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IDENTITY POLITICS IS BLIND TO PROPERTY RELATIONS. 

A minority can only rule a majority using two conscious levers. To co-opt and corrupt the 

leadership and thinkers of the working class. To divide the working class. What is breath taking 

over the last thirty years is how this corruption and these divisions have fused together in the 

form of the pervasive ideology of post-modernism, intersectionality and identity politics. In short 

not so much the end of history as the end of class politics.  

The working class internationally is measured in the billions not millions. It numbers about three point 

three billion, split roughly in half between those in the formal sector and those in the informal sector. The 

global capitalist class on the other hand, who not so much own this planet, but are ruining it, is measured 

in the low millions - around 3 million individuals and families who have a net worth of at least $10 million, 

sufficient to live off their property without working. https://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---

dgreports/---dcomm/documents/briefingnote/wcms_743146.pdf for the number of workers, 

https://www.credit-suisse.com/about-us/en/reports-research/global-wealth-report.html for the number 

of capitalists. 

Such a huge working class is unavoidably riven by inequalities at this stage of humanity’s economic 

development. The gap between formal and informal workers has been mentioned. Then there are the 

divisions based on skills, nationality, sex, age and religion. 

These divisions emerge due to 4 material conditions. Firstly, the uneven development of capitalism 

internationally which means countries gain or lose from this development increasing tensions between 

them. Capitalism being a crisis prone mode of production is incapable of systematically and seamlessly 

developing the world economy thereby overcoming the nation state. 

Secondly, the capitalist drive to reduce cost price by means of deskilling, i.e. by simplifying the majority of 

tasks in order to employ the maximum number of lowly paid unskilled workers while employing the 

minimum number of better paid skilled workers to maintain and improve upon the integrity of the whole 

process. By minimising cost price, the capitalist maximises profits. Capitalist employers use the divisions 

of race, sex and nationality to defuse this process of deskilling and to limit collective opposition to it. 

Thirdly, the use of unpaid domestic labour to subsidise wages, and which falls most heavily on women 

workers.  

Fourthly and most importantly, dispossessing workers of their means of production thereby 

disempowering them. It is this lack of ownership that forces workers to work for others and to compete 

over jobs. It is this absence of control over their lives that makes workers vulnerable to divisions and the 

exploitation of those divisions by the capitalist class. It is this sense of disempowerment that is the 

greatest influencer of working-class consciousness and the source of most of its distress (or using 

medicalised jargon, mental ill-health).  

Hence if we are to discuss emancipation, that discussion must begin by addressing the class division in 

society. As long as society is divided between those who work and do not own, and those who own but 

do not work, no individual can be free. As long as we are handcuffed by capitalist private property, white 

workers, black workers, older workers, women workers, the workers of different nations, none of us can 

https://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---dcomm/documents/briefingnote/wcms_743146.pdf
https://www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---dgreports/---dcomm/documents/briefingnote/wcms_743146.pdf
https://www.credit-suisse.com/about-us/en/reports-research/global-wealth-report.html
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join hands and walk to freedom together. As long as we are stuck in the mine field of capitalist private 

property there can be no justice nor peace. 

The art of revolution, primarily in the field of propaganda, it to synthesise the experience of class with 

that of individual circumstance. Our class may be composed of a mosaic of experiences, but this mosaic 

itself has been cast in the furnace of capitalist production and exploitation.  

A revolution is not about freeing a class, but the individuals that make up that class. 

The 3.3 billion workers that make up the international working class are individuals whose position in 

society is shaped by property relations and the changes in the techniques of production these property 

relations bring about. All of history over the last 12,000 years has been the history of class struggle, the 

new exploiter against the old exploiter and always the struggle by the exploited against their exploiter. 

What is different about the communist revolution is that it seeks for the first time, not to propel a new 

exploiting class into power, but to empower the exploited and put to put them in charge, to enable the 

wealth producing class, hitherto silent, to reshape the world in its own image. 

It is a caricature of Marxism to presume that it submerges the individual into the class. Marx’s Critique of 

the Gotha Programme, his only comprehensive look at the future, is sumptuous with its’ view of the 

individual. It is only the enemies of Marx who accuse him of being a barrack, colourless communist. 

You cannot emancipate a class. This is tantamount to saying Marxists seek to emancipate a social relation, 

because class is a relation, in this case the bidirectional relation to the means of production. It is of course 

correct to say the primary object of the revolution is to dissolve this relationship by abolishing capitalist 

private property and replacing it with collective property.  It is quite correct to say that collective property 

is the indispensable condition for creating a society where democracy can become inclusive leading to a 

society able to overcome its inequalities, both by creating an economy freed from crises and by removing 

all the barriers standing in the way of the unfolding of the individual.  

Thus when we approach identity politics and its shadow, intersectionalist politics, this must be our starting 

point. Unless we do, we lose all that is common to us only to end up floundering amidst the differences 

between us. We lose our history. When identity politics is discussed in isolation it represents a rupture 

with class politics, it represents the decay of class politics. 

Two problems present themselves. Firstly, the undeniable fact that while all workers suffer class 

exploitation and oppression, many workers suffer additional and specific forms of oppression. Secondly, 

that some of these forms of oppression cross class boundaries.  

The best example being women’s oppression. While religious oppression changed over the millennia with 

Christians oppressing each other and every other religion, with Muslims oppressing Christians and each 

other, with Hindus oppressing Sikhs and Muslims and so on; and while racial oppression varied with 

diverse invasions rippling across empires, women’s oppression remained constant until it began to be 

eroded in the 20th Century. Women’s oppression is intimately tied to private property. The advent of 

private property and the need to secure its permanency through the blood line forced women to be 

celibate to all but their husbands. This was the basis for the transition from matrilineal to patriarchal 

societies. Further, the need to extract the maximum amount of labour from workers meant that all their 

bodily fluids, in this case blood and sweat, had to be expended in production and not in the bed, leading 

to the forms of sexual repression always associated with patriarchy. 
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And religion reinforced this. All the major religions today have their origin in agrarian societies, both slave-

owning and feudal. None were born in the womb of capitalism, society’s first industrial society unless you 

count Scientology. All these agrarian religions had one thing in common, to regulate behaviour and 

suppress women, and of course they were written by men. Capitalism, humanity’s first industrial society, 

initially had an uncomfortable relation with religion only to later embrace it having modified it to serve its 

own needs, duping and doping the masses, and legitimizing the barbaric and ruthless behaviour of the 

capitalist class particularly in the colonies. 

It is clear that having its origins in private property the emancipation of women is to be found in the 

dissolution of capitalist private property. Only through jointly owning the means of production can true 

equality emerge between the sexes, only through abolishing capitalist private property can the three great 

forms of capitalist labour - productive, unproductive and domestic - be abolished.  

We recall that patriarchal society has dominated the sexes for a mere 5% of the 250,000-year history of 

our race. The other 95% were matriarchal led primitive communist society based on hunting and 

gathering. As Margaret Mead first pointed out, men used to be the colourful sex and women the grey sex 

in some of the societies she studied. In reality it is likely that both were the colourful sex, for it was only 

with the emergence of patriarchy that female sexuality was repressed. 

And we need to go much further than merely haranguing domestic labour. We are against all forms of 

dress codes which divides the sexes as well as the modes of oppressive behaviour passed on. We are also 

in supportive of diminishing the sexual division of labour relating to child rearing. Men cannot become 

pregnant, but they can breast feed. Men have milk ducts which is why 10% of breast cancer is male breast 

cancer. How often the lonely male lament is to be heard about being excluded from the exquisite and 

intimate bonding between mothers feeding their new-born and nurturing them. How often the mother’s 

lament is heard about why she alone has to feed the baby 24 hours a day. There is no biological reason 

for men not to bond with the new-born nor to take over some of the feeding shifts. And yes it is good for 

the baby’s immune system. And yes there will be a time when the gap between the sexes will be reduced 

to a minimum.  And yes, yes there will be a time when the sexes align, reducing the urgency of choosing 

one’s gender. For an interesting and liberating insight into male breast feeding follow this link. 

https://breastfeeding-problems.com/lactating-man/ And in case the reader doubts this to be true then 

read this article about how men undergo the same profound hormonal changes as do mothers when they 

bond with their babies. It seems nature has a way of bringing us together which contradicts the roles 

ascribed to the sexes by patriarchal societies.  We can only guess at the future. 

https://exploringyourmind.com/becoming-a-father-can-trigger-hormonal-changes/  

But none of this is achievable in a society which dehumanises us. 

The art and science of revolution. 

The art and the science of uniting the working class amidst these specific divisions has to address two 

concerns. Firstly, the recognition that special forms of oppression and identity overlap the class division. 

Here we refer again to women’s oppression which diminishes, threatens and humiliates bourgeois women 

as well as working class women. Secondly, that in the absence of solidarity, specific struggles become 

detached from the class struggle.  

https://breastfeeding-problems.com/lactating-man/
https://exploringyourmind.com/becoming-a-father-can-trigger-hormonal-changes/
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In the first case, popular fronts arise where movements are led by members of the ruling class who seek 

to limit and shape the struggle to ensure their own personal advancement. In short to limit the struggle 

to overcome the divisions in the capitalist class itself rather than the divisions in society. Here a good 

example is South Africa where black economic empowerment was really black personal advancement. 

Making boards of directors multi-racial is clearly not a working-class demand, nor replacing white generals 

with black generals. Abolishing boards of directors and replacing them with workers’ management and 

control of production clearly is. Thus in tackling popular fronts’, the clash of programs comes to the fore. 

Or in the case of autonomous struggles. These tend to be born out of disillusionment and cynicisms with 

the rest of the class. This gives an opening to a particular form of leadership which claims that resolving 

their form of oppression takes precedence over the struggles of the rest of the class. “Us first” takes over 

from “we together”. Here programme is not enough, real solidarity and support based on sensitising 

workers to the issues and winning them over to the cause is needed. Much of the work therefore is done 

not so much within these movements but outside of them. Only then will the barriers come down and 

mutual respect be built. 

On a final point, the current politics of sex or should we say the obsession with sex can also be divisive. 

We are against all forms of sexual repression, but we are also against turning sex into an all-consuming 

fetish. We are first and foremost social beings, who relate to each other through a broader range of 

emotions than sex. We are most definitely not sexual objects, but complex human beings. Only in a future 

society when the conditions for ending repression and oppression have matured will the emancipated 

individual step forth and true sexuality be revealed. In the meantime those who fetishize sex, who make 

it their life’s goal are bound to find revolutions most inconvenient, and when they do so, they will 

undoubtedly oppose revolutionary struggles and the disruption it brings with it.   

In conclusion, no mass revolutionary movement has ever been blind to the divisions within the working 

class. In all cases the most oppressed have been in the vanguard of the struggle and welcomed to this 

role. All the outstanding revolutionaries such as Lenin and Luxemburg never tired of stressing how 

important it was to address all the concerns found in the working class, not only because these were fault 

lines which potentially weakened the working class but because a revolution seeks to end all inequalities. 

It is inclusive. If we are to emerge as developed human beings then the totality of human experience has 

to be assimilated to achieve this. 

Academia has become a bastion of reaction. The money spent by the capitalist class on parts of their 

intelligentsia, particularly those found in sociology and psychology faculties, has paid off handsomely. If 

the words of these reactionaries have resonated in society, it was only due to the class struggle being 

hollowed out forming an echo chamber. Once the class struggle erupts, as it will, they and their words will 

be swept aside and forgotten - good riddance to bad rubbish.  

Identity politics can unite as well as divide. 

Such fancy words, intersectionality and identity. They have always been around. Hitler used them with 

good effect. What is interesting about Hitler is not only his use of the German, Aryan and Christian 

identities but how he melded socialism into the mix to attract workers at a time when socialism had a 

special significance to German workers. Truly, an identity led mass movement. 
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The same can be said of the modern Republican Party. Whereas police repression and drug wars were 

used to contain and control the surplus black population post 1980, the surplus white population was 

controlled ideologically by the Republican Party preaching whiteness, patriotism, nostalgia, misogyny and 

Christianity. What unites these two periods is the decay of class politics, first under Stalin, and later, the 

defeats of organised workers at the hands of Reagan.  

It is a misnomer to say that identity politics can only fracture society. It can also cohere society across 

class boundaries, and there is one identity above all that can do so, nationalism. Since the 1980s the world 

proletariat has been restructured more dramatically than at any time in its history. We can only 

understand the composition of national working classes against the background of this restructuring. The 

main growth in the global proletariat has been in Asia, primarily China, followed by India. In China the 

working population has swelled to close to 900 million of which about 600 million are in paid employment 

rather than self-employment. In total, China represents roughly 30% of the figure of 3.3 trillion global 

working population. 

Many of these paid jobs are in industry and primary industry, though growth in services is accelerating as 

industry is increasingly automated. What is of interest is how this shift of lower skilled work to Asia has 

impacted the division between mental and physical labour in the imperialist countries themselves. The 

most up to date data for the UK is for 2018 which is represented in the graph below. 

Graph 1. 

 
https://www.ons.gov.uk/economy/nationalaccounts/uksectoraccounts/compendium/economicreview/april2019/l

ongtermtrendsinukemployment1861to2018  

We find a sharp contraction in the number of workers employed in industry, here defined as 

manufacturing and primary industry (mining, agriculture etc). Before the War they accounted for 38% of 

the work force. By 2018 that had fallen to just 11%, a difference of 27%. In the meantime the number of 

PST workers (professional, scientific and technical workers) rose from 6% to 27% a difference of 21%. 

(There is a high degree of overlap with STEM workers - scientific, technology, engineering and maths.)  
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I have not included construction, public administration, retail nor transport as there has not been 

significant changes in employment there. However, I have included the financial sector to show that it has 

not grown since the 1960s contrary to popular mythology. Finally miscellaneous workers whose numbers 

have doubled to 22% are included. These workers embrace the hospitality sector and other sectors where 

GIG workers are found. The rise in miscellaneous workers mirrors the rise in the self-employed to 15% of 

the total number of workers employed. (5 million of the 32.5 million workers are self-employed.) 

Thus the British economy is structurally very different to the pre-war economy. It is far less rounded and 

much more dependent on industrial supply chains to satisfy the needs of its society. Additionally, women 

are much bigger part of the workforce, as the graph below shows, though it must be said that women 

workers are over-represented in the field of part time work where they represent the majority of part-

timers. Additionally, 67.3% of all self-employed workers are women. (The latter figure is a clue to how 

much of self-employment is involuntary.) 

Graph 2. 

 

It is this changing composition of workers that is behind the red blue divide in the USA and the North 

South divide in the UK. Brexit like Trump cannot be understood except in the context of that part of society 

integrated into the world economy and that part of society and the working class who are the victims of 

this restructuring of the world economy. 

Biden and Johnson may talk about levelling up, but their words only add to global warming. Internationally 

profit margins are under pressure and any restructuring of global supply chains to shorten them, secure 

them and relocate them back home will only raise cost prices. So too the economic war waged on China 

by the USA.  Trump was warned at the time that his Tech embargoes on China would come at a cost, only 
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that cost has been far greater than thought, especially now that corporations are scrambling for chips. 

Chips is the new oil.  

Thus capitalism is in a period of dwindling profitability. This has been disguised by cheap money. But that 

is not a permanent fix. This is the world we inherit in the 2020s, a stagnating capitalism overlaying a 

globally restructured workforce whose centre of gravity has shifted from Europe and North America to 

Asia. The strategic question therefore facing us is this, how do we build internationalism while combatting 

nationalism at home under these circumstances. 

At home this means fighting austerity and cuts. It means fighting the terror waged on the working class 

via the benefit system. It means fighting for the replenishment of council funding so that services and 

social housing can be afforded. It means fighting against the prior privatisation of services in the field of 

social care, education, public transport, the land and so on which has enriched a thin layer at the top and 

led to immiseration for the rest. It means renationalising the NHS. It means fighting against the anti-union 

laws.  It means a fight to abolish the casualisation of labour through devices such as compulsory zero-hour 

contracts and fire and hire. 

On the other hand it means forcing the unions to become international. To break from being tied to 

national parties which prevents this such as the Labour Party and the Democratic Party. It means setting 

up a new international federation of unions and an international workers’ party. A new vanguard 

composed of workers in multi-national corporations and international supply chains. And yes much of this 

can be championed by PST workers. 

If we achieve this, if our class politics starts to resonate then identity politics will recede. Pushing back 

against the terror of the welfare system and its host of sanctions, refunding council services, abolishing 

the casualisation of work will do much more to reduce the burden on women and minority communities 

than identity politics ever could. And to be sure, if we fight for these demands, guess who will be one of 

our fiercest opponents, those bourgeois women in power and politics and those aspiring black capitalists 

who see this struggle, not as one that advances their personal interests, but one which threatens their 

class interests. And no it does not mean submerging or ignoring the divisions in our class because in 

fighting for these demands we lay particular emphasis on their delivery to the most exploited and 

oppressed.  

This is the way forward. Our slogan should be: “Rolling back the attacks at home and rolling forward the 

struggle for internationalism”. We have a life and death struggle before us. The future of civilisation hangs 

on it. We are not only in a climate emergency we are in a political emergency. The time for self-serving 

identity politics is over. 

 

Brian Green, 10th May 2021. 

 

 

 


