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Springboard

& Results &orten and Denton by-election in

Manchester, held on 26" February 2026. The
incumbent (suspended) Labour MP had resigned and
opinion polls had shown a three-way race with the
Greens slightly ahead in one. Tactical voting
organisations had endorsed a Green vote as a way to
beat Reform, while Labour and the Greens both
campaigned on being the only ones who could do
so. In the end, plumber Hannah Spencer won for the
Greens with a convincing 4,000-vote lead over
Reform, amid a 47.6% turnout (very high for a by-
election and comparing favourably to 48% at the
general election).
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1)
2)

3)

4)

We need change at the top and serious lessons need

be learnt:
Don't ape Reform..

Don't put factional 1nte1’ests ahe~7 e o thmg

else. The party blocked - < splL v Luf{dldate in
Andy Burnham, W1 1 ‘"mz"fhave been able
to Wirgsfll sc 1 Loar even putting himself
forwaz T‘]p?; akedly factional reasons..

Don't p\e@#®irty. The bizarre claims about the
Creens in relation to drugs and sex workers..
reflected badly on our party.

Don’t say only Labour can beat Reform if —
thanks to the leadership's own self-sabotage —

it’s not true. Because it will be true in many
other seats, and now voters won'’t believe us.

But fundamentally, this shows why first past the post
isn’t fit for purpose. If the government doesn’t

in

troduce proportional voting, a far right party could

win the next general election outright on a minority

of the vote

Analysis of left-wing Labour MP Nadia Whittome ..,

Discussion points @ \
B Do opinion polls lmpact how, UL 5 i
W s it right that voters s’ ». 4 "o f’act|cally7

e ..«ome that this

What impact do you think this result will have on
the forthcoming May elections and on
Starmer’s leadership?
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As we prepared this issue, the assassination of Iran’s leadership by a joint US-Israeli strike
suddenly jumped to the top of the new agenda. This is one of those moments where we
have to remind ourselves that we are not a news magazine, and doggedly cover Greenland

A Word from the Editor

and NATO (page 14) which might be tomorrow’s big news.

At home, the Gorton and Denton by-election has provided a rebuke to both Reform UK and
Labour. The Green candidate bested both of those parties with what their leader Zack
Polanski calls a ‘message of hope'. This is a pertinent reminder that nothing is simple nor
predictable in a first-past-the-post electoral system where up to five parties are viable

contenders for many seats.

The by-election links to our ‘300 Words & an Essay’ feature on prime ministerial power (page 6) and changes in
party fortunes and representation (‘Where Next for the Conservatives?’, page 4, and Top Ten Defections, page 19).
Meanwhile we continue looking at devolution ahead of the elections in Wales and Scotland in a couple of
months’ time.

We have a few changes at The Think Tank this time. Firstly you'll see a new feature ‘What’s this all about?’,
opposite. We hope this is a welcome new fixture to give a short explainer on a term, concept, or in this case a
government position. Secondly, if you have the digital subscription (school pack), you'll now be able to
download the PDF and Word copies of this magazine. We've moved slowly into the 2020s! Thank you to those
of you advocating this improvement - sorry it took so long!
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Graham Goodlad assesses the official opposition party’s pro< A ra turbulent period 5!

}.m»f :
Fifteen months on from Kemi Badenoch’ ..«  io..us
Conservative leader, and after a £ 1 \"wjlgh—”‘profile
defections to Reform UK, thigd - Zopiopriate time to
review the pagtv’s 7 4. uadenoch endured an
overwhelmi d, ﬁ,,s.y“’ujtll the autumn of 2025, and
the Conserv: rere widely written off as an electoral
force, doomed®iever to recover from their crushing defeat
the previous year. More recently, they seem to have been
experiencing a modest revival, although there is still a long

way to go.

Badenoch: finding her feet

Anyone who took over as Leader of the Opposition after
the July 2024 general election faced a daunting task. There
were just 121 Conservative MPs, the lowest number in the
party’s history. An estimated 40,000 members had left the
party in the two years prior to Badenoch’s election as
leader. A year later, the very survival of the Conservative
Party remained in question. According to the BBC website,
an unnamed member of Badenoch’s team wondered aloud
whether the Conservatives might be superseded by Reform
UK, in the same way that Labour had replaced the Liberals
as the main party of the centre-left a century earli v, r

Spiral of
the en:

parliamentary priva.
Henry Newman as ¢l
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ratings of 27-30 per cent, while the Se.
Conservatives rarely rose above 18  dominance of the ha
per cent for most of 2025. Reform R rui
was positioning itself as the main Centre-rlght disi
opposition to the Labour ca.

government. Voters deserted the Conservatives, largely
through disillusion with their record of poor policy delivery
in government. Their failure to control illegal migration
was perhaps the most important issue for these voters.
Reform made inroads in local government elections and
won two mayoral contests, in Greater Lincolnshire and Hull
and East Yorkshire. In December 2025, Reform received a
donation of £9 million from crypto investor Christopher
Harborne. This was the largest single donation to a Britisk .
political party, far outstripping the level of finz icie

support to the Conservatives. In fact ! ofiual “

Opposition was desperately short .. 5« rd had to
make employees at party H73 - ¢ . lnutatter the general

election defeat, 1 2l
,1{ \\w’
Kemi Badenc Lagoﬂ slow to make a positive impression in

the House of nm‘fﬁyons and the country. She took time to
find her feet at Prime Minister's Questions and there was
impatience with her insistence on carrying out extended
policy reviews. Her fortunes at Westminster began to turn
around, however, after she reshaped her team of close
advisers last July, bringing in John Glen MP as her
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Washington, Lord Mandelson, and the disgraced financier Timeline: Prc¢
and sex abuser Jeffrey Epstein. Days later, Badenoch scored defectors to B
another hit in Prime Minister's Questions, exposing
Starmer’s failure of judgement in appointing his former

director of communications, Matthew Doyle, to the Lords, Defeci
despite his past connection to a convicted sex offender. Mar 2024 | Lee
Anders:
Bumps in the road ahead ol —
A sustained Conservative revival is not, hOWF‘ ol & o ) Nov 2024 D
guaranteed. It depends heavily on the failu== o ’rP & Ar?(TrZa
Labour government, which could be 770 ¢t L cer fh/é Jenkyric
next three years if the ce-id v, W crisis eases, Y
immigration comes uncs A “ ‘and public services —
improve. Thg sel . . .poll ratings have improved Jul 2025 | David
but, hoverin d -0 per cent, they are still roughly ten Jones
points behin\G® ®rm. If, as is widely expected, Reform
outperforms them in the May local elections in England Sir Jake
and the Scottish and Welsh parliamentary contests, talk of Berry
a leadership challenge to Badenoch may revive.
The Conservatives also face a fundamental strategic
problem. Under Badenoch, they have pivoted to the right Sep 2025 Nadine
in a bid to win back potential Reform voters, for example Dorries
with a pledge to leave the European Convention on “Danny
Human Rights and an emphasis on welfare cuts. Kruget
Meanwhile, a new pressure group within the party,
Prosper UK, has laid out an alternative approach. Founded Dec 2025
by two moderate Conservatives, ex-Scottish leader Ruth Lord
Davidson and former West Midlands mayor Andy Street, it (Malcoit
is an attempt to steer the party towards the centre. Offord
Prosper UK’s argument is that there are 7 million ‘politically 4 —
homeless’ voters, who are not attracted by Labot e o Jan 2026 Nadhin
Reform, and who could be won over by a miq ' of v Zahaw!
road Conservative Party. They hav" S ‘;n'y; seentrist R |
voters of this kind might othezni - "Jo;:, ter 10 the Liberal
Democrats. But_domi=a= ", | s by figures from the Robert
Cameron-VN, 'LL Pr. « »o.is'unlikely to appeal to people Jenrick
who feel ¢ oﬁg‘m nted with the traditional political
establishmen@#®Genoch has thus far kept her distance "Andrev
from the new movement. Rosind
Time will tell whether the Conservatives can reclaim their Etrj:\lllearw
historic dominance of the centre-right of the British
political spectrum. Badenoch has ruled out a pact with Discussion points
Reform, as has Farage. However, as the next general 1. Do you think that |

election approaches, it is likely that pressure will increase
to conclude some kind of arrangement between the two
parties, rather than splitting the right-wing vote, which

Conservative leac:
a pact with Refortn

could let in another Labour government. Deciding which general election? x COPYRIGHT

way to go will be a major challenge for whoever leads the 2. Are the Conservafi

Conservative Party in 2028-29. & irreversible shift in PROTECTED
| party system?
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300 Words & an E

UK Prime Ministers ar

Sour: *égsfoi "Pow¢

: &
An exam-c, - %;’,c “wextract followed by a strong essay with exami:
y"

UK prime or: ,,w reqmred by long-standing
convention lected MPs in the Commons. This
means that vi®ers and Parliament are not just sources
of PM ‘power’ - the ability to do, or make others do,
something based on the capacity to coerce; they are
crucially also sources of PMs’ ‘authority’ - rightful,
legitimate power based on consent. Also by
convention, the monarch appoints as PM whoever can
‘command the confidence of the House’ - usually the
leader of the majority or largest party in the Commons.
If PMs lose their parliamentary seat - very unlikely - or
more likely lose the support of their party, they will
also lose authority and often be forced out of office.

Sources of PM power therefore include voters,
Parliament, party, Crown and conventions of the
constitution. Aspiring PMs will not succeed without
first getting enough votes to get into the Commons;

they won't get their bills passed without majo;;;f‘;? i

support in the Commons; and perhaps crnc’>l. 7, [ he )
won'’t last long in office without thé‘ 160 1 s.otheir
party. While in office, their v 5r° £l ave’ from the
royal prer og,atlve enftireliv »»’L£,,,3V€’Il’(1011 which can
make them g °X. ) uw/potentially very extensive.
They have ywers of patronage (hire and fire),
control of th\Ge™® net committee system, the ultimate
say over g,ovemment policies and much else. They are
- or should be - sustained by the Prime Minister’s Office
of aides and advisers in Number 10 and by the
impartial Civil Service. However, advisers may be
perceived as giving the PM bad advice and may
themselves become controversial or unpopular; and
PMs have often viewed civil servants as ideologically
obstructive, leaky or simply inept. Finally, of course, if
PMs misuse or abuse their substantial powers, they
may face a vote of no confidence, or occasionally simply
jump before they are pushed, usually by their party.

An original commentary written for The Think Tank

§ {N

Using the source, evaluate the view that Parli~rier ""iss,
the main source of prime mmlster:al Felr P dlso
its main constraint. e 'cr' Ayle 30 marks)

UK prime (SRS ave f/:/\u{tr'p(e sources of power.
One of the g#significant is Parliament, but this
essay will argue that, as the extract implies, a PM'’s
party is both the main source of prime ministerial
power and its main constraint.
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restoring the winter fuel allowance and abolishing
the two-child benefit cap.  Sources of - or
constraints upon - PM power therefore include
voters, Parliament, party, Crown and conventions
of the constitution - with voters and the party being
more important than Parliament (Commons and
Lords) as a whole.

{w"*"{ :
The souvce also refers to institutional su' o o aoA

should sustain prime ministess, p ;,‘Mff’w office,
notably their Number Te T = pdlitical aides and
advisers (cg 40 wﬂ‘l/\eW\ in PM Starmer’s
executive). ’search and advise on policy pros
and cons, ar®icipate political risks, liaise with MPs
and peers, manage the media, challenge civil service
traditionalism, anticipate new developments such as
Al, draft speeches and more. However, aides and
advisers can also undermine a PM’s authority if, for
example, they are perceived as giving bad advice, as
Morgan McSweeney was under PM Starmer; or if
they themselves are controversial or unpopular, as
Dominic Cummings was under PM Johnson. Civil
servants, alternatively, are permanent officials
tasked with working impartially but loyally to advise
and administer a PM’s policies. However, as the
source says, PMs have often viewed them as
ideologically obstructive, leaky or simply inept. Posf;
war Labour governments often expressed fras aa;
civil servants were being deliberats', os 1 cive -
e.g. of Labour’s matlona(lSﬂ* - ‘fzr;\a - Eecause of
their select claggan  » mf §
Labour Pl 'LL ole, Wilson in 1964 w&\o first
appointed s\ 've, party political ‘special advisers’
(spads) as counters to potentially unsympathetic civil
servants. Unusually, PM Margaret Thatcher sacked
Cabinet Secretary (the head of the Civil Service) lan
Bancroft in 1981 because she perceived bureaucratic
attempts to frustrate her vadical, neo-liberal
economic agenda. PM Starmer also recently forced
Cabinet Secretary Chris Wormald out of office, this
time over alleged ineptitude. Such institutional
supports can therefore augment or undermine a
PM’s power and authority depending on whether or
not they are working well - but they are not a main
source of power.

L

Another possible source of a PM’c.. th WS . and
hence power is his or her rt v %m et Honesth
competence, N e arisma may sustain
political le » o 2urs desplte some unpopular
policies; for @ ,yle, PM Blair survived three terms
in office altlaough his support for the 2003 invasion
of Ilraq was widely criticised. By contrast, PM
Johnson was increasingly seem by voters and
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THE KEY

I DEAS

BEATRICE W

Angela Mogridge considers how Webb’s gkey ideas would appiy

Beatrice Webb (1858-1943) stands as one of the r gt {»j

influential social theoristsand reformersin ... - 3nod
history. As a co-founder of the ‘. > senool - of
Economics, a leading figurs ,f - 2luan Society, and a
principal architzgs of oy Lavour Party’s intellectual
foundations ideas helped shape the

trajectory of | ¥.ocial democracy.

WEBB'S KEY IDEAS

THE REJECTION OF LAISSEZ-FAIRE LIBERALISM
Webb's political thought began with a profound
dissatisfaction with the dominant Victorian ideology of
laissez-faire. Her early work as a social investigator,
particularly her involvement in the Charity Organisation
Society and her research into poverty in London,
convinced her that individual charity and market forces
were incapable of addressing structural deprivation.

She rejected the assumption that poverty resulted
primarily from personal failings. Instead, she argued that
economic conditions, social structures, and institutional
failures were the primary determinants of life chances.
This insight led her to challenge the moralism oanctor'““
poor relief and the economic orthodoxy that mz 7k »ts, Pf;

alone, would produce optimal outcomz..0 |
i Y
& & 4 e

:f,rmy“ inefficient; it was
th = . Wug to dominate the weak,
entrenched lity, and left essential services -
education, h\e®%" housing - at the mercy of profit
motives. Her cnthue was empirical as much as ideological:
she believed that careful observation of social conditions
revealed the inadequacy of individualistic solutions.

For Webb, laissez-faire wi i
unjust. It alg

COLLECTIVISM AND THE ‘NATIONAL MINIMUM’
One of Webb’s most enduring contributions was her
articulation of collectivism as an alternative to
laissez-faire. Collectivism, in her usage, did not mean the
abolition of private property or the centralisation of all
economic activity. Instead, it referred to the deliberate
organisation of society through public institutions to
secure basic standards of life for all citizens.

The concept of the “national minimum’ was central to *' s
vision. Webb argued that the state had a - ity + W
guarantee a minimum level of incoma w1 at 3 mealth
and working conditions. ThlS ok o *‘c‘\ ‘iey But a matter
of citizenship and sozinlt 'f. e natlonal minimum
would ensu ¢3RO 1.yluual fell below a threshold of

decency, en¢ @%&w em to participate fully in society.

This idea profoundly influenced later Labour Party policy
and the development of the British welfare state. The
Beveridge Report, which laid the foundations for post-war
social policy, echoed Webb's insistence on universal
provision and state responsibility.

V"ﬁ

"

~ ''HE ROLE OF THE

EXPERT ADMINIST !
Webb'’s collectivism
expert administratic
mechanisms and the |
popular will. Insteac,
professionals, civil
could design and man

Her vision of the stat:

e decisions shcu
not ideology;

e administration
free from corrup

e  public bodies si
specialised knoyv:
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Critics have argued that Webb's technocratic leanings
sometimes veered into elitism. She could be dismissive of
ordinary political participation and sceptical of the
capacity of the general public to make informed
decisions. Yet her belief in expert governance was rooted
in a desire to overcome the inefficiencies and injustices
she observed in Victorian society.

She favoured a mc:.
popular legitimacy v
practice, this meant:

e  elected bodies <t
e expertadministi:
e public institut
political pressur:

a a4
FABIAN SOCIALISM AND GRADVALISM - _  Her scepticism about

Webb's political ideas were central to the devole o ver nor

Fabian socialism, a movement thatro Taen f;:f)_gtrbnary
change in favour of gradlh ) W“ zie reform. The
Fabians believed.tha* -~ 1. A mu emerge through
the steady ior r»pu’i)hc ownership, regulation,
and welfare h - not through class struggle or
violent upheaval.

s

Beatrice Webb helped shape this strategy in several ways:

a) Emphasis on Research and Education

She believed that social change required informed public
opinion. The Fabians produced pamphlets, lectures, and
research designed to persuade the middle classes and
policymakers of the merits of collectivist reform.

b) Permeation

The Fabians sought to ‘permeate’ existing institutions -
political parties, civil service, local government - rather
than overthrow them. Webb saw this as a pragmatic way
to achieve lasting change.

¢) Municipal Socialism i
She championed the expansion of local GG N
services, from utilities to educa*;‘ A 1/ practical

1

demonstration of collectivic® . 1 o\ A

constitution, chudmg the famous Clause 1V, which
committed the party to the common ownership of the
means of production. Her influence helped give Labour a
coherent ideological foundation.

Fabian gradualism reflected Webb's temperament:
cautious, empirical, and reformist. She believed that
socialism must be built step by step, through legislation
and institutional change, rather than through
revolutionary rupture.

DEMOCRACY. REPRESENTATION AND THE
LIMITS OF POPULAR RULE

Webb's relationship with democracy was complex. She
supported democratic institutions and believed ;i»
political equality, but she was also wary of whe < e~y
as the irrationality of mass opnnuon Lo \vp* serce for
expert administration some*. . . ec’, Ler to question
whether electedyreps o« v :jé&««vVere always the best
decision-mz l

"

criticised, but it refly
local governmentanc
saw patronage, inefi:
democracy needei
professionalism and ¢

THE POOR LAW .
RESPONSIBILITY

Webb’s work on the i\
(1905-1909) was a tui
She co-authored the |
existing Poor Law sy:
with a comprehensivg

The Minority Report i
e  poverty wasasc
e  different forms ¢

age) required sp¢
e the state shoi

through a unifieq

prevention was
+is report laid inteli¢
reforms, including
health services, and .
Webb's ability to con
institutional proposa:

ECONOMIC PLANI
TOWARDS SOVIE
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ideas was her later
planning. In the 193C:
visited the USSR and ¢
Civilisation?, which pt

Her attraction to
several factors:
e  theapparent su.
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o the mobilisatior,
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overlooking repressig
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illustrating both the
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LEGACY AND INFLUENCE

Beatrice Webb's political ideas left a profound mark on

British society:

e The welfare state drew heavily on her concept of the
national minimum.

e  The Labour Party’s early ideology reflected her
collectivist principles.

° The London School of Economics embodied her f,,

;""Wf :
3rivsn

belief in expert administration.
e  Fabian gradualism shaped the strati gy .

social democracy for decader. ~+ =/
;f s -

2 , B
- tC 1 7o kein debates about the role
perance of social research, and the

mocracy and expertise.

Her ideas cors
of the state,
balance betw

APPLYING WEBB'S IDEAS

CASE STUDY I: THE CRISIS IN SOCIAL CARE
PROVISION IN THE UK
The UK’'s current social care crisis — marked by

underfunding, workforce shortages and fragmented
provision — echoes the problems Webb identified in the
early twentieth century when she advocated for a
national, publicly funded system of care.

WHAT WOULD WEBB SAY?
Webb would argue that the inefficiency within social care

has been caused by inconsistent standards, ever-reducing
local authority budgets and the devolution of provision to
multiple private providers. She would emphasise that

social care is not a private consumer service but 3~
'

collective social duty. ¥

e

o

g

.vy

&
Wv

CASE STUDY 2: F¢
EMERGENCY WEL
Food banks seem to

central pillar of the Ui
like the Trussell 1
emergency food parc:

YWHAT WOULD WEL
Vebb believed that ¢

stigmatising, incapah|
and inefficient. Prov
widely across region:
social workers, and tro
causes (low income, i1

Discussion points

1. Can you apply W
modern-day eve

2. To what extent ¢
still be seen in the

Exam-style questi:
B To what extent c¢
committed to its |

B To what extent c¢
reflect the princip

,.ngela Mogridge is a reti
in the East Midlands. She
Government and Politic:.
Politics. She is also a lory
body for A Level Politics.
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.\wﬂiflle Shabana Mahm

Ideologjr: Labour Nationality: British
Career: Home Secretary

Personal Profile

Born in Birmingham in 1980 to parents of Pakistani origins,
Mahmood lived in Saudi Arabia from 1981 to 1986 where her
father worked as a civil engineer. Once they returned to

England, her family bought a convenience shop where her
mother began working, and her father became the chair of
their local Labour party. Despite her family’s political
background, Mahmood’s ambition was to Bt bl grrister and
she went on to study law at the TTr#\ =1 1 u{’ foord She later
trained in London and Sppui L ;ﬂ A mpr ofessmndl indemnity.

.f“j”»jM

s

her prac
public service.

Mahmood held several shadow cabinet positions under Ed Miliba
described as ‘blue Labour’. She rejected Jeremy Corbyn’s offer fc
position in 2015, retreating to the backbenches and telling him th
I’ll make you miserable as well’. On 5" July 2024, Mahmood was :
Secretary and Lord Chancellor. She revealed plans for an early 11 COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

in efforts to release pressure on prison overcrowding, Mahmood !
nerged that 37 ¢!
eligible and she was forced to apologis .« f’nr L2 becomlng Home &
2025, she has endorsed tourf‘ (.
activists for her pm* 3 2

1,000 inmates to be released. However, it latP*‘ 3

; L lgra’uon laws and has been ¢

ig

: L ‘uverhaul the asylum system.
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“My faith is the centre point of my 1
drives me to public service, it drives
way that I live my life and I see my li




o
Asimmizi . . < ~f scement in the US takes a draconian turn, how is th
+ ined by the Constitution and the courts? Angela Mogridge i1

- ‘!,’\
W
e
e

Immigration ment has long been one of the most
contested are® of American law and public policy. At the
centre of this debate stands immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE), the federal agency responsible for
enforcing immigration laws within the interior of the

homes without conseri
rely on 'knock and talk
requesting entry, anc
opens the door.

United States. ———— | COUT'TS
N t Fourth
Since its creation in 2003 under the on-citizens in the

Department of Homeland Security (DHS),
ICE has become a symbol of the nation’s
struggle to balance border security, public
safety, and the constitutional protections
afforded to all people within US territory.

The Legal Foundation of ICE’s Authority

ICE operates under federal immigration statutes, primarily
the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA). The INA grants

the federal government broad authority to recs !
immigration, including the power to arrest =it =G~

remove individuals who violate lmh"l’ 2 = voe Unlike

criminal law enforcement, im. . v’ét-q _entorcement s
. - X n A

considered a civil rectis w5y Caim. This distinction is

crucial beca ha, LOE \énstltutlonal rights available

9

government has ‘plenary power’ over |mm|grat|on meaning
Congress and the executive branch have wide latitude to
regulate who may enter or remain in the country. However,
plenary power does not eliminate constitutional constraints.
Even though immigration enforcement is civil, not criminal,
the Constitution still applies. The key question is how far those
protections extend and how they operate in practice.

Constitutional Rights in the Immigration Context
Fourth Amendment: Searches, Seizures, and
ICE Enforcement

The Fourth Amendment protects against unreasonable
searches and seizures. For ICE, this means:

e Agents generally need probable cause ora warr v 5

enter a private home.
e They may not detain individua/z 4} w Ju sasonable
suspicion or probable rg A “
e They cann(w’r rel"‘ N ) rmfalorethmc appearance

ICE officers often operate with administrative Warrants
which are not signed by judges but by DHS officials. These
warrants authorise arrest for civil immigration violations,
not criminal offences. Because administrative warrants lack
judicial oversight, they do not permit entry into private

protections

St tements made to I
“proceedings even if the

also enjoy First immid

is mory

Amendment not kne

often ¢
feel p
betwe.
enforcement practice ¢
civ!l liberties concerns 1\

:
A *h Amendment: Dus¢
» “The Fifth Amendment ¢ |

against self-incriminatic
process applies, but
criminal cases.

Key protections includ:

e The right to
immigration judg:

e  The right to pre:
government'’s claii
Theright to aninte
The right to counsy

Because immigration p
not receive public di
imbalance: the gover:
attorneys, while many
individuals — must navig

The Fifth Amer
2= f~incrimination alsc

warnings, because M|
interrogation in crimin.\|
how the civil natui
constitutional protectic|

Fourteenth Amendme¢
The Fourteenth Ameng
of the laws to ‘any pe:
have interpreted ‘pi¢
regardless of immigratic
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Equal protection issues arise in several contexts:

e (Claims of racial profiling by ICE.

e Disparate treatment of immigrants based on nationality.

e State and local laws targeting undocumented
immigrants.

While the federal government has broad authority over
immigration, it cannot enact policies that explicitly

discriminate without a compelling justification. Howevr

Within 100 miles of an\
most major cities - CBE
stops and searches. Al:
statutory powers as CB.|
blur the lines of constit.

Interior enforcement, |
<t .cter Fourth Amenc:

~4n ‘ividuals do not knov

courts often defer to the executive branch in in qic ati-../ ~or their respective authe

matters, making equal protection challenccs an = v owin.
"1 - . i - « g

First Amendment: Speeck ;- ; .. **_n; and Retaliation
Non-citizens alszaonjcy = 5 ﬁ,'geﬂd‘ment protections. They
may speak, | ot . nise, and associate freely. In recent
years, severai @ s have alleged that ICE targeted activists
for deportatiortin retaliation for their political speech. Courts
have generally held that retaliatory enforcement violates the
First Amendment, even in the immigration context.

This area of law continues to evolve, but the principle is
clear: immigration status does not strip individuals of their
right to speak out.

ICE Detainers and the Tenth Amendment

One of the most controversial aspects of ICE's operations
involves detainers - requests sent to local law enforcement
asking them to hold individuals for up to 48 hours beyond
their release date so ICE can take custody.

Detainers raise constitutional issues:
e They are requests, not mandates.
¢ Holding someone without probable cause or a judici-

warrant can violate the Fourth Amendment. oY
¢  Forcing local agencies to enforce fece ai '+ . j‘gr‘qu’én
law may violate the . <Ay inendment’s
anti-commandeering 7. - v
Several fed irt ;ave"’fruled that local jurisdictions

9
cannot be ¢ i&ﬁ@ d to honour detainers. This has fuelled
the rise of ‘sa®Ctuary cities’, which limit cooperation with

ICE to avoid constitutional liability.

Detention Centres and Due Process Concerns

ICE operates the largest civil detention system in the United
States. Conditions in detention centres have been widely
criticised, raising questions about due process, inhumane
treatment, and access to legal representation.

Key constitutional issues include:

e  Prolonged detention without a bond hearing.

e |nadequate medical care, which may violate the Fifth
Amendment’s due process clause.

e Conditions of confinement that resemble
criminal punishment, despite the civil nature f
immigration detention. o

S
W

The Supreme Court has held that iy , "€ | detention
without individualised reviev: - "scyus constitutional
concerns, but it has pn* 2030 5y hosea clear limit. As a result,
5 tor months or even years while

ICE operates primarily in the interior of the country, while
Customs and Border Protection (CBP) handles border
enforcement. However, the Constitution applies differently
near the border.

and rights violations.

The Role of States ane
Immigration enforceme:
and localities play a ¢
operates. Some jurisdic |
while others limit ¢
constitutional rights anc

The Supreme Court has
e  States cannot
enforcement sche
e  Thefederal gover:
federal immigratic

This balance reflects
federalism. It also me.
widely depending on |

The Ongoing Deba!

The central tension in th

#10 ntsisthe balance bet
), :’Iiberties. Supporters arg

immigration laws, rer
maintaining the integrit
contend that ICE’s prac|
rights, disproportionate
and undermine trustin |

This debate is not mere.
and social. It reflects bro
in the United States, ha!
how far the governmet |

Discussion points

1. What constitutiona|
US regardless of cit

2. Do non-citizens ret
immigration proces

3. Is it constitutional |
investigate activisty

F- am-style questio,

A Evaluate the view 1}

ICE poses a signifit:
in the United State:

B The activities of ICE
to constitutional pit
Analyse and evaluat

Angela Mogridge is a retired |\
East Midlands. She has long
and Politics, with a particulc
long-serving examiner with ¢
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GREENLAN

The Sovereignty Debate Behind
Trump's Bid for Greenland

In January 2026, the world watched on with a mix*ur: or f’f -
shock and concern as the President of thp L att;sj
declared he would obtain Greenl=n ;6. ¢ . ,,«‘bf'the
other’. What was initially b5 ¢ «‘fl Mpolltlcal theatre
soon escalatogg@o a i - diplomatic crisis, straining
s atid forcmg the uncomfortable

sense of Trump’s recent behaviour, which appears
reminiscent of a realist world view, it is important to go
back to the very beginning.

Who Gets to De

America’s Greenland Dream Greenland’'s De:
The United States’ interest in Greenland dates back to Trump's increased pre:
1867, a period when territorial expansion was the norm question the presiden.
and the idea of Manifest Destiny remained influential after control of Greenland, ¢
the American Civil War (1861-65). Secretary of State territory within a sove ¢
William H. Seward had just purchased Alaska from Russia sovereignty hold such :

and soon began pondering the acquisition of Greenland;
a territory seemingly well-suited to further American
expansion. Yet, despite Seward’s interest, the exploratory
notion quietly faded without a formal offer.

Sovereignty is definec
a territory. It was form:
Westphalia and holds ||
-« derate in the interna:
Nearly 80 years later in 1946, the first serious bid was ~ ~ | | external dimensions to

presented. President Truman was entering PR © ultimate internal juriscli
landscape thatlaid the groundwork .- 2 "= 4 War, and and domestic affairs, th
Greenland’s strategic locatint: ) e & Jspecially recognised sovereignty

attractive. In effgats to (2 1 Lanrearly tactical external interference -
advantage, W o ¢ ates secretly offered Denmark and norms in internatic
$100 million X2 for the control of Greenland. Shocked
by the offensive""éffer, the Danish government denied the
sale, but not without agreeing on other ways to

incorporate Greenland into America’s defences.

Greenlanders themsel\:
movement that preda:
dispute for self-govern;
limited self-rule in 197

Thus, a mutually acceptable middle ground was reached: foreign affairs and fina:
Greenland would remain an autonomous territory of followed in 2009. Cruci
Denmark while the United States emerged as its key Inuit population is rec.:
defence partner, later formalised in a 1951 NATO under international lay
agreement that allowed the US to have military bases on determination. Any foi¢
the island. For decades, under the NATO framework, the sovereignty would the:
US operated and capitalised on that right, mainly at the Greenlandic people ga
Thule Air Base (renamed the Pituffik Space Base in 2023). because Greenland is

nwer, the US has no ¢}

So why, exactly, would Trump risk shattering a close-knit, 1 yion without opposir

mutually beneficial, 80-year-long alliance? That seems tr e

the question everyone is asking as they seek t v\ = sta./ ~ Despite these obvious |
the reasoning behind Trump’s threat Fuld e i reenland. geopolitical move has
is the prime example ¢

Initially, Trump raised the i >f urrchasmg Greenland in established norms for v
2019, aremgEEIAY : Lv\)KaS an outlandish bluster, but national interest. In any

one they sod @%&w to take at face value. By his second would take years to ma
term (2025-), Wump escalated the rhetoric considerably, straining EU relationshi

openly stating that the US should acquire Greenland for
the sake of strategic security. He threatened up to a 25%
tariff against Denmark and seven other European
countries, even suggesting the possible use of military
force if Europe did not comply with his demands.

undermining the impao:
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WIIY Greenland? This reality, coupled wi!

Driving Trump's strong interest in Greenland lies its size force against Europea§
and location. The island is six times the size of Germany they cannot rely on thg
and strategically located between North America and the signal a deeper global@
Arctic. The United States claims that it requires a more

permanent presence in the Arctic to ensure national and The Great Pow:
global security. They have maintained that their reason to N‘;my critics would cofy
seek control would be to prevent the desirable terntorv -\ A a clear expression of
from falling under Russian or Chinese influence Haw ver willingness to threaten'
many suppose Trump’s underlying ratio | '@ . woe European [eaders publi
because he wishes to exploit its 7 A tal eua’fresources forcg, preasgly reflects
Through a realist lens, thi.« & Jr &g rs"”éntlrely selfilnterest is of parari
predictable. gD ot Greenland would rea!lst§ tend to have af
ntamount of hard power capability, bel{eVIng them tc? be v
and in an ana\e®world, great powers are expected to national security interg

increase their influence in any way they can. Trgmp’s NATO scepticis
episode is not an anon

The Erosion of Alliance Trust? example of how great
The World Economic Forum’s 56" annual meeting in established rules no lof
Davos was held earlier this year and brought together
world leaders to discuss critical global concerns. However,
the US President’s threats to take over Greenland certainly
cast a large shadow over the conference. In a lengthy
speech, Trump criticised US allies while withdrawing his
earlier threats of force; albeit hinting that significant
consequences could follow if his ambitions were derailed. abandoned power. Ratl
Afterwards, Trump met with NATO Secretary General Mark to have forsal.<en all the
Rutte and declared that he had landed the framework of a once came with global

future deal regarding Greenland, though what that may ‘ h-rsher, more coercive}zv
entail remains unknown. /. st monstrated how eas

oY cﬁéllenged by great p.:
In response to Trump’s pressures followmr* i ), e the EU to fortify their s
meeting, NATO launched a new ora AN JAI’CtIC
Sentry, affirming that the de. ' & v J%rctlc wasa
strategic imposlil. vV ' s decision was made to
placate a me T‘i ’reJMent or to address a genuine threat
from external @"“’w s is unclear. What is clear is that Trump's
sweeping statements regarding Greenland heightened the
EU’s sense of urgency and prompted member states to
present a unified front in rebuking the President. An effort
that proved effective as Trump ultimately retreated his
initial tariff threats. Even with this small triumph, Trump's
claims have demonstrated the extent to which US coercion
can reach and the risks it carries. While it may seem
alarming, realist theory would argue that such behaviour is
predictable, it's exactly how powerful states act when _
alliances no longer serve their interests. weakening or does
continued strengt:

Conclusion: The
The recent events have
dispute; they have der|
led unipolar world to &
America’s dominance

However, it has also sk
when banded in a uniil
sovereignty becomes o
with powerful states it
of events may mark the
realist phase in interna
highlighted the impor.
law, sovereignty and t.

ety

Discussion questic.
1. To what extent d¢:

a realist pursuit ol
2. Does the Greenlaiy

Moreover, by pressuring a fellow ally, Trump's actions

have exposed a dangerous grey area to the famous Article T jsay-style questic!
5. The concept defines that an armed attack againstor, E aluate the extent to
member is an attack against all members. Howe e s, v 5\@ > 7 Bbasis of the internatio
one NATO member threatens or prescv ‘e & nuory of

another, it poses a unlque challe. .- tox 3. Ay thls Emily Cook is a Politics Wit
principle. The perceived | \ Y 'wned’at protecting

\} hre collectlve defence system

ever go ahead WIth his threats to take over Greenland, it
may prove especially difficult for how NATO should
respond if Article 5 could not be enforced.
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Devolution is heading towards three decades old and, in
relation to both Scotland and Wales in particular, has
continued to develop and expand over that time period.
From the 1998 Statute Laws that brought it in, through to
the more recent Scotland Act 2016 and Wales Act 2017,
devolution has been on a consistent upward trajectory.
While not quite as ‘consistently upward’ in relation to
Northern Ireland and England, whatever the ‘story’ across

all four nations, there have been many consequence A 4

this shift on the United Kingdom overall. 4 P

1. Devolution has |mprov->4 - *iO"\ Aym the UK

Decentrallsatlon cattho s ”fwvolutlon and was a key
intention of du s o R/ather than power centred in
Westminster é\,go'ut"‘ 1ent, it should move closer to the
people who ar® impacted by it and to whom it should be
accountable. There is no doubt that devolution has
achieved this with the Scottish and Welsh Parliaments
better placed to legislate on matters for Scotland and Wales
respectively. There is also no doubt that this opportunity
has been taken since being given primary legislative
powers. As of early 2026 around 400
pieces of legislation have been passed
by the Scottish Parliament alone.

The

Beyond decentralisation, devolution
has also well exercised another feature
of UK democracy - referendums. While
it could be argued that direct
democracy undermines representative :
democracy, asking ‘the people’ has increzc ag y « corié
the norm in constitutional matto;s urid ‘I s w’most true
around devolution. Tha e i ~nauiis (Scotland and
o GO ,,»mcess of devolution in the
20 then further referendums have been
held in Wales\&##®#ide if more power was wanted (2011
yes) and in England to decide whether to create a Greater
London Authority, London Assembly and Mayor (1998
yes) and to decide whether to create a North East regional
assembly (2004 no). In NI, acceptance of the Good Friday
Agreement was via referendum (1998 yes).

o

Decenitralisation
WITH WHAT |

Devolution — the movemmt of power from the .
governments hﬂ’ T “d UK politics. But by i1t

X’jw

Westminster
Parliament retains ba

\0e

the right to reverse
devolutior

A final idea in the cc
twentieth-century U
Brandeis. In 1932 he
were ‘laboratories ol
policies that might wo
referring, for examp
which came after ma:
women). | would s
innovation at state le\
has the capacity tod.|
the franchise to 16-y¢
but has also been see!
charge first in Wale:
alcohol charges in Sco

2. Devolutionhas:

The enhanced use ¢
devolution has itself ¢
the moment at which |
nature shifting an is;\
han Parliament via &
result, it is essentially
parliamentary sove
outcome is technical
overall Parliament |
sovereign. Devolutic
subsequently been ¢
theory can be reduce:
same way. Sovereign:
clear in relation to th:
defence, trade and in
can enact and which &

However, the point b
hap
ang
ant

be:
any
leqi:
sovereignty has thery
and arguably the UK
unitary terms. In rela.
also now inconceivaki

3. Devolution mea:

as quasi-feder: |
The way that one ct
become subject to ¢
the erosion of pai
above. Decentralisir

Issue 86, March 2026

16

COPYRIGHT
PROTECTED

9

a9

Education




semblance of federalism is visible - a US-style federal
system where a central power (Washington) shares power
with the state-level governance. Swap out Washington
for Westminster and states for devolved nations and the
comparison and validity of the comparison is clear.

While in reality devolution would never be reversed,
Parliament does retain the right to do so and therefore

quasi-federal rather than outright federal has merit - . r
term. The journey of devolution in Northerr.'ze » d\ 5y

many occasions where power-sh?;; S0 'lr;;émon has
collapsed and power return n' th ., centre, and the
limited natureg& dc:t fni - in wf*‘ngland also negates
outright fed W. «ould hot envisage, in comparison,
one of the ! s having its state level governance
removed and Qif
be the case that areas of substantive Jurlsdlctlon would be
removed from states in an asymmetrical way. The UK now
looks a bit more federal and devolution is decentralisation,

just as US federalism is decentralisation.

s

4. Devolution is asymmetrical

Devolution, since the very beginning, was asymmetrical
and remains so to this day. The amount of power and
areas of jurisdiction are different across the three contexts
and indeed in relation to England as well. Scotland has
had by far the most devolved power, closely followed
now by Wales, whose journey to more has been most
rapid. Northern Ireland had a very different starting point
via the Good Friday Agreement and subsequent power-

sharing devolution, and the road has been bumpieral g~

the way with frequent periods of collapse “f;' s 0 Slp
direct control. If we add Englandf" AT 8 NaX “for a
moment then the absenr‘a J i Faglish Parliament
completes a ragurc: |t G i rence, The asymmetrical
'I,Lg v s.ertional and to some extent
common ser Rt Northern Ireland story is quite unique
in the Union andwdevolutron in relation to Scotland and
Wales reflected the extent of the appetite for it in the first
place. When referendums were held ahead of its
introduction, the Scottish result was well over 70% for
devolution and over 60% to have tax-varying powers. The
Welsh result was just over the 50% mark and partly as a
result began life as an Assembly rather than Parliament
and with less power than its Scottish counterpart. The
2011 referendum bolstered devolution in Wales due to its
more convincing support for more power with over 60%
and 21 of 22 areas voting in favour.

A direct outcome of the asymmetry is the inevitable policy

divergence. Politics across the UK - both in terms of &
outcomes in relation to substantive areas like becith mr*,

education and in relation to responses * s Ll ances
(like during the pandemic) - cw e 1 sany different.
Some would suggest thic;zi 4 0 s (6 the next point.

cause resentment. When a person in England is
unfortunate enough to require a prescription, unless
specifically exempt, they pay while their Scottish
counterparts do not. Some students in England may
agonise over university partly due to the associated costs

” A

and fear of debt whil:
Scotland, do not. This |
the feeling of imbal.
West Lothian questic
EVEL (English Votes fo
stage to the legislativ:
Fngland where only @

f.ttempted solution iy

Beyond this, the weai
Scotland and the app:
on Scottish indepei:
happened had dey:
significant distance. |
strong case for the o
future without it. It pro
rule in Scotland an¢
mandate to allow the
desire for independer:
and therefore the ‘Un
Scotland's ‘Remain’ v
being dragged out |
debate and Nicola St
attempt to initiate a s
only when it was rulec
the power todo so by

Devolution for Scotla
thoughts of indepet:

ower within the U\
extent but only for the
Scotland's future in th:
the latter all devolutia
more than capable o |

6. Devolution mea:
describedasa i
The question of how
has changed as a resu
was accepted that |
system overall - oth:
Labour and Conservi !
for power. The only ro.
many parties are ge
simple existence of ¢!
some representation, «
three decades of de\
genuine contenders
notably the SNP in S¢
‘eriod with Labour aj
.ymru has shared pc\
Sinn Féin are abst
devolution in Northet
contenders for powet:
achieved and used ha
system for now, the U\
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7. Devolution has added to the constitutional Discussion questic

conventions list 1. Should England ©
Devolution has solidified existing conventions. If there is are the pros and ¢
to be a significant constitutional change in the UK then 2. Are independenc:
that this is put to the people has become the convention again in future? €

alongside accepting the answer without exception - this
is well demonstrated by devolution, as referred to in i
point 1 (page 16). Every devolution-related referendum ~ 'xam-style questit

a

outcome has been accepted, both theyesandthenc ©~ /= 1, Explain and analy:

independence gi.

devolution since |

g
Beyond this, devolution has s o - Jired  the 2. Explain and anall

development of a hew one.,

L

St convention. This

§ “w} ‘ .
,,,,, parliamentary sc

applies when jeaUK t = 2: cat'wants to legislate on a i

matter witl duolved competence of Scotland, (Devolution could
Wales or NXZ5e " lIreland. Under the terms of the

Convention, Westminster will ‘not normally’ legislate Richard Lawton s a teache

without the relevant devolved institution having passed a
consent motion. The ‘not normally’ is, though, a reminder
once again that Parliament ultimately is sovereign. B

.vy

i
o
L

20 N%scions

/

1. lam British.

2. lattended the University of Cambridge.

3. lam the grandson of a former deputy PM.

4. | briefly flirted with communism while in university, only to later join
the Labour Party in my 20s.

5. lam married to a Brazilian translator.

6. |was elected to Lambeth Borough Council in 1979 but resigned in 1982.

7

8

I have worked in media and political communications.

. lwas appointed Labour’s director of communications by Neil Kinnock. COPYRIGHT
9. In 1987 the News of the World tried to out me as gay. PROTECTED
10. In 1992 | was elected MP for Hartlepool. ;

11. lwas appointed trade and industry secretary in 1‘::“1 N asighed the same ye:
12. Tony Blair reappointed me in 1999 as Northe 11 {i > jc.Secretary.

13. Iresigned again in 2001 after impro i suvyg British passports to two wealtt
14. In 2008, | returned to Cahfr . K iess sécretary and was made a peer in the
15. I have published 2 '« - 1 o ./Ine Third Man.

16. InDeggmmbe: . © 1" Starmer appointed me to serve as ambassador to the Ut
: as _acked as ambassador to the US for association with a prominent

9
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18. In Jandgry 2026 it was revealed | had sent internal government information to ¢
19. Later that month | resigned from the House of Lords.
20. lam now under investigation by Scotland Yard for ‘misconduct in public office!
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UK Party
Defections

In the wake of some high-profile side-switch:
Moyra Grant gives us her ten mosttmpactr’u/ deD‘ as j

3 ]
Defections occur when a poll+ L o AP councillor or
peer — changecgallen: » ) \m ‘One party to another
while in of; er. have been significant collective
defections it . st for example, in 1981 when the
‘Gang of Four te
more left- Ieanlng party to form the Social Democratic
Party and go into alliance with the Liberal Party. They
failed badly in the 1983 general election in terms of seats
if not votes, but together went on to form the Liberal
Democrats who are now the third-largest party in the
Commons. Also, in 2019 seven Labour MPs and three
Conservative MPs resigned their parties to form the
centrist, pro-EU Change UK in opposition to Brexit.
However, they failed to win any seats at all in the
December 2019 general election. The first-past-the-post
electoral system is rarely kind to small parties, and voters
are rarely kind to defectors.
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This Top Ten countdown will focus specifically on

individual MPs, starting with the most recent (though ot

necessarily the most surprising or significant), becc s We
have seen an unusually large number 7 ae = . ns n
recent months and they are currg it gd’i B h,.ch

1.«

January 202cREEg#¥ e latest Conservative MP to defect to
Reform UK after 30 years as a Conservative. The former
Home Secretary cited ‘Tory betrayal’ and immigration
issues, saying ‘Loyalty is a two-way street’. She was on the
right of the Conservative Party — a strong advocate of
leaving the ECHR and of the controversial Rwanda plan to
send ‘small boat’ asylum seekers to Africa — and her
defection was unsurprising to most observers.
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@o Also in January, Conservative leader Kemi Badenoch

sacked Robert Jenrick - formerly her main rival as a
future party leader - from his front-bench role as shadow
justice secretary and from the party, over ‘irrefutable

evidence’ (said to include a leaked defection letter and a >

draft resignation speech) that he was about to dofe: r 16
Reform. He promptly did so, in the szgai 1 ek as
Braverman. He said that the Con<2' ul ey Rad ‘lost
its way’ and - although h( A s the immigration
minister 202 2.y@3 -t . fo : awanda plan ‘hadn’t gone
far enough’. \99 bct,; meanwhile, won plaudits for her
swift and str{g 6"‘“@"\(%

her as the ‘fron Lady with a titanium overlay'.

¥ action, with one Tory MP describing
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@o Former Labour leader Jeremy Corbyn - together

with former Labour MP Zara Sultana and four
independent pro-Gaza MPs — in November 2025 formed a
new, radical left-wing group called Your Party. Again,
these moves were not strictly defections because rebel
Sultana had already been suspended from Labour and
Corbyn had been permanently expelled by Starmer.

development if it proves to be a challent 2 o ‘., . abour
government from the left. To d=’= iuic u b »e"has been
beset by disputes, diviciciis ,,: v mﬁ"gnatlons and its

¢¢¢¢¢¢

future is unclg T A
Not one of ’ /APs submitted themselves to a by-

election. Itis not required by UK electoral law because the
theory goes that we are voting for the person, not the
party label. As Danny Kruger put it, ‘You vote for an MP
and then they are trusted - left alone - to use their own
judgement in the interests of their constituents’. Very
Burkean. However, in a recent YouGov poll (prompted by
Kruger's defection), two-thirds of respondents said that
MPs who defect should be required to resign and fight a
by-election. Most voters do usually vote for a party label
and manifesto of party policy promises, and say that they
feel betrayed when their MP changes allegiance without
their authorisation. (Moreover, an Ipsos poll last May
found that 40% of respondents thought it was
unacceptable for an MP to defect to another party at all.)
There have been two attempts via private members’ bills
to require by-elections in law, but both failed. A cur
petition to Parliament requesting ’'by- elef* ol ol
called automatically when MPs deff**. £ Ae herparty’
has won over 100,000 signatiiis LA 5 ymeduled to be
debated by MPr on 2t J ‘Owever this does not
he mon and the government has
already resp? @\,co'w"“ There are no plans to make changes
to the current constitutional arrangements, whereby
voters elect individual candidates, and not the political
party they represent’.

@o & ﬁo To find exceptions to this pattern of refusing

by-elections, we have to go back to 2014 when MPs
Douglas Carswell and Mark Reckless defected from the
Conservatives to UKIP in order to push for a Brexit
referendum. Both chose to fight by-elections and both
won. Carswell held his seat at the 2015 general election
and co-founded the Vote Leave referendum movementin
2016, in competition with UKIP leader Farage’s Leave.EU
campaign. This provoked clashes between Farage - .2

Carswell, who quit UKIP, sat briefly as an indene) - nu My

and decided not to stand in the 201 A e A.he had,
after all, achieved his big Brpx'* v Re Jhess, meanwhile,
lost his seat in the 2077 i al uECtIOh (and has since
ot « Jour tlmes) They both deserve

an honoura wf& intion here for submitting to the

democratic process.
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