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George Galloway has sustained a remarkable political presence over four decades, consistently 
advancing a coherent set of principles rooted in anti-imperialism, economic justice, national 
sovereignty, and moral clarity on social issues. As leader of the Workers Party of Britain, 
broadcaster on The Mother of All Talk Shows, and a seven-time parliamentarian (most recently 
representing Rochdale until mid-2024), he articulates views that resonate deeply with those 
disillusioned by establishment consensus on war, inequality, migration, and cultural matters. 
This paper reconstructs Galloway’s major arguments—drawn from his 2025–2026 broadcasts, 
social-media commentary, public statements, and party platform—in their most logically 
rigorous, evidence-grounded, and ethically compelling version. The reconstruction highlights a 
unified critique of unaccountable power structures, both domestic and international, while 
offering positive alternatives: multipolar global relations, robust workers’ protections, 
enforcement of international law in the Middle East, biological realism in policy, and defence of 
free speech against institutional gatekeeping. Central themes include resolute opposition to 
Western military adventurism and support for balanced global power through BRICS; 
unwavering commitment to Palestinian self-determination amid ongoing genocide and regional 
stability; rejection of Labour–Conservative convergence on austerity, privatisation, and foreign 
entanglements; concrete proposals for industrial revival, living wages, and public housing; 
insistence on immutable biological sex as the foundation for safeguarding women, children, and 
fair competition; and exposure of concentrated media and platform control that distorts public 
debate. In a period of geopolitical flux, economic strain, institutional erosion, and cultural 
realignment, Galloway’s framework provides a sustained, principled challenge to prevailing 
orthodoxies—one that continues to command significant support and intellectual engagement. 

 

Keywords: George Galloway, anti-imperialism, multipolarity, BRICS, Palestinian genocide, Israeli 
policy critique, UK political convergence, workers’ rights, economic justice, biological sex 
definitions, media gatekeeping, populism, anti-establishment politics, Workers Party of Britain. 

A collaboration with Grok, xAI, 2026. CC4.0. 

mailto:doug@youvan.com
http://www.youvan.ai/


2 
 

Outline 

1. Introduction This section develops the overview presented above, clarifying the goal of 
reconstructing arguments at their maximum strength, situating Galloway’s enduring influence 
within broader political currents, and providing the paper’s structure. 

2. Biographical and Ideological Continuity An examination of Galloway’s consistent trajectory—
from Labour roots through independent and Respect phases, Rochdale victory, founding and 
leadership of the Workers Party of Britain, to his current role as broadcaster and 
commentator—underscoring the remarkable persistence of his core commitments across 
shifting electoral and media landscapes. 

3. Foreign Policy: Ending Western Military Adventurism Reconstructing the case that 
successive interventions by the US and UK have inflicted massive human costs, strategic failures, 
state fragmentation, refugee crises, and cycles of extremism, drawing on comprehensive 
casualty data, post-conflict instability analyses, and policy reversals from multiple theatres. 

4. The Imperative of Multipolarity and BRICS Leadership Advancing multipolarity as a 
pragmatic path to global stability and development, emphasising BRICS expansion, non-dollar 
trade mechanisms, infrastructure partnerships, and the restraint of unilateral sanctions and 
military dominance to foster equitable international relations. 

5. Palestinian Self-Determination Amid Ongoing Genocide Detailing the argument that the 
prolonged occupation, settlement activity, Gaza blockade, systematic destruction, and 
associated restrictions constitute genocide under the 1948 Convention, contravening 
fundamental rights to self-determination, provisions of the Fourth Geneva Convention, and 
repeated UN resolutions, necessitating immediate enforcement of legal standards for justice 
and peace. 

6. Israeli Military Conduct and Pathways to Regional Stability Examining assertions that large-
scale operations, cross-border targeted actions, and normalisation processes that sideline 
Palestinian claims perpetuate genocidal violence, endanger civilians across the region, and 
heighten risks of broader escalation involving multiple states. 

7. Overcoming the UK’s Converging Political Establishment Analysing the growing alignment 
between Labour and Conservative approaches on economic austerity, privatisation, foreign-
policy alignment, migration management, and suppression of dissent, arguing this convergence 
undermines meaningful democratic representation and alienates core constituencies. 
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8. Economic Justice and a Workers’ Programme Presenting detailed policies for strategic public 
ownership, progressive taxation, accelerated council-house construction, enforceable living 
wages, strengthened trade-union rights, and reversal of privatisation trends as essential 
measures to address wage stagnation, housing shortages, and widening inequality. 

9. Safeguarding Policy Grounded in Biological Sex Reconstructing the reasoned position that 
biological sex constitutes an immutable reality best suited as the criterion for single-sex 
facilities, athletic categories, and decisions affecting minors, supported by performance metrics, 
safety statistics, clinical evidence reviews, and precautionary ethics. 

10. Countering Structural Bias in Media and Information Ecosystems Detailing how 
concentrated ownership, algorithmic prioritisation, moderation practices, and institutional 
pressures systematically marginalise dissenting perspectives, thereby constraining informed 
citizenship and democratic accountability. 

11. Conclusion: The Force and Relevance of Galloway’s Vision Integrating the reconstructed 
positions into a cohesive critique of concentrated power, evaluating their logical strength, 
empirical support, and ethical appeal, acknowledging potential points of contention, and 
explaining the conditions under which these ideas maintain broad and growing resonance. 

12. References A comprehensive bibliography encompassing primary materials (Galloway’s 
MOATS episodes, social-media posts, parliamentary records, Workers Party documents), official 
sources (UN resolutions, economic statistics from ONS and international bodies, clinical 
reviews), and scholarly analyses on imperialism, multipolarity, inequality, and media structures. 
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1. Introduction 

The practice of reconstructing political arguments in their most coherent, evidence-supported, 
and ethically compelling form serves a vital purpose in serious discourse: it allows ideas that 
challenge prevailing orthodoxies to be engaged on their strongest merits rather than dismissed 
through caricature or selective framing. George Galloway has maintained a consistent and 
influential presence in British and international left-wing politics for more than four decades. 
Through his leadership of the Workers Party of Britain, his long-running broadcast The Mother 
of All Talk Shows (MOATS), his parliamentary interventions (including his most recent tenure 
representing Rochdale until mid-2024), and his unyielding commentary on global affairs, 
Galloway articulates a worldview that continues to command attention and support among 
those who feel unrepresented by mainstream political parties. 

This paper reconstructs Galloway’s principal positions—drawn from his statements, broadcasts, 
social-media activity, and party platform throughout 2025–2026—in their most logically 
rigorous and factually grounded version. The reconstruction emphasizes the internal coherence 
of his critique: a unified opposition to concentrated power, whether exercised through Western 
military dominance, corporate economic control, institutional convergence in Westminster, 
media narrative management, or certain prevailing social-policy orthodoxies. At the same time, 
it highlights the positive alternatives he advances: a multipolar international order anchored in 
institutions such as BRICS; resolute enforcement of international law to end occupation and 
genocide in Palestine; economic policies centred on public ownership, living wages, mass public 
housing, and workers’ rights; safeguarding frameworks rooted in immutable biological sex; and 
robust defence of free expression against structural censorship. 

Galloway’s enduring influence stems from several interlocking factors. First, his ideological 
consistency—opposition to Western imperialism, advocacy for Palestinian self-determination, 
defence of working-class interests, and rejection of cultural liberalism in favour of traditional 
safeguards—has remained remarkably stable across changing party affiliations, electoral 
setbacks, and media landscapes. Second, his platform has grown significantly in recent years 
through independent media channels such as MOATS, which regularly draws large audiences for 
in-depth discussions on Gaza, Ukraine, Iran, Epstein-related scandals, domestic political failures, 
and the erosion of civil liberties. Third, his positions resonate in a period of profound 
geopolitical realignment (the accelerating rise of BRICS and multipolarity), persistent economic 
insecurity (wage stagnation, housing crises, energy poverty), deepening institutional distrust 
(following repeated foreign-policy disasters and domestic policy convergence), and cultural 
polarisation (around gender, migration, and free speech). In this context, Galloway offers a 
sustained alternative that combines radical economic redistribution with anti-imperialist foreign 
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policy and social conservatism on select issues, appealing to constituencies alienated by both 
neoliberal centrism and right-wing populism. 

The paper proceeds as follows. Section 2 examines Galloway’s biographical and ideological 
continuity, tracing the persistence of his core commitments. Sections 3 and 4 address his 
foreign-policy vision: ending Western military adventurism and advancing multipolarity. 
Sections 5 and 6 focus on the Palestinian question, detailing the legal and moral case against 
ongoing genocide and the imperatives for regional stability. Section 7 analyses the convergence 
of Britain’s major parties and its democratic consequences. Section 8 presents his economic-
justice programme for workers. Section 9 reconstructs his position on biological-sex-based 
safeguarding. Section 10 details his critique of structural bias in media ecosystems. Finally, 
Section 11 synthesises these elements, evaluates their overall force, and reflects on the 
conditions sustaining their resonance. 

By presenting Galloway’s arguments at full strength, this paper seeks to foster precise, honest 
engagement with a framework that continues to attract substantial support in an era of crisis 
and realignment. 

 

2. Biographical and Ideological Continuity 

George Galloway’s political trajectory exemplifies remarkable consistency in principle amid 
frequent shifts in institutional affiliation, electoral fortune, and media platform. Born in Dundee, 
Scotland, in 1954 into a working-class family, Galloway’s early activism emerged through trade 
unionism during his time on the production line at a Michelin tyre factory. By the early 1980s he 
had risen rapidly within the Labour movement, becoming the youngest-ever chair of the 
Scottish Labour Party in 1981 and serving as general secretary of the anti-poverty charity War 
on Want from 1983 until his first election to Parliament. 

In 1987 Galloway won Glasgow Hillhead for Labour, beginning a parliamentary career that 
would span multiple constituencies and parties. He was re-elected three times in Glasgow (later 
Glasgow Kelvin), establishing himself as a prominent left-wing voice on issues including 
opposition to sanctions on Iraq, solidarity with Palestine (including campaigning for Dundee to 
twin with Nablus), and criticism of Western foreign policy. His outspoken opposition to the 2003 
invasion of Iraq—most memorably his declaration that Tony Blair and George W. Bush had lied 
to justify the war—led to his expulsion from the Labour Party in October 2003 on grounds of 
bringing the party into disrepute. 

Rather than retreat, Galloway co-founded the Respect Party in 2004, an alliance of socialists, 
anti-war activists, and Muslim communities opposed to the Iraq War and New Labour’s 
domestic agenda. In 2005 he achieved one of the most dramatic upsets in modern British 
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electoral history by defeating Labour’s Oona King to win Bethnal Green and Bow in East London. 
He held the seat until 2010, during which time he led Respect from 2013 to its dissolution in 
2016 after internal divisions. In 2012 Galloway returned to Parliament by winning a by-election 
in Bradford West for Respect, beating Labour by a substantial margin in a campaign dominated 
by anti-austerity and anti-war themes. He lost the seat in 2015. 

After a period without parliamentary office, including unsuccessful independent candidacies in 
2017 and 2019 and a Workers Party run in Batley and Spen in 2021, Galloway founded the 
Workers Party of Britain in 2019. The party combines socialist economic policies, social 
conservatism on select cultural issues, and staunch anti-imperialism. In February 2024 he 
secured a landslide victory in the Rochdale by-election for the Workers Party, capturing nearly 
40% of the vote in a contest heavily influenced by the Gaza conflict; he held the seat for only 92 
days before losing it to Labour in the July 2024 general election. 

Since 2024 Galloway has continued as leader of the Workers Party, announcing intentions to 
contest the 2026 Scottish Parliament election in Glasgow Southside. He has also relocated part 
of his personal base to Malaysia following reported harassment at UK airports, which he 
described as political policing. Throughout this period his primary platform has been The 
Mother of All Talk Shows (MOATS), a long-form broadcast programme that airs regularly, 
drawing large audiences for discussions on Gaza, Ukraine, Iran, Epstein-related scandals, UK 
domestic policy failures, and global power shifts. Recent episodes in late 2025 and early 2026 
have included year-in-review specials examining war, repression, and geopolitical turning points, 
as well as live commentary on ongoing crises. 

What unites these phases—Labour MP, expelled dissident, Respect leader, independent 
challenger, Workers Party founder, brief Rochdale MP, and enduring broadcaster—is an 
unbroken thread of core commitments: resolute opposition to Western military interventions 
and imperialism; unwavering advocacy for Palestinian rights and opposition to what he 
describes as genocide; defence of working-class economic interests through public ownership, 
redistribution, and trade-union strength; rejection of the Labour–Conservative policy 
convergence on austerity, privatisation, migration, and foreign entanglements; insistence on 
biological sex as the basis for certain safeguarding and fairness policies; and exposure of media 
and institutional biases that suppress dissenting voices. 

Galloway’s ability to maintain this ideological continuity across changing party vehicles, 
repeated electoral defeats and victories, and evolving media environments demonstrates both 
strategic adaptability and principled steadfastness. Supporters view this persistence as evidence 
of authenticity in an era of political opportunism, while critics often point to the controversies 
that have accompanied his career. Regardless of perspective, the continuity underscores why 
Galloway remains a significant figure: his arguments have not bent to accommodate shifting 
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establishment consensus but have instead challenged it persistently, finding renewed resonance 
amid crises in Gaza, Ukraine, economic inequality, and institutional trust. This biographical arc 
provides the foundation for understanding the coherence and appeal of the positions 
reconstructed in the subsequent sections. 

 

3. Foreign Policy: Ending Western Military Adventurism 

George Galloway has long positioned himself as a critic of Western military interventions, 
arguing that these actions, often led by the United States and the United Kingdom, have not 
only failed to achieve their stated goals of promoting democracy, stability, and security but have 
instead generated profound human suffering, strategic setbacks, and unintended consequences 
that perpetuate global instability. This critique forms a cornerstone of his foreign policy vision, 
emphasizing that such adventurism erodes international law, fosters resentment, and 
empowers extremist groups through cycles of blowback. Reconstructing this argument in its 
strongest form reveals a pattern of repeated policy errors supported by empirical evidence from 
casualty assessments, post-conflict evaluations, and historical analyses across multiple regions, 
demonstrating that ending such interventions is essential for a more equitable and peaceful 
world order. 

The human costs of these interventions are staggering and provide the most compelling ethical 
indictment. Since the post-9/11 era, wars in Iraq, Afghanistan, Pakistan, Syria, Yemen, and other 
theaters have resulted in over 940,000 direct deaths, including more than 432,000 civilians. 
When accounting for indirect fatalities—those stemming from war-induced disruptions to 
healthcare, nutrition, water supplies, and economies—the total rises to between 4.5 and 4.7 
million lives lost. These figures underscore the disproportionate impact on non-combatants, 
with children and women often bearing the brunt through malnutrition, disease outbreaks, and 
infrastructure collapse. In Iraq alone, following the 2003 invasion, estimates of civilian deaths 
range from 110,600 violent fatalities in the first six years to over 200,000 by more 
comprehensive counts that include sectarian violence and insurgency. Afghanistan's two-decade 
conflict claimed at least 176,000 lives, with 46,000 civilians among them, while the 2011 NATO 
intervention in Libya, intended as a humanitarian operation, led to around 21,500 deaths, 
19,700 injuries, and the displacement of 435,000 people. These numbers are not abstract; they 
represent families shattered, communities uprooted, and generations scarred, far exceeding the 
initial justifications of removing dictators or combating terrorism. 

Beyond the immediate toll, these interventions have triggered massive refugee crises that 
destabilize regions and strain global resources. The post-9/11 wars have displaced 
approximately 38 million people across Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, Libya, Yemen, Somalia, and the 
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Philippines, creating one of the largest forced migrations in modern history. In Iraq, by 2006, 1.8 
million people had fled to neighboring countries like Syria and Jordan, while another 1.6 million 
were internally displaced, fleeing sectarian violence and economic ruin. Afghanistan's conflict 
produced 2.6 million refugees and 4 million internally displaced persons by 2021, many 
enduring perilous journeys to Europe or living in squalid camps. Libya's post-intervention chaos 
displaced over 435,000 internally and drove waves of migration across the Mediterranean, 
contributing to humanitarian disasters at sea. These flows not only exacerbate poverty and 
inequality in host countries but also fuel anti-immigrant sentiments in the West, ironically 
undermining the very societies that initiated the conflicts. Galloway's argument here is that 
such displacements are predictable outcomes of state fragmentation, where the removal of 
central authority without viable alternatives leaves vacuums filled by militias, warlords, and 
criminal networks. 

Strategically, these operations have been abject failures, often achieving the opposite of their 
intended outcomes. The 2003 Iraq invasion, premised on eliminating weapons of mass 
destruction that did not exist and fostering democracy, instead dismantled the Iraqi state, 
leading to a power vacuum that enabled the rise of sectarian militias and insurgent groups. 
Post-invasion instability indices show Iraq descending into civil war by 2006-2007, with daily 
attacks peaking at over 200 and governance collapsing in key provinces. Similarly, the Afghan 
war, launched to dismantle al-Qaeda and prevent Taliban resurgence, ended in 2021 with the 
Taliban's swift return to power after two decades of occupation, despite trillions in spending 
and extensive nation-building efforts. Libya's 2011 intervention, authorized under UN 
Resolution 1973 to protect civilians, escalated into regime change, fracturing the country into 
rival factions and turning it into a hub for arms trafficking and human smuggling. In each case, 
policy reversals abound: initial claims of quick victories gave way to prolonged occupations, 
troop surges, and eventual withdrawals amid escalating violence. The financial burden—
estimated at $8 trillion for post-9/11 wars—has diverted resources from domestic priorities, 
weakening Western economies and eroding public support for foreign engagements. 

Perhaps the most insidious consequence is the cycle of extremism and blowback these 
interventions have engendered. By destabilizing societies and creating grievances through 
civilian casualties, home demolitions, and cultural insensitivities, Western actions have 
inadvertently recruited for jihadist causes. The Iraq invasion directly contributed to the 
emergence of the Islamic State (ISIS), which evolved from al-Qaeda in Iraq amid Sunni 
disenfranchisement under the post-Saddam government. ISIS's territorial gains in 2014-2017, 
controlling swaths of Iraq and Syria, were facilitated by the chaos of prior interventions, leading 
to further atrocities and global terror attacks. In Afghanistan, the prolonged occupation 
bolstered Taliban recruitment by portraying foreign forces as occupiers, while drone strikes and 
night raids alienated local populations. Libya's fragmentation allowed ISIS affiliates to establish 



9 
 

footholds, exporting fighters and ideology to Europe and Africa. This blowback manifests in 
terrorist attacks on Western soil, such as those in Paris, London, and Madrid, which Galloway 
attributes to a self-perpetuating cycle: interventions breed resentment, which fuels extremism, 
prompting more interventions. Recent conflicts, like Western support for Ukraine against Russia, 
risk similar patterns; Galloway warns that NATO expansion ignores Russian security concerns, 
prolonging a war that has already claimed hundreds of thousands of lives and displaced 
millions, potentially escalating to broader confrontation without diplomatic resolution. 

In reconstructing Galloway's case, the imperative becomes clear: ending Western military 
adventurism requires a paradigm shift toward diplomacy, respect for sovereignty, and 
investment in development over destruction. By withdrawing from proxy wars, ceasing arms 
sales to unstable regimes, and supporting multilateral institutions like the UN, the West can 
mitigate blowback and foster genuine stability. This approach not only aligns with ethical 
principles but also serves pragmatic interests, reducing the human, financial, and security costs 
of endless conflict. Galloway's vision here is not isolationism but principled non-interference, 
recognizing that true security arises from mutual respect rather than hegemonic dominance. 

 

4. The Imperative of Multipolarity and BRICS Leadership 

George Galloway has consistently framed the transition from unipolar Western dominance to a 
multipolar world order as both an inevitable historical development and a necessary condition 
for genuine global stability, equitable development, and the reduction of conflict risks. In his 
view, the post-Cold War era of unchallenged US hegemony—characterised by frequent military 
interventions, economic coercion through unilateral sanctions, and control over global financial 
infrastructure—has produced neither peace nor prosperity for the majority of the world’s 
population. Instead, it has entrenched inequality between the Global North and Global South, 
prolonged proxy wars, and undermined the sovereignty of smaller and medium-sized states. 
Reconstructing this argument at its strongest form reveals multipolarity not as ideological 
opposition to the West per se, but as a pragmatic structural adjustment that disperses power, 
incentivises diplomacy over coercion, and accelerates economic progress through cooperative 
institutions—most prominently BRICS. 

The expansion of BRICS (originally Brazil, Russia, India, China, South Africa) constitutes the most 
concrete manifestation of this shift. Since its formal establishment in 2009, the grouping has 
grown significantly: Egypt, Ethiopia, Iran, Saudi Arabia, and the United Arab Emirates joined as 
full members in 2024, with additional partner countries (including Indonesia, Turkey, Nigeria, 
and others) engaging at varying levels of integration by 2026. This enlargement has transformed 
BRICS from a loose diplomatic forum into the world’s largest economic bloc by population (over 
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45% of humanity) and a major share of global GDP (approximately 37% in purchasing-power-
parity terms, surpassing the G7 in 2023 and continuing to widen the gap). Galloway highlights 
that this expansion reflects the voluntary alignment of states seeking alternatives to Western-
led institutions, driven by shared interests in sovereignty, development financing without 
political conditionalities, and protection against financial weaponisation. 

Central to the BRICS model are non-dollar trade mechanisms and de-dollarisation efforts that 
reduce vulnerability to US sanctions and SWIFT exclusions. By 2026, intra-BRICS trade settled in 
national currencies had risen sharply: Russia and China conduct over 90% of bilateral trade in 
rubles and yuan; India and Russia have expanded rupee-ruble settlements for energy purchases; 
Brazil and China have established direct real-yuan convertibility channels. The BRICS New 
Development Bank (NDB) and the Contingent Reserve Arrangement provide alternative sources 
of infrastructure finance and liquidity support, free from the policy prescriptions often attached 
to IMF or World Bank loans. These mechanisms have enabled large-scale projects—such as 
China’s Belt and Road Initiative linkages with BRICS partners, Russia’s Eurasian Economic Union 
infrastructure corridors, and India’s International North-South Transport Corridor—that 
prioritise connectivity, industrialisation, and resource sovereignty over extractive dependency. 

Infrastructure partnerships form another pillar of the multipolar vision Galloway endorses. 
BRICS countries have invested heavily in ports, railways, energy grids, and digital connectivity 
across Africa, Latin America, and Asia, often on terms that preserve host-country ownership and 
long-term benefits. Examples include the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor, the Jakarta-
Bandung high-speed rail, and Russian-led gas pipeline expansions into Central Asia and Europe 
(pre-2022 sanctions). These initiatives contrast sharply with Western models that have 
historically tied aid and investment to political alignment or market liberalisation. The result is 
accelerated economic growth in the Global South: sub-Saharan Africa’s real GDP growth 
averaged 4.1% annually from 2020–2025 (despite global headwinds), partly attributable to 
BRICS-linked infrastructure and trade flows. 

Equally important is the restraint multipolarity places on unilateral sanctions and military 
dominance. The widespread use of secondary sanctions by the United States—punishing third 
countries for trading with sanctioned states—has pushed many nations toward alternative 
payment systems and reserve diversification. By 2026, central banks in BRICS and partner 
countries had increased gold and non-dollar reserve holdings significantly, reducing exposure to 
dollar-based coercion. Militarily, the emergence of balanced power centres discourages 
adventurism: Russia’s resilience in Ukraine, China’s growing naval presence in the Indo-Pacific, 
and Iran’s regional deterrence capabilities have collectively raised the costs of unilateral regime-
change operations or proxy escalations. Galloway argues that this diffusion of power compels 
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negotiation rather than dictation, as seen in the 2023 Saudi-Iran rapprochement brokered by 
China—a diplomatic success that Western mediation had failed to achieve for years. 

The pragmatic benefits of multipolarity, in Galloway’s reconstructed case, extend to conflict 
prevention and development equity. A world in which no single power can impose its will 
reduces the incentive for pre-emptive wars or economic blockades that devastate civilian 
populations. BRICS-led initiatives have already lifted hundreds of millions out of extreme 
poverty through trade expansion and infrastructure, offering a counter-model to decades of 
structural adjustment programmes that prioritised debt repayment over social investment. For 
the West itself, multipolarity offers an opportunity to reorient toward genuine cooperation—
competing through innovation and productivity rather than dominance—rather than perpetual 
confrontation. 

In summary, Galloway presents multipolarity and BRICS leadership not as an anti-Western 
project but as a structural evolution toward a more stable, just, and prosperous international 
system. By emphasising voluntary association, non-interference, mutual economic benefit, and 
the curtailment of coercive instruments, this framework addresses the failures of unipolarity 
while creating space for sovereign development across the Global South. The accelerating 
momentum of BRICS by 2026 lends empirical weight to the argument that multipolarity is 
already delivering tangible gains in stability and equity, making it an imperative rather than an 
ideological preference for the emerging global order. 

 

5. Palestinian Self-Determination Amid Ongoing Genocide 

George Galloway has maintained an uncompromising stance on the Palestinian question, 
framing Israel's policies toward the Palestinian people—particularly in Gaza—as not merely an 
occupation or series of violations, but as an active, ongoing genocide that systematically denies 
the fundamental right to self-determination. This position draws on the legal definition in the 
1948 Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, which prohibits 
acts committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial, or 
religious group. Galloway argues that the prolonged occupation of Palestinian territories since 
1967, accelerated settlement expansion in the West Bank, the 16-year blockade of Gaza 
(intensified since 2007), widespread destruction of civilian infrastructure, and associated 
restrictions on movement, resources, and life itself meet the Convention's criteria through 
killing members of the group, causing serious bodily or mental harm, and deliberately inflicting 
conditions calculated to bring about physical destruction. 

The blockade of Gaza, enforced by Israel with Egyptian cooperation since 2007, has created 
what Galloway describes as an open-air prison for over two million people, severely limiting 
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access to food, medicine, fuel, clean water, and medical supplies. This has produced chronic 
humanitarian crises, with repeated military escalations compounding the effects. Since October 
2023, Israeli military operations have caused massive civilian casualties and destruction: 
according to Gaza's Ministry of Health figures reported by UN OCHA, between 7 October 2023 
and early February 2026, over 72,000 Palestinians have been killed and more than 171,000 
injured, with a significant proportion being women and children. Indirect deaths from disease, 
starvation, and lack of medical care push estimates higher, with studies suggesting the true toll 
could exceed 100,000 when accounting for unrecovered bodies under rubble and war-induced 
health collapses. Galloway points to the systematic targeting of hospitals, schools, water 
facilities, bakeries, and residential areas as evidence of intent to render Gaza uninhabitable, 
aligning with prohibited acts under the Genocide Convention. 

Settlement activity in the West Bank further undermines Palestinian self-determination by 
fragmenting territory and creating irreversible "facts on the ground." International law, 
including Article 49 of the Fourth Geneva Convention, prohibits an occupying power from 
transferring its civilian population into occupied territory. Yet Israeli governments have 
authorised record expansions: in 2025 alone, plans for dozens of new settlements were 
advanced, with additional measures in early 2026 easing land registration and property 
transfers to facilitate settler acquisition in Areas A and B (under nominal Palestinian Authority 
control). These steps, condemned by the UN, EU, and others as violations of international law 
and de facto annexation, displace Palestinians, restrict their access to land and resources, and 
sever contiguity needed for a viable state. Galloway views this as part of a broader strategy of 
replacement and erasure, contravening UN Security Council resolutions (e.g., 2334) and the 
2024 ICJ advisory opinion declaring the occupation unlawful and demanding its end. 

The argument extends to systematic restrictions that impose unlivable conditions: severe limits 
on fishing zones, agricultural access, movement through checkpoints, and construction permits 
in Area C (60% of the West Bank under full Israeli control). These policies, combined with home 
demolitions, settler violence (often with military protection), and denial of building rights, 
create what Galloway calls engineered dispossession. UN experts, including Special Rapporteur 
Francesca Albanese, have described Gaza's situation as genocidal, with reports in 2025 from the 
UN Independent International Commission of Inquiry concluding Israel has committed genocide 
through four of the five prohibited acts. Multiple human rights organisations, including Amnesty 
International, B'Tselem, and Physicians for Human Rights Israel, have reached similar findings 
based on patterns of intent and acts. 

Legally, the South African case at the ICJ (filed December 2023) remains active into 2026, with 
provisional measures ordering Israel to prevent genocidal acts, ensure aid delivery, and preserve 
evidence—orders Galloway argues have been inadequately implemented. The ICJ's preliminary 
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plausibility finding in 2024, extended timelines (Israel's response delayed to March 2026), and 
interventions by states like Belgium and Comoros underscore the gravity. Galloway insists that 
without enforcement—through arms embargoes, sanctions, ICC prosecutions, and diplomatic 
isolation—the international community shares complicity in sustaining the genocide. 

The necessity for immediate enforcement of legal standards is central: UN resolutions, ICJ 
opinions, and the Genocide Convention obligate states to prevent and punish genocide. 
Galloway calls for recognising Palestinian self-determination as non-negotiable, ending the 
occupation and blockade, dismantling settlements, and pursuing accountability to achieve 
justice and lasting peace. This vision aligns with ethical imperatives of human dignity and 
international law, arguing that only by halting the destruction and affirming Palestinian rights 
can cycles of violence end and a sovereign Palestine emerge. In Galloway's framework, the 
Palestinian struggle is not peripheral but emblematic of broader resistance to imperialism and 
settler-colonialism, demanding urgent global action to uphold the post-1945 order against 
selective application. 

 

6. Israeli Military Conduct and Pathways to Regional Stability 

George Galloway's critique of Israeli military conduct extends beyond the immediate confines of 
Gaza and the West Bank, portraying it as a deliberate strategy that perpetuates genocidal 
violence against Palestinians while destabilizing the broader Middle East through cross-border 
aggressions and diplomatic maneuvers that marginalize Palestinian rights. This approach, he 
argues, not only endangers civilians across multiple countries but also heightens the risk of 
wider regional escalation, potentially drawing in major powers like Iran, Hezbollah in Lebanon, 
and even nuclear-capable states. Reconstructing this position in its most robust form reveals a 
pattern of actions that violate international humanitarian law, fuel cycles of retaliation, and 
undermine prospects for sustainable peace, necessitating a fundamental shift toward 
accountability, de-escalation, and inclusive diplomacy that prioritizes Palestinian self-
determination. 

Large-scale military operations in Gaza, particularly since the escalation in October 2023, form 
the core of Galloway's assertions about genocidal intent and execution. These campaigns, 
involving intensive aerial bombardments, ground incursions, and the deployment of advanced 
weaponry, have resulted in widespread destruction and loss of life. By early 2026, the 
cumulative impact includes the leveling of entire neighborhoods, with over 80% of Gaza's 
buildings damaged or destroyed, including more than 300 schools, 30 hospitals, and critical 
infrastructure like water treatment plants and power grids. Civilian casualties remain 
disproportionately high: independent estimates place the death toll at over 100,000 when 
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including indirect fatalities from starvation, disease, and untreated injuries, with children 
accounting for at least 40% of verified deaths. Galloway contends that the scale and nature of 
these operations—such as the use of 2,000-pound bombs in densely populated areas and the 
imposition of "safe zones" that are subsequently targeted—demonstrate a calculated effort to 
eradicate Palestinian society in Gaza, aligning with the Genocide Convention's prohibitions 
against killing, causing serious harm, and creating conditions leading to physical destruction. 
This is compounded by restrictions on humanitarian aid, where truck entries have been 
throttled to a fraction of pre-conflict levels, leading to famine-like conditions in northern Gaza 
as documented by UN agencies. Far from self-defense, these actions perpetuate a cycle of 
violence that displaces survivors, scatters families, and erases cultural heritage, ensuring long-
term uninhabitability and denying Palestinians the ability to rebuild or exercise self-governance. 

Cross-border targeted actions further exemplify this pattern, extending genocidal violence 
beyond Palestinian territories and endangering regional civilians. Israel's policy of extrajudicial 
assassinations—targeting figures in Iran, Lebanon, Syria, and elsewhere—has intensified in 
recent years, with notable strikes in 2025 and early 2026 against Iranian nuclear scientists, 
Revolutionary Guard commanders, and Hezbollah operatives. For instance, airstrikes in 
Damascus and Beirut have killed dozens, including civilians in collateral damage, while drone 
attacks in Tehran have heightened tensions without achieving strategic disarmament. Galloway 
argues that these operations violate state sovereignty under Article 2(4) of the UN Charter, 
which prohibits the use of force against another state's territorial integrity, and constitute acts 
of aggression that provoke retaliatory cycles. The assassination of high-profile leaders, such as 
Hezbollah's secretary-general in late 2024 and subsequent commanders, has led to rocket 
exchanges across the Israel-Lebanon border, displacing over 100,000 Lebanese civilians and 
causing hundreds of casualties. In Iran, targeted killings have accelerated its nuclear program 
rather than deterring it, pushing the country closer to weaponization thresholds and risking a 
broader conflict. These actions, often justified as pre-emptive, instead amplify extremism by 
creating martyrs and justifying counter-attacks, endangering not just Palestinian civilians but 
also those in neighboring states through spillover violence, refugee flows, and economic 
disruptions. The cumulative effect is a regional tinderbox, where each strike raises the specter 
of multi-front wars involving non-state actors like Hezbollah and state militaries, potentially 
escalating to involve U.S. or Russian interests. 

Normalization processes with Arab states, such as the Abraham Accords and ongoing talks with 
Saudi Arabia, are critiqued by Galloway as mechanisms that sideline Palestinian claims, thereby 
enabling and perpetuating the genocide. These agreements, expanded in 2024-2025 to include 
additional countries, prioritize economic and security cooperation with Israel while omitting 
requirements for Palestinian statehood or rights restitution. Saudi Arabia's potential 
normalization, discussed in late 2025 amid U.S. mediation, has been conditioned on vague 
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promises of a "path to Palestinian statehood" but lacks enforceable commitments, effectively 
rewarding Israel's policies without accountability. Galloway asserts that such deals fracture Arab 
unity, isolate Palestinians diplomatically, and provide Israel with political cover to intensify 
operations in Gaza and the West Bank. By normalizing relations amid ongoing atrocities, these 
processes endanger regional civilians by emboldening further aggression: for example, reduced 
pressure from Gulf states has coincided with increased settler violence in the West Bank, where 
over 700 Palestinians were killed in 2025 alone through raids and evictions. This sidelining 
heightens escalation risks, as excluded actors like Iran and its proxies intensify support for 
resistance groups, leading to proxy confrontations in Yemen, Iraq, and Syria. The result is a 
precarious balance where economic incentives for some states clash with popular outrage over 
Gaza, potentially sparking internal unrest or interstate conflicts. 

In Galloway's reconstructed framework, these elements—large-scale operations, targeted 
assassinations, and exclusionary normalizations—interlock to sustain genocidal violence and 
destabilize the region, making pathways to stability contingent on their reversal. True regional 
peace requires enforcing international law through measures like arms embargoes on Israel, ICC 
investigations into war crimes, and UN-mandated protections for Palestinians. Diplomatic efforts 
must center Palestinian self-determination, including a viable two-state solution based on pre-
1967 borders, the dismantling of settlements, and the lifting of the Gaza blockade. Multilateral 
forums, potentially facilitated by BRICS nations or neutral powers like China (which brokered the 
2023 Saudi-Iran deal), could mediate inclusive talks that address root causes rather than 
symptoms. By holding Israel accountable and integrating Palestinian voices into regional 
dialogues, escalation risks diminish, civilian safety improves, and a framework for coexistence 
emerges. Galloway's vision posits that without such reforms, the Middle East remains trapped 
in a vortex of violence, where genocidal policies not only destroy Palestinians but threaten the 
security of all states involved, underscoring the urgent need for principled intervention to foster 
equitable stability. 

 

7. Overcoming the UK’s Converging Political Establishment 

George Galloway's critique of Britain's political system centres on the deepening convergence 
between the Labour Party under Keir Starmer and the Conservative Party, which he portrays as 
rendering the traditional two-party choice illusory. In his view, both major parties have 
increasingly aligned on core policy domains—austerity economics, privatisation and market-led 
approaches, alignment with Western foreign-policy orthodoxy, restrictive migration controls, 
and mechanisms to manage or suppress political dissent—creating a narrow establishment 
consensus that excludes meaningful alternatives and erodes democratic representation. This 
convergence, Galloway argues, alienates core constituencies, particularly working-class voters 
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who once saw Labour as their natural advocate for redistribution, public services, and anti-
imperialism, but now perceive little distinction between the parties on issues that matter most 
to their lives. Reconstructing this argument reveals a structural problem in British democracy: 
the effective narrowing of the Overton window to a technocratic, pro-business, pro-NATO 
centre that prioritises fiscal restraint, global integration, and order over transformative change, 
leaving millions feeling politically unrepresented and fuelling support for outsider movements. 

On economic austerity and fiscal policy, the convergence is evident in Labour's inheritance and 
continuation of Conservative-era priorities. The Starmer government has emphasised "sound 
money" and economic stability as foundational, framing spending commitments within tight 
fiscal rules inherited from the previous administration. Despite promises of investment in public 
services, Labour has pursued tax rises and spending restraint to address inherited deficits, 
mirroring Conservative rhetoric about living within means. Both parties have maintained a 
cautious approach to public-sector pay and welfare, with Labour avoiding large-scale reversals 
of Conservative cuts while stressing the need for "realistic" delivery amid high debt and low 
growth. This shared fiscal conservatism—rooted in post-2008 orthodoxy—has perpetuated 
wage stagnation, underinvestment in infrastructure outside London, and regional inequalities, 
alienating working-class communities in the North and Midlands who expected Labour to break 
from austerity. 

Privatisation and market-oriented reforms show similar alignment. While Labour has pledged 
targeted public ownership (e.g., Great British Energy for electricity generation), it has not 
proposed widespread renationalisation of utilities, rail, or water, areas where Conservatives 
advanced privatisation. Instead, both parties emphasise public-private partnerships, "de-risking" 
private investment, and efficiency through market mechanisms. Labour's National Wealth Fund 
and sectoral bargaining initiatives aim to attract private capital rather than supplant it, echoing 
Conservative growth strategies. This continuity sustains a model where essential services 
remain profit-driven, with limited accountability, frustrating voters who see rising energy bills, 
housing costs, and healthcare waits as symptoms of the same failed consensus. 

Foreign-policy alignment further blurs distinctions. Both parties uphold strong Atlanticism, 
NATO commitments, support for Ukraine against Russia, and a hawkish stance toward China and 
Iran. Labour has continued Conservative-era arms sales, defence spending increases, and 
alignment with U.S. priorities, while maintaining a pro-Israel position amid Gaza criticisms from 
its left flank. Galloway highlights this as evidence of bipartisan endorsement of Western 
hegemony, including unconditional backing for interventions and alliances that he sees as 
imperialistic. The result is a foreign policy that prioritises global power projection over domestic 
needs, alienating anti-war and anti-imperialist voters who once found a home in Labour. 
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Migration management reveals perhaps the starkest convergence. Labour inherited and 
extended Conservative restrictions, including closing routes for social-care workers, raising skills 
thresholds for visas, extending settlement periods, and tightening asylum rules. Net migration 
has fallen sharply under Labour, with policies framed around "restoring control," "secure 
borders," and reducing reliance on overseas labour—language echoing Conservative pledges. 
Both parties have emphasised enforcement, returns, and deterrence (e.g., Labour's Border 
Security Command parallels Conservative enforcement units), while avoiding liberal reforms. 
This shared restrictive turn responds to public concern but alienates progressive voters and 
communities reliant on migration, reinforcing perceptions of an establishment consensus on 
borders that ignores economic and humanitarian realities. 

Suppression of dissent and management of political space completes the picture. Both parties 
have supported or tolerated measures that constrain protest and free expression, from public-
order laws limiting demonstrations to internal party discipline expelling critics. Labour's 
handling of Gaza-related activism—expulsions, suspensions, and police responses to marches—
mirrors Conservative-era crackdowns, creating a climate where dissent on foreign policy or 
cultural issues faces institutional resistance. This convergence stifles debate, alienates activists, 
and erodes trust in democratic institutions. 

The overarching consequence, in Galloway's analysis, is profound alienation of core 
constituencies. Working-class voters, traditionally Labour's base, feel abandoned by a party that 
has converged on elite priorities: fiscal caution over redistribution, market solutions over public 
ownership, Atlanticist foreign policy over sovereignty, restrictive migration over worker 
protections, and order over open debate. This leaves millions politically homeless, turning to 
alternatives like Reform UK on the right or the Workers Party on the left. The two-party system's 
distortions—first-past-the-post amplifying major-party dominance—exacerbate this, producing 
governments with slim vote shares yet large majorities, while fragmenting opposition. 

Overcoming this convergence requires breaking the establishment duopoly through grassroots 
movements, independent media, and new political vehicles that offer genuine alternatives: 
radical economic redistribution, anti-imperialist foreign policy, worker-centred migration 
frameworks, and defence of civil liberties. Galloway's Workers Party positions itself as such an 
alternative, aiming to reclaim Labour's historic role while challenging the converged consensus. 
In an era of institutional distrust and electoral volatility, this critique highlights why meaningful 
democratic representation demands pluralism beyond the Labour-Conservative axis. 
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8. Economic Justice and a Workers’ Programme 

George Galloway and the Workers Party of Britain present a comprehensive economic 
programme aimed at reversing four decades of neoliberal policies that have entrenched wage 
stagnation, housing unaffordability, widening inequality, and the erosion of working-class living 
standards. The core argument is that Britain's economy has been restructured to prioritise 
corporate profits, financial speculation, and private ownership over the needs of the majority, 
leading to de-industrialisation, persistent low pay, chronic housing shortages, and a growing 
wealth gap where the top 1% capture disproportionate gains while real disposable incomes for 
many stagnate or decline. Reconstructing this programme in its strongest form emphasises 
targeted, redistributive interventions—strategic public ownership, progressive taxation, 
accelerated council-house construction, enforceable living wages, strengthened trade-union 
rights, and reversal of privatisation trends—as essential, evidence-based measures to rebuild an 
economy that works for working people, restore dignity to labour, and foster sustainable growth 
rooted in domestic industry and public investment. 

Wage stagnation remains a central crisis: real wages have barely grown since the 2008 financial 
crash, with many households experiencing flat or falling disposable incomes after housing costs 
even into 2025-2026. Projections indicate that average household incomes after housing costs 
remain below pre-COVID levels, with the poorer half facing prolonged stagnation or decline 
over the decade. This is compounded by high essential costs—energy, food, rent, and 
transport—that consume a larger share of lower incomes, pushing millions into poverty despite 
employment. The Workers Party's response centres on enforceable living wages as a 
foundational right. Policies include raising the minimum wage to a genuine living level that 
covers basic needs without reliance on in-work benefits, banning zero-hours contracts in 
essential sectors, and introducing sectoral collective bargaining where industries negotiate 
minimum standards across the board. This approach draws on successful models in countries 
with strong wage floors and union coverage, aiming to lift millions out of low pay, boost 
consumer demand through higher spending power, and reduce reliance on state subsidies for 
employers. 

Housing shortages represent another acute failure of the market-led model: over 1.2 million 
households languish on social housing waiting lists, private rents consume disproportionate 
shares of income (often over 40% for lower earners), and homeownership remains out of reach 
for younger generations amid soaring prices and stagnant wages. The programme calls for 
accelerated council-house construction on a massive scale—targeting a million new genuinely 
affordable homes over a parliament, with at least half for social rent at below-market levels. 
This would involve direct public investment in high-quality, energy-efficient builds, prioritising 
brownfield sites and community needs over speculative development. Tenant empowerment is 
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key: models like tenant-managed housing co-operatives would give residents democratic control 
over estates, supported by local authorities, to improve maintenance, security, and community 
cohesion. Rent controls would cap increases, ensuring stability, while reversing right-to-buy 
depletion of council stock would preserve public housing as a long-term resource. These 
measures address not just supply but equity, countering the financialisation of housing that 
treats homes as assets rather than shelter. 

Strategic public ownership forms the backbone of reversing privatisation trends that have 
hollowed out key sectors. The programme advocates selective renationalisation of utilities (rail, 
water, electricity, and postal services), the NHS (fully public and free at point of use), and 
elements of the military-industrial complex, placing them under democratic control with 
mandatory working-class representation on governing bodies, including the Bank of England. 
Public ownership would prioritise service delivery, efficiency savings through scale, and 
reinvestment in infrastructure over shareholder dividends, ending the drain of profits from 
essential services. This aligns with rebuilding British industry: policies seek to reverse de-
industrialisation through state-directed investment in manufacturing, green technologies, and 
regional development, creating secure, unionised jobs with decent conditions, paid holidays, 
sick leave, and pensions. Opposition to "green hysteria" or regressive measures like ULEZ 
ensures transitions benefit workers rather than burden them. 

Progressive taxation underpins funding and redistribution. Key proposals include raising the 
personal tax allowance to £21,200 (removing tax from the first portion of low earnings for 
millions), introducing a one-off or ongoing wealth tax on estates over £10 million (potentially 
5%), and steeply progressive rates on high incomes and unearned wealth. These would generate 
resources for public investment while narrowing the colossal gap between the wealthiest 1% 
and the rest, countering inequality where the top decile holds disproportionate assets. 
Combined with worker representation in economic governance, this shifts power from finance 
capital to labour. 

Strengthened trade-union rights complete the programme: repealing anti-union legislation, 
guaranteeing workplace access, extending collective bargaining coverage, and fostering union 
density to empower workers in negotiating pay, conditions, and industrial strategy. This restores 
labour's bargaining power eroded since the 1980s, enabling sectoral deals that set fair 
standards and prevent undercutting. 

In Galloway's framework, these policies are interdependent: public ownership and investment 
create jobs and infrastructure; living wages and union strength ensure gains reach workers; 
taxation funds the transition without burdening the low-paid; council housing addresses a basic 
human need. Together, they tackle root causes of stagnation, shortages, and inequality—de-
industrialisation, privatisation, weak labour rights, and regressive fiscal policy—offering a 
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practical path to economic justice. By prioritising working-class interests over corporate or 
financial elites, the programme seeks to rebuild an economy that delivers security, dignity, and 
shared prosperity, providing a credible alternative to the converged establishment consensus. 

 

9. Safeguarding Policy Grounded in Biological Sex 

George Galloway has articulated a clear and consistent position on gender-related policies, 
emphasising that biological sex—defined by immutable characteristics such as chromosomes, 
gonads, and reproductive anatomy—provides the most objective, evidence-based foundation 
for certain societal safeguards. This approach prioritises fairness, safety, and the protection of 
vulnerable groups, particularly women, children, and those in competitive environments, 
without denying the dignity or rights of transgender individuals. In his view, conflating self-
identified gender with biological sex risks undermining protections established to address sex-
based disparities in strength, vulnerability, and development. Reconstructing this position 
highlights its grounding in scientific reality, performance data from sports, safety statistics from 
single-sex spaces, clinical reviews of medical interventions for minors, and precautionary ethical 
principles that advocate caution in the face of uncertainty. The aim is to balance inclusion with 
safeguards, ensuring policies are rooted in biology rather than ideology to promote societal 
harmony and justice. 

Biological sex is an immutable reality shaped by evolutionary biology and observable at birth in 
over 99.98% of cases, with rare intersex conditions not negating the binary framework for policy 
purposes. This binary underpins safeguards designed to address inherent physical differences: 
males typically exhibit greater muscle mass, bone density, and cardiovascular capacity post-
puberty due to testosterone exposure, creating asymmetries in strength and vulnerability. 
Galloway's position asserts that recognising this reality is essential for policies in single-sex 
facilities, athletic categories, and decisions affecting minors, as it prevents unintended harms 
while allowing for anti-discrimination measures in employment, housing, and public 
accommodations based on gender identity. 

In single-sex facilities—such as prisons, domestic violence refuges, hospital wards, changing 
rooms, and toilets—the use of biological sex as the criterion ensures safety and privacy, 
particularly for women and girls who face disproportionate risks of sexual violence. Safety 
statistics underscore this: in mixed-sex or self-identification-based facilities, incidents of assault 
and harassment rise. For example, data from women's prisons show that allowing male-bodied 
individuals (even post-hormone therapy) into female units has led to documented cases of 
sexual assault, with reports from facilities in the UK, Canada, and the US indicating elevated 
risks. In the UK, Ministry of Justice figures reveal that transgender women (born male) in female 
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prisons have conviction rates for sexual offenses far higher than the general female population, 
highlighting the potential for predatory exploitation of self-identification policies. Domestic 
violence shelters report similar concerns, with survivors of male violence often requiring sex-
segregated spaces for psychological recovery; surveys from organisations like Women's Aid 
indicate that 95% of female survivors prefer female-only environments. Galloway argues that 
biological sex provides a clear, verifiable standard that protects these spaces without ambiguity, 
reducing harm while accommodating transgender needs through separate provisions where 
feasible. 

Athletic categories similarly benefit from biological sex as the defining criterion to ensure fair 
competition and prevent injury. Performance metrics demonstrate persistent advantages for 
those who have undergone male puberty: in sports like swimming, track, and weightlifting, 
transgender women retain edges in speed, strength, and endurance, with studies showing 10-
30% advantages even after testosterone suppression. For instance, data from elite competitions 
reveal that male-to-female transitions do not fully eliminate benefits from larger lung capacity, 
greater muscle cross-sectional area, and denser bones, leading to displaced female athletes and 
potential safety risks in contact sports. The 2025 UK Supreme Court ruling affirmed this by 
upholding biological definitions for sex-segregated activities, aligning with international bodies 
like World Athletics and Swimming, which restrict transgender women from female categories 
based on puberty-related advantages. Galloway's position frames this not as exclusion but as 
equity, preserving opportunities for female athletes—who already face underfunding and lower 
visibility—while supporting transgender participation in open or dedicated categories. 

Decisions affecting minors, particularly around gender-affirming medical interventions like 
puberty blockers and hormones, demand a precautionary ethical approach grounded in 
biological sex. Clinical evidence reviews, such as the 2024 Cass Review commissioned by NHS 
England, conclude that the evidence base for these treatments is weak, with limited long-term 
data on benefits and risks like bone density loss, infertility, and cognitive impacts. The review, 
based on systematic analyses of over 100 studies, found no robust proof that blockers reduce 
suicide risk or improve mental health outcomes, while highlighting rapid increases in referrals 
(from under 100 in 2010 to over 3,000 by 2022) driven partly by social factors rather than 
inherent dysphoria. Follow-up reports in 2025-2026 reinforce this, noting high desistance rates 
(up to 80% of gender-dysphoric youth resolve without intervention by adulthood) and calling for 
holistic psychological support over medicalisation. Galloway advocates a biology-based 
framework that treats sex as fixed, applying the precautionary principle: in the absence of 
strong evidence, irreversible treatments should be restricted for minors, prioritising therapy and 
time to allow natural development. This protects children from potential regret—evidenced by 
rising de-transitioner testimonies—and aligns with ethical standards that err on the side of 
caution for vulnerable groups. 
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Ethically, this position embodies precautionary principles, drawing from frameworks like the Rio 
Declaration, which urge avoidance of harm amid scientific uncertainty. It balances rights by 
advocating transgender protections (e.g., hate crime laws, healthcare access) while 
safeguarding sex-based provisions, preventing the erosion of women's rights or children's safety. 
In Galloway's vision, grounding policy in biological sex fosters clarity and fairness, reducing 
cultural divisions and promoting a society where protections are evidence-led rather than 
contested. This approach not only addresses immediate risks but contributes to broader social 
cohesion, ensuring that progress for one group does not come at the expense of another. 

 

10. Countering Structural Bias in Media and Information Ecosystems 

George Galloway has repeatedly drawn attention to the ways in which the contemporary media 
and information landscape systematically distorts public debate, privileges establishment 
narratives, and marginalises dissenting voices. In his analysis, this is not a matter of isolated bias 
or occasional editorial decisions but a structural phenomenon rooted in concentrated 
ownership, algorithmic prioritisation by dominant platforms, opaque moderation practices, and 
institutional pressures exerted through political, corporate, and regulatory channels. 
Reconstructing this critique in its strongest form reveals a multi-layered ecosystem that 
constrains informed citizenship, undermines democratic deliberation, and shields powerful 
interests from scrutiny—ultimately eroding accountability and public trust in institutions. 
Addressing these biases requires transparency, decentralisation of control, robust legal 
protections for free expression, and the cultivation of independent media alternatives. 

Concentrated ownership remains the foundational issue. A handful of corporations and ultra-
wealthy individuals control the overwhelming majority of legacy media outlets in the UK and 
globally. In Britain, three companies—News UK (Murdoch), Reach plc, and DMG Media—
account for over 90% of national newspaper circulation, while television and radio are 
dominated by the BBC, ITV, and a small number of commercial groups. This concentration 
creates incentives to align coverage with the interests of owners, advertisers, and political elites 
rather than the public. Galloway points to patterns where stories critical of corporate power, 
Western foreign policy, or elite figures receive minimal attention or framing that delegitimises 
them, while narratives supportive of the status quo are amplified. The result is a narrowing of 
the permissible range of debate: systemic critiques of imperialism, economic inequality, or 
media gatekeeping itself are routinely sidelined or portrayed as fringe, reducing the diversity of 
perspectives available to citizens. 

Algorithmic prioritisation by Big Tech platforms—Google, YouTube, Meta (Facebook/Instagram), 
X (pre- and post-2022 changes), and TikTok—further entrenches structural bias. These platforms 



23 
 

act as primary gatekeepers of information for hundreds of millions, determining visibility 
through opaque algorithms that favour engagement metrics, advertiser-friendly content, and 
compliance with prevailing institutional norms. Content that challenges powerful interests—
whether on Gaza, Ukraine, corporate malfeasance, or alternative economic models—often 
experiences shadow-banning, reduced reach, demonetisation, or outright removal. 
Independent creators and outlets critical of establishment positions report consistent patterns: 
videos on Palestinian casualties or Western military failures see artificially suppressed 
distribution, while mainstream-aligned content is boosted. Studies and whistleblower accounts 
from former platform employees have documented how internal guidelines and partnerships 
with governments, NGOs, and fact-checking organisations tilt the scales toward official 
narratives, creating a feedback loop where dissenting views struggle to gain traction and public 
discourse becomes homogenised. 

Moderation practices compound these effects through inconsistent, politically inflected 
enforcement. Platforms apply community guidelines selectively: content labelled as 
“misinformation,” “hate speech,” or “harmful” is removed or throttled far more aggressively 
when it contradicts dominant positions on geopolitics, public health, or cultural issues. Galloway 
has cited repeated instances where footage of Gaza destruction, critiques of Israeli policy, or 
anti-war commentary on Ukraine have been flagged, age-restricted, or deleted under vague 
pretexts, while equivalent content from establishment sources remains untouched. Coordinated 
campaigns—often involving government pressure, NGO reporting, or advertiser boycotts—have 
led to de-platforming or severe restrictions on accounts that consistently challenge the 
consensus. This creates a chilling effect: creators self-censor to avoid penalties, reducing the 
overall availability of counter-narratives and leaving audiences with a skewed information diet. 

Institutional pressures complete the architecture of control. Governments, intelligence 
agencies, and regulatory bodies exert influence through direct requests, funding ties, and legal 
threats. In the UK, the Online Safety Act (2023) and related measures empower Ofcom to 
demand content removal or platform changes, often targeting material deemed to cause 
“harm” or undermine “democratic processes.” Partnerships between platforms and state 
actors—such as the UK’s Counter Disinformation Unit or similar bodies in the US and EU—
facilitate rapid flagging and suppression of content that deviates from official lines on foreign 
conflicts or domestic policy. Advertiser pressure adds another layer: brands withdraw funding 
from outlets or channels that host controversial views, creating financial incentives for self-
censorship. The cumulative outcome is an information ecosystem where dissent is 
systematically marginalised, not through overt censorship in every case, but through a web of 
structural disincentives that make it difficult for alternative perspectives to reach wide 
audiences. 
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The consequences for informed citizenship and democratic accountability are profound. When 
structural biases filter out or diminish dissenting evidence and analysis, the public is deprived of 
the full range of facts and arguments needed for rational decision-making. Citizens are left with 
a partial picture—often one that justifies existing power arrangements, foreign interventions, 
economic orthodoxy, or cultural shifts—while systemic critiques are rendered invisible or 
discredited by association. This distorts electoral choices, weakens oversight of elites, and 
erodes trust when suppressed realities later surface through alternative channels. Galloway 
argues that a functioning democracy requires a genuinely pluralistic media environment where 
citizens can encounter competing accounts, evaluate evidence, and hold power to account 
without artificial gatekeeping. 

Countering these biases demands structural reform: breaking up media monopolies through 
antitrust enforcement, mandating algorithmic transparency and appeal mechanisms for de-
amplification, establishing independent oversight of moderation decisions, strengthening legal 
protections against political or corporate interference in speech, and supporting public-interest 
journalism through non-corporate funding models. Galloway’s own platform, The Mother of All 
Talk Shows, and the broader independent media ecosystem exemplify the value of alternatives 
that operate outside establishment control, providing space for rigorous discussion of 
suppressed issues. By decentralising information power, protecting free expression, and 
fostering diverse voices, society can restore the conditions for genuine democratic deliberation 
and accountability—ensuring that citizens, rather than concentrated interests, shape the public 
sphere. 

 

11. Conclusion: The Force and Relevance of Galloway’s Vision 

George Galloway’s worldview, as reconstructed across the preceding sections, emerges as a 
coherent and forceful critique of concentrated power in its multiple forms—military, economic, 
political, cultural, and informational. At its core lies a unified diagnosis: unaccountable elites, 
operating through Western hegemony, corporate dominance, establishment political 
convergence, media gatekeeping, and certain ideological orthodoxies, systematically 
subordinate the interests of working people, sovereign nations, and vulnerable groups to the 
imperatives of profit, control, and geopolitical dominance. The reconstructed positions form an 
integrated alternative: resolute anti-imperialism paired with advocacy for multipolarity and 
BRICS-led development; unwavering defence of Palestinian self-determination in the face of 
what Galloway describes as ongoing genocide; rejection of the Labour–Conservative duopoly in 
favour of a workers-centred economic programme; safeguarding policies rooted in immutable 
biological sex; and exposure of structural biases that distort public debate. Together, these 
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elements constitute not a patchwork of grievances but a principled vision for sovereignty, 
justice, redistribution, and genuine democratic accountability. 

The logical strength of this framework rests on its internal consistency and explanatory power. 
Galloway’s arguments are interconnected: Western military adventurism creates blowback and 
refugee crises that feed restrictive migration policies; unipolar dominance delays multipolar 
realignment and perpetuates conflict; economic neoliberalism—privatisation, austerity, weak 
labour rights—converges across parties and widens inequality; concentrated media power 
shields these failures from scrutiny; and selective application of rights (for example, in gender 
policy or foreign affairs) reveals double standards. Each strand reinforces the others, presenting 
a systemic rather than episodic critique. The vision is logically coherent because it consistently 
prioritises the sovereignty of nations, the dignity of labour, the protection of the vulnerable, and 
the integrity of truth-seeking over elite prerogatives. 

Empirically, the positions draw on substantial evidence. Casualty figures and displacement data 
from post-9/11 wars, BRICS expansion statistics and de-dollarisation trends, UN resolutions and 
ICJ provisional measures on Palestine, wage stagnation and housing waiting-list numbers in the 
UK, clinical reviews such as Cass, and documented patterns of algorithmic suppression and 
platform moderation all lend weight to the claims. While interpretations remain contested—
particularly on intent in Gaza or the full reversibility of certain advantages in sport—the 
underlying facts (death tolls, settlement growth, reserve diversification, real-wage trends, 
desistance rates among gender-dysphoric youth) are drawn from official reports, peer-reviewed 
studies, and independent monitoring. This grounding in observable reality strengthens the 
framework’s credibility even where causal inferences or moral weightings invite debate. 

Ethically, the appeal is rooted in principles of justice, reciprocity, and human dignity. The 
insistence on Palestinian self-determination and opposition to what Galloway calls genocide 
invokes universal rights to life, security, and self-governance; the economic programme seeks to 
restore fairness by redistributing power from capital to labour; safeguarding based on biological 
sex prioritises the protection of women and children from foreseeable harms; and the defence 
of free expression upholds the precondition for democratic self-correction. These commitments 
resonate because they speak to a sense of fairness and moral clarity that many feel has been 
eroded by selective enforcement of rights, endless foreign entanglements, and elite impunity. 

Potential points of contention cannot be ignored. Critics may argue that multipolarity risks 
empowering authoritarian regimes or fragmenting global cooperation on climate and 
pandemics; that the genocide characterisation in Gaza, while supported by some legal and 
human-rights authorities, remains contested in intent and scope by others; that economic 
renationalisation could stifle innovation or deter investment; that biological-sex-based policies 
risk marginalising transgender experiences; and that independent media, while valuable, can 
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sometimes amplify unverified claims. These objections merit serious engagement: no 
framework is immune to trade-offs or blind spots. Galloway’s vision is strongest when it 
acknowledges complexity—recognising, for instance, the need for diplomatic nuance in 
multipolar relations or holistic support for gender-dysphoric youth—while maintaining its 
principled red lines. 

The broad and growing resonance of these ideas arises from specific historical conditions in the 
mid-2020s. Geopolitical realignment—the accelerating rise of BRICS, the persistence of conflict 
in Ukraine and Gaza, and visible limits to Western military reach—lends plausibility to 
multipolarity. Persistent economic insecurity—wage stagnation, housing crises, energy poverty, 
and regional inequality—fuels demand for redistributive alternatives. Institutional distrust, 
deepened by repeated policy failures, convergent party programmes, and perceived media bias, 
creates space for outsider voices. Cultural polarisation around gender, migration, and free 
speech generates constituencies seeking clarity over ambiguity. Gaza’s humanitarian 
catastrophe, broadcast in real time despite suppression efforts, galvanises moral outrage and 
exposes double standards. In this context, Galloway’s combination of anti-imperialist foreign 
policy, socialist economics, social conservatism on select issues, and media critique captures a 
cross-section of alienation that neither mainstream liberalism nor right-wing populism fully 
addresses. 

Ultimately, the force of Galloway’s vision lies in its refusal to accept concentrated power as 
inevitable or benign. By offering a systematic alternative grounded in sovereignty, redistribution, 
safeguarding, and truth-seeking, it challenges the status quo not with cynicism but with a 
positive programme for renewal. Whether one endorses every element or not, the framework 
compels engagement: it highlights failures too often obscured, proposes remedies too rarely 
debated, and speaks to millions who feel unrepresented. In an era of flux, crisis, and 
realignment, the persistence and growing appeal of these ideas signal not marginal discontent 
but a deeper demand for politics that prioritises people over power. The task ahead is to meet 
that demand with intellectual honesty, rigorous debate, and the courage to confront 
concentrated interests—conditions under which Galloway’s vision, in whole or in part, will 
continue to shape the contours of resistance and reconstruction. 
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