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The NHS has been gutted and bled 
dry. The entire system is collapsing 
and access to even the most basic care 
is on the line. For the working class in 
Britain, this is literally a life-and-death 
question. The strikes by the Royal Col-
lege of Nursing (RCN), Unite and other 
NHS unions are certainly about wages, 
but also much more. The very survival 
of a publicly funded healthcare service 
is at stake. 

This reality is widely recognised. 
The question is: what to do? Every sin-
gle politician swears up and down that 
they are entirely committed to “sav-
ing the NHS”. To count on them is to 
count on an arsonist to put out a fire. 
The Tories have ground the NHS down 
and are now slamming the door on 
nurses’ modest wage demands. As for 
Labour, Starmer promises to go back 
to the legacy of…Tony Blair, the very 
man who opened the doors wide for the 
private sector in healthcare. The SNP, 
Lib Dems and Greens offer nothing 
better. Clearly the politicians don’t have 
the answer.

Social progress comes from one place in 
this reactionary kingdom: the struggles of 
the working class. Clearly the unions are 
central to “saving the NHS”. On the other 
hand, for 40 years the unions have utterly 
failed to put a stop to the destruction of the 
NHS and the erosion of living standards. 
The fault lies not with the unions themselves 
but with the disastrous course followed by 

the union leadership. Instead of building 
unions as tools of struggle which can defend 
the basic needs of workers, unions in this 
country have been hollowed out and are 
wielded as pathetic public relations tools. 

This is apparent in the strategy currently 
being pursued by the RCN. After almost 
a century of opposing strikes, allowing its 
members to be worked to the bone and the 
state of the NHS to become disastrous, the 
RCN has called a few strike days. Their 

objective is to “force the government to 
stop and listen to what the health care 
workforce is asking for” (RCN Magazines, 
16 October 2020). All well and good, but a 
few spread-out strike days will not “force” 
the government to do anything. In fact, 
while the government hasn’t budged, the 
RCN cut its pay demands in half, from 19 
to 10 per cent after only two strike days. 

The government will not be made to 
“recognise” the true worth of NHS workers 

through media attention. What has hap-
pened to the NHS is not some misguided 
policy but a decades-long campaign to 
destroy the greatest working-class gain 
in this country. This will not be reversed 
without a real fight and certainly not 
by having illusions in goodwill from 
Westminster. 

Every nurse knows that to treat a 
patient one must first have a correct 
diagnosis of the ailment. The RCN 
correctly identifies low wages as an 
important factor in the crisis of the 
NHS. However, low wages are only a 
symptom of a broader problem. The 
real cause of the NHS crisis is the gen-
eral degradation of social and economic 
conditions in Britain and Northern 
Ireland. In the last 40 years working 
conditions, public services and the con-
dition of women have all been ground 
down by constant attacks. Nothing 
expresses this reality better than the 
collapsing NHS — a showcase of miser-
able working conditions, crumbling ser-

vices and the brutal treatment of women in 
this country.

To save the NHS and reverse the general 
decline in living standards, it is necessary 
to broaden the struggle and get at the root 
of the crisis. Towards this Workers Ham-
mer advocates that strikes in the NHS be 
organised around the struggle for: high 
wages, quality healthcare, women’s liber-
ation. These questions cannot be divided 
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into separate boxes but will either go for-
ward or fall back together. To advance, 
they must all be fought for together by 
the  entire working class. But none of the 
NHS unions are pursuing such a strat-
egy, focusing instead on narrow demands 
divorced from the broader social questions 
at stake. The question of women’s oppres-
sion in particular is ignored or given token 
mention. This will not do. Yes, it is bread 
we fight for, but we must fight for roses 
too.

Women as workers
What does women’s liberation have to 

do with the crisis in the NHS? Everything 
in fact. The question of women’s oppres-
sion is intertwined with every aspect of the 
NHS. First and most obviously, it relates to 
the status of women as workers. The NHS 
workforce is overwhelmingly female, and 
the NHS is by far the largest employer of 
women in Britain. It is no coincidence that 
NHS employees make generally much less 
than those in male-dominated jobs of simi-
lar qualification.

A large reason behind this pay gap is 

that  the government exploits the social 
conditioning of women as “caregivers” to 
demand greater sacrifices than in male-
dominated professions. In the name of “sav-
ing lives” and “caring for patients”, nurses 
and other NHS staff are asked to put their 
own well-being aside. This moral blackmail 
was ramped up to an extreme during the 
pandemic. Now, the same method is being 
used to try to discredit and demoralise the 
strikes. Nurses and ambulance workers are 
accused of killing people by striking for 
better working conditions. This demagogy 
must be decisively rejected if any progress 
is to be made in the NHS. 

Far from doing this during the pandemic, 
the NHS unions totally submitted to the 
government’s blackmail, giving it free rein 
to press workers to the breaking point. In 
return they received nothing but clapping. 
In the current strike, the RCN has had to 
oppose some of the very arguments it ped-
dled during the pandemic. It has argued that 
the nurses strikes are necessary to save the 
NHS and that it is the crumbling system 
which is killing working people. This is 
entirely correct. Why then is the struggle 
so minimal and halfhearted?

Clearly the NHS unions are still on the 
back foot, conciliating the argument that 
it is morally wrong for them to cause dis-

ruption. It is time to go on the 
offensive. The selflessness and 
social consciousness so strong 
among NHS workers — and 
women in particular — need to 
be unleashed in the fight for 
better healthcare and wages for 
all. The bottom line is that the 
NHS will collapse and many 
more working people will die 
if the working class as a whole 
doesn’t take a stand. The more 
determined and decisive the 
struggle, the more support will 
be won from working people 
and the more healthcare will 
be improved.

Public services and the 
family

Women’s oppression in the 
NHS goes deeper than infer-
ior wages. Being an over-
whelmingly female work-
force means that most NHS
workers face a second shift 
at home of childcare, house-
work and care for the elderly. These tasks 
fall disproportionately on women, mak-
ing the question of public services all the 
more important for them. The provision 
of free healthcare, public education, care 
homes — these are all modest but very 
real steps towards taking “caring” out of 
the private sphere of the family and into 
the social sphere. Improving the quality 
and availability of public services directly 
alleviates the burden of domestic work on 
women. Conversely, cuts to public services 
and the absence of affordable childcare 
only increase the strain. 

While the state of public services has 
a particular impact on working women, 
it profoundly impacts the well-being of 
working men as well. Far from divid-
ing  workers along sexual lines, making 
women’s emancipation a centrepiece of the 
struggle for the NHS has the potential to 
unite the working class on a much stronger 
basis than simple economic demands. For 
example, workers in male-dominated sec-
tors like rail will be much more likely to 
ally with nurses for better healthcare and 
reducing the burden of household chores 
than over wage demands.

Indeed, the condition of women directly 
relates to the general level of social pro-
gress. The early socialist Charles Fourier 
explained back in 1808 how: 

“Social progress and changes of historical 
period are brought about as a result of the 
progress of women towards liberty; and the 
decline of social orders is brought about as 
a result of the diminution of the liberty of 
women.
“Other events influence these political 
vicissitudes, but there is no other cause 

which produces such rapid social progress 
or decline as a change in the condition of 
women.”
—The theory of the four movements

The struggle for the advancement of women 
is not only an entirely just cause but also a 
lever that can lift all of society. The fight 
for a quality NHS and better public services 
demonstrates this clearly. 

Healthcare and capitalism
In order to obtain quality healthcare 

for all, it is essential to understand what 
obstacles stand in the way. At bottom it is 
the very nature of the capitalist economy 
which drags down and limits the quality of 
healthcare. When Britain was a manufac-
turing power, its ruling class had a certain 
interest in providing a rudimentary degree 
of education and healthcare. This was not 
out of charity but because of the pressure 
from a strong working class, as well as the 
need for an effective industrial workforce 
and able-bodied soldiers. As the econ-
omy was turned more and more towards 
purely speculative and parasitical activi-
ties in finance and high-end services and 
the working class was decimated, the need 
to maintain semi-decent healthcare and 
educational standards for the mass of the 
population has receded. 

Today more and more of the economy 
relies on a thin layer of highly trained 
technocrats and specialists. This has meant 
that education, healthcare and social hous-
ing for the general public have all become 
“wasteful” expenses in the eyes of the cap-
italists. These services simply do not con-
tribute enough to “productivity” to warrant 
meaningful investment. As public services 

Communism and women’s liberation
The following is an excerpt from the Theses 

for work among women adopted by the 1921 
Third Congress of the Communist International, 
as translated in Spartacist (English edition) no 
62, Spring 2011.

By placing before the Communist Parties 
of the West and the East the immediate task 
of strengthening the work of the party among 
the female proletariat, the Third Congress of 
the Communist International at the same time 
points out to the women workers of the whole 

world that their liberation from age-old injustice, enslavement and inequality can be real-
ized only through the victory of communism. What communism gives to women can by 
no means be provided by the bourgeois women’s movement. As long as the rule of cap-
ital and private property exists in the capitalist countries, the liberation of woman from 
dependency on her husband can go no further than the right to dispose of her own prop-
erty, her own earnings, and the right to decide equally with her husband the fate of their 
children.

The most decisive efforts of the feminists — the extension of women’s suffrage under 
the rule of bourgeois parliamentarism — do not solve the problem of the actual equality 
of women, especially of the non-propertied classes. This can be seen in the experience 
of women workers in all capitalist countries where in recent years the bourgeoisie has 
granted the formal equality of the sexes. Suffrage does not eliminate the primary cause 
of women’s enslavement in the family and society. Given the economic dependence of 
the proletarian woman on her capitalist master and her breadwinner husband, and in the 
absence of broad protection in making provision for mother and child and socialized 
education and care of children, replacing indissoluble marriage with civil marriage in 
capitalist states does not make the woman equal in marital relations and does not provide 
a key to resolving the problem of the relation between the sexes.

Not formal, superficial, but actual equality of women can be realized only under 
communism when women, together with all members of the laboring class, become the 
co-owners of the means of production and distribution, participate in managing them 
and bear their work responsibilities on the same basis as all members of toiling soci-
ety. In other words, it is possible only by overthrowing the system of the exploitation of 
man’s labor by man under capitalist production and by organizing the communist form 
of economy. 

Only communism will create the conditions under which the natural function of 
women — motherhood — will not come into conflict with their social responsibilities and 
interfere with their creative work for the benefit of the collective. On the contrary, com-
munism will enable the development of a well-rounded, healthy and harmonious indi-
vidual, closely and inseparably bonded with the tasks and life of the toilers collective. 
Communism must be the goal of all women who fight for the liberation of women and the 
recognition of all their rights. 

However, communism is also the ultimate goal of the entire proletariat. Therefore, the 
struggle of working women for this common goal must, in the interest of both sides, be 
waged jointly and inseparably.

— Communist International, “Theses on methods and forms of work 
of the Communist parties among women” (1921)
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Government blackmailed population into accept-
ing reactionary lockdowns, criminally supported by 
trade union leaders. Unions should have called the 
shots, not the government.
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receive less funding and the general welfare 
of the population is degraded, the strain on 
the public healthcare system becomes un ten-
able. This is the reason for the NHS crisis. 
It is caused not by a heartless  “ideology” 
or “greed” but by the fundamental interests 
of the ruling class. This understanding has 
to be at the centre of the struggle for better 
healthcare and better working conditions. 

Lesson of the pandemic: NHS 
workers should call the shots

Looking back at the pandemic through 
this lens leads to clear conclusions. It 
was criminal for the entire labour move-
ment — the Labour Party, unions and 
left — to support the lockdowns. This meant 
leaving full control of health and working 
conditions in the hands of the demented 
Boris Johnson government, which obviously 
could not have cared less about protecting 
the working class in the pandemic.

Instead, what was needed was a deter-
mined struggle by the labour movement to 
take matters into its own hands. The work-
ing class should have fought for all social 
resources to be mobilised to respond to 
the emergency. New hospitals, care homes 
and other health facilities should have been 
built urgently. The housing stock should 
have been redistributed to ease overcrowd-
ing and unsanitary living conditions. NHS 
wages and staffing levels should have been 
doubled. These are only a few examples 
of basic measures which should and could 
have been taken to address the pandemic. 
They would also have had a beneficial long-
term effect on the health of the population 
and the state of the healthcare system.

The obstacle to taking any of these 
measures is the fact that most resources 
are in the private hands of a small num-
ber of families. Requisitioning the assets 
of the capitalists (and royals) is obviously a 
big red line for a government whose entire 
purpose is to defend the interests of those 
very people. So instead, it shut everything 
down, pumped money into the pockets 
of Tory donors and squeezed NHS work-
ers to the breaking point. The RCN and 
other NHS unions entirely bought into the 
national unity, “We’re all in this together” 
propaganda, submitting to the government. 
Rather than fighting for improved social 
and working conditions, they begged for 
more lockdowns. The outcome of these 
 policies is clear. It was a catastrophe during 
the pandemic and it pushed the NHS into 
the shambles it is today.

The lesson should be just as clear. Leav-
ing healthcare in the hands of a capital-
ist government can only lead to disaster. 
Healthcare workers should be in charge 
of running healthcare. A first basic step 
towards this would be for unions to push 
back against the ever-encroaching bureau-
cratic intrusions and fight for union control 
of health and safety. Ultimately the whole 
system should be run by workers from top 
to bottom.

The road to women’s liberation 
The fundamental problem with the strat-

egy pursued by the RCN and other NHS 
unions is that it does not start from the 
understanding that quality healthcare for all 
and capitalism are incompatible. Of course, 
unions must start from today’s struggles and 
consciousness. But they must use the every-
day battles to educate workers in the irre-
concilable nature of the conflict. Far from 
doing this, the NHS unions peddle illusions 
that the capitalists and their government 
can be made to see the light and be reason-
able. Such fairy tales undermine even the 

most minimal fights for better wages and 
working conditions. Instead of well-planned 
and determined struggles, they lead to half 
measures, compromise and capitulation.

Whether it is working conditions, public 
services or the status of women, it is crucial 
to understand that incremental and constant 
progress is impossible within capitalism. 
The NHS itself, while a crucial gain, was 
not a step towards socialism.  It was part of 
the measures taken to shore up collapsing 
British imperialism after WWII. Attlee and 
arch-reactionary Churchill broadly agreed 
on such measures at the time. Since then, 
the NHS has been under constant attack. 
As the whole social fabric of the country is 
hollowed out by the ruling class, the only 
prospect for the future under capitalism is 
decline and misery. 

In contrast, a workers government which 
would expropriate the capitalist class would 
be able to take immediate and long-term 
measures to increase the quantity and 
quality of public services. With pro duct-
ive forces used rationally and planned on 
an international level, more and more of 
the burden which today rests on the fam-
ily can be taken on by society as a whole: 
cooking,  cleaning, healthcare, education, 
child-rearing. As this progresses, the social 
role of the family will gradually wither 
away and with it the oppression of women. 

Trade unionism and
women’s oppression

The crisis in this country is crushing 
working people in every aspect of their 
lives. The ruling class is in perpetual crisis 
and social stability is rapidly eroding. The 
biggest hurdle to the liberation of the work-
ing class and the emancipation of women 
is certainly not the stability of the system. 
The road to socialism is blocked first and 
foremost by the absence of a working-class 
party that fights for socialism. 

The current leadership of the workers 
movement is composed of the utterly pro- 
capitalist Labour Party and an occasion-
ally militant-talking pro-capitalist union 
bureaucracy. To break the stranglehold of 
these traitors, it is necessary to show how 
their actions undermine the working class 
at every point and show that another road 
is possible. This is the key task for social-
ists today. But far from doing this, the rest 
of the socialist left talks about Marxism 
and revolution only to then support various 

non-revolutionary leaderships of the work-
ing class (see article page four). 

This problem of leadership is highlighted 
very clearly in relation to the question of 
women’s oppression and the NHS strikes. 
Take Socialist Appeal for example. They 
frequently write about women’s oppression. 
They recently wrote about the disgusting 
cover-up of a serial police rapist by the Met. 
They also write articles about the need for 
socialism to emancipate women. But when 
it comes to the NHS strikes — which impact 
women in every way — none of their art-
icles so much as mention the question of 
women’s oppression, much less advocate 
that the unions fight for women’s lib er-
ation. The same could be said of any other 
socialist paper. 

What explains this apparent contradic-
tion? It comes from a disease identified by 
Lenin as economism. In Britain it is better 
known as trade unionism. At bottom this 
programme limits the aim of trade union 
struggle to improving the immediate eco-
nomic conditions of the working class and 
preaches socialism for the future. When it 
comes to addressing the oppression of other 
groups — women, ethnic minorities, immi-
grants, Travellers etc — economism limits 
itself to denouncing injustice and again…

preaching socialism for the future. 
This programme in all its iterations is 

entirely compatible with the current trade 
union bureaucracy, whether right-wing or 
left-wing. What is rejected is the struggle for 
a socialist leadership today which not only 
champions the cause of all the oppressed 
but aims to put an end to their oppression 
by overthrowing capitalism. Economism 
does not lead to gradual improvement but to 
betrayal by the pro-capitalist bureaucracy 
and obviously no progress at all towards 
socialism.

For the trade union bureaucracy and 
fake socialists, advocating women’s lib-
eration in the context of the NHS strikes 
would be “divisive” because some workers 
(and certainly the bureaucrats) think it is 
too radical. Fighting for black, Asian and 
immigrant liberation, which is also abso-
lutely central in the NHS, would also for 
the same reason be considered “divisive”. 
Similarly, it was to avoid “division” that 
when the Queen died, avowedly “re pub-
lic an” union leaders cancelled strikes and 
the RCN suspended its strike ballot (see 
page seven). In fact, it is economism which 
divides the workers movement. 

The ruling class constantly bombards 
continued on page 8 
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As Britain keeps sinking deeper into 
crisis, growing numbers of workers have 
engaged in strike actions at a level unseen 
in decades. Since the summer, every pass-
ing month has witnessed new layers of 
workers, fed up with unbearable conditions, 
joining the strike wave, notably with NHS 
strikes starting in December and the recent 
announcement of upcoming strikes by hun-
dreds of thousands of teachers. As the crisis 
deepens, the need to fight is dire. However, 
no one on the left and in the trade unions 
seems keen to confront the inconvenient, 
10,000-pound elephant in the room. That 
is, that despite tremendous potential and 
months of hard struggle, not a single union 
has achieved significant gains. The Tories 
are on life support and while the strikes 
might annoy them, they have not forced 
them to concede anything. Something is 
off in the British workers movement, and 
anyone wishing to advance its cause better 
get to the bottom of this.

What has happened since September is 
that the strike wave might still be growing 
in sheer numbers, but it has stopped grow-
ing in force and impetus — like a wave that 
keeps extending horizontally but whose 
strength and reach remains the same. It 
washes the shore right up to the govern-
ment’s feet but leaves them dry.

Yet not that long ago, the Tory govern-
ment was up to its neck in the water, 
engulfed by crisis after crisis. With the 
downfall of Boris Johnson followed by the 
debacle of Liz Truss, the government was in 
a catastrophe of its own making. But since 
then, Sunak has had the space to bring back 
a semblance of stability. For sure his posi-
tion is precarious. He sits atop a party rid-
dled with factions, all wishing to cut each 
other’s throats, and he is at the helm of a 
country in complete shambles. But so far, he 
remains standing, despite the multiplicity of 
strikes. In fact, Sunak seems more worried 
about his own party than the trade unions.

Meanwhile, the pressure on working 
people keeps increasing. The cost-of-living 
crisis is destroying the standard of living 
of the working and middle classes at an 
extremely rapid pace. The NHS is collaps-
ing before everyone’s eyes, together with 

other public services. Worries about the 
future are compounded by a growing sen-
timent that the fabric of the country is dis-
integrating. These are the powerful forces 
that have compelled the trade unions into 
motion after decades of drowsiness and 
pushed the union leaders into action. But 
what action? The trade union tops, from 
the RMT to the CWU to the RCN, have 
organised their strikes isolated from one 
another and limited to a few single days at 
a time. The strikes are organised in such a 
way as to cause minimal disruption, not to 
provoke a major crisis for the government 
and force it to capitulate. Every new union 
entering the wave does it on this impotent 
model.

As a result, the government and the 
trade unions are in a bind, a “phoney war” 
in which neither side is moving decisively 
against the other. One can picture a leaky 

raft, heading towards a storm brewing on 
the horizon. The government and the trade 
union tops sit on opposing ends, with no 
one steering. But neither is going for the 
paddle, both worried that any sudden 
movement would capsize the whole thing. 

The government is under pressure to do 
something, but it is too weak to make a real 
move to crush the unions. It is mainly seek-
ing to gain time and hoping that, somehow, 
their situation will get better. Sunak is try-
ing to pass a new draconian anti-union law, 
and as sinister and dangerous as this is, he 
is mainly testing the waters to see what the 
reaction from his own party and from the 
trade unions will be.

As for the trade union leaders, they 
are pursuing the same endless strategy of 
single-day strikes, doing just enough not to 
be accused of inaction by their members 
while fully aware that this will not put the 
bosses and their government up against 
the wall. The TUC has announced a day 
of action on 1 February in protest against 
the proposed anti-union law, and while 
some unions like the NEU will strike, this 
promises to be another parade that will not 
fundamentally alter the situation. Instead of 
mounting a real fightback to smash the law, 
the trade union tops have placed their hopes 
in the courts and waiting for a Labour gov-
ernment to repeal it.

Meanwhile, the Labour Party is waiting 
on the sidelines. They are opposing both 
sides, hoping that no one makes a sudden 
move, that the cruise to the next election 
will not be too rocky and that when they 
get thrown the hot potato of government, 
things will be less bleak. Sir Keir Starmer 

might claim to be an atheist, but he is living 
on a prayer. 

So, what needs to be done? For any-
one who can think, it is obvious that this 
“phoney war” cannot last forever. The 
international instability and the worsening 
situation of the country constantly raise the 
stakes and the pressure on both the union 
leaders and the government. Something, 
somewhere, must break. The question is: 
who will rock the boat first? 

If one thing is certain, it is that sooner 
or later the ruling class must try to take 
back the initiative and shatter the status 
quo. British capitalism is falling behind 
and needs some drastic measures to stay 
afloat. The international situation is also 
extremely unstable, and Britain’s position 
in it is very weak. Another major economic 
shock will be devastating.

To a certain degree, it is obvious what 
the workers movement must do. To start 
to resolve the crisis in the interests of the 
whole working class, it must move first. 
The number of strikes shows that workers 
are ready to fight. The government is weak, 
divided and discredited. A little kick is all 
this anti-working-class cartel needs to fall. 
A bold offensive against the government 
would be the best way to ensure the max-
imum concessions now. It would shift the 
whole balance in favour of the working class 
and bring it to the fore as the decisive factor 
in society. That would open a whole new 
realm of possibilities, including to expose 
how the Labour Party tops — both right and 
left — are enemies of the working class.

What is preventing this is precisely the 
current leadership of the trade unions, 
which is terrified of doing anything that 
could further destabilise the already shaky 
situation. In a nutshell, the union tops’ 
impotent methods flow from their refusal 
to challenge British capitalism, whose 
decomposition has been accelerated by the 
current world crisis.

British capitalism: a sinking ship
To have a correct orientation in this crisis, 

workers must understand its root cause. All 
the liberals, Labourites and even “social-
ists” are pointing in the same direction: 
“twelve years of Tory rule”. It is obvious 
that the Tories have done everything they 
could to bleed the country dry. But to point 
to them as the source of the problem is in 
fact a deception which disarms the work-
ers movement. Its immediate purpose is 
to help bring back a Labour government. 
It conveniently disappears that it was 13 
years of Labour rule, with austerity, pri-
vatisations and attacks against the working 
class that paved the way for “twelve years 
of Tory rule”.

More fundamentally, that notion con-
ceals the real source of the crisis and the 
fundamental problem: British capitalism’s 
continuous decline on the world scene for 
some 150 years. This is the central problem 
which any government, Tory or Labour, is 

Tories on life support...
union tops won’t pull the plug

OECDstat
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always confronted with. It is impossible to 
make any sense of the current situation and 
of the recent political, economic and social 
crises unless one sees them from the stand-
point of the world situation and Britain’s 
continuously declining position in it. It is 
only from this viewpoint that one can get a 
clear picture of the situation and foresee its 
development.

Increasingly unable to compete with 
the US and with other European powers, 
 Britain was elbowed out of its position as 
the dominant world power at the turn of the 
last century and went on to lose its empire 
after the Second World War. The liquida-
tion of Britain’s industrial base, the massive 
privatisations and the crushing of the trade 
unions, for which Thatcher is famous, were 
all aimed at slowing Britain’s decline. The 
result has been the devastation of whole 
regions, from the Midlands to Scotland, 
Wales and Northern Ireland, for the good 
of London speculators, rent iers and bank-
ers. This is now what most of the British 
capitalist class consists of.

The parasitic finance-based, “coupon-
clipper” character of the British bourgeoisie 
makes it particularly vulnerable to interna-
tional economic shocks. The 2008 crisis 
hit Britain exceptionally hard, which in 
turn led Labour and the Tories to under-
take savage austerity and massive bailouts 
to barely keep the economy afloat. With an 
economy based on finance, a hollowed-out 
industrial base and dependent on imports, 
the result has been years of low growth, 
low investment, extremely low productivity 
and an explosion of the public debt, causing 
Britain to steadily fall back behind its Euro-
pean competitors. 

Brexit was yet another failed attempt by a 
wing of the ruling class to strengthen Brit-
ain’s position in the world. From the stand-
point of working people, it was entirely 
correct to vote “leave” and stick it to the 
EU bosses and the liberal establishment. 
Corbyn’s campaign for “remain” was a 
total betrayal from which he never recov-
ered. But in the absence of a working-class 
pole which could have used the govern-
mental crises to struggle against the EU, 
against British imperialism and against all 
wings of the ruling class — both pro- and 
anti-EU — any Brexit deal was bound to 
worsen working people’s conditions.

With all these underlying issues, the com-
bined shocks of the pandemic followed by 
the Ukraine war came as devastating blows. 
Among the G7, Britain is the only country 
whose economy is still smaller than in early 
2020, and it also faces the worst economic 
forecast, with double-digit inflation and a 
dramatic squeeze in living standards. This 
all threatens to pull the country down to the 
level of Spain or Poland.

As a result, Britain has entered a period 
of protracted crisis and struggle. The cur-
rent state of British capitalism is not ten-
able. The capitalists know it and won’t let 
the country slip to a third-rate status with-
out doing something. They need to find 
ways to stimulate growth, productivity 
and investment, which can be done only in 
two ways. The first is to increase Britain’s 
share of the pillage of Asia, Africa, Latin 
America and Eastern Europe. Since Britain 
ceased to play an independent role on the 
world scene long ago, its ability to do this 
depends entirely on its good relations with 
the real master of the world: the US. This 
explains in large part why, since the start 
of the Ukraine war, the British ruling class 
has been the most rabidly pro-Ukraine, 
pro-NATO and warmongering of all. By 
being more Catholic than the Pope, Brit-

ain’s rulers hope that the US might throw 
them a bone.

The second way is to further drive down 
the standard of living of the British working 
class and of the lower sections of the middle 
class, who might not be able to enjoy a “first 
world lifestyle” for very long. Liz Truss 
and Kwasi Kwarteng’s September mini-
budget was a first, stillborn attempt to do 
this. They sought to do two things at the 
same time: massive tax cuts and a massive 
increase in spending, partly in the hope of 
satisfying all wings of the Tories. The effect 
was akin to slamming down the accelerator
and the brake at the same time, infuriating 
everyone and spurring the financial mar-
kets to throw them out of the driver’s seat.

Thus, fewer options are open to the rul-
ing class. Their preferred tool is always a 
strong Tory government, but this is unlikely 
for now. The alternative is a Labour gov-
ernment which could co-opt the trade 
union bureaucracy and undertake the task 
of attacking the working class, doing what 
the Tories are unable to do now. Starmer 
has positioned himself to be this candidate 
by crushing any whiff of Corbynism in his 
party and making clear his government 
will be staunchly anti-worker and pro-busi-
ness. With this picture in mind, it becomes 

clearer that blaming “twelve years of Tory 
rule” and pushing the notion that Labour 
would be a “lesser evil” simply amounts to 
leading workers to the slaughter through the 
gate the capitalist enemy is showing them.

When “Britannia ruled the waves”, it 
could easily prop up its system with the 
gigantic resources plundered from its 
worldwide empire. Fast-forward to the 
end  of the Second World War, and Britain 
had declined to such a level that it had to 
liquidate its empire and borrow huge sums 
from the US to bail out its economy through 
massive state intervention. This was the 
real content of the “socialism” of the Attlee 
government, so dear to all left Labourites. 
Since then, British imperialism has mort-
gaged the whole house for the benefit of 
the City and US-dominated finance capital. 
Each new convulsion of British imperialism 
in decline only makes more dire the need to 
rid the earth of the British capitalist class. 
This is the historical task of the British 
working class that it must carry out for its 
own sake, for the sake of all the oppressed 
peoples and for the sake of humanity itself.

Only the expropriation of the parasitic 
capitalist class of rentiers and speculators 
and their replacement with the rule of the 
working class can solve the crisis of this 
country in a progressive direction. To boost 
productivity and growth and to provide 
decent jobs to millions requires wielding the 
resources of the country in a planned, col-
lectivised economy. To raise the standard of 
living requires eliminating all speculation, 
price-gouging and sky-rocketing rents and 
seizing the properties of all big landowners. 
To provide good health and social services 
requires seizing huge amounts of wealth. To 
strike a blow at the whole international sys-
tem of imperialist oppression, which breeds 
only plunder and wars, the financial para-
sites of the City must be expropriated. It is 
obviously not a matter of a few bills to be 
voted in the ruling class’s Parliament that 
we are speaking of, but of workers running 
the country.

To advance in this direction, the deci-
sive element is leadership. The capitalist 
enemy is already at work. The ridiculous 
and  sinister carnival that is the Tory Party 
internal struggles represents the ruling class 
trying to find a way out. As the situ ation 
worsens, their solutions will only become 
more reactionary. The working class must 

engage now in its own process of selecting 
a determined and capable leadership which 
can break the status quo in its favour and 
carry its interests forward. As the bour-
geoisie dreams of another “Iron Lady”, 
there is only one tool strong enough to 
match this, tested and proven in the land of 
Russia, 1917: a Bolshevik party.

Trade unions and
the bureaucracy 

If the Tories are on life support, and a 
little kick is all they need to make them 
go, why then are the current union leaders 
refusing to deliver the blow? This is a valid 
question that all workers should pose to 
their union leaders, but they can only expect 
lame excuses in response. The reason lies in 
the nature of the trade union bureaucracy.

The eruption of any major crisis always 
brings to the fore leaders forged by the 
preceding period. The last three dec-
ades have been marked by the extreme 
weakness and continuing decline of the 
trade unions, over which the shadow of 
the crushing of the miners strike loomed. 
It is in this school that people like Mick 
Lynch (RMT), Sharon Graham (Unite), 
Dave Ward (CWU), Pat Cullen (RCN) 
and others currently leading the unions 
were trained. Anyone who thinks they 
are the ones pushing the current strike 
wave is looking at things upside down. It 
is the powerful forces coming from the 
working-class base of the unions which 
are lifting these utterly inadequate people 
to the top of the wave and forcing them 
into action.

At the opening of a new period of shocks 
and crisis which calls for bold and decisive 
actions, they are leading the strikes with 
all the conservative baggage and losing 
 methods of the past period. They are acting 
not as a motor force but as a brake on the 
class struggle.

Generally, their political worldview 
is a mix of traditional Labourite politics 
and Blairite social liberalism. Parliament 
reigns supreme in political matters. Strikes 
are not  weapons in the class struggle but 
are simply one element in the slow and 
gradual process of “good policy-making” 
guided by “common sense”. They are no 
fans of Starmer, but they will still vote for 
him because what else can they do? The 

“Socialist” lawyers for union bureaucrats

“Under Sharon Graham’s leadership, Unite has helped secure 
many important victories for workers. This militant approach 
must now be spread throughout the union....
“We need to ensure that we build on our wins and grow our 
union by electing an EC that shares Sharon’s vision for Unite.”

—Socialist Appeal, 11 January

“For a moment the rising tide 
of class struggle in Britain 
was interrupted by the period 
of mourning following the 
death of Queen Elizabeth....
“It was clearly valid for the 
leadership of the RMT and 
CWU to postpone the strikes 
by a couple of weeks, given 
that they were one or two-
day strikes which would not 
be made less effective by a 
short delay.”

— Socialism Today, 
4 October 2022

continued on page 8
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“Since unions have risen to the challenge, building strike-ready 
workplaces and honing their communications and organising 
tactics, the Tories want to go one further, with a planned 
minimum service law….”

—Morning Star, 23 December 2022

“We’re not trying 
to bring down the 

government.”
—  Mick Lynch

Left Foot Forward, 6 January
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The following leaflet was issued on 22 
September 2022.

The Spartacist League is proud to say 
that on the day of Elizabeth II’s funeral, we 
successfully organised the only demonstra-
tion against the monarchy in London. Over 
100 people responded to our call. A small 
number, certainly, but every single person 
who was there knew that to simply show up 
required swimming hard against the stream, 
braving potential threats of arrest and attack 
by monarchists. While all so-called social-
ist and Republican organisations stayed 
home, paying the ultimate homage to Her 
Majesty, those who came can proudly say 
that they took a stand, defiantly chanting, 
“Down with the monarchy!” — in Wind-
rush Square, Brixton. Our modest demon-
stration was the only organised outlet for 
the growing disgust at the depravity of the 
British monarchy and the crimes of British 
imperialism. 

Speeches at the demonstration included one 
by a Greek comrade denouncing the reaction-
ary role of British imperialism in subordin-
ating Greece. A US comrade motivated the 
need for a third American revolution to sweep 

away US imperialism and racial oppression, 
invoking the first revolution against Brit-
ish rule and the second against slavery. A 
statement from a Québec comrade was read 
denouncing the British monarchy as “the 
cornerstone of Québec’s national oppres-
sion”. Greetings from our comrades in South 
Africa stressed that “with the blessing of 
‘God and the monarchy’, racist colonialist 
pigs like Cecil Rhodes carved up southern 
Africa, dispossessing the native peoples of 
their land and dividing them according to 
the needs of Britain’s rulers”.

Our main speaker denounced “the mon-
archy and the United Kingdom” as “a prison 
for Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland’s 
Catholics” and King Charles III as the 
“colonel-in-chief of the brutal Parachute 
Regiment that shot and killed 14 people on 
Bloody Sunday in Derry in 1972”. She ham-
mered on the urgency of workers opposing 
the monarchy, taking power and running 
the country. 

Crucially, we directed our fire at the 
trade union leaders and Labour lefts who 
claim to stand against the monarchy and 
for the working class but who disgustingly 

mourned the Queen, with abject eulogies 
or by criminally cancelling strikes. One of 
the most popular chants at the demo was 
“Starmer, Corbyn, TUC: crawling to the 
monarchy!” 

We do note one who did not crawl: Steve 
Hedley, formerly a leader of the RMT. 
While he could not attend, we appreciated 
the message he sent us, despite our polit-
ical differences. His message, read at the 
rally, called the TUC “boot lickers” for 
cancelling strikes and noted, “When the 
Labour Party and much of the so called 
revolutionary left and even so called repub-
licans acquiesced by their silence a small 
band of rebels kept the flag flying.”

A few rebels also took a stand in Car-
diff and Edinburgh. But in London, the 
fact that only we and a small number of 
bravehearts came out is a condemnation of 
the British left. The Queen’s funeral was 
one of the largest gatherings of capitalist 
masters, imperialist overlords and crowned 
heads ever seen. All these criminals cov-
ered in blood descended on London from 
the four corners of the earth to pay their 
respects to the British monarchy — the 
embodiment of one of the most brutal and 
reactionary empires in all human history. 
It was crucial to take a stand against this 
carnival of reaction.

But the rest of the “socialist” groups not 
only did nothing, they boycotted our demon-
stration. We invited left groups and MPs in 
London and beyond and none of them even 
dared to re-tweet our call. This from people 
who always accuse us of being sectarians.

One argument we have heard to justify 
this abstention was that while all socialists 
supposedly oppose the monarchy, the cost-
of-living crisis was more important. What 
a pathetic excuse! One has to be wilfully 
blind not to see that it is precisely the trade 
union leaders’ bowing to the Crown which 
poured cold water on workers’ struggle. 
The task of socialists is precisely to make 
clear the connection between the destruc-
tion of the standard of living of working 

people and the domination of a parasitic 
ruling class — best embodied by the royal 
family. Sweeping away this rot is the only 
way to solve the current crisis.

Those “socialists” who refuse to take a 
stand against the monarchy under the pre-
text that it is less of a priority than the price 
of energy will never achieve anything for 
the working class. Even fighting for the 
most modest reforms requires hard, militant 
class struggle. As our rally speaker insisted: 
“A leadership that is too spineless to oppose 
the monarchy will never have the backbone 
to confront the ruling class of this country.” 

But the real reason why groups like the 
Socialist Workers Party, Socialist Appeal, 
the Socialist Party and other supposed 
“revolutionaries” boycotted our demonstra-
tion is not found in faulty logic but in the 
syphilitic chain of Labourism. All these 
groups have spent the last months building 
the authority and credentials of trade union 
tops like Mick Lynch, Sharon Graham and 
Dave Ward. They have spent years building 
good relations with left-Labourite MPs like 
Sultana or Corbyn, boosting their author-
ity among workers. They think this is what 
“socialist” work consists of. The last thing 
they want is to destroy all this by calling 
the left Labourites’ bowing to the Queen 
by its right name: betrayal. Doing so would 
instantly make them outcasts in “respect-
able” Labourite circles and most likely split 
their organisations. To take such a stand 
was precisely what was posed in joining 
our demonstration. 

The death of the Queen, just like the 
other major events of recent years, was a 
test for those who claim to be fighting for 
socialism. On one side were those who 
fought and took a stand against the bour-
geoisie, their monarch, their royalist media 
and their servants in the ranks of the work-
ers movement. On the other side were those 
who bowed to Crown and Capital and made 
all sorts of excuses for doing so. Those of us 
who were in Brixton on 19 September know 
which side we are on.n

Revolutionaries protest, 
reformists prostrate

Queen croaks
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The following is an abridged form of 
the speech by Eibhlin McDonald for the 
Spartacist League at our anti-monarchy 
protest in London on 19 September 2022.

I’m very pleased that you’ve all come 
out today in defiance of the repression 
that has been directed at people protest-
ing against the monarchy. For over a week, 
we’ve had a barrage of disgusting royal-
ist propaganda shoved down our throats. 
The slightest signs of dissent have been 
repressed. 

We in the Spartacist League decided 
enough is enough: we called this protest 
so that the royalist carnival of reaction 
would not go unopposed. And we invited 
all socialists and anti-monarchists to join 
us today. As the heads of state from around 
the world gather in Westminster to honour 
Elizabeth II, here in Brixton we remember 
the hideous crimes of British imperialism 
during her reign: Queen Elizabeth lorded 
it over the remnants of the brutal British 
Empire from Africa to Asia and beyond. 
Her Majesty’s governments were respon-
sible for the slaughter of the Mau Mau in 
Kenya. They were heavily involved in the 
bombing and devastation of Iraq, Afghan-
istan and Libya. Her army was sent to 
Northern Ireland to keep the Catholic pop-
ulation down; King Charles III happens to 
be colonel-in-chief of the Parachute Reg-
iment that gunned down 14 Catholic pro-
testers in Derry in 1972. 

The Spartacist League sent representa-
tives to a protest in Belfast organised by a 
small Republican socialist group just under 
a week ago. We were glad to see that the 
King’s visit to Wales was protested, but not 
surprised, because the monarchy and the 
so-called United Kingdom is a prison for 
Scotland, Wales and the Catholics of North-
ern Ireland. And of course it oppresses the 
working class of England too. Her Maj-

esty’s government under Margaret Thatcher 
smashed the miners and devastated whole 
areas, a policy which was continued by suc-
cessive Labour governments. 

Among those workers in Britain who 
hate the monarchy are many whose par-
ents and grandparents originated from the 
Indian subcontinent. Lord Louis Mountbat-
ten, the dearly beloved great uncle of King 
Charles III, was responsible for the bloody 
partition of India. The British Empire set 
Hindu, Sikh and Muslim against each 
other and partition unleashed a hideous 
mass slaughter as well as one of the lar-
gest forced population transfers in history. 
As regards Britain’s black population, Her 
Majesty’s police apply the same shoot-
to-kill policy as the British Army did in 
Northern Ireland. The most recent victim 
is Chris Kaba, a young black man gunned 
down two weeks ago by the Metropolitan 
Police — whose logo happens to be the 
insignia of Elizabeth Regina. 

In the Spartacist League we understand 
that racial oppression is rooted in the cap-
italist system and in British imperialism 
itself. It is enforced by the state, which 
cannot be reformed. We do not believe in 
reform or defunding of the police. We think 
that the working class needs to set up its 
own state which will be run according to 
the interests of the  working class. We say: 
Down with the monarchy and the United 
Kingdom! For workers republics on both 
sides of the Irish sea!

Many of you here today already know 
the crimes of British imperialism only too 
well. The question is, what to do about it? 
Take a look around this country, it’s in a 
shambles. The international economic cri-
sis is hitting Britain much harder than any 
other developed country. There’s massive 
inflation, looming recession, the NHS cri-
sis, the housing situation; nothing works 

in the country. As communists, we have a 
solution. The entire system in this country 
is rotten and it must go! It must be torn 
down! But why has this not happened? For 
that matter, why does Britain still have a 
monarchy, an institution that belongs in 
feudal times? The central problem is one 
of leadership. The workers today are led by 
people who bow down to the Crown and to 
the capitalist class.

The Labour Party, under Sir Keir Starmer, 
outdid the Tories in royalist grovelling. And 
it wasn’t just Starmer. He was backed to 
the hilt by the Labour left MPs who sup-
posedly stand for so cial ism and the working 
class. Jeremy Corbyn, Zarah Sultana, Diane 
Abbott are all in mourning for the Queen. 
The working class has demonstrated that 
they are willing to fight and there desper-
ately needs to be a fight against the huge 
assault on their living standards. Over the 
summer there have been strikes in rail, 
the docks and the post office. But the very 
minute the Queen croaked, Mick Lynch 
of the RMT and Dave Ward of the CWU 
cancelled the strikes. Why? So they could 
join this obscene outpouring of patriotism 
and national unity alongside the capitalist 
rulers. What did it mean to cancel those 
strikes? It sent out a clear message that 
the struggle of the working class against 
starvation wages must take second place 
to the need for all classes to stand united 
and swear loyalty to the monarchy, to the 
system of class privilege and exploitation. 

You don’t need to be a socialist to oppose 
the monarchy. But if you refuse to oppose 
the monarchy now, when it counts, you’re 
no socialist. And in this country which 
famously has “57 varieties” of socialist 
groups, the Spartacist League is the only
one that called a demonstration against the 
monarchy in London. Other groups have 
no problem saying they’re against the mon-

archy when it carries no consequences. But 
right now, when it counts, they’re nowhere 
to be seen.

The trade union bureaucrats will tell 
you that they had no choice but to do what 
they did because if they were to oppose 
the monarchy it would divide the working 
class. Of course there’s royalist sentiment 
within the working class, but it is totally 
against workers’ own class interests. The 
union bureaucrats are simply defending 
their own refusal to take a stand against 
the monarchy. They are also making sure 
that any royalist sentiment that does exist 
within the working class is unchallenged 
and unopposed. Another aspect of the trade 
union and Labour leaders’ bowing before 
the monarchy is that those sections of the 
working class who hate the monarchy and 
British imperialism are excluded, ignored 
and silenced. They are told to shut up in 
the name of unity. What kind of unity is 
that? It’s unity with the ruling class. As I 
said, it’s in the direct interest of the entire
working class to fight against monarchism 
wherever you find it.

We in the Spartacist League say that 
what’s needed is a socialist campaign which 
aims to put the working class in power. For 
that there needs to be a new, revolutionary 
leadership, one which connects the day-to-
day struggles of the working class to the 
struggle against capitalism as a whole. The 
bottom line is: a leadership that is too spine-
less to oppose the monarchy will never find 
the backbone to confront the ruling class 
of this country, much less bring it down. 
And that is what’s needed. So, to conclude, 
we must fight in the trade unions and the 
workers organisations for revolutionary 
leadership. A leadership which opposes 
the monarchy, British imperialism, racial 
oppression and the entire rule of the British 
capitalist class. n

Down with the monarchy!

Labour lefts, union leaders bend the knee

By the way, Alex Gordon, Communist Party 
executive committee member, is president 
of the RMT executive.

RMT
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the working class with all sorts of preju-
dices with the specific purpose of setting 
workers against each other and keeping 
them loyal to the capitalists. For social-
ists to water down their programme in the 
face of backward consciousness means 
trampling on the interests of the most 
oppressed in society, presenting the fight 
for their liberation as “divisive”. This fos-
ters identity politics among the oppressed, 
who rightly feel betrayed or left out, fur-
ther drives reactionary social polarisations 
and divides workers. Only if the struggles 
of all the oppressed are united under a 
common socialist banner can the workers 
of the world overcome the myriad divisions 
fostered by the ruling class.  

This perspective is antithetical to every 
other left organisation in Britain. However, 
we hope to be proven wrong in this regard 
and would be glad if other socialist groups 
join us in fighting for the NHS unions and 
the entire labour movement to inscribe on 
their banners: For women’s liberation!	n

NHS...
(continued from page 3) To save the NHS, fight for women’s liberation!

•  One union for all healthcare workers! For a joint strike offensive.

•  50 per cent pay rise, wages pegged to in�ation.

•  No mandatory overtime. Mass hiring under union control. Scrap agency work and  
zero-hours contracts. Permanent jobs for temp workers.

•  Down with racist discrimination. Full citizenship rights for all immigrants.

•  Socialise household duties. For 24-hour childcare, dining rooms and laundry  
services paid for by the state—available in the workplace and neighbourhoods.

•  Scrap the NHS debt. Nationalise the private healthcare sector.

•  Build new healthcare infrastructure, schools and low-cost, quality housing. Seize  
the estates of the monarchy and the church to pay for it!

•  Establish a planned economy to reindustrialise Britain. Expropriate the City  
of London!

•  Dump the bureaucrats! For a class-struggle leadership of the unions and  
a revolutionary workers party.

•  For workers governments on both sides of the Irish Sea!

idea of a decisive showdown between the 
trade unions and the government is some-
thing they hate like the plague. Such a 
confrontation would mean defying the 
anti-union laws, confronting the full force 
of the state and losing all respectability 
in Labour Party circles. Any move in this 
direction would threaten to unleash forces 
that would soon overwhelm them, and their 
entire careers have been built on refusing to 
engage in anything of the sort. The recent 
months have amply demonstrated this.

Back in August, the strike wave was 
rising together with political turmoil, 
exemplified by both the downfall of Boris 
Johnson and the widely popular but impo-
tent Enough is Enough campaign. Then, 
suddenly, the Queen died and Lynch, 
Ward & Co immediately cancelled all 
strike actions. Apart from breaking the 
whole momentum of the summer, this sig-
nalled clearly to the ruling class that their 
loyalties were first and foremost to King 
and Country, not to the working class.

Then came the downfall of Liz Truss, 
which showed the depth of crisis in the 
ruling class. That this bunch of lunatics 
were overthrown by the financial markets 
and Truss’s own backbenchers and not by 
a mass upsurge of working-class struggle 
is a total condemnation of the leadership 
of the working class. The enemy was at its 
weakest and the union tops did nothing. 
As Starmer rose in the polls and looked 
certain to form the next government, they 
pulled the plug on the Enough is Enough 
campaign, which now exists only as an 
empty shell on social media. All these 
events are key to understanding the current 
stage of the struggle. The union tops sent 
clear signals to the ruling class that they 
would carry the strikes in a framework 
totally compatible with the stability of Brit-
ish capitalism.

So, what is holding back British soci-
ety is not the conservatism of its ruling 
class — they ceased to play a progressive 
role long ago — but the conservatism of 
the leaders of the workers movement. It 
is this straitjacket which is holding back a 

real struggle by the working class for its 
immediate interests and thus holding back 
the only force which can solve the crisis of 
British society in a progressive direction. 
The task of socialists is to forge militant 
caucuses in the unions to wage the struggle 
against these bureaucrats and replace them, 
not with a more leftist version of the same 
thing but with a leadership that will win the 
class struggle. That is, a leadership which 
will organise the coming battles with the 
understanding that the oppressed class must 
topple the oppressor. Only in this way can 
the workers movement be victorious.

“Socialist” lawyers for 
the bureaucracy

As ironic as it might be, the most imme-
diate obstacle to organising a struggle inside 
the trade unions and building a socialist 
leadership of the workers movement is in 
fact…all the other socialist groups. The 
Communist Party, the Socialist Party (SP), 
the Socialist Workers Party (SWP), Social-
ist Appeal etc either openly hail the cur-
rent treacherous, anti-socialist bureaucrats 
or hope to pressure them through appeals 
while basing their entire strategy on leaving 
their leadership intact.

Socialist Appeal and the Socialist Party 
are craven in their support to a wing of 
the bureaucracy. They are both openly 

campaigning for Sharon Graham in Unite, 
uncritically hailing her “fighting stance” 
(SP’s The Socialist, 11 January) and “vision 
for Unite” (Socialist Appeal, 11 January), 
and their press contains nothing but praise 
for Mick Lynch. For them, the strike wave 
has been an uninterrupted, incremental line 
of success and the differences they might 
have with the union leaders are over tac-
tical considerations — when to strike, what 
to do on 1 February etc. Their newspapers 
might call on a weekly basis to “kick out 
the Tories” but they are propping up union 
bureaucrats who are opposed to doing pre-
cisely that! Mick Lynch has been crystal 
clear multiple times on this matter, saying: 
“We’re not trying to bring down the gov-
ernment” (leftfootforward.org, 6 January).

The SWP appears to be the most crit-
ical of the union tops. They too talk about 
“socialism” and even “revolution” but 
their policy in the trade unions is based on 
explicitly rejecting a fight for the unions to 
be led by socialists! They write: “There is 
also a battle inside the strikes about what 
strategy to adopt. We are seeing inspiring 
strikes under wholly inadequate leadership”
(Socialist Worker, 13 December 2022). So 
far, this is a good diagnosis of the problem. 
What does the SWP propose to do? The 
same article gives their standard answer: 
“Rank and file workers need to organise 

their own initiatives, and to push their lead-
ers into more action.” So, the SWP knows 
that the leadership is “wholly inadequate” 
but wilfully refuses to fight to replace it! 
If a tool is “wholly inadequate” to per-
form a task, any good worker knows that 
they need a different tool, and that apply-
ing “more pressure” is often how one gets 
injured. Same goes in politics. The SWP’s 
strategy is a capitulation to the trade union 
bureaucracy and a bankrupt programme 
ensuring that the unions will never be led 
by socialist workers!

The losing strategy of the union tops 
is becoming more and more obvious to 
militant workers, and the next period will 
see left-wing motion developing inside 
the trade unions, pushing against the old 
bureaucratic apparatus. The open bloc of 
all “socialist” groups with the current union 
bureaucracy is thus criminal, providing a 
useful left cover for these very bureaucrats 
and obstructing the necessary process of 
renewing the unions’ leadership on a fun-
damentally different basis.

Any serious revolutionary who is a 
member of one of the current various 
“socialist” groups must struggle in their 
own ranks, starting by asking the sim-
ple question: How can we call ourselves 
socialists if we support people who are 
hell bent on propping up the stability of 
the British ruling class? That very question 
touches the nub of the problem.

The great Bolshevik leader Leon Trotsky, 
almost 100 years ago, posed this very prob-
lem in a different situation, but his insight 
reads like it was written yesterday. The year 
before the TUC leaders sold out the 1926 
General Strike, Trotsky wrote:

“The contradictions undermining British 
society will inevitably intensify. We do not 
intend to predict the exact tempo of this pro-
cess, but it will be measurable in terms of 
years, or in terms of five years at the most; 
certainly not in decades. This general pro-
spect requires us to ask above all the ques-
tion: will a Communist Party be built in 
Britain in time with the strength and the 
links with the masses to be able to draw out 
at the right moment all the necessary prac-
tical conclusions from the sharpening crisis? 
It is in this question that Great Britain’s fate 
is today contained.”

— Where is Britain going? (1925)n

Life support...
(continued from page 5)
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1926 General Strike was betrayed by TUC leadership. Then, as now, what’s needed 
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concessions for working people right now
as the crisis hits. When the working class 
shuts down factories, transport, ports etc, it 
paralyses not only production but also the 
government, posing the question of who is 
in charge in the workplace and the coun-
try: the workers or the bosses. A general 
strike draws in all sectors in the country 
and mobilises the oppressed layers of the 
petty bourgeoisie along with the majority 
of the proletariat, actively counterposing 
them to the bourgeoisie and its state.

But although the need is great and condi-
tions are ripe, no general offensive is being 
organised. Why? Because it’s a question of 
revolutionary programme and leadership. A 
revolutionary programme is a precondition 
even for the struggle for reforms. But the 
KKE’s programme is as much an obstacle 
to that struggle as it is to the realisation of a 
workers revolution. It is reformist on funda-
mental questions: on the state, on emancipa-
tion from imperialist enslavement, on com-
mon struggle of Greek and Turkish workers 
etc. It is urgently necessary to replace the 
workers’ existing leadership with leaders 
whose programme for the immediate bet-
terment of the masses’ living conditions 
is an integral part of a broader strategy to 
bring the working class to power.

For the national liberation 
of Greece

In a country raped by the imperialists, 
no fight to improve the masses’ living con-
ditions is possible without a programme 
to link that struggle to the fight against 
imperialist subjugation. The KKE’s pro-
gramme is an obstacle to that perspective 
since, for them, it is opportunist to recog-
nise the fact that Greece is not imperial-
ist but a country subjugated by imperial-
ism. Accordingly, the struggle for national 
emancipation — which has to be at the cen-
tre of the revolutionary programme — is 
also opportunism, because it lets the local 
bourgeoisie off the hook. The KKE writes:

“On a political level, this opportunist con-
ception of imperialism leads the workers 
movement onto pernicious paths of class 
conciliation, as a political tail on the bour-
geoisie. It essentially exonerates the bour-
geoisies of the less powerful countries of 
monopoly capitalism, which tend to appear 
also as victims of foreign monopolistic 
groups. It shifts the class dividing line from 
inside the country to outside (to the ‘man-
agers’, to the IMF, to the Germans etc).”
—“Lenin’s theory of imperialism and its 

distortions”, Kommounistiki Epitheorisi
no 2 (2017)

The KKE creates a false dilemma, coun-
terposing the struggle against imperialist 
subjugation to the struggle to overthrow 
the national bourgeoisie. The revolutionary 
struggle to break the imperialist yoke does 
not weaken but rather strengthens the polit-
ical differentiation of classes. The local 
bourgeoisie has a solid rearguard behind it 
in imperialism, which will always help it 
with money and arms against the workers. 
Everything the oppressed and exploited 
masses do to stand on their feet inevitably 
pushes the national bourgeoisie into an 
open bloc with the imperialists. To fight 
against imperialism, one must necessarily
fight against the national bourgeoisie.

The KKE believes that the struggle 
against imperialist subjugation leads to 
conciliating the Greek bourgeoisie. This is 
indeed a danger in the absence of a revo-
lutionary programme against imperialism. 

That is what happened in the 1940s when 
the Stalinists formed a popular front in the 
name of fighting fascism, collaborating 
with the Greek bourgeoisie as well as with 
the “progressive” imperialists (British and 
American) (see “Greece 1940s: A Revolution 
Betrayed”, Spartacist [English edition] no 
64, Summer 2014). Indeed, the programme 
of class conciliation must be rejected, but 
the way to do that is not by refusing to fight 
against imperialist enslavement.

The KKE says that the struggle against 
the imperialists “shifts the class dividing 
line from inside the country to outside (to 
the ‘managers’, to the IMF, to the Germans 
etc)”. In other words…if the workers fight in 
the first place mainly against the IMF and 
the German bourgeoisie, that is opportun-
ism. With this reasoning and the argument 
that “capitalism in Greece is in its imperi-
alist stage of development, in an intermedi-
ate position in the international imperialist 
system”, they deny that the whole country 
is nationally oppressed by the imperialists. 
They disappear the dominant role of for-
eign finance capital in Greece as a subju-
gated country. Their argument rejects the 
struggle for national and class liberation. 
Let’s see how the struggle for basic needs 
is tied to the struggle against imperialism. 
The KKE calls for “cancelling the debt of 
worker’s-people’s households and for pro-
fessionals”, “abolition of the property tax 
on worker’s-people’s households” and “abo-
lition of debts to banks and the tax office” 
(Panergatiki no 15, September 2022).

We agree. But how will that happen and 
who will do it? A workers or a bourgeois 
government? The KKE doesn’t tell us, so 
we’ll answer for them. Can the debts be 
cancelled without the expropriation of the 
banks by the proletariat? No. In order to 
cancel the debts we must violate the inter-
ests of the imperialists, the banks and the 
local ruling class, who have burdened the 
masses with an enormous national debt. It is 
the task of revolutionaries to fight to cancel
the debts and expropriate the banks. Abol-
ish business and banking secrecy — open 
the books! Banks in the hands of the work-
ers will have no interest in paying the debt 
by means of which the imperialists have 
sucked the blood of the Greek people. 
Does that mean we need to take power? 
Yes. Only a revolutionary workers govern-
ment fighting against all the oppressors can 
apply this programme. However, this can 
only be  realised by a revolutionary party 
which puts national and class emancipation 

at the centre of its programme.
The KKE also calls:

“To use all the modern possibilities of pro-
duction, technology and science to satisfy 
the workers’-people’s needs. The precon-
dition is that energy, food, basic goods are 
not produced as commodities under the 
control of large business groups but become 
social property; that scientific, centralised 
planning is developed with the toilers, the 
people, at the helm of power.”

—  “No delay! Combative common action 
with the KKE everywhere so that the 
people become a protagonist”, kke.gr 
(7 October 2022)

No objection. But how do we get from 
where we are today to using all the mod-
ern possibilities to satisfy working people’s 

needs so that these become “social prop-
erty”, and how will the people be “at the 
helm of power”? That remains a mystery. 
Here we have two banks of a river but with 
no bridge to link them. The KKE walks on 
the path of social democracy, dividing its 
programme into a minimum programme 
limited to reforms in the framework of 
capitalism, as in the strike, and a max-
imum programme of “scientific, central-
ised planning…with the toilers, the people, 
at the helm of power” relegated to a foggy, 
indeterminate future.

But why is there no bridge? The KKE 
is incapable of building a bridge between 
the necessary struggle now and the strug-
gle for revolution because its programme 
is opposed to the fight for national liber-
ation. The KKE’s programme leads to 
capitulation as much to the imperialists as 
to the national bourgeoisie, as was shown 

in 2015. It is important to draw the lessons 
of 2015 so that workers understand that the 
KKE’s mistakes were not simply theoret-
ical but have terrible consequences in real 
life. Class-conscious workers must under-
stand that the KKE’s programme cannot be 
reformed and that the working class needs 
a new leadership.

The lessons of 2015
In 2015, after years of brutal austerity 

when the proletariat was fighting tooth and 
nail, the country reached a turning point. 
To divert the anger and struggles of the 
masses into safer channels, Syriza, then 
the ruling party, tried to deceive workers 
that it could champion the struggle against 
imperialist subjugation. Indeed, there were 

many illusions that Syriza would get a bet-
ter deal with the EU and that it would fight 
against the imperialists.

In 2015 Syriza held a referendum on 
EU-dictated austerity, hoping for a “yes” 
vote. That would have been the best out-
come for Syriza and the EU, handing them 
a mandate to devastate the proletariat. For 
revolutionaries, opposition to imperialism is 
not simply a question of tactics but a ques-
tion of principle. Our task was to expose 
the fact that Syriza was incapable of lead-
ing a fight against the imperialists and to 
show the masses that only a proletarian 
leadership can bring about their emancipa-
tion. The only revolutionary position on the 
referendum was “no”, with no support to 
the government. The KKE leadership crim-
inally refused to take a position against the 
imperialists and called on workers to spoil 

Greece...
(continued from page 12)
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Bitter fruit of betrayal. As Germans withdrew from Athens in 1944, KKE hailed entry of British troops in service of Stalin’s 
alliance with Churchill and Roosevelt (left). British troops in Athens (right) suppressed proletarian uprising in December.
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their ballots, thus aiding the “yes” vote. 
The victory of the “no” vote was a loud and 
clear message that the imperialist parasites 
could go to hell, and it came about despite
and against the KKE, which weakened the 
struggle against imperialism.

The referendum result showed that the 
masses were determined to fight. In the 
face of the result and massive protests, 
Syriza prime minister Alexis Tsipras turned 
white. His imperialist bosses said: “You 
have won, but Greece has lost.” The masses 
had been deceived before the referendum. 
But following the “no” vote, its overturning 
by Germany and Syriza’s sell-out, the gov-
ernment was weakened and exposed. What 
was posed was an open confrontation with 
the imperialists and the local bourgeoisie.

The role of revolutionaries was to pro-
vide a revolutionary pole to transform the 
rage of the masses into a revolutionary 
situ ation. The working class had to be 
organised to fight. We said “ENOUGH!” 
and organised a campaign with precisely 
that perspective. We directed agitation 
towards unions and left organisations and 
fought to build workers action committees 
linking the struggle against imperialist 
subjugation with the overthrow of all the 
oppressors and the formation of a workers 
government. We did our duty while the 
KKE and the left literally went on holiday. 
They criminally refused to take up our call 
and to set the masses in struggle, bringing 
about an enormous defeat for the work-
ers. The KKE leadership, with its dom-
inant role in the workers movement, has 
the greatest responsibility. It clearly did 
not want to lead the workers in a struggle 
against the euro and the EU when it was 
posed concretely, thus rescuing the local 
capitalists at the same time.

To justify its position, the KKE claims 
to this day that voting down the austerity 
package drawn up by the Troika (IMF, EU 
and European Central Bank) was equiva-
lent to an indirect vote for Syriza’s own aus-
terity package and, by extension, support 
for its government. This position sounds 
orthodox in that it apparently opposes 
both the bourgeoisie and the imperialists. 
However, the Stalinists fall into ultraleft-
ism. This arises from the KKE’s pos ition 
that Greece is an imperialist country and 
leads to a betrayal of the struggle for 
national liberation. The KKE’s position 
that the fight against im peri al ist subjuga-
tion is counterposed to the fight against the 

national bourgeoisie leads inevitably, as 
shown in 2015, to capitulation to both the 
imperialists and the bourgeoisie. Break with 
the treacherous leadership of the KKE! For 
the reforging of the Fourth International, 
world party of socialist revolution!

For common class struggle of 
Turkish and Greek workers!

It is important for the working class to 
understand that in every serious struggle 
it undertakes, the capitalists will attempt 
to divert such struggle by whipping up 
chauvinism against Turkey. For workers 
to be able to fight for their interests, it is 
essential to combat chauvinism with a pro-
gramme that will unite Greek and Turkish 
working people.

The war in Ukraine has exacerbated 
tensions between the Greek and Turkish 
bourgeoisies, who fight over who will get a 
bigger slice of the pie, from natural gas to 
competing claims on the islands. Constant 
threats from both sides are daily news. The 
goals of both bourgeoisies are reaction-
ary. Using national unity, they set workers 
against each other in order to advance their 
own interests. For the working class of each 
country it is criminal to take the side of one 
of the two capitalist classes.

The imperialists turn one country against 
the other in order to ensure their domi-
nance in the region. Greece and Turkey are 
both brutally oppressed by the imperialists, 

against whom the workers have a common 
interest in fighting. The only way for work-
ers to satisfy their needs for cheap gas, elec-
tricity etc is to seize natural resources from 
the claws of the oppressors through class 
unity against both the imperialists and their 
own bourgeoisies. The revolutionary unity 
of Turkish and Greek workers would be an 
enormous blow against imperialist dom in-
ation in the region and would also advance 
the struggle for revolution in the imperialist 
centres. This can only happen with a pro-
gramme for proletarian power.

The greatest obstacle to this perspective 
is the KKE, which imbues the proletariat 
with anti-Turkish chauvinism, chaining it 
to the national bourgeoisie and deceiving 
it as to who its real enemy is. The KKE 
writes that national unity is a trap and 
that the workers and the bourgeoisie have 
opposing interests. Indeed! But let’s look 
at what the KKE’s real position is. For 
many years they have moaned that succes-
sive Greek governments have accepted the 
framework of “co-dominance” (joint con-
trol) with Turkey and that:

“Greece has accepted, in the framework of 
exploratory meetings with Turkey, not to 
unilaterally expand its territorial waters 
in some places that disturb Turkey and to 
maintain them at six rather than the 12 naut-
ical miles which they are entitled to accord-
ing to Maritime Law.”
—  “The Greek government on the Aegean —

It has accepted the framework of co-
dominance”, Rizospastis (10 August 2011)

Expansion of territorial waters and 
exploitation of energy sources by the Greek 
capitalists at the expense of Turkey is 
against the interests of the working class. 
The KKE openly upholds the aims of the 
Greek bourgeoisie against Turkey regard-
ing exploitation of natural resources in the 
Aegean and the southeast Mediterranean. 
In its efforts to further advance the inter-
ests of the Greek capitalists, it criticises 
various governments for not sufficiently
defending Greece’s territorial and sover-
eign rights against Turkey. All of its left 
rhetoric against national unity is exposed 
as a lie and is used to cover its support to 
the ruling class. The only ones who are 
going to exploit the hydrocarbons are the 
imperialists, against both countries. In 
addition, the KKE’s defence of the interna-
tional law of the sea — a law of the imperi-
alists — is criminal. It means defending the 
imperialist status quo in the region.

The KKE rails against New Democracy 
[ND, current ruling party]:

“Of course the government silences what 
the maps it presents ‘shout out’. In other 
words, the unacceptable claims of the Turk-
ish bourgeoisie in the framework of its bar-
tering with the Greek bourgeoisie, which 
are being ‘built up’ step by step, reinforced 
by ‘allies and partners’, constantly pushed 
to the ‘negotiating’ table with the goal of 
Euro-Atlantic cohesion in the Eastern Med-
iterranean, at whose altar Greek and Cyp-
riot sovereign rights are sacrificed.”

—  “Erdogan urges Greece to ‘Come to your 
senses and demilitarise the islands’, in 
the presence of Americans and French”, 
Rizospastis (10 June 2022)

The KKE talks about “unacceptable 
claims of the Turkish bourgeoisie”. What 
about the claims of the Greek bour geoisie? 
Are these not unacceptable? We Trotsky-
ists have a straight answer: they are reac-
tionary. In addition, the KKE’s op pos ition 
to NATO/EU is based on the im peri al-
ists supporting the aims of the Turkish 
bourgeoisie, ie they’re not on the side of 
Greece! While it’s true that the im peri al-
ists threaten the national sovereignty of 
Greece, the KKE’s opposition to NATO/
EU is not based on the fact that they rape 
the country but rather that they weaken 
the Greek bourgeoisie’s position against 
Turkey. And of course the Stalinists refuse 
to recognise that Turkey’s national sover-
eignty is also sacrificed under imperialism.

The KKE uses the masses’ powerful 
anti-imperialist sentiment, their yearning 
for peace and a better life and exploits their 
just hatred of the humiliation imposed by 
the imperialists for decades, all in order 
to divert their anger towards Turkey. The 
KKE’s appeals that the imperialists rep-
resent a threat to sovereignty, its calls to 
close NATO bases and for Greece to exit 
NATO are used as a working-class cover 
for its cowardly call on the Greek bour-
geoisie to adopt the KKE’s programme 
as a better defence of Greek capitalism 
against Turkey, outside of the imperialist 
NATO/EU alliances. The KKE pushes an 
alternative policy for the Greek capitalists 
that would better serve their interests.

The KKE divides the proletariat of both 
countries and thus impedes the struggle 
against imperialism. The workers of both 
countries need a leadership that instils class 
unity: Greek workers will not be emanci-
pated if they do not fight the oppression of 

Greece...
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their class brothers in Turkey and vice versa. 
Down with the EU and NATO! Greece/Tur-
key out of NATO! Close all imperialist bases 
in Greece, Turkey and the Balkans! Out of 
the EU/euro! For the Soviet United States 
of Europe, united on a voluntary basis!

State and revolution: Leninism v 
Stalinism

For the workers to win substantive reforms, 
they will need to confront the cap italist 
state. The ruling class will give nothing to 
the toilers unless it fears that it’s in danger 
of losing everything. In a general strike the 
bourgeoisie and its state will strike back, 
mobilising strikebreakers, police, fascists, 
even the army. The workers must be able to 
defend themselves. The KKE is an obstacle 
to that because its programme is based on 
collaboration with the state; it administers 
the bourgeois state in the city of Patra and 
supports the police. In a Rizospastis art-
icle headlined, “The police should support 
the KKE, which is their most valuable 
supporter in their struggle” (16-17 March 
2019), they boast that a cop said:

“The KKE is our valuable supporter, in 
order for active and retired police officers 
to organise our own resistance for our just 
demands through our associations and 
our fellowship with the workers’-people’s 
movement.
“It supports us in organising our struggle 
together with the people against the con-
sequences of the anti-people policy which 
hurts the police and the rest of the working 
people and daily makes the poor poorer.”

We cannot imagine Lenin mobilising 
the working class in defence of the cops’ 
“just” demands. Supporting their “struggle” 
means supporting better salaries, better 
weaponry for more effective repression of 
the workers movement. The KKE deceives 
the people with the lie that the cops are 
part of the workers movement and that they 
should fight together against capitalism. 
They present the police — who are the core 
of the state along with the army and the 
courts — not as the instrument of oppres-
sion of the proletariat by the bourgeoisie but 
as a force which can be used in the inter-
ests of the toilers against the “anti-people 
policy”. This is the very definition of class 
col lab or ation! “Our slogan must be: arming 
of the proletariat to defeat, expropriate and 
disarm the bourgeoisie” (Lenin, The Mil-
itary Programme of the Proletarian Rev-
olution, September 1916 [emphasis ours]).

For Marxists it is clear that reforms can-
not be won in collaboration with the police. 
Cops, security guards, prison guards out of 
the unions, the workers movement and the 
KKE! As Lenin said, “They Have Forgot-
ten the Main Thing” (May 1917):

“Separated as it is from the people, forming 
a professional caste of men trained in the 

practice of violence upon the poor, men who 
receive somewhat higher pay and the priv il-
eges that go with authority (to say nothing of 
‘gratuities’), the police everywhere, in every 
republic, however democratic, where the 
bourgeoisie is in power, always remains the 
unfailing weapon, the chief support and pro-
tection of the bourgeoisie. No important rad-
ical reforms in favour of the working masses 
can be implemented through the police. That 
is objectively impossible.”
The KKE also runs the state in Patra! 

And it does so in the only way it can be 
done: applying the state’s repressive ap par-
atus on a local level, using it against the 
workers. Just like Syriza, ND and other 
mayors, the KKE mayor organises the 
mu ni ci pal police, hires and fires mu ni-
ci pal employees, devises urban planning 
at the behest of capitalist investors etc. 
Let’s also not forget that they imposed the 
lockdowns, suppressing and locking up 
thousands at home, implementing remote 
work, burdening women with an additional 
load at home etc. Patra KKE mayor Pele-
tidis plays an even more pernicious role 
than mayors from bourgeois parties, sow-
ing illusions that under a “communist” 
mayor the state can be reformed and can 
act to benefit the workers. Not only will 
everything stay as it is — private property, 
bourgeois democracy and the ac com pany-
ing misery and high cost of living — but 
running the capitalist state even on a local 
level means defending all of this.

In regard to the 9 November strike, 
Peletidis said, “Together with the people 
we will not sacrifice our future; we will 
fight together, we will struggle, we will 
overthrow them” (“Decisive message of 
es cal ation in 9 November strike”, 902.gr, 
18 October 2022). How will that come to 
pass when the KKE itself constitutes a part 
of the capitalist state? The KKE has its feet 
on two boats. On the one hand it mobilises 
the workers, on the other it runs Patra, 
doing the dirty work of the central power. 
The fact that the KKE runs Patra demon-
strates its programme for “people’s power” 
in practice. As Rosa Luxemburg wrote:

“The character of a bourgeois government 
isn’t determined by the personal character 
of its members, but by its organic function 
in bourgeois society…. With the entry of 
a socialist into the government, and class 
domination continuing to exist, the bour-
geois government doesn’t transform itself 
into a socialist government, but a social-
ist transforms himself into a bourgeois 
minister….
“While in parliament, or on the mu ni ci pal 
council, we obtain useful reforms by com-
bating the bourgeois government, while 
occupying a ministerial post we arrive at the 

same reforms by supporting the bourgeois 
state. The entry of a socialist into a bour-
geois government is not, as it is thought, a 
partial conquest of the bourgeois state by 
the socialists, but a partial conquest of the 
socialist party by the bourgeois state.”
—  “The Dreyfus Affair and the Millerand 

Case” (1899)
The KKE can answer us that Peletidis 

enacts measures for the working people and 
the poor in Patra. While we are for whatever 
improves workers’ lives, this is still in the 
realm of “social policy”: not only does it 
not call the capitalist system into question 
but, on the contrary, it reinforces the idea 
that we can have a more humane capital-
ism. Lenin denounced the petty-bourgeois 
opportunism of “mu ni ci pal socialism”, say-
ing that “if the bourgeoisie allows, tolerates 
‘mu ni ci pal socialism’, it is because the latter 
does not touch the foundations of its rule…
the important sources of its wealth”, and 
that “they forget that so long as the bour-
geoisie rules as a class it cannot allow any 
encroachments…upon the real foundations
of its rule” (“The Agrarian Programme 
of Social-Democracy in the First Russian 
Revolution, 1905-1907”, December 1907). 
In opposition to the KKE’s hoax that the 
state can be reformed, the working people 
must be conscious that they cannot take 
over the existing state apparatus and wield 
it in their interests. It is necessary to smash 
the capitalist state and replace it with the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. That is the 
fundamental dividing line between reform 
and revolution.

The KKE’s reformist programme is at the 
heart of why general strikes are carried out 

in the form of parades. The lesson is that 
even the struggle for reforms has to be part 
of a revolutionary programme with the goal 
of a workers government under a revo lution-
ary leadership.

We need a real general strike which will 
fight for:
— Decent homes for all through ex pro-

pri ation of the church’s property and 
the luxury homes of the ruling class! 
Take back the homes stolen by the 
banks!

— Division of existing work among all 
available hands with no loss in pay! 
Decent wages and pensions for all 
pegged to the cost of living!

— Expropriation of the strategic 
branches of the economy without 
compensation: ports, shipyards, rail, 
transport, maritime industry, the state 
electricity supplier DEI!

— Common struggle of Greek, Turkish, 
German and other workers against the 
EU/NATO imperialists!

— For industrialisation of the country to 
create additional jobs!

— For a free, quality healthcare system 
for all!

— For workers control of food distribu-
tion and prices!

— Cancel the debt! Down with the EU 
and the euro!

— For the national liberation of Greece 
through socialist revolution!

Fight with us to forge a party that Lenin 
and Trotsky would be proud of. n
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13 Νοέμβρη – Οι ι μ π ε ρ ι α λ ι σ τ έ ς με την ελληνική αστική τάξη έχουν ρημάξει τη χώρα. Η αυξανόμενη ιμπε-
ριαλιστική υποδού-
λωση κάνει τους εργαζόμενους να πληρώνουν με το αίμα τους: ιδιωτι-
κοποιήσεις λιμα-
νιών, ναυπηγείων, κλείσιμο εργοστα-
σίων. Επιθέσεις στα σωματεία, την υγεία, την εκπαί-
δευση και στα σ υ ν δ ι κ α λ ι σ τ ι κ ά δικαιώματα. Πλη-
θωρισμός, αύξηση στα βασικά αγαθά και στο ηλεκτρικό ρεύμα. Η μία κρίση διαδέχεται την άλλη. Η κρίση που ξεκίνησε πριν δέκα και πλέον χρόνια, η ανατροπή του δημοψηφίσματος από τη Γερμανία, το ξεπούλημα του ΣΥΡΙΖΑ στην ΕΕ και τις τράπεζες, οι καταστροφικές πολιτικές της κυβέρ-νησης στην πανδημία, στον πόλεμο στην Ουκρανία, η τωρινή κρίση. Οι μάζες έχουν εξαθλιωθεί, τα κατώ-τερα στρώματα των μικροαστών έχουν καταστραφεί. Οι άμεσες ανάγκες τους σε κάθε ζήτημα έρχονται σε σύγκρουση με το βασικό πυλώνα του καπιταλιστικού συστήματος, την ατομική ιδιοκτησία των μέσων παραγωγής. 
Αυτό που είναι επείγον είναι η πάλη τώρα για την 

υπεράσπιση των αναγκών των εργα-
ζομένων και η σύνδεση αυτής της πάλης με την απε-
λευθέρωση της χώρας από την ιμπεριαλιστική υπο-
δούλωση και την εγκαθίδρυση μιας εργατικής κυβέρ-
νησης. Οι εργάτες πρέπει να πάρουν στα χέρια τους την εξουσία και να σαρώσουν όλα τα άχρηστα παράσιτα και να κυβερνήσουν τη χώρα απ’ άκρη σ’ άκρη. Με την εργατική τάξη επι-

κεφαλής και χωρίς το κίνητρο του κέρ-
δους, οι μάστιγες της αύξησης των τιμών, της ανεργίας, της ακριβής στέ-γασης μπορούν να εξαλειφθούν γρήγορα.Αλλά γιατί σε μία χώρα όπου ο σοσιαλισμός βρίσκε-ται στο καθημερινό λεξιλόγιο όλης της αριστεράς, με ένα μαζικό Κομμουνιστικό Κόμμα και με ένα προλετα-ριάτο που έχει παλέψει όσο κανένα άλλο στην Ευρώπη, όχι μόνο δεν έχει πάρει την εξουσία αλλά έχει δει τις συνθήκες διαβίωσής του να χειροτερεύουν; Αυτό μας φέρνει στην καρδιά του προβλήματος. Υπάρχει ένα τεράστιο χάσμα ανάμεσα σε αυτό που χρειάζονται σήμερα οι εργαζόμενοι και στις πολιτικές λύσεις της 

συνέχεια στη σελίδα 3
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Για μια Κυβέρνηση Εργατών!

Οι Εργάτες Χρειάζονταιένα Πρόγραμμα Νίκης!

Οικοδόμοι στην 24ωρη απεργία στις 9 Νοεμβρίου. Τα συμφέροντα των 
εργατών προδίδονται από το ρεφορμιστικό πρόγραμμα των ηγεσιών 
τους.
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Leaders of great October Revolution of 1917 fought intransigently against all 
opportunists to build an international revolutionary party as the precondition for 
world socialist revolution.
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The following is translated from 
O Bolsevikos no 7 (December 2022), 
published by the Trotskyist Group 
of Greece.

The imperialists along with the Greek 
ruling class have ransacked the country. 
Ever greater imperialist enslavement is 
paid for with the blood of working peo-
ple: privatisation of ports and shipyards, 
factory closures; attacks on unions, on 
healthcare, on education and on union 
rights. Inflation is increasing the cost of 
basic goods and electricity. One crisis 
follows another: the crisis which began 
more than ten years ago; Germany’s 
overturn of the result of the 2015 ref-
erendum on European Union auster-
ity; Syriza’s sell-out to the EU and the 
banks; the government’s disastrous pol-
icies in the pandemic and in the Ukraine 
war; the current crisis. The masses have 
been impoverished, the lower layers 
of the petty bourgeoisie ruined. Their 
immediate needs on every question col-
lide with the basic pillar of the capitalist 
system: private ownership of the means 
of production.

Struggle now is urgently needed 
to meet the needs of working people 
and to link that with the fight to liberate 
the country from imperialist subjugation 
and establish a workers government. The 
workers must take power into their hands, 
sweep away all the useless parasites and 
run the country from top to bottom. With 
the working class in charge and the profit 
motive cut out, the  scourges of price goug-
ing, unemployment and expensive housing 

can all be rapidly eliminated.
But why is it that — in a country where 

socialism is part of the everyday vocabu-
lary of the whole left, where there is a mass 
Communist Party (KKE) and a proletariat 
that has fought like no other in Europe—not 
only has there not been a seizure of power 
but living conditions have got worse? This 
brings us to the nub of the problem. There 

is a gigantic gulf between what the toilers 
need and the political solutions provided by 
the leadership of the KKE, as well as of the 
trade unions and the left.

What is to be done?
We need low-cost heating, free quality 

healthcare and education for all; jobs, decent 
pensions and wages. We just had a “general” 

strike on 9 November. The strike showed 
two things: workers want to fight and 
the strike did not end in victory. Why? 
Workers deserve an answer. Trade 
union organisations GSEE,  ADEDY 
and PAME called workers out on strike 
with important demands to benefit the 
lives of the working masses. What were 
some of those basic demands and what 
were the tasks posed for the proletariat? 
Was it in fact a general strike?

The KKE calls for “rent subsidy for 
workers’-people’s households, students 
and small businesses, broadening the 
criteria for inclusion and an increase 
in the subsidy”, “no worker’s or peo-
ple’s home without electricity, water or 
telephone”, “collective agreements and 
wage increases based on the increase in 
inflation” and “stable jobs with rights; 
no to unpaid overtime” (Panergatiki
no 15, September 2022). We agree. But 
what did the KKE/PAME leaders do to 
prepare the general strike to win those 
demands? The workers’ basic necessities  
cannot be won with routine trade union 
methods, a symbolic 24-hour strike that 
was essentially a parade and then back 
to work. Greece provides an example 

of how numerous strikes have brought only 
minimal results.

What is needed is an offensive by the 
entire working class against the bosses in 
the form of a real general strike, ie a polit-
ical strike, an organised struggle with the 
aim of forcing the enemy to retreat. That 
would be guaranteed to wrest the most 

continued on page 9
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Athens, 9 November 2022: Construction workers march during 24-hour strike. Workers’ 
interests are betrayed by reformist programme of their leaders.

For national liberation! 
For a workers government!

Workers need 
a programme for victory!

Greece: Enough defeats!




