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No support
The capitalist states are having an 
inter-imperialist geopolitical spat. 
The USA is waning as the global 
hegemon - a status that it took from 
Britain after World War II. It has 
manufactured a crisis on the border 
of Russia, to stifle European Union 
moves toward geopolitical autonomy 
from USA, and to isolate Russia, 
before moving on to further hostile 
measures to try to constrain the rise 
of China. At least we probably will 
not suffer another world war, like 
the last time the hegemon waned.

The outcome will likely be 
that Russia further orientates 
geopolitically, economically 
and financially towards Eurasia. 
US hegemony may well prove 
temporary in Europe, as it is so 
dependent on Russia for fossil fuels, 
and there is no way that Europe can 
make up anything like the energy 
that it gets from Russia through 
fossil fuels or ‘green’ energy. That 
sort of increased production is 
simply not on the cards.

This is the last gasp of the USA 
as global hegemon. It will lose the 
status of the dollar as the global 
reserve currency that underpins the 
USA constantly living beyond its 
means, propping up endless state 
debt. Bourgeois states around the 
world will not risk putting their eggs 
into that basket, when the USA has 
shown that it will cut it off at will. 
Russia, China, India, Saudi and the 
rest will all find ways of trading, 
according to their own interests, 
without the dollar. The USA is a 
‘naked emperor’ at this point, and 
basically they have not got a clue 
what they are doing in their latest 
debacle.

As Marxists we do not get 
drawn into any bourgeois nonsense. 
We are not tied to any medieval 
metaphysical doctrine about a ‘just 
war’. The reality is much closer to 
the sort of scenario that Aristotle 
recognised, in which states fight for 
their own interests to increase their 
power, their money and their status. 
The medieval ‘moralistic’ nonsense 
just dresses that up, with every state 
claiming to be the ‘just’ actor.

Bourgeois states care about 
‘sovereignty’ insofar as it suits 
their interests to do so. They want 
the citizens to believe all the 
propaganda about bourgeois state 
‘rights’ as the pretext for wars, but 
the states do not ‘believe’ it for a 
moment. The USA/UK/Nato will 
violate the ‘sovereignty’ of other 
countries whenever it suits them, 
like in Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, 
Libya, Serbia, etc. If they are not 
taking ‘sovereignty’ as the pretext 
for war, then they are taking some 
other bourgeois ‘moralistic’ pretext, 
like ‘humanitarianism’. But there is 
no ‘moral’ difference between the 
bourgeois states.

These are all pretexts for the 
pursuit of power - nothing else. 
As Marxists, we obviously do 
not fall for bourgeois ideological 
nonsense. ‘Moral’ and ideological 
forms reflect the stage of economic 
development, and the productive 
property relations of the society. 
They are historically relative, 
transient and reflect the power 
structures of the society. Bourgeois 
‘sovereignty’ is the assertion, by the 
bourgeois state, of its own ‘rights’ to 
dominate the society over which it 
holds sway. Bourgeois ‘democracy’ 
is just a front for that.

So we do not ‘support’ Ukraine 
or Russia, let alone the British 

state, the USA or Nato. We do not 
support any bourgeois states, and we 
do not assert any of their supposed 
‘prerogatives’ or ‘rights’. We do not 
care for bourgeois ‘sovereignty’ or 
for their ‘humanitarian’ pretexts. 
The only ‘prerogatives’ that we 
care for are proletarian - which will 
become a social reality, only once 
the economic base, which ideology 
reflects, is transformed under 
proletarian control.

Our rights and those of the 
bourgeois states are entirely opposed. 
Every assertion of bourgeois rights is 
an act of submission to the bourgeois 
state, and a negation of proletarian 
rights and historical aspirations. 
We do not support bourgeois states: 
we want to destroy them all and 
establish our own societies.
John Browne
email

Pro‑Nato left 
I have detected what are effectively 
three pro-Nato positions taken by 
the left. They are as follows (ordered 
from least to most absurd):
1. The social chauvinism and 
outright pro-imperialism of groups 
like the Alliance for Workers’ 
Liberty and Novara Media, who 
simply parrot the propaganda of 
the imperialists and eschew any 
serious exploration and analysis of 
the conflict. They simply back Nato 
against Russia.
2. The ‘plague on both their houses’ 
attitude exemplified by the World 
Socialist Website, which wants to 
condemn both sides and calls for 
the working classes of Russia and 
Ukraine to unify to defeat their 
common enemies. This utopian 
drivel is effective support for Nato’s 
actions, because neutrality always 
favours the strongest side - just ask 
the Palestinians about that.
3. Those who unreservedly condemn 
‘Russia’s brutal invasion of Ukraine’, 
all the while pointing out the very 
pertinent reasons that Russia should 
indeed have carried out its special 
operations! Including Nato courting 
Ukraine for membership (military 
training, equipment, bio-labs, 
nuclear weapons and all), Ukraine’s 
murderous actions against its own 
population in the disenfranchised 
eastern regions and Ukraine’s 
belligerent, ultra-nationalistic 
Russophobia. Tony Greenstein’s 
article in last week’s edition was a 
good example of this absurdity. It 
makes you wonder whether these 
leftists think Russia should just 
calmly sit back and take it all on the 
chin!

The question for leftists is not 
why Russia has carried out these 
actions - that much is obvious and 
understandable. The question for 
leftists is why the US empire and its 
client states have pushed Russia into 
this and what will it all mean?

I offer four primary reasons:
1. Economic: Protect the interests 
of its monopolies vis-à-vis China, 
Russia, etc. The west needs to act now 
or it might be too late. Overcome the 
barriers to capitalist accumulation, 
expansion of markets, competing 
over resources and territories. War is 
competition by other means.
2. Provide cover for the 
development of a more authoritarian 
model of bourgeois rule. Not 
only do the barriers to capitalist 
production necessitate firmer 
rule, but more importantly 
the cost of authoritarianism 
has drastically reduced, thanks 
to technological development. 
Therefore, authoritarianism at the 
imperialist core is now value for 
money and the benefits outweigh the 
costs - at least that is what they think.
3. Domestic repression: The barriers 
to capitalist production necessitate 

the immiseration of the middle class. 
The bourgeois at the imperialist 
centre have already squeezed the 
living daylights out of the working 
classes and underclass and now, 
having nearly exhausted the 
working classes, has no choice but to 
immiserate the middle classes. The 
first phase of this will be to actually 
try and protect their privileges, but 
at the same time they will undertake 
attacks on their savings, investments 
and pensions.

The best way to attack sections of 
society that are educated and have a 
certain economic power, but at the 
same time are patriotic, is to do it 
via a war with a foreign power. In 
other words, the imperialist centre 
is managing its relative decline - or 
desperately trying to prevent it - so 
that it protects the bourgeois and 
pushes the burden onto all other 
classes. It should be noted that 
the middle classes - for example, 
marketing managers, teachers, 
etc - are a net cost to capitalists at 
the aggregate level, even if for an 
individual capitalist enterprise they 
may be vital in winning market 
share, driving efficiencies etc.
4. Ideological: We have reached one 
of those points in history where ideas 
can dominate material existence. And 
the imperialist centre has descended 
into a demented liberalism, foaming 
at the mouth, witch-hunting in nature 
and generally hostile to any form 
of critical thinking. A demented 
ideology which demands every 
nation - no matter at what stage of 
economic development, no matter 
where it sits in the world market, no 
matter how much it is plundered, no 
matter what its history and culture 
- must adopt the tenets of its liberal 
ideology. This demented liberalism 
could very well drive the world into 
nuclear oblivion.

If my above reasons are correct, 
this is going to be one long struggle 
(I would argue that Nato is now at 
war with Russia, and by extension 
China), and we are in a new and 
truly horrifying age, yet one with 
interesting possibilities.

The staggering levels of sanctions 
imposed by the west on Russia 
clearly demonstrate who controls 
the global system, who wields the 
power and who are the imperialists. 
The defeat of imperialism is every 
bit as much a prerequisite for 
communism as was taking the means 
of production out of the hands of the 
producing classes critical for the 
development of capitalism.
Steve Cousins
email

Defend Russia
Tony Greenstein’s article on Russia 
and Ukraine is self-contradictory 
(‘Key issue is not Russia’, March 
24). It gives all the good reasons 
why Russia is only defending 
itself, why Russia was lied to by 
Nato, how Nato provoked this 
conflict, how Nato behaved like 
“Perfidious Albion” and denounces, 
correctly, the “social chauvinist 
left”, who campaign to defeat 
so-called ‘Russian imperialism’, 
etc. Logically its arguments point 
to the obvious fact that Russia’s 
intervention is an act of self-defence 
against imperialism. Indeed it 
basically admits that, noting:

“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.”

It is quite correct that a key 
manifestation of such “social 
chauvinism” is the nonsensical 
position that this is an “inter-
imperialist war”, and the equation 
of Russia’s defensive military 
action with that aggressive, 30-
year, expansionist drive of US/
Nato imperialism is the main 
manifestation of social imperialism.

But the main manifestation of 
that social imperialism is the call for 
the defeat of Russia, and in reality 
only Russia, in this war. Claims to 
oppose Nato expansion and all the 
rest of it by the likes of the Stop 
the War coalition are completely 
meaningless and platonic, since 
Nato expansion has already 
happened. The only real obstacle 
to Nato expansion into Ukraine is 
Russia’s military action to stop it. 
Those who call for Russia’s defeat 
are in the real world calling for a 
Nato victory. And let’s be very clear: 
the withdrawal of Russian troops 
without securing Russia’s military 
objectives of successfully defending 
and cementing in place the self-
determination of the Donbas, 
safeguarding the Russian and 
Russophone population in general 
by destroying the Nazi presence, 
and forcing Ukraine to agree to shun 
Nato, would amount to a Russian 
defeat.

The article fails to draw the 
obvious conclusion that Russia’s act 
of self-defence must be defended by 
principled anti-imperialists. Indeed, 
it draws the opposite conclusion:

“It 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 ‘immediate withdrawal of 
Russian troops” would be a Russian 
defeat. So, in reality, despite his 
attacks on the ‘social chauvinists’, 
whose chauvinism means calling 
for a Russian defeat, Tony does the 
same thing and thus by his own 
definition is a social chauvinist 
himself. What makes his position 
even more untenable is that at the 
Socialist Labour Network meeting 
of February 28, he accepted part 
of an amendment from me to his 
motion, saying that “Russia does 
have the right to defend itself against 
Nato expansion”. I did not support 
his motion, even with that wording 
added, because it also contained 
the same ‘defeatist’ call for the 
“immediate withdrawal” of Russian 
troops.

Amazingly, within the same 
clause, the SLN motion which he 
ultimately presented called both for 
Russia’s (abstract) right to defend 
itself and (concretely) for its defeat, 
in the same clause! This kind of flaw 
is characteristic of left centrists. 
Tony fails to draw the logical 
conclusion of his own analysis - not 
for the first time.

It is worth noting that at that 
SLN meeting 3/8 of the membership 
voted for my amendment to Tony’s 
original motion, which deleted his 
call for a Russian withdrawal and 
clearly called for the defence of 
Russia in this conflict.

A principled approach to this 
question is manifested in the 
joint statement signed by both 
Trotskyist and ‘official’ communist 
groupings on the war (those who 
have not capitulated to Nato and 
third-campism, that is), including 
ourselves, that clearly lays out 
the basis for a genuinely anti-

imperialist, anti-war movement, 
in which defence of Russia is the 
basic point that distinguishes us 
from the current so-called ‘anti-war 
movement’, which, because it calls 
for the defeat of Russia (also the 
main war aim of Nato imperialism), 
cannot really be said to be an anti-
war movement at all.

Its headings alone point to the 
perspective of a genuine anti-war 
movement: “Victory to the anti-
fascist forces of Donbas and their 
allies! US/Nato hands off Russia!” 
And it goes on:

“Modern capitalist Russia is 
not an imperialist country. It had 
no means to become one after the 
counterrevolution in the USSR. It 
is a regional power akin to India 
or Brazil, primarily an exporter 
of commodities, not capital. To 
maintain its independence, Russia 
had to ally with other countries in 
opposition to imperialism. Ukraine’s 
coup regime, by contrast, is a pawn 
of US imperialism that has been 
waging a brutal war on its neighbours 
for eight years and offered itself as 
a base for Nato aggression against 
Russia.

“Our responsibility is to stop US 
imperialism and its wars in all forms, 
and to stand in solidarity with those 
who fight against US domination” 
(iuafs.blogspot.com/2022/03/joint-
statement.html).

That is the basis for a principled, 
anti-imperialist, anti-war movement. 
There is no other. The double talk 
and crystallised confusion of Tony’s 
perspective, that he claims is an 
alternative to the ‘social chauvinist 
left’, is no alternative at all, because 
it echoes its most basic capitulation. 
Actually, the key issue is defence of 
Russia - and of the Russia-speaking 
population of Ukraine, who are 
targets of Nato’s Nazis.
Ian Donovan
Consistent Democrats

Royal progress
I recently noticed one of the most 
revolting front pages I’ve seen on the 
Daily Mail - quite a high standard to 
reach. With a full-page picture we 
had: “Camilla’s tears for Ukraine” 
(March 2). She’s human! She’ll be 
a great queen!

The Mail, the government and 
the ‘palace’ are clearly preparing for 
succession and need the continuing 
love of the British people for their 
monarch, whoever it is. There 
must be some fear for the present 
incumbent - will she make it to 
‘Platinum Day’? The handover must 
be smooth.

Meanwhile a royal tour seems to 
be having problems. When I was a 
lad a long time ago, the news on film 
for most of us was at the cinema and 
it always seemed to lead with the 
royal family. But now - problems? 
It would seem that not all of the 
queen’s ‘subjects’ are as keen on the 
monarchy as the Daily Mail.

In the Mail’s coverage of the royal 
tour (March 26) there were some 
passing comments on the disquiet 
from some quarters. Amanda Platell 
responded to talk of reparations 
with the comment, “Jolly good. 
I’m assuming the millions we have 
given them in aid count as a down 
payment …” (I don’t think I’ll get 
another copy of the Mail for a while).

But what of the news of the tour? 
There was a “Glorious 12-page 
picture souvenir”. It was titled “Kate 
Caribbean Queen” and had lots 
of pictures - mostly of her in long 
frocks with a big smile. What’s not 
to love?

Britain needs the monarchy! But 
keeping a firm grip on ideology can 
become very difficult at times.
Jim Nelson
email
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Cost of living crisis: we can’t pay
Saturday April 2: Day of action organised by the People’s 
Assembly. While we face hikes in energy prices, food, fuel, national 
insurance and more, wages are falling behind. Protest to defend 
living standards.
Birmingham: 12 noon, Near Waterstones, High Street, Birmingham B4.
www.facebook.com/events/1249178238822844.
Bournemouth: 1pm, The Square, Bournemouth BH2.
www.facebook.com/events/378061213850690.
Bristol: 1pm, The Circle, Broadmead/Merchant Street, Bristol BS1.
www.facebook.com/events/505282824327778.
Cardiff: 12.30pm, Aneurin Bevan statue, Queen Street, Cardiff CF10.
www.facebook.com/events/1027151534562363.
Cambridge: 11.30am, Great St Mary’s, Senate House Hill, CB2.
www.facebook.com/events/498397725060851.
Coventry: 1pm, Broadgate, Coventry CV1.
www.facebook.com/events/440080477877170.
Derby: 12 noon, The Spot (outside Derbian shopping centre), DE1.
www.facebook.com/events/661752141704688.
Glasgow: 1pm, George Square, Glasgow G1.
www.facebook.com/events/462195825654103.
Ipswich: 1pm, assemble Christchurch Mansion, then march to Town 
Hall for rally at The Cornhill, Ipswich IP1.
www.facebook.com/events/2310687295764235.
Lancaster: 1pm, Market Square, Lancaster LA1.
www.facebook.com/events/486953489755763.
Liverpool: 12 noon, Pier Head, Brunswick Street, Liverpool L3.
www.facebook.com/events/643439526730176.
London: 2pm, Downing Street, London SW1.
www.facebook.com/events/2171497146394052.
Manchester: 1pm, Piccadilly Gardens, Manchester M1.
www.facebook.com/events/1603861806637649.
Milton Keynes: 1pm, Marks and Spencer, Central Milton Keynes MK9.
www.facebook.com/events/399883885276562.
Newcastle: 11.30am, assemble Newcastle Civic Centre, then march 
to Grey’s Monument for rally, Newcastle upon Tyne NE1.
www.facebook.com/events/644805526633744.
Peterborough: 1pm, Cathedral Square, Church Street, Peterborough PE1.
www.facebook.com/events/339091294954111.
Preston: 11.30am, The Flag Market, Lancaster Road, Preston PR1.
www.facebook.com/events/1005152636752852.
Southampton: 2pm, Guildhall Square, Above Bar Street, SO14.
www.facebook.com/events/3140997912847150.
Stoke-on-Trent: 1pm, Blue Clock, Upper Market Square, Hanley ST1.
www.facebook.com/events/1008300056560504.
Stop the drift to nuclear war!
Sunday April 3, 12 noon: Online conference. Debating the way 
forward for a Labour foreign policy based on peace, people and 
planet. Speakers include Richard Burgon MP.
Organised by Labour CND:
www.facebook.com/events/294758569449950.
Cable Street
Performances of Lisa Goldman’s play as part of the National Theatre 
connections programme 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.
Monday April 4, 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.
Tuesday April 5, 4.45pm: Royal and Derngate Theatre, Guildhall 
Road, Northampton NN1. Multiplicity Theatre Company. £6.
tickets.royalandderngate.co.uk/80429/80436.
Friday April 8, 7pm: Weston Studio, Bristol Old Vic, King Street, 
Bristol BS1. Company: Boomsatsuma. £5.
bristololdvic.org.uk/boxoffice/ticket/492724.
Saturday April 9, 2.45pm: Royal and Derngate Theatre, Guildhall 
Road, Northampton NN1. Cheltenham Youth Theatre Company. £6.
tickets.royalandderngate.co.uk/80429/80440.
Introduction to radical anthropology
Tuesday April 5, 6.30pm: Series of talks on social and biological 
anthropology. This talk is online only, via Zoom:
‘River of fleece, river of song’. Speaker: Denise Arnold.
Organised by Radical Anthropology Group:
radicalanthropologygroup.org/evening-talks.
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.
How do workers fight back to win?
Sunday April 10, 8pm: National Education Union conference 
fringe meeting, Carlton Hotel, Grove Road, Bournemouth BH1. 
Speakers include Jeremy Corbyn MP, trade union reps and strikers.
Organised by NEU Left:
www.facebook.com/events/2031835283661205.
No to war in Ukraine
Wednesday April 13 7.30pm: Public meeting, Quaker Friends 
Meeting House, 6 Church Street, Colchester CO1. Also streamed via 
Zoom. Russian troops out, no Nato expansion, refugees welcome.
Organised by Stop the War Coalition:
stopwar.org.uk/events/colchester-stwc-meeting-no-to-war-in-ukraine.
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.

Continuing escalation
Despite the Ukraine war and a pending nuclear deal, Iran is still 
firmly in Israel’s sights, reports Yassamine Mather

On March 27 the foreign 
ministers from Bahrain, the 
United Arab Emirates, Egypt 

and Morocco met with their US and 
Israeli counterparts in Israel’s Negev 
desert. The gathering was heralded 
as a historic event, bringing together 
Arab and Israeli ministers on Israeli 
soil for the first time.

This, as well a number of new 
realignments in the region, reflects 
changing times in the face of the 
Russian invasion of Ukraine and 
the possibly imminent nuclear deal 
between Iran and the 5+1 powers. 
However, all polls taken in the above 
countries - and elsewhere in the Arab 
world - show that the majority do not 
support normalising ties with Israel. 
Yet their unelected leaders seem to 
have taken the decision that they can 
ignore such sentiments for the sake of 
Realpolitik.

No doubt the war in Ukraine and 
the west’s need to access Iran’s oil and 
gas reserves have given a new impetus 
to the negotiations with the Islamic 
Republic. There is some urgency 
regarding the need to return Iranian 
crude oil to global energy markets in 
the months ahead, in order to offset 
price spikes in the wake of new 
sanctions on the Russian economy 
following the invasion of Ukraine.

However, the Iran nuclear deal has 
not yet been signed and disagreement 
over crucial issues, such as the 
removal of US sanctions against Iran’s 
Revolutionary Guards, might still 
jeopardise any accord. Right now we 
know there has been progress mainly 
because of the hysteria in Tel Aviv. 
After all, Israel’s government opposed 
the terms of the original deal in 2015, 
and then prime minister Binyamin 
Netanyahu did his best to encourage 
Donald Trump to withdraw from 
the deal. The current government 
has also made it clear that any re-
activation of the original deal would 
be unacceptable.

So in Negev over the weekend, 
US secretary of state Antony Blinken 
was trying to reassure Israel: “When it 
comes to the most important element, 
[Israel and the US] see eye to eye. We 
are both committed, both determined, 
that Iran will never acquire a nuclear 
weapon.”1

No doubt some differences remain 
- current Israeli prime minister Naftali 
Bennett has expressed “very deep 
concerns” about the Revolutionary 
Guards (IRGC) being taken off the US 
terror list, which, he said, Blinken “did 
not rule out in any way”. However, this 
was contradicted by Robert Malley, 
the US envoy to the Iran nuclear talks, 
when he told a conference in Doha on 
the same day: “The IRGC will remain 
sanctioned under US law and our 
perception of the IRGC will remain.” 
Mind you, we are very familiar with 
contradictory statements from US 
officials: this week, for instance, 
despite Biden’s comments about Putin 
there were denials of any plans for 
‘regime change in Russia’ by the state 
department.

Symbolic
On Iran the compromise US position 
seems to be that of ‘de-listing’ the 
IRGC as a ‘terrorist organisation’ 
- primarily a symbolic gesture. But 
Israel is far from happy. Bennett and 
his foreign minister, Yair Lapid, said 
in a joint statement earlier in March: 
“The attempt to de-list the IRGC as a 
terrorist organisation is an insult to the 
victims and would ignore documented 
reality supported by unequivocal 
evidence.”2 Former US ambassador to 
Israel Dan Shapiro was probably right 
in his assessment: “If you asked each 
minister at the table, they might come 
with a different priority.”

As Blinken was trying to prepare 
allies for a possible Iran nuclear deal, 
predictably Netanyahu - now an 
Israeli opposition leader, of course 
- commented that Blinken was 
mistaken for supporting the revival of 
the 2015 nuclear deal, claiming once 
more that any new pact would give 
Iran the green light to develop atomic 
weapons.

Of course, as is the tradition of inter-
state diplomacy and the accompanying 
secret deals, we do not know what 
the current proposals are. However, 
maybe Netanyahu does - perhaps 
thanks to senators who attended 
Robert Malley’s recent briefing on the 
subject. Most of the neoconservative 
Republicans who were there were 
‘outraged’ by what they heard. James 
E Risch, senator for Idaho who holds 
the highest Republican position in 
the Senate foreign affairs committee, 
issued the following statement:

The Biden administration has 
continued its pursuit of a deal with 
Iran despite objections from our 
Middle East partners and legitimate 
oversight concerns from both 
chambers of Congress. Reports 
out of Vienna are unsettling at best, 
and I’m appalled at the concessions 
this administration is considering to 
placate the Iranian regime. A deal 
that provides $90-$130 billion in 
sanctions relief, relieves sanctions 
against Iran’s worst terror and 
human rights offenders, and delists 
the IRGC does not support our 
national security interests. Worse, 
this deal could enable Putin to 
continue to build out his nuclear 
arsenal and benefit financially in 
the midst of his assault against 
Ukraine. The administration should 
walk away.3

However, when it comes to the 
prospects for a new Iran nuclear deal, 
there is a lot of optimism amongst 
European leaders. Speaking at the 
Doha conference on March 28, French 
foreign minister Jean-Yves Le Drian 
said a nuclear deal was near, even 
though a few items remain to be 
settled. A similar message came from 
Josep Borrell, the European Union’s 
representative for foreign affairs and 
security policy, who told the Doha 
conference that a deal was “very 
close”. A couple of days later day on 
his return to Europe he told MEPs in 
Brussels:

Russia wanted to prevent sanctions 
on Iranian oil being lifted, because 
if Iran started producing oil there 
will be more supply in the markets, 
and that’s not in the interest of 
Russia ... It seems that two weeks 
ago, we almost had it. Then Russia 
came - Russia was obstructing.

Of course, that particular obstacle 
seems to have been resolved when 
Russia was given confidential 
guarantees as far as trade with Iran 
is concerned, and by all accounts 
Moscow is no longer objecting to the 
deal. Yet the incident shows how the 
war in Ukraine has created divisions 

between two former allies: Russia and 
the Islamic Republic.

Long‑term aims
Meanwhile the hot/cold war between 
Iran and Israel continues, with both 
sides using the fact that news is 
dominated by the war in Ukraine to 
escalate attacks against each other. 
Earlier this month the IRGC claimed 
responsibility for rocket attacks on 
Erbil, the capital of the Iraqi Kurdistan 
Region. According to Tehran, a 
number of Mossad operatives were 
killed and several buildings were 
severely damaged, including the 
headquarters of the Kurdistan24 news 
agency.

The IRGC, however, claimed 
that the targeted site was an Israeli 
intelligence outpost:

Following the recent crimes of 
the fake Zionist regime and our 
previous statements that the crimes 
and evils of this infamous regime 
will not go unanswered, last night 
the strategic centre of Zionist 
conspiracy and evil was targeted 
by powerful missiles of the Islamic 
Revolutionary Guard Corps.

However, local authorities in Erbil 
denied the presence of Mossad agents. 
Provincial governor Omed Khoshnaw 
told reporters that the allegations 
were “baseless”, since “there is no 
Israeli base in that area”. But that was 
contradicted by a senior US official 
who told The New York Times that one 
of the buildings in Erbil struck was 
actually an Israeli training facility.4 
And Middle Eastern news agencies 
reported that Iran’s ambassador to 
Iraq, Iraj Masjedi, had on several 
occasions complained to the Iraqi 
Kurdistan region, warning them about 
the presence of the Mossad base.

Kurdish political commentator 
Niyaz Hamid added:

It was agreed between these 
parties that the city of Erbil should 
become the centre of the Israeli 
Mossad, where several Iranian 
Kurdish opposition groups are also 
based. This agreement has had the 
consequence of making the city of 
Erbil the centre of the war between 
Israel and Iran.5

The targeting of Erbil was itself a 
retaliation to the Israeli attack on 
Iran’s drone site in Iranian Kurdistan 
- according to The New York Times, 
“the Israeli intelligence operatives 
who launched the airstrike were based 
in Iraq.”6

All this shows that, irrespective 
of what happens regarding the Iran 
nuclear deal, the conflict between 
the Islamic Republic and Israel will 
continue to escalate. Both sides have 
invested too much effort in military 
hardware and political bravado to be 
able to retreat. And, of course, if this 
were to lead to a full-scale war, the 
United States under any administration 
- Republican or Democrat - would side 
with Israel. That would conceivably 
pave the way for the splitting up of 
Iran into a number of smaller states l
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Peace-loving liberals for war
The rhetoric of the anti-war movement has been coopted by the war party in the west, argues Paul Demarty

S ince Russia’s invasion of 
Ukraine, there have been, 
as it were, two anti-war 

movements. One has taken place 
in Russia itself; the other in various 
countries in the west.

The difference between them is 
very considerable, despite the fact 
that - at the level of official, conscious 
politics - they are very similar. In both 
cases we find predominantly liberal 
leaderships and generally people who 
prefer the supposed liberal norms of 
the west to the securocratic Great 
Russianism of the Putin regime. The 
difference is in the actual experience 
of protest. Russian opponents of 
the war find themselves beaten to 
a pulp, imprisoned, denounced and 
fined. Even in the case of the very 
most politically suspect elements 
involved, it is difficult to deny the 
courage required to face down 
Putin’s goons and take a moral stand.

Meanwhile, in the west routine 
demonstrations take place in support 
of the Ukrainians; a hundred people 
here, thousands or tens of thousands 
there. Sadiq Khan brought out 
some kind of crowd in London last 
weekend, though numbers have 
not been widely reported, and it 
was perhaps the least radical crowd 
assembled for a demonstration in 
London since the high watermark of 
‘remainism’. Khan and a parade of 
luvvies and NGO ghouls denounced 
Putin’s adventure and proclaimed 
their ‘solidarity’ with Ukraine.

War fever
As with all these events, the 
atmosphere of self-congratulation 
was so thick that it was not clear 
what ‘solidarity’ actually meant. 
Whip-rounds for the Red Cross 
and Médecins Sans Frontières? 
For our governments to continue 
their present course of arming neo-
Nazi and Banderite irregulars in 
preparation for a long dirty war? Or 

(as many placards demanded, again 
typically of these protests) a no-fly 
zone - in effect a direct declaration of 
war against Russia?

Note that this presents a direct 
contrast with the equivalent 
movement in Russia itself. There are, 
after all, perfectly obvious demands 
on that side - immediate ceasefire, 
withdraw troops from Ukraine, and 
so on. In the west, what amounts 
- again - to the same substantive 
political programme resolves, as per 
the classic Father Ted joke, to be 
‘down with this sort of thing’. Instead 
of demands we have vibes; and vibes 
always need to be interpreted by the 
real agents in the drama.

In that respect, the protests 
- ostensibly against chauvinist 
aggression - end up as a straightforward 
instrument of exactly chauvinist 
aggression on the part of the western 
countries (which at present seem 
happy to fight Russia, as the cliché 
goes, to the last Ukrainian). Indeed, 
the no-fly zone question demonstrates 
this neatly - polling data in the US 
reveals strong support for imposing 
one, which, however, drops off 
dramatically when it is explained 
that this will mean ‘hot’ war with 
Russia. The decades-long effort to 
rebrand such tactics as something 
other than direct acts of war, usually 
when the enemy (for example, 
Saddam Hussein’s Iraq or Muammar 
al-Gaddafi’s Libya) is incapable of 
fighting back, has succeeded.

The demand is so universally 
parroted by media talking heads, 
meanwhile, that we can only 
assume it is part of the plan, in 
spite of the apparent reality that the 
US government has no intention 
of imposing a no-fly zone. The 
US and UK media, in this day and 
age, are utterly supine instruments 
of their respective state cores and 
securocrats: the line is being peddled, 
presumably with the aim of reducing 

political space for pacifism or anti-
imperialism through the cultivation 
of ever more insane degrees of war 
fever (all in the name of ‘peace and 
justice’, of course).

In the face of this, the ‘traditional’ 
anti-war movement - the one that 
most especially took form in the early 
days of the war on terror, but inherits 
the mantle of the anti-nuclear and 
peace movements of the 1950s-80s 
- is almost completely paralysed. 
Stop the War demonstrations in 
this country have attempted to put 
some kind of limited anti-Nato spin 
on things, but have been blasted 
off the face of the earth for doing 
so - the most notable episode being 
the capitulation of all Stop the War 
Coalition-supporting Labour MPs on 
the Nato question.

In part, this is a trivially predictable 
phenomenon. In 2001-03, Britain 
and the USA were obviously 
the aggressors against Iraq and 
Afghanistan; in 2022, the Russians 
are the aggressors against Ukraine. 
The duty of anti-imperialists, in each 
case, is to disrupt the aggression 
of our own states; but in the first 
case the aggression was ‘obvious’, 
whereas in the latter the aggression 
is the background context in which 
Putin’s gambit becomes meaningful. 
It was always going to be a harder 
sell this time around.

But this hard? Should it be quite 
so impossible to remind people that 
the US has deliberately sabotaged 
any attempts to implement 
peace accords, insisted on empty 
provocations and thrown weapons 
in the general direction of Banderites 
and Hitlerites? In fact, the hegemony 
of liberal warmongers over the peace 
narrative is in large part a predictable 
result of the political weaknesses of 
that earlier movement.

In 2003, 1.5-2 million people 
assembled in London to protest the 
imminent invasion of Iraq, including 

anarchists, fascists (the British 
National Party had a contingent), 
a lot of liberals, various species of 
socialists, and indeed your humble 
correspondent (at the time a teenage 
Brownite, embarrassingly enough). 
The demonstration was engineered, 
in effect, by the organisations at the 
spinal core of the StWC: principally 
the Socialist Workers Party and 
secondarily the Communist Party 
of Britain and Socialist Action. 
The objective of these comrades 
was the broadest possible coalition 
in opposition to the war, in which 
regard they were - for the one day of 
February 15 2003, and a few other 
occasions - spectacularly successful.

It was unsuccessful in one 
key respect, however, which was 
of course that the war went on 
regardless. And as soon as it did, 
those parts of the coalition closest to 
the establishment - like the Lib Dems 
- immediately locked into ‘back our 
boys’ jingoism. The vast scope of the 
movement against the war reflected 
at least in part real divisions in the 
British state over whether to join 
the American war (in America, 
where these divisions were more 
limited, the anti-war movement was 
correspondingly more marginal).

Pressing onwards
The SWP and other comrades had no 
alternative to their previous strategy, 
and pressed onwards even as numbers 
declined (predictably enough, given 
the changed circumstances). They 
had achieved something real: the 
British mood remained, in spite of 
terrorist atrocities and other fillips 
to the war party, sceptical of military 
adventurism, limiting the scope of 
subsequent interventions. Yet they 
had done so by radically restricting 
the political concreteness of the 
anti-war movement, which meant it 
defaulted to an implicit pacifism.

It is not that a more substantive 

anti-imperialist politics would have 
continued to turn out demonstrations 
of millions - it certainly would 
not have done any such thing. But 
such a politics would have done no 
more than reflect the plain reality 
demonstrated by the course of 
British politics circa 2002-03 - the 
only hope for circumventing British 
involvement in Iraq was in the 
overthrow of the war party, which 
would require either a parliamentary 
coup against the Blair government or 
an actual revolution.

Neither of these were on the cards 
at that time, and the only factor at 
all in the left’s control was the size, 
militancy and ‘general intellect’ of 
the revolutionaries. The commitment 
of the largest contingents of the left 
to pacifism in practice, however, 
sabotaged any efforts to grow the 
extant revolutionary organisations, 
never mind unite them. Of the 
millions out in London that day, 
perhaps 10,000 of us ended up 
passing through the ranks of some 
Trotskyist or anarchist or Marxist-
Leninist grouping - a tiny fraction 
selected more or less at random from 
the vast human potential of that sea 
of angry men and women.

A healthier left would have 
done better, and even a few tens of 
thousands of comrades - supposing 
they are well-educated and competent 
activists - could have an enormous, 
outsized impact on the ability of the 
state to do, well, what it is doing 
now: imposing an extraordinary, 
near-comical uniformity of tone and 
content on the media, and marching 
people in blissful ignorance to the 
brink of nuclear annihilation. Instead 
we are reduced, once again, to voices 
crying in the wilderness - where we 
are not reduced to silence or (in an 
increasing number of cases) to the 
status of minor jingoes ourselves l

paul.demarty@weeklyworker.co.uk

A very strange anti‑war demonstration
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What hath Zbig wrought?
Zbigniew Brzezinski’s grand strategy is alive and well under Biden, writes Daniel Lazare

One of the good things about 
global hegemony is that it 
allows you to dispose of 

governments you don’t like. One of 
the bad things is that you then have 
to deal with the mess that occurs 
after.

This is why Joe Biden’s nine little 
words about Vladimir Putin - “For 
god’s sake, this man cannot remain in 
power” - have thrown the world into 
such a dither. For weeks, the United 
States had insisted that its goal in 
the Ukraine was to help Volodymyr 
Zelensky beat back Putin’s “special 
military operation”, no more and 
no less. Peace, diplomacy and a 
restoration of national borders - 
those, supposedly, were the extent of 
US goals.

But now it appears that America 
has something else in mind. Despite 
secretary of state Antony Blinken’s 
desperate efforts to walk back 
his master’s words - and despite 
Biden’s own ex-post facto claim that 
regime change is not at all what he 
wants - it is clear that Washington is 
now taking direct aim at the semi-
demonic figure in the Kremlin whom 
it blames for so much of what is 
wrong with the world. The last time 
Nato removed a head of state was 
when it toppled Libyan strongman, 
Muammar Gaddafi, in 2011, and the 
results were disastrous. As al Qa’eda, 
Islamic State and assorted local 
militias battled for control, one of 
Africa’s most prosperous states was 
reduced to anarchy.

But the US thought the price was 
worth it then, and it apparently thinks 
it is worth it now. If so, it seems that 
Washington is channelling the geo-
strategist, Zbigniew Brzezinski, 
who in 1997 famously called for 
Russia to be broken up into three 
parts: a European Russia, a Siberian 
Russia and a far-eastern republic 
- all “loosely confederated” under 
US tutelage. But Brzezinski, who 
served as national security advisor 
under Jimmy Carter and whose 
student, Madeleine Albright, went 
on to serve as secretary of state 
under Bill Clinton in 1997-2001, 
did not stop there. A broken and 
partitioned Russia, he argued, would 
be a stepping stone to a wholesale 
remake of Eurasia in general. World 
politics would thus re-crystallise in 
a whole new pattern consistent with 
US neoliberalism.

Neo‑biblical
But there is a problem. The world 
has moved on since Brzezinski 
outlined his world-altering plans in 
his surprise 1997 best-seller, The 
grand chessboard - and not in a good 
way. Instead of the sunny end-of-
history 1990s, capitalism has entered 
a neo-biblical era of war, pestilence 
and famine. Rather than a global 
utopia, Brzezinski’s blueprint under 
such circumstances will lead to 
the opposite - which is to say to an 
intensification of the great capitalist 
breakdown. Hence the near-panic 
following Biden’s remarks last 
weekend in Warsaw.

Basically, The grand chessboard 
is a how-to book on the use of 
American diplomacy in a vast new 
way: “the three grand imperatives of 
imperial geostrategy,” it says, “are 
to prevent collusion and maintain 
security dependence among the 
vassals, to keep tributaries pliant and 
protected, and to keep the barbarians 
from coming together” - which, in 
modern parlance, means seeing to it 
that the US continues dominating the 
European Union via Nato, continues 
keeping the neo-colonial world in 

its place and continues seeing to it 
that the unholy trinity of Russia, Iran 
and China remains divided, so that 
American interests are undisturbed. 
The last, in turn, requires breaking 
up one, improving relations with 
another and integrating the third into 
“a wider framework of international 
cooperation” under US control.1

This is what US Democrats set 
out to do when Bill Clinton began 
extending Nato eastwards in 1997, 
when he granted China ‘most 
favoured nation’ trading status in the 
year 2000, and when Barack Obama 
then took steps to denuclearise the 
Persian Gulf - which is to say, place 
it under an exclusive US-Israeli 
nuclear umbrella. The final goal, 
according to Brzezinski, would be “a 
Trans-Eurasian Security System” in 
which:

Three-way American-Japanese-
Chinese security talks … pave the 
way for a series of conferences 
by all European and Asian 
states, thereby beginning the 
process of institutionalizing a 
transcontinental security system. 
In time, a more formal structure 
could begin to take shape … that 
for the first time would span the 
entire continent. The shaping of 
that system - defining its substance 
and then institutionalizing 
it - could become the major 
architectural initiative of the 
next decade, once the policies 
outlined earlier have created the 
necessary preconditions. Such a 
broad transcontinental security 
framework could also contain 
a standing security committee, 
composed of the major Eurasian 
entities, in order to enhance 
[the Trans-Eurasian Security 
System’s] ability to promote 
effective cooperation on issues 
critical to global stability.

First destabilise central Asia by 
sponsoring jihad in Afghanistan - 
something Brzezinski set out to do 
in 1979, when he informed Carter 
that “We now have the opportunity 
of giving the USSR its Vietnam 
war”, by luring it into intervening 
on behalf of a foundering pro-Soviet 
government in Kabul. Then put it 
back together again in the context 
of a larger US-engineered security 

system.
The adjective “grand” is entirely 

justified. But, before Brzezinski 
could put his scheme into action, he 
had to first deal with Russia. This is 
where he makes his inner Halford 
Mackinder most plain. Mackinder, 
of course, is the turn-of-the-century 
geographer who captured the 
attention of British imperialists by 
arguing that the Eurasian heartland 
was “the geographic pivot of 
history” and therefore the key to 
world domination - and who clearly 
went on to capture Brzezinski’s 
imagination as well.

Mackinder boiled his strategy 
down into three simple propositions: 
“Who rules east Europe commands 
the Heartland; Who rules the 
Heartland commands the World 
Island; Who rules the World Island 
commands the World.”

The world island is Eurasia, while 
the heartland roughly corresponds to 
the then-Russian empire plus large 
swathes of territory from Afghanistan 
to Manchuria. But what, exactly, did 
Mackinder mean by east Europe?

Ukraine key factor
For Brzezinski, the answer was 
simple: Ukraine. He writes in The 
grand chessboard:

… if Moscow regains control over 
Ukraine, with its 52 million people 
and major resources, as well as its 
access to the Black Sea, Russia 
automatically again regains 
the wherewithal to become a 
powerful imperial state, spanning 
Europe and Asia. Ukraine’s loss 
of independence would have 
immediate consequences for 
central Europe, transforming 
Poland into the geopolitical pivot 
on the eastern frontier of a united 
Europe.

Russia plus the Ukraine equals a 
heartland empire stretching from 
the Black Sea to Kamchatka. Russia 
plus the Ukraine plus China equals a 
Eurasian empire stretching from the 
Atlantic to the South China Sea and 
beyond. The goal is to prevent world 
domination by keeping the first two 
apart, so that China will have no 
choice but to look up to America as 
the top Eurasian dog.

“Although initially the west, 

especially the United States, had been 
tardy in recognizing the geopolitical 
importance of a separate Ukrainian 
state,” The grand chessboard adds, 
“by the mid-1990s both America 
and Germany had become strong 
backers of Kiev’s separate identity.” 
With that, the US poured more than 
$5 billion into the Ukraine to help it 
“achieve its European aspirations”, 
according to Victoria Nuland, the 
Hillary Clinton protégé in charge of 
Eurasian policy under both Obama 
and Biden.2 It threw its weight 
behind the 2004 Orange Revolution, 
which installed a pro-western 
candidate, Viktor Yushchenko, in the 
presidency and helped shift power 
from Russian-speaking Ukrainians 
in the south and east to ultra-right 
nationalists in the centre and west.

Beginning in late 2013, 
Washington backed a second 
uprising, spearheaded by neo-Nazis, 
that chased out a Russian-leaning 
president named Viktor Yanukovych 
and put an even more fiercely pro-
US government in power. As an 
intercepted phone call revealed, 
Nuland hand-selected members of 
the incoming cabinet, saw to it that 
Europe remained out of the loop 
- “Fuck the EU” is how she put it 
- and also arranged for neo-fascist 
leader Oleh Tyahnybok to remain 
in the background, while “talking to 
[the new government] four times a 
week”.3

It was all coming together, just 
as The grand chessboard said it 
would. Not only was Ukrainian 
independence guaranteed, but the 
new nationalist government would 
soon be in a position to close off 
Russian access to the Black Sea by 
abrogating the long-term lease that 
allowed it to continue operating its all-
important naval base at Sevastopol 
in what was still the Ukrainian-
owned Crimea. Unfortunately for 
Brzezinski, it all went to pot a few 
weeks later, when Russia encouraged 
a breakaway rebellion by Russian-
speakers angered by the new 
nationalist government’s restrictive 
language laws and then seized the 
Crimea. With Brzezinski’s grand 
plan left dangling, the only thing the 
US could do was to step up military 
aid to Kyiv in the hope of resuming 
the battle at some later date.

The US-backed coup d’état thus 

sowed the seeds for the current 
conflict. Brzezinski’s great fear, 
meanwhile, was not only losing 
Ukraine, but losing Europe as well due 
to “a grand European realignment, 
involving either a German-Russian 
collusion or a Franco-Russian 
entente”. With Brzezinski’s warnings 
of a German-Russian alliance 
still ringing in its ear, Washington 
imposed economic sanctions aimed 
at bringing the Russian-built Nord 
Stream 2 gas pipeline to a halt. The 
US complained that the pipeline 
would render Germany vulnerable 
to Russian political blackmail, but 
the real fear in Washington is that it 
would render the US vulnerable to a 
more independent-minded Germany. 
Germany and Austria denounced the 
sanctions as “illegal” and declared 
that “Europe’s energy supply is a 
matter for Europe and not for the 
United States of America”.4 But the 
US continued its obstructionism 
regardless.

Fortunately for Brzezinski - or at 
least his memory - Germany closed 
down the project following the 
February 24 invasion. The US-EU 
alliance has been solidified, while 
Nato hopes that Ukraine prevails 
on the battlefield as well. If regime 
change occurs in Moscow, then 
Russian national break-up will pave 
the way for US penetration of central 
Asia. As The grand chessboard puts 
it,

America is now the only global 
superpower, and Eurasia is the 
globe’s central arena. Hence, what 
happens to the distribution of 
power on the Eurasian continent 
will be of decisive importance 
to America’s global primacy and 
to America’s historical legacy 
… America is now Eurasia’s 
arbiter, with no major Eurasian 
issue soluble without America’s 
participation or contrary to 
America’s interests.

No oil will be drilled, no gas tapped, 
no copper or uranium mined, in 
other words, without America’s say-
so. The US will be in a position to 
proceed with the breakup of China, 
beginning with the far-western 
province of Xinjiang. If, if, if ...

If, on the other hand, things do 
not fall into place - if, for example, 
Russia succeeds in grinding down 
Ukrainian resistance, forcing it 
to cede control of the Crimea and 
Donbas - then the Brzezinski strategy 
will once again wind up on hold. 
Nato will then face the grim choice 
of sponsoring an Afghan-style 
insurgency inside Ukraine, taking 
the war to Russia itself or standing 
by while Russia attacks guerrilla 
bases in Poland or Romania. If so, 
the upshot will not be a wholesale 
reorganization of Eurasian political 
structures, but steppe warfare on an 
even greater scale than in 1941-45.

Just as Brzezinski helped destroy 
Afghanistan in the process of 
‘saving’ it, his grand strategy will 
end up destroying Ukraine as well - 
if not the larger region l

USA

Notes
1. The CIA has posted a copy of The grand 
chessboard on its website: www.cia.gov/
library/abbottabad-compound/36/36669B789
4E857AC4F3445EA646BFFE1_Zbigniew_
Brzezinski_-_The_Grand_ChessBoard.doc.
pdf.
2. Quote begins at 7.30: www.youtube.com/
watch?v=rPVs5VuI8XI&t=465s.
3. www.bbc.com/news/world-
europe-26079957.
4. www.usnews.com/news/business/
articles/2017-06-15/germany-austria-slam-us-
sanctions-against-russia.

The aim is still to dominate the whole of Eurasia
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End of phase one
As shown by the talks in Istanbul, Vladimir Putin has already lost what could still be a horrible, grizzly, 
prolonged war. Jack Conrad gives his assessment

Nato’s March 24 Brussels 
summit agreed to militarily 
“enhance” its eastern 

frontline. Multinational battle 
groups are to be established in 
Bulgaria, Hungary, Romania and 
Slovenia. They will all be “combat-
ready”. Along with massive new 
deliveries of shoulder-launched 
Javelin and NLAW anti-tank and 
Stinger anti-aircraft missiles to 
Ukraine, ramped-up American and 
European arms spending, B-52 
deployments, an ever growing 
tsunami of sanctions and a 
yanking turn away from imported 
Siberian gas and oil - all such 
measures are designed to cower 
Russia militarily, pulverise it 
economically and ultimately bring 
about regime change.

Joe Biden’s “off the cuff” 
remarks, made in Warsaw, about 
how Putin cannot be allowed to 
“remain in power” might have 
caused a sharp intake of diplomatic 
breath in France, Germany and 
Turkey … and even in Washington 
DC. Doubtless, but, this is, of 
course, the truth.

Ominously, addressing the 
regular Business Roundtable of 
top American CEOs, Biden talked 
of instituting a “new world order” 
- led, naturally enough, by the 
good old US of A.1 In other words, 
having sentenced itself to 20 years 
of relative national decline with 

neoliberal offshoring, allowing 
China into the World Trade 
Organisation and the reliance on 
finance capital, Biden dreams of 
renewing - even universalising 
- US hegemony: first we take 
Moscow, then we take Beijing. 
That is American imperialism’s 
grand strategy for the third decade 
of the 21st century.

In immediate terms, Biden has 
good grounds for optimism. Putin 
has been successfully pushed, 
prodded and shoved into launching 
the full-scale invasion of Ukraine 
which has now virtually ground to 
a halt.

Firstly there was the 2004-
05 Orange revolution, then, 
secondly, the 2014 Euromaidan 
revolution. CIA fingerprints 
were all over both operations. 
All in all, albeit after two 
attempts, Ukraine was 
successfully catapulted into 
the western - ie, US - orbit. 
Despite proposals in Istanbul 
to guarantee Ukraine’s neutral 
status, constitutionally the 
country is committed 
to joining the European 
Union and Nato (that is 
why there would have to be a 
referendum). However, the mere 
offer of Nato membership faced 
Russia with not only the threat 
of its sworn enemy establishing 
itself in its soft underbelly, but the 

loss of the Sevastopol naval base 
and therefore access to the Black 
Sea and thus in turn to the warm 
waters of the Mediterranean … 
and Aleppo (where Russia has an 
important military base).

Russia responded - as Henry 
Kissinger and a range of other 
imperialist realists warned - 
aggressively.2 In 2014 Crimea 
was annexed and the Luhansk 
and Donetsk breakaways were 
sponsored and protected. And that 
produced the final shove. Neo-
fascist elements, semi-integrated 
into Ukraine’s armed forces, 
equipped by the US, UK etc (most 
notably the Azov battalion), kept 
up a constant campaign of local 
terrorism, border skirmishes and 
long-range artillery bombardment. 
Biden, seeing his opportunity, 
explicitly threatened Putin, 
during their December 2021 joint 
summit, that any further Russian 
“aggression” - ie, retaliation - on 

Ukrainian soil, would result 
in “strong economic 
measures” from both 
the US and its European 
allies.3 Totally boxed in, 
Putin went for broke.

War aims
We are still in the midst of 
war and therefore a deluge 
of absolute lies and half-lies. 
Only a few truths penetrate 

through the fog.
That said, I think we can safely 

say (well, relatively safely say) 
that Putin and his immediate circle 
thought that they would achieve a 
speedy victory. We are told that 
the “original plan” was to drive 
an armoured column deep south, 
straight to Kyiv. The capital city 
would be encircled and, during a 
night operation, some 5,000 elite 
paratroopers would be dropped in. 
They would storm the Mariinsky 
presidential palace, detain or kill 
Volodymyr Zelensky, and take 
control over key government 
buildings, including the foreign 
and defence ministries. Having 
mopped up resistance, and 
arrested key figures, Putin would 
install a “pro-Russian puppet 
administration”.4 I take it that this 
is what “deNazification” is code 
for, not rubbing out the Right 
Sector, National Corps, the Azov 
battalion, etc. All - well, for the 
moment - pretty marginal in terms 
of electoral politics (though not 
militarily).

Some western defence (ie, war) 
experts have claimed that Valery 
Gerasimov, chief of Russia’s 
general staff, warned Putin that 
invading Ukraine might not be 
so “straightforward”.5 And so it 
has proved. The ‘special military 
operation’ has seen a huge exodus 
of people into Poland, Hungary 

UKRAINE

Tanks used to be the prime 
means of bringing shock 
and awe to a battlefield. 
Now they are easy prey, 

thanks to  cheap and easily 
carried shoulder‑launched 

missiles such as Javelin
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and Romania, much destruction 
and the needless death of very 
large numbers of civilians and 
soldiers. It has, demonstrably, also 
floundered and become bogged 
down. Putin’s forces reached the 
outer suburbs of Kyiv, but failed 
to surround the city.

Surely putting a brave face 
on defeat, Russian negotiators 
in Istanbul magnanimously 
pledged to scale back military 
operations around Kyiv and 
the northern city of Chernihiv. 
This will, incidentally, allow 
the Russian army to concentrate 
on its supposed “top goal - the 
liberation of Donbas”. 6 Given that 
the bulk of Ukraine’s volunteer 
units, not least the Azov battalion, 
are concentrated in the east, 
this theatre of war could prove 
decisive. An unlikely scenario 
though: so far, on every front, the 
Russian army has performed far 
below expectations.

Despite the Istanbul 
negotiations we should not expect 
a quick end to the war. Russia 
might well have stepped back 
from imposing regime change in 
Kyiv through sheer force of arms - 
a defeat. But, presumably, it is still 
bent on securing an agreement 
which sees Ukraine accepting 
its annexation of Crimea and 
maybe the whole of Luhansk and 
Donetsk. Also unlikely. Failing 
that, there is, eventually, after 
much more bloodshed, destruction 
and suffering, the possibility of 
a ‘permanent ceasefire’, which 
sees Russia not only holding 
Crimea, Luhansk and Donetsk, but 
joining these disputed territories 
together with a wide land corridor, 
reaching along the whole of the 
north coast of the Azov Sea. This, 
of course, means taking the south-
eastern city of Mariupol. Putin 
might possibly be able to sell 
such an armistice to the Russian 
population as a glorious victory. 
By equal measure, however, 
nationalist forces in Ukraine (and 
not only on the far right) would be 
doing everything in their power to 
end the ‘permanent ceasefire’ in 
the name of Slava Ukraine!

Performance
Why has the Russian invasion 
fared so badly? There are two 
obvious explanations.

Firstly, far from the mass of 
ordinary Ukrainians welcoming - 
or at the very least being indifferent 
to - the incoming Russian soldiers, 
the opposite has proved to be 
the case. Russia confronts not 
only a largish and relatively 
well-equipped regular Ukrainian 
army, there is determined popular 
opposition - crucially those 
organised into militia units (not 
that we should forget the Russian-
Ukrainians and the ‘suspension’ 
of 11 parties, including the main 
opposition party, by Zelensky). 
Nonetheless, with his misjudged 
Ukraine adventure, Putin has 
brilliantly managed to trigger a 
Nato-armed people’s war.

The combination of regular plus 
militia forces has proved highly 
effective. Despite dominating 
the skies with Mig and Sukhoi 
warplanes and Kamov attack 
helicopters, thousands of Russian 
soldiers have been killed - five, six, 
seven generals included. Hundreds 
of Russian tanks have been put 
out of action too. Shoulder-
launched missiles have taken a 
terrible toll. Video after video, 
photo after photo, show a Russian 
tank blasted, while crawling 
along a motorway, smouldering 
in a field or decapitated, the gun 
turret lying uselessly a few feet 
from the main body. NLAWs 
(next generation of light anti-
tank weapons), not least those 

supplied to Ukraine by the UK, 
are easy to carry, relatively cheap 
and can be launched within just 
five seconds of a target-sighting 
… and they are programmed to hit 
weak points. Saab, the designer 
and original manufacturer, boasts 
of the “same old story” - “David 
beats Goliath”.7

Then there are drones. They 
have turned tanks from being the 
main conveyors of shock and awe 
on the battlefield into easy prey. 
Loitering overhead for hours, 
drones pinpoint their targets, and 
either launch their own precision 
munitions or guide in others. True, 
most Russian tanks deployed in 
Ukraine are old T-62s, T-72s and 
T-80s. Their top amour is thin and 
therefore vulnerable. New tanks 
such as the Armata T-14 might 
fare better. But, clearly, there 
has been a revolution in warfare. 
It is definitely not the same old 
story. Note, in the US, under the 
provisions of Force design 2030, 
the Marine Corps has dispensed 
with the last of its tank units 
and much of its traditional tube 
artillery.8

The most effective fighters on 
the Ukrainian side are reportedly 
those with minds gripped by 
Banderite ideology. This will 
surely raise the prestige of the 
National Corps, Svoboda and other 
such far-right parties and blocs. 
The Banderites hate Russia with 
a horrible passion and are willing 
to die for the sake of a Ukraine 
cleansed of ethnic minorities. Eg, 
armed with shoulder-launched 
missiles, these ‘patriotic boys’ 
have to place themselves some 
50-100 metres from a tank before 
being sure of a kill. The personal 
risk is, of course, considerable in 
all such close-quarter and ambush 
situations.

Secondly, in terms of explaining 
the striking lack of success for the 
overwhelmingly superior Russian 
forces, there is the political 
economy of Russia itself. The 
post-1991 Russian Federation is 
the product of a counterrevolution 
within the counterrevolution and 
the emergence of a capitalist class 
based on the expropriation of what 
had been public property, by way 
of fraud, robbery and corruption 
carried out on a staggering scale.

Living standards and life 
expectancy of ordinary Russians 
plummeted. Former state and 
party officials became billionaires 
and joined mafiosi and foreign 
adventurers in grabbing hold 
of whole (usually extractive) 
industries. Under Boris Yeltsin, 
Russia could justifiably be 
described as an oligarchy: ie, 
rule by the rich for the rich 
(Ukraine being an unstable mirror 
image). Russia was, as a result, 
impoverished, fragmented and in 
danger of becoming a mere US 
neo-colony.

Putin’s elevation, crucially 
by the FSB, in 1999 put an end 
to that. Through blood and iron, 
Russia was re-established as 
a great, albeit regional, power 
(soaring oil prises helped too). 
The oligarchs were warned to 
stay out of politics - that or suffer 
the consequences. A few resisted 
- eg, Mikhail Khodorkovsky, 
reportedly Russia’s richest 
man - and were duly punished: 
imprisonment, confiscation of 
wealth, foreign exile. Nonetheless, 
though controlled somewhat, the 
corruption and robbery continued 
apace. That is why Putin is 
probably a billionaire in his own 
right.

Endemic corruption and 
robbery at the top goes all the 
way down to the very base of 
society itself. The Russian army 
therefore finds itself suffering not 

only due to faulty strategy and 
faulty intelligence. It faces defeat 
because of logistical detail. There 
is a lack of fuel, lack of food, lack 
of ammunition. Fuel has either 
gone undelivered or has been 
pilfered. Tanks and trucks run dry. 
The same goes for food supplies. 
Ordinary soldiers abandon their 
vehicles and positions to scavenge. 
Advances peter out and turn into 
retreat or digging into defensive 
positions. Robbery has also 
denuded replacement tanks. Kept 
in storage, commanders find that 
they have been stripped of motors, 
rare metals and micro-chips. 
Purportedly 90% of replacement 
tanks are useless.

There is also poor morale. For 
rank-and-file troops and officers 
alike what is this war about? Leave 
aside the probable widespread 
repugnance felt about fighting to 
further the interests of the corrupt 
autocrat, Putin, and his mega-rich 
cronies. DeNazification is hardly 
convincing, given Russia itself. 
Take Aleksandr Dugin. Having 
served as an advisor to top members 
of the ruling United Russia party, 
this former member of Pamyat and 
the National Bolshevik Front was 
named chief editor of Tsargrad 
TV in 2015. The station espouses 
Orthodox Christianity and support 
for Vladimir Putin. National 
Bolshevism is, needless to say, 
a red-brown variant of fascism. 
Similar unsavoury figures can 
be found dotted throughout the 
Russian state apparatus, including 
in Luhansk and Donetsk. And, 
of course, instead of finding 
themselves greeted as liberators, 
Russian troops are targets of abuse, 
bullets and missiles. Any notion 
that the invasion is about saving 
the Russian-Ukrainian population 
from genocide must have been 
thoroughly knocked out of their 
heads by now. All that remains 
are fantasies of a Novorossiya, a 
new tsarist empire, with the Great 
Russians and (unwilling) Little 
Russians and White Russians at its 
core. That might motivate some, 
but surely not many.

Regime change
Putin’s February 24 invasion 
played directly into US hands. 
Ukraine is a sacrificial pawn 
played by the US in its great 
chess game for total world 
domination. Fired by patriotism 
and armed by Nato, Ukrainian 
forces have already humiliated 
Putin by surviving for well over 
a month and even pushing back 
the Russians here and there. A 
peace deal might well see Ukraine 
committing itself to neutrality 
(with security guarantees being 
given by countries such as 
Canada, Poland and Turkey). Nato 
membership - which was unlikely 
ever to happen - would have to be 
dropped as a stated ambition. A 
loss for the US. But not much of 
a one, after all the aim is to take 
a Russian bishop or castle - even 
its queen.

Ideologically championing 
Ukraine certainly serves as the 
equivalent of ‘poor little Belgium’ 
or ‘plucky little Serbia’ in World 
War I. Warmongers such as 
Biden, Kamala Harris and Antony 
Blinken, Boris Johnson, Liz Truss 
and Ben Wallace, have been able to 
put themselves at the forefront of 
widespread outrage over Ukraine 
(part real, part manufactured). 
They are Zelensky’s heroes and 
Zelensky is the capitalist media’s 
hero. Now they meet hardly a 
squeak of opposition to ramping 
up arms spending and deploying 
troops along Russia’s western 
border.

Naturally, social imperialists 
- the likes of Paul Mason, Chris 

Ford, the Alliance for Workers’ 
Liberty, Anticapitalist Resistance, 
the Labour Representation 
Committee and Labour Briefing - 
have cheered them on over arming 
Ukraine (including the fascist 
Azov battalion). The AWL even 
calls for the labour movement, 
for all the wrong reasons, to 
end support for Stop the War 
Coalition. Taking of which, it 
and the whole social-pacifist 
camp have proved particularly 
useless, given the test of Russia’s 
invasion. Pious pleas for halting 
Nato’s eastern expansion and 
respecting Ukraine’s right to self-
determination actually dovetail 
with US strategy.

What then of US strategy? At a 
stroke, the US has made Italy, the 
Netherlands, France and crucially 
Germany dependent on oil and 
gas supplies, over which the US 
exercises ultimate control. Any idea 
of a Franco-German united Europe 
vanished with the cancellation 
of Nord Stream 2. But there is a 
bigger prize. With Russian forces 
bogged down in Ukraine and its 
negotiators in Istanbul offering to 
scale back operations in the north, 
it is clear that Putin has badly 
overextended himself. Even if 
Russia gets to keep Crimea (on a 
15-year basis), and Luhansk and 
Donetsk are granted some kind of 
autonomous status, Putin will in 
fact have been defeated. Russia’s 
economy will have been crashed, 
thousands of servicemen killed and 
whole cities laid to waste for what? 
Basically for the situation before 
February 24.

Putin could well find himself 
‘retired’ by the FSB-state elite. 
We could, moreover, conceivably 
see the disintegration of the 
entire regime under the impact 
of economic sanctions, military 
failure and a CIA-sponsored 
colour revolution. There are 
plenty of stories of Russian 
oligarchs breaking ranks - eg, 
Roman Abramovich - former 
ministers scuttling off to the 
west and artists and media types 
defying bans on making anti-war 
statements. Belief that the regime 
will fall soonish is surely what 
gives Alexei Navalny his courage. 
Having returned to Russia after 

receiving treatment in Germany, 
he was poisoned by a Novichek 
nerve agent, which could only 
have been on Putin’s orders, 
Navalny was inevitably arrested, 
tried and found guilty on baseless 
parole-violation charges. The 
way he recently handled himself 
when sentenced to an additional 
nine years maximum security 
imprisonment shows that he thinks 
himself as a future president. With 
his generously financed political 
machine, his populist promise to 
tax the rich and stem migration 
from central Asia, his foreign 
policy orientation to the west, his 
neoliberalism and his commitment 
to human (ie, property) rights, the 
US banks on Navalny being their 
man in the Kremlin. That would 
amount to checkmate. Then the 
US focus would shift to decisively 
dealing with a fully encircled 
China.

Meanwhile, Russia finds itself 
diplomatically isolated. Despite 
its “no limits” alliance, China 
abstained on the UN security 
council. Given Taiwan, Tibet, 
Hong Kong and Xinjiang, it can 
give no ground to any violation 
of territorial integrity. The 
only danger, as far as the US is 
concerned, is that a humiliated 
Russia will throw itself into the 
protective embrace of China, 
becoming its Austria-Hungary.

Either way, as we argued at 
the beginning of this war, the US 
project of rebooting its imperial 
hegemony has been “greatly 
enhanced”9 l

Notes
1. www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/
speeches-remarks/2022/03/21/remarks-by-
president-biden-before-business-roundtables-
ceo-quarterly-meeting.
2. www.news18.com/news/world/russias-
defence-ministry-says-it-hit-military-
targets-in-ukraines-lviv-with-cruise-
missiles-4914179.html.
3. NBC News, December 7 2021.
4. The Guardian February 26 2022.
5. Ibid.
6. The Independent March 28 2022.
7. www.saab.com/products/nlaw.
8. www.realcleardefense.com/
articles/2022/03/28/the_marines_got_rid_
of_their_tanks_is_ukraine_making_them_
look_smart_or_too_smart_for_their_own_
good_823985.html.
9. J Conrad, ‘Here we stand’ Weekly Worker 
March 3 2022: weeklyworker.co.uk/
worker/1385/here-we-stand.
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Squeezing the poor
The chancellor’s spring statement means increasing numbers will have to choose between eating or heating, 
writes Eddie Ford

Sometimes a little story tells 
you a lot. Following his spring 
budget, pictures appeared in 

the media of the chancellor, Rishi 
Sunak, filling up his car with £30 
worth of petrol at a London forecourt 
after announcing the temporary five 
pence fuel duty cut.

Only it was not his car: he had 
borrowed it from one of the attendants 
at the garage just for the purposes of 
the photo shoot. We later found out he 
and his wife, Akshata Murthy, own 
several cars - including a high-end 
Range Rover worth £94,000 new and 
a top-of-the-range Lexus that can cost 
between £50,000 and £80,000.1 Not 
that they ever have to worry about 
filling it up, as she is a billionaire with 
an estimated £690 million stake in the 
IT services and consultancy company, 
Infosys (which continues to operate in 
Russia, while most big IT firms have 
closed down their activities in the 
country).

Sunak’s post-budget tour of the 
media was just as disastrous as his 
stupid PR stunt at the garage. It is not 
difficult to see why. Knocking five 
pence off the price of petrol when it is 
skyrocketing amounts to nothing and 
everyone knows it. In fact, according 
to the New Economics Foundation, 
only 7% of the savings from cutting 
fuel duty would go to the poorest 
fifth of households anyway - given 
that most do not own a car, of course. 
By contrast, a third of the savings 
from the fuel duty cut will go to the 
richest fifth of households. Indeed, 
even on its own less than generous 
terms, less than half of the fuel duty 
cut announced by Stingy Rishi has 
been passed on to drivers filling up 
at pumps. According to the AA and 
other specialists, the average price 
of a litre of petrol at UK forecourts 
has fallen by just 3.7p. This is 
mainly because duty is charged on 
the wholesale cost of fuel, so many 
retailers wait for new deliveries in 
order to buy fuel at the cheaper rate. 
Furthermore, what happens to the oil 
price, and in turn wholesale costs, in 
the coming weeks and months will 
ultimately decide what you have to 
pay at the pumps. Logically, if prices 
rise (say, because Russia tit-for-tat 
cuts off oil and gas exports to Europe) 
it is more than likely that the fuel duty 
cut will be cancelled out, as retailers 
face higher costs.

Sunak’s defence of his spring 
statement in front of the treasury 
select committee was particularly 
disastrous - coming across as almost 
sociopathically insouciant. He 
insisted that his spring statement 
and earlier £9 billion energy support 
package were “progressive”, but, 
alas, it was not possible to “fully 
insulate” every household in Britain 
from high levels of inflation. And, of 
course, coming out of the pandemic, 
he did not want to borrow more, as 
any possible rise in interest rates 
could worsen the fiscal situation for 
the UK. This left him with a choice, 
he argued, between cuts to public 
spending or increasing taxes. The 
self-professed tax-cutting chancellor 
opted for the latter, raising the tax 
burden to the highest level since the 
late 1940s. Within these self-imposed 
constraints, Sunak claimed he had 
used his statement to “target support” 
at those in work by increasing the 
national insurance threshold in July 
rather than channelling money to the 
poorest through the benefits system 
or some other means. But he said he 
was “comfortable with the choices” 
he had made.

Nobody else is, judging by the 
near-universal negative response to 
his budget - including very many Tory 
MPs and the rightwing press. Savings 
on the scale proposed by the chancellor 
will do almost nothing to offset the 
£1,500 increase every household is 
expected to see in their energy bills this 
year - a topic on which the chancellor 
bizarrely had very little to say, either 
in the statement or before the treasury 
select committee. He merely said that 
an extra £500 million would be added 
to the “household support fund”, 
taking it to £1 billion - which looks 
more and more inadequate by the 
day. Apparently, the media has been 
briefed that a council tax rebate is 
“on the cards” in the autumn budget, 
once the new energy price cap has 
been set - presumably in an attempt to 
reassure voters that more help is on its 
way. Infuriatingly, when questioned 
by the committee, Sunak would not 
even accept that the £200 “discount” 
was actually a loan that would saddle 
people with more debt - suggesting 
it was something halfway between a 
grant and a loan, whatever that is.

Also, in another acknowledgement 
of reality that almost provided a 
spot of light relief, Sunak - who 
campaigned strongly for ‘leave’ - 
revealingly admitted to the committee 
and the world that a drop in trade since 
2019 compared with other economies 
“might well be” related to Brexit. 
He awkwardly confirmed that it was 
“inevitable if you change the exact 
nature of your trading relationship 
with the European Union, that was 
always going to have an impact 
on trade flows” - as the Office for 
Budget Responsibility would readily 
agree, with its graph showing the 
UK worse off because of leaving the 
EU. Perhaps “Brexit will make you 
poorer” should have been written on 
that red bus. Still, he and wife will not 
lose any sleep over it - let alone any 
money.

Just about summing it all up, 
Labour’s Siobhain McDonagh asked 
Sunak on the committee, “Do you 
think people are stupid?” for not 
realising that the promised income 
tax cut of one penny in 2024 was a 
transparently cynical election ploy. He 
did not answer the question directly, 
so you can only assume that he does 
indeed think the British population 
are fools. Instead, Sunak oleaginously 

said he wanted to give people a sense 
of the “direction of travel” to cut taxes 
in the future - the promised land of low 
taxes and high wages is just around 
the corner, if you have enough faith.

In the real world, the chancellor is 
squeezing the pips out of the poorest 
sections of the working class, whilst 
pretending he is making them better 
off in the long run. He has been 
accused of being a “fiscal illusionist”, 
when in fact he is a fiscal conman. Of 
course, this reveals the stupidity of 
those who were calling for Sunak to 
replace Boris Johnson - look at what 
you would have got.

Poverty
Worryingly, the Office for Budget 
Responsibility this week predicted 
that inflation would hit a 40-year 
high of 8.7% in October - fuelling 
the biggest fall in living standards in 
any single year since records began 
in 1956. As for the Bank of England, 
after initially hoping 7.5% would be 
the peak, it has reluctantly accepted 
that the economic landscape has 
changed. Prices will inevitably get 
higher still, making double-digit 
inflation a real possibility.

In the opinion of both the 
Resolution Foundation and the 
Institute of Fiscal Studies, Sunak’s 
deliberate decision not to target 
real support at those who will be 
actually hardest hit by rising prices 
will leave low-and middle-income 
households painfully exposed. 
Far from alleviating economic 
hardship, the spring statement will 
push 1.3 million people - including 
half a million children - below 
the poverty line next year, while 
perversely raising taxes to the 
highest level since the post-war 
Attlee government. No wonder 
everybody is unhappy with the 
chancellor.

The Resolution Foundation 
calculates that just one in eight 
workers would see their tax bills fall 
by the end of this parliament in May 
2024, when the rate of income tax 
is likely to drop by 1p to 19p. In its 
more detailed analysis of the spring 
statement, the foundation further 
estimates that a typical family will 
experience a £1,100 (about 4%) 
decline in income this year, with the 
poorest households facing a 6% fall. 
It also found that only those earning 

between £49,100 and £50,300 
would pay less income tax in 2024-
25. Therefore, of the 31 million 
people in work, 27 million would 
be paying more in tax (and national 
insurance). Never before outside 
a formal recession has there been 
such a large increase in the number 
of people falling into poverty.

What needs to be emphasised is 
that extreme economic hardship is 
not something you can judge simply 
on inflation alone - as if, say, a 
3.3% rise in inflation would make 
you 3.3% poorer. For the most part, 
pauperisation is an insidiously slow 
process - it may be some time before 
you have to buy your child a new 
pair of shoes or replace household 
necessities. Sure, on a day-to-day 
basis you can more or less survive, 
but what if something goes wrong, 
as it always does? You have an 
accident at work, or your hours get 
reduced, which quickly plunges you 
downwards into crisis. That is going 
to happen to very large numbers of 
people. In other words, it is not just 
an issue of inflation eating away at 
pensions or universal credit. The cost 
of living crisis will hammer those 
people just about scraping enough 
together - they used to be called 
the ‘Jams’ (‘just about managing’), 
but then the Tories forgot about 
them.2 When they get suddenly 
walloped by economic and financial 
obstacles, they can find themselves 
in dire circumstances, resulting in 
family breakdowns, homelessness, 
substance abuse, criminality and 
other disastrous consequences.

According to latest research from 
market analysts Kantar, as a result 
of grocery prices rising by 5.2% in 
March, the UK’s poorest families 
will see the amount of spare cash 
at their disposal drop by a fifth this 
year, with £850 less to spend on 
non-essentials. Spare cash is also 
under pressure from increases in the 
price of clothing and furnishings, 
with non-food retail price inflation 
accelerating from 1.3% in February 

to 1.5% in March - the highest rate 
since February 2011. Additionally, 
price rises are being fuelled by 
the rising cost of labour and basic 
commodities, as well as energy 
and packaging - driven by a toxic 
combination of Brexit (ask Sunak), 
resurgence in demand following 
the pandemic lockdown and 
the continuing war in Ukraine, 
which has the potential to be very 
protracted.

Inevitably, with the rising costs 
of food, clothing and fuel, the 
burgeoning economic crisis has 
already seen a surge in credit-
card spending - meaning many 
in low-income households could 
get caught in a debt spiral that is 
near impossible to escape from. 
Figures from the Bank of England 
showed credit card borrowing 
jumped by £1.5 billion in February 
to £59.5 billion - the highest since 
records began in 1993, pushing 
the total amount of unsecured 
lending up by 90%, compared to the 
previous month, to £1.9 billion. The 
central bank said the rise pushed 
the annual growth rate for all forms 
of unsecured credit from 3.2% to 
a two-year high of 4.4%, raising 
the total outstanding balance of 
consumer credit to £199.5 billion 
- a pretty staggering figure. Now, 
13% of households are only just 
about managing to cover minimum 
payments on credit card bills, with a 
further 6% already unable to do so.

Unsurprisingly, many shoppers 
are turning to cheaper supermarkets 
such as Lidl and Aldi to make ends 
meet, with increasing numbers 
of families saying they are being 
forced to choose between eating and 
heating. What are you going to do 
about that, Sunak? l

eddie.ford@weeklyworker.co.uk

ECONOMY

Notes
1. express.co.uk/news/uk/1587960/
rishi-sunak-news-chancellor-four-cars-
volkswagen-golf-spring-statement-spt.
2. bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-38049245.
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Over the line!
As I write, there is just one 

day remaining for our March 
fighting fund, but I’m pleased 
to say that - yes - we’ve already 
reached our £2,250 target!

To be precise, the total on 
March 30 stands at £2,265 - in 
other words, we’ve just scraped 
over the line by £15. I was, of 
course, hoping to eat into last 
month’s £221 deficit a little 
bit more, but you never know 
what might come our way on 
March 31!

Anyway, as usual, the last 
seven days saw a number of 
very pleasing donations. Pride of 
place this time goes to comrade 
JC for his excellent £70 bank 
transfer, while three comrades 
made £50 contributions - EW 
made one of his generous bank 
transfers, while JT’s was a 
monthly standing order and DB’s 
came via PayPal.

Other standing orders - 
amongst them from comrades who 
have increased their payments 
in response to our recent appeal 
- came from OG (£25), DG and 
MW (£20 each), JR and GT (£15). 

So our running total rose by £315 
over the last week.

On top of that a couple of other 
comrades have just pledged to 
set up new standing orders. One 
is KF, who says that the Weekly 
Worker has been an “eye-opener” 
since he first came across it late 
last year. Amongst recent articles, 
he is particularly impressed 
with the first two parts of Mike 
Macnair’s series on ‘Imperialism 
and the state’. We will carry part 
three next week, and hopefully 
comrade Macnair will be able to 
put the final touches to part four 
for the week after.

But, as comrade KF points 
out, the Weekly Worker is “full 
of all sorts of stimulating stuff, 
week after week”! No wonder 
he’s now pledged to help us raise 
the necessary cash.

Are there any more volunteers 
out there? l

Robbie Rix

Fighting fund

Cheap PR stunt goes wrong

https://express.co.uk/news/uk/1587960/rishi-sunak-news-chancellor-four-cars-volkswagen-golf-spring-statement-spt
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https://express.co.uk/news/uk/1587960/rishi-sunak-news-chancellor-four-cars-volkswagen-golf-spring-statement-spt
https://bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-38049245
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Next step forward
While the Socialist Party has imploded, new alternatives are emerging. Andries Stroper of the SP’s 
Communist Platform reports on the recent local elections

Municipal elections took 
place in the Netherlands 
between March 14 and 16. 

In many aspects these were rather 
unremarkable, in that there was 
just a slight reshuffling between 
the major parties. Despite losing a 
number of seats, and the soft-left 
parties making small gains, the right 
still came out as the dominant force 
yet again. That said, the true victors 
of these elections were local parties 
that mostly concern themselves with 
small issues within the borders of 
their constituency.

Where it gets interesting is on the 
far-left spectrum of politics. These 
elections saw the implosion of the 
Socialist Party, as well as the slow 
rise of a new far-left party called 
BIJ1 (which sounds like ‘Together’ 
when pronounced in Dutch) and the 
birth of a loose alliance of new, local 
socialist parties.

It is these local groups that should 
be of interest to readers of this paper, 
and thus they are the centerpiece of 
this report. We will refer to them 
as ‘The Socialists’ for now, as they 
have yet to adopt an official name or 
consolidate themselves into a single 
national organisation. This loose 
alliance of like-minded formations 
came out of the inner-party conflict 
that has been raging in the SP for 
nearly two years now and which 
has been reported previously in the 
Weekly Worker.1

It is also worth noting that the 
turnout for the elections was an all-
time low at only 50.4% of all eligible 
voters - a sure sign of an electorate 
that has lost confidence in bourgeois 
politics. Sadly, there is no socialist 
movement of principled opposition 
that can form a new political home 
for these disenchanted people. But 
perhaps The Socialists are our much 
needed glimmer of hope here. If all 
goes right, that is.

Bad time
For the last two years the leadership 
bureaucrats of the SP have been 
trying to suppress dissent, cracking 
down on its Marxist wing, which has 
led to a fierce inner-party struggle. 
The witch-hunt that ensued has 
resulted in an exodus, with members 
on both the left and right ditching the 
party, and major branches dissolving 
or splitting from the national 
leadership. The bourgeois media 
certainly did not pass on this golden 
opportunity to flood the press with 
negative coverage of the SP and its 
crisis.

You did not need a degree in 
political science to be able to tell 
that the SP was set for disaster in the 
2022 municipal elections. Falling 
from 303 seats in 2018 to 179 now, 
the SP is clearly continuing on its 
path of decay that set in after its peak 
in 2014. It has now shrunk to roughly 
2002 levels - which was only a few 
years after the modest breakthrough 
of the party in the 1990s.

This humiliating defeat was not 
merely caused by voters losing 
interest in the SP. The fact is - and 
this is far more concerning - that 
large number of SP branches were 
simply unable to find anybody 
willing to run for municipal seats on 
an SP ticket. The party’s membership 
is aging fast, politically uneducated 
and when the party’s leadership 
cut off ties with its former youth 
organisation, ROOD, it lost access to 

a steady supply of new blood. Thus 
the number of SP branches that were 
able to participate in the municipal 
elections shrunk by 20% from 116 in 
2018 to 92 in 2022.

Losing such a large chuck of 
its representatives throughout the 
country is, of course, no reason for 
critical introspection for the SP’s 
bureaucratic leadership. The usual 
excuses that we have been hearing 
for the past eight years or so were 
thrown around. ‘Our voters didn’t 
turn out’ is always one of my 
personal favourites. Other excuses 
that you will hear are that typical 
‘SP subjects’ (such as healthcare or 
the housing market) played only a 
minor role in these elections, or that 
international topics (eg, the war in 
Ukraine) dominated the elections, 
whereas the SP mostly gains from 
local topics. The leadership will 
do anything to prevent drawing 
attention to itself and will blame any 
and every defeat on external factors.

What has been interesting, 
however, is that there is an 
increasingly vocal group of ‘activist 
bureaucrats’ who carefully (yet 
publicly) criticise the leadership’s 
analysis. These are people, ranging 
from local branch officials to 
parliamentary representatives of the 
party, who have always considered 
themselves to be the left wing of the 
party (some have even confessed to 
being communist in secret), but who 
loyally follow the party line, have 
no interest in ideological debate 
and just want the party to ‘get onto 
the streets and do stuff’. In general 
they supported the expulsion of 
Marxists over the past two years, 
on the grounds that it is fine and 
dandy to criticise the party from the 
left, but that criticism should always 
remain within the party and be 
expressed according to the correct 
(and practically non-existent) party 
channels. A breach of this unwritten 
rule is worthy of expulsion, 
according to the activist bureaucrats, 
who prefer to do their politics in 
committee rooms - comfortably out 
of sight of the membership.

It is noteworthy here that this 
clique of activist bureaucrats 
actually dominated the party up until 
a few years ago. They were ousted 
through a soft coup by the current 
chair and daughter of one of the 
previous chairs, Lilian Marijnissen, 
who prefers to put a stronger 
focus on coalitionism and less on 

activism. It is not easy to judge how 
big the following of the activist 
bureaucracy is at the moment, but it 
is a given fact that the support for an 
alternative, more leftwing party line 
has evaporated with the expulsion of 
critical members. 

We cannot know what the future 
will bring for the SP. As I say, its 
support has nearly halved in the 
municipal elections, it has lost its 
youth wing, the number of branches 
is dwindling and unease in the ranks 
is far from gone. The bureaucrats in 
power seem to be planning to move 
further to the right on social issues, 
perhaps mimicking the Danish social 
democrats. Marijnissen said in the 
aftermath of the elections that the SP 
would distance itself further from 
the other leftwing parties, expressing 
her dislike for “woke topics”, such 
as defending migrants - a move 
that supposedly threatens “social 
cohesion in the neighbourhood”. 
Even the climate question has fallen 
out of favour with Marijnissen, who 
mused, “As if everyone can afford a 
heat pump.”

The SP has always taken pride 
in the fact that it was more than 
just a parliamentarian party, that 
it had roots within working class 
communities and was active on 
the streets, but it seems that this 
has come to an end with the witch-
hunt on the left. Whether all this 
will result in a timely change of 
leadership or the party’s downfall 
remains to be seen.

Solid as a sponge
BIJ1 was founded in 2016 and 
presents itself as a radical, leftwing 
intersectional party that focuses on 
minority rights. While the party is 
heavily embroiled in identity politics, 
its programme is admittedly more 
radical and explicitly anti-capitalist 
compared with the SP’s. Of course, 
it is not a Marxist programme, 
nor does it contain a viable 
strategy to build a post-capitalist 
society. Instead BIJ1 focuses on 
nationalising housing associations 
and increasing living standards, 
rolling back austerity measures, 
‘decolonisation’ (by which it means 
making “tackling racism” a “top 
priority”, apologising for the slavery 
past of the Netherlands, etc), climate 
justice and all that.

In the past few years I have heard 
many SP cadre members express 
secret jealousy of BIJ1’s willingness 

to be explicitly anti-capitalist (unlike 
the SP in recent years) and its 
commitment to anti-racism (whereas 
the SP leadership now openly 
professes ‘social conservatism’). 
A number of leftwing SP members 
have abandoned the party in the 
past two years to join BIJ1, having 
lost confidence in the bureaucratic 
leadership of the SP that is 
desperately trying to steer the party 
to the right. In many ways, BIJ1 
is being seen as a more leftwing 
alternative to the SP - an image 
which will grow, as the SP continues 
to decline.

Those who have decided to make 
the jump and join BIJ1 did not find 
a warm reception there, however. 
This is for two reasons. Firstly, 
BIJ1 has a party culture that is at 
least as equally bureaucratic as the 
SP. There have been a number of 
incidents that we know of, in which 
the BIJ1 leadership has closed down 
discussion, silenced its members or 
even expelled them outright.

For example, Quinsy Gario, the 
party’s second in command, was 
expelled for creating an atmosphere 
of toxic masculinity in which certain 
party members felt “unsafe”. The 
details of whatever he supposedly 
did were never shared - not with 
the membership nor even with 
Gario himself, but he was expelled 
nonetheless. If there really were 
circumstances that created such 
a toxic atmosphere, they should 
have been published in order to 
highlight and tackle the issue. But, 
as with almost any disagreement 
within BIJ1, it has been shrouded in 
mystery.

There are rumours of similar 
incidents. Supposedly, there is 
a conflict going on between the 
branch leadership of Amsterdam 
BIJ1 and the national leadership. 
Supposedly, the leadership of the 
BIJ1 youth organisation clashed 
with the national leadership and was 
replaced in its entirety by loyalists. 
Of course, as there was no public 
communication with the outside 
world on these incidents, it is all 
rumour and gossip. We can only 
speculate on the reasons why they 
were kept secret.

Apart from a bureaucratic 
party culture, there is a second 
reason why BIJ1 does not form an 
attractive alternative to the SP: there 
is no active membership and no 
cadre structure. BIJ1 is primarily a 
clique of NGO-type people around 
Sylvana Simons with no transparent, 
inner-party democracy, no public 
discussion. It is a sham party.

Despite this, it managed to 
perform surprisingly well in four 
of the areas where it participated in 
the most recent municipal elections. 
They grew from winning one seat 
in 2018 to eight in 2022. Marxists 
must now be up to the task of 
exposing the deficiencies of BIJ1, 
and combating the illusion that it 
is a step forward, without falling 
in the trap of sectarian hostility and 
thereby isolating themselves from 
the BIJ1’s followers.

Glimmer of hope
As I said, ‘The Socialists’ is a 
coalition of several local groups 
throughout the country. Three of 
those, in Amsterdam, Rotterdam and 
Utrecht, took part in the elections. 
Of those, the Rotterdam group - 

called Socialists 010 - is the best 
organised and got the highest vote. 
The group is basically made up 
of the entire active membership 
of the old SP branch, numbering 
around 80 people, among which 
are old veterans like former MEP 
Erik Meijer. The campaign actually 
went better than in previous years 
under the SP, which is a sure sign 
that people were highly motivated to 
make this work. And, although the 
vote got stuck on 1%, or about 2,000 
votes (half of the threshold needed 
for a seat), it has to be emphasised 
how impressive this really is for a 
local party that three months earlier 
was forcefully split away from the 
SP.

Comrades from Communist 
Platform take a leading role in most 
groups, like the ones in Rotterdam 
and Utrecht. For the coming period 
the main task is transforming a 
coalition of local groups into a new 
party. This is not a given path. Our 
common base - a leftwing opposition 
to the SP leadership - is not by itself 
enough to form a new party.

Some time this autumn we plan 
to organise a conference to bring 
together the political base and find 
some positive ground. If this is 
successful, another conference in 
the spring of next year might see 
a party being formed. But to get 
there a lot of differences need to be 
resolved. We propose that we need 
to work towards a Communist Party. 
However, the other extreme wants 
The Socialists to remain a loose 
coalition that merely intervenes in 
the electoral work of other parties 
and looks towards a merger with 
BIJ1.

Conclusion
The mass expulsions from and 
subsequent implosion of the 
Socialist Party certainly represent 
a defeat for the working class. For 
years it represented the highest 
developed political consciousness 
of the proletariat in the Netherlands, 
but now it has been captured by 
bureaucrats, who are desperately 
seeking to become a junior coalition 
partner in a future bourgeois 
government by pushing the party 
increasingly to the right. Whether 
it survives the coming decade at 
all remains to be seen - if these 
elections are anything to go by, and 
if it keeps following its current track, 
it is definitely on its way out.

The Socialists may have failed 
to win any seats, but we have to 
recognise that that project was 
formed roughly three months before 
the elections took place, meaning 
they had no time to make a name 
for themselves. The Socialists are 
a loose alliance of local parties and 
unity initiatives for now, but they 
seem to be moving in the direction 
of a new national formation. If it 
survives the many obstacles that are 
inherent to such unity projects, there 
finally might be a new foundation 
for a worthy Communist Party in the 
Netherlands l

Notes
1. See ‘Bureaucratic control-freakery’ Weekly 
Worker November 12 2020: weeklyworker.
co.uk/worker/1323/bureaucratic-control-
freakery; ‘Stay, fight and win’, January 14 
2021: weeklyworker.co.uk/worker/1330/stay-
fight-and-win; ‘End of a dead end’, March 
25 2021: weeklyworker.co.uk/worker/1340/
end-of-a-dead-end.

Lilian Marijnissen: excuse after excuse
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DSA

Stay, fight, win
What is going on in the Democratic Socialists of America? Charlie Frank explains the conflict over BDS 
which is dividing left and right

On March 18, the DSA’s 
national political committee 
voted to ‘de-charter’ the 

organisation’s Boycott, Divestment 
and Sanctions Working Group 
(BDS WG). Ostensibly, the reason 
given was that the working group 
refused to remove a month-old 
thread criticising Jamaal Bowman, 
a member of Congress who was 
endorsed by the DSA, but voted to 
fund Israel’s Iron Dome.

The NPC has claimed that this 
thread was ‘misinformation’, yet, 
as will be shown, the actions of the 
NPC, and its justification for them, 
only show the accuracy of the BDS 
WG’s thread. As a result, the NPC 
narrowly voted to de-charter the 
working group and collapse BDS 
organisation under a leadership 
appointed by the NPC. They also 
voted to suspend the BDS WG 
organisers from leadership posts for 
the next year.

However, in the midst of 
widespread criticism from members, 
plus the resignation of three 
NPC members and substantial 
resignations from leading members 
in various chapters, the NPC 
unanimously voted on March 25 to 
reverse its decision, and ‘re-charter’ 
the working group. But the vote 
to reinstate the leadership of the 
BDS WG did not pass. Though it is 
clearly a victory for the left that the 
campaign to re-charter the working 
group had such support, and that the 
NPC capitulated, the fight clearly 
cannot stop there. We must briefly 
sketch the history of this decision in 
order to chart a path forward.

Following Bowman’s repulsive 
vote to fund the Iron Dome, and 
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez’s cowardly 
abstention on the vote, there has 
been a large push within the DSA 
to both unendorse Bowman and 
expel him from the organisation 
as a whole. These calls did not 
occur in the abstract. Though the 
NPC removed the link to Palestine 
from its website, since 2017 the 
organisation has, on paper at least, 
affirmed its commitment to solidarity 
with the Palestinian liberation 
struggle broadly and the BDS tactic 
specifically.

For the rank-and-file member, 
who has no institutional power on 
the international stage, perhaps 
this would be enough. But for the 
organisation as a whole, especially 
given the multiple DSA members 
sitting in the US Congress, the 
question must be asked: are we in 
favour of Palestinian liberation in 
words or in action? If we affirm 
our commitment to the liberation 
of Palestine, but accept members 
who vote to fund Israel’s genocidal 
war machine, how much do our 
beautifully written words mean? If 
we verbally stand in solidarity with 
Palestine, but allow elected officials, 
both endorsed by and members of 
the DSA, to vote to fund Palestine’s 
colonial oppressor, then what good is 
our solidarity?
Democratic 
discipline
At the most recent convention, 
there was a resolution put forward 
by the Marxist Unity Group 
called ‘Tribunes of the People and 
Democratic Discipline’ that aimed 
to address this exact question. Under 
this, any candidate endorsed by the 

DSA would have been obligated to 
“make a formal pledge to fulfil the 
following requirements”:
n The candidate must be a member 
of DSA.
n They must accept and pledge 
to promote and fight for the DSA 
national political platform if one is 
passed.1

This resolution did not make it 
to the convention floor. A different 
amendment, which would have 
made acceptance of the platform 
the criteria for membership, was 
voted down, essentially 2-1 against. 
The majority of delegates, who also 
voted to approve an actual political 
platform for the DSA, voted against 
giving this platform any concrete 
meaning beyond more nicely written 
words. The democratic discipline of 
elected officials would be too much, 
apparently.

This begs the question: do these 
elected officials exist to serve the 
DSA, or does the DSA exist to serve 
the elected officials? Should their 
politics be subordinate to ours, or 
vice versa? Because, as much as 
the DSA may on paper be in favour 
of Palestinian liberation, so long 
as its elected officials continue to 
operate within the Democratic Party 
(an imperialist, pro-Israel, anti-
Palestinian party), and so long as 
its elected officials are not actually 
bound to the DSA’s paper politics, 
then these politics will remain just 
that: paper.

Yet, after the convention, at least 
working groups and chapters were 
more than welcome to criticise 
DSA elected officials and the DSA 
NPC, and many did, considering 
that both the DSA’s congressional 
members and its NPC are politically 
to the right of the rank-and-file 
membership.2 This has been one 
of the best features of the DSA. 
In a political landscape of small 
microsects, where the most important 
question is the class character of the 

Soviet Union, and membership is 
contingent on agreeing on a whole 
host of secondary questions (and 
not expressing disagreement when 
it exists), it is refreshing to have an 
organisation that has accepted public 
criticism of its leadership.

But that has come to a close 
with the de-chartering of the BDS 
WG. Matt Miller, who was closest 
to the Marxist Unity Group at the 
convention, has proven to be a 
renegade with his vote in favour of 
de-chartering. His explanation for 
his vote, posted on the DSA Forum, 
is instructive of the twisted logic of 
the DSA right. He claimed that the 
BDS WG tweet thread

… continued a pattern of 
making sweeping, uncomradely 
accusations of the motives of 
others who political disagreed 
with them: “those most impressed 
with Bowman’s performance 
are people more interested in 
Palestine as a political prop to 
advance a short-sighted domestic 
legislative agenda or gain access 
to Capitol Hill at any cost - 
including Palestinian humanity”. 
This fits a pattern over the last 
few months of the working group 
making unfounded accusations 
against those who they disagree 
with politically in a way that 
inflames conflict and makes it 
impossible for us to debate these 
important issues.3

Yet in the previous paragraph in his 
same explanation, he writes:

… the meeting was off the 
record to begin with: sharing 
reports of the meeting, especially 
inaccurate reports, undermines 
our ability to work effectively 
as an organisation. I want us to 
build strong relationships with 
our elected officials with real 
accountability, but we can’t do 

that if they think we aren’t going 
to abide by our promises.

The meeting being referenced was 
a closed-door, backroom meeting 
between the NPC and Bowman, 
following his vote to fund the Iron 
Dome. Additionally, on March 9, 
Bowman wrote on his website that 
he voted against an incarceration 
bill, but

There were elements of the 
defence spending section that, 
if voted on separately, I would 
have supported, including 
additional military aid to Ukraine 
and funding for the Iron Dome - 
which I have already voted once 
before to fund and support.4

A closed-door meeting with elected 
officials who vote to militarily fund 
an apartheid state, followed by 
criticism and attempted silencing of 
those who comment on this meeting, 
seems to be evidence enough that 
those who sided with Bowman 
do, in fact, care more about short-
sighted domestic legislation than 
Palestinian humanity. Additionally, 
it would appear to be Matt Miller 
who is engaged in misinformation by 
neglecting to clarify that Bowman 
only voted against funding for the 
Iron Dome because it was packaged 
with something else he did not 
want to fund, rather than implying 
Bowman has had some change of 
heart. In the wake of the reaction 
to the de-chartering, Miller has also 
resigned his NPC post, bringing the 
count to three vacant seats.

There is perhaps a secondary 
issue here, besides the primary issue, 
which is freedom of lower bodies to 
criticise the actions of higher bodies: 
horizontalism versus centralism. 
Should the BDS working group, 
after a democratic decision by the 
NPC to not expel Bowman, continue 
to litigate a campaign for expulsion, 

“at the expense of their actual 
organising campaigns” (according 
to the right)? The reality is that the 
working group did no such thing. 
There was no suspension of the fight 
for Palestinian liberation in light 
of the NPC’s decision to disregard 
Bowman’s vote to fund Israel’s 
war machine. There was, however, 
criticism of this.

But were there calls to suspend 
DSA organising? Did the working 
group attempt to stop any tangible 
organising that other members, 
caucuses or working groups were 
doing in the DSA? Unless you 
consider any criticism of elected 
officials to be an unconstructive 
impediment to electoral campaigns, 
the clear answer is no. Without the 
freedom to criticise actions of our 
leadership, we quickly devolve into 
another sect with a self-perpetuating 
leadership, where criticism is not 
spread within the organisation and 
oppositional arguments have no 
chance of winning without a split.5

Our response
Following this vote, many prominent 
members of the DSA left have begun 
to resign from the organisation. 
Austin G, an NPC member who voted 
against de-chartering the working 
group, and who has been a leader in 
the international committee, resigned 
from the DSA altogether.6 Aaron 
Warner, an NPC member who voted 
against de-chartering the working 
group and for expelling Bowman, has 
also resigned from the NPC - though 
this is related to his very-poor-taste 
joke about the Aids crisis on Twitter. It 
is worth questioning if Warner’s joke 
is worse than support for one of the 
parties that caused the Aids crisis7 and 
today continues to mismanage our 
current pandemic, as the body count 
continues to rise. In their stead, the 
current rightwing NPC will be able 
to elect two more people, giving them 
an increased majority. The question 
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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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remains: what is to be done?
This decision, according to the 

NPC and DSA liberals in socialist 
clothing, is justified because working 
groups must be subordinated to the 
collective whole. Yet this sort of 
subordination was voted against at 
convention, and subordination to the 
actual platform that outlines DSA’s 
democratically voted on political 
agenda was voted down. Further, 
Bowman’s support for Zionism, 
which the DSA right justified by 
saying that his constituents in his 
congressional district were largely 
Zionist,8 was not enough to even 
unendorse, let alone expel, him. Yet 
criticism of Bowman has been enough 
to de-charter the working group. In 
practice, this means the subordination 
of the DSA to elected officials and 
their opportunism, rather than 
elected officials being subordinated 
to the DSA. And, in practice, this is 
a clear power grab by the DSA right, 
which has recently been clamouring 
about the ‘ultra-left’ - or, to be more 
precise, DSA members who think 
DSA elected officials should have 
to align with the DSA’s politics in 
practice, or, heaven forbid, that the 
DSA as a whole should break from 
the Democratic Party and make good 
on its verbal commitment to anti-
imperialism by no longer supporting 
one of the two parties of imperialism.

It is clear that this decision is not 
just about the BDS WG. It is a proxy 
for the larger fight within the DSA 
over a break with the Democratic 
Party, or a continued tailing of 
left liberals and the ‘left wing of 
the possible’, By the DSA’s own 
admission, new membership growth 
has “slowed to a trickle”.9 The reason 
for this is the continued capitulation 
to the Democratic Party by Bernie 
Sanders and ‘the Squad’, and the 
abandonment of the fight for working 
class goals in favour of championing 
Biden’s platform, which, it must be 
noted, has amounted to absolutely 
nothing. The de-chartering of the BDS 
WG amounts to an assault on the left 
wing of the DSA, and a power grab 
by the right, class-collaborationist 
leadership.

So how should Marxists respond? 
Do we leave the DSA, as many 
real-life, as opposed to paper, 
members have begun to do? Do we 
leave politics? Do we join one of 
the sects? Do we do ‘good work’ 
locally without joining a political 
organisation? Do we leave to form 
our own organisation? Or do we stay 
and fight? Max Ajl succinctly argued 
on Twitter that “people leaving DSA 
without eventually re-consolidating 
into a genuine anti-systemic force 
uncorrupted by the Dems is a victory 
for the right wing of DSA”. If our 
horizon is a socialist republic, then 
any decision we make in the current 
crisis must be aimed toward this 
horizon. Thus, we can eliminate 
leaving politics altogether from our 
options.

So should we join the sects? 
Having been in a sect, albeit (in my 
opinion) amongst the better ones, 
I would argue resolutely against 
joining any of the variety of political 
sects in the US. The majority back the 
Democrats to the same degree as the 
DSA does - just less successfully - and 
none of them have a healthy internal 
culture of criticism and dissent. If the 
de-chartering of the BDS WG was 
bureaucratic overkill and a politically 
motivated move to silence criticism, 
the solution to this cannot be joining 
a bureaucratic sect with its little 
fiefdom of leadership that has never 
allowed an open faction to exist.

Do we do ‘good work’ locally? 
Should we leave the DSA to do 
‘mutual aid’, or organise around 
single-issue campaigns? As Lenin 
sarcastically remarked, “Well, if 
anyone wants to save the country by 
working in the Illiteracy Committee ... 
let him go ahead.”10 This is not because 

individual issues are not important, or 
because mutual aid/charity is bad. 
It is because, in the absence of a 
struggle to build a coherent political 
organisation charting the path toward 
the final goal of a socialist republic, 
this form of organising has no chance 
of overcoming capitalism. As Rosa 
Luxemburg argued in Reform or 
revolution, “Between social reforms 
and revolution there exists for the 
social democracy an indissoluble tie. 
The struggle for reforms is its means; 
the social revolution its aim.”11 To 
paraphrase Lenin, we must fight in 
a revolutionary way for reforms, not 
in a reformist way for revolution.12 
Any organising we do must be part 
of a broader fight for socialism, and 
the history of the 20th century has 
shown very clearly that the fight for 
socialism cannot be won without a 
party fighting for this goal.

Yet many champions of this ‘good 
work’ have been happy to see good 
leftwing organisers leave the DSA in 
the wake of the decision to de-charter 
the WG. The question must be asked: 
is it better to do ‘good work’ locally, 
with no perspective of attaching this 
work to the fight for socialism, than 
to fight for revolutionary politics in 
a reformist organisation? Is it better 
to devolve into localism, and avoid 
the larger question of the conquest of 
political power by the working class, 
than to have to fight with reformists 
and social-liberals about the path 
forward? I think the answer to both 
is a resounding ‘no’. It amounts to 
nothing more than ceding all political 
power and legitimacy to the right 
wing of the socialist movement, 
abandoning any possibility of an 
insurgent left winning mass support 
or power. It is better to fail than to 
abandon hope beforehand. The sects, 
for all their faults, at least have the 
horizon of socialism that they aspire 
to. If we abandon this horizon because 
it takes a fight to get there, we will 
never overthrow capitalism.

Which road?
The retort here is that the DSA 
may be compromised, that it is too 
reformist to operate in, that we must 
keep the banner of Marxism ‘pure’. 
So we are left with two choices, 
if we actually aspire to a socialist 
future. Do we stay and fight, or do 
we form something different? We 
must analyse what a formal split, 
resulting in the creation of another 
organisation, would mean.

As Mike Macnair argues in 
Revolutionary strategy, “splitting 
does not purge the movement of 
opportunism. It is a defensive 
necessity, not a means of 
offense”.13 The evidence given is 
the opportunism of the Bolsheviks 
in the early days of the February 
Revolution of 1917, and Zinoviev 
and Kamenev publishing their 
opposition to the impending October 
Revolution in the bourgeois press. 
Yet the examples could just as easily 
be the numerous splits in the socialist 
movement in the USA, which, 
despite the apparent differences 
between the groups, have nearly 
universally resulted in the sects’ 
eventual capitulation to capitalist 
parties, whether that be Communist 
Party USA’s non-stop lesser-evilism, 
the Revolutionary Communist 
Party’s support for Biden to stop 
the ‘fascism’ of Donald Trump, the 
Socialist Workers Party’s essential 
backing of Trumpism, the Party for 
Socialism and Liberation’s refusal to 
run La Riva in a state where Bernie 
had a shot at winning (had he been 
the nominee), etc, etc, etc.

It is clear that these splits, 
rather than purifying the workers’ 
movement, have served mostly to 
shrink its scope, and cause the rank-
and-file members of the various 
sects to have unwarranted animosity 
toward each other, as this animosity 
and ‘irreconcilable’ differences are 

the continued justification for the 
splits. In practice, this has contributed 
to the dismantling of the US left, and 
the ceding of hegemony to liberals 
and union bureaucrats.

I think the answer is to stay and 
fight, at least for now. Judging by the 
responses in the DSA forums, this 
decision by the NPC is extremely 
unpopular, and I think it is a very 
clear example of what the right wing 
of the socialist movement will resort 
to when they are challenged in any 
way. As Lenin and Zinoviev argued 
in Socialism and war,

On all important occasions … the 
opportunists come forward with 
an ultimatum, which they carry 
out with the aid of their numerous 
connections with the bourgeoisie, 
of the majority on the executives 
of the trade unions, etc. Unity with 
the opportunists actually means 
today subordinating the working 
class to ‘its’ national bourgeoisie, 
alliance with it for the purpose of 
oppressing other nations and of 
fighting for great-power privileges; 
it means splitting the revolutionary 
proletariat in all countries.14

Mike Macnair furthers this argument 
in Revolutionary strategy, when he 
argues:

The right is linked to the state 
and willing to use ultimatums, 
censorship and splits to prevent 
the party standing in open 
opposition to the state. It insists 
that the only possible unity is if 
it has a veto on what is said and 
done. The unity of the workers’ 
movement on the rights terms is 
necessarily subordination of the 
interests of the working class to 
those of the state.15

We have seen this practically, with 
the ultimatum that the BDS WG 
cede control of its social media 
accounts, and delete its thread 
criticising Bowman and the NPC’s 
unwillingness to expel him, and with 
the NPC’s eventual de-chartering 
of the BDS WG and removal of 
the link to ‘Palestine’ on the DSA 
website. Clearly we cannot have full 
unity with the right, and certainly 
not on their terms. To do so would 
be to become yet another leftwing 
organisation committed to tailing 
liberals. But to split entirely risks 
becoming another sect completely 
detached from unions and public 
consciousness, and to fall back into 
the pattern of different tendencies 
isolating from each other.

So how do we fight? How do 
we manage to neither split into 
irrelevance nor stay in subordination 
to the right wing of the DSA and the 
socialist movement? Mike Macnair’s 
solution is as follows:

Marxists, who wish to oppose 
the present state rather than to 
manage it loyally, can then only 
be in partial unity with the loyalist 
wing of the workers’ movement. 
We can bloc with them on 
particular issues. We can and will 
take membership in parties and 
organisations they control - and 
violate their constitutional rules 
and discipline - in order to fight 
their politics. But we have to 
organise ourselves independently 
of them. That means we need our 
own press, finances, leadership 
committees, conferences, branches 
and other organisations.

It does not matter whether 
these are formally within parties 
which the right controls, formally 
outside them, or part inside 
and part outside. This is tactics. 
The problem is not to purify the 
movement, which is illusory, 
but to fight the politics of class-
collaborationism.16

The letter17 circulating from 
comrades Jean A and Annie W is 
a good start, at least as a way of 
counting our forces. This letter 
received around three times as 
many signatures as the ‘pro-NPC’ 
letter, and was a large factor in 
demonstrating the unpopularity of 
the NPC’s decision. The calls for a 
special convention are encouraging 
as well, and all caucuses and 
chapters opposed to this bureaucratic 
manoeuvring need to work together 
to force a special convention.

This is important, both to get 
an NPC that actually represents 
the will of the DSA as it stands 
now, and to cohere the left of the 
organisation toward a unifying 
project. Unity at all costs will not 
be enough, and we cannot sit idly 
by, while this rightwing power-grab 
happens. Importantly, two leftwing 
members of the NPC, and Matt 
Miller, who at least at convention 
appeared leftwing, have resigned. A 
special convention is needed to re-
commit the DSA to anti-imperialist 
organising. This can only happen 
by forcing the NPC to reinstate the 
BDS working group leadership, and 
holding a special convention and 
voting out the rightwing members of 
the NPC, who have shown in practice 
that their commitment to backroom 
deals with unaccountable elected 
officials is more important than their 
commitment to anti-imperialism and 
the fight for socialism.

But we cannot end the fight there. 
Clearly, new leadership is needed, 
but, as mentioned earlier, this is part 
of a larger fight over the orientation 
of the DSA. The fight for a special 
convention and a new NPC must 
be part and parcel with the fight for 
elected officials that are subordinate 
to the DSA’s politics, and for the 
DSA to break from the Democratic 
Party and begin the fight for a mass, 
class-independent, socialist party in 
the United States.

Without this first step of class 
independence, the horizon of 
socialism in our lifetime will never 
be reached l
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Piracy on the high seas
There is a danger of the P&O dispute being railroaded along nationalistic lines. James Harvey looks at 
the sacking of 800 workers and the government’s response

When transport secretary Grant 
Shapps describes the boss of 
P&O, Peter Hebblethwaite, 

as “a pirate of the high seas”, and 
Boris Johnson calls for his resignation 
and the government threatens to 
intervene to halt the sacking of 800 
seafarers, you know that we are not 
dealing with just another industrial 
dispute or a fight to save jobs.

What we have here is a clash that 
starkly reveals many of the features 
and contradictions of the present 
capitalist economy and the forms of 
politics that it throws up. Whilst the 
P&O management’s strategy and 
the 800 redundancies are a response 
to the current situation in which 
ferry and haulage companies find 
themselves, the underlying dynamics 
shaping this industry go back much 
further and extend far beyond 
the immediate issues of pay and 
conditions of employment on board 
ferries operating from UK ports.

The Tory rhetoric and threats 
of action in this case point to some 
significant features about the current 
political moment that serious socialists 
and militant trade unionists need 
to consider. Moreover, the dispute 
represents an important test for one of 
the most militant and better organised 
sections of the working class - the 
workers of the Rail, Maritime and 
Transport union, who have a record of 
defending wages and conditions. The 
union remains something of a thorn in 
the side of the transport bosses, and 
so, for both employers and capitalist 
politicians, it is an obstacle that will 
have to be removed sooner or later. 
Seen in this light, Hebblethwaite’s 
‘piratical’ approach might be 
deemed drastic and unlawful, but, if 
successful, it could prove to be the 
prelude to a wider attack on workers’ 
rights and conditions in other areas of 
the transport industry and far beyond.

Although the announcement of 
800 redundancies on March 17 came 
as a shock to the workers concerned, 
the rationale subsequently given by 
Hebblethwaite was rooted in the 
long-established patterns of cut-throat 
competition amongst ferry operators 
in UK waters. Hebblethwaite 
argues that the sackings and the 
hiring of staff on lower wages and 
worse - supposedly ‘more flexible’ 
- conditions of service is essential 
if P&O is to survive. Furthermore, 
speaking to MPs, he brazenly 
admitted that the company’s actions 
were unlawful, but that this was a risk 
commercially worth paying.1

It is possible to set P&O’s actions 
in the long history of struggle between 
employers and seafarers over rights 
and conditions of employment, which 
were often more precarious at sea 
and threatened, in comparison with 
other groups of workers.2 Whilst 
this is an important backdrop to the 
current struggle, the redundancies 
have a more immediate cause in 
the intensification of competition 
on these ferry routes, and the wider 
impact of Brexit on British and Irish 
trading and transport patterns.3 One 
of P&O’s key competitors on the 

cross-Channel routes, Irish Ferries, 
has been successful in undercutting 
its rivals by reducing seafarers’ wages 
and conditions through a strategy 
similar to that now being attempted 
by Hebblethwaite.

When you add into the mix the 
pressures on the P&O management 
from its parent company, DP World 
(ultimately owned by the Dubai royal 
family), we have a classic example 
of how capitalism’s imperative for 
profitability, and the world market’s 
drive to the bottom impacts on the 
lives and conditions of the working 
class.4

Response
The response of the RMT has 
followed a familiar pattern for trade 
union struggles. The initial reaction 
of the seafarers threatened with 
redundancy was to occupy their 
ferries, but a carefully planned, 
military-style operation by security 
guards quickly wrested control back 
from the workers and enabled the 
company to bring aboard workers 
employed under the new conditions.

However, none of the ferries have 
been able to put to sea and for the 
moment there seems to be something 
of a stand-off. In part this is due to the 
need to train the new crews and in part 
through the action of the authorities in 
preventing sailings because of fears 
about the implementation of maritime 
safety regulations by P&O. In the 
meantime the RMT has mounted a 
protest campaign at the ports, calling 
for “decisive and serious action by the 
government”, the reinstatement of the 
crews and public control of the ferries.5 
There have also been attempts to 
build solidarity action internationally 
amongst other seafarers and dock 
workers to block P&O vessels from 
docking, should sailings resume. The 
demand for the nationalisation of the 
ferry companies and other transport 
services is correct, as are the calls to 
build a solidarity campaign in Britain 
and the rest of Europe.

The actions of P&O management 
in this case show just how important 
it is for workers to organise and fight 
back on an international basis. This 
is all the more important, given the 
dangers that the dispute can be framed 
in chauvinist language as an attack on 
British seafarers by a foreign-owned 
company besmirching the good name 
of an iconic British firm.6 Likewise, 
the comments by RMT leader Mick 
Lynch that “British ships and British 

ratings will cease to exist” and that 
foreign agency workers being used by 
employers to undercut the terms and 
conditions of British workers could 
cause us to direct our fire at the wrong 
target.7 Workers cannot afford such 
divisions, which play into the hands 
of the employers. In this dispute 
organising agency workers and 
uniting them with the workers P&O 
has made redundant is a key issue if 
the dispute is to be won.

Basic solidarity and demands for 
organisation of this kind have been 
a significant principled position 
for Marxists since the formation of 
the First International in 1864 and 
its campaigns against employers 
using strike-breakers recruited in 
other countries.8 In the years before 
1914 the spread of the capitalist 
world market brought these and 
related issues of migration and free 
movement of labour to the fore, 
making the development of an 
international organisation and political 
consciousness of the working class an 
important issue for the Marxists in 
the Second International.9 This rich 
tradition and countless later examples 
from workers’ struggles should be our 
guide in responding to the attacks by 
employers like P&O and DP World.

Tory hypocrisy
This principled approach is all the 
more important, given the hypocritical 
and self-serving intervention of Tory 
ministers in the dispute. The faux 
outrage of Johnson and Shapps will 
certainly not fool members of the 
RMT, as they showed by the hostile 
reception given to Tory MP Natalie 
Elphicke, when she turned up at a 
protest in Dover over P&O’s action.10 
Similarly, government criticism of 
the company’s blatant lawbreaking or 
its strategy of fire and rehire will be 
treated with the disdain it deserves.

Given previous Tory attacks on 
workers’ rights and their especial 
hatred of the RMT because of its 
defence of jobs and wages, no trade 
unionist will fall for Johnson’s attacks 
on Hebblethwaite or expect very much 
will come from Shapps’ promises of 
legislation to compel P&O to reinstate 
the dismissed workers.11 Moreover, his 
proposed enforcement of the national 
minimum wage for seafarers operating 
from British ports means a wage 
cut, not an advance on the existing 
conditions the RMT are trying to 
defend.12

The Johnson government’s 
approach is a purely opportunistic 
attempt to gain political credit for 
defending British workers against 
an unscrupulous, foreign-owned 
company. Their promises of legislation 
and legal action similarly reek of the 
PR stunt and the politics of the sound 
bite. Drawing on chauvinist language, 
it is very much in tune with nationalist-
populist themes of Johnson’s politics 
and is all the more reason why the 
working class movement should 
repudiate any attempts by Tories and 
others to divert the dispute along 
nationalist lines.

Given these pressures, it is important 
at this early stage of the campaign 
to protect jobs and conditions to 
draw up a realistic assessment of the 
balance of forces. Although RMT 
is one of the best organised sections 
of the trade union movement and 
there is clearly considerable public 
support for its campaign, it is also 
necessary to recognise that the power 
of the organised working class has 
been weakened over the last 30 years 
and that building effective solidarity 
action is now much more difficult. 
Legal restrictions on effective trade 
union action and the declining self-
confidence that many workers have 
in their own power to win during a 

struggle have all taken their toll.
However, given the perspectives 

for capitalism and its need to attack 
workers’ living standards and working 
conditions, far from struggles like this 
one being an example of returning to 
the ‘bad old days’, it is more a case of 
‘back to the future’ for P&O seafarers. 
By drawing on the best traditions of 
the labour movement, and organising 
and building wider solidarity, workers 
can win defensive struggles like this 
one over terms and conditions.

Communists will be the strongest 
and most militant fighters in these 
battles, but we will also point out that 
inevitably capitalism will eat into any 
gains the working class might make. 
Consequently, these struggles need to 
go much further than mere defence 
and move onto the higher plane of the 
political offensive through building a 
conscious, internationalist Communist 
Party, committed to the self-
emancipation of the working class.

Immediate trade union struggles are 
part of that fight. But it is the struggle 
for the socialist transformation of 
society that is the real task of the 
future l

Fight must be 
for levelling 

up of pay and 
conditions
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