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Crimean Anschluss
Mike Macnair argues (‘No change 
of line’ Weekly Worker January 22) 
that Russia’s ‘annexation’ of Crimea 
means that Israel is no longer unique 
in its territorial aggrandisement, in 
violation of the Nuremberg principles 
and UN charter, alleging that Russia’s 
‘annexation’ of Crimea has ended this 
particular uniqueness. In view of the 
‘unusual’ status (line 1) of that article, 
it was a great pity comrade Macnair 
was not, I understand, present at 
the Online Communist Forum on 
January 21, where sharp views were 
exchanged about Russian foreign 
policy, especially vis-à-vis its ‘near 
abroad’. If indeed Ukraine should 
not be described rather as a very near 
abroad, having been part of the USSR 
since that state was founded - not 
true of the Baltics or of Bukovina/
Ruthenia, for example, let alone of 
Poland or Romania - or even the locus 
of ‘Finlandization’.

More time was devoted to the 
Russophones of continental Ukraine 
(ie, apart from the Crimea) - though 
less to the US intervention in the 
Maidan and its Samantha Power-
style of ‘not standing idly by’; but in 
his article, comrade Macnair likens 
to the Israeli occupation (of the West 
Bank, Gaza and the Golan Heights) 
the Russian liberation of the Crimea 
from its subordination to Kiev (okay, 
Kyiv). That subordination dates only 
from Nikita Sergeyevich’s reckless 
and frivolous 1954 cession of Crimea 
to Ukraine, vaunting a tricentenary 
of the 1654 adhesion of Ukraine to 
Great Russia. (I’m no fan of Great 
Russia; I merely distinguish it from, 
eg, Belarus/Byelorussia/Little Russia, 
etc).

I gather that at the main body of 
that discussion, only one comrade 
mentioned the lack of any significant 
- especially civilian - Ukrainian 
residents in Crimea, pointing out that 
any relevant minority with qualms 
about the Russo-Crimean unification 
(call it Anschluss, if you like) was the 
long-standing (dating from pre-1783) 
Tartar population, whose reservations 
did not include a desire to unite with 
Ukraine. Moreover, the referendums 
in Crimea showed no significant 
support for continued government 
from Kyiv - all right, Mike?- except - 
in the first one, a preference to remain 
within a state form which included 
both Russia and Ukraine: ie, the 
Soviet status quo.

Russian liberation, much less 
roughly executed than many such 
unifications, resembled Israeli wars 
of conquest as chalk resembles 
cheese - indeed, less so. The so-
called international community, 
and its acceptance of Khrushchev’s 
ideological “master-stroke”, simply 
brings discredit on what has become, 
since 1990, no more than a gang 
of robbers, as Lenin described the 
League of Nations.
Oleh Hrehoryuk
email

Hung parliament
The Labour Party is crowing that 
it might gain 100 seats from the 
Conservatives, but that would make 
Labour only the largest party in a 
hung Parliament. In the normal course 
of events, Labour would have become 
the largest party in a hung parliament 
this year, five years after the 2017 
general election, if Keir Starmer 
had not unilaterally abandoned its 
clear 2017 manifesto commitment to 
Brexit.

Boris Johnson seized his 
opportunity and called the 2019 

election. The seats that Labour lost 
to the Conservatives in 2019 were 
almost all in Leave-voting areas, and 
they had all returned Labour MPs 
under Jeremy Corbyn in 2017, yet 
the party plans to go into the next 
general election under the man who 
had caused those losses. The polls 
are narrowing. Starmer’s Labour will 
be very lucky indeed to be even so 
much as the largest party in a hung 
parliament.
David Lindsay
Durham

Bogus charges
Now that Labour Against the 
Witchhunt has gone, who is leading 
the charge against bogus anti-
Semitism? Like many others on the 
left, I was dismayed at the recent 
news that Labour’s NEC voted (by 
23 votes to 14) against reinstating 
Jeremy Corbyn to the parliamentary 
party. His crime? Pointing out 
that the scale of anti-Semitism has 
been dramatically overstated by 
our opponents inside and outside 
the party, as well as by much of the 
media. But he was simply telling the 
truth. The interviewees featured in 
Bad news for Labour, published in 
2019, thought that 25-40% of party 
members had had complaints made 
about them for anti-Semitism. In fact, 
only 0.1% had been investigated!

Those of us who have suffered 
for criticising Israel face an uphill 
struggle to regain our reputations as 
anti-racists. We may have lost round 
one, but we need to be more prepared 
for round two. The Tory government 
proposes legislation outlawing local 
authorities from boycotting Israeli 
products to help support Palestine. 
Those against such a clear attack on 
our local democracy will likely face 
the slurs of bogus anti-Semitism, 
once more bandied about by Zionist 
bodies such as the Campaign Against 
Antisemitism and the Community 
Security Trust, backed by the Board 
of Deputies of British Jews.

These agencies know that hysteria 
about anti-Semitism is their most 
potent weapon in fooling the British 
public into thinking that boycotting 
Israel is somehow wrong. And with 
36% of Labour MPs in Labour 
Friends of Israel - including many 
highly influential ones, party leader 
Keir Starmer for example - I foresee 
little opposition to the Tory plans in 
Westminster (notwithstanding last 
year’s conference motion in support 
of BDS, condemned by the LFI chair 
as “morally repugnant”). We need to 
give politicians supporting BDS the 
confidence to loudly criticise Israel, 
without fear of being condemned as 
anti-Semitic for so doing.

As we know, the press loves to 
publish tales of anti-Semitism; we 
need to challenge this. For example, 
I was criticised by the Guardian 
for giving a speech on bogus anti-
Semitism to the Keep Talking group. 
They declared that I had spoken at a 
meeting alongside holocaust deniers. 
When I pointed out that I was the 
only one on the platform that evening 
and a holocaust denier had simply 
asked a question from the audience, 
the Guardian argued that they were 
factually correct in that both of us 
had actually “spoken” at the meeting. 
It is this kind of ridiculous guilt by 
association that we need to expose. 
As I and many others have found, 
the Independent Press Standards 
Organisation will rarely act around 
media slandering. The agency one 
would have hoped to take a stand, 
Liberty, steadfastly refuses to speak 
out.

We think it is time we tried again 
to highlight that there is little truth in 
these slurs of anti-Semitism; that the 
IHRA definition used to scapegoat 
campaigners is purposely skewed to 

undermine criticism of Israel. We are 
launching a new body to challenge 
the lies propounded by the Campaign 
Against Antisemitism. We are calling 
it the Campaign Against Bogus 
Antisemitism, or Caba, for short.

Caba will be a volunteer-led group 
dedicated to exposing and countering 
bogus anti-Semitism - through 
education and championing those 
unjustly accused. It will outline how 
the IHRA has undermined our right 
to speak on Israel, highlight legal 
battles lost and won, feature a ‘rogues 
gallery’ of those slandered, clarifying 
what they have actually done to 
merit Zionist efforts to unjustly 
‘cancel’ them. It will endeavour to 
give support and advice to those 
who are being ‘investigated’. It 
will publish and distribute flyers at 
events, in support of those attacked. 
It will promote awareness of the Left 
Legal Fighting Fund. Through press 
releases and letter-writing campaigns, 
it will lobby politicians and the media, 
publishing articles exposing bogus 
allegations and the real motives of the 
bodies behind them. It will promote 
Zoom interviews featuring those in 
the firing line.

Thus far there are eight of us - we 
have set out the policies and beliefs 
we consider should underpin Caba’s 
work at our draft website at www.
bogusantisemitism.org.

We invite Weekly Worker readers 
to either join (it’s free) or just sign up 
to our occasional newsletter. And we 
would welcome interest from those 
that might assist on the steering group 
to help shape our work.
Pete Gregson,
Campaign Against Bogus Antisemitism

Support BDS
I am disappointed that Daniel Lazare 
should adopt the method of left 
sectarians out of touch with mass 
movements, in attacking Boycott, 
Divestments and Sanctions using 
Zionist whataboutery. He quotes 
Marx in his support but forgets that 
Marx gave unconditional support 
to the Fenians and the cause of 
Irish liberation, most notably in his 
assertion that a nation that oppresses 
another nation will not itself be free.

The demand for boycotting 
Israel comes from the Palestinians 
themselves and, if only for that 
reason, it should be supported. 
Socialists support oppressed nations 
against their oppressors.

Lazare argues that we say that 
‘Israel is singularly evil’. This is a 
moralist caricature of the argument for 
BDS beloved of the social-imperialist 
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty. No one 
talks of Israel as ‘evil’. Our arguments 
rest upon the fact that Israel is unique 
today as a settler-colonial state which 
is intent on ethnically cleansing 
Palestinians from the land and 
reducing those left to hewers of wood 
and drawers of water.

Lazare’s argument that Saudi 
Arabia is ‘without equal “when it 
comes to sheer bloody repression” is 
reminiscent of that of apologists for 
apartheid South Africa, who were 
forever pointing to the ‘evil’ black 
states surrounding it and their human 
rights record. Lazare is incapable of 
understanding that Israel, like South 
Africa and Nazi Germany before 
it, is unique in that it subjects the 
Palestinian population, whatever their 
class, to permanent racial subjugation.

Yes there are many repressive 
states, but states based on racial 
supremacy are in a category of their 
own, not least because they result in 
the settler working class abandoning 
their class allegiance for racial 
solidarity with their rulers.

Lazare seems oblivious to the fact 
that it is the bourgeoisie everywhere 
which is waging war on BDS. In the 
US it is the Republican Party and the 

corporate Democrats who are most 
opposed to BDS, to the extent that 
commercial contracts in states like 
Texas are dependent on opposition 
to BDS. Lazare is quite content, 
however, to align himself with the 
majority of the US bourgeoisie.

Lazare doesn’t understand the 
difference between a settler-colonial 
state like Israel, the west’s guard 
dog in the Middle East, and Saudi 
Arabia, a creature of British and 
US imperialism. The Saudi Arabian 
ruling class has no mass base, and, 
but for US support, would have fallen 
long ago. The same is true of the 
Gulf sheikhdoms. The Israeli state 
does have a mass base, not least its 
working class, and it achieves this 
through an intra-class alliance with 
the Jewish working class, for whom 
the Palestinians are their main enemy.

The Tempest Collective is perfectly 
correct to say that the Israeli working 
class is no ally. Lazare is incapable of 
seeing that in settler-colonial states 
the working class identifies with its 
own bourgeoisie. Indeed, it is to the 
right of that bourgeoisie in opposing 
any movement towards equality.

In Northern Ireland, who 
constituted the support base of the 
loyalist death squads and the UDA/
UVF, if not the Protestant working 
class, which for over 50 years allied 
with the unionist ruling class? And 
when that same unionist ruling 
class made tentative moves towards 
granting Catholics equality, brought 
it down with a general strike by the 
Ulster Workers Council in 1974. No 
doubt Lazare, if he had been living 
in Ireland at the time, would have 
joined the UDA/UVF in a strike 
whose supporters included the most 
reactionary sections of the unionist 
establishment.

Lazare says that it makes little 
sense to call on the US to impose 
sanctions against Israel, since it is 
the source of the problem. This is 
both mechanistic and simple. Israel 
is not simply an extension of US 
imperialism. It has agency of its own, 
and on certain issues, like relations 
with China, there is a clear difference. 
If Lazare’s argument holds water 
then it made little sense to call for US 
sanctions against South Africa either.

Surprisingly, US capitalism is not 
a monolith and even US corporations 
can be ‘persuaded’ to boycott a 
country if the pressure from their 
workers is sufficient. Lazare is clearly 
unaware of the three-year long strike 
at Dunnes Stores in Dublin by mainly 
female shop workers who refused to 
sell South African fruit. It was part and 
parcel of the move to the left of the 
shopworkers union IDATU. Just as he 
seems to be unaware of the refusal of 
Californian longshoremen to offload 
ships belonging to Israel’s Zim or the 
actions of Italian port workers.

BDS is not an appeal to 
imperialism’s better nature but to 
workers within the heart of the 
imperialist beast - a fact ignored 
by Lazare in the best traditions of 
left-sectarianism. It is proletarian 
internationalism.

Of course BDS will affect Israeli 
workers, but socialists ally themselves 
with the workers of the oppressed 
nation, even against workers in the 
oppressor group. It is not BDS which 
is a scab outfit but the disgraceful 
racist arguments of Lazare. No doubt 
the Jewish and working class boycott 
of Nazi Germany, which the Zionists 
also opposed, was a scab movement 
in the eyes of this left sectarian.

If Lazare knew anything about 
Israel he would know that it is the 
Israeli Jewish working class which 
is most hostile to the Palestinians. 
He says calls for Palestinian workers 
to withdraw from the Histadrut “is 
plainly to nip Arab-Jewish labour 
solidarity in the bud”. Lazare 

demonstrates nothing so much as his 
own ignorance. Histadrut was never 
a trade union. In the words of Golda 
Meir, it was a “great colonising 
agency”. Its former general 
secretary, Pinhas Lavon, went even 
further when he denied that Histadrut 
was a trade union. It was a “state in 
preparation”.

For its first 38 years, Histadrut 
refused admission to Arab workers 
and after that it kept them in a 
separate Arab section headed by a 
Jew. Histadrut it was which formed 
the Haganah terror group. Histadrut 
from its inception opposed joint 
Arab-Jewish working-class unity. 
There are joint Arab-Jewish workers 
organisations, such as Kav Laoved. 

As early as 1922 the 4th Congress 
of the Communist International 
condemned, referring to Histadrut 
and others, the pseudo-socialist 
tendencies of some categories of 
well-paid European workers in 
the colonies. Settler colonialism 
in Israel, Australia and Canada 
saw alliances of European workers 
against the indigenous population. 
Lazare is, however, eager to rush to 
the support of the former in the name 
of socialism. This is crude workerism 
and has nothing to do with socialist 
internationalism.

I agree entirely with Moshé 
Machover and Djamil Lakhdar-
Hamina in their criticisms of 
Lazare’s reactionary formulations. 
Lazare simply does not understand 
that national oppression is in itself a 
form of class oppression.  No doubt 
he would have enthused about the 
Rand Rebellion of 1922, the general 
strike of South African miners in 
Witwatersrand, whose demand was 
for the maintenance of the colour 
bar. They marched to the slogan of 
“white workers of the world unite”!

Histadrut had, as its main 
demand, Jewish labour - ie, that 
Jewish employers should not employ 
Arabs. Yet Lazare has the impudence 
to describe Histadrut as a normal 
trade union, despite being the second 
major employer in Israel - until its 
industries were forced to privatise.

It is irrelevant that Norman 
Chomsky and Norman Finkelstein 
oppose BDS (in fact Finkelstein 
has gone very quiet on the subject).  
Chomsky still sees himself as some 
kind of Zionist and Finkelstein is 
no anti-Zionist. Neither of them 
are socialists, but that doesn’t stop 
Lazare summoning them in his aid.

Moshé Machover is quite correct 
to say that members of the oppressor 
group have no right to dictate to the 
oppressed how they must conduct 
their struggle. Socialists should 
advise and counsel, but in the final 
analysis the duty of socialists is to 
express solidarity with the demands 
of the oppressed. Yes, BDS will 
no doubt hurt the Israeli working 
class, but Palestinians are hurting far 
more. It is Israeli workers who are 
driving the bulldozers that demolish 
Palestinian homes. It is Israeli 
workers in uniform who are shooting 
Palestinian workers and their 
children. It is the height of arrogance 
and chauvinism for socialists to think 
that they can dictate to the oppressed 
what they can and cannot do.

Finally these debates should 
be conducted in a fraternal and 
comradely manner. To call the politics 
of Moshé Machover “plainly shallow, 
ill-informed and anti-working class” 
is both insulting and arrogant. I’m 
not aware that Lazare could hold 
a candle to the achievements of 
Moshé. Having known Moshé for 
many decades, anti-working class 
is not my impression of him. Lazare 
should retract his petty insults and 
apologise.
Tony Greenstein
Brighton

https://weeklyworker.co.uk/
https://www.historyworkshop.org.uk/anti-apartheid-in-ireland-the-dunnes-stores-strike-1984-87/
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Fighting for anti-racist workplaces
Saturday February 5, 11am: Online trade union conference. The 
government uses divide-and-rule to fool working people that ‘others’ 
- migrants, refugees and Muslims - are to blame for problems in 
society, legitimising racism and opening the door to the far right. 
We need to take up these arguments in workplaces, building unity to 
oppose racism and austerity. Organised by Stand Up To Racism:
www.facebook.com/events/614529873228514.

Building the resistance
Saturday February 5, 10.30am: Online AGM of the Labour 
Representation Committee. Debate the NEC statement, resolutions 
and elect a new NEC. Speakers include Apsana Begum MP and 
Jeremy Corbyn MP. Registration £1. 
Organised by Labour Representation Committee:
labourrep.com/lrc-conference-btr.

Latin America’s second ‘pink tide’
Monday February 7, 6.30pm: Online rally: Find out about the 
latest inspiring election wins in Chile and Honduras, alternatives to 
neo-liberalism and how to build solidarity. Speakers from Honduras, 
Chile, Bolivia, Ecuador and also Jeremy Corbyn. 
Organised by Labour Friends of Progressive Latin America:
www.facebook.com/events/356845602517922.

Introduction to radical anthropology
Tuesday February 8, 6.30pm: Series of talks on social and 
biological anthropology. This talk is online only, via Zoom: 
‘The grammar of world mythology, part 2: Jack-and-the-Beanstalk’. 
Speaker: Chris Knight. 
Organised by Radical Anthropology Group: 
radicalanthropologygroup.org/evening-talks.

Slavery
Thursday February 10, 6pm: Online education talk via Zoom. 
Part of a weekly series on ‘Abolition’.  Speakers: Dan Lazare (US 
Marxist) and Andrea Gilbert (Labour Black Socialists).
Organised by Labour Left Alliance:
www.facebook.com/events/436141718210359.

State power, transitions, modes of production
Thursday February 10, 6pm: Online lecture. Examining Marx’s 
approach to transitions, whether it is possible to talk of a sequence 
of progressively ‘higher’ modes of production and implications for 
today. Speaker: Jonathan White. Registration free.
Organised by Marx Memorial Library:
www.marx-memorial-library.org.uk/event/333.

Cap energy bills
Saturday February 12, 1pm: Demonstration. Assemble 
Piccadilly Gardens, Manchester M1. Energy bills are set to increase 
dramatically. Demand action to tackle the cost of living crisis.
Organised by Manchester Trades Council:
www.facebook.com/events/350330473201366.

Boycott Puma day of action
Saturday February 12: Nationwide protests to demand Puma ends 
sponsorship of the Israel Football Association. The IFA operates in 
illegal Israeli settlements on land stolen from Palestinian people.
Brighton 12 noon: Clock Tower, North Street, Brighton BN1.
Bristol, 2pm: Sports Direct, 13-15 Broadmead, Bristol BS1.
Cardiff, 12 noon: Queens Street, Cardiff CF10.
Leicester, 10am: Sports Direct, Gallowtree Gate, Leicester LE1.
Liverpool, 12 noon: Bottom of Church Street, Liverpool L1.
Llantrisant (RCT), 12 noon: Talbot Green Retail Park, CF72.
London, 12 noon: Puma Store, Carnaby Street, London W1.
Plymouth, 11am: Sports Direct, New George Street Plymouth PL1. 
Organised by Palestine Solidarity Campaign:
www.palestinecampaign.org/events/boycottpuma-day-of-action-2.

Against Labour and union tops’ betrayal
Saturday February 26, 3pm: Public meeting, Room 538, Birkbeck,
University of London, Malet Street, London WC1.
For a revolutionary programme in the pandemic!
Organised by Spartacist League/Britain: 
spartacist.org/events/slb/london

Always Red with Len McCluskey
Wednesday March 2, 7pm: Online book event - Len Mcluskey 
introduces his autobiography. As general secretary of Unite the 
Union for more than a decade, he became a national political figure 
and a powerful influence in the Labour Party. Tickets £5 (free).
Organised by Housmans Bookshop:
housmans.com/event/always-red-with-len-mccluskey-online-event.

Nuclear warheads driving through your town
Thursday March 3, 6.30pm: Online webinar. Convoys carrying 
nuclear bombs often travel along Britain’s roads. No radiation 
warning symbols are carried and neither the public nor local 
authorities are warned. Help to track these convoys as part of the 
campaign to scrap Trident.
Organised by Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament: 
cnduk.org/events.

March against racism
Saturday March 19, 12 noon: National demonstration to mark UN 
anti-racism day. Assemble: Portland Place, London W1.
Organised by Stand Up To Racism:
www.facebook.com/events/2763359650635710.

CPGB wills
Remember the CPGB and keep the struggle going. Put our party’s 
name and address, together with the amount you wish to leave, in 
your will. If you need further help, do not hesitate to contact us.

Remembering and forgetting
James Harvey surveys the Bloody Sunday commemorations, 
speeches, articles and the left’s none too glorious record

On the 50th anniversary 
of the murder of 14 civil 
rights marchers by British 

paratroopers, it seems that everyone 
wants to remember Bloody Sunday. 
Special articles and programmes 
remind us not only of what happened 
on the day, but also the subsequent 
state cover-up and campaigns to find 
out the truth about the massacre. 
New books reveal eyewitness 
accounts of the killings and show 
the devastating impact that the 
events of Bloody Sunday had on 
the nationalist population of the Six 
Counties.1 Alongside this media 
attention, politicians and other 
members of the great and the good 
also got in on the act. For example, 
in Derry itself there were a series 
of events to commemorate the 
massacre. Some took the form of 
official ceremonies, celebrated with 
due solemnity: taoiseach Micheál 
Martin laid a wreath at the Bloody 
Sunday memorial and was joined by 
other worthies, such as Irish foreign 
minister Simon Coveney, Sinn 
Féin leader Mary Lou McDonald, 
Social Democratic and Labour Party 
leader Colum Eastwood, and deputy 
Alliance leader Stephen Farry, at a 
memorial service in the city. Here 
the talk was of “finding agreement 
and accommodation between 
communities and traditions” and 
acknowledging a “dignified, 
persistent and courageous campaign 
in the pursuit of justice, truth and 
accountability”.2

However, other distinctly 
unofficial and much less 
accommodating voices could also be 
heard in Derry last Sunday. Speaking 
at a large march organised by the 
Bloody Sunday March Committee, 
Bernadette McAliskey got to finish 
the speech that was halted by the 
bullets of the Parachute Regiment 
in 1972. She got to the heart of the 
matter by reminding her audience 
of how the people of Derry had 
campaigned over the years against 
state repression and murder, whilst 
‘official’ Ireland had simply looked 
the other way at what was happening 
in the Six Counties. 

Bloody Sunday was not just about 
the people who were killed … 
This was a day on which nobody 
went berserk. Nobody lost the run 
of themselves in the British army. 
This was the day when the change 
of British government policy … 
came to fruition on these streets. 
Internment was introduced to try 
and break the people. They have 
responded with more marches and 
strikes. It was that kind of mass 
action that the British government 
was afraid of. It is the same 
today … They are not afraid of 
the lone gunman … [or] the secret 
army …

What they are afraid of is this 
here. Masses of people who won’t 
quit.3

Bernadette’s hard-hitting invective 
was in sharp contrast to the sanitised 
platitudes offered up at the ‘official’ 
event. As with Tony Blair’s decision to 
establish the Saville inquiry in 1998, 
the findings of that inquiry and the 
apology offered by David Cameron 
in 2010, these agreed narratives 
consciously leave out key elements 
of the story and safely relegate 
Bloody Sunday to the tragedies 
and mistakes of the past. So widely 
accepted has this authorised version 
become that it has been successful 
in neutering and incorporating many 
of the challengers to the whitewash 
of the British state. The families of 
the Bloody Sunday victims played a 

key role in the choreography of the 
official release of the Saville Report 
and David Cameron’s apology: even 
Boris Johnson was able to pay tribute 
to the long-running campaign of the 
victims’ families in the commons on 
the eve of Bloody Sunday, parroting 
the necessary nonsense that “we 
must learn from the past, reconcile 
and build a shared and prosperous 
future”.4

Unfortunately, such lying and 
evasion is not confined to the Tories. 
It seems that, when it comes to 
Ireland, amidst all the remembering 
there is also a great deal of forgetting 
- amongst the British left as well. The 
left press covered the anniversary 
in considerable depth but didn’t 
always tell the full story. Pride of 
place goes to the Communist Party 
of Britain’s Morning Star, which 
ran several articles, editorials, and 
a special supplement in conjunction 
with the Connolly Association. In 
the 1960s and 1970s, the politics of 
this ‘official communist’ tendency 
were quite influential amongst the 
leadership of the Northern Ireland 
Civil Rights Association and what 
would become Official Sinn Féin 
and the Workers’ Party.5 Throughout 
the civil rights struggle in the late 
1960s these politics had acted to 
limit the scope of the struggle, with 
the result the NICRA leadership 
deliberately refused to link demands 
for democratic rights to the ending 
of partition, which had created the 
Six County statelet in the first place. 
As the crisis developed from 1968 
onwards, this became increasingly 
untenable. Bloody Sunday exposed 
both the reality of British rule and 
the ways in which the struggle had 
already gone far beyond the limited 
demands for civil rights within 
Northern Ireland.

The account given by the Morning 
Star harks back to that old line. It 
both ignores and bemoans the fact 
that, after the events of January 30 
1972, the struggle of the nationalist 
population of the Six Counties took 
a radically new turn.6 As well as 
civil rights there was the national 
question.

After a brief flirtation with an 
increased level of armed struggle 
in the months after Bloody Sunday, 
the Officials drew back and 
increasingly turned their political 
fire on the Provisional IRA and the 
mass mobilisation of sections of the 
nationalist population around Irish 
reunification.

In simply ‘commemorating’ 
Bloody Sunday, the Morning Star not 
only draws a veil over the political 
trajectory of its predecessors - who, 
by standing aside from the struggle 
against British rule in the Six 

Counties, essentially joined the pro-
imperialists. The ‘official’ CPGB 
denounced the Provisionals as ‘green 
fascists’, even cosying up to Loyalist 
‘progressives’. Given the political 
weight that the ‘official communists’ 
of the old CPGB still had in the 
1970s British labour movement, this 
mattered. What efforts there were, 
and they were few, consisted of the 
vain attempt to drag things back to 
the ‘good old days’ of the civil rights 
movement, routine trade unionism 
and pleas for peace.

The same type of criticisms 
can also be levelled at other 
sections of the British left, with 
a few, and somewhat isolated, 
noble exceptions. Militant 
Tendency, for example, stuck to 
the economistic chimera of class 
unity and the illusion that ‘bread 
and butter’ politics will transcend 
‘sectarianism’ and  unite Catholic 
and Protestant workers against their 
common enemy, the bosses. In the 
1970s Militant furiously denounced 
the Irish national liberation 
movement in terms not dissimilar to 
the ‘official’ CPGB. One of its now 
many fragments - Socialist Appeal - 
still, in effect, pursues this line.7

Not surprisingly, come the 
1998 Good Friday Agreement and 
the subsequent referendum, what 
passed for the ‘left’ in Britain 
lined up behind Tony Blair’s New 
Labour and William Hague’s 
Tories to give their full backing 
for what was, in fact, a US-backed 
institutionalisation of sectarianism 
in Northern Ireland. The Morning 
Star’s CPB, the Labour left, Militant, 
the Socialist Workers Party, etc, all 
urged a ‘yes’ vote, in the sad belief 
that this would result in ‘normal’ 
class politics in Northern Ireland.

Communitarian politics, peace 
walls, the rise of Ian Paisley’s 
Democratic Unionist Party, border 
politics over the EU, the hegemony 
of a thoroughly tamed Sinn Féin over 
the nationalist population was what 
actually happened. Class politics, 
yes, but not the class politics of the 
working class l

Notes
1. Most notably J Campbell On Bloody 
Sunday: a new history of the day and its 
aftermath by the people who were there 
London 2022.
2. www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-northern-
ireland-60130409.
3. www.ecosocialist.scot.
4. www.bbc.co.uk/news/10322295; 
www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-northern-
ireland-60130409.amp.
5. B Hanley and S Millar The lost revolution: 
the story of the Official IRA and the Workers’ 
Party London 2010.
6. morningstaronline.co.uk/article/british-
state-accused-covering-role-bloody-sunday-
killings.
7. www.socialist.net/news-and-analysis.

Grunts on the ground did the deed, but it was those on high 
who gave the orders
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Plucky little Kiev
Self-determination is not an absolute principle. We in the western left must train our main fire on our own 
warmongers, argues Paul Demarty

In the week since I last wrote on 
the mounting tensions in eastern 
Ukraine, the situation has got, if 

anything, more tangled than ever.
The bellicose rhetoric of the 

American and British governments 
has gotten all the more intense. 
It is difficult to tell if this is an 
acknowledgement that the bark of US 
policy in this theatre is worse than its 
bite, and therefore to make the most 
of the bark; or a real drive to provoke 
a major conventional war over the 
Donetsk and Luhansk so-called 
‘people’s republics’ in the Donbas. 
What seems clear is that the US lacks 
the will or perhaps the political capital 
to conduct a major intervention of its 
own, so it prefers to organise a new 
drive to sanctions, with congress due 
to ram through relevant legislation 
soon, meanwhile sending vast troves 
of arms to the Ukrainians, where no 
doubt they will end up in the hands 
of the notorious fascist irregular 
brigades who have done the fighting 
in the Donbas.

This has further frayed resolve 
among European allies - after all, 
the main victim of sanctions on 
Russian oil and gas would be the 
Russians’ principal customers, who 
are the central and northern European 
countries and above all Germany. 
What is really notable are attempts 
from the Ukrainian state itself to calm 
things down. Volodymyr Zelensky, 
Ukraine’s president, criticised the 
“alarmism” of his backers and the 
damage such “panic” did to his 
country’s already ailing economy (the 
hryvnia has depreciated significantly 
as all this has dragged on). The 
defence ministry is getting more 
dovish by the day; deputy minister 
Hanna Maliar dismissed in sharp 
terms US media reports (most likely 
leaked by CIA types) of Russian 
medical supplies being moved to the 
border: “Such ‘news’ is an element 
of information and psychological 
warfare … to spread panic and fear in 
our society.”

The exasperated reactions to this 
kind of thing in outlets like CNN 
and the Washington Post - nowadays 
essentially inert mouthpieces of the 
US security state - suggest that a key 
part of the US ‘negotiating strategy’ is 
the threat of Ukrainian escalation in 
the east, and the potential for an even 
worse quagmire to develop there. As 
a result, Zelensky’s unwillingness 
to yap at Putin like Scrappy-Doo is 
rather ruining the show.

With sympathy
It is difficult, on the whole, not to feel 
sorry for Zelensky, elected with an 
overwhelming majority on what was 
essentially a peace ticket in 2019, but 
since then knocked from pillar to post 
by rival factions in Ukrainian politics, 
and manipulated with ever greater 
shamelessness by the western powers. 
Meanwhile, Putin is happy to use 
ruthless methods to prevent Ukraine 
from tacking further west on the 
geopolitical stage. It’s a tough bind 
for a man who, not long ago, merely 
played an affable over-promoted 
president on television.

Likewise, sympathy for Ukrainian 
self-determination comes naturally to 
some on the left - more naturally to 
some than others. We expected little 
else from the Alliance for Workers 
Liberty, of course, since its voice is 
merely the smallest and most pathetic 
in the pro-US choir. A Russian invasion 
of Ukraine “looks increasingly 
likely”, worries an editorial in the 

AWL’s Solidarity1. This is down to 
Vladimir Putin’s “expansionist and 
imperialist foreign policy, aimed at 
bringing neighbouring ex-USSR 
independent states back into Russia’s 
sphere of influence.”

Ukraine falls into Putin’s crosshairs 
because it “was home to Russia’s 
only warm-water port (Sevastopol, 
leased to Russia after the collapse 
of the Soviet Union)”; because of 
its strategic position for getting gas 
pipelines through to Europe; and 
because that rascal Putin believed 
Ukraine “had no reason to exist as 
an independent state”. The Morning 
Star and Stop the War Coalition are 
predictably castigated for making 
this all about Nato expansionism or 
western imperialism.

Ukraine first raised the issue 
of Nato membership in 2008. 
Fourteen years later it is still not 
a member (although it has the 
status of “Enhanced Opportunities 
Partner”). Far from “inventing” the 
risk of a Russian invasion to pull 
in Ukraine, Nato has deliberately 
kept Ukraine at arm’s length.

All told, this is a quite fantastical 
narrative, and the rebuttal just quoted 
is almost laughable. First of all, what 
happened in 2008 was that George 
W Bush invited Ukraine and Georgia 
to apply for Nato membership; the 
enthusiasm was on the American side, 
not the Ukrainian. The reason it hasn’t 
happened is not that the west does not 
want such expansion, but because 
Mikheil Saakashvili’s insane war on 
South Ossetia and Abkhazia that year 
gave Putin the perfect opportunity to, 
let us say, demonstrate his feelings 
on the topic, and the Maidan coup 
of 2014 gave him another. The idea 
that this is about Russia expanding 
its sphere of influence is, likewise, 
bizarre, when the story of the post-
Soviet era has been the attempt by 
the US to get Russia safely encircled 
by Nato members, prising states 
out of Russia’s influence, and the 
increasingly desperate and ruthless 
measures taken by the Russians to 
obstruct this process.

It matters not to the dead of the 
Donbas dirty war whether Russia’s 
interests are strategically defensive or 
offensive. But it matters very much 
if we want to get ourselves on top 
of the relentless jingo propaganda 
of our own government and its 
senior partner in Washington. The 
AWL, which our old friend Moshé 
Machover once nicknamed the 
Abominable Warmongering Left, 
only understands enough to add its 
voice to such jingoism.

We find, of course, at the end 
of this parade of Atlantic Council 
talking points, the assurance that 
the AWL does, in fact, oppose Nato 

and its expansion - the expansion, 
you remember, that definitely isn’t 
happening and is a lie made up by 
Vladimir Putin. There is little to say 
about this caveat except to remark 
that it is still there, two or three 
decades since this organisation started 
tirelessly repeating state-department 
propaganda: all the way along, every 
article on such subjects has carried 
a short paragraph to the effect that 
the reader should not confuse such 
fanatical loyalty with support for 
the US and its proxies! How much 
longer can this treacherous crew keep 
up the pretence? How many more 
trees must be cut down to print these 
nonsensical and utterly inoperative 
get-out clauses?

Fear of monsters
Alas, the time when such shame-
faced Atlanticism went no further 
on the ostensible far left than the 
AWL is long passed, and the poison 
has spread at least as far as Anti-
Capitalist Resistance, the latest 
iteration of British Mandelism, this 
time in cahoots with the Mutiny 
group founded by Neil Faulkner 
(formerly of Counterfire and then 
the Socialist Workers Party). They 
happily republish a statement from the 
Ukraine Solidarity Campaign, under 
which name ACR, the AWL and some 
left-libertarian forces essentially 
republish articles and statements of 
anti-Russian left-nationalist outfits of 
dubious social weight. It has existed 
in one form or another since the 2014 
coup.

The statement insists that “the 
international trade union movement 
and socialists globally must 
vigorously denounce and oppose 
Russia’s threats against Ukraine.” It 
does at least prominently address the 
question of Nato:

Increased Nato deployments in 
other parts of eastern Europe 
are motivated by western rivalry 
with Russia, to protect business 
interests and influence, not the 
needs of Ukrainians. We stand for 
neither Washington nor Moscow, 
as both are untrustworthy.2

On the whole, though, it is more 
a matter of ‘not Washington, but 
definitely not Moscow’. From the 
evocation of centuries of tsarist and 
Stalinist oppression, to the insistence 
that one should not “overestimate” 
the danger of fascist elements, whose 
existence in any case is down to 
the “exacerbation” of the national 
question by Russian imperialism, the 
statement is down the line of a strictly 
Ukrainian nationalist character.

ACR’s enthusiasm for this kind of 
stuff, as we said, is a little newer than 
that of the AWL. Mandelism globally 
was knocked badly off course when 

several of the mass revolts in the 
Arab world in 2011 went pear-
shaped, and in two cases (Libya and 
Syria) devolved into civil wars with 
varying levels of US intervention. 
A few among their ranks were to be 
found backing the ‘no-fly zones’ in 
Libya that essentially became cover 
for blanket aerial support for the 
Islamist militias fighting Muammar 
al-Gaddafi. By the time the Syrian 
civil war reached its grisly nadir, 
various sections of the Mandelite 
Fourth International had reconciled 
themselves to US interventions on 
the side of (Islamist) ‘revolutionaries’ 
against Bashar al-Assad’s regime, 
at one stage, and US intervention 
against Islamic State in defence of 
the Kurdish People’s Protection Units 
(YPG) at another.

At the same time, however, the 
western left became bewitched by 
liberal identity politics, and none 
more so than the Mandelites, who 
had long before started to describe 
themselves as “Marxist-feminist-
ecosocialist” and readily absorbed 
contemporaneous views of anti-
racism and sexual liberation politics 
alongside those primary categories. By 
the middle-2010s, ‘intersectionality’ 
was all the rage among such circles; 
but its radical subjectivism made it 
trivially manipulable by the powers-
that-be. It was enough for some 
individual from an oppressed group 
to claim something for it to be taken 
as gospel truth. In the Obama years, it 
was trivial to present measures against 
IS as binding on those concerned for 
womens’ rights in Syria and Iraq, for 
example; and in the Trump years, the 
sharp turn to social reaction of Putin’s 
second period as president was 
presented in increasingly hysterical 
form as the driving force of reaction in 
the whole world, especially Trump’s 
America.

Among those most concerned 
about this turn, in the British left 
context, were Socialist Resistance - 
the previous Mandelite outfit - and 
Mutiny, who have essentially adopted 
a perspective that the whole world is 
creeping towards fascism, and fused 
into ACR on that basis. It is in this 
context that their worry over ‘Russian 
imperialism’, and their insouciance 
about US imperialism now that the 
bad orange man is out of office, is 
intelligible. “We take the culture war 
seriously as a site of conflict between 
socialists and reactionaries,” says 
ACR’s ‘About us’ page3 - that is, we 
side with the liberals. It is a very short 
hop from there to liberal imperialism, 
and then to wilful blindness about the 
kind of nationalism at work in places 
like Ukraine. ACR sees fascism 
everywhere, it seems, except in the 
paramilitary squads bushwhacking 
in the countryside of Luhansk and 
Donetsk.

Rights and principles
There remains the one matter of 
substance: that is, of Ukraine’s right 
to self-determination, the formal 
occasion of all these errors, as raped 
Belgian nuns were in 1914, and so on. 
Indeed, even Stop the War - despite 
its general inclination towards the 
Russian side in this case - demands 
respect for Ukraine’s “territorial 
integrity”.

It is the question of territory that 
of course raises difficulties here. It 
is straightforwardly the case that 
there exists a Ukrainian nationality, 
with a common language, historic 
culture and so on. To argue that this 

nationality legitimately governs 
the whole particular territory called 
‘Ukraine’ in 2013 is not so plausible. 
In deep history, there is nothing like 
a necessary link between the two, 
though in this Ukrainian nationalism 
is merely typical of all nationalism. 
Its position on the Eurasian steppe 
ensured a long history of shifting 
borders; its modern form is merely 
the outworking of contingent 
bureaucratic initiatives on the part of 
tsarist and then Soviet bureaucrats.

Marxists do not support national 
self-determination as an absolute 
principle. It is a strategic approach on 
the road to the defeat of nationalism; 
and it is useful only conditionally in 
the interests of the working class as a 
whole. We have no use for imperialist 
crocodile tears over ‘plucky little 
Belgium’ and what have you, and 
so we ought to have no hesitation in 
identifying the greater threat to human 
liberation in the remorseless war 
drive of the US rather than the limbo 
in which the Ukrainian nationality 
presently finds itself.

There is plainly the right to 
self-determination, at least within 
the territory overwhelmingly 
dominated by Ukrainian-speaking 
Ukrainians; but that is not the 
territory at issue. Crimea has a huge 
Russian demographic majority, and 
in any case belongs historically to 
the Crimean Tatars rather than the 
Ukrainians, who acquired it in a 
reshuffle under Khrushchev. It is 
vanishingly unlikely to return to 
the sovereignty of Kiev. As for the 
‘people’s republics’ in the Donbas, 
the picture is more complicated; 
though majority-Ukrainian in ethnic 
background, Russian is the primary 
spoken language, and these areas 
were the bedrock of the tendentially-
pro-Russian political parties. Neither 
the USC statement nor the AWL’s 
diatribe address what it really means to 
insist that these areas are intrinsically 
Ukrainian, never mind the darker 
question of what it would take to 
‘Ukrainise’ them. Their autonomy is 
almost unavoidable; the question is 
merely whether it will come in the 
form of Russian annexation, which is 
certainly possible, or federalisation of 
Ukraine. The choice should be for the 
people in these territories; any peaceful 
way out of this mess surely ought 
to involve the self-determination of 
the Russian-speaking territories of 
eastern Ukraine.

We said ‘almost unavoidable’, 
of course, because there is always 
the possibility that Putin really will 
back down and abandon the Donbas 
Russians to the tender mercies of 
the Azov brigade. In the absence of 
any serious approach to the question 
of the rights of non-Ukrainian 
nationalities within Ukraine, the 
leftist allies of Ukrainian nationalism 
betray dangerous insouciance as to 
the reality of the situation in the east.

The danger, however, springs 
not from Ukraine, but rather in the 
corridors of power in Washington 
and secondarily London, who have 
done their best to raise tensions out of 
increasingly nihilistic global power-
plays - and so, for us, the main enemy 
is at home l

paul.demarty@weeklyworker.co.uk

UKRAINE

Expanding Nato is aggression too

Notes
1. workersliberty.org/story/2022-01-26/
russia-hands-ukraine.
2. anticapitalistresistance.org/stand-in-
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3. anticapitalistresistance.org/about-us.
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Dangling in mid-air
Biden’s whole social programme has fallen victim to the undemocratic Senate. Daniel Lazare warns that 
there is a distinct danger of a minority regime 

During the 2020 presidential 
campaign, Joe Biden billed 
himself as the competence 

candidate. It’s not clear how he 
got away with it, since he admitted 
at the same time to being a “gaffe 
machine” who never allowed the 
facts to get in the way of a good story. 
He thus bragged about coming under 
fire during a visit to war-torn Iraq 
when he was merely “near where a 
shot landed”, as he later confessed; 
about meeting survivors of a 2018 
Florida school shooting while vice 
president when in fact the incident 
occurred well after he left office; and 
about getting arrested on his way to 
visit Nelson Mandela in apartheid 
South Africa, when he was merely 
detained.1

He also referred to Barack Obama 
on the 2008 campaign trail as “the 
first mainstream African-American 
who is articulate and bright and clean 
and a nice-looking guy”, a mega-
gaffe in America’s highly-charged 
racial atmosphere and proof yet 
again that Biden is a non-stop talking 
machine whose mouth switches into 
high gear before his brain is fully 
engaged.

But after Donald Trump suggested 
that injecting disinfectant might be 
effective in combatting Covid-19, 
Americans were ready to believe 
anything, and so the moniker stuck. In 
fact, liberal dreams seemed to come 
true just a few months later when 
Biden succeeded in pushing through 
a $1.9 trillion pandemic stimulus 
package shortly after taking office. A 
prominent Democrat, Barney Frank, 
announced that the end of “anti-
government” had arrived, while New 
York Times columnist David Brooks 
declared that “the whole paradigm of 
the role of government in American 
life is shifting”.2

Happy days were here again - 
until, that is, reality asserted itself. In 
truth, Congress didn’t mind passing a 
stimulus because the Federal Reserve 
had already paved the way by 
opening wide the credit spigots at the 
start of the pandemic. It didn’t mind 
passing a $1.2 trillion infrastructure 
investment programme because it 
was chock full of the sort of pork-
barrel giveaways that congressmen 
of all stripes can’t resist.

But it drew the line at a $2.2 trillion 
social-investment package featuring 
such items as free child care, free 
kindergarten, subsidized family 
and medical leave, and free tuition 
at two-year community colleges. 
For centrists and conservatives, 
benefitting the working class in 
that way was too socialist to bear. 
The bill’s modest gestures in favour 
of climate mitigation, meanwhile, 
stirred the ire of conservative 
Democratic senator Joe Manchin, 
a millionaire coal-business owner 
from West Virginia. Its proposal 
to pay for such programmes by 
boosting the corporate tax rate from 
21% to 25% aroused the enmity of 
Arizona senator Kyrsten Sinema, 
a centrist Democrat dependent on 
corporate campaign contributions in 
a pro-Trump state.

With both Sinema and Manchin 
defecting to the other side, the bill 
gave up the ghost in early January, 
when senate Democrats finally 
admitted that they were two votes 
shy of a majority. Democratic 
progressives who had supported the 
infrastructure programme only on the 
condition that Biden pushed ahead 
with the social-benefits package were 

left looking like fools. So was Biden, 
since the defeat left him without the 
climate plan he had endlessly touted 
on the campaign train and without 
any of the Franklin D Roosevelt-
style welfare improvements that he 
had also promised.

More importantly, with Manchin 
and Sinema in open revolt, it meant 
that the man who had once celebrated 
the senate’s slow-moving ways as an 
essential part of checks and balances 
now found himself falling victim 
to the same forces. After hailing 
the advent of activist government, 
pundits now had to say hello to the 
return of institutionalized paralysis 
and incompetence.

But why now? Is America’s return 
to incompetence all Biden’s fault? Or 
are deeper forces at work?

The answer is the latter. 
Competence is contextual. Biden, 
for instance, has not always been a 
bumbler. To the contrary, he worked 
hard as chairman of the senate foreign 
relations committee after 9/11 to 
win approval for the back-to-back 
invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq, 
and succeeded handsomely at both 
- even if the invasions themselves 
turned out to be among the most 
disastrous decisions in the history 
of US imperialism. Despite doing 
poorly in the primaries, he showed 
no small skill on the campaign trail 
in 2008 by winning the approval 
of Barack Obama and catapulting 
himself into the vice presidency, 
an office previously beyond his 
reach. The same goes for the 2020 
presidential campaign in which he 
pursued Trump relentlessly and 
ended up winning by an impressive 
7 million popular votes.

Indeed, Biden has arguably shown 
no small amount of competence in 
the latest instance by successfully 
passing off the US senate as a model 
of democratic deliberation until 
the last possible moment. This is 
something the constitutional system 
demands of its servants, and it’s an 
assignment that good-soldier Biden 
therefore endeavoured to carry out in 
full. The problem is that the system 

was diverging so sharply from reality 
at this point that he was left dangling 
in mid-air.

The senate is not a model of 
anything, at least not anything good. 
Rather, it is a pseudo-democratic 
monstrosity that makes a mockery of 
the principle of one-person-one-vote 
by giving multi-racial California the 
same clout as lily-white Wyoming, 
even though its population is nearly 
70 times greater. The principle of 
equal state representation means that 
the 54% majority of the country that 
lives in the 10 most populous states 
are outvoted four-to-one by the 
minority in the other 40. Considering 
that 81% of blacks, Hispanics, 
Asians, and other minorities also 
live in the highly-urbanized top 10, 
it means that they are outvoted even 
more egregiously.

The filibuster, which has brought 
the senate to a standstill, is the icing 
on the cake. The hoary old document 
known as the US constitution 
abounds in supermajorities. It 
requires a two-thirds majority in 
both the house and senate to override 
a presidential veto or approve a 
constitutional amendment. It requires 
a two-thirds senate majority for 
treaty ratification or conviction in the 
case of impeachment. Senators no 
doubt thought they were following 
constitutional logic when, in the 
early 19th century, they decided 
that a filibuster rule requiring a 
supermajority to cut off debate so 
that legislation could proceed would 
be a good idea too.

The more supermajorities, in other 
words, the better, or so they assumed. 
The procedure fell into abeyance until 
the civil-rights era of the 1950s and 
60s, when America’s rich history of 
racism again erupted into something 
approaching civil war. This was the 
golden age of the “talking filibuster” 
that Jimmy Stewart made famous 
in the 1939 movie, Mr Smith goes 
to Washington. Tired of individual 
members interrupting senate 
proceedings, reformers then came up 
with the bright idea of requiring them 
to provide written notice of intent to 

filibuster rather than monopolizing 
debate for days on end. The idea was 
to improve senate efficiency. But the 
reform backfired by making it easier 
to filibuster and thereby enabling 
individual members to gum up the 
works all the more thoroughly.

Democracy has been turned on 
its head as a consequence. Thanks to 
growing population discrepancies, a 
simple majority can be gleaned from 
51 senators from states representing 
as little as 17.5% of the population. 
That’s less than one person in six. 
But the 60-vote supermajority needed 
to override a filibuster means that 
41 senators representing as little as 
11.2% now have untrammelled veto 
power. One person in nine can thus 
stop the rest of society in its tracks. 
With hundreds of filibusters filed per 
year, the proportion of bills obtaining 
senate approval has fallen from more 
than 25% in the 1950s to 2.8% as of 
2010, roughly a 90% drop.3 

The senate is no longer a legislative 
body in any meaningful sense, but 
a Bermuda Triangle in which the 
people’s initiatives disappear for good. 
Corporate interests love it because it 
allows them to run roughshod over 
the body politic. But workers and 
the poor are paying the price as a 
deepening minority dictatorship sends 
government galloping to the right. 
Since the senate must also approve 
supreme court nominees, the effect is 
to infect the judiciary with the same 
anti-democratic racism. Since the 
electoral college is also weighted in 
favour of white rural states, it infects 
the executive branch too.

Americans are beginning to sense 
that something is seriously amiss, 
which is why Biden’s approval rating 
has plunged to as low as 33%, why 
Congress’s ratings are less than 
half of what they were three or four 
decades ago, and why op-ed pages are 
now bulging with articles bemoaning 
the loss of democratic government.4 
But no one has a clue as to what 
to do, because it is impossible to 
oppose a minority dictatorship within 
constitutional bounds when it is the 
constitution that instituted it in the 

first place.
Remarkably, attempts to loosen 

the bonds have caused them to tighten 
all the more. Efforts to prevent racial 
discrimination at the voting booth, 
for example, have led to a powerful 
Republican counteroffensive aimed 
at all but eliminating the popular 
vote as of 2024. By appointing party 
activists to serve as supposedly 
neutral observers in voting places, 
Republicans have introduced a spate 
of state-level legislation aimed at 
making it easier to disrupt election 
proceedings and easier to challenge 
the results in court. If neither 
candidate wins an electoral college 
majority because too many state 
results are tied up in litigation, the 
effect by early January 2025 could 
be to throw the contest into the house 
of representatives, where states must 
vote as individual units according to 
the 12th amendment, passed in 1803. 
If so, Republicans will enjoy a built-
in advantage because they control a 
majority of state delegations in the 
house, even if they don’t control a 
majority of seats.

Hence, there will be no need for 
a repeat of last year’s Capitol Hill 
insurrection, since Republicans will 
be able to hijack the proceedings all 
the more effectively while supporters 
watch comfortably at home on TV. 
The goal, quite simply, is to see to 
it that a Democrat never enters the 
White House again, and it is almost 
within reach. If so, democracy will 
vanish as the minority party tightens 
its dictatorship.

But that’s not the end of the story. 
Americans will not stand quietly by 
if Republican plans go through. To 
the contrary, they will again erupt in 
something approaching civil war. But 
unless the working class takes charge, 
the result will not be democracy, but 
a further descent into anarchy and 
authoritarianism.

To be effective, the working 
class must pursue a strategy that 
is simultaneously offensive and 
defensive. It must defend political 
democracy, in other words, while 
recognizing that the only way to do 
so is by pushing through to socialism. 
Instead of returning to pseudo-
democracy, they must advance to the 
new democracy of the proletariat. 
However far-fetched this may seem 
in present-day America, it’s the only 
way out of the bind l
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Biden’s domestic agenda has got nowhere ... hence the need for foreign adventures
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PORTUGAL

Austerity socialists win
The victorious Socialist Party is putting all its hopes in the EU’s Recovery and Resilience Plan, says 
Michael Roberts, and has no intention of ending the country’s dependence on French and German capital. 
Not surprisingly the left coalition partners were hammered

Portugal’s ruling Socialist 
Party under prime minister 
António Costa achieved a 

surprising victory in the January 30 
parliamentary elections. The 
Socialists gained an outright 
majority in the new parliament 
over all other parties and will be 
able to rule without a coalition. 
The previous so-called gerigonca 
(contraption) coalition broke down 
last October when the leftist parties 
(Communist Party and Left Bloc) 
left the coalition over what they 
saw as an austerity budget being 
proposed by the Socialists.

Costa called a snap election, 
expecting to have to form a new 
coalition. However, the Socialists 
took 41.7% of those who voted, 
up 5.4% from the 2019 election, 
while the leftist parties lost 6.9%. 
So the total left vote-share actually 
dropped from 52.3% to 50.6%. The 
main right-wing party, the Social 
Democratic Party (PSD), did better 
too, rising from a 27.8% share to 
29.3%. But the small ‘centre-right’ 
parties lost ground, so the Socialist 
victory was secured.

In effect, there was a 
consolidation towards the main 
traditional left and right parties. 
Except for one thing: there was a 
sharp rise in the far-right Chega 
(Enough!) Party, which took 7.2% of 
the vote, to become the third largest 
party in parliament. That’s a sign 
of things to come if the Socialists 
cannot deliver on improving living 
conditions and prospects for the 
Portuguese people, the poorest in 
western Europe.

Voter turnout has been steadily 
falling since the first democratic 
election in 1975, after the revolution 
which overthrew the military 
dictatorship under Salazar. Then 
the turnout was 91.7%. In the 2019 
election it had fallen to just 48.6%. 
Last Sunday’s turnout jumped to 
58.0%, the best since 2009. Even 
so, the ‘no vote’ share of 42% 
easily outstripped those who voted 
Socialist (one in five) by some way. 
Disillusionment in parliamentary 
democracy remains.1

The coalition government had 
supposedly done better than most 

in response to the pandemic, with 
one of the highest vaccination rates; 
but the death rate was still high and 
only kept within bounds because 
the Portuguese people showed great 
solidarity in following restrictions 
to protect health.

The pandemic was a disaster 
for an already weak Portuguese 
economy. Portugal has been called 
‘sardine capitalism’, after its famous 
connection to the production of 
that fish. But this is misleading: 
agriculture and fisheries contribute 
less than 2% of annual GDP and 
only thousands in employment. 
Much more important, in an 
economy where manufacturing 
output and investment is relatively 
low, is tourism. Like Greece, 
tourism contributes a massive 
20% to annual GDP, and that has 
been decimated by the pandemic 
slump. Portugal’s economy is still 
well below the pre-pandemic trend 
level.2

The Costa [coalition] 
government came to power [in 
2015] pledged to reverse the post-
2008 slump austerity policies 
imposed by the eurozone. Like other 
governments in southern Europe 
in the last decade, it made little 
progress on growth, productivity 
and investment, even if it avoided 
even worse austerity measures. 
Productivity has been flat for the 
last eight years.3

Portugal’s economy has been 
falling behind the rest of the EU 
since 2000, when its real annual 
GDP per capita was €16,230 
($18,300) compared with an EU 
average of €22,460 ($25,330). By 
2020, Portugal had edged higher 
to €17,070 ($19,250) while the 
bloc’s average surged to €26,380 
($29,750).4

Level up?
The European Union supposedly 
aimed to ‘level up’ the weaker 
capitalist economies with the richer 
core. The opening of trade and 
investment after Portugal became 
a member in 1986 appeared to 
work, as it did for other weaker 
EU countries. But the introduction 
of the euro changed all that. 

Whereas before the weaker EU 
countries could let their currencies 
depreciate against the deutschmark 
to try and remain competitive, 
that was no longer an option in 
the eurozone. Without higher 
investment and productivity, the 
weaker capitalist members could 
not compete. Convergence turned 
into divergence.5 Portugal, like 
other weaker members, was reliant 
on FDI [foreign direct investment] 
from Germany and France. External 
debt rose sharply and the euro debt 
crisis in 2012, in the wake of the 
global financial crash, pushed the 
country into penury and austerity.

Meanwhile low wages and high 
unemployment spurred emigration 
- a feature really since the 1960s. 
Over the past 10 years - a period that 
includes governments run by both 
the Socialists and the ‘centre-right’ 
Social Democrats - some 20,000 
Portuguese nurses have gone to 
work abroad, in an unprecedented 
drain of medical talent. The youth 
unemployment rate is still 25%.6

Average pay is just €1,300 
($1,466) a month. Among all 
OECD countries, Portugal has the 
sixth lowest average salary but 
the highest rise in housing prices. 
Portugal saw the lowest public 
investment across the European 
Union in 2020 and 2021. That was 
part of the reason the leftist parties 
pulled out of the coalition.

The Socialist government 
now takes full responsibility for 
improving conditions for the 99% 
in Portugal. It is putting all its 
hopes in the EU’s Recovery and 
Resilience Plan, which pools funds 
from the richer members to help 
out the weaker economies - the 
first time such a fiscal package 
has been employed across the EU. 
The government reckons that the 
European pandemic recovery plan 
will have an economic impact of 
€22 billion ($25 billion) through 
2025, and as a result Portugal’s 
GDP in 2025 will be 3% higher 
than it would be without that plan.7

That’s the hope. But the money 
still comes with strings: namely, 
that the government is supposed to 
maintain a tight fiscal policy and 

keep budget deficits down and, 
above all, start to reduce its huge 
public debt ratio.8

Even though the Socialist 
government will be getting 
funds from the EU to spend on 
infrastructure and services, it is 
likely to do little to get a very 
weak capitalist sector to invest 
and expand employment and 

raise wages. That’s because the 
profitability of capital in Portugal 
is miserable. It has been flat and 
low for 40 years. The EU has done 
nothing for Portuguese capital up to 
now.9

Portugal is a tiny country with 
just a 10 million population and a 
$200bn economy. Under capitalism, 
it is subject to the ‘kindness’ 
or otherwise of ‘strangers’ (ie, 
German and French capital). And 
the new Socialist government has 
no intention of changing that l

Michael Roberts blogs at 
thenextrecession.wordpress.com

Behind the leftwing symbols there is capitalist realism

Online Communist Forum

Sunday February 6 5pm 
A week in politics

Political report and discussion from 
CPGB’s Provisional Central Committee

Sunday February 13 5pm 
BDS: for and against

Speakers:
Mike Macnair and Daniel Lazare

Register in advance each week at: 
communistparty.co.uk/ocf-register

Organised by CPGB: communistparty.co.uk and 
Labour Party Marxists: www.labourpartymarxists.org.uk

For further information, email Stan Keable at 
Secretary@labourpartymarxists.org.uk
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TURKEY

Fuelling the cauldron
Esen Uslu reports on the short-termist cuts in interest rates and the resulting inflation and political turmoil

The reckless economic policies 
of Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s 
presidential government have 

brought havoc to the working 
people of Turkey. Erdoğan’s now 
infamous phrase, “the interest rate 
is the cause, the inflation rate is the 
result” has defined his economic 
policy.

With the Turkish lira sliding 
against the principal foreign 
currencies, and inflation rising, 
the central bank was forced to cut 
interest rates. The outcome was an 
uncontrollable downward spiral. 
Erdoğan’s economic policy could 
only be implemented by economic 
charlatans, and several finance 
ministers and directors of the 
central bank have been brought in 
and discarded, only to be replaced 
with new ones in short order. 
Changing the top personnel as if 
they were temps has not stopped 
the rot.

The current central bank director 
has reduced the interest rate from 
19% to 14% in the four months 
starting from September 2021. The 
price of the US dollar skyrocketed 
from 9 to 18 liras, and 70% of 
total bank deposits in Turkey were 
converted into foreign currency 
deposits as panicking people tried 
to protect their savings.

Skimming
A face-saving way was found - 
a method of pretending to keep 
interest rates low, as promised 
by Erdoğan, while attempting 
to stop the slide of the lira and 
dollarisation of the economy. In late 
December the government invented 
a new savings instrument: “Foreign 
exchange rate protected Turkish lira 
termed deposit account” - which is a 
mouthful of words to veil raising the 
interest rate on Turkish lira deposits.

To keep this policy working, and 
to keep the dollar below 14 liras, the 
state had to sell foreign currency 
from its reserves. However, that 
was done through back doors: while 
pretending that the central bank 
had not sold foreign currency, the 
state banks continued to sell in a 
backhanded way. To veil the whole 
operation, the customary reporting 
of central bank reserves and other 
financial data was suppressed. As 
Reuters reported six weeks ago:

The Turkish central bank’s 
reserves remain depleted after a 
series of interventions in 2019-
2020 in which some $128 billion 
was sold via state banks.1

The policy seems to be holding at 
present, as the price of the dollar 
is only creeping upwards slowly 
during January. Erdoğan is boastful, 
declaring that they “stopped the 
boiling and skimmed the foam off 
the situation”. The central bank’s 
diminishing reserves were band-
aided with swap agreements with 
the Gulf states, but these barely hide 
the reality: an additional $20 billion 
dollars was sold in December alone. 

The financial ambush, or bull-
trap, was set on December 20. The 
price of the dollar was allowed to 
rise until the insider traders started 
selling high. When the dollar price 
had fallen, they bought back, 
making enormous profits in a couple 
of days, while thousands of small 
savers - who had tried to protect 
their money by buying foreign 
currency - lost out. This policy 
would be ruinous if maintained in 
the long-term, so it may be a part of 
Erdoğan’s preparations for a snap 
election later this year.

Rampant
According to TurkStat - the Turkish 
Statistical Institute - the consumer 
price index (CPI) has risen rapidly. 
TurkStat is so corrupt that only the 
government quotes its indices, and 
nobody believes any of them. Its 
loyal director was sacked recently 
after he and the institution lost the 
last bit of credibility. However, even 
according to their doctored figures, 
the CPI rose by 36% in December.

That figure hides the real inflation 
facing ordinary working people 

in their day-to-day life. Transport 
prices soared to 79%, the food and 
drinks basket jumped 44% and rent 
increases are also exorbitant.

Faced with this, the government 
was forced to raise the compulsory 
monthly minimum wage 50% to the 
equivalent of $275. A 30% hike was 
applied to civil servant’s salaries 
and a pensions rise to the equivalent 
of $190. However, these rises 
have already been eaten away by 
inflation. The January figure, to be 
announced in February, is expected 
to reach new heights. According to 
Reuters (January 28): 

The median estimate of 17 
economists in the Reuters poll 
for annual inflation in January 
stood at 46.68%, the highest 
since April 2002, with forecasts 
ranging between 40% and 
52.19%.2

Erdoğan conceded, in a recent 
speech, that “Turkey will carry the 
burden of inflation for some time”, 
and added that Turkish exports are 
becoming more competitive and 
expected to increase. However, the 
manufacturing industry is facing 
challenges, as energy prices soar 
and gas supplies from Iran stopped 
in the middle of a harsh winter, 
leading to power cuts to industry 
and factory closures for weeks.

Construction
When bank deposits cannot provide 
positive interest rates to protect 
savings, people tend to switch to 
buying gold or foreign currency, 
but this is being made harder by the 
government. The only remaining 
viable option is to buy real estate. 
The government has always tied 
its hopes of economic growth and 
increased employment to a growing 

construction industry. 
That is one of the reasons 

Erdoğan attempts to keep interest 
rates low - so that buying a house 
on credit remains a viable option. 
Consequently, despite soaring 
inflation, demand for houses 
remains high and has kept the prices 
rising.

This is how Erdoğan inflates 
the property balloon which will 
eventually pop, preferably at an 
opportune time - after the elections. 
Mortgage sales have rocketed 
209%.

An extension of this policy is 
the citizenship-for-homes policy. 
Erdoğan has offered citizenship to 
foreigners who buy real estate worth 
at least $250,000, and those who do 
not sell the property for three years 
will get a Turkish passport. House 
sales to foreigners surged 77%.

The housing stock built before the 
1999 earthquake in the Istanbul region 
is crumbling. The urban regeneration 
programme, funded by easy credits, 
has doubled. Tearing down untenable 
properties and rebuilding them, as 
well as structurally strengthening 
viable properties, are also methods 
being used to give a new impetus to 
housing construction.

Tourists
As the pandemic is - allegedly 
- abating, tourists have started 
returning to Turkey, and tourism 
revenues have begun to rise again. 
Last year the tourism revenue 
climbed by 103% to $24.5 billion 
and helped reduce the trade deficit. 
However, it is still a long way short 
of the 2019 pre-pandemic level of 
$34.5 billion.

It seems that Turkey’s foreign 
policy blunders and its foray deep 
into Iraqi and Syrian territories 
does not affect the tourism industry. 
Health tourism to Turkey, especially 
for hair transplanting - Istanbul 
airport is dubbed the “h-airport” 
- and cosmetic surgery at cheap 
rates, boomed to $5.8 billion a year. 
While the Turkish lira fell 44% in 
a year, the boost provided by the 
tourism industry is very important 
for Erdoğan’s government.

Fightback
The unorthodox monetary policies 
and meddling with policy-making 

has turned the economy upside 
down. Palliative measures are 
no longer sufficient to keep the 
working class in check. The 
minimum wage rise coincided with 
a collective agreement in the metal 
manufacturing sector.

The yellow unions once again 
declined to take any meaningful 
industrial action to defend wages 
and conditions, but wildcat strikes 
and occupations have flared up. It 
is hard to say at present if the wave 
will continue or settle down, but the 
omens are that the working class is 
stirring.

Religious, nationalist and 
misogynist prejudices are still 
rampant - the perennial problem of the 
Turkish left, hampering the bringing 
together of Kurdish opposition to the 
regime with working-class action as 
well as other social movements, such 
as the equal citizenship demands of 
the Alevi population, and women’s 
struggles.

The possibility of an early 
election provides an opportunity to 
work together, albeit in a limited 
scope, but recent developments 
within the left movements show 
dark clouds forming that may bring 
a damping down of expectations.

However, under the direct control 
of Erdoğan, the government’s 
fiscal policies continue to stoke 
the fire under the boiling economic 
cauldron. Like the sorcerer’s 
apprentice, he is unable to stop or 
switch back. That would be political 
suicide. He will press forward at 
any cost. He will be very happy if 
he is allowed to skim off the froth.

As the bard famously said: 
“Double, double toil and trouble; 
Fire burn, and cauldron bubble”. 
As Erdoğan carries more firewood 
to the cauldron, we must expect 
many cataclysms in the coming 
months. Our hope is that the “Liver 
of blaspheming Jew; Nose of Turk, 
and Tartar’s lips” will be spared 
from the cauldron l

Notes
1. Reuters, December 23 2021: www.
reuters.com/markets/europe/turkey-seeks-
relief-with-fx-swap-deal-by-year-end-
sources-2021-12-23.
2. Reuters, January 28 2022: www.reuters.
com/markets/asia/turkish-inflation-
seen-soaring-20-yr-high-nearly-47-
january-2022-01-28.

Figure 1 - Consumer Price Index 
(2003=100) year to year % changes 
- Turkish Statistical Institute

Figure 2 - House Price Index, 
Central Bank of Turkey
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Instrument providing direction
There has been a much publicised inner-party struggle. Andries Stroper reports on the launch of the new 
draft programme of the Communist Platform in the Netherlands

The past year has been an exciting 
time for the revolutionary 
left in the Netherlands. The 

Socialist Party, which was the 
biggest radical leftwing party since 
its breakthrough in the early 2000s, 
with tens of thousands of working 
class members, has been tearing 
itself apart. These developments 
have been discussed in this paper 
before (eg, Bureaucratic Control-
Freakery November 12 2020, Stay, 
fight and win January 14 2021, and 
End of a dead end March 25 2021), 
so I won’t expand on them now. It 
suffices to know that the reformist 
leadership of the SP decided to crack 
down on its Marxist wing, leading 
to a fierce inner-party struggle that 
has lasted for well over a year. The 
witch-hunt that ensued has caused a 
true exodus, with members left and 
right ditching the party and major 
branches dissolving or splitting from 
the national leadership. The party has 
plunged in the polls, and things are 
not looking bright for its future.

The organisation which has 
been leading the charge against the 
SP’s bureaucrats is the Communist 
Platform. Founded on May Day 
2014, we gained importance when 
a number of our members were 
elected into positions of leadership 
within the Socialist Party and its 
youth wing, sparking the inner-party 
struggle.

In the following months, CP made 
headline after headline in the Dutch 
media. The bourgeois press used 
our vocal criticism that the Socialist 
Party was “undemocratic” as a stick 
to beat the party, which - despite 
having developed very feeble social-
democratic politics in recent years 
- is still deemed ‘radical’ by many 
rightwing outlets. Additionally, 
the Communist Platform captured 
nationwide attention when the events 
in the SP shone a light on our calls 
for a workers’ militia in our first 
programme, which was adopted in 
2015.

January 29 marked the launch 
of our new programme: Compass, 
a draft programme for the working 
class. A short report on the 
programme and the launch event 
will be of interest to anyone keen 
on following developments on the 
revolutionary left in the Netherlands. 
The programme will play a big role 
in the contribution of the Communist 
Platform to building a new movement 
of socialists that is attempting to fill 
the vacuum caused by the implosion 
of the SP.1

Compass
Our new programme was written 
over the course of 2020 and 2021. 
A first draft was composed by our 
programme committee, leading to 
both internal and public discussions. 
After several rounds of debate at 
our aggregates, the final product 
was adopted by the members of 
the Communist Platform in August 
2021.

Compass differs very favourably 
from our previous draft programme, 
conveniently also called Compass. 
Compass ‘Mark 1’ was heavily 
based on the Draft programme of the 
Communist Party of Great Britain.2 
Both share similar politics and were 
written as minimum-maximum-
programmes. But our shoddy 
translations of entire passages of the 
CPGB’s Draft programme reflected 
the immaturity of our organisation 
at that time. It contained many 
anglicisms and poorly chosen 
formulations, which detracted from 
its substantive strength. Although 

the new Compass is, in a sense, 
more of the same - it is still a 
minimum-maximum-programme 
and it still bears many similarities 
to the CPGB’s Draft programme - 
it has been criticised, modernised, 
improved upon and adapted to our 
current situation.

Between 2015 and 2020 there was 
the matter of lingering discussions 
on this or that demand, and some 
minor changes to our programme 
were passed by the membership. 
When the time came that we were 
running out of physical copies 
to sell, we took the opportunity 
of having a wider debate on the 
programme. Our organisation has 
grown significantly since 2015, both 
in size and in politics, and there 
was a broad feeling that we could 
improve on the programme, being 
our main political weapon in the 
wider workers’ movement.

The first change that is apparent 
is the much more ‘communist’ 
wording. Whereas Compass Mark 1 
was focused on being a proposal for 
adoption in the Socialist Party, the 
new version is clearly aiming for a 
mass Communist Party: the party 
that does not exist right now, but 
that we fight for. This was one of 
the very first changes proposed, and 
it is rather coincidental that the SP 
bureaucracy chose to attack us when 
they did.

The rest of the changes are too 
numerous to deal with here, so I’ll 
focus on the main discussions and 
changes.

One of the less contentious 
proposals was to change ‘labour’ 
into ‘labour power’ in sentences 
like “[t]o survive, [workers] had to 

sell the one commodity they could: 
labour power”. Frankly, this was an 
oversight by our previous selves, 
although it is an important difference 
for reasons Marx elaborated on 
extensively.

The first contentious issue was 
raised by Gijs Muis, who argued 
that calling Stalinism a form of 
anti-communism was wrong and 
sectarian. He argued that the ‘actually 
existing socialist’ regimes, where 
in power, were bureaucratically 
distorted, but the bureaucracy 
always aimed for communism. 
Furthermore, calling Stalinism ‘anti-
communist’ would get awfully close 
to the liberal take that Stalinism and 
Nazism were equally awful. We had 
to learn lessons from this historical 
experience, positive and negative, 
argued comrade Muis. Last but not 
least, he argued against this position 
on the grounds of it being alienating 
to comrades in the movement who 
take inspiration from the ‘Marxist-
Leninist’ tradition.

Comrade Muis was in a minority 
on this position, and his amendment 
to remove the passage from our 
programme was rejected. His 
opponents argued that Stalinism 
is a liability to the communist 
movement, historically reactionary 
and responsible for the unnecessary 
deaths of countless communists. 
Perhaps even more damning, 
modern day Stalinists copy the 
bureaucratic structures and politics 
of class collaborationism that will 
lead their movement into a dead 
end time and time again. There 
was a strong desire amongst our 
membership to distance ourselves 
from Stalinist politics and its legacy.

Another point that came up in the 
debates was the matter of workers’ 
militias. Although the demand for 
a proletarian self-defence corps 
was universally accepted, our 
experiences with the inner-party 
struggle made us more conscious 
of our formulations. Both the SP’s 
bureaucracy and the bourgeois press 
went out of their way to depict us 
as dangerous terrorists, literally 
stocking up arms in our attics in 
preparation for a civil war. Although 
a majority of the people seemed to 
be able to see through these bullshit 
allegations, it became clear to us that 
we had not adequately clarified the 
logic behind and necessity of our 
demand.

Originally, the draft for our 
renewed programme had contained 
the demand that “the working 
class should arm itself with all 
the weapons at its disposal” as 
soon as the conditions of the class 
struggle allow it. A clarification was 
added, stating that we oppose an 
undemocratic “professional military 
caste” and that ‘[a]lthough we strive 
for the working class to take over 
peacefully, we know our history: the 
ruling class will never voluntarily 
give up its power. To realise [a 
peaceful takeover] the majority 
of the population has to be able to 
defend itself.”

Other points of debate included, 
but were not limited to, transgender 
healthcare; the status of the Caribbean 
Netherlands; whether or not we 
should include cultural demands in 
a minimum programme (we should, 
the members concluded); and a 
discussion of the role of money in 
the transition to communism after 

the revolution, with one proposal 
putting a strong emphasis on labour-
time economics in the sense Marx 
talked about in his Critique of the 
Gotha programme, but this was 
also defeated. Apart from all these 
often minor changes, the core of 
the programme has stayed relatively 
untouched - as of now, there is no 
English translation of Compass, but 
one only needs to study the CPGB’s 
Draft programme to get a hint of the 
politics in our programme.

After voting on 102 amendments 
and one motion, the programme was 
adopted unanimously at our Second 
Programme Aggregate on August 8 
2021.

Launch
Sadly, the pandemic forced us to 
delay launching Compass until 
January 29 2022, when it coincided 
with the end of our New Year’s 
Offensive, where we had set 
ourselves the ambitious target of 
raising €5,000 euros for our treasury.

Right up until the final days 
before the launch, it was unsure 
whether the event could go on at 
all. A new wave of Covid-19 cases 
had forced the Netherlands into 
yet another lockdown, prohibiting 
big gatherings. Thankfully, a last-
minute shift in government policy 
meant that our launch could take 
place as planned.

Some 45 members and 
sympathisers of the Communist 
Platform gathered in a conference 
hall of the International Institute 
for Research and Education in 
Amsterdam. We were accompanied 
by a number of German comrades, 
who did us the honour of paying 
our organisation a visit so we might 
learn from each other and strengthen 
our comradely relations. 

After a 30-minute introduction 
of our programme by chairman 
Gus Ootjers, two rounds of 
discussion took place. Admittedly, 
the discussion was somewhat 
tame by our standards, but some 
interesting questions were raised 
concerning theoretical unity versus 
programmatic unity and how one 
might appeal to modern workers 
with such a heavy-worded Marxist 
programme.

In the words of the legendary Les 
Baudouines Morts, geen socialisme 
zonder bier:3 after two hours of 
exchanging thoughts about the 
programme and the way forward for 
the revolutionary left, the time had 
finally come to bring out the booze. 
In a final attempt at cranking up 
the numbers for our Offensive, all 
comrades really outdid themselves 
by buying round after round.

On top of booze sales, two 
comrades of the socialist cooperative 
webshop De Rode Lap4 were present 
with a stall to sell freshly printed 
editions of Compass, as well as 
numerous other products such as 
pins, stickers, red flags and much 
more. The proceedings of CP-
merchandise were all added to the 
Offensive.

Around eight o’clock in the 
evening we heard that we had fallen 
just short of our €5,000 target. I doubt 
anyone was mourning however, 
since we could all look back on a 
very successful event, multiple new 
recruits and a beautiful programme 
that will serve as the foundation of 
our fight for years to come l

PROGRAMME

A second, improved, version

Notes
1. socialisten.org.
2. communistparty.co.uk/draft-programme.
3. ‘No socialism without beer’.
4. derodelap.nl.

https://socialisten.org/
https://communistparty.co.uk/draft-programme
https://derodelap.nl/
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Rightwing ‘Marxism’- a senile disorder
Michael Sommer’s 2014 essay Anti-Postone has recently been translated into English by Maciej Zurowski. 
A more than useful contribution to the fightback against the ‘anti-Zionism equals anti-Semitism’ big lie, 
which finds its most ‘sophisticated’ justification in the pseudo-Marxist writings of Moishe Postone. Here is 
the introduction provided by Mike Macnair

Comrade Zurowski’s preface 
indicates why it is desirable 
to translate Michael 

Sommer’s Anti-Postone.1 Witch-
hunting anti-capitalism as anti-
Semitic and therefore ‘fascist’, 
began as a significant tendency 
in Germany around the time of 
the 1989 reunification,2 and was 
intensified there with the rise of 
Die Linke after 2007 (with the 
practical result of capturing Die 
Linke for US Middle East policy).3 
It spread beyond Germany with the 
campaign to reverse the continental 
European public opposition to 
the invasion of Iraq, reflected 
(after a tortuous process) in the 
intergovernmental International 
Holocaust Remembrance Alliance 
2016 ‘Working Definition of Anti-
Semitism’.4 

With the 2015 election of Jeremy 
Corbyn, a close associate of the Stop 
the War Coalition, as leader of the 
British Labour Party, a variety of 
smears were attempted: eg, Corbyn 
was said to be an agent of the Czech 
bureaucratic regime, and/or a friend 
of terrorists, and/or the left was 
claimed to be male-chauvinist. In 
2016 this approach failed to deliver 
a successful parliamentary-Labour 
coup against Corbyn, and in 2017 
it failed to deliver a majority for the 
Conservatives. But the anti-Semitism 
smear campaign continued without 
let-up, and the failure of the Corbyn 
leadership to actively denounce it or 
defend those targeted, together with 
the leadership’s allowing itself to 
be drawn into the trap of supporting 
‘Conservative remainer’ initiatives 
in parliament (attempts to use 

procedural manoeuvres to prevent 
British exit from the EU), allowed 
a smashing victory for the Tories 
in December 2019. This has been 
followed by a yet-more-aggressive 
deployment of the ‘anti-Semitism’ 
defamation campaign, to ground an 
ongoing programme of expulsions 
by the new Labour leadership under 
securocrat (former director of public 
prosecutions) Sir Keir Starmer. 

In the UK, the particular form 
of “Frankfurt School” narrative 
provided by Postone’s article is 
relatively weak.5

 The Labour right by and large 
merely argue from ordinary western 
and UK loyalism, and parrot without 
much explanation the idea that anti-
Zionism is ipso facto anti-Semitism. 
The ‘Eustonites’ proceeded 
fairly straightforwardly from 
Eurocommunism to common or 
garden ‘progressive’ liberalism and 
thence to a revival of late 19th-early 
20th century “Liberal imperialism”.6 
The Matgamnaites (Socialist 
Organiser, more recently Alliance 
for Workers’ Liberty) moved 
between 1979 and 1983 from the 
‘anti-Pabloite Trotskyist’ dogma that 
‘Stalinism is counterrevolutionary 
through and through’, to Max 
Schachtman-style ‘third campism’, 
and thus to ‘Soviet imperialism’ and 
hence to anti-anti-imperialism.7 

The underlying reason for the 
difference is probably that the 
purchase of ‘critical 
theory’ in the British 
academic left 
is also weak.8 
N o n e t h e l e s s , 
vulgarised  

versions of Postone’s argument 
have appeared in Britain.9 In North 
America, ‘critical theory’ has more 
purchase - and Postone’s article is 
more celebrated. 

Michael Sommer provides a very 
strong systematic critique of the 
intellectual deficiencies of Postone’s 
arguments, not least his central work 
Time, labour and social domination.10 
Two sympathetic ‘third camp’ 
left reviewers of Time, labour and 
social domination, Martin Thomas 
of the AWL and left communist 
Loren Goldner, drew attention, for 
example, to Postone’s radical lack of 
engagement with the leftist literature 
critical of the USSR; Goldner also 
pointed out that Postone offered a 
radically selective quotation (of a 
passage Marx anyhow deleted from 
the final, French, edition of Capital) 
to be a central element of his case 
for capital as a system of ‘abstract’ 
domination.11 It can be added, again 
merely for example, that at page 4 of 
Time, labour and social domination, 
Postone attributed to Marx the view 
that labour is (under capitalism) “the 
source of all wealth” - a view that 
Marx explicitly denounced in the 
Critique of the Gotha Progamme.12 
There are a variety of other defects; 
in sum, it is pretty clear there 
is no serious reason to attribute to 
Marx what Postone calls “Marx’s 

mature critical theory”, 
since Marx down to  

his death 
maintained 
c l a i m s 
c l e a r l y 
opposed 
 to 

Postone’s interpretation. It thus 
equally seems likely that Cambridge 
University Press published Time, 
labour and social domination 
in 1991 not for the merits of its 
‘Marx scholarship’ as scholarship, 
which is seriously weak, but for the 
congeniality of its central political 
conclusions - the rejection of any 
class politics - to those who advised 
the press to publish, in the ‘moment’ 
after the collapse of the eastern 
European bureaucratic regimes in 
1989. 

It may be useful to add here, to 
Sommer’s substantive critique of 
Postone on anti-Semitism and of 
the epigones of this article, a little 
about the possible backgrounds 
to Postone’s argument; on the one 
side, on the issue of anti-Semitism 
and the 1970s; on the other, the 
background to Postone’s theoretical 
framework in the appropriation of 
the ideas of the ‘Frankfurt School’ 
by the German and American SDS 
groups (Sozialistische Deutsche 
Studentenbund; Students for a 
Democratic Society) in the 1960s. 

Anti-Semitism
All ideologies need something to 
give them a degree of plausibility. 
There is, for example, no known 
religion or political credo which 
asserts that the Sun rises in the west 
and sets in the east. The ideology of 
Postone is about anti-Semitism as a 
mode of figuring capitalism as such, 
which is identified with ‘industrial 
modernity’ and - in the move-too-
far which is central to Sommer’s 
critiques of Postone and his epigones 
- with ‘abstraction’ considered as 

Konstantin Fedorovich Yuon 
‘New planet’ (1921)

Moishe Postone: ‘left’ cover 
for a rightwing witch-hunt
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a property of capitalism as a social 
formation as such.

The rational core of this Postonean 
ideology is that in ‘classical’ late 19th 
century anti-Semitism (as Sommer 
points out) money and finance 
capital is figured as ‘the Jew’ and 
‘unproductive’, as opposed to the 
potentially virtuous ‘productive’ and 
‘national’ industrial capital. Postone 
adopts some of the evidence of this 
trope, but denies the opposition, 
projecting the anti-Semites’ 
endorsement of industrial capital 
onto industrial labour. At least part 
of the background to this choice is 
Postone’s prior rejection of class 
politics, which emerges from his 
SDS-Frankfurt School background 
- to be discussed later. However, 
Postone’s claimed evidence for the 
choice is that the Nazis claimed 
that Marxism and communism were 
‘Jewish’; and the particularity of the 
Jewish holocaust, as the only case of 
sustained efforts to eradicate a whole 
culture, which (it is said) cannot 
be explained by capitalist (or state) 
interests.13

The first of these arguments 
is trivially useless: the core of 
classical anti-Semitism was Catholic 
social teaching, and it was already 
directed from the 1880s as much 
against social democracy as against 
liberalism.14 The political objection 
to ‘money capital’ was, in fact, older 
within capitalism, forming the basis 
of Tory objections to the ‘Jew Bill’ 
(for naturalization of wealthy Jewish 
immigrants) of 1753 - and before that 
to the political role of the supposedly 
unstable and non-national ‘moneyed 
interest’ (as opposed to the virtuous 
and national ‘landed interest’) in 
the 1690s-1700s.15 The argument is 
from the national, eliding the actual 
clerical-traditional interest; and this 
argument is as much an objection 
against the internationalism of the 
Second and Third Internationals as 
against the Jews as a non-national 
group, and so on. The organic unity 
of the nation is strikingly downplayed 
from Postone’s account of anti-
Semitism, but strikingly present 
in actual anti-Semitisms, ‘national 
socialism’ and Stalinist campaigns 
against ‘cosmopolitanism’ included. 

The second point is more 
important: it is a variant on 
‘Holocaust uniqueness’, which, 
though it had a limited constituency 
before the 1970s, became much more 
widely publicised from the 1970s.16 
Postone’s starting point, in fact, is 
one of the products of this radical 
expansion of ‘Holocaust culture’: 
the impact in Germany of the US TV 
mini-series Holocaust.17 

Whatever the merits of ‘Holocaust 
uniqueness’ in general, Postone’s use 
of it is not historically defensible. 
The attempt to extirpate a whole 
minority ethno-religio-culture or 
cultures, considered as polluting the 
nation, was made in Spanish 17th 
century limpieza di sangre projects; 
this did not create a genocide merely 
because at the time the technology 
did not exist to close borders.18 
Closer in time to the holocaust, the 
Armenian genocide of 1915-17 
certainly had the object of purifying 
the Turkish nation, and did largely 
wipe out the Armenian minority in 
Turkey, with a substantially lower 
technical base than 1940s Germany.19 
Similar national-social purification 
aims were present in Young Turk 
and Kemalist policy towards the 
Anatolian Greeks during and after 
World War I, though here the relation 
of forces forced mass deportations 
rather than mass killings.20

Postone was writing at a time 
when there were in circulation both 
extensive propaganda exploitation 
of ‘anti-Semitism’ by the US and 
its Israeli client, and actual anti-
Semitic discourses. The propaganda 
aspect was ‘new anti-Semitism’, an 
idea promoted by Israeli Foreign 
Minister Abba Eban in 1973 and 
enthusiastically taken up by US 
writers. The idea was that ‘Israel is 
the Jew of the nations’, ie, that the 
hostility of the left to the Israeli state 
was, as such, discriminatory against 
Jews. The problem with this line 
was that even if the 1967 war was 
really “pre-emptive self-defence” at 
its start, by annexing East Jerusalem 
and embarking on settlements 
in the occupied territories, Israel 
retrospectively became a “trespasser 
ab initio” and converted the war into 
a war of aggression in violation of 

the Nuremberg Principles and UN 
Charter. Israel was therefore not 
claiming only the rights allowed 
to all states/peoples, but a special 
right to territorial expansionism not 
available to other states or peoples. 
The general perception of this was 
reflected not only in immediate 
sympathy for the Palestinians, 
but also in a widespread leftist 
retrospective negative re-evaluation 
of 1948. 

The spinal core driver of the actual 
circulation of anti-Semitic ideas was 
also the Israel-Palestine issue. The 
underlying problem was that the 
US state pretended not to support its 
Israeli client and to act as an ‘honest 
broker’ between Israel and the Arab 
states, and between Israel and the 
Palestinians. In fact, however, the 
US had and has geopolitical interests 
in veto control of the Middle East 
as an oil-producing area, in order 
to hold potential rivals in military 
subordination by controlling access 
to oil, which powers armed forces. 
These interests led the Kennedy 
administration to introduce large-
scale US military aid to Israel, and 
ever since then US policy has been 
governed by maintaining Israel’s 
“qualitative military edge” over its 
neighbours.21 

The flat conflict between what 
the US says, about pursuing ‘peace’, 
what it doesn’t say, by failing to 
openly avow its security interests in 
veto control of the region, and what 
it does, by pretty much consistently 
backing Israel, naturally produces 
theories according to which the US’s 
practice is really governed not by US 
interests but by the ‘Zionist lobby’ - 
Israeli tail wags American dog,22 or, 
worse, that Washington is being run 
by an international Jewish conspiracy 
or ‘Jewish-capitalist class’.23 This is, 
broadly, the context of the expansion 
of European anti-Semitic ideas in the 
Middle East.24

The Stalinist bureaucracy in the 
USSR, moreover, in the wake of the 
1967 war, revived the nationalist 
anti-Semitism of the late Stalin 
years.25 And it has to be noticed that 
Hilferding’s Finance capital, heavily 
deployed by Lenin in Imperialism, 
the highest stage of capitalism, 
the latter a text which was very 
influential on the left in the later 
1960s to 1970s, slips somewhat into 
the frame of finance = unproductive, 
so as to be susceptible of a Catholic 
social teaching reading; not, in fact, 
Marx’s view (for which finance is a 
necessary phase or component of the 
circuit of capital, merely separated-
off to accelerate returns).26 

The 1967 war also took place 
towards the end of the period of 
‘demonstrative direct actions’ 
by the New Left, and not long 
before the British scuttle out of 
Aden (November 1967) and the 
Tet Offensive in Vietnam (starting 
January 31 1968). The Palestinians 
therefore - like very many radicals 
all around the world - hoped that the 
methods of guerrilla struggle and 
‘prolonged people’s war’ could win: 
in their case, bring down the Zionist 
state. But cross-border raiding 
failed: Israel’s “qualitative military 
edge” was too strong. Palestinian 
organisations therefore turned to 
‘demonstrative’ terror against softer 
Israeli-overseas targets.27 But the 
extent of Israeli state involvement in 
Jewish organisations internationally 
is such that it was fatally easy to 
slide from targeting Israeli overseas 
assets, to targeting simply Jewish 
assets.28 We arrive here at Postone’s 
reference to the 1976 Entebbe 
hijacking and the Israeli Defence 
Force hostage rescue, involving the 
Popular Front for the Liberation of 
Palestine working with the German 
far-left terrorist Revolutionäre 
Zellen - who Postone argues inverted 
German guilt for the Holocaust.29 

My point here is not to make anti-

Semitic ideas into some sort of sin 
against the holy ghost. Not all anti-
Semitic ideas inexorably produce the 
Holocaust. But what I have just been 
discussing in relation to left politics 
and ‘anti-imperialism’ is largely 
antediluvian 1970s politics, which is 
antediluvian to modern eyes because 
of its radical failure. The point is then, 
in fact, the opposite of Postone’s 
anti-class politics argument: the 
fundamental problem with ‘left anti-
Semitism’ is that it places confidence 
in some section of the capitalist class 
or the state bureaucracy: in this case, 
the nationalists/traditionalists. Those 
who hold out hopes for the populism 
of the nationalists/traditionalists will 
inevitably be betrayed; as happened 
to the large majority of the Iranian 
left in 1979-81, and more recently 
to those who imagined the Muslim 
Brotherhood as an alternative to the 
military regime in Egypt, or held out 
hope in Donald Trump to restore the 
‘rustbelt’.

But this is also a problem with 
the other side of the coin, which is 
to attach the left to liberalism. Tony 
Blair’s New Labour turned out to 
be a combination of privatisation, 
strong-state measures, and war 
abroad. Voting for ‘hope’ in the 
elections of Obama achieved … 
more drone assassinations, and the 
most minimalist possible health 
reform. Choosing Hilary Clinton 
as the ‘electable’ Democrat led to 
the election of Trump. But hitching 
the left’s wagon to the liberals 
was already the logic of Postone’s 
sub-Frankfurt-School theoretical 
approach. 

1960s new left
One might easily assume that 
Postone was writing pure theory 
without political antecedents and 
involvements (beyond the critique 
of ‘traditional Marxism’). But this 
is misleading - or, rather, reflects the 
fact that the failure of the political 
trend in which Postone was involved 
was so complete that pretty much 
nothing is left except academic 
traces. This trend is the German and 
American SDS groups. 

Postone’s connection is not 
entirely clear in materials online, 
but can pretty reasonably be 
inferred from the people (other 
than his teachers) he credited in the 
acknowledgements to Time, labour 
and social domination (at xi) - in 
particular his contemporary and 
coauthor of his earliest published 
piece, Helmut Reinicke, who 
was active in the US civil rights 
movement in 1963-64, and in 
German SDS from 1965; Wolfram 
Wolfer-Melior, author of a 1981 
introduction to a reprint of SDSer 
Rudi Dutschke on organisation; and 
Dan Diner, who “came of political 
age within the New Left of the 
1960s”.30 The relationship is also 
visible in Postone’s early writing 
for the journal Telos, originally 
launched in 1968 as a “New Left 
theory journal”.31 And it is visible 
in the structure and substance of the 
arguments. 

In one of his interviews, Postone 
said that he radicalised in the early-
mid 1960s, which would place him 
in the ‘high tide’ of SDS:

I was a student, a very long time 
ago, in the fabled 60s, and like 
many students of that generation, 
I was in some general ways 
politically progressive. There 
was a strange - retrospectively 
very strange - sense of optimism, 
that was fairly broad and that 
perhaps was associated with the 
election of John Kennedy, which 
seem to have changed the general 
atmosphere in the country, on 
the one hand, and the civil rights 
movement, on the other. Many of 
us strongly felt that segregation 
and racism were not just wrong, 

but were on the losing end of 
history. That, in a sense, went 
along with a kind of optimism. …32

 
The mid-60s SDS groups had a basic 
common ideological aspect. This 
was the influence of left-Weberian 
sociologist C Wright Mills, and of 
‘Frankfurt School’ writer Herbert 
Marcuse’s 1964 One-dimensional 
man. The general frame was the 
(Weberian) characterisation of 
the social problem as ‘industrial 
rationality’ (‘east’ and ‘west’) and 
rejection of the idea of the leading 
role of the working class in the 
emancipation of humanity, in favour 
of a leading role for intellectuals or 
students, or for those at the margins.33 

In spite of the considerable mid-
60s success of SDS and similar 
projects, by 1969 this strategic 
conception was busted. ‘Wildcat 
strikes’ beginning in the mid-60s 
seriously undermined the idea 
that the working class was fully 
integrated in capitalist society, and 
May ’68, the ‘creeping May’ in 
Italy, and the late 1960s-early 1970s 
strike wave in Britain, knocked 
it on the head. Meanwhile, the 
Chinese ‘Cultural Revolution’ gave 
a spurious new image of radicalism 
to Maoism, while Vietnam and 
other events added to the apparent 
plausibility of the ‘prolonged 
people’s war’ perspective. In 1969, 
both the US and German SDS split 
and collapsed, leaving behind some 
Maoist and sub-Maoist groups, 
famously some terrorists (the 
Weather Underground in the US and 
the Red Army Fraction in Germany) 
- but nothing but political gravel out 
of the ‘Marcusian’-‘Millsian’ cores.34 
Part of that gravel must have been 
the - presumably informal - group 
working on Frankfurt-School theory 
in the 1970s which is reflected in 
Postone’s coauthorships and his 
acknowledgements to Germans for 
discussion and support in Time, 
labour and social domination. 

It is thus clear that Postone’s 
rejection of class politics, explicit in 
Time, labour and social domination  
and implicit in his anti-Semitism 
articles, is not a conclusion from 
this work, but rather a dogmatic 
presupposition of it, derived 
from the SDS milieu and their 
appropriations of Marcuse, Wright 
Mills, and so on. This is, in fact, 
already visible in the 1974 Postone-
Reinicke critique of Nicolaus’s 
introduction to his translation of 
Marx’s Grundrisse, which is the 
first piece in the Postone corpus:

The Grundrisse has become 
known … also when the revolt 
of the 1960s has largely subsided 
and when increasing numbers of 
young leftists turn to a traditional 
Marxist theory and practice whose 
inadequacies had been practically 
demonstrated by the newer forms 
of struggle. (emphases added)35

These statements, as written in 1973-
74 (thus, for example, published 
in the midst of the Portuguese 
revolution) could only make sense 
if ‘revolt’ meant the 1960s student 
movement and nothing else, and the 
‘newer forms of struggle’ the same. 

The context of the defeat of the 
actual political perspectives then 
helps to explain the curious claim in 
the Postone-Reinicke piece, repeated 
in Postone’s later work, that the 
‘Marxian critique’ is fundamentally 
an epistemology which rules out 
any knowledge which cannot be 
derived out of the unfolding of the 
contradictions of the commodity-
form. Thus:

The Marxian dialectic presents 
a critical epistemology in which 
forms of thought are understood 
historically rather than as 
resulting from the interactions 

Fill in a standing order form  
(back page), donate via our  
website, or send cheques, 
payable to Weekly Worker

Nearly
Well, comrades, we almost 

made our total for January: 
we were £229 short. It is true that 
every little helps, but, honestly, 
we really need to reach our 
£2,250 total to be able to carry on 
making our contribution to the 
struggle.

Since I didn’t have all of the 
information in time last month 
(have you ever tried to get 
information out of a bank???) 
I am going to sum up our 
contributions for the month of 
January. So you might need your 
reading glasses, comrades. If I 
miss anyone, I truly apologise. 

AB £10, OG £14,  £15, JT £50, 
RK £50, GS £200, DV £25, MT £15, 
TR £40, MD £25, WC £70, JD £50, 
WC £70, AR £5, EM £5,MM £75, 
FK £35, KB £170, PG £20, HB £40, 
PB £60, NH £30, LW £10, GB £25, 
LC £50, AC £50, GD £25, CG £30, 
DG £20, YM £10, PP £100, VP £10, 
DI £10, SK £230, RL £50, MM £30, 
SM £10, MM £75, PM £25, AN £10, 
AN £50, GB £100.

Whew! You’re great! But  …
We’re phoning subscribers a 

few at a time and asking for raises 
in donations. So, if we reach you, 
do try to tack on even a small 

amount. And if you are going to 
meetings or demonstrations and 
can take a few Weekly Workers 
to sell or give out, let us know. If 
you can cover the cost of postage, 
so much the better.

Meanwhile, if you can help 
even more, please click on the 
PayPal button on our website. 
Better still, how about a bank 
transfer, for which no fee is 
deducted: make your payment to: 
Weekly Worker, account number 
00744310 (sort code 30-99-
64). (The bank transfer system 
needs the name of the payee as 
well as the sort code and account 
number.) And, yes, last but not 
least,  unlike some shops, we still 
accept cheques!

As Flanders and Swan used to 
sing: “February’s ice and snow, 
makes your feet and fingers 
glow.” Why not warm our feet 
and fingers this month by helping 
us reach and (hopefully) surpass 
our £2,250 target for February l

Judy Carosian

Fighting fund



What we 
fight for
n Without organisation the 
working class is nothing; with 
the highest form of organisation 
it is everything.
n  There exists no real Communist 
Party today. There are many 
so-called ‘parties’ on the left. In 
reality they are confessional sects. 
Members who disagree with the 
prescribed ‘line’ are expected to 
gag themselves in public. Either 
that or face expulsion.
n Communists operate according 
to the principles of democratic 
centralism. Through ongoing debate 
we seek to achieve unity in action 
and a common world outlook. As 
long as they support agreed actions, 
members should have the right to 
speak openly and form temporary 
or permanent factions.
n Communists oppose all impe-
rialist wars and occupations but 
constantly strive to bring to the fore 
the fundamental question–ending war 
is bound up with ending capitalism.
n Communists are internationalists. 
Everywhere we strive for the closest 
unity and agreement of working class 
and progressive parties of all countries. 
We oppose every manifestation 
of national sectionalism. It is an 
internationalist duty to uphold the 
principle, ‘One state, one party’.
n The working class must be 
organised globally. Without a global 
Communist Party, a Communist 
International, the struggle against 
capital is weakened and lacks 
coordination.
n Communists have no interest 
apart from the working class 
as a whole. They differ only in 
recognising the importance of 
Marxism as a guide to practice. 
That theory is no dogma, but 
must be constantly added to and 
enriched.
n Capitalism in its ceaseless 
search for profit puts the future 
of humanity at risk. Capitalism is 
synonymous with war, pollution, 
exploitation and crisis. As a global 
system capitalism can only be 
superseded globally.
n The capitalist class will never 
willingly allow their wealth and 
power to be taken away by a 
parliamentary vote.
n We will use the most militant 
methods objective circumstances 
allow to achieve a federal republic 
of England, Scotland and Wales, 
a united, federal Ireland and a 
United States of Europe.
n Communists favour industrial 
unions. Bureaucracy and class 
compromise must be fought and 
the trade unions transformed into 
schools for communism.
n Communists are champions of 
the oppressed. Women’s oppression, 
combating racism and chauvinism, 
and the struggle for peace and 
ecological sustainability are just 
as much working class questions 
as pay, trade union rights and 
demands for high-quality health, 
housing and education.
n Socialism represents victory 
in the battle for democracy. It is 
the rule of the working class. 
Socialism is either democratic or, 
as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it 
turns into its opposite.
n Socialism is the first stage 
of the worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which 
knows neither wars, exploitation, 
money, classes, states nor nations. 
Communism is general freedom 
and the real beginning of human 
history.
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of indeterminate subjects and 
indeterminate objects outside of 
history.36

And

The mature Marxian dialectic 
critically grasps and expresses 
developed bourgeois society as 
the first real social totality: one 
whose entire determinate reality 
can be unfolded logically from a 
single abstract structuring form 
- the commodity in its double 
character as a total system.37

These are merely quotations 
illustrative of a point elaborated, but 
not really justified. 

This argument is an extension of 
a point which is already written into 
the foundations of the ‘Frankfurt 
School’: right at the beginnings of 
György Lukács’s History and class 
consciousness:

Let us assume for the sake of 
argument that recent research had 
disproved once and for all every 
one of Marx’s individual theses. 
Even if this were to be proved, 
every serious ‘orthodox’ Marxist 
would still be able to accept all 
such modern findings without 
reservation and hence dismiss 
all of Marx’s theses in toto - 
without having to renounce his 
orthodoxy for a single moment. 
Orthodox Marxism, therefore, 
does not imply the uncritical 
acceptance of the results of 
Marx’s investigations. It is not the 
‘belief’ in this or that thesis, nor 
the exegesis of a ‘sacred’ book. 
On the contrary, orthodoxy refers 
exclusively to method.38 

It is necessary to point out that this 
argument was already a means 
of intellectual closure against 
adverse evidence - as is, in fact, 
here transparent. The background 
is the influence of Max Weber on 
Lukács: what Lukács does is to 
concede the bulk of Weber’s and 
other contemporary criticisms of 
Marx and Marxism, while holding 
onto an image of the proletariat as 
an imagined ‘revolutionary subject’ 
which can escape the toils of 
Weberian industrial ‘rationalism’.39 
What was involved was not the 
actual warts-and-all workers’ 
movement of trade unions, coops, 
campaigns and collectivist parties, 
growing out of class conflict driven 
by capitalists’ drive to increase 
exploitation; it was this warts-and-all 
movement which Marx and Engels 
conceived as showing the potential 
emancipatory role of the proletariat 
as pointing, in a very approximate 
way, towards the possibility of 
human cooperative activity in 
general. Rather, Lukács posited an 
imagined proletarian consciousness, 
achievable only by the ‘Leninist 
party’, as a form of Hegelian subject 
in a subject-object dialectic. In the 
cold war period Stalinism in the east, 
and the apparent capture of the trade 
unions by the capitalist states in the 
west, killed this utopian image of the 
working class as an emancipatory 
‘knowing Subject’; hence the 
SDS-ers Marcusian alternatives.40 

The death of the SDS projects 
then meant that there was a need 
for a further intellectual closure 
against adverse evidence, going 
beyond that already contained in 
Lukács. In Postone and Reinicke, 
and in Postone’s later work, we get 
additional and increasingly elaborate 
theorization of why the working 
class movement is purely internal 
to capitalism - and an intellectual 
closure against any evidence within 
Marx which might be adverse to 
this interpretation. Even if the SDS 
projects are now dead as a dodo, 
Postone and Reinicke tell us, we are 
still to cling to Marcusian ‘Marxian’ 

thought against the substantial 
evidence for ‘traditional Marxism’. 
But whence is an emancipatory 
project to come from in this ‘critical 
theory’? The nearest approach is in 
Postone’s ‘Anti-Semitism’ article:

… the abstract domination of 
capital, which - particularly 
with rapid industrialization - 
caught people up in a web of 
dynamic forces they could not 
understand, became perceived as 
the domination of International 
Jewry. This was particularly true 
in countries such as Germany, 
in which the development of 
industrial capitalism was not only 
very rapid, but occurred in the 
absence of a previous bourgeois 
revolution and its consequent 
hegemonic liberal values and 
political culture.41 

Here “bourgeois revolution” must 
mean the American revolution, given 
the difficulties of analysis of the 
English revolution and the extensive 
French complicity in the Holocaust. 
And “hegemonic liberal values and 
political culture” - again an appeal 
to the USA, given the weight of 
Conservatism in British politics - 
is to be understood as the essential 
prophylactic against anti-Semitism 
as “foreshortened anti-capitalism”.42

The fall of the Soviet bloc, 
and the brief ascendancy of ideas 
that history had come to an end in 
liberalism, and so on,43 renewed the 
plausibility of this sort of reasoning. 
Thus, for example, Postone’s 
adherents in the Platypus Affiliated 
Society.44 But class has again 
returned - this time not in the form 
of working class mass actions, as in 
the late 1960s to 1970s, but in the 
restoration of the ‘reserve army of 
labour’ and intensifying exploitation 
of increasingly precarious labour, 
returning us to ‘19th century’ 
conditions. And liberalism tied to this 
project of intensified exploitation 
has in consequence issued in 
growing nationalism and illiberalism 
in politics world-wide. This side 
of the coin ideologically reflects 
the aspect of personal domination 
in capitalism, which is in fact as 
prominent in Marx as capitalism as 
freedom and impersonal rules, but 
which Postone attempted to exclude 
from ‘Marxian’ analysis by his 
intellectual closure in the definition 
of the dialectic.

This intellectual closure, then 
takes us back to the beginning: the 
severe deficiencies of the argument 
of the ‘Anti-Semitism’ article, and 
those of its followers, which are 
closed against both evidence and 
alternative analyses; which Michael 
Sommer has exposed for us in the 
article translated here l

mike.macnair@weeklyworker.co.uk
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In the final round
Neither Russia nor China can afford to come to the rescue. Yassamine Mather shows that for Iran a great 
deal hangs on the results of the Vienna negotiations

A fter months of discussion at the 
Joint Comprehensive Plan of 
Action talks in Vienna, Iran’s 

minister of foreign affairs, Amir 
Abdollahian, admitted on January 24 
that its representatives might enter 
direct talks with the United States 
regarding the nuclear deal, however 
it has not done so yet: 

Reports saying that Iran and the 
US are directly negotiating with 
one another are untrue, however if 
we get to a stage where reaching a 
good deal with strong guarantees 
necessitates direct talks with the 
US, we will consider it.

In 2018, after Donald Trump 
unilaterally withdrew the US from 
the nuclear deal and reimposed 
crippling sanctions against Tehran, 
the country’s supreme leader, 
ayatollah Ali Khamenei, banned any 
direct talks with the US. That is why, 
throughout the last few months, we 
have had the farce of the negotiations 
in Vienna taking place in separate 
rooms, with the UK, France, 
Germany and at times Russia and 
China acting as intermediaries. 

According to tweets by one of 
them, a certain Shamkhani: 

Contact with the American 
delegation in Vienna has been 
through informal written 
exchanges, and there was no 
need, and will be no need, for 
more contact, so far ... This 
communication method can only 
be replaced by other methods 
when a good agreement is 
available.

In mid January, however, Khamenei 
appeared to soften his line, and 
implied during a speech that he will 
not object to direct talks: negotiating 
with the “enemy”, he said, did not 
mean “surrendering.”

On January 30 French president 
Emmanuel Macron held a 
telephone conversation with his 
Iranian counterpart, Ebrahim Raisi. 
According to Macron’s office, the 
French president: 

reiterated his conviction that a 
diplomatic solution is possible and 
imperative, and stressed that any 
agreement will require clear and 
sufficient commitments from all 
the parties ... Several months after 
the resumption of negotiations in 
Vienna, he insisted on the need 
to accelerate in order to quickly 
achieve tangible progress in this 
framework.

Last week we also heard that Richard 
Nephew, a senior US negotiator 
working to revive the Iran nuclear 
deal, has left the negotiating team 
amid a report of differences of opinion 
on the way forward. According to the 
Wall Street Journal and the Times of 
Israel, he had advocated a tougher 
stance in the current negotiations. 
The Iranian press is also claiming 

that he was the architect of the most 
severe sanctions against Iran.

Inevitably, this news has given 
rise to speculation that the talks 
are entering a crucial stage. All 
delegations have returned to their 
respective capitals.

Iran-Russia
In Iran, debates continue about 
Raisi’s visit to Moscow, where, 
despite public declarations of 
keeping ‘close ties’, the discussions 
were disappointing for the Islamic 
Republic. Prior to the visit there 
had been talk of a 20-year economic 
cooperation deal between the two 
countries and this had been hailed 
by the new administration in Tehran 
as part of a ‘strategic cooperation 
with Russia’. However the two 
sides did not manage to come to an 
agreement, and Raisi left with only 
promises that the Russian president 
will consider a new draft of the 
potential agreement.

Given the existing sanctions 
against Russia and the prospects of 
new sanctions regarding Ukraine, it is 
clear that Putin does not want to risk 
getting into a trade and development 
agreement with sanctioned Iran. So 
the future of the deal will depend on 

a successful nuclear agreement and 
the lifting of US sanctions.

Because of the effects of 
sanctions and its own economic 
difficulties, Iran has failed to pay its 
debt to Rosatom, a Russian state-
owned company involved in the 
construction of the Bushehr nuclear 
power plant in Iran. This was part 
of a major project. However, its 
implementation stopped in 2020, 
again because of US sanctions.

No military deal was reached 
during Raisi’s Moscow visit. 
The only compensation was the 
announcement of joint military 
drills. To add insult to injury, social 
media was soon flooded with videos 
that appeared to show disrespect for 
the Iranian president in terms of how 
he was greeted at various events - 
eg, the long table used in the official 
visit to the Kremlin, with Putin and 
Raisi sat at the two extremes of 
this table. There were complaints 
by some Iranian officials that the 
welcome for the Iranian president 
was, at times, disrespectful: he was 
greeted by lower ranking officials; 
receptions were unfriendly; and 
his official car was not available 
at the end of one meeting, leaving 
officials running in the forecourt of 

the Kremlin, calling for the car to be 
moved forward.

Iran-China
Throughout 2021 there was a lot 
of hype about the Comprehensive 
Strategic Partnership agreement 
signed between China and Iran, 
which will cover the two countries’ 
economic, political and military 
cooperation for the next 25 years. 
Rightwing Iranians, in particular 
the supporters of the loony 
Mojahedin Khalgh group, as well 
as Iranian royalists, were telling 
fellow Iranians that the leaders of 
the Islamic Republic had sold the 
country’s resources, land and sea to 
the Chinese for little money, moving 
Iran totally into the Chinese sphere 
of influence.

But, of course, the deal is nothing 
of the kind. In fact China has very 
similar agreements in place with a 
number of Middle Eastern countries, 
including Iraq, the United Arab 
Emirates and Saudi Arabia. In this 
case, however, the Chinese have 
made it absolutely clear that the 
implementation of the China-Iran 
deal will depend entirely on the 
resumption of the JCPOA - in other 
words, on the success of the Iran 

nuclear talks.
So while Raisi was in Moscow, 

his foreign minister visited China, 
so far the only country able to buy 
Iranian oil - in exchange for Chinese 
goods. However, in Beijing, Amir 
Abdollahian got the same message 
as Raisi in Moscow. When it 
comes to future investment, trade 
and economic deals, if Iran wants 
to catch up with its neighbours it 
should sign up to JCPOA. China is 
not going to risk US sanctions for the 
sake of better relations with Tehran.

East nor west 
When the Islamic Republic 
first came to power, its founder, 
ayatollah Khomeini, had a slogan: 
“Neither east nor west” (na sharghi, 
na gharbi). This was a reference 
to the US and its allies on the one 
hand, and the USSR and its bloc on 
the other. Even then, everyone knew 
that, in practice, Iran maintained 
economic relations as well as secret 
political relations with both sides - 
so the popular version of this slogan 
was “both east and west” (ham 
sharghi, ham gharbi). 

Contrary to claims of Iran’s senior 
ayatollahs, in the late 20th century 
and in the 21st, no country is in a 
position to become economically 
independent of global capital. The 
occasional deals with the then Soviet 
bloc, and nowadays with China or 
Russia, depended, and continue to 
depend, on political subservience 
to the hegemon power: the United 
States. The Iranian government is 
clearly very disappointed by the 
responses of China and Russia to its 
recent efforts to find a way out of 
the current impasse in the nuclear 
deal talks. Both Russia and China 
have made it abundantly clear that 
any economic or trade deal with 
the Islamic Republic of Iran will 
be conditional on the success of the 
JCPOA talks. No-one in their right 
mind should have expected Moscow 
or Beijing to come to Iran’s rescue.

So now, when all delegations to 
the Vienna nuclear talks have gone 
back to their respective countries 
for consultations, before what the 
Americans call the final round, the 
situation is quite clear: Iran has to 
sign up to the new JCPOA or face 
further harsh sanctions, including 
secondary sanctions. Even if they 
wanted to, neither China nor Russia 
can do much to change the situation l

Direct talks 
still have not 

happened

Iran’s nuclear industry is a bargaining chip


