levels of infections in the 
world, now is not the right time to 
abandon legal restrictions such as 
social distancing and mask wearing 
– and we are likely to see this 
situation continue to worsen as a 
result.” 

Prof Robert West, a member of the 
government’s SAGE advisory group 
cites ‘herd immunity’, saying: 
“What we are seeing is a decision by 
the government to get as many 
people infected as possible, as 
quickly as possible, while using 
rhetoric about caution as a way of 
putting the blame on the public for 
the consequences.” 
 

5 August: JVL report accuses 
Starmer’s Labour of “purging 
Jews from the Party” 

Independent news website 
Skwawkbox reports that Jewish 
Voice for Labour – the main 
grouping of left-wing Jews in the 
Labour Party – has written to the 
Equality and Human Rights 
Commission (EHRC) and to the 
Forde Inquiry (set up by Starmer to 
independently investigate the LP’s 
handling of accusations of 
antisemitism) with a detailed 77-
page report that accuses Starmer’s 
Labour of “purging Jews from the 
Party”. The report argues that the 
LP is “collaborating” with selected 
Jewish groups to “to delegitimise 
Jewish dissent”, “targeting those 
who question its interpretation of 
antisemitism and in particular its 
adoption of one particularly 
contested definition of 
antisemitism”. 
 

14 August: Ken Loach forced out 
of Labour Party 

World-renowned film director and 
activist Ken Loach tweets: “Labour 
HQ finally decided I’m not fit to be a 
member of their party, as I will not 
disown those already expelled. Well 
… I am proud to stand with the good 
friends and comrades victimised by 
the purge. There is indeed a witch-
hunt … Starmer and his clique will 
never lead a party of the people. We 
are many, they are few. Solidarity.” 
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NEWS FROM THE PICKET LINE 
 

  
JDE: Unite recommends “the best deal that can 
be achieved through negotiations” – but what 

about striking until the demands are won? 

In March this year, just under 300 Unite members at 
coffee company Jacobs Douwe Egberts (JDE) in Banbury 
took part in a ballot for strike action over the company's 
imposition of vastly inferior pay and employment 
conditions under a “fire and rehire” scheme. Among 
other things, JDE wanted to replace the existing final 
salary pension scheme with an inferior defined 
contribution scheme, with some workers losing up to 
£12,000 a year. 

An 87-percent majority voted for industrial action, held 
two 24-hour strikes and protests, banned overtime from 
1 May, and began a three-day strike on 26 May. On 2 June, 
JDE issued “Section 188” notices (which enable an 
employer to fire and reinstate employees on worse 
terms and conditions) to workers refusing to sign new 
contracts, a move described by Unite as “corporate 
gangsterism”. 

On 25 June, Unite announced it was entering “two weeks 
of intensive talks in a bid to resolve the ‘fire and rehire’ 
dispute”, during which the planned industrial action 
would be suspended and the workers would work 
normally. Meanwhile, JDE had agreed to push back the 
implementation of “fire and rehire” plans affecting the 
291 employees until 13 September. 

On 26 July, Unite balloted its members “on a new pay and 
employment conditions’ package that removes the 
management’s proposal to ‘fire and rehire’ staff”. Unite 
national officer for the food industry Joe Clarke said: “We 
have had three weeks of intensive negotiations with the 
management. We have now hammered out a package 
safeguarding pay and employment conditions for our 
members. We believe that this is the best deal that can be 
achieved through negotiations and we will be 
recommending acceptance to our members.”  

The recommended deal slashed annual pay by up to 
£10,000, axed penalty rates, forced workers to work 
night shifts and lengthened the working week. According 
to one worker: “The shifts will change to a 4-on-4-off 
pattern, which is roughly three hours extra a week. Bank 
Holidays except Christmas will no longer be paid, but 
included in holiday allowance, which is 24 days a year. 
Overtime at time-and-a-half and double-time has gone! 
Redundancy has stayed at the same rate. Monthly pay for 
all [from fortnightly pay] with roughly £1,500 for 
changing over.” 

Workers were reportedly disgusted by Unite’s claim that 
“fire and rehire” had been defeated, pointing to the fact 
that JDE’s termination notices were still on the table, and 
if workers rejected the deal reached by their union with 
the employer, they would face the sack. Another JDE 
worker said: “We’ve been told it’s the best we can expect… 
but it’s nowhere near the one we were fighting for.” 

On 4 August, the union announced that its members had 
voted by 81 percent on a 93 percent turnout to accept 
“the best deal that can be achieved through negotiations”. 

But like the Unite members at Go North West in 
Manchester, and the three London bus companies 
(London United, Quality Line and London Sovereign) 
that are all RATP Dev subsidiaries, they were denied the 
option of taking strike action until their demands were 
won. 
 

RMT calls off London tube strike, but dispute 
continues 

Having reduced London’s underground night service 
during the pandemic, London Underground Ltd decided 
it would make these changes permanent by abolishing 
the separate pool of designated night-time drivers, 
together with the job grade of Night Tube Train 
Operator. Transport union RMT said this would cut part-
time jobs and hurt the work-life balance of its members, 
and held a successful strike ballot. 

On 2 August, the RMT announced that it was suspending 
a planned four-day strike on the London tube due to start 
the following day, to allow talks to continue with the 
employer at the conciliation service Acas. This decision 
was based on indications given that no driver would lose 
their job as a result of the proposed changes, or be forced 
to take on new duties. According to Transport for 
London, 41 part-time drivers had been able to remain 
part-time, with 173 previously part-time drivers 
choosing to switch to full-time contracts, with Night 
Tube duties spread across all drivers. 

Strikes were still planned to run over four days from 24 
August if the talks Acas did not produce a resolution. On 
20 August, the RMT announced that its negotiators had 
recommended that because “sufficient progress has been 
made” in the talks, the RMT’s NEC should suspend the 
first two days of this action but the union “should remain 
in dispute”. The NEC endorsed the negotiators’ 
recommendations. 

At this point in the dispute, the employer has succeeded 
in abolishing a recognised job grade and introducing 
more flexibility. It remains to be seen what the final 
result will be. 
 

Unite, GMB to ballot LP staff for strike action 

The GMB and Unite – big Labour-affiliated unions that 
represent most Labour Party employees – have told the 
LP that in the week beginning 23 August they will hold 
an indicative ballot of members for strike action because 
of the party’s plans to make some 90 people (around a 
quarter of its workforce) redundant. 

Both Unite and GMB, two of the party’s biggest union 
supporters, had already either cut or announced a 
review of their donations. The LP is said to be on the 
verge of bankruptcy, largely as a result of a mass exodus 
of members disgusted at the leadership’s conduct and 
lack of opposition. 

We now have two big unions balloting for strike action 
against the party that is supposed to represent the 
workers. 
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OPEN FORUM 
 

 

As its name indicates, this section of Labour Internationalist is a forum for free debate, open to all those who 
– beyond specific differences of political orientation – share the conviction that the working class must have 
its own political representation in order to fight for a society based on democracy, freedom of opinion, equal 

rights and “the common ownership of the means of production” as stated in the original Clause IV of the 
Labour Party’s Constitution, which we want to reinstate.  

This forum is not about awarding good or bad marks. Some comrades are members of the LP and fighting 
from inside, others are leaving the LP and fighting from outside. We do not condemn anyone for leaving the 
LP, just as no-one should condemn those Labour voters who chose to abstain in the recent elections. To do 
so would be to fall into the trap set by Starmer, who bears full responsibility for the current state of affairs.  

Current and ex-LP members together are standing up for the historic gain for the British working class that is 
the Labour Party, not least because of what the party’s link with the trade unions involves and represents.  

Labour Internationalist, which has set out its own views in the Editorial, is part of this open debate. Join it. 

Labour Internationalist 
 

 
 

Unite statement on the Labour Party’s proposals to proscribe 
groups and create “Star Chamber” for future exclusions 

 

19 July 2021 
 

 

his is another disheartening move by a Labour 
leadership whose priorities could not be more 

different from those of working people and our 
members.  

While working class communities are continuing to 
bear the brunt of the sickness and employment 
worries made much worse by Conservative 
mishandling of the pandemic, Labour is abandoning 
the field of battle against this government to turn its 
fire on its members instead. 

Acts of political machismo like this latest move to 
proscribe groups within the party neither advance the 
party with the voting public nor appease the right-
wing media which demand them. They simply create 
a sense of despair among voters who see a party at 
perpetual war with itself, more interested in running 
down its membership than running the country. 

Further, the proposed creation of a `Star Chamber' to 
act as judge and jury for further proscriptions and 
purges is a shocking and repressive move. It belongs 
to the dark ages and should have absolutely no place 
in a modern-day democratic party.   

We say this without holding any particular brief for 
the organisations targeted today, but history teaches 
that this will only be the start. 

Unite the union urges Labour’s NEC members to 
oppose both moves when presented to them, as a 
continuation of the perverse strategy to establish 
Labour as a hostile place for those hundreds of 
thousands of members who have joined since 2015 
and without whom election victory will prove simply 
unattainable.

 
 

Statement by 10 LP NEC members (5 CLP reps, 5 trade union 
reps) on the proposal to proscribe four groups 

 

16 July 2021 
 

 

s has been widely reported, on Tuesday 
members of Labour’s National Executive 

Committee (NEC) will be asked to consider a paper to 
agree the proscription of four organisations, ruling 
that they are incompatible with membership of the 
Labour Party. We will also be asked to agree the 

convening of an NEC panel for any future submissions 
of this nature. 

We want to explain why we are against both 
proposals. 

We are committed anti-racism activists. We are 
committed to tackling racism within our own party, as 
well as in wider society. 

T 

A 
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We are opposed to Labour Party members supporting 
candidates who stand against the Labour Party in 
elections. 

There are, however, existing party processes in both 
of these events. When a Labour member is alleged to 
have behaved in a racist way, or actively supported 
candidates other than the Labour Party in elections, 
there is already a disciplinary procedure which deals 
with this. 

We believe that asking us to consider this matter on 
Tuesday is a continuation of the destructive, factional 
behaviours from the leadership of the party which 
have marked the last year. This isn’t just about the 
organisations we are being asked to consider on 
Tuesday, it is about setting a precedent; proscribing 
these organisations as a forerunner to proscription of 
more and more groupings on the left of the party, to 
ultimately expel large sections of the Labour left and 
erase the Bennite and other socialist traditions within 
the party. 

Equally bad is the proposal to remove these decisions 
from the accountability of full NEC meetings. 

Decisions will be made behind closed doors, with 
members not having the right to defend themselves or 
collectively argue against proscription. This is clearly 
against the principles of natural justice. 

We must remind members that it is a fundamental 
right to organise politically when within the Labour 
Party rules. There is a proud tradition of debate in the 
history of the party and the wider Labour movement. 
Dealing with our differences by bureaucratically 
silencing those with opposing ideas is an attack on 
that culture of debate and prevents party members 
from learning from each other and our different 
traditions. 

We believe this to be an inappropriate use of the NEC’s 
time, when we are facing a summer of Coronavirus 
chaos because of the Government’s handling of the 
crisis, attacks upon workers’ pay and conditions and 
the dismantling of our NHS and public services. 

Laura Pidcock, Amy Jackson, Yasmine Dar,  
Andy Kerr, Gemma Bolton, Nadia Jama,  

Mish Rahman, Jayne Taylor, Andi Fox, Ian Murray  

 
Defend democracy and the independence of the Labour and 

trade union movement 
 

Statement by Rochdale Metropolitan Borough Trades Union Council 
 

 

[Rochdale TUC’s statement begins by quoting in full 
Unite’s statement dated 19 July 2021 on the Labour 
Party’s proposals to proscribe groups and create a 
“Star Chamber” for future exclusions] (…) 

ochdale Metropolitan Borough Trades Council 
supports Unite’s statement for the following 

reasons: 

What defined the specific character of the Labour 
Party is the historic process by which it was formed to 
be the political and parliamentary representative of 
the Trade Unions. Before 1918 and the formation of 
Constituency Labour Party’s (CLPs) with individual 
party membership, the only way to join the Labour 
Party was via local Trades Union Councils, named: 
Labour & Trade Union Councils. 

That is why, even today, TUCs can officially debate 
issues relating to the Labour Party and why trade 
union branches can nominate delegates to local CLPs 
and local TUCs. In many cases – but not all – the 
delegates are the same individuals.                                                                                                                                           

The 1918 Constitution did not do away with the 
special character of the Labour Party. The federal 
structure of the Labour Party (which did not undergo 
further fundamental constitutional self-reform until 
1997 under Blair; then for a second time under 
Miliband with trade unionists having to “opt-in”) in 
which the trade unions as such play a political role has 
contradictory consequences.  

Nevertheless, at the same time, that link also means 
that the workers’ demands are presented in a 
democratic and organised way inside the Labour 
Party and in all its Conferences. This is the 
contradictory reality, which results in what may 
appear to be a paradox: the defence of democracy and 
class independence in the UK passes through the 
struggle to prevent trade unions from being separated 
from the Labour Party.  

All the progressive reforms won by the working class 
– the right to strike, to organise, the limited working 
day, minimum wages, collective bargaining 
agreements, paid holidays, labour laws, state 
education, the National Health Service and pensions – 
were the backbone that established the working class 
as a class in society. This framework allowed the 
working class as a whole to set up centres of 
workers’ democracy inside the capitalist system. 

Thus, the fight in defence of democracy and 
independence of the Labour Party is also a fight for the 
independence of the trade unions – hence the need to 
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fight in defence of their very existence as class-based 
organisations, which cannot be disconnected from the 
fight in defence of democracy and workers’ rights 
inside the Labour Party today.  This is central to the 
defence of political democracy. That is, the right 
for independent working-class organisations to 
exist and represent their class interests.  

Starmer is determined to break this link once and for 
all, and to complete the transition for Labour to 
become an open collaborator with the Tories in 
inflicting the full weight of the capitalist crisis on the 
backs of workers and youth. 

The cause and responsibility of the defeats of Labour 
in the May 2021 local elections and recent by-
elections lie solely with Starmer and his cabal. For 
them, the answer is simple: you blame the 
membership, abuse them, expel them and 
obstruct democratic discussion. 

As the international crisis of capitalism deepens, as 
the ruling class face the uprising of the oppressed and 
the growing combativity of the working class, the 
institutions of the ruling class (Parliament, civil 
service, police, army) are transformed even more into 
the bastions of reaction against the working class. 

For example, the Police, Crime Sentencing and Courts 
Bill is set to be pushed through Parliament by the 
Johnson government. It represents the culmination of 
the most serious attack on democratic rights in 
decades. It was preceded by a raft of anti-democratic 
legislation pushed through in the last year, including 
the “Spy Cops” legislation – the Covert Human 
Intelligence Sources (Criminal Conduct) Act – and the 
Overseas Operations Bill. 

What is the response of the Starmer leadership, what 
does it concentrate its activity, energy and resources 
on, what does it prioritise? “Stamping out 
antisemitism and toxic extremism (sic) and to get the 
party back into the decent mainstream of Labour 
values…(sic) We need to be fighting to form the next 
government, and that means cleaning out the stable”.  

In other words, Labour’s relationship with the state, 
its ability to negotiate with a state which more than 
ever is the instrument for the defence of the ruling 
class and a base from which to launch its attacks on 
the working class. 

Instead of defending the Labour Party and the wider 
trade union and co-operative movement, Starmer is 
demobilising and depoliticising it, leaving the whole 
organised labour and trade union movement open to 
massive attacks by the state – which has given no 
guarantee that if Starmer keeps the lid on the left 
within the Labour Party and the trade unions, they 
will not smash it.  

This offensive against the party, its history and 
tradition, its link to the trade unions, is the new 
version of the “national unity” policy by which 
Starmer is supporting the Tories and turning his back 
on trade union demands such as a national campaign 
against “fire and rehire”, and all the attacks which 
affect the most oppressed sections of the working 
class, and particularly the youth. As far as we are 
concerned, we will continue to be faithful to our 
mandate which is to defend the demands of our 
members whatever the attacks and wherever they 
come from.  

 

 

Chair of Colchester CLP resigns from post and party,  
emails Keir Starmer to say why 

 

First published by independent news website Skwawkbox on 7 August 2021 
 

 

ear Keir, 

I am writing to inform you of my decision to 
resign as Chair of Colchester Constituency Labour 
Party and as a member of the Labour party. As one of 
over 100,000 people to leave under your tenure I 
doubt my decision will give you pause for thought, but 
I write anyway, as after donating thousands of hours 
of my time over the last 5 years I feel I have enough 
skin in the game to express my immense 
disappointment in you. Your pitch to members was 
unity, authority and integrity. You are certainly an 
authoritarian. Unity and integrity seem to be sadly 
lacking. I’ve never wanted one faction to control our 
party, I value respect, plurality, robust debate and 
consensus-building. These are values I’m not sure we 
share.  

Another of your strengths that was lauded in the 
leadership campaign was your “electability”. That’s a 
meaningless notion in my view, and certainly not true 

in your case. You are 10 points behind an utterly 
corrupt and incompetent government that has 
decimated public services over the last 11 years. In 
recent elections the Labour vote has tanked, 
Hartlepool, Chesham & Amersham and the loss of 300 
council seats aren’t indicators of “electability”, quite 
the opposite. The sight of you crowing after Batley & 
Spen was especially distasteful after Labour scraped a 
win with a massively reduced majority. Your 
triumphalism was pure delusion; if the Greens had 
stood, Labour would have lost. 

Perhaps winning elections isn’t what motivates you? 
It seems that punching left, controlled opposition and 
narrowing the political discourse matters more. This 
was not the vision you sold to party members. You 
promised not to trash previous leaders and to offer 
radicalism. You have removed the whip without 
grounds from Jeremy Corbyn and offered no policies 
whatsoever (barely even stating that NHS workers 
deserve more than a 3 percent raise simply isn’t good 
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enough). The blueprint for electoral success was 
written in 2017; a radical manifesto that understood 
how ordinary people were badly treated by a rigged 
system and offered a genuine alternative that would 
serve them better. This saw the largest increase in 
vote-share for Labour since 1945. You have rejected 
that and played along with a narrative that it wasn’t 
appealing to voters; this can only be for ideological 
rather than pragmatic reasons. Young people and left- 
behind communities, those with little power to 
change things, don’t agree, and want and deserve a lot 
more.  

Labour is more than a party; it is a movement. You had 
half a million people ready to campaign with you to 
undo decades of neoliberalism, rebuild our public 
services and build a better, more equal future. You’ve 
squandered that goodwill, and with it your 
opportunity to become Prime Minister. I can only 
conclude you aren’t serious about winning power.  

Of all your failings and the endless excuses for them, 
the worst is giving approval to this criminally inept 
government’s handling of the pandemic. You could 
have challenged the obvious incompetence and 

corruption and maybe saved lives, but instead chose 
to “back the government”. Thousands died 
unnecessarily, but you decided it wasn’t the time to 
challenge their actions for fear of negative Daily Mail 
headlines. You waved everything through – cowardice 
dressed as cunning is just weakness.  

I think it’s my own bloody-mindedness or idealism 
that kept me staying a member so long; under FPTP, 
Labour is the only show in town, after all. When you 
paid off Labour staffers in a case which in-house 
lawyers advised you’d win, with the endless delays in 
publishing the Forde Report, when you lied about 
Rebecca Long-Bailey sharing an antisemitic trope, 
withholding the whip from Jeremy Corbyn and the 
general contempt you seem to hold [for] members. All 
of these should have been enough to send me packing. 
I held on in the hope of the unity and radical vision you 
promised.  

It is with much sadness that I leave Colchester CLP. 
The fantastic members are – like all across the country 
– demonised and seem to be an inconvenience to you; 
this goes against everything the Labour Party should 
be. My comrades aren’t hard-left extremists, they’re 
ordinary, committed people who give their energy 
and enthusiasm in the hope of a better country and a 
better world. 

They deserve better than your empty rhetoric, 
endless relaunches and the slide towards irrelevance 
which you are overseeing. 

Regards,  

Richard Hill  

 
 

View from the outside looking in 
 

By Jo Rust, Independent Councillor and Trades Union Council Secretary 
 

 

p until November last year, I was a committed 
and active member of the Labour Party, and I had 

been for more than a decade. I had stood as a 
parliamentary candidate three times, in an area that 
returns a Conservative time and time again. But I 
always gave it my all, and those people who did give 
me their votes knew I was committed – after all, I was 
still there campaigning after the election and all the 
time in between.   

So, having given so much of myself to the party, why 
did I leave? I guess the simple answer is Starmer, but 
it’s a lot deeper than that. When Starmer stood as a 
unity candidate, I had no faith in his words. But I 
would have absolutely stayed and worked under any 
leader – after all, they’re elected democratically, aren’t 
they?  Still, it didn’t take long for Starmer to show his 
true colours. Rather than being a “unity leader”, he 
was the polar opposite, sacking the only left-winger in 
his cabinet over a retweet from Maxine Peak. But it 
was his underhand treatment of the former leader 
that did it for me. In removing the whip from Corbyn 

after the NEC had rescinded his suspension, he has 
acted outside the rule book. He left no member safe, 
and his actions meant any one of us could be subject 
to his arbitrary, make-it-up-as-you-go-along actions.   

This year, he went further and “got rid of” Angela 
Rayner – except he couldn’t, in the end; her position 
as Deputy Leader was elected in the same way his was, 
and he could only get rid of her as Party Chair. In this 
instance, she was scapegoated for the poor local 
election results, evidence that Starmer was taking 
none of the failure as his responsibility, despite 
claiming the opposite. And yet, look at the Batley and 
Spen by-election: Labour clung on by the skin of its 
teeth.  Starmer’s focus groups are deliberately staged 
to give him the messages he wants to hear – “It’s 
Corbyn’s fault” – but they’re also telling him: “We still 
don’t trust you.” Yet centrists claimed Labour would 
be way ahead in the polls with Starmer as leader.   

His more recent action was to get the NEC to proscribe 
four left-wing groups, ones which mainly showed 
their support for Corbyn. Membership of Resist, 
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Labour Against the Witch-hunt, Labour in Exile 
Network (LIEN), and Socialist Appeal is now 
forbidden, leading to any members facing automatic 
expulsion from Labour. We have just this week seen 
renowned film director Ken Loach confirm that he has 
been expelled from the party, a move which has been 
rightly condemned.   

Is this really what the remaining members want? Does 
Starmer actually care what they want? When he’s 
come out and said that Labour should embrace the 
“legacy” of Tony Blair, we have the clearest sign of the 
direction the party is heading down. Yet the re-
election of Billy Hayes and Seema Chandwani to the 
Conference Arrangements Committee says that the 
members want something different, and this was 
coupled with the Young Labour Equalities elections, 
with three out of the four Momentum-backed 
candidates winning. 

It seems that there are still many in the party who 
want transformative policy and member democracy. 
It remains to be seen whether Starmer will continue 
to resist and carry on with his love of focus groups and 
top-down style of party management. Looking in from 
the outside, it’s not a party I recognise, and I see many 

long-standing members feeling the same and voting 
with their feet.   

As an active trade unionist, I can say that on the 
ground in our area there is literally no relationship 
between the trade unions and the Labour Party. The 
local party was always reluctant to take up campaigns, 
but that didn’t matter when I was in the party, because 
I did it.  

Now, that is different. Local councillors don’t see they 
have any link with local workers, and the CLP doesn’t 
appear to know how to campaign in support of local 
workers.  

Nationally, I have seen little indication that the LP 
understands its role as the party of those who labour. 
The lack of support they have offered to the NHS has 
been shocking. Teaching staff have been overlooked 
over pay, and most of the party are silent on industrial 
matters (Barry Gardiner, Jon Trickett, Ian Lavery and 
a few others are the exception).  

The Labour Party is the political arm of the trade 
union movement, but based on what the current 
leadership is doing, you would not think that this was 
the case. As far as they are concerned, business 
interests trump the needs of the working person.  

 
“A new party is needed” 

 

By Doreen McNally, CASA Unite 567 Community Branch, Liverpool 
 

 

t’s very disturbing. A new party is needed, in my 
opinion. To be successful, it must be backed by the 

unions, but it isn’t happening. Some still believe you 
can fight from within, take the party back – clearly, 
that is impossible. 

Any support for Palestine is seen as antisemitic, any 
support for people who’ve been thrown out or 
suspended is not tolerated, support for Corbyn is a 

major issue, so out you go. Basically, anyone 
considered too left-wing. Many good people have 
resigned in protest. 

The election for Unite’s new General Secretary takes 
place in a few days [23 August]. We wait with bated 
breath, as the left has two candidates, therefore 
splitting the vote; the third candidate is very right-
wing.  

 
“It is now all empty rhetoric” 

 

By Tony Rimmer, former surcharged Liverpool Councillor, member of Unite Community 
Branch, Liverpool 

 
 

ad I still been a member of the Labour Party, 
things that I have shared publicly in recent 

months would surely have got me expelled.  

One of my reasons for leaving Labour – and there are 
many – was the complete closing down of any 
criticism. Valid resolutions were being deemed to be 
“not competent business”, and debate was being 
denied to the membership. 

I resigned back in November, with the intention to 
freely speak within my trade union branches and put 
pressure on Labour to listen and change direction in 

that way. Maybe they will only listen when the major 
trade unions disaffiliate and no longer pay them the 
political levy. 

I am proud to say that I have remained a member of 
Labour Against the Witch-hunt, the organisation to 
defend our comrades who have been expelled and 
suspended. This is the organisation sponsored by Ken 
Loach, for which they have expelled him. 

This decision to proscribe various organisations was 
ratified by the Labour Party National Executive 
Committee (LP NEC). 
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In November 2020, two people were elected to the LP 
NEC, Luke Akehurst and Johanna Baxter. 

For me, their election to the NEC was the final straw 
in my decision to resign. They were elected onto the 
NEC by the LP membership, and that is not now a 
membership that I want to be a member of.  

Good socialists are leaving, are being suspended and 
being expelled. 

I was Chair of my local CLP (Bootle), and my decision 
to resign was not easy. 

I have many good comrades who are still in the Labour 
Party, and many would encourage me not to resign, as 

“that is what the right-wing want you to do”...but it 
came down to what I wanted to do! 

I have a real problem now with support for Corbyn. He 
has been in Liverpool a few times lately, but now I 
can’t take anything he says seriously, and I didn’t go to 
hear him speak. It is now all empty rhetoric.  

As Leader, with the support of the majority of the 
membership, he had the opportunity to deal with 
these right-wing traitors within the Labour Party and 
failed. 

Unfortunately, they have now dealt with him as he 
should have done to them.  

 
“In order to fight, you need to get organised” 

 

By a national trade union officer 
(published with their permission) 

 
 

 must admit to being confused by people who send 
in long resignation letters to the Labour Party when 

they resign over such issues as the expulsion of Ken 
Loach. The people who expelled Ken want you to 
resign. You are doing exactly what they want. 

I am firmly of the view that anyone who wants to leave 
can, and I know how much Ken’s expulsion upsets 
people (including me). 

Over the last 40 years, I have seen thousands of letters 
from caring people pointing out the effect of cuts and 
saying that if the Tories only knew the effect their cuts 
were having, they wouldn’t make them. They would. 
People are rewarded with millions of pounds (David 
Cameron, etc.) for waging war on the working class on 
behalf of the rich. 

Careerism in politics is a terrible thing. The wages 
(and the freebies, sinecures, boardroom positions, 
etc.) ensure that these people’s lives are a million 
miles away from the people they represent. That is 
why people are so cynical about politicians. 

 
The seven Labour MPs who left the party in February 2019 to 
form "The Independent Group", which then became "Change UK", 
and then dissolved in December 2019. 

Those at the top of the labour movement had an 
opportunity three years ago to introduce mandatory 
open selection for MPs, and didn’t. 

That was the turning point. Those who run our society 
were frightened to death at the thought of a Corbyn 
government. They are determined that it won’t 
happen again. They hate democratic processes and 
ballots. Keeping people off of ballot papers and out of 
selection meetings is their mantra. You might think 
that there are not enough socialist MPs – they think 
there’s too many. 

I have no doubt that somewhere a group is planning 
how to impose right-wing candidates on suspended 
CLPs. A seat for John Bercow? Talk of having a list of 
candidates for MP who are not even in the Labour 
Party. 

We are entering turbulent times. Actions always 
speak louder than words. 

I know how upset people are about many recent 
events, and Ken Loach’s expulsion somehow 
personifies this. 

But our forebears knew that in order to fight, you need 
to get organised. Hot air just drifts off into the 
atmosphere. 

I’m not lecturing anyone – but don’t write letters that 
won’t be read or cared about. Don’t sit talking to your 
friends in pubs about how things should be sorted out, 
but doing nothing. 

I always try and listen to working people – they talk 
loads of sense. For all its faults, the Labour Party has 
come in the top two in every General Election for the 
last nearly 100 years. That is why the Tories hate it 
and want to control it. They can’t “shake it off”. 

Leave the Labour Party if you want to – but make sure 
you’re going towards something worthwhile, not just 
venting your frustration.  
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JVL Co-Chair’s response to her threatened “auto-exclusion” 
 

First published on Jewish Voice for Labour’s website, 16 August 2021 
 

 

JVL Introduction 

As “Are you now or have you ever been…” reported on 
this website three days ago, Leah Levane is threatened 
with auto-exclusion from the Labour Party. 

Her crime? 

8.0  We believe that you have engaged in the 
following acts and that these acts constitute support 
for LIEN. 

8.1. On February 27 2021 you attended and spoke 
at the Labour In Exile Network virtual 
conference. 

9.0  We believe that you have engaged in the 
following acts and that these acts constitute support 
for LAW. 

9.1. In January 2020 you signed an Open letter 
from LAW to Rebecca Long-Bailey. 

 
Leah Levane responds 

To the Officers at GLU 

I acknowledge receipt of your email of Friday, 13 
August 2021. 

This is my response: 

I feel angry to receive this letter, but also feel 
honoured to be in the firing line at the same time and 
for the same reasons as many other excellent 
committed socialists. One question I have for the 
Labour Party leadership is: why would you expect 
people in this country to trust with government a 
Party that treats its own hard-working, committed, 
volunteer members with such disdain? 

 
Leah Levane speaking at Labour Party Conference in 2018 

I wish to make it clear that you are threatening to 
force me out of the Party. (I am not auto-excluding, I 
neither chose this nor brought it on myself, as I 
explain below.) What I most resent is the wicked 
crushing of hope and the danger this opens up for 
understandably-disaffected people when politics, 
especially the Party that is supposed to represent 
them, utterly fails them. 

The accusations 

You cite as “evidence” two acts, one relating to LAW 
[Labour Against the Witch-hunt] and one to LIEN 
{Labour In Exile Network].  At the time of signing the 

open letter (LAW) and speaking at an online 
conference (LIEN), neither organisation was 
proscribed. How can guilt be attributed 
retrospectively? The ostensible reason for 
proscribing these two organisations was that they 
were antisemitism deniers, which I strongly refute. I 
am a Jewish woman with knowledge and experience 
of antisemitism; these organisations are not guilty of 
that. 

I am also accused of speaking at a meeting organised 
by LIEN. I did, indeed, speak at the meeting you refer 
to, but I would like you to note that I was a speaker on 
at least two occasions; you certainly seem to have 
missed one that took place on 12 December 2020 on 
the topic of Free Speech. This was either an oversight 
on your part, or even you thought it was going too far 
to criticise me for speaking on that topic. 

Your letter refers to the NEC advice about what 
demonstrates “support” for an organisation; this 
advice has not been taken to Party Conference and it 
means that Free Speech in the political sphere will be 
dangerously curtailed, directly contrary to expressed 
commitments to preserve this freedom in the Party 
rules. 

In any normal setting, speaking at an event, signing 
a petition or signing an open letter, are not 
indicators of support for an organisation. 

Furthermore, there is, to the best of my knowledge, no 
such category as LAW “supporter” nor a LIEN 
“supporter”; the accusation, therefore, is strictly of 
guilt by association, for which you are proposing I be 
retrospectively punished. This is unimaginably 
distant from natural justice, which is the least 
members have a right to expect from a progressive 
party, and one led by a human rights lawyer at that. 

It is logically impossible for me to defend myself in the 
way you suggest, because you are asking me to prove 
a negative, that I am not a supporter. Normally, the 
accused is presented with actual evidence, so in the 
absence of that, I expect you to withdraw the 
allegation. 

In relation to the acts that you suggest provide 
evidence of my support, I confirm that, along with 
over 5,000 others, I did sign the open letter to Rebecca 
Long-Bailey. This is because the Board of Deputies 
pledges which leadership candidates were being 
asked to sign were and remain anti-democratic. They 
also formed part of the narrative that there was only 
one acceptable type of Jew and one permissible point 
of view on Israel/Palestine and on antisemitism in the 
Labour Party. I consider this assumption that all Jews 
think the same way to be antisemitic. 

Jewish Voice for Labour (JVL), which I am proud to Co-
Chair, has complained to the EHRC and to the Forde 
Inquiry about the Party’s treatment of left-wing Jews. 
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We will shortly be issuing a supplementary statement 
and will forward this to the Party when it is ready. 
Please note that none of the complaints about the 
antisemitism that our members have experienced, 
individually and collectively, have been taken 
seriously by the Party. Despite its loud protestations 
to the contrary, this is, shamefully, not a Party 
committed to fighting antisemitism or making the 
Party a place where Jewish people feel safe and 
comfortable. 

This attack on people like myself is one more example 
of Labour’s lack of democracy; most obviously 
exemplified by the General Secretary’s diktats to CLPs 
and BLPs about what we can and cannot discuss.  I 
believe that the exceptionalising of antisemitism has 
left many Black, Asian and Muslim members feeling 
betrayed, and yet the Party continues to claim that it 
is fighting racism. It is overwhelmingly the left in the 
Party, who, like me, oppose the anti-democratic 

actions being carried out by the Leader and the 
General Secretary, who are active in such struggles. 

I oppose all witch-hunts of Labour Party members and 
bans and proscriptions on socialist organisations. 
Neither I, nor JVL, have ever advocated for the 
proscription of any groups, nor for the suspension or 
expulsion of any individuals, even when their views 
make me very uncomfortable. 

I am extremely concerned about the strident moves to 
rid the Party of socialists; this treatment is unjust, 
unwarranted, unnecessary and dangerous; the latter 
because it leaves the people of this country – and 
beyond – without a viable opposition to this most 
pernicious of Tory governments with, for example, its 
ongoing attacks on the poor, on refugees, on Gypsies, 
Roma and Travellers and the Right to Protest, its 
cronyism and galloping privatisation, not least of our 
most revered institution, the NHS. 
 

 
“The Left needs to mobilise its full forces to fight this whole 

witch-hunt” 
 

By John Sweeney, Labour Party member, London 
 

 

et’s be perfectly clear, what we are witnessing is a 
politically motivated attack against the left of the 

Labour Party by the leadership. 

This is a scandalous attack on party democracy. David 
Evans, the Blairite Acting General Secretary of the 
party, with the support of Keir Starmer have taken it 
upon themselves to decide what can and cannot be 
discussed by the rank-and-file? 

There are those on the left asking for unity for the sake 
of the party’s future. Such rhetoric, rather than 
decelerating the attacks of the right wing, will simply 
embolden them to go further. The knife has been 
unsheathed and the Blairite faction will not hesitate to 
plunge it into their perceived enemies. 

When we hear Blair proclaiming “the Labour Party 
needs to be rebuilt and reconstructed”, all those on the 
so-called left calling for compromise are at best naive 
and at worse tantamount to abject surrender. Their 
belief that they can build a kinder form of capitalism 
is both misplaced and dangerous. 

 
Starmer and the Labour right wing are agent 
provocateurs of the ruling class. The expulsions, 

suspensions and the naked attempt to silence its own 
membership highlight their number-one aim: to 
purge the left and make the Labour Party a tool of the 
capitalist establishment.  

The Left must not simply fight for the reinstatement 
of high-profile cases in regard to suspensions or 
expulsions (Corbyn, Ken Loach), it needs to mobilise 
its full forces to fight this whole witch-hunt. 

We must not allow a party created by the working 
class and Labour movement to be hijacked by those 
who put self-interest above all other concerns. During 
the period of Corbyn’s leadership, the majority of the 
Parliamentary Labour Party existed in a state of denial 
about the political changes that were happening all 
around them. 

Instead of opposing the reactionary Tory government, 
the Labour leadership is turning its fire against many 
of its most committed members. Rather than 
attacking socialists, it should address real issues, the 
repeal of the draconian anti-trade union laws, the 
reversal of privatisation in the NHS and education, 
leading the fight against all forms of racism and 
discrimination. 

The working class must together build the forces of 
socialism, in the labour movement and on the streets. 

So far under Starmer’s leadership, he has banned 
members from passing motions of no-confidence in 
him or his hard-right Acting General Secretary (I hope 
conference rejects his appointment). He has sacked 
staff while taking on others on zero-hours contracts, 
offered people safe seats even if they were not Labour 
Party members, ditched policies that only conference 
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has the right to do, ignored the rulebook, expelled 
numerous Jewish people (expelling more Jewish 
people than every other leader combined), and driven 
Labour to the lowest polling in 40 years. He needs to 
be reminded why the Labour Party was founded. 

The Labour Party (dictionary meaning of “labour”: “to 
work or toil”; therefore, the party of the workers) was 
founded by the working class and their 
representatives in the trade unions, before most 
workers even had the vote in 1918, or women on 
equal terms in 1928. The first intake of Labour MPs 

came from a lot of working-class professions and 
sought to serve the people, not make a career and a 
name for themselves. In fact, they weren’t even paid 
until 1924. Can you imagine Labour’s hard right doing 
anything for nothing? 

This is not Just an attack on the membership, it is also 
a betrayal of the working class. Starmer has thrown 
down the gauntlet, and we have a duty to our class to 
fight back instead of sidestepping the issue. As 
socialists, we must expose and defeat the intellectual 
dishonesty of the Labour Party leadership.  

 
INTERNATIONAL 

 

 

AFGHANISTAN 
 

The end of the US invasion in Afghanistan 
 

Contribution by the Pakistani section of the Fourth International (OCRFI) on the situation in Afghanistan 
 

 

After 20 years of occupation and US$2 trillion, 
Afghanistan is right back where it started from: under 
Taliban control. In fact, whereas the Taliban never 
managed to gain control of all of Afghanistan 
previously, today it has control even in the 
strongholds of the Northern Alliance (1). Association 
with the US occupation has in fact left the Northern 
Alliance weaker than it was two decades ago.  

If the objective of the invasion of Afghanistan was to 
catch and punish the perpetrators of 9/11, the 
occupation of Afghanistan could have easily ended a 
decade ago, when Osama Bin Ladin was killed by the 
US military in Abbotabad, Pakistan. One plausible 
explanation for continuing the occupation for another 
10 years is that the occupation was geo-strategically 
important to control the underbelly of Russia and 
China. But then, if that was the goal, why did the US 
cut its losses and withdraw now, and in such haste?  

Try as one might, one is left absolutely flabbergasted 
to find any reasonable explanation for this occupation. 
All one can say is that it underscores the completely 
destructive nature of modern capitalist imperialism.  

Those in the West who think that the Taliban 
represent some form of anti-imperialist national 
liberation movement are completely mistaken. The 
Taliban is composed of the same tribal and 
reactionary counter-revolutionary elements that 
were set in motion against the Saur Revolution (2). 
Collectively called the Mujahideen, they were in fact 
never a unified group. The Mujahideen was just a label 
given to seven different Jihadi organisations. These 
Mujahideen groups not only had certain religious and 
doctrinal differences, but also were financially tied to 
different foreign and/or neighbouring powers. That is 
what accounts for the civil war after the fall of Dr 
Najib’s government (3).  

Hence, the conflict between the Taliban and the 
Northern Alliance does not reflect in any sense the 
conflict between national liberation and imperialism. 
Or between progressive and reactionary forces. They 
are both cut from the same cloth. In the Doha 
Agreement (4), the Taliban and the US had come to the 
understanding that as long as the Taliban didn’t attack 
any vital US interests in the region, the US would 
withdraw from the country. In their first press 
conference since coming to power, the Taliban have 
stated that they are open to foreign and US investment 
in Afghanistan.  

Another powerful factor behind the Taliban takeover 
of Afghanistan is the way in which the Pakistan 
military perceives its security challenges. The Pak 
military has always been of the view that the only 
major and serious existential threat to Pakistan comes 
from neighbouring India. Since 1971, when East 
Pakistan became independent Bangladesh, that view 
has been strongly reinforced. Hence, since the very 
independence of Pakistan and especially since 1971, 
the Pakistan military has been positioning itself not 
only as the defender of Pakistan’s borders but even of 
its “ideological borders”. This overriding imperative 
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has led to what progressives refer to as a “security 
state” in Pakistan.  

The Pakistan military has always considered 
Afghanistan as an area of strategic depth. Since the 
1970s, they have been meddling in the internal affairs 
of Afghanistan to bring about a regime that would be 
“friendly to Pakistan”, so that in the event of the 
“inevitable” war with India, the military would have 
an area of strategic retreat. This is why Islamic 
radicals began to receive support from the Pakistan 
government long before the Saur Revolution. The 
relationship between the Pakistan military and 
Islamic radicals in Afghanistan stretches back half a 
century.  

That is why the victory of the Taliban is seen in 
Islamabad as the victory of pro-Pakistan forces in 
Afghanistan: The “pro-Indian Northern Alliance” is 
defeated and the “pro-Pakistan Taliban” are 
victorious. For that reason alone, we cannot regard – 
and the world should not regard – the victory of the 
Taliban as the victory of any progressive national 
liberation movement. The Taliban can, and most likely 
will, slip into the familiar role of regimes that are 
internally theocratic and reactionary and externally 
allied to the US (much like Saudi Arabia).  

For the people of Afghanistan and Pakistan, this 
change implies that our struggle for a progressive 
future has been dealt another major blow. The victory 
of the Taliban in Afghanistan has not only emboldened 
the religious parties of Pakistan, it has also given hope 
to the Tehreek-e-Taliban-Pakistan (5), which has 
waged a decade-long destructive conflict inside 
Pakistan that has cost approximately 80,000 lives and 
millions displaced in massive military operations in 
the FATA (Federally Administered Tribal Areas] and 
other northern areas.  

In the long run, however, only the progressive forces 
of Pakistan and Afghanistan can defeat these 
reactionaries. No amount of foreign aid, assistance, 
occupation can or has contributed anything of any real 
significance in this uphill struggle. Quite the converse. 
Moreover, calls for the reoccupation of Afghanistan to 
ostensibly “save” the women and minorities are not 
only naive and misplaced, but are ridiculous in the 
extreme. Enough damage has been done by such 
narratives that can only be regarded as imperialism in 
the guise of humanitarianism.  

In conclusion, the image of desperate Afghanis 
clinging to airplanes in the hopes of escaping the 
Taliban will forever be etched in the memories of the 
people of the region as the ignoble end of this 
occupation. And the way in which they dropped from 
the skies symbolises the false hope which capitalist 
imperialism always creates, but betrays.  

The future of Afghanistan and Pakistan can only be 
determined by the people of our respective countries. 
We hope for your solidarity in that struggle. But it is 
our struggle, in which history is on our side and 
victory is inevitable. 

 

Editor’s notes 

(1) An alliance of warlords heading up various armed 
groups that opposed the Taliban from late 1996 to 2001. 

(2) The coup d’état in April 1978 that brought to power 
a regime that was favourable to the USSR government. 

(3) In 1992, the pro-USSR regime of Najibullah collapsed 
and the mujaheddin entered Kabul. 

(4) “Agreement for Bringing Peace to Afghanistan”, 
signed in Qatar on 29 February 2020 between the United 
States and the Taliban. 

(5) Taliban Movement of Pakistan, an armed movement 
formed in 2007.

 

 
Doha (Qatar), 29 February 2020: Representatives of the US and the Taliban sign their "peace" agreement 


