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Contentious
My first feeling on reading Muriel 
Green’s report of the CPGB’s 
March 12 online aggregate was one 
of relief that I hadn’t been in such 
a tedious meeting (‘Drawing clear 
lines on Ukraine’, March 17). But 
then I remembered that I had been 
in attendance at the aforementioned 
gathering and, while the first section 
on Ukraine was uncontentious, the 
second part was a mostly interesting 
debate on the organisation’s culture 
(focused around a number of specific 
resolutions) that many comrades 
spoke in. The relationship of the 
actual meeting to its subsequent 
report was akin to inserting a pretty 
necklace into the top of a drainpipe 
and seeing a dead rat plop out the 
end.

When elements of the CPGB’s 
internal politics and aggregates 
became contentious in early 2020, 
the subsequent way in which some 
of these events were framed in the 
paper were, to my mind, ridiculous. 
One particularly tense affair in March 
2020 was placed under a standfirst 
of: “We remain united despite a 
resignation.” Having attended the 
meeting myself, I thought that act of 
framing was - how can I put this? - 
a somewhat oblique take. Recently, 
after the leadership’s version of 
events was challenged, aggregate 
reports have retreated into a more 
studied empiricism. This hasn’t 
changed the poor estimation of such 
reports among some CPGB members 
and supporters and, for my part, it’s 
getting to the point where reading 
the Weekly Worker to find out what’s 
really going on in the CPGB is a 
fool’s errand.

While György Lukács didn’t 
approve of the method of reportage 
when applied to fictional literature, 
he was more enthusiastic about its 
journalistic use. Writing in 1932, 
in an article entitled ‘Reportage or 
portrayal?’, he said: “Reportage 
is an absolutely legitimate and 
indispensable form of journalism. At 
its best, it makes the right connection 
between the general and the particular, 
the necessary and the contingent, 
that is appropriate to its particular 
purpose. Genuine reportage is in no 
way content simply to depict the 
facts; its descriptions always present 
a connection, disclose causes and 
propose consequences.” When we 
turn to the most recent aggregate 
report, these aspirational qualities 
for reportage are almost entirely 
lacking. In fact, we find almost the 
opposite qualities, what Lukács 
called a “fetishistic dismemberment 
of reality”.

The second part of the March 17 
report starts: “The second session 
began with Ollie Hughes introducing 
four amendments to the previously 
agreed perspectives document.” 
So we have the barest bureaucratic 
context for these amendments: no 
explanation, positive or negative, 
of the state of the organisation, or 
of what motivations, causes and 
connections are at play. We then read 
some fragments of what comrade 
Hughes told the meeting, including: 
“An organisation that doesn’t care 
about its past doesn’t deserve a 
future.” A bold and angular statement 
that one might expect to be dissected 
or discussed in some way. But not 
here.

Mike Macnair, as the allotted 
spokesperson for the CPGB’s 
Provisional Central Committee, is 
given slightly more explanatory 
scope with his interesting observation 

about the “milieu of defeat” and his 
correct conclusion that resolutions 
about recruitment, etc don’t solve 
anything in and of themselves. The 
rest of the article degenerates into 
‘he said/she said’ that resolves itself 
into a hysterical babble of individual 
opinions. Looked at in the cold 
light of dialectical day, how much 
does the following passage advance 
our understanding of the political 
ideas at work in this discussion 
or even what these comrades are 
meant to have said? “Next up was 
Sarah Stewart, who spoke about 
‘clicktivists’; Jim Nelson about how 
he was recruited; Gaby Rubin about 
the centrality of programme; Vernon 
Price about how it is important for 
the organisation to adapt to changing 
conditions. He also agreed that the 
Weekly Worker website was in need 
of improvement.” In this instance, 
more is clearly less.

The alternative to this empiricist 
jumble sale would have been to 
construct the piece around a clear 
narrative spine of the key issues at 
stake and to pull a reiteration of the 
more important interventions into 
that narrative. Even if, as usually 
happens, the writer ends up as a 
partisan of one side of the debate, 
an attempt to explain motivations, 
causes and connections generally 
ends with a deeper understanding 
and, by foregrounding the issues, 
makes the party’s internal debates 
transparent and attractive to 
outsiders. (An excellent example of 
this method at work can be seen in 
Mark Fischer’s July 16 2020 report 
of a CPGB members’ meeting, 
headlined ‘Judge tactics in the 
concrete’, which passes the Lukács 
reportage test with flying colours.) 
Muriel Green’s piece has precisely 
the opposite effect: making the 
central issues opaque and the CPGB 
sound like a bunch of incontinent 
dullards.

The March 17 report is slightly 
stronger on consequences, given 
that I presume the PCC resolution 
on ‘Our web work’ agreed the day 
after the aggregate is connected to 
the decisions of the previous day. 
Not that the article can narrate that, 
of course; rather the reader infers 
that from an act of juxtaposition 
in the layout. And by allowing the 
March 12 meeting to be reported in 
a singularly flat and conservative 
manner means that its importance is 
very subtly downgraded, given that 
little attempt is made to explain its 
emergence or outcome.

I would issue a challenge to 
the PCC and the Weekly Worker: 
stop drowning aggregate reports 
in empiricism and give them to 
your better writers. Be bold about 
it and be prepared to encounter, on 
occasion, slightly uncomfortable 
things. When debates have been very 
contentious, why not run two reports 
counterposing shades of opinion in 
the CPGB? 

The consequence if you carry on 
in the present mode is that people will 
simply go elsewhere to read about 
the internal life of the party. If you 
need an example of how that plays 
out, you might care to remember the 
‘compulsory openness’ your own 
organisation was able to inflict on 
some of its rivals on the revolutionary 
left in the 1990s.
Lawrence Parker
London

Disappointing
It is disappointing that the report 
of the discussion on perspectives 
at the March 12 aggregate was so 
brief and devoid of detail about the 
contributions made. There were a 
number of important issues raised, 
including the negative impact that our 
involvement in unity projects and the 

Labour Party has had on our attitude 
to recruitment. Another argument 
was over the long-term perspectives 
for the organisation, with a number of 
comrades raising the need to develop 
younger comrades for positions of 
leadership.

Organisational perspectives arise, 
of course, from politics and, while 
there is no major programmatic 
difference within the organisation, 
there are nonetheless differences, 
which need proper ventilation for 
progress to be made. Otherwise they 
remain at the level of frustration, 
personal tensions and defensiveness 
on the part of comrades being 
criticised.

We have always stressed that 
socialist and communist groups need 
to have their differences out in front 
of the class; that the movement has 
the right to know what the issues are 
and how the organisation operates. 
We need to consider this question 
ourselves now when reporting on 
members meetings, and ensure 
that the reports properly reflect our 
debates.
Anne McShane
email

Who cares?
I’d like to comment on the quote in 
the aggregate article in last week’s 
paper: “the pretence of the US and its 
Nato allies to care so much about the 
Ukrainian people, when they do not 
even care about their own people”.

The truth of this is borne out every 
day, even in the mainstream media. 
In the UK, for instance, we have 
800 P&O workers flung out of their 
jobs with no notice. The odd minister 
has commented on this, expressing 
disquiet, but decades of government 
policies have made this possible and 
I’m sure that ministers only believe it 
should have been done more politely.

We also have the news that almost 
800 medical graduates will not be 
able to proceed to further training in 
the NHS; at the same time the second 
biggest private hospital in the UK 
is due to open soon in London. We 
continue to have people living on 
the streets, and the number of people 
using food banks seems to be rising 
exponentially - and we are in the early 
stages of the worldwide fuel crisis 
and the Russia/Ukraine wheat crisis. 
A sort of throwaway line is the choice 
families have of ‘heating or eating’.

And that’s just the UK; what about 
the USA? Even more on the streets, 
or in prison - the US does, after all, 
have the highest incarceration rate in 
the world. And the US government 
doesn’t even care about their 
‘veterans’. A story in Jacobin (‘The 
VA needs more funding, not more 
privatisation’ March 17) outlines how 
Biden is going back, step by step, on 
promises he made about the Veteran 
Affairs department in his election 
campaign.

They write of the capital funds 
needed for VA infrastructure and the 
proposed destruction of its integrated 
hospitals and clinics along with its 
relatively well-structured mental-
health facilities. To quote, “As Jacobin 
has previously reported, incremental 
privatisation of the VA began under 
president Barack Obama, continued 
under his Republican successor, and 
is now occurring on Biden’s watch.”

The medical industry and its 
partners in pharmaceuticals already 
rake it in hand over fist from those 
who can, just or nearly, afford 
healthcare; but the medical oligarchs 
want more - of course they do. So, 
whoever the president is, they’ll get 
it.

In the US - as in the UK and pretty 
much everywhere else - capitalist 
accumulation takes priority over 
the needs of ‘their own people’. In 
housing, education, health, working 

conditions - in every sphere of life 
- the needs of nearly everybody 
are of trivial concern to the ruling 
class. As I say, we can read of the 
crimes committed against working 
class people every day even in 
the mainstream media: in fact The 
Guardian and the BBC, for instance, 
seem to think that by reporting these 
things they have done their bit.

But, that’s ‘their own people’ 
- what about the Ukrainians? One 
useful piece of help would be to 
cancel Ukraine’s debts. These - to 
the International Monetary Fund and 
various banks - continue to mount 
and even a recent ‘aid package’ is not 
just a giveaway. The UK government 
has its own bit of ‘care’ - refugees are 
not welcome here. Or, rather, they are 
(of course they are!), but we do have 
to be careful.

But money is so very important! 
Just as the UK government manages 
to pay back some stolen money 
to Iran, to get some much needed 
applause from the public, Joe Biden 
has stolen even more ($7 billion) 
from Afghanistan. OK, Afghan 
puppets can steal what they like, with 
their suitcases bulging with money, 
as they board their helicopter, but the 
US needs money more than starving 
Afghanis do.

So I would suggest that “the 
pretence of the US and its Nato allies 
to care so much about the Ukrainian 

people, when they do not even care 
about their own people”, is just a 
reminder that the main enemy is at 
home! And, much as we deplore the 
invasion of Ukraine, we need to build 
the mass party of the working class to 
end capitalist rule and hence end war.
Jim Nelson
email

P&O and the EU
P&O is in fact state-owned, but not 
just by this state. DP World is owned 
by the emirate of Dubai - that is, 
of course, one of the United Arab 
Emirates, where trade unions are 
illegal.

But, whatever has made possible 
the outrage at P&O, it is not Brexit. 
In 1972, could balaclava-clad 
private security guards have wielded 
handcuffs and teargas, as they evicted 
workers from their workplaces (which 
for the duration of their work were 
also their homes), with absolutely 
no notice whatever? All of the anti-
union legislation was enacted while 
Britain was a member of what was 
really always the European Union, 
and the biggest ever attack on British 
workers’ rights, the Trade Union Act 
2016, was brought to us by the prime 
minister who not only campaigned 
for ‘remain’, but who resigned when 
‘leave’ won.
David Lindsay
Durham

Online Communist Forum

Sunday March 27 5pm 
Debates in the Second International

Speaker: Mike Taber
Sunday April 3 5pm 
A week in politics

Political report from
CPGB’s Provisional Central Committee

and discussion
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

https://weeklyworker.co.uk/
http://communistparty.co.uk/ocf-register
https://communistparty.co.uk
http://www.labourpartymarxists.org.uk
mailto:Secretary%40labourpartymarxists.org.uk?subject=
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No to war in Ukraine
Friday March 25, 7pm: Public meeting, Stratford Advice Arcade,
107-109 The Grove, London E15. Immediate ceasefire now and 
withdrawal of Russian troops. This conflict is the product of failed 
policies, including Nato expansion. Speakers include Lindsey 
German (Stop the War Coalition) and Kate Hudson (CND).
Organised by Newham Stop the War Coalition:
www.facebook.com/events/1197295601076077.
Support Coventry’s bin workers
Saturday March 26, 11am: Solidarity rally, Broadgate,
Coventry CV1. Support Coventry’s striking bin HGV drivers. 
Coventry council refuses to pay a proper rate for the job. Speakers 
include Sharon Graham (Unite general secretary).
Organised by Unite the union:
www.facebook.com/events/711127160245309.
Mobilising the climate rebellion 
Saturday March 26, 10.30am to 3pm: Online conference. Working 
people must demand climate jobs that protect the planet. Workshops 
will discuss creating climate jobs in renewable energy; transport and 
industry; working the land; and towards zero waste. Register free.
Organised by Sheffield Climate Campaign Umbrella Coalition:
www.facebook.com/events/251611557138918.
War in Ukraine: causes and consequences
Saturday March 26, 11am: Teach-in, Mary Ward House,
5-7 Tavistock Place, London WC1. To discuss Ukraine’s history, 
Nato’s record, the question of self-determination, the threat of 
nuclear war, attacks on Russian culture and the issue of refugees.
Tickets £10. Organised by Stop the War Coalition:
www.facebook.com/events/1082528665641902.
Stop arming Saudi
Saturday March 26, 12 noon: Vigil outside 10 Downing Street, 
London SW1. To mark seven years since the Saudi-led coalition 
started their brutal assault on Yemen, resulting in thousands of 
Yemeni civilians killed by Saudi bombs.
Organised by London Campaign Against Arms Trade:
www.facebook.com/events/512684826872415.
Yemen - a seven-year-long crime
Saturday March 26, 5pm: Online meeting. Find out more about the 
catastrophic Yemen war and how you can help to end it. Speakers 
include Shireen Al-Adeimi (Yemeni peace activist), Steve Bell 
(Stop the War Coalition), Jeremy Corbyn MP and Roger McKenzie 
(Liberation). Followed by Q&A. Register free.
Organised by Liberation: www.facebook.com/liberationorg.
Cable Street
Performances of Lisa Goldman’s play as part of the National Theatre 
connections program for youth companies. Cable Street is about 
growing up in London’s Jewish East End in the 1930s, and the 
political turmoil caused by Oswald Mosley’s fascist Blackshirts.
Saturday March 26, 7.15pm: Studio Theatre, 55 Norfolk Street, 
Sheffield S1. Easy Street Theatre Company. £7.
www.sheffieldtheatres.co.uk/events/connections-festival-day-3-2.
Monday March 28, 7pm: Ariel Theatre, Ashburton Road,
Totnes, TQ9. Company: KEVICC Performing Arts. £5.39 (£3.23).
www.ticketsource.co.uk/whats-on/totnes/ariel-theatre-kevicc.
Monday March 28, 7.15pm: Second Space, Cast, Waterdale, 
Doncaster DN1. Company: Rugby School. £6 (£3).
castindoncaster.com/whats-on.
Introduction to radical anthropology
Tuesday March 29, 6.30pm: Series of talks on social and biological 
anthropology, Daryll Forde seminar room, Anthropology Building, 
14 Taviton Street, London WC1. Also online via Zoom.
This talk: ‘No! - how women spoke the first word’. 
Speakers: Chris Knight and Jerome Lewis.
Organised by Radical Anthropology Group:
radicalanthropologygroup.org/evening-talks.
No to war in Ukraine
Tuesday March 29, 6.30pm: Public meeting, The Warehouse,
54-57 Alison Street, Birmingham B5. Immediate withdrawal of 
Russian troops, no Nato expansion. Speakers include Kate Hudson 
(CND). Organised by Birmingham Stop the War Coalition:
www.facebook.com/BStWC.
Abolish capitalism
Thursday March 31, 6pm: Online education talk via Zoom.
Part of a weekly series on ‘Abolition’. Speaker: Kevin Bean.
Organised by Labour Left Alliance:
www.facebook.com/events/436141718210359.
Cost of living crisis: we can’t pay
Saturday April 2: Day of action with protests nationwide. While we 
face hikes in energy prices, food, fuel, national insurance and more, 
wages are falling behind. Protest to defend living standards.
Organised by The Peoples Assembly: 
thepeoplesassembly.org.uk.
End the fossil fuel economy
Saturday April 9, 10am: Protest rally, Hyde Park, London W2. 
Demand the UK government immediately blocks investment in 
fossil fuels. Part of mass protests in April to grind the capital to a 
halt - the disruption will not stop until the fossil fuel economy ends.
Organised by Extinction Rebellion UK: 
www.facebook.com/events/480073833610992.
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.

Notes
1. www.thetimes.co.uk/article/fighting-
russia-takes-focus-off-azov-battalions-nazi-
roots-x07lkjl7r.
2. en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Taras_Kuzio.
3. taraskuzio.com/books.html.
4. For details of these CIA operations 
and activities see www.cia.gov/
readingroom/docs/QRPLUMB   VOL. 4  
%28DEVELOPMENT AND PLANS%2C 
1982-88%29_0021.pdf; taraskuzio.com.
5.archive.org/details/QRPLUMB_CIA/
QRPLUMB   VOL. 1_0001/page/n1/
mode/2up; www.muckrock.com/news/
archives/2018/sep/18/mykola-lebed-and-
the-cia.
6. www.cia.gov/readingroom/
docs/QRPLUMB   VOL. 4  
%28DEVELOPMENT AND PLANS%2C 
1982-88%29_0021.pdf.

A toxic operation
Paul Houston shines a light on the murky origins of the Ukraine 
Solidarity Campaign

As the war seems to have 
entered a phase of a bloody 
attrition, Ukraine’s media 

battle to secure the high moral 
ground and gain further military 
support has gone into overdrive.

The propaganda onslaught in 
the North American and European 
media has been unrelenting, with 
embedded reporters faithfully 
retelling the Ukrainian state’s 
authorised version at every 
opportunity. The BBC in particular 
has distinguished itself in its 
sterling support for ‘plucky little 
Ukraine’ and all in all furthering 
US interests. Few journalists have 
been able to stand against the 
smothering consensus or make any 
sort of critique of the role of Nato 
and the geopolitical strategy of the 
American hegemon towards Russia.

Meanwhile, much of what 
passes for the organised left has 
clung to social-pacifism, upholding 
the virtues of diplomacy and 
international law - eg, the Morning 
Star’s CPB, Peace and Justice, Stop 
the War Coalition and Counterfire. 
Of course, there is a widespread 
popular sentiment which simply 
wants to see an end to this grizzly 
war. That is welcome and perfectly 
understandable. But the role of the 
left should be to join the popular 
desire for peace with the struggle 
for socialism and putting an end to 
the capitalist system which breeds 
war. The social-pacifists not only 
fail to do that, they serve to fool 
people into believing that there can 
be a lasting peace while capitalism 
survives.

However, there are also the 
social-imperialists. The Leninist 
position of refusing to fall in behind 
‘our’ ruling class and support their 
foreign policy in time of war has 
been replaced by the demonisation 
of Vladimir Putin, calls for 
sanctions on Russia and arming 
Ukraine (by implication including 
those ‘patriotic boys’ in the Azov 
battalion). Typically there has 
been a falling in behind the current 
wave of hero-worship for Ukraine 
president Volodymyr Zelensky 
(thus dovetailing with the Nato 
propaganda war).

Here pride of place must surely 
go to the Ukraine Solidarity 
Campaign. Affiliations include 
the train drivers’ union, Aslef, and 
the rump NUM, and there is also 
the Haldane Society of socialist 
lawyers. But the true political 
nature of the USC is exposed by 
support from outfits such as the 
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty, Anti-
Capitalist Resistance, the Labour 
Representation Committee, the 
Scottish nationalist Emancipation 
and Liberation grouplet and 
Revolutionary Socialism in the 21st 
Century (the latter being a split from 
the SWP which has clearly evolved 
far to the right). Despite proclaiming 
‘Neither western imperialism nor 
Russian expansionism’ in fact 
the USC provides ‘left’ cover for 
supporting Zelensky’s regime and 
using Ukraine as a weapon to bring 
about regime change in Moscow 
and reduce Russia to a US neo-
colony.

Although it took its current 
form in 2014 as a loose coalition in 
support of the so-called Euromaidan 
movement and the US/Nato-backed 
coup that overthrew the Yanukovych 
government, the USC’s origins 
actually go back rather further. 
Whilst the role of the Right Sector 
and the neo-Nazi Svoboda party in 
the colour revolution of 2014, along 

with the subsequent significance 
of the far right, such as the Azov 
battalion in the Donbas, has been 
well-documented, there is, in fact, 
a much murkier world behind this 
type of ‘solidarity with Ukraine’.1 
Despite the USC’s ostensibly left 
positions, the milieu from which 
it emerged is intertwined with all-
manner of American state agencies 
and NGOs, openly pro-imperialist 
currents and far-right Ukrainian 
nationalists and fascists.

In the mid-1980s some comrades 
on the Trotskyist left were actively 
involved in smuggling a range of 
equipment and political materials 
into Poland and the Soviet Union, 
especially Ukraine. As one comrade 
involved in this activity recalls, 
they were genuine leftwingers who 
wanted to support an independent 
workers’ movement and thought that 
they were in contact with Ukrainian 
leftwingers and Polish supporters of 
Solidarnosc.

However, all was not as it 
seemed. During their activity these 
comrades remember meeting Taras 
Kuzio, who would later become an 
academic advisor to the American 
government on ‘democracy, 
governance and human rights in 
Ukraine’, and director of the Nato 
Information and Documentation 
Centre in Kyiv.2 His prodigious 
academic output and media activity 
confirms his pro-imperialist position 
and support for Nato expansion into 
eastern Europe.3

Moreover, Kuzio’s own account 
of his role in the 1980s confirms 
the smuggling of books, journals, 
money and printers to Ukrainian 
opposition groups, but, according to 
him, this was not part of any socialist 
or working class initiative. Rather 
Kuzio headed the Ukrainian Press 
Agency in London - a CIA-funded 
operation - and was a member of 
the external representation of the 
Ukrainian Supreme Liberation 
Council, which campaigned for an 
independent capitalist Ukraine.4

What emerges from the 
declassified CIA and other US 
government material is a very shady 
world of former Nazi collaborators 
turned CIA assets, émigré politics 
and unwitting useful idiots, who 
were used to promote US interests 
during the disintegration of the 
USSR and the sponsored birth of 
the post-1991 Ukrainian state.5 
The role that Ukrainian nationalists 
and academic assets like Kuzio 
played for the US state was as 
‘agents of influence’ shaping 
media reporting and establishing a 
dominant consensus favourable to 
Washington. This was very much 
standard procedure and was typical 
of many American ‘soft power’ 
strategies during the cold war and 
after.

The CIA has clearly been at 

work in the same way in the past 30 
years or so in Ukraine. Under the 
general heading of ‘QRPUMB’ in 
the 1970s and 80s, these operations 
had a particular focus on such media 
work and coordinating the activities 
of what it describes as ‘unwitting 
agents’, although it was not averse 
to directly recruiting ‘witting agents’ 
from this media and campaigning 
milieu, as a report noted in 1989:

We plan to assess the director of 
the London affiliate for possible 
recruitment as a witting agent. 
He has unique contacts and 
capabilities, which suggest that, 
in addition to his present role, he 
would be an excellent FI [foreign 
intelligence] agent.6

All of this rather Le Carré-esque 
world might now seem like ancient 
history, but the current crisis has 
once again drawn attention to the 
role of the US and its Nato allies 
in shaping Ukrainian politics 
and attempts to influence media 
reporting.

Moreover, for those comrades 
which felt they had been duped 
in the 1980s into working for an 
organisation funded by the CIA 
and which was actually headed 
by Ukrainian Nazis, questions 
still remain which are of more 
than historical interest. There is a 
continuum between these shadowy 
CIA fronts of the 1980s and the 
current USC. Chris Ford, the 
leading light and convenor of the 
USC, worked in the London office 
of these Ukrainian support groups 
in the late 1980s and, although he 
has denied the allegations about 
Nazi links, he has hardly been 
forthcoming about the CIA funding, 
let alone apologised about being 
one of the CIA’s many useful idiots.

Given the enthusiastic pro-Nato 
pronouncements of the USC’s 
most prominent cheermonger, Paul 
Mason, formerly of Workers Power, 
now New Statesman, the open 
social-imperialism of the AWL and 
the shady history of Chris Ford, one 
thing is abundantly clear. No one on 
the left should touch the USC with a 
barge pole. It is a toxic operation l

Giving pro-imperialism a left gloss
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A tale of two wars
As the western powers furiously denounce Russian aggression, they continue to aid and abet the Saudi war in 
Yemen, writes Paul Demarty

I t is not easy, nowadays, to spend 
much time in the company of 
the bourgeois media. It has 

become a vast tornado of unhinged 
war propaganda, with scarcely 
any let-up. It seems quite united 
in demanding the United States 
escalate its operations in Ukraine, 
even to the point of provoking direct 
war with Russia (even those who 
merely support Joe Biden’s restraint 
on no-fly zones and the like are 
sometimes assumed to have suspect 
allegiances).

In the meantime, of course, there 
is another war in progress, a couple 
of thousand miles from Ukraine, 
which barely hit the front page even 
before Vladimir Putin’s ‘special 
military operation’ over his south-
western border. That is the civil war 
in Yemen between Saudi-backed 
government forces and Houthi 
rebels, which has been ongoing 
nearly as long as the low-intensity 
conflict in eastern Ukraine, but 
with far more severe consequences. 
The death toll, including from 
otherwise avoidable famines and 
outbreaks of disease, is close to 
377,000 people. Over three million 
Yemenis have been displaced. The 
tragedy has briefly made it into 
major news cycles as a sideshow: 
in America in the scandal triggered 
by the gruesome murder of Jamaal 
Khashoggi; and in this country the 
Saudi takeover of Newcastle United 
football club. The Saudi angle is 
pertinent, of course, because Saudi 
Arabia has been an active participant 
in the conflict since 2015.

So presumably, then, we should 
have heard no end of hand-wringing 
about our two countries’ close and 
corrupt ties with the Saudi monarchy, 
as it conducts this abysmal crime. 
It is unseemly to do business with 
mega-rich individuals associated 
with governments that commit war 
crimes, we are told, as politicians puff 
themselves up to inflict sanctions on 
Russian billionaires and scramble 
to cover the tracks of their hand-
in-glove mutual relationships. Yet, 
with regard to the Saudi elite and 
Yemen, there is nothing: a discreet, 
embarrassed silence hangs over the 
whole affair. Roman Abramovich 
has had Chelsea seized from him; 
but Newcastle will remain forever 
the prize possession of Saudi crown 
prince Mohammed bin Salman (or 
MBS, as he is often referred to).

There are various explanations 
for this, some truer than others. It 
has been argued that the difference 
in coverage is an effect of racism; 
and there is certainly something to 
that. In the early days of the Ukraine 
conflict, many TV journalists were 
caught out proclaiming their shock 
that such things were possible in a 
‘civilised’ country: in other words, 
nothing better is to be expected 
from the Arabs, or for that matter the 
participants of various African wars 
currently in train. Now, as in the 
glory days of empire, ‘wogs don’t 
count’.

The most important reason, 
however, is the geopolitical one. 
The transactional corruption of 
western-Saudi relations - Newcastle 
United, fast-track passports, the 
stupendously corrupt al-Yamamah 
UK arms deal with BAE Systems 
(that was not prosecuted on the 
orders of then prime minister 
Tony Blair) - are epiphenomena 
of a strategic alliance apparently 
impervious to interruption by any 

outrage. It mattered not that more 
or less every perpetrator of terrorist 
atrocities on American and British 
soil, including naturally the 9/11 
attacks, were at most three steps 
removed from the Saudi elite or 
else Saudi money. Why should it 
matter that they kill Yemenis? The 
United States needs control of the 
global oil taps, and cannot have it 
without a working relationship with 
the Saudis, who have some of the 
world’s largest reserves.

So long as that fact is true, MBS 
has a great deal of leeway in his 
own backyard. And, more than that, 
he does it with our enthusiastic 
assistance. British and American 
arms firms have made a tidy profit 
out of those 377,000 deaths. UK 
military advisors are deeply involved 
in the operation. The whole thing, 
from any morally consistent point of 
view, stinks.

The stink reaches far enough, 
to be sure, that occasionally a few 
weasel words are called for from 
our glorious political class. Boris 
Johnson recently made a trip to 
Riyadh to ask MBS to increase oil 
production; his visit coincided with 
a wave of executions, with 81 people 
- largely Shia dissidents - having 
been beheaded on March 12. (three 
more suffered the same fate while 
Johnson was in the country). These 
executions did move at least sections 
of the press to condemn the rather bad 
optics of begging for favours from 
this repellent crew (no mentions of 
Yemen, mind); Johnson insisted that 
he had raised the question of human 
rights - a rather pathetic endeavour, 
given that he was in no position to 
negotiate. We suspect, in the end, 
that it will be enough; but we cannot 
deny a certain grim amusement 

that, so far, MBS has declined to 
save the political bacon of Biden 
and Johnson by tapping into Saudi 
reserves, no matter how much they 
plead for mercy.

Connections
This sort of argument is frequently 
dismissed as ‘whataboutery’ - the 
dubious practice of trying to deflect 
attention from one issue at hand to 
another. It is true, in a limited sense, 
that the antics of MBS in Yemen, 
and the west’s criminal complicity 
in his crimes, reflect neither well nor 
badly on Putin’s invasion in Ukraine. 
From a wholly abstract point of 
view, these are two independent 
moral variables.

Yet the accusation is foolish 
for two reasons. One was argued 
by the philosopher and writer, 
Ben Burgis, in the American left 
magazine Current Affairs: the west 
condemns Putin by appealing to a 
particular moral standard and, if it 
fails to apply that standard equally 
to friends and enemies, then critique 
of its hypocrisy is well founded.1 
It is perhaps demonstrated most 
succinctly by the moment, a couple 
of weeks ago, when Condoleezza 
Rice was seen nodding solemnly 
in agreement to the proposition 
that “invading another country is a 
crime”. It is no fallacy to object to 
such creatures taking the moral high 
ground in this supercilious way.

The other reason is that, of course, 
these two wars do not actually exist 
in total abstraction from each other. 
The short-term links are the most 
obvious: why are Johnson and 
Biden going cap in hand to MBS? 
Because they need oil. Why do they 
need oil? Because they have gone to 
economic war with Russia, which is 

one of the few other producers on 
a similar scale, and whose sudden 
relative economic isolation and 
the associated uncertainty has sent 
Brent crude prices through the roof.

Moreover, the situation in Yemen 
may be about to get a lot worse 
- some NGOs estimate that up to 
400,000 children are at medium-
term risk of death from famine and 
malnutrition. Why? Because Yemen 
is one of the many countries in 
the Middle East and north Africa 
dependent on Russian wheat 
imports. The two wars have more or 
less independent origin stories, but 
are tangled together, as geopolitical 
crises often are.

The immediate, as it were, 
random links - as if Putin and MBS 
were characters in Paul Thomas 
Anderson’s film, Magnolia - are not 
the most serious ones. The war in 
Ukraine is ultimately the outcome of 
a three-decade   effort on the part 
of the US to strategically encircle 
Russia, by bringing its new found 
proxies into Nato and into economic 
alliances like the European Union. 
Like the cosy deal with Saudi Arabia, 
American strategic aggression 
against Russia has the aim of - by 
controlling the energy supply - 
exercising veto power on the ability 
of any country to wage conventional 
warfare, still very much a fossil-
fuelled affair. The west stands by in 
Yemen for exactly the same reason 
it foams at the mouth about Putin’s 
purportedly genocidal aims. They 
are, in a certain sense, the same war: 
the war of American power against 
its own decline.

As a final insult to those killed and 
put to flight by these two conflicts, 
it is extremely possible that it will 
all be, even from this strategic 

perspective, quite pointless. Indeed, 
the progress of these wars tends to 
foreshadow that the mode of warfare 
controlled by the oil taps is perhaps 
enjoying its twilight years. The 
Houthis - despite very much more 
modest support from the Iranians 
and others than the Saudis and the 
west give the Yemeni government 
- have stayed in the fight, and 
succeeded in attacking the Saudi oil 
industry with simple drone attacks. 
The Russians, meanwhile, have had 
endless trouble with their long tank 
columns being attacked by drones 
and infantrymen armed with modern, 
but basically cheap, portable anti-
tank weapons. The same Turkish 
drones employed by the Ukrainians 
made the Nagorno-Karabakh war of 
last year a cakewalk for the Azeri 
dictatorship by obliterating the 
Armenians’ artillery pieces in the 
early part of the conflict.

Then, perhaps, the centre of 
gravity of western hypocrisy will 
shift elsewhere, to the sources of 
the minerals and components of the 
new wave of effective weapons - the 
lithium mines of South America, 
and who knows what else. In such a 
scenario, Russia will still be a vastly 
wealthy player, and still a problem 
for American strategists. MBS may 
then be left behind to hang himself 
with his own hubris; and the great 
weapons of an earlier age - aircraft 
carriers, heavy tanks and attack 
helicopters - could be left to rust 
in abandoned backlots and naval 
yards l

paul.demarty@weeklyworker.co.uk

Notes
1. www.currentaffairs.org/2022/03/is-
whataboutism-always-a-bad-thing.

YEMEN

Yemen: A forgotten conflict
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FAR RIGHT

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

One week to go
The highlight of this week’s 

contributions to the Weekly 
Worker fighting fund came in 
the shape of two bank transfers 
from comrade GB. Not content 
with his first brilliant gift of £75, 
almost immediately afterwards 
he decided to add a further £50! 
There’s generosity for you!

On top of that, we received two 
three-figure (!) standing orders 
from comrades SK and PM, 
plus other lesser, but nonetheless 
highly valued, monthly donations 
from MM (£75), DR (£20) and 
TT (£6). Then there was SB with 
his excellent £50 PayPal gift and 
finally - how could I forget? - the 
usual £10 note handed to one of 
our team from comrade Hassan.

All that came to no less than 
£841 - not bad for a single week! 
- which means our running 
total for March has shot up to 

£1,950, with a week still to go. 
Our monthly target is, of course, 
£2,250, which means that we 
need exactly £300 to get there.

But don’t forget two things: 
first, we need to make up for 
last month’s £250 shortfall. In 
other words, can we make it to 
£2,500 this month? That would 
mean another £550 by next 
week, which is definitely doable. 
Secondly, from April postage 
prices will increase, adding to our 
weekly costs - making it all the 
more important that we reach our 
target every month.

Please do what you can to help. 
We have exactly one week! l

Robbie Rix

Fighting fund

Nazis? What Nazis?
One thing is clearly missing from the media coverage of the Russia-Ukraine conflict, argues Daniel Lazare

P rior to Vladimir Putin’s 
“special military operation”, 
the question of a growing 

Nazi presence in Ukraine was a 
topic the mainstream media felt 
free to discuss. The BBC, The 
Times, The Guardian and The New 
York Times all ran stories about it, 
while Bellingcat, the CIA and MI6 
favourite ‘independent’ website, 
showed how Ukrainian neo-fascists 
were linking up with Nazis in the 
United States to help create a “world 
conservative revolution” in order to 
“defend the white race”.1 Even the 
US Congress got into the act, voting 
in March 2018 to temporarily block 
military aid to the country’s far-right 
Azov Battalion because of its white-
supremacist ideology.

But the party line has changed. 
It now holds that (a) neo-Nazi 
influence in Ukraine is negligible and 
that (b), even if it was not, we should 
not discuss it, because we would be 
playing into Kremlin hands if we 
do. A particularly extreme version 
occurred last week when The New 
York Times ran a front-page story 
asserting that Russian complaints 
about Nazism are “puzzling” because 
Ukrainian president Volodymyr 
Zelensky is Jewish:

Ukraine’s government is “openly 
neo-Nazi” and “pro-Nazi”, 
controlled by “little Nazis”, 
president Vladimir V Putin of 
Russia says. The “Nazi” slur’s 
sudden emergence shows how Mr 
Putin is trying to use stereotypes, 
distorted reality and his country’s 
lingering World War II trauma to 
justify his invasion of Ukraine.2

But, the Times went on, Nazis “in 
reality occupy a marginal place in 
Ukrainian society”. Bottom line: the 
Kremlin is making a mountain out 
of a molehill in order to justify its 
illegal invasion.

But then the Times began to 
backtrack. After a dozen paragraphs 
of anti-Russian vitriol, it finally 
conceded that maybe the claims 
were not so baseless after all: “Like 
many lies, Mr Putin’s claim about a 
Nazi-controlled Ukraine has a hall-
of-mirrors connection to reality,” 
it said. “Jewish groups and others 
have, in fact, criticised Ukraine since 
its pro-western revolution in 2014 for 

allowing Ukrainian independence 
fighters who at one point sided with 
Nazi Germany to be venerated as 
national heroes.”

The Times continued:

Eduard Dolinsky, director 
general of the Ukrainian Jewish 
Committee, a group representing 
Ukrainian Jews, said that some in 
the country do derisively refer to 
those far-right groups as ‘Naziki’ 
- ‘little Nazis’ - as Mr Putin does. 
On social media, Mr Dolinsky 
in recent years has frequently 
called attention to things like 
the renaming of a major stadium 
in western Ukraine for Roman 
Shukhevych, a Ukrainian 
nationalist leader. He commanded 
troops that were implicated in 
mass killings of Jews and Poles 
during World War II.

Putin is wrong, in other words, except 
when he’s right. He is sounding false 
alarms that nonetheless turn out to be 
distinctly alarming.

Growing influence
In fact, Nazi influence in Ukraine 
is massive and growing. Dolinsky’s 
Twitter feed describes a steady 
stream of anti-Semitic incidents that 
would be a major scandal anywhere 

else except Ukraine. On February 8, 
he tweeted about an upcoming event 
at Kyiv’s Maidan Museum, devoted 
to the “ideas and modern challenges” 
of the Nazi-collaborationist, Stepan 
Bandera (“The main ideas of World 
War II Ukrainian ultranationalist 
Stepan Bandera,” he interjected, are 
“the ethnic cleansing of Poles and 
murder of Jews”). On February 7, he 
tweeted about a skit at an Orthodox 
church featuring Ukrainians in 
traditional dress pledging to boycott 
paysatye: ie, Jews with payot or side 
curls. On February 4, he tweeted 
footage of a school play in Lviv about 
a Jew named Moshko who “takes a 
little, cheating, robbing, always with 
money, hryvna, euro, cents - he will 
lend it with percent. And if you not 
return - he’ll get all your stuff ...” 
On February 3, he tweeted about a 
nativity play featuring yet another 
skulking Jew, who declares that the 
messiah will give “us - kikes with 
peysim - a lot of money”.3

It is like something out of Isaac 
Babel - except that it is occurring a 
full century later.

As for Shukhevych, he is not 
just a “nationalist”, as The New 
York Times describes him, but a 
hitman who took part in a string of 
assassination attempts from the mid-
1920s against Polish officials and 
later helped organise a military unit 
known as the Nachtigall Battalion, 
which took part in the massacre 
of 4,000 Jews in Lvov and other 
west Ukrainian cities following the 
Nazi invasion in 1941. Shukhevych 
then joined an auxiliary police unit, 
whose main activity, according 
to one historian, was “fighting 
partisans and killing Jews”.4 In mid-
1943, the Organisation of Ukrainian 
Nationalists, which he helped 
command, launched an ethnic-
cleansing operation in a Polish-
Ukrainian border zone that may have 
killed as many as 100,000 Poles over 
a two-month period.

Naming a stadium after him would 
be the equivalent, in America, of 
naming one after Nathan Bedford 
Forrest, the Confederate general who 
went on to found the Ku Klux Klan. 
But where the reaction in the US 
would be one of shock and dismay, in 
Ukraine it is no big deal.

All told, more than a dozen 
Ukrainian cities, including Lviv, 
Ivano-Frankivsk, and Khmelnytskyi, 
have erected plaques and monuments 
celebrating Shukhevych as a “hero of 
Ukraine”, while more than 50 have 
put up plaques and monuments in 
honour of Bandera. In 2016, Kyiv 
even named a major boulevard after 

him - a gesture that was especially 
appalling, since the boulevard leads 
straight to Babi Yar, the ravine in 
which Nazis exterminated 33,000 
Jews with the help of Ukrainian 
collaborators.5

“Eighty years ago, they 
[Ukrainians] rescued Jews,” president 
Zelensky told the Israeli Knesset last 
week - words that caused members to 
turn away in disgust. “If Zelensky’s 
speech was given … in normal 
times,” one noted, “we would have 
said it bordered on holocaust denial.”6

“Bordered on holocaust denial”? 
In fact, it is the real thing. So what 
does this orgy of anti-Semitism and 
Nazi nostalgia mean? Perhaps the 
best way to answer is to begin with 
what it does not mean.

It does not mean, for example, that 
Putin is an anti-fascist. Even though 
he says his goal is to “de-Nazify” 
Ukraine, he is a Russian nationalist 
whose concerns vis-à-vis Ukraine 
are less political than geostrategic: ie, 
less with driving Nazis out than with 
preventing Nato from obtaining a 
foothold in a Russian borderland.

But Nazi nostalgia does not mean 
that Ukraine is fascist either. To the 
contrary, it is a corrupt and broken-
down state in which neo-Nazis do 
not wield total power - yet - but still 
enjoy disproportionate clout. The 
reason is simple. Zelensky is a 
standard neoliberal, who wants to lift 
restrictions on the sale of commercial 
farmland and says he wants to fight 
corruption as well, even though he is 
a protégé of the notorious oligarch, 
Ihor Kolomoisky. But he heads a 
government that is beholden to the 
ultra-right - it was the neo-Nazi-
led mob that put it in power during 
the Euromaidan uprising in Kyiv 
in February 2014. That is why neo-
Nazis are increasingly able to call the 
shots, despite polling less than two 
percent in national elections.

Zelensky is increasingly 
deferential as a consequence. When 
Andriy Biletsky, the Azov Battalion’s 
founder, refused to withdraw his 
forces from the breakaway province 
of Luhansk in Ukraine’s east in 
2019, Zelensky quickly backed 
off.7 When Spanish fans taunted 
Ukrainian footballer Roman Zozulya 
as a Nazi, Zelensky leapt to his 
defence - even though Zozulya has 
been photographed posing next to 
a picture of Bandera and is an open 
Azov Battalion supporter. Zozulya is 
“not only a cool football player, but a 
true patriot,” he said. Last November, 
Zelensky’s government appointed 
Dmytro Yarosh - a fascist who headed 
Ukraine’s so-called Right Sector from 

2013 to 2015 - as an advisor to the 
armed forces commander in chief. A 
few weeks later, Zelensky honoured 
Dmytro Kotsyubaylo, Yarosh’s 
successor as Right Sector chief.8

Kotsyubaylo is the kind of thug 
who keeps a pet wolf in a cage 
outside his office and, according to 
The New York Times, likes to joke 
about feeding it the bones of Russian-
speaking children.9 Yet now he is an 
official “hero of Ukraine”.

Real enemy
Which brings us to the real meaning 
of Nazi nostalgia. Simply put, it is 
that the far-right presence in Ukraine 
is big, it is growing and, the worse the 
war gets, the greater the likelihood 
that it will wind up on top. “In many 
ways, the Ukraine situation reminds 
me of Syria in the early and middle 
years of the last decade,” Rita Katz, 
founder of the Site Intelligence Group, 
which monitors Islamic and ultra-
right terrorism, recently observed. 
“Just as the Syrian conflict served as 
a perfect breeding ground for groups 
like al Qa’eda and Islamic State, 
similar conditions may be brewing in 
Ukraine for the far right.”

Site, a rightwing outfit that works 
closely with the FBI and other 
intelligence agencies, nonetheless 
seems to have its finger on the pulse 
of the ultra-right. White nationalists 
and neo-Nazis, it says, are rushing 
to sign up for the war from near and 
far. One recruit wrote on a far-right 
website: “Anyway, when I get to 
Ukraine I’m going to kill extra Jews 
now whenever I see them.” Another 
said: “I’m getting my gear together, 
hail Hitler, glory to Ukraine and let’s 
all kill some [expletive] Jews for 
Wotan!” A third wrote:

This war is going to burn away the 
physical and moral weakness of 
our people, so that a strong nation 
may rise from the ashes. Our job 
is to ensure that conditions remain 
terrible enough for long enough 
for this transformation to happen, 
and happen it must. Our future is at 
stake and we may not get another 
chance - certainly not one as good 
as this.10

Just as Syria and Afghanistan were 
breeding grounds for terrorism, 
Ukraine is turning into a breeding 
ground for fascism. The more the 
US pours advanced weaponry into 
the hands of groups like the Azov 
Battalion, the more it will wind up 
fanning the flames of fascism - and 
the more the corporate media will 
look away. As angry as the western 
left may be at Putin for launching this 
disastrous war, they should keep one 
thing in mind: the real enemy is at 
home l

Notes
1. www.bellingcat.com/news/uk-and-
europe/2019/02/15/defend-the-white-race-
american-extremists-being-co-opted-by-
ukraines-far-right.
2. www.nytimes.com/2022/03/17/world/
europe/ukraine-putin-nazis.html.
3. twitter.com/edolinsky.
4. PA Rudling, ‘The cult of Roman 
Shukhevych in Ukraine’ Fascism: 
Journal of Comparative Fascist Studies 
(2016): lucris.lub.lu.se/ws/portalfiles/
portal/17219693/22116257_005_01_S003_
text.pdf.
5. forward.com/news/462916/nazi-
collaborator-monuments-in-ukraine.
6. www.jpost.com/israel-news/politics-and-
diplomacy/article-701850.
7. www.kyivpost.com/ukraine-politics/im-
not-a-loser-zelensky-clashes-with-veterans-
over-donbas-disengagement.html.
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ukrainian-war-russia.
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Azov battalion: social-imperialists want to arm them
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Key issue is not Russia
Left must oppose the invasion of Ukraine, insists Tony Greenstein, but who bears ultimate responsibility 
for the carnage?

I t goes without saying that socialists 
unreservedly condemn Russia’s 
brutal invasion of Ukraine, with the 

terrible devastation and suffering that 
they have inflicted. We should have no 
hesitation in calling for the immediate 
withdrawal of Russian troops. The 
regimes in both Moscow and Kyiv 
are rotten and anti-working class, so 
we are in favour of unity between the 
working classes of both countries, not 
a war which lines up workers behind 
these leaders.

We should also support, without 
hesitation, the anti-war protestors 
in Russia itself and condemn the 
repression by the gangster regime 
that Vladimir Putin represents, with 
his new law imposing 15-year jail 
sentences on those who contradict 
Russian propaganda. That is something 
echoed in Ukraine, with the banning 
by president Volodymyr Zelensky of 
all independent media and now the 
outlawing of 11 parties, including 
the Communist Party of Ukraine.1 
But our ‘free media’ condemns the 
Russian legislation (whilst supporting 
similar laws by Boris Johnson) without 
mentioning how, at a stroke, Zelensky 
has banned all leftwing opposition.

However, it is not enough to 
condemn Russia’s actions. We also need 
to understand why Russia invaded in 
the first place. Was it because Putin was 
hellbent on recreating a Greater Russia 
and used the question of Ukraine’s 
potential membership of Nato as an 
excuse? Is it merely a question of an 
inter-imperialist war, as the Socialist 
Workers Party, Alliance for Workers’ 
Liberty, Anti-Capitalist Resistance and 
others on the social-chauvinist left like 
the “independent, leftwing alternative 
media organisation”, Novara Media, 
maintain, thus saving themselves the 
trouble of analysing its causes?

The most precise and succinct 
analysis of the causes of the war 
is provided by professor John 
Mearsheimer of Chicago, a bourgeois 
political scientist. For Mearsheimer the 
United States is choosing the wrong 
target, which in his opinion is China. 
To him the present strategy is simply 
driving Russia into the arms of the 
Chinese.

Mearsheimer first came to 
prominence with an article in the 
London Review of Books: ‘The Israel 
lobby’, written jointly with Stephen 
Walt from Harvard University. This 
questioned the utility to US foreign 
policy interests of the Israeli state.2

Mearsheimer is no socialist (though 
he supported Bernie Sanders). He 
is from what is known as the Realist 
School of Political Science and is 
on the fringes of the US political 
establishment. Unlike the policy wonks 
and foreign policy think tanks that 
adorn the political scene in Washington, 
Mearsheimer prides himself on taking 
the long view of American strategic 
interests rather than the short-termism 
of the military-industrial complex and 
its representatives in the Democrats 
and Republicans.

I recommend two talks by 
Mearsheimer. The first lecture was 
given to students at King’s College, 
London on February 21, three days 
before the war began.3 The second was 
presented on March 6, 10 days into 
the war, along with Ray McGovern, a 
former CIA analyst and head of their 
Russia desk.4

Nato pledges
To understand the conflict in Ukraine 
today one has to go back to the talks 
held with Russian leaders in the wake 

of the collapse of the Soviet Union and 
the Warsaw Pact, followed by German 
reunification. US secretary of state 
James Baker gave his famous “not one 
inch eastward” assurance about Nato 
expansion in his meeting with Mikhail 
Gorbachev on February 9 1990. It 
was part of a “cascade of assurances” 
given by western leaders to Gorbachev 
and other Soviet officials throughout 
German unification, according to 
declassified US, Soviet, German, 
British and French documents in the 
National Security Archive at George 
Washington University.5

The first such assurance was given 
by West German foreign minister 
Hans-Dietrich Genscher on January 
31 1990. The US embassy in Bonn 
informed Washington that Genscher 
made clear that

the changes in eastern Europe and 
the German unification process 
must not lead to an “impairment 
of Soviet security interests”. 
Therefore, Nato should rule out an 
“expansion of its territory towards 
the east: ie, moving it closer to the 
Soviet borders”.6

Genscher even proposed leaving east 
German territory out of Nato’s military 
structures in a unified Germany.

The idea of special status for the 
territory of the German Democratic 
Republic was codified in the final 
unification treaty signed on September 
12 1990. The promises about not 
expanding Nato closer to the Soviet 
borders is written down not in treaties, 
but in the memoranda of conversations 
between the Soviet and western 
leaders (Genscher, Kohl, Baker, 
Gates, Bush, Mitterrand, Thatcher, 
Major, Woerner, and others), offering 
assurances throughout 1990 and into 
1991 about protecting Soviet security 
interests, and including the USSR in 
new European security structures.

Not once, but three times, 
Baker gave a pledge of “not one 
inch eastward” in his meeting with 
Gorbachev on February 9 1990. He 
agreed with Gorbachev’s statement 
in reply that “Nato expansion is 
unacceptable.” 7 Baker reported his 
conversation to Helmut Kohl, the 
German leader:

And then I put the following 
question to him [Gorbachev]. 
Would you prefer to see a united 
Germany outside of Nato, 
independent and with no US forces, 
or would you prefer a unified 
Germany to be tied to Nato, with 
assurances that Nato’s jurisdiction 
would not shift one inch eastward 
from its present position?8

As late as March 1991, according to 
the diary of the British ambassador 
to Moscow, John Major personally 
assured Gorbachev: “We are not talking 
about the strengthening of Nato.” 
Subsequently, when Soviet defence 
minister Marshal Dmitry Yazov asked 
Major about east European leaders’ 
interest in Nato membership, the 
British prime minister responded, 
“Nothing of the sort will happen.”9

There can be no doubt whatsoever 
of the promises made at the time of 
the dissolution of the Warsaw Pact 
and nor can there be any doubt about 
the fact that these promises were 
broken under first Clinton, then 
Bush and Obama. Yet 
despite them the Czech 
Republic, Poland and 
Hungary joined Nato in 

1999, followed by Bulgaria, Romania, 
Slovakia, Slovenia and the Baltic 
Republics in 2004. In 2009 Albania 
and Croatia followed suit and in 2017 
Montenegro also joined. Finally there 
was North Macedonia in 2020.10

Not for nothing was Britain, at the 
height of the British empire, known 
as the ‘Perfidious Albion’. The same 
could be said of the major western 
powers - there is not a promise that the 
imperialists did not break, nor a pledge 
that they kept.

At the Nato summit in Bucharest in 
April 2008 a statement was issued, over 
the objection of France and Germany, 
which “welcomed Ukraine’s and 
Georgia’s Euro-Atlantic aspirations 
for membership and agreed that these 
countries will become members of 
Nato”.11

For Russia this was a step too 
far. It was clear that Nato’s strategy 
was to surround Russia as part of the 
United States goal of remaining the 
world’s imperialist hegemon. One 
of the results of the Nato summit’s 
declaration was the war which broke 
out in Georgia in August of that year, 
when Russia intervened on the side of 
the separatists in order to carve out the 
state of South Ossetia.

It was becoming clear to Russia 
that the plan outlined by Zbigniew 
Brzeziński - another ‘realist’ and 
Jimmy Carter’s secretary of state - in 
his book The grand chessboard, that 
Russia should be divided into three 
separate republics, was on Nato’s (ie, 
the United States’) agenda.12

Nationalism
The next milestone was in Ukraine 
itself in 2014. In 2010 Viktor 
Yakunovich had been elected president 
and, courted by both the European 
Union and Russia, Yakunovich chose 
the latter after having initially pushed 
for closer relations with the EU. The 
International Monetary Fund had 
played hardball and the economy was 
almost bankrupt.13

The reaction from the United 
States and the EU was not long in 
coming. They sponsored the Maidan 
coup, funding the fascists of the Right 
Sector, and other groups which they 
armed. Peaceful demonstrators in 
Maidan Square were shot - not by the 
police, but by armed neo-Nazi groups. 
The United States, on the admission 
of assistant secretary of state Victoria 
Nuland, had pumped in over $5 
billion to ensure that Yakunovich 

was overthrown. Nuland was caught 
on tape openly interfering in the 
governance of Ukraine.14

All of this is documented in Oliver 
Stone’s documentary Ukraine on fire, 
which quite naturally in the present 
propaganda war offensive has been 
covered with a YouTube health 
warning: “The following content 
has been identified by the YouTube 
community as inappropriate or 
offensive to some audiences.”15

The advent of a new regime in 
Ukraine under the corrupt Petro 
Poroshenko saw the abolition of 
Russian language rights affecting 
nearly half Ukraine’s population. It 
also saw attacks by fascist militias 
on Russians in the Donbas. It was 
therefore no surprise that parts of 
eastern Ukraine broke away to form 
the republics of Donetsk and Luhansk, 
with the aid of the Russian military. 
For the last eight years there has 
been an undeclared war against these 
republics by the fascist Azov battalion, 
during which 14,000 people have been 
killed.16

It was not as if the United States had 
not been given clear warning. George 
Kennan, an American diplomat and 
one of the principal architects of the 
cold war, made his own views clear on 
what was likely to happen if a policy 
of Nato expansion took place.17 It 
would be

 
the most fateful error of American 
policy in the entire post-cold-war 
era. Such a decision may be expected 
to inflame the nationalistic, anti-
western and militaristic tendencies 
in Russian opinion; to have an 
adverse effect on the development 
of Russian democracy; to restore 
the atmosphere of the cold war to 
east-west relations, and to impel 
Russian foreign policy in directions 
decidedly not to our liking.18

It is difficult to disagree with any of 
these prescient sentiments. But then, 
as Dean Acheson, US secretary of 
state under Harry S Truman, remarked, 
“Mr Kennan, in my opinion, has never 
understood the realities of power 
relationships.”19

This is the background and context 
to the present war. However as we 
know, the BBC and the mainstream 
media always omit anything except 
the most immediate. They have a 
‘bias against understanding’. And, 
just in case an alternative view might 
gain currency, the Kremlin-backed 
TV channel, RT, was banned by 
that faithful servant of the British 
government, Ofcom, for ‘bias’. The 
BBC’s ceaseless propaganda, with its 
pro-American experts never presents 
an alternative narrative itself.

It should therefore be clear that 
many of the British left, by touting the 
idea that what is involved is an inter-
imperialist war, are really guilty of 
bowing before the ‘patriotic’ hysteria 
that is current. Instead of directing 
their fire at their own ruling class and 
its imperialist policies, they pretend 
that both parties are guilty. This has a 
name - social chauvinism.

A cursory examination of the facts 
above makes it clear that Russia’s 
war on Ukraine is a defensive one, 
borne out of the fear of encirclement. 

One only has to think back to the 
Cuban missile crisis of 

1962, when the United 
States threatened to 
use nuclear weapons if 
Soviet missiles were not 
removed from Cuban 

soil. But now what the United States 
is proposing is to site nuclear missiles 
on Russia’s borders.

Economically Russia ranks 11th 
in the world, with a gross domestic 
product of $1.65 trillion (less than 
South Korea). Meanwhile the United 
States has a GDP of $23 trillion.20 Put 
bluntly, because of the disastrous 
privatisation of its nationalised 
industries and Putin’s support for the 
oligarchs, Russia does not have the 
economic capacity to maintain a war 
machine like the United States.

Russia has one overseas military 
base (in Syria), compared to the 
United States’s 750-plus bases. We 
can see the efficacy of Russia’s 
military machine, now that it has 
got bogged down in the invasion of 
Ukraine.

All this means that the key issue 
today is not Russian expansion, but 
that of the United States informal 
empire.

You might think that the abolition 
of Nato would be a prime demand of 
socialists, yet at the recent Brighton 
and Hove Trades Council the SWP 
motion on Ukraine merely called 
for Nato not to expand into eastern 
Europe. Likewise it had nothing to say 
on the question of sanctions, which 
is war by another means. The Anti-
Capitalist Resistance group actually 
supports sanctions, while the AWL 
has actually adopted Nato as another 
progressive bedfellow alongside the 
Zionist state of Israel l
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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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Putin to the rescue
Ukraine has saved Boris Johnson’s bacon and he knows it, writes Eddie Ford

Though it almost sounds like 
news from a different world, 
at the beginning of the week 

the Metropolitan Police announced 
that it has started interviewing “key 
witnesses” to the Downing Street 
‘partygate’ scandal. As part of its 
‘Operation Hillman’ investigation, 
the Met has issued more than 100 
questionnaires to attendees of the 
gatherings that took place during 
lockdown.

Fairly predictably, the police 
statement distinctly suggests officers 
have not yet found breaches that meet 
the evidentiary threshold for fixed-
penalty notices to be issued without 
further interviews. The Met update 
also suggests that the investigation 
still has a long way to go, saying 
it “involves a significant amount 
of investigative material”, because 
of “the need to individually assess 
every response” when it comes to 
the questionnaires, “alongside all 
available evidence”.

Apparently this includes 500 
pages of documents and more than 
300 photographs - some taken at 
the parties and others from security-
system cameras. The police also have 
access to security pass data, showing 
who entered and exited the building, 
as well as screenshots of WhatsApp 
messages about parties. There is 
also the fact that the legislation 
itself changed between the event 
dates. Boris Johnson, of course, has 
dutifully filled in a questionnaire.

As for the completed Sue Gray 
report (some having fantasised 
about it bringing down the Johnson 
government), we will have to wait 
even longer for that. When the 
Met suddenly announced that it 
was going to investigate partygate 
after all, having previously said 
that the police do not normally 
investigate “retrospective breaches” 
of coronavirus regulations, 
that put the kibosh on Gray’s 
‘independent’ report. This led to 
widespread anger about the Met’s 
“incompetence”, though whether 
that was the real problem is 
debatable. As a consequence of the 
Met’s decision, Gray has published 
instead an “interim” 12-page report 
gutted of any conclusions or real 
recommendations, while she waits 
for the police investigation to run its 
course.

The slimmed down - or censored 
- report merely moans about some 
behaviour related to the gatherings 
being “difficult to justify” and that 
“excessive consumption of alcohol 
is not appropriate in a professional 
workplace at any time”. Not 
exactly the sort of stuff that topples 
governments, prime ministers or 
presidents. Arguably, Gray could 
have published the full report anyway, 
regardless of the Met investigation 
- but she ducked out, doubtlessly 
coming under intense pressure from 
all sides. Out of 16 events Gray 
reviewed, police are investigating 
12 of them, including as many as six 
that the prime minister is reported 
to have attended. Boris Johnson has 
promised, for what it is worth, that 
the Gray report will be published “in 
full” at some point - but don’t hold 
your breath: it is unlikely a verdict 
on Johnson will be reached before 
the May local elections.

Given that the war in Ukraine 
has totally knocked partygate off 
the news agenda, plus the Met’s 
statement that it has not yet issued 
any FPNs, it is hardly surprising 
that allies of Boris Johnson are 
openly expressing confidence that 
he will emerge unscathed. Loyal 
Johnson henchman Oliver Dowden, 
the Tory co-chair, has said: “The 

prime minister is actually absolutely 
resolutely clear that he is not going to 
be subject to a fixed-penalty notice, 
because he is confident that he has 
not broken the law.”

Going straight to the point - as 
he often does in his own weird 
way - the obnoxious Jacob Rees-
Mogg (now laughably the minister 
for Brexit opportunities and 
government efficiency) described 
partygate as “fundamentally trivial” 
and “disproportionate fluff”: 
the “seriousness” of Vladimir 
Putin’s invasion made it look like 
“nonsense”. He later said that 
when in the future we look back at 
partygate, people will think, “What 
were they on about? They were 
moving from Covid to Russia and 
Ukraine, yet they were distracted 
by whether or not the PM spent five 
minutes in his own garden.”

Lord Cruddas, a major 
Conservative Party donor, also 
thought that Boris Johnson should 
be given a break. In his opinion, 
partygate had been “blown out of 
proportion, quite frankly”. Indeed, 
Johnson has “done a brilliant job” 
delivering Brexit and then the 
vaccine programme - meaning we 
should “look on the positives and 
not on the negatives”. For Cruddas, 
the £250,000 he sent to the party 
six weeks ago right at the height of 
partygate was money well spent, as 
“we should be grateful to Boris”. 
Where would we be without him?

Pause
Showing how the mood is changing, 
the leader of the Scottish Tories, 
Douglas Ross, has withdrawn his 
letter of no confidence in Boris 
Johnson because of the war in 
Ukraine - now is no time for a change 
of leadership. National unity and 
resolve come first, as “there will be 
a time and place to debate partygate” 
later. Therefore there needs to be 
a “pause” on the row, as Russia 
continues its assault on Ukraine. In 
the view of Ross, it is “essential that 
we all fully support what the UK 
government is doing” over Ukraine 
- the only leader who should be 
removed is Vladimir Putin.

The same goes for Andrew 
Bridgen, a Spartan of the European 
Research Group - who has also 
publicly withdrawn his letter of no 
confidence. Speaking at an event 
organised by The Daily Telegraph 
entitled, ‘How will history judge 

Boris Johnson?’, Bridgen said he 
was “appalled by partygate” - but 
that the current climate was “no time 
for internecine warfare within the 
Conservative Party”: it would be an 
“indulgence” to hold a vote of no 
confidence during a war. Rather, he 
stated, “we need Boris Johnson where 
he is, leading the country” - despite 
the fact that in mid-January he had 
hoped that Johnson would be out of 
No10 within “two or three months”. 
Remember your patriotic duty: 
country comes first. Right now, there 
is clearly no chance of Sir Graham 
Brady, the chair of the Conservative 
Party’s 1922 Committee, getting 
the 54 letters required to trigger a 
confidence vote in Johnson.

Sir Keir too appears to be 
putting on pause his criticisms of 
Boris Johnson over partygate. In an 
interview he gave to the BBC on 
March 6, he fudged the question of 
whether he stood by his previous and 
repeated calls for Johnson to resign 
immediately. Sir Keir said that there 
was still an “issue of trust” for Boris 
Johnson - who is not “fit for office”. 
However, Sir Keir remarked, his 
focus was on Ukraine, rather than 
domestic political issues. Vladimir 
Putin wants to divide the west, 
hence it was very important “in our 
politics that we show the world that 
we’re united”. Whatever criticisms 
he might have of the prime minister, 
“there is unity and it’s very important 
that we demonstrate that unity”. But 
shortly after that interview, a Labour 
spokesperson insisted that “our 
position is unchanged: we haven’t 
withdrawn our call for Boris Johnson 
to resign”.

Well, should Boris go or not? 
Labour seems to be saying it is 
focused like a laser beam on Ukraine 
for the moment, but will resume its 
call for Johnson’s resignation in the 
unlikely event that he is issued with 
a fine for breaching lockdown rules. 
Yet there is an obvious problem 
for Labour and Johnson’s Tory 
opponents - the situation in Ukraine 
could well be even worse by then. 
So do they keep their criticisms on 
pause, or risk undermining ‘national 
unity’ at a time of extreme crisis? 
As imperialist politicians, the 
assumption has to be that they will 
keep quiet on partygate and swing 
behind the government.

Thanks to the Ukraine war, Boris 
Johnson is safe when it comes to 
partygate, whatever the police finally 

conclude, unless it is something 
sensational that we have hitherto 
not known about. Vladimir Putin 
has come to his rescue. New polling 
by Redfield & Wilton Strategies 
suggests Boris Johnson’s net 
approval rating has returned to levels 
not seen since the partygate scandals 
hit Downing Street in December. 
The Conservative Party also seems 
to have closed the gap with Labour in 
recent weeks, according to YouGov.

“Give me lucky generals” (not 
skilled ones) is a quote widely 
attributed to Napoleon, though it was 
probably based on something said 
by Cardinal Mazarin, chief minister 
of France in the 17th century.1 Boris 
Johnson has undoubtedly been a 
lucky prime minister. Here was a 
national lockdown where he and 
his associates were engaging in 
serial partying, which was filmed 
and photographed. This was not just 
embarrassing. The Tory government 
was imposing these laws on other 
people and indeed the police 
aggressively closed down the Sarah 
Everard protest precisely on the basis 
of government legislation. Telling us 
what to do, but not doing what they 
said we should do. Pure hypocrisy.

But Ukraine has almost certainly 
saved Boris Johnson’s bacon, and he 
knows it. Thus the numerous stories 
in the press that Johnson has put Tory 
HQ on battle stations for an autumn 
election next year, as he presumably 
thinks that he is now out of the 
woods when it comes to partygate. 
With people dying in what looks like 
a protracted war, he must calculate, 
going on about garden parties and 
how much wine was drunk will be 
dismissed by most people as “fluff” 
and “nonsense”.

If anything is going to present a 
big problem for the prime minister, 
it is not partygate, but rather the rise 
in the cost of living. For starters, 
we have a 54% increase in the 
energy price cap next month, a rise 
in national insurance payments, 
not to mention much higher overall 
inflation - now at a 30-year high of 
6.2%, which the Bank of England 
fears could hit double digits this 
year.

This will hit people hard l

eddie.ford@weeklyworker.co.uk

Notes
1. warhistoryonline.com/instant-articles/
famous-things-napoleon-said.html.

Do what we say, not what we do: protest outside Downing Street
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Taking a principled position
Yassamine Mather takes to task the left in the Middle East and north Africa over Nato and Russia’s invasion

The war in Ukraine has led to 
some strange (yet expected) 
positions by sections of the ‘left’ 

in the Middle East and north Africa. 
Some smaller, maybe less significant, 
voices are heard supporting Putin, 
but there is also the pro-western, 
pro-Nato utterances of other sections 
of the ‘social imperialist’ left, 
predictably in response to the pro-
Putin factions.

No doubt the hypocrisy of the west 
- ignoring their own wars, scorched-
earth policy and complete destruction 
of large sections of the Middle East 
and north Africa, silencing anyone 
who tries to mention other wars, 
the racism shown when it comes 
to welcoming ‘blonde, blue-eyed’ 
Ukrainian refugees, as opposed to 
the hostile reception faced by Middle 
Eastern, Afghan and Africans - has 
been blatant. All this has exposed 
the false claims about upholding 
democracy or fighting racism. These 
days if you mention other wars, such 
as in Yemen, or the invasions of Iraq 
and Afghanistan, or if you express 
concern for other refugees, you 
are immediately accused of being 
pro-Russian. The mass media’s 
unanimous presentation of this war 
as a simplistic ‘good against evil’ 
has made a mockery of any claims 
of ‘impartiality’. However, none of 
this justifies or excuses supporting 
Vladimir Putin or Russia.

First of all, let me deal with the 
pro-Russia groups amongst young 
Iranians: Mehvar-e Moghavemat 
(Axis of Resistance) and some hard-
line former supporters of the ‘official 
communist’ Tudeh party. One of 
their main problems is that, like the 
ultra rightwing forces they abhor, 
they see the current conflict as the 
continuation of their support for the 
former Soviet Union or, in the case 
of some younger Iranians, nostalgia 
for the Soviet era. Throughout 
the cold war, these groups or their 
predecessors supported Moscow 
and its tanks, irrespective of the 
specific circumstances. From 
Hungary to Czechoslovakia to 
Afghanistan, the brother party 
could not possibly be wrong and 
the ‘principal contradiction’ was 
between imperialism and the Soviet 
Union. The first duty was to support 
the Soviet Union and its allies.

Of course, Putin’s Russia has 
nothing to do with USSR. Contrary 
to what the American president tells 
us, Putin is not after re-establishing 
a pro-Soviet (!) eastern bloc. If 
anything, he is interested in regaining 
parts of the tsarist empire and - as one 
Iranian paper, associated with the 
conservative factions of the Islamic 
Republic, headlined two weeks ago 
- Iranian nationalists (in this case a 
reference to supporters of hard-line 
conservative clerics) should be wary 
of those ambitions.

Russia today is a second/third-rate 
capitalist country, where oligarchs 
have divided economic wealth and 
power amongst themselves and 
agreed on who will be the current 
ruler. Some groups on the Iranian left 
tell us there is no difference between 
Russian oligarchs and US/UK multi-
billionaires and that use of the term 

‘oligarch’  is western propaganda. 
They echo Kremlin spokesperson 
Dmitry Peskov, who told reporters 
in 2018: “The time when there 
were oligarchs in Russia passed 
long ago.” Obviously that is just not 
true. Oligarchs gained considerable 
power during the transition from 
state ownership to semi-capitalist 
and later capitalist ownership, using 
their political power and connection 
with the secret services to gain 
control over privatised Russian oil 
and gas industries, amongst many 
others. In this there are similarities 
between the oligarchs in Russia 
and the multi-billionaire sons and 
relatives of senior ayatollahs, leaders 
of the Revolutionary Guards, etc in 
Iran’s Islamic Republic. So it is not 
surprising that many of those in the 
Middle East who currently express 
support for the Russian invasion of 
Ukraine also provide backing for 
Iran’s rulers, the Syrian dictator, etc 
(as opposed to those who support the 
Saudi or Emirati dictators).

Of course, Russia is not unique. 
No doubt there is a very large 
number of American billionaires 
who exercise considerable political 
power in the United States. They 
have gained their wealth from the 
exploitation of US and other workers 
- a form of legalised theft. However, 

they are not directly involved in 
politics - and indeed do not need 
to be involved - as they wield their 
power in a far more subtle way.

Having said that, not to see any 
difference between an oligarch and 
a US billionaire is problematic. 
Another characteristic of these 
oligarchs is that they invest their 
wealth mainly in west European and 
North American countries. In that 
way they are different from most 
western billionaires, who at least 
appear to have some faith in their 
own system.

No justification
It is true that the USA, the UK, 
European Union states, etc cannot 
be considered genuine democracies. 
Most governments are voted in via 
paid-for publicity from the mass 
media owned by billionaires - in 
many such ‘democracies’ less than a 
third of the population supports the 
elected government. The last two 
years of a pandemic have shown 
us how there is one rule for the rich 
and those in power, and another for 
the rest of the population.

Yet none of these despicable failings 
justify supporting authoritarianism 
and the suppression of the opposition. 
We should be in the business of 
exposing the failures of bourgeois 

‘democracy’, not defending dictators 
and helping to spread Russia’s lies 
about the war in Ukraine. It simply 
is not true to claim that every 
Ukrainian who does not support the 
invasion of their country is a fascist! 
It is a lie to claim Russia went into 
Ukraine to ‘deNazify’  the country. 
Putin has many ultra-rightist, neo-
fascist allies within Russia and 
if he is so concerned about ‘de-
Nazification’ maybe he should start 
closer to home.

I should add that in the pro-Russia 
camp there are also those who, 
decades after the fall of the Soviet 
Union, have become supporters of 
China - either because of financial 
support from the Communist Party 
of China or, more fundamentally, 
because they always need an 
‘existing socialist state’ in order to 
survive themselves. Of course, in 
the case of China no-one in their 
right mind can have any doubt 
about the exploitation of workers 
there, along with new forms of 
capitalist ownership. Contrary to 
its claims, China’s deals with ‘third 
world’ countries are not between 
equal partners. The world’s second 
most powerful economic power has 
imperialist characteristics and has 
one principal aim: replacing the 
United States as the world hegemon. 

There is nothing progressive or 
revolutionary in supporting such a 
state - never mind its second rate 
protégé, the Russian dictator.

In response to the Middle eastern 
pro-Russia brigade, however, we 
have an even more aggressive left 
that is effectively pro-Nato. It finds 
the idiotic, pro-authoritarian, pro-
Russia ‘left’ an easy target. But 
the arguments of this section of 
the so-called left are so familiar, 
so repetitive, they are clearly 
laughable. Their comments about 
the former Soviet Union can be 
described as part of the rightwing 
critique of the Soviet regime, 
focusing on the notion that the 
supporters of the former Soviet 
bloc did not pay enough attention to 
bourgeois democracy! But, as we all 
know, that was not the problem. The 
problem was that the former Soviet 
Union was not socialist and anyone 
claiming to be on the left who uses 
the same terminology as the United 
Sates and its allies in criticising 
the USSR’s ‘lack of democracy’ 
(meaning bourgeois democracy), 
far from making them appear 
radical, is totally exposed - as are 
the limits of their horizons and their 
illusions in bourgeois democracy (at 
a time when it is being so blatantly 
exposed globally).

The arguments of this pro-Nato 
‘left’ camp are familiar. Many of 
them supported the US invasion and 
occupation of Iraq, because the US 
would allow trade union rights that 
would pave the way for ‘socialism’ 
(we all know where that has got us). 
They supported the US bombing 
of Libya for the same reasons, Of 
course, instead of democracy we 
have seen how civil war has led 
to complete destruction. In Syria, 
because they hated the Islamic 
Republic and Russia, some of this 
‘left’ camp turned a blind eye to the 
reactionary jihadists supported by 
the US, Turkey, Saudi Arabia and 
the United Arab Emirates - at times 
even favouring such forces. Now 
they support any Ukrainian fighting 
Russia - even if in some cases they 
are outright fascists - presumably 
because the enemy of my enemy 
must be my friend.

As we keep saying in Hands Off 
the People of Iran, we are equally 
opposed to both imperialism and its 
reactionary opponents, such as the 
Islamic regime. Once you become 
soft on one or the other of these 
adversaries, you are no longer on 
the side of the international working 
class l

Putin’s 
Russia bears 
similarity with 

Iran

Syrian refugees: got a very different reception


