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A t the beginning of 2006, it
appears that a crucial task
on the agenda of the

working class is maturing. This is
the task of taking up for solution
the resolving of the crisis of

working class representation.
This task is taken up in the con-
text of the working class consti-
tuting itself the nation and vesting
sovereignty in the people.
Perhaps the most important issue

The new year began on the
one hand with Tony Blair,
champion of the rich, in a

critical situation. His retrogres-
sive programme is a warmon-

gering and imperialist one of
aggression, occupation and inter-
vention abroad, and support for
torture, incarceration without
trial, and the anti-social offensive

at home. But there is no one the
ruling elite can put forward in the
face of the opposition of the
working class and people as an
alternative champion, try as they

might. This is the only meaning
of what Tony Blair refers to as
“New Labour in the ascendant”.

On the other hand, such is the

in taking up the crisis of working
class representation for solution,
certainly at the present stage of
the working class movement, is
the issue of how the problem
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principle and later ratified by most countries in
the face of the pressure and demands put forward
by the world’s scientists and people that govern-
ments should address the problem of climate
change. The Protocol calls for 40 industrialised
countries to make reductions in greenhouse gas
emissions by 2012. The most recent round of
United Nations climate negotiations took place in
Montreal last November. Many scientists consid-
er the Kyoto Protocol to represent a minimal
beginning to solving the serious environmental

Militant May Day Rally, Trafalgar Square, 2005
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A YEAR OF CRITICAL DECISIONS
FOR THE
WORKING
CLASS

Only the Working Class Can Save the Day!
Adopt the Independent Programme of the Working Class!

The Kyoto Protocol
and the Protection
of the Environment

ON FEBRUARY 16 LAST YEAR, THE
KYOTO PROTOCOL CAME INTO
EFFECT AS A LEGALLY-BINDING

TREATY. The Kyoto Protocol was agreed in
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“Year of the Volunteer”:

Taking Up Social
Responsibility Is a Matter of
Taking Control of the Future

Today programme, he said he
would be discussing the idea with
voluntary groups, including The
Prince’s Trust. He has previously
expressed his vision of mandatory
“volunteerism”, reported at the
end of last year as saying that he
wants a national school leaver
programme for people to spend
three or four months doing “some-
thing that has public service at its
heart”.

“Year of the Volunteer”
Though meant for all, the call

for more volunteering is particu-
larly aimed at young people.
Gordon Brown in his pre-Budget
report indicated up to £100m for
“volunteering in Britain and
abroad for young people who

could not otherwise afford this”.
According to an article by the

BBC, “Volunteering is an industry
estimated to be worth £22.6bn a
year to the UK economy and
encompassing half the population.
For example, voluntary help at GP
surgeries has been calculated to
reduce hospital appointments by a
third.” The article also said,
“Volunteers contributed 1.9bn
hours in 2003 (equivalent of one
million full-time workers).”

This year is also the “Year of
the Volunteer”. The main aims of
the “Year of the Volunteer” are to:
• “Increase the number of volun-
teers, particularly individuals
from marginalised groups and
young people”
• “Open up more volunteering

opportunities in the public and
voluntary sector”
• “Raise the profile of the work
volunteers are doing nationwide”
• “Thank volunteers everywhere
for their time and commitment” 

It might be noted that George
Bush has also made volunteerism
an issue of great importance in the
United States. Why the push to
promote volunteerism? Why at
this time?

Right-wing agenda
There is a right-wing agenda of

making the “community” and
individuals responsible for fend-
ing for themselves. Furthermore,
through the promotion of “volun-
teerism” the youth in particular
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F or some time, Chancellor
Gordon Brown has been
promoting the idea of vol-

unteerism. Conservative leader
David Cameron has also joined in
the call. The Blair-Brown pro-
gramme of volunteerism and civic
patriotism is a component part of
the stepped up offensive against
the people, specifically on the
issue of so-called “anti-social
behaviour” and the struggle over
the definition of social responsi-
bility.

As reported, David Cameron
said that a scheme in which school
leavers could be forced to do com-
munity work would promote pub-
lic service and tie in the party’s
belief in “trust and responsibili-
ty”. Speaking on BBC Radio 4’s Continued on page 3



are targeted as having “anti-social
behaviour” and made the target of
attack.

Volunteering is gradually
becoming a standard method, par-
ticularly for young people, for
gaining the experience necessary
to move into paid work. In addi-
tion, services in the public sector,
especially education and health,
are increasingly utilising volun-
tary labour.

Hitlerite conception
In one aspect, the motivation is

economic. More of the population
moving into voluntary, i.e. unpaid,
labour puts downward pressure on
wages and conditions, especially
in the public sector.

Ideologically, in cultivating
their notions of “citizenship” and
“responsibility”, the ruling circles
are developing the idea that the
individual must “give back” to the
state some of what they have
“taken” (this has already come up
over the issue of university fees).
There is a fascist theme to this
idea. Hitler made the call for
“national altruism”, to volunteer
for the “good of the German peo-
ple”, which he said would develop
“a new social conscience”. The
aim is to establish the concept of
service as a duty that every indi-
vidual owes to the “community”.

“Volunteerism” as a good
This is in line with the ideolog-

ical position that society has no
responsibility for its members.
“Stronger communities” are sup-
posed to take responsibility in a
society in which individuals are
being forced to fend for them-
selves.

For example, unemployment
and the reality of young people
leaving the education system with

few prospects are presented as
problems of individual circum-
stances, whether “disadvantaged”
or otherwise. To volunteer is
advocated as for the “good” of the
young and unemployed.

Disinformation over the crisis
in numbers of teachers, health
workers, and so on, fosters the
idea that there should be people
who volunteer their time and ener-
gy: people should give of them-
selves for the common good and
they will receive something (on
the CV) in return.

This kind of blackmail means,
of course, that “voluntary” work is
voluntary in name only: it is slave
labour in all but name. Mandatory
unpaid work is simply a logical
next step. Some US schools have
actually made “voluntary” com-
munity service mandatory for stu-
dents; it is exactly this that David
Cameron has recently been pro-
moting.

“Change” and “renewal” as
aspects of retrogression

As regards women, the burden
placed on them has also increased
as they shoulder a large propor-
tion of providing the services
society is duty-bound to provide
such as healthcare which have
become part of “volunteerism”,
along with the notion that
women’s work to care for the
most vulnerable is worth less.
There is also pressure to suggest
that people do not have a right to
participate in society unless they
are committed to voluntarily giv-
ing their services.

According to Tony Blair and
Gordon Brown, a quiet revolution
is under way in the relationship
between the state and voluntary
action. Its theme is that there must
be a partnership between the state
and civil society. There is to be a
renewal of community. In this
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partnership, what is increasingly
being elaborated are the responsi-
bilities of the community that
Gordon Brown once summed up
in the slogan, “Let the people look
after themselves.” Under this slo-
gan, the “voluntary sector” must
take up responsibility for child
care, for the unemployed, for
crime prevention, for social inclu-
sion and for a renewal of the fam-
ily.

This developing scenario of
“progressive politics” deliberate-
ly shies away from the notion of
bringing people to political
power. Rather, a “strategic state”
is to “push power down to the
people”. Change is to be made not
to enable the human person and
their participation in decision-
making but so that individuals can
join together in voluntary and
community action. Renewal is to
be carried out not so that the
rights of all are recognised and
guaranteed but so that a civic
society can be created where
allegedly rights and responsibili-
ties go together.

A cynical manipulation
Gordon Brown, David

Cameron and others’ call for vol-
unteerism is a cynical manipula-
tion of people’s well-intentioned
motivations to allow the govern-
ment to wash its hands of its own
social responsibility and to drive
down wages and conditions,
while drawing young people in
particular into the pursuits of the
British state.

This call is taking place in the

context of the crisis of “represen-
tative democracy” bound up with
the fact that the people are exclud-
ed from any part of the decision-
making process and that the
legislation passed does not repre-
sent their interests. It is also taking
place against the background of
the current “war on terror”, where
the “battle for the home front” is
allegedly against “terrorist ele-
ments” or “the enemy within”.
Here, themes of volunteerism and
the conception of civil duty are
being advanced to make opposi-
tion to the imperialist programme
appear un-British. Volunteerism
then also becomes a kind of mea-
sure of one’s loyalty.

Taking control of the future
The demand that the youth and

other sections of society take up
“social responsibility” must be
rejected and opposed when soci-
ety in the shape of the state and the
government are refusing to accept
responsibility for their well-being
and are abandoning them to fend
for themselves. The programme
of the youth to get organised and
take up social responsibility is a
matter of the youth taking control
of their own future, not one of
becoming subservient to the pro-
gramme and values of the British
state. Workers’Weekly calls on the
youth, women, workers and other
sections of the people to strength-
en the trend of getting organised
to take control of their own future,
and to reject the call of the big par-
ties that there is no alternative but
to accept the political system as is.

Continued from page 2

The White House and the Downing Street Memo: ‘Well, Here’s your prob-
lem – someone tried to flush a copy of the Downing Street Memo’.



The political system as it exists
completely marginalises the work-
ing class and people from deci-
sion-making. How to turn this
situation around? How to oppose
and turn around the policies of pri-
vatisation, the waging of the Iraq
war and the attacks on civil liber-
ties? These questions hinge
around the workers themselves
becoming political, which means
that they should collectively iden-
tify their interests and fight to
defend them.

The debate the workers must

engage in to deal with the crisis in
working class representation is
how they should activate them-
selves, focusing on advancing
their interests as a collective, the
general interests of society and
recognising and developing the
space for change that will favour
the working class and people in
reality.

The present reality that work-
ers and the people as a whole are
faced with every day is the dictate
of the monopolies and the
financiers, that the people are
effectively disenfranchised since
their anti-war voice goes unheed-
ed. Public services are being pri-
vatised, manufacturing industries
are being destroyed with the
resulting devastation of not only
communities but also the national
well being and economy.

It is not even admitted general-
ly by the government that different
collectives have different inter-
ests, let alone how these should be
harmonised in the general inter-
ests of society. The general inter-
ests of society are routinely
equated with the interests of big

A Year of
Critical
Decisions for
the Working
Class

poses itself. This is the debate
which is raging and which was
reflected at the open meeting to
discuss the crisis in working class
representation called for by the
membership of the RMT union,
and held on January 21 in London.
The debate also reflected the sen-
timent to oppose any ready-made
formulas being imposed on the sit-
uation but to develop a movement
based on the workers’ own experi-
ence which takes up the problem
for solution.

Recent events, including the
2005 General Election, have
served only to underline the depth
of the crisis of working class rep-

resentation as part of the overall
crisis of representative democra-
cy. To resolve this crisis is a very
important task for all forces in the
workers’ movement, and to dis-
cuss how to do so in full view of
the workers and with their
involvement is a most crucial need
of the present time. It is necessary
to build the opposition of the
workers to the retrogression being
imposed on society and for the
working class to take the lead in
political renewal. The problem
presents itself in a very immediate
way. Who is going to decide the
fate of the workers’ collectives,
their communities and the social
economy? Who are the decision-
makers?
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business and those that seek the
maximum return on capital, while
the people are asked to become
slaves of this general interest so
defined.

The leadership of the RMT is
quite rightly pointing to the situa-
tion 100 years ago in 1906, at the
time of the Taff Vale judgment,
which underlined the necessity for
workers to organise around their
own independent programme. The
RMT leadership points out that in
fact it can be said that the workers
as a collective have even fewer
rights recognised in law than was
the case 100 years ago. The con-
sciousness has grown in the past
three or more years, with the
Labour government stepping up
its anti-social offensive, showing
that it is a pro-war government
and one dedicated to paying the
rich, one using the name of
“labour” to attack labour, that
once again the workers need their
independent voice within and out-
side parliament. The debate is
being joined as to the character of
this independent voice, whether it
is necessary to wage the struggles
of the 20th century all over again,
whether the experience of the 20th
century can be summed up so as to

define the way forward on a new
historical basis rather than the old
one, and so on.

It is being recognised that the
Labour Party has been trans-
formed into a party whose role in
the present crisis has been to
implement the “Third Way” pro-
gramme of reaction, chauvinism

Continued on page 5
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a crucial task on the
agenda of the working

class is maturing. This is
the task of taking up for
solution the resolving of
the crisis of working class
representation. This task
is taken up in the context

of the working class
constituting itself the

nation and vesting
sovereignty in the people. 

It is necessary to build the
opposition of the workers
to the retrogression being

imposed on society and
for the working class to
take the lead in political
renewal. The problem

presents itself in a very
immediate way. Who is

going to decide the fate of
the workers’ collectives,

their communities and the
social economy? Who are

the decision-makers?
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and warmongering. The emer-
gence of the “left” trade union
leaders reflects this movement to
build the Workers’ Opposition to
this programme. The issue
becomes how to strengthen this
trend, with the full participation of
the workers themselves, the sum-
ming up of the disillusionment
with the Labour Party and the
whole system of representative
democracy. The movement is
summing up its experience and
drawing the warranted conclusion
that workers must discuss in a
rational and calm way what kind
of party favours their interests,
what should be the characteristics
of a mass workers’ party, and of a
party which has the aim of consti-
tuting the workers as the nation
and vesting sovereignty in the
people, under modern circum-
stances.

The conclusion is being
reached that workers themselves
cannot afford to voluntarily hand
over the initiative to any other
force. The task which presents
itself to the workers is to fight

against the “Third Way” pro-
gramme which the rich are impos-
ing on society, for workers to fight
for the interests of their collectives
with a clear conscience, and to get
fully involved in the struggle and
debate about the way forward for
the economy and society. The task
is to fight for an economy which
serves the well-being of the peo-
ples of Britain, and at the same
time take up this task in unity with
the workers and peoples of all

countries who are fighting the
same battles, and oppose all
attempts to line them up behind
the aims of the global monopolies. 

How can workers determine
the programme for society and the

direction for the economy?
Solutions cannot be found by
copying forms and mechanisms of
the past, or by trying to impose a
dogmatic rendering of reality.
New methods of mass participa-
tion are required. This quality of
participation is crucial. In consid-
ering the question of working
class representation and workers’
empowerment, workers must dis-
cuss how matters pose themselves
and drawing warranted conclu-
sions. Political affairs and trade
union organising alike must be
based on mass mobilisation and
active participation of the workers
in their own organisations. Thus
the question of being the decision-
makers and of becoming a motive
force to oppose monopoly right
and the irresponsible anti-social
behaviour of government demand
both active resistance on a daily
basis and organising to plant the
alternative in this country, an
alternative that charts a way out of
the crisis by resolving it in favour
of the working class and people.

The present state of affairs
reflects the crisis caused in society
by prioritising the claims of the
monopolies on the social product
without any regard to the social
consequences and the public
good. Workers as a whole create

the social product and their claim
on it for a life with dignity and a
standard of living consistent with
living in Britain now must take
priority. 

The year of 2006 is a year of
critical decisions for the working

class. Workers’ Weekly calls on
workers throughout Britain to take
matters into their own hands, to
build the Workers’Opposition and
take up politics. Such decisions
will place the workers in good
stead as they work right now to
move step by step along the line of
march of building a society based
on social responsibility, of respect
for all that human beings hold
dear, where the wealth that work-
ers produce is under their control
and applied for the benefit of the
peoples.

Continued from page 4
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May Day March for
Rights
M eeting on January 25,

2006, the TUC
Executive has called for

trade unionists to march for trade
union rights and in support of a
Trade Union Freedom Bill on May
Day. The TUC will join with the
traditional London May Day
march to provide a national focus
on May 1, which this year is also
the May Day Bank Holiday. Local
May Day events around the coun-
try will also give trade unionists
the opportunity to back the TUC’s
campaign.

More information about the
march and rally will be available
at www.tuc.org.uk/mayday in the
run up to the countrywide events.

The London march will assemble
at Clerkenwell Green and march
to Trafalgar Square for a rally.

TUC General Secretary
Brendan Barber said: “People at
work in the UK enjoy fewer rights
than most people in the rest of
Europe. Union campaigns have
won advances such as the mini-
mum wage, better time off and
union recognition laws, but there
is still a long way to go to win
decent minimum rights for all, as
we saw at Gate Gourmet. This is
why today’s TUC Executive
called on Britain’s trade unionists
to march for modern rights for
modern workplaces and a Trade
Union Freedom Bill on May Day.”

A Year of Critical Decisions for the
Working Class

A Year of Critical Decisions for the Working Class



For Unity in
Defence of the
Rights of All

constant hysteria about Muslims
and “terrorism”, presented in such
a way as to constitute an attack on,
and an attempt to isolate, all those
of South Asian origin. Then there
are also the various attempts to
sow divisions between what are
presented as various distinct
“communities”, based on the gov-
ernment’s own racist logic and
ideology. This ideology not only
attempts to establish a hierarchy
of “communities”, some being
superior and some inferior to oth-
ers, but also presents the notion
that such “communities” are insu-
lar and isolated from each other,
that they have nothing in common
and are constantly in contention,
squabbling over various
resources. The picture that is often
presented is of latent hostility
between such communities, which
at various times forces the govern-
ment, police and other state agen-
cies to step in as the peacemakers.
In the case of the recent events in
Birmingham, it also cannot be for-
gotten that attacks and provoca-
tions have also been carried out by
the police, media and the fascist
BNP, as well as by other sinister
elements.

Unity against racist attacks
In these circumstances, all peo-

ple of good will have, since those
tragic events, done their utmost to
diffuse tensions and mistrust and
to remain united against those
attempting to create divisions. In
this context it is most unfortunate,
to say the least, that some people
are trying to present the tragic
events in Birmingham as “terrorist
acts”, launched on the “Black
African community” and carried
out by a “terrorist Asian group”.
Amongst other demands, they
then call on the government and
police, the very forces responsible
for creating all the conditions for
the tragic events, and who them-
selves carried out racist attacks in
Birmingham and elsewhere, to
deal with the events in Lozells as
“racist terrorism”. 

In the current climate, as is
well-known, it is the government,
police and other state agencies
which bandy around the term “ter-
rorist”, although not applying it to
the policies of state terrorism or
state-sponsored terrorism in Iraq,
Palestine, Sierra Leone and
Britain itself, nor to the crimes
carried out over centuries in

Africa, Asia and the Caribbean. In
Britain, the term “terrorist” is used
largely to attack both those of
African and Asian origin, while
under the guise of combating “ter-
rorism” the government attacks
the rights of all. In this context
then there can be no grounds for
any “community” using such a
term in respect of any group of
people from any other “communi-
ty” and on this basis calling for the
intervention of the state authori-
ties.

At this time what is clearly
necessary is for all sections of the
population to oppose the psy-
chosis of fear and hysteria that is
being whipped up. The maximum
unity is required against racist
attacks and provocations, against
any attempts to set people at log-
gerheads, and in defence of the
rights of all. The meetings,
debates and discussions that are
taking place on the internet and
elsewhere should continue with
the aim of strengthening this unity
and directing it against all those
who attempt to encourage com-
munal strife, all those responsible
for creating the conditions for the
recent unrest in Birmingham.
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T he aftermath of the tragic
events in Lozells,
Birmingham, in September,

in which two people lost their
lives, point to the great dangers
facing not just people of African,
Caribbean and South Asian origin
in Birmingham, but all sections of
the population up and down the
country. The disturbances them-
selves, the loss of life and the mis-
trust and hysteria that have been
generated, have to be seen in the
context of the psychosis of fear
and uncertainty that the present
government is attempting to estab-
lish. It is also part of its preferred
policy of racism, a policy perfect-
ed by British governments over
the centuries, at home and abroad,
with the aim of creating diversions
and mistrust, setting one section of
the people against another, as a
tried and tested means to divide
and rule. 

Where responsibility lies
As many commentators have

rightly pointed out, the responsi-
bility for the unrest in
Birmingham lies squarely with the
government, state and media.
There has been, for example, the

STATEMENT OF THE AFRICAN AND
CARIBBEAN PROGRESSIVE STUDY GROUP
DECEMBER 8, 2005

Health work-
ing demon-
strating out-
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Parliament,
demanding
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claims of
everyone to
health care
as of right
must be met
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The Kyoto Protocol and the Protection of the
Environment

problems facing humanity; peo-
ple must demand that it be car-
ried out to the full and extended.

The current situation is that the
Kyoto Protocol is being severely
undermined, particularly by the
world’s big powers. The biggest
and most immediate attack on the
Protocol came from the US, which
has refused to ratify the treaty. It
has been attacking the Protocol
from “outside” ever since. In July,
it spearheaded the “complemen-
tary” Asia-Pacific Partnership for
Clean Development and Climate,
which speaks of developing, and
transferring new technology and
involving the private sector, while
being non-binding. There is no
mention of any reduction targets
for greenhouse gasses.

At the same time, the Kyoto
Protocol has been under attack
from the inside, and it is the
British role in this that should be
denounced. The government has
been pushing for compromise
with the US position all along the
line. At the end of last year, Tony
Blair began to campaign for a so-
called “Kyoto-Lite” agreement,
which would not actually call for
reductions in greenhouse-gas
emissions, but would rather focus
on developing new technologies –
in essence, a complete capitula-
tion to the US position.

“The end of Kyoto”
Tony Blair has recently been

taking things further in this direc-
tion. At the G8 summit of energy
and environment ministers in
London, he said that people were
very nervous about talks of specif-

ic frameworks and targets:
“People fear some external force
is going to impose some internal
target on you which is going to
restrict your economic growth.”
He claimed that “The solutions
will come in the end, in part at
least, through the private sector in
developing the technology and
science.” He has also been spread-
ing doubts recently on the
prospect of any further treaties
setting binding targets on green-
house gas emissions. All of this
has been fuelling speculation
about “the end of Kyoto”.

“Economic repercussions”
Britain’s role in undermining

the Kyoto Protocol, which, though
minimal, represented a step
towards serious action, should be
condemned. Talk of solutions
coming “in the end” through the
“private sector” shows no serious
concern at all and represents a
very backward step away from
dealing with the problem.

At the same time, the
International Council for Capital
Formation (ICCF) released
reports intended to warn the
European powers of the “econom-
ic repercussions” of the Kyoto
Protocol. Their summary “The
Cost of the Kyoto Protocol:
Moving Forward on Climate
Change Policy While Preserving
Economic Growth” illustrated
what, according to their “in depth
studies”, will be the negative
influence on GDP and jobs in
Britain, Germany, Italy and Spain.

In their own words, the ICCF
“is a unique European think tank
in its focus on public policies to
promote saving and investment in

the private sector. Reducing tax,
regulatory, anti-trust, and trade
barriers will promote business
investment, strong job growth and
to enhance countries’competitive-
ness … Its mission includes
strengthening ties between EU,
US, and business leaders interna-
tionally.”

Self-serving propaganda
This report is clearly intended

to back up the US and big-busi-
ness arguments, which are now
also openly being pushed by the
British government, that are raised
to reject the Kyoto Protocol. Such
criticisms centre on perceived
damage to “the economy” and
loss of jobs. These amount to self-
serving propaganda in the name of
studies, facts and analysis which
allegedly show that taking mea-
sures to protect the environment
and the health of human beings
and develop sustainable produc-
tion are negative factors in rela-
tion to the economy. How can this
be so? How can the consequences
of our way of life and industrial
production be separated from the
economy? Should not the conse-
quences of production methods,
types of energy use and culture
norms such as the reliance on the
car be automatically considered
using the best science available?
Should they not be part of the
economy and automatically fac-
tored in as part of the cost of pro-
duction?

The working class
The capitalist system with its

emphasis on maximum profit
likes to separate negative conse-
quences to human health and the

environment from the cost of pro-
duction. The individual capitalist
likes to ignore such messy busi-
ness and leave it until the problem
has grown so large the society as a
whole has to deal with it. The cap-
italist sees the cost of controlling
pollution and producing at a sus-
tainable manner as outside the
responsibility of the particular
production company or even the
society. Quite simply, they want to
sweep such problems under the
rug and ignore them. Only the
resistance of the workers in a
work site or concerned people in
the society has forced capitalists
to clean up their production cen-
tres.

The destruction of the environ-
ment is such a serious issue that all
people must demand that the
Kyoto Protocol be implemented,
regardless of the US stance, which
should not be used as the motiva-
tion or as an excuse for any capit-
ulation or watering-down of the
Protocol. The working class and
people must hold the government
to account over its manifesto
pledges on implementing the
Protocol. They must demand laws
which protect the environment in
the interests of human existence
so as to restrict the damage to the
environment caused by the narrow
interests of the monopolies and
bring about a sustainable environ-
ment fit for human beings. In this
respect, the working class must
strive for political power itself so
as to be in the position to bring the
relations of production, which are
now based on private ownership
of the means of production, into
harmony with the social forces of
production.
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crisis of the anachronistic system
of representative democracy that
the working class movement is
beginning to take up in a broad
way the issue of resolving this cri-
sis. There is a growing conscious-
ness of the disenfranchisement of
the working class and other sec-
tions of the people, and the
requirement to take up the strug-
gle for democratic renewal. The
movement, while encompassing
the need for a Trade Union
Freedom Bill, such electoral
reform as proportional representa-
tion and the right to recall MPs
and demand their accountability,
is also beginning to address the
necessity to change the party-
dominated political system. In
particular, it has to take up the
opposition to the system of parties
in parliament under which they
implement the right-wing agenda
of the financial oligarchy and
refuse to address the well-being of
the working class and people.

It is the workers who must
come to the head of this opposi-
tion and movement for democratic
renewal by themselves becoming
political. The watchword of the
present system of government is
paying the rich, “investment with
reform”, privatisation, denying
the rights of all, war and neo-liber-
al globalisation. The workers must
put their stamp on the movement
to turn this situation around with
the conscious adoption of their
own independent programme,
Stop Paying the Rich – Increase
Investments in Social
Programmes! They have the char-
acteristic of working as a collec-
tive to uphold the rights of all and
provide problems with solutions.
This characteristic should also be
their demand for governance,
recognising that it is their own
independent programme which
will save the day.

The situation, already anti-
social and anti-worker in Margaret
Thatcher’s day, has deteriorated

Only the Working Class Can Save the Day!

Adopt the Independent
Programme of the Working
Class!
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critically to the present, and the
fabric of society and the economy
as a whole are unravelling danger-
ously. The alliance with US impe-
rialism, no matter what
high-sounding justifications New
Labour gives it, is trampling on
the sovereignty of peoples and
nations, and is intent on destroy-
ing national identities and leading
to the loss of hundreds of thou-
sands, if not millions of lives, in
war and poverty. It is truly breath-
taking that New Labour can speak
of a “respect” agenda and promote
the chauvinist conception of
“Britishness founded on responsi-
bility, liberty and fairness” in
these circumstances.

It is an urgent necessity that
workers must activate themselves
to oppose this agenda with their
own programme, spearheading
their movement with the need for
democratic renewal and inscribing
on their banner the upholding of
the rights of all and the vesting of
sovereignty with the people. It is
the working class who can and
must lead this progressive agenda
and fulfil the demands of the pre-
sent times.
Stop Paying the Rich – 
Increase Investments in Social
Programmes!
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