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Defensive war
Whilst Jack Conrad admits that his 
allegation that the Socialist Labour 
Network is part of a ‘pro-Kremlin’ 
left was wrong, he is nonetheless 
insistent that I am part of that very 
same left. Even worse, I see something 
“progressive in the Putin regime” and I 
have abandoned working class politics.

Making an assertion is one thing, 
but proving it is quite another and 
Jack offers no evidence to back up 
his charges. As far as I’m aware, the 
position of the CPGB was that this 
was a defensive war. Perhaps, under 
the pressure of the Nato Broadcasting 
Corporation, Jack and the CPGB have 
changed their position. Who knows?

However, Lenin was quite clear 
in ‘The principles of socialism and 
the war of 1914-1915’ that if, say, 
China or Persia attacked Russia, those 
“would be ‘just’, ‘defensive’ war(s), 
irrespective of who attacked first; 
and every socialist would sympathise 
with the victory of the oppressed, 
dependent, unequal states against the 
oppressing, slave-owning, predatory 
‘great’ powers”. Perhaps Lenin had 
also abandoned class politics by then?

It is or should be clear to everyone 
except the social-imperialists of the 
Alliance for Workers’ Liberty and 
Anti-Capitalist Resistance that what 
is happening in Ukraine is not only a 
civil war, but, as Jack correctly says, a 
proxy war between Nato and Russia.

It is also pretty clear that Russia 
itself is in danger of defeat and, in 
the words of US secretary of state 
Anthony Blinken, being weakened. 
That is why a massive $40 billion 
is being poured into Ukraine by the 
United States.

The ethnic Russian Ukrainians 
and Russian speakers of the two 
breakaway republics, Donetsk and 
Luhansk, are in danger of being 
forcibly incorporated into Ukraine, 
along with the people of Crimea. In 
other words the prospect of a savage 
national repression of these people at 
the hands of a state whose military 
works hand in hand with neo-Nazi 
militias beckons.

Of course, in that situation these 
republics have the right to call on the 
support of the Russian army, despite 
the character of the Putin regime. 
Indeed the very fact that Putin, who 
has in the past not hesitated to work 
with neo-Nazis himself, is forced to 
characterise his intervention as one of 
‘deNazification’ is in itself testimony 
to the pressure upon him.

And, yes, I do welcome the 
liberation of Mariupol from the grip 
of the fascist Azov battalion, as do 
the people of that city. Of course, it 
was not a revolutionary army that 
conquered it, but we should not mourn 
the Russian victory either.

If this was an inter-imperialist war, 
which Jack previously rejected, then, 
of course, our main slogan would be 
to wage war against our own ruling 
classes and a plague on both sides. 
This is not such a war. The United 
States is clearly intent on subjugating 
Russia as part of its pivot to Asia. 
That is why the defeat of Nato would 
indeed be a victory for the oppressed 
everywhere. It is not me, but Jack, 
who has abandoned working class 
politics - in his case in favour of empty 
sloganeering.
Tony Greenstein
Brighton

King Billy
The Communist Party of Ireland has 
split from its Belfast branch, and CPI 
general secretary Eugene McCartan 
refers to them contemptuously as 

“King Billy communists”. His recent 
piece in the Morning Star is standard, 
two-stage Stalinism: united Ireland 
now; socialism via a bourgeois 
parliament later. None of that nonsense 
about a workers’ republic, etc.

However, he is to the left of the 
CPGB in assessing the “settler-
colonial mentality of ‘no surrender’ … 
a mindset not too dissimilar to that of 
the Zionist settlers in Palestine, the 
white minority in South Africa or 
the white supremacists in the US”. 
He might have added Ukraine, but 
he does not talk of the right of the 
‘British-Irish’ to self-determination à 
la Billy Hutchinson, spokesperson of 
the Progressive Unionist Party, or a 
repartition of the illegitimate state to 
a British imperialist-sponsored one 
east of the Bann, where they are in a 
secure majority and their fascist gangs 
would again have free rein against 
nationalists and ‘rotten Prods’.

Hutchinson repudiated the Good 
Friday agreement in November 
2021 as “a deceptive snare”. The 
Loyalist Communities Council, which 
represents the Ulster Volunteer Force, 
Ulster Defence Association and Red 
Hand Commando, had already done 
so. This fascistic leopard has not 
changed his spots, despite sponsorship 
by Ted Grant’s followers and others in 
the past.

Let us recall how Northern Ireland 
was founded. On July 12 1920, 
Edward Carson advised the assembled 
Belfast Orangemen that the UVF 
should ‘take matters into their own 
hands’ and over the rest of the summer 
they did just that. Loyalist fascist 
gangs drove some 1,850 Protestant 
workers - the ‘rotten Prods’, which 
included leading leftist trade unionists 
- and some 7,500 nationalists out of the 
shipyards and other workplaces with 
extreme violence; ‘Belfast confetti’ 
- bolts and metal disks - were rained 
down on them and those who jumped 
in the Lagan to save their lives were 
showered with these deadly missiles 
and some were killed.

But today the material basis for 
Billy Hutchinson’s supremacism is 
disappearing, and we should hear no 
more of King Billy-type propaganda 
about the right to discriminate and 
‘make croppy lie down’ from self-
declared communists or any other 
leftist source.
Gerry Downing
Socialist Fight

Zero-sum game
Gerry Downing alleges that I’m 
“not a Stalinist, but a third-campist 
Stalinophile of Stalinist origins, like 
the rest of the CPGB - even if his 
Stalinophilia is more developed than 
most others” (Letters, May 12).

Again, this is not what we would 
call an evidence-based narrative. I’m 
not from a Stalinist background, but 
a Trotskyist one. I admire Trotsky 
as a critic and writer of genius, and 
think he was a superb military and 
revolutionary leader; so I’m a very 
weird “Stalinophile” on that level. 
Similarly, you’ll find plenty of praise 
for Trotsky in back-issues of the 
Weekly Worker, as well as criticism. 
The CPGB is not Trotskyist, but so 
what? As for “third-campist”, this is 
particularly laughable, given that, as a 
much younger CPGB member, I was 
part of its Manchester cell, which was 
hostile to the so-called ‘third camp’. 
I’m still highly sceptical about that 
trend, given that it constantly seems 
to veer into supporting the ‘first camp’ 
and the politics of the ‘lesser evil’.

So this bizarre characterisation 
of me is yet another wild fantasy 
dredged up from Downing’s 
imaginative junkyard. In the future, I 
won’t be engaging with him in print 
or at meetings, because it’s clearly a 
zero-sum game. He also appears to 
develop rather creepy obsessions with 

comrades that I don’t think it’s helpful 
to indulge beyond a certain point.

Downing’s bizarre behaviour 
has been tolerated for many years 
by the supposedly “Stalinophile” 
CPGB: sometimes he’s been ignored; 
sometimes he’s answered patiently; 
sometimes he’s the butt of a few 
jokes or sharp retorts, but always 
tolerated. I have tried to behave 
in the same manner, because I felt 
personally sorry for him. Downing is, 
of course, a classic product of the old 
Workers Revolutionary Party, where 
telling outrageous lies and living in a 
pristine world of violent imagination 
was merely the collective game they 
played under that other Gerry.

I also felt sorry for Downing 
from a short time in the old Workers’ 
International League (1985 vintage 
- a Trotskyist group). All of that 
organisation seemed traumatised by 
its time in the old WRP, although 
that generally manifested itself as a 
tendency to be as boringly Labourite 
as possible. When I met the WIL’s 
London leadership in the mid-1990s, 
it was hinted to me that Downing (also 
a member) was a bizarre and eccentric 
character, who was kept away, where 
possible, from anything politically 
significant. The WIL leadership 
weren’t horrible or spiteful people, 
but their attitude to Downing was akin 
to keeping a small child occupied in 
a hidden playpen with very soft toys.

However, pity and empathy aren’t 
elastic in my case and, sooner or later, 
answering streams of lying bullshit 
becomes counterproductive. So, for 
my part, that’s where this story must 
emphatically end.
Lawrence Parker
London

A long wait
I have to say that Tony Clark’s 
suggestion that we need to wait for 
the collapse of capitalism before we 
can think of moving to socialism, or 
creating a mass Communist Party or 
a socialist Labour Party, is frankly 
bizarre (Letters, May 5). Waiting 
for any such collapse would leave it 
far too late in the day to do anything 
meaningful to establish socialism, 
or any basis on which to establish it, 
given that any collapse of capitalism 
would likely take the world with it.

I am far from sure (how can anyone 
be?) that capitalism will collapse. It 
has proved exceptionally adaptable 
and resilient over the 600 or so years 
it has been around - utterly different 
from the mercantile capitalism of the 
Netherlands or Italian city-states, yet 
still by far the dominant economic 
and social system on this planet. 
Capitalism may produce an ecological 
catastrophe, an untreatable, deadly 
disease or bioweapon, a nuclear war 
or a myriad of other disasters, but the 
only real course available for anyone 
unlucky enough to survive would 
be barbarism or perhaps a stone-age 
primitive communism.

I am completely unpersuaded by 
Tony’s theory on peak oil: ie, that 
capitalism as a social and economic 
system of society is so completely 
dependent and defined by its current 
use of oil that “when the oil runs out” 
capitalism by definition will collapse. 
I seem to recall early capitalism and 
factories being run by water power and 
then by steam. Yes, today it happens to 
be heavily dependent on oil, because it 
is plentiful, has many uses and is the 
base for a range of sub-products, but 
I have absolutely no doubt that, if oil 
does “peak” - and/or the amount of 
carbon in the atmosphere reaches truly 
dangerous levels - capitalism will 
develop alternative forms and sources 
of energy and products, as it is clearly 
already doing.

On a practical level, what are 
those who actually believe in 
socialism and communism meant 

to do with ourselves, while we are 
‘waiting for capitalism to collapse’? 
Give up politics completely and 
join the Labour Party perhaps?! 
Communists believe that replacing 
capitalism with socialism has to be 
a deliberate, conscious act “by the 
immense majority in the interests of 
the great majority” and so we do need 
to organise in the here and now, to 
agitate and to educate for socialism. 
If sufficient numbers of people are not 
persuaded of the case for socialism, 
it will never happen. That is the true 
meaning of the idea that socialism/
communism will represent the start of 
real human history, that it will be the 
first time human beings as a collective 
society have truly been in command 
of how we live - as opposed to being 
subject, oppressed, crushed often, by 
blind, impersonal, often irrational 
economic forces.

Capitalism cannot collapse or 
evolve into socialism, because for the 
first time in history the majority of 
working people do have to become 
conscious of their importance and 
their role and have to deliberately, 
consciously, take revolutionary action 
to establish socialism, in which the 
majority will genuinely rule.

I did not say the Labour Party can 
never be won for socialism - that 
is possible. What I did say was we 
should not base our entire programme 
and strategy on first having to win 
the Labour Party to socialism. I also 
said that “the prospect of winning the 
Labour Party to socialism looks as 
far distant as it did in 1929”. If Tony 
wants to view Jeremy Corbyn as a 
socialist, that is up to him. I have never 
had any sense from Corbyn that he 
was in favour of socialism as a distinct 
social and economic system and as a 
replacement of capitalism. At best he 
only ever wittered on about wanting 
“a better, more decent, fairer society”.

Tony has suggested I should 
join the Labour Party and advocate 
democratic socialism. But why 
would I want to join a political party 
which for a hundred years has been 
a completely pro-capitalism party? 
Yes, Labour still has millions of 
working class voters and millions 
of affiliated trade union members, 
but millions of working class voters 
also support the Conservative Party. 
Yes, I try and express my views 
through the democratic structures of 
my trade union, affiliated to Labour, 
but frankly the party is simply not 
interested in hearing ideas or policies 
about socialism or communism from 
anyone. It is one of the two main 
alternative parties of capitalism - the 
second eleven of the capitalist class - 
and basically an electoral machine for 
councillors and MPs to run capitalism. 
Anything which detracts or distracts 
from that basic raison d’être is ignored 
or squashed.

Surely, socialists and communists 
should join political parties, groups 
and organisations whose aims and 
objectives they actually agree with, 
as a first step towards being able to 
try and persuade the wider working 
class, in an organised, democratic, 
disciplined, collective, supportive 
manner, of the case for socialism and 
communism? That is really what a 
mass Communist Party is all about.

We can’t and shouldn’t wait for any 
“collapse of capitalism” - its collapse 
will either never happen or may itself 
destroy any possibility of a successful 
transition to socialism.
Andrew Northall
Kettering

Suspended
Chief scout Bear Grylls and the 
scouting movement appear to have 
abandoned the principles of free 
speech, following the decision to 
suspend myself - a local parent 
volunteer - for criticising Israel.

I have been treasurer at the 150th 
Craigalmond scout group in Edinburgh 
for nine years and hold the Chief 
Scout’s Award, but now I have been 
suspended by district commissioner 
Mark Hesketh, following a complaint. 
Mr Hesketh was unhappy that I was, 
in another quite unrelated capacity, 
chairperson of the Campaign Against 
Bogus Antisemitism.

Ever careful to keep my 
volunteering activities separate, I have 
taken great care never to publicly 
mention to either body my passion 
for both young people (I was a scout 
from the age of 12 to 16 and a youth 
worker for 20 years) and Palestine. Of 
course, members of the local scout 
executive committee were aware of 
my campaigning activities, but I have 
never even mentioned my activities 
around challenging Israel’s hegemony 
at scout meetings.

The background to the complaint 
is this. At some point in 2017, I tried 
to recruit volunteers for the 150th 
scout executive and submitted an 
advert to the Edinburgh Volunteer 
Centre. I entered my private phone 
number as the contact point for those 
seeking more information. Somehow 
an individual recently found this now 
extinct advert and discovered that 
it was also the phone number of a 
pro-Palestine activist. On this basis a 
complaint was lodged with scouting 
HQ, claiming that an anti-Semite was 
being allowed to manage the 150th 
Craigalmond scout group finances 
- and that this must surely represent 
a danger to the young people in the 
group.

The district commissioner, fully 
aware of my long service to the 
scouting movement, on clarifying 
that I was indeed associated with 
the Campaign Against Bogus 
Antisemitism, immediately suspended 
me as group treasurer. I am shocked 
that the scouting movement feels that 
a mendacious complaint about my 
political activities appears to preclude 
me doing the accounts.

Mr Hesketh states that he must 
follow procedures and that any 
complaint warrants a suspension 
from scouting. In reality I believe 
what triggered this attack is the fact 
that I am organising a free concert 
for Gaza in three weeks’ time in 
Edinburgh’s Princes Street Gardens 
(see www.twingaza.com/gig-for-gaza).

I have put the question to Grylls: 
“Does our chief scout support Israel? 
Is he a Zionist? The DC’s actions 
will be putting this question on 
every young person’s lips” - and, of 
course, their parent’s lips, because 
Grylls’s agency has suspended me for 
campaigning against apartheid Israel.

I would have abandoned scouting 
years ago if it condoned racism, 
which the DC presently gives every 
appearance of doing.
Pete Gregson
Edinburgh

Slanderers
May 22 will see the international online 
premiere of Susann Witt-Stahl’s and 
Dror Dayan’s The time of slanderers 
- a documentary on the relationship 
between the Zionist project and its 
allies in the west, especially Germany 
(including on the ‘left’). The ‘Labour 
anti-Semitism’ campaign in Britain 
will also be touched on.

The film features Moshé Machover, 
Moshe Zuckermann, Rolf Becker and 
many others, and I’m very proud to 
have provided the English subtitles. 
Its international premiere will take 
place on the YouTube channel 
of Projekt Kritische Aufklärung 
(Project Critical Enlightenment) on 
Sunday May 22 and be available 
for 24 hours. A trailer can be seen at 
projektkritischeaufklaerung.de/en.
Maciej Zurowski
Italy

https://weeklyworker.co.uk/
https://www.twingaza.com/gig-for-gaza
https://projektkritischeaufklaerung.de/en/conference-in-berlin-on-10th-of-february-2017/
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Levellers Day
Saturday May 21, 11am to 3.30pm: A day of activities, discussion, 
radical history and music, Church Green, Burford OX18. The theme 
for 2022 is ‘Defending democracy and protest’. Speakers include
Richard Burgon MP. Organised by Levellers Day:
www.facebook.com/events/372054387728711.
Stop US nukes coming to Lakenheath!
Saturday May 21, 12.30pm: Rally and entertainment outside RAF 
Lakenheath, Brandon Road, Lakenheath IP27. No return of US 
nuclear bombs to Britain. Putting nukes back at RAF Lakenheath 
will make us an even greater target in US wars.
Organised by Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament:
www.facebook.com/events/1034449707172389.
Being young in Palestine
Tuesday May 24, 6pm: Public meeting, Stratford Advice Arcade,
107-109 The Grove, London E15. Growing up in occupied Palestine 
means systematic discrimination, denial and abuse of human rights, 
continuous surveillance and the raw violence of home demolitions, 
detentions, injuries and deaths. How do young Palestinians cope? 
Hear from youth workers visiting from Jenin and Ramallah.
Organised by East London Palestine Solidarity - Jenin Friendship:
www.facebook.com/events/334752492101984.
Introduction to radical anthropology
Tuesday May 24, 6.30pm: Series of talks on social and biological 
anthropology. This talk is online only, via Zoom: ‘Ridicule, public 
speaking and noise: on the Bayaka normative world’. Speaker: Dasa 
Bombjakova. Organised by Radical Anthropology Group:
www.facebook.com/events/1105695780162945.
The battle for democracy in Britain and Ireland
Thursday May 26, 6pm: Weekly online education series covering 
the history of republican ideas and their link to socialism.
This talk: ‘William Cuffay, the Chartists and working class 
republicanism 1840s’. Speaker: Kevin Bean.
Organised by Labour Left Alliance:
www.facebook.com/events/2817172411908785.
Stop the war in Ukraine
Thursday May 26, 6.30pm: Rally, Mander Hall, Hamilton House, 
Mabledon Place, London WC1. The war in Ukraine has become a 
proxy one between Russia and Nato, and now the west is talking up 
the risk of nuclear conflict. How do we respond? Speakers include 
Tariq Ali; Lindsey German and Andrew Murray (Stop the War 
Coalition); and Kate Hudson (CND). Tickets £5 (free).
Organised by Stop the War Coalition: www.stopwar.org.uk.
Lenin on party and class
Sunday May 29, 11am: Online meeting. Michael Lavalette will 
discuss Lenin’s concept of a revolutionary organisation and its 
relation to the working class. Organised by Counterfire:
www.facebook.com/events/1093149924750371.
Dictating to the estate
Tuesday May 31 to Sunday June 12: Performance, Maxilla Social 
Club, 2a Maxilla Walk, London W10. Dictating to the estate is a 
documentary play by Nathaniel McBride about events leading up to 
the Grenfell Tower fire. Presented by Special Measures. Directed by 
Lisa Goldman and Natasha Langridge. 
Tickets £15 (£7.50) or pay what you can:
ticketsource.co.uk/Special-Measures/dictating-to-the-estate/e-rxzyjz.
After child Q, police out of our schools
Saturday June 11, 11am: ‘Conference for the Black Child’, Stoke 
Newington School, Clissold Road, London N16. The horrific 
treatment of Child Q by police exposes the reality of institutional 
racism in education. The angry response by students, parents and 
teachers shows the capacity to organise and demand real change.
Organised by Stand Up To Racism:
www.facebook.com/events/700064841308952.
No knighthood for Tony Blair
Monday June 13, 12 noon: Protest at the annual Garter Day 
procession, Windsor Castle, SL4. Blair should be facing a war 
crimes trial, but instead he will be joining the queen to receive a 
knighthood. Organised by Stop the War Coalition:
www.facebook.com/events/1308840929629128.
We demand better
Saturday June 18, 10.30am: National demonstration. Assemble 
outside BBC, Portland Place, London W1, then march to Parliament 
Square for rally. Working people have had enough. Everything’s 
going up but our wages. Tell this government: we demand better!
Organised by the TUC: www.tuc.org.uk/DemandBetter.
Jarrow rebel town festival
Saturday June 25, 10.30am: Parade, speeches and musicians. 
Assemble pedestrian tunnel, Tyne Street, Jarrow NE32. Led by 
Felling Silver Band. Speakers include Jeremy Corbyn MP, Kate 
Osbourne MP and David John Douglass.
Organised by Follonsby Miners Lodge Banner Heritage and 
Community Association: www.facebook.com/FollonsbyBanner.
Revolution! a Marxist festival of ideas
Saturday June 25 and Sunday June 26: Online festival. Sessions 
include: Is globalisation over? / Capitalism and catastrophe: profits, 
pandemics and climate chaos / The new world disorder: against 
imperialism east and west / Fighting racism: Marxism vs identity 
politics. Free registration. Organised by Counterfire:
www.facebook.com/events/2221094694712613.
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.

Crypto unTethered
Speculation is inherent in capitalism, writes Michael Roberts. 
That is why we have seen the appearance of cryptocurrencies

On May 12 the $1.3 trillion 
cryptocurrency industry was hit 
heavily, when the ‘stablecoin’, 

Tether - a critical cog in the crypto 
market - briefly failed to maintain its 
link with the US dollar.

A stablecoin is a crypto currency 
coin that is tied to an existing 
fiat currency - namely the US 
dollar - making it easy to switch 
(if expensively) between a crypto 
currency like bitcoin and an official 
currency like the dollar. Stablecoins 
are supposed to track real-world 
currencies and so play a central role 
in the stability of the broader crypto 
market by providing traders with a 
safe place to park their cash between 
making bets on volatile digital coins. 
But last week that one-to-one parity 
between Tether and the US dollar was 
broken and Tether’s price fell, if only 
briefly, to 96 cents.

A fundamental issue for all 
stablecoins is their resilience to 
conventional speculative attacks, 
analogous to attacks on fixed exchange 
rates. Tether’s accounts show that its 
cash reserves to back the dollar peg 
are only 4%, with most of the rest 
in risky dollar commercial paper. 
JP Morgan recently reported that the 
Tether stablecoin has no regulatory 
supervision or deposit insurance. So, if 
people were unwilling or unable to use 
Tether tokens, “the most likely result 
would be a severe liquidity shock to 
the broader cryptocurrency market,” 
which could lead to everyone trying to 
sell at once.1

Tether’s wobble happened at the 
same time as the cryptocurrency 
market took a huge dive - along 
with other speculative financial 
assets, like stocks and bonds, in what 
investors and traders now call a ‘bear 
market’. This proved, once again, 
that cryptocurrencies are not money, 
but just another form of speculative 
financial assets that will suffer when 
investment bubbles start to burst.

Tether is the biggest operator in 
the $180 billion stablecoin market. 
There are 80 billion Tether tokens in 
circulation, meaning it should hold 
$80 billion in assets - a sum that 
compares with the biggest hedge 
funds in the world. But details around 
how those reserves are managed 
are scant, and not subject to audits 
under internationally recognised 
accounting standards. Last year, the 
US Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission fined Tether $41 million, 
claiming the company made “untrue 
or misleading” statements about its 
reserves.

The crypto crash was further 
amplified by another cryptocurrency, 
TerraUSD, which crashed in price 

against the dollar by 98%! Terra also 
calls itself a stablecoin, but it has 
little in common with Tether besides 
the goal of being worth $1. Instead 
of being backed by dollar assets, it is 
an ‘algorithmic stablecoin’, where its 
value against the dollar is determined 
by ‘decentralised’ decisions made by 
participants. Its value thus depends not 
on any dollar-based assets backing the 
stablecoin, as supposedly with Tether, 
but purely on the trust taken by the 
holders of Terra that it is equivalent to 
a dollar!

This is in effect a ‘Ponzi scheme’, 
where the value of the assets depends 
on enough people being prepared to 
keep buying it when others want to 
sell, and not on the underlying value 
of any commodity backing it. As one 
observer put it, “this seems like a house 
of cards because it is. The system relies 
on an active market, which in turn 
requires traders to believe they won’t 
get stuck holding the bag. If everyone 
sours on TerraUSD at once, the whole 
thing crumbles.”2 And it did.

All this proves what I have 
previously argued.3 Bitcoin and 
other cryptocurrencies are no nearer 
universal acceptance as money than 
when they first came on the scene. 
They remain part of speculative 
digital finance. They will not replace 
fiat currencies, where the supply 
is controlled by central banks and 
governments as the main means of 
exchange. They will remain on the 
micro-periphery of the spectrum of 
digital moneys, just as Esperanto has 
done as a universal global language 
against the might of imperialist 
English, Spanish and Chinese 
languages.

In the meantime, the crypto mining 
industry uses huge amounts of energy 
in the ‘mining’ of these currencies, 
since computer assemblies needed 
for ‘crypto mining’ now consume 
0.55% of global energy production 
- about as much as a small country.4 
All the hype associated with crypto 
obscures the fact that it is using 
millions of tons of coal, copper, 
rare earth metals and plastic.5 China 
effectively banned the mining and 
use of cryptocurrencies in late 2021 
because mining was consuming so 
much energy and because of the 
speculative risks associated with 
crypto.

These big falls in crypto prices 
have exposed the failure of some 
emerging countries’ attempts to 
raise funds by launching national 
crypto currencies and by issuing 
crypto-currency government bonds. 
Take the El Salvador experiment. 
Three economists - Diana Van Patten 
of Yale, Fernando Alvarez of the 

University of Chicago and David 
Argente of Penn State - have recently 
published a study of bitcoin adoption 
in El Salvador.6 Their findings, based 
on a representative in-person poll 
of 1,800 Salvadoreans, suggest that 
outside of young, educated, tech-
savvy men, durable interest in bitcoin 
has not materialised.

The Salvadorian government 
has offered all kinds of incentives 
to citizens to use crypto ‘chivo’ 
over the US dollar, which is in 
short supply: a $30 installation 
bonus, paid in bitcoin, worth 8% 
of the monthly minimum wage; a 
discount at the country’s biggest 
petrol stations, only for chivo 
users; a $150 million national fund 
to subsidise bitcoin-related fees; a 
rollout of 200 bitcoin automated 
teller machines in El Salvador and 
50 more in America; legal tender 
status, so firms are required to accept 
the crypto currency and taxes can be 
paid in bitcoin. But none of this has 
worked. Most Salvadorians continue 
to use the US dollar. The study found 
that “the most important reason for 
[people who knew about Chivo but 
did not download it] was that users 
prefer to use cash. This was followed 
by trust issues - respondents did not 
trust the system or bitcoin itself.”7

Speculation is inherent in 
capitalism, but it increases, as with 
other financial activities, in times of 
economic malaise and crises: ie, when 
profitability falls in the productive 
sectors and capital migrates to 
unproductive and financial sectors 
where the rate of profit is higher. 
This is the reason for the emergence 
and rise of the crypto market.8 What 
the fall of this market now shows 
is what happens when investors 
start to expect a fall in profits from 
an impending slowdown and even 
recession in the ‘real’ economy l

Michael Roberts blogs at 
thenextrecession.wordpress.com
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1. www.coindesk.com/markets/2021/02/19/a-
sudden-loss-of-faith-in-tether-would-pose-
risk-to-bitcoin-jpmorgan-says.
2. reporterwings.com/finance/market/crypto-
scares-everyone.
3. See, for example: thenextrecession.
wordpress.com/2017/09/17/blockchains-and-
the-crypto-craze.
4. hbr.org/2021/05/how-much-energy-does-
bitcoin-actually-consume.
5. www.theguardian.com/
commentisfree/2022/may/12/nft-scams-
mines-cryptocurrency-crypto-con.
6. www.nber.org/system/files/working_
papers/w29968/w29968.pdf.
7. bitcointalk.org/index.
php?topic=5396392.0.
8. See: thenextrecession.wordpress.
com/2021/04/09/financial-fiction-part-two-
the-new-ones-spacs-nfts-cryptocurrencies.
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Spycops and our response
Much to the shock and outrage of the liberal left, industrial-scale police infiltration has once again been 
exposed. But, Mike Macnair argues, for the capitalist state this is normal behaviour 

The ‘independent public inquiry’ 
into undercover policing 
operations entered a new phase 

on May 9 and promptly received 
significant reporting of the extensive 
undercover operations against the 
far left, which were the subject of 
the current phase of evidence. The 
enquiry was originally set up in 2015 
by Theresa May as home secretary, 
to be chaired by Sir Christopher 
Pitchford, a lord justice of the court of 
appeal. Pitchford had to withdraw in 
May 2017 due to a diagnosis of motor 
neurone disease, of which he died later 
that year.

The setting up of the enquiry had 
sufficiently kicked the issue into the 
long grass that the government was 
able to appoint as substitute chair 
Sir John Mitting, a securocrat-judge 
who chaired the Special Immigration 
Appeals Commission (secret rulings 
on deportations on political and 
security grounds) in 2007-12 and the 
investigatory powers tribunal (which 
rules against complaints against the 
security service) in 2015-17.1

According to Pitchford’s 2015 
opening statement, the enquiry was 
expected to report in 2018, but now 
the date has been changed to 2023. 
While the loss of the first chair and 
the pandemic may well have caused 
delay, the enquiry website seems to 
show a tactic of drowning the issues 
in the enormous mass of heavily 
redacted documents generated by 
searches in the Met Police’s archives 
(one million documents received ...).2 
There is a lot of stuff there, some of 
which is interesting, like the report 
that arrests of undercover policemen 
will have assisted their cover.3

But a great deal is not very 
informative. For example, there are 
a variety of reports of rumours about 
who is sleeping with whom.4 Names 
were important to Special Branch (but 
usually redacted for the publication); 
thus, for example, a report of a March 
1978 meeting of Walthamstow 
Socialist Workers Party, at which 
“little of interest arose”, more than 
half the report being a blanked list of 
names.5 One report is merely a cover 
page for a photo of a gay member of 
Brixton SWP.6

A report of an International 
Marxist Group London aggregate 
meeting of October 1975 contains 
copies of the London perspectives 
document submitted to the meeting 
and the amendments accepted and 
defeated. Two pages of the three-page 
report are (blanked) lists of names; 
this is followed by nine pages of the 
documents submitted to the meeting. 
But the informant cited clearly has 
no understanding of the political 
content of what was going on. They 
report the decision to put a third of 
the organisation into Labour Party 
entry (in fact, with the perspective 
only of ‘organising the left’). This 
was claimed to be implementation 
of perspectives adopted at the IMG’s 
April 1975 national conference, but 
was actually a new perspective. It was 
the normal practice in the IMG for the 
leadership to obtain re-election on the 
basis of what it had been doing, but 
then to adopt a new perspective at the 
first meeting of the central committee 
after the conference. The amendments 
proposed and defeated are not 
recognised as being the product of an 
opposition faction (“tendency”).7

There has been a certain amount 
of liberal outrage about the spycops - 
which is, of course, why the undercover 
police inquiry was set up. But in 
reality there is nothing fundamentally 

novel about these operations except 
the form. Spying on dissent, and 
provocations to draw dissenters into 
illegal activity for which they can 
be prosecuted, goes back to the anti-
Catholic operations of the regime of 
Elizabeth I. It continued under the 
Commonwealth and Cromwellian 
regime, in the Restoration, and after 
the Revolution of 1688. Radicals of 
the 1790s and 18-teens to 1820s, and 
the Chartists, were heavily penetrated 
by state agents and informers. The 
‘official’ Communist Party of Great 
Britain was very heavily surveilled 
during its life.8 We have to expect 
that the largest possible effect of the 
Mitting inquiry is that the various 
spycop operations might be rebranded 
yet again.

Fake news
We should also bear in mind the other 
side of state ‘anti-subversion’ activity, 
which is the production of fake news. 
This too goes back to Elizabeth I’s 
regime.9 The Information Research 
Department was created by the 1945 
Labour government to produce anti-
communist propaganda, and came 
out with a wide variety of forgeries 
and false-flag materials until 1977, 
when it was shut down (actually, 
rebranded) because it had effectively 
been ‘outed’.10 In recent years similar 
operations have been conducted 
by the ‘Institute for Statecraft’ and 
its ‘Integrity Initiative’.11 Every 
such exposure will lead only to a 
rebranding.

The 171-page report to Special 
Branch of the June 1978 SWP 
conference consists of 18 pages 
of organisational preliminaries, 
87 of substantive reports and 66 
of appendices (the latter being the 
documents circulated to delegates), 
plus various names. The reports of 
discussions are very strikingly only of 
top-table speeches, plus resolutions, 
except in one case - electoral 
‘strategy’ (meaning tactics) for the 
coming general election, on which 
the leadership was divided. It is not 
clear how far this is the bias of the 
informant (what delegates said from 
the floor was not worth reporting) or 
whether the conference was, in reality, 
totally dominated by the top table 

(which is quite possible). The fact that 
an attempt was made to stop Duncan 
Hallas speaking for more than five 
minutes on the election question on 
the grounds that he was not adhering 
to the ‘party position’ (meaning a 
leadership majority view) points to 
top-table domination and lack of real 
discussion (though the chair, in fact, 
‘generously’ gave Hallas a further five 
minutes).

This report contains a gem at its 
beginning: Duncan Hallas is reported 
as commenting that the conference 
proceedings cannot be reported, even 
in internal bulletins, because “it has to 
be taken for granted that all internal 
party literature goes to the political 
police - the Special Branch”.12 The 
result is, of course, that Special 
Branch is informed, through its 
agents, while the general membership 
of the SWP is not. Still less is the 
workers’ vanguard in general - the 
broad layer of working class activists 
who pay any degree of attention to 
politics - informed about the views 
and perspectives of the SWP and what 
it thought was debatable.

The SWP is technically an illegal 
party, as is also true of the CPGB and 
all the rest of the far left and most 
campaigning groups, since we are 
technically producers of ‘seditious 
libels’ - newspapers, etc, which 
undermine confidence in her majesty’s 
government. But, although the Special 
Branch, Special Demonstrations 
Squad, Security Service, etc collect 
all this garbage information about us, 
we do not have comrades routinely 
arrested, convicted and imprisoned for 
organising local meetings, distributing 
papers, and so on. The Russian Social 
Democrats before 1917 did experience 
such routine repression. Indeed, the 
German Social Democrats were an 
entirely illegal party between 1878 
and 1890, and continued to experience 
episodic arrests and prosecutions 
for lèse-majesté (sedition) down to 
1914 (after which repression became 
concentrated on anti-war socialists). 
Yet both the SPD and the RSDLP (the 
latter using pseudonyms) published 
full stenographic protocols of party 
congresses. Why not the SWP, IMG, 
and so on ...?

How, then, should we respond? 

The first step is to recognise that 
capitalist states in general use 
spying, provocations and fake 
news against political opponents - 
including quite ‘moderate’ ones, and 
certainly including ones which are 
seen to threaten the constitutional 
order (even if they are very small). 
And the British state has done so 
throughout its modern history. The 
state is a coercive organisation - a 
mafia or protection racket - which 
has a political colour of ‘legitimacy’. 
It has to take measures to coerce 
opponents. Hence, Hallas was right 
to say that leftists have to assume that 
Special Branch (or its predecessor 
and successor organisations) will 
know our internal affairs.

Where Hallas was wrong was 
to imagine that anything could be 
seriously kept secret. The SWP has 
continued to make this mistake over 
the last 30 (40?) years. The immediate 
consequences were disastrous for 
the SWP in the ‘Delta’ rape crisis in 
2013: the perceived cover-up was as 
important in the political damage to 
the SWP as the original mishandling 
of the dispute.13

There are longer-term negative 
consequences. The RSDLP was 
penetrated by agents from top to 
bottom (including, for example, 
the senior duma deputy, Roman 
Malinovsky) and very many 
clandestine organisations were 
rapidly broken up by police action. 
But the idea of the party spread 
widely in the Russian working 
class, with the result that clandestine 
organisations were repeatedly 
recreated.

This, in turn, rests on the 
underlying strategic conception of the 
parties of the Second International. 
They did not see their immediate task 
as organising insurrections, or even 
strikes and other direct actions. They 
sought to exploit the possibilities 
of legality or semi-legality, of 
electoral opportunities, however 
much limited by anti-democratic 
electoral structures, and so on. These 
were to be used to ‘educate, agitate, 
organise’ - that is, to spread the 
ideas of the socialist alternative to 
capitalism, expressed in the form of 
a party programme, but also in party 

publications; and to develop the self-
organisation of the working class in 
all its practical forms.

This strategic orientation has 
the consequence that the idea of 
the party can live on, even if its 
immediate organisational structures 
are disrupted by repression; and it 
works against provocateurs being 
able to draw militants into terrorist 
dead-ends: on the contrary, the spies 
are compelled to work for the party’s 
political project, and so on.

The maintenance of secrecy of 
internal discussions works exactly 
against this broader cultural grasp 
of the idea of the party: because it 
inherently loses the sense of the party 
as one of self-organisation of the 
class, and turns it into a managerialist 
structure, in which those who have 
privileged access to information 
have property rights at the expense 
of the grunts on the ground. This 
dynamic makes for unprincipled 
splits, and thus the multiplication 
of small groups, none of which 
can be taken seriously. Equally, the 
concentration of ‘expertise’ in the 
full-time ‘cadre’ has the effect of 
rendering the organisation more 
vulnerable to decapitation, whether 
by repression or by mere accident.

In short, the ‘undercover policing 
enquiry’ should not lead us to hope 
we can campaign effectively to stop 
police spying (which is part of the core 
of the current constitutional order). 
Nor should it lead us to try to improve 
our ‘privacy’ or ‘security’ from police 
spies by increased measures of secrecy 
or paranoia (which would actually 
weaken us). It should lead us instead 
to think about the actual political tasks 
which face us, and use the maximum 
possible political openness as a means 
to achieve them l

mike.macnair@weeklyworker.co.uk
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NUS

Making anti-Zionism a crime
Government attacks on the NUS for ‘anti-Semitism’ are part and parcel of a much wider political 
offensive, writes Eddie Ford

Last week the government 
announced that it will 
“temporarily disengage” with the 

National Union of Students due to its 
alleged ‘anti-Semitism’.1 This appears 
to mean, practically, that the NUS 
will be removed from all department 
for education (DfE) groups and 
replaced with “alternative” student 
representation - such as from the 
Office for Students or from individual 
student unions.

It also means that the NUS 
will not receive any government 
funding while the suspension lasts 
- though it is unclear if it actually 
gets any government funding. More 
importantly, the NUS stands to lose its 
charitable status in what is a thoroughly 
dishonest witch-hunt, but which, of 
course, has proved highly effective in 
all but destroying the left in the Labour 
Party. Now, perhaps, it is the turn of the 
left in the NUS.

Michelle Donelan, minister for 
higher and further education in England, 
has ominously announced that she 
had written to the electoral body that 
oversaw this year’s NUS presidential 
election, asking for information about 
how it was “carried out”. Donelan 
said she was “horrified by the thought 
of Jewish students feeling ostracised 
by an organisation which should be 
a voice for their community”, while 
education secretary Nadhim Zahawi 
was “seriously concerned” by the 
reports of alleged anti-Semitism - 
declaring that “Jewish students need to 
have confidence that this is a body that 
represents them”.

In response, the NUS said it was 
“disappointed” by the government’s 
behaviour - arguing or pleading 
that it had launched an independent 
investigation last month following a 
“crisis meeting” and will shortly be 
appointing a QC “in consultation” with 
the Union of Jewish Students “at every 
step of the way”, which presumably is 
meant to be reassuring. It need hardly 
be said that throughout its existence, 
the UJS/Inter University Jewish 
Federation has had very close links 
to the Board of Deputies of British 
Jews and the Zionist Federation, so it 
is hardly an impartial player. The NUS 
added that it was “looking forward” 
to working with the government 
“constructively” on this matter, which 
you can hardly doubt. Naturally 
keen to get in on the act (bourgeois 
politicians never miss an opportunity 
to parade their hatred of racism), Matt 
Western, Labour’s shadow universities 
minister, said it was important that 
Jewish students “felt safe” and able to 
participate in student organisations - 
hoping that the supposedly independent 
inquiry “resolves these issues to the 
satisfaction of all concerned”.

Allegations
In April more than 20 former NUS 
presidents with a long and ignoble 
history of cynical careerism - such 
as Jack Straw, Charles Clarke and 
Wes Streeting - wrote to the NUS’s 
trustees urging them to “address 
concerns” from Jewish students. For 
them (try not to shed a tear) this issue 
“is not just a matter of protecting 
NUS’s reputation, but honouring 
NUS’s proud anti-racist principles”. 
All quite revolting, but it is only 
to be expected that they have great 
affection for an organisation that 
made them the people they are today. 
As this paper has noted before, the 
NUS - despite its name and strident 
branding - is less of a union and 
more a cross between a political 
training organisation and a welfare 
association, making it a strange 
beast indeed. Therefore there is no 

particular reason why the university 
system should need or want a 
national body attached to it like the 
NUS - especially if it becomes an 
embarrassment to the ‘politically 
correct’ image of the institutions. 
As for future Jack Straws and Wes 
Streetings, if push comes to shove 
they can always promote their 
careers in a different way.

Of course, the government’s 
decision came after an increasingly 
aggressive campaign against the 
NUS over long-running allegations 
of “systemic anti-Semitism”. In its 
press notice, the DfE cited a number 
of incidents which had prompted it 
to take action. One of those was the 
NUS’s “unacceptable response” to 
questions about an invitation to the 
British rapper, Lowkey, to its March 
2022 conference, claiming that he 
had a history of making comments 
that have “widely been seen as anti-
Semitic”. But, when you look at the 
allegations against Lowkey - a strong 
supporter of Jeremy Corbyn and the 
Palestine Solidarity Campaign - all 
it seems to amount to is the rapper’s 
comment about how the mainstream 
media had “weaponised the Jewish 
heritage” of Ukrainian president 
Volodymyr Zelensky - which for 
many people would sound like a 
simple statement of fact. Even if 
you dispute the rapper’s statement, 
fair enough, it is still extremely hard 
to see how it could be presented as 
anti-Semitic. Is this something that 
Jewish students have to be protected 
from?

Almost inevitably, the DfE also 
cited the case of Malia Bouattia. 
Elected in 2016, of Algerian 
descent, she was the first female 
and Muslim leader of the NUS. In 
response to her election, a number 
of student unions disaffiliated from 
the NUS, having been informed of 
her blog post in 2011, where she 
described Birmingham University 
as “something of a Zionist outpost” 
- on the premise that its Jewish 
Student Society is “the largest in 
the country”, whose “leadership 
is dominated by Zionist activists”. 
Once again, this could be viewed 
as a fairly straightforward factual 
observation - but apparently it 
was a ‘thought crime’ and she 
quickly became demonised by the 
mainstream media. In October 2016 
a report by the House of Commons 
home affairs select committee 
described her comments as “outright 

racism” - a completely unfounded, 
not to mention moronic, accusation. 
Her other crimes, it seems, included 
speaking at a conference on “Gaza 
and the Palestinian revolution” in 
2014, in which she stated: “With 
mainstream Zionist-led media 
outlets ... resistance is presented as 
an act of terrorism” and peace talks 
are a “strengthening of the colonial 
project”. What a terrible thing to say. 
Bouattia objected to the idea that she 
had a problem with Jewish societies 
on campuses, saying “that for me to 
take issue with Zionist politics is not 
me taking issue with being Jewish”. 
In a sane world, that would be a 
statement of the bleeding obvious.

Telling you all you need to know, 
Al Jazeera’s outstanding 2017 
documentary, The lobby, broadcast 
footage showing explicitly how 
the UJS and the Israeli embassy in 
London were involved in a campaign 
to discredit Bouattia with claims of 
anti-Semitism in a bid to block her 
election and, later, to remove her from 
office. The only logical conclusion 
you can draw from the affair is that 
Bouattia’s remarks were quite right 
and that the people accusing her of 
“anti-Semitism” were in fact out to 
delegitimise, outlaw, anti-Zionism.

However, everything seems to 
have to come to a head with the 
election of Shaima Dallali in March 
- the candidate of the left - as NUS 
president. Unleashing a torrent of 
absurd accusations, the UJS and 
the mainstream media raised an 
outcry about a tweet the 27-year-old 
had made 10 years ago that read: 
“Khaybar O Jews … Muhammad’s 
army will return Gaza”. Obviously 
a reference to the Battle of Khaybar 
in 628 CE in present-day Saudi 
Arabia, in which the followers of 
Muhammad accused the Jews of 
Khaybar of having plotted to unite 
with other Jewish tribes (and also an 
anti-Muslim Arab tribe) to mount an 
attack on Medina and kill the prophet 
- a charge that seems to have some 
sort of historical basis.2 In the end, it 
was a relatively minor encounter that 
led to the deaths of just over a hundred 
people on both sides, ending with the 
surrender of the Khaybar Jews, who 
were then allowed to continue living 
in the region on condition that they 
would give half of their produce to 
the Muslims. Onerous peace terms.

Because she cited this event 
approvingly, and linked it to the 
terrible situation in the Gaza strip 10 

years ago, Dallali has been turned 
into a pariah - the latest public enemy 
number one, now that Jeremy Corbyn 
has successfully been dealt with. She 
has also been attacked for supporting 
the anti-Prevent campaign group, 
Cage, which opposes state policies 
developed as part of the US-led 
‘war on terror’3. Cage was originally 
formed to raise awareness of the plight 
of detainees held at Guantánamo Bay 
and elsewhere.

In other words, Dallali’s real crime 
was to be anti-imperialist, anti-Zionist 
and pro-Palestinian today. Feeling the 
pressure, she eventually apologised, 
despite having nothing to apologise 
for - an unfortunately common trait 
these days. To actually believe that 
someone like Dallali represents a 
threat to the safety of Jewish students 
is to enter the realm of madness.

Pushback
When it comes to the current anti-NUS 
push by the Tory government, it is vital 
to understand the bigger picture. The 
whole slander campaign that ‘Anti-
Zionism equals anti-Semitism’, and 
that Jeremy Corbyn’s Labour Party 
was ‘institutionally anti-Semitic’ - an 
utterly crazy notion - was essentially 
part of a wider project to take out 
anyone who might potentially frustrate 
the aims of US imperialism, especially 
in the Middle East. The Labour right, 
Guardian, BBC and the likes of the 
UJS, Jewish Labour Movement, 
Community Security Trust, Board of 
Deputies, etc were all more than happy 
to play their nefarious parts.

Mike Pompeo summed it up 
perfectly in 2019, when as US secretary 
of state he was caught on tape saying 
that he would “push back” against 
Corbyn if he was elected as prime 
minister. When asked the ridiculous 
question, “Would you be willing to 
work with us to take on actions if life 
becomes very difficult for Jews in the 
UK?”, Pompeo strongly suggested 
that he would seek to ‘intervene’ in the 
debate before Corbyn had a chance to 
get into No10 and change the curtains. 
“You should know”, Pompeo said, that 
“we won’t wait for him to do those 
things to begin to push back.” At one 
stage, the Trump administration was 
actively considering declaring that 
several prominent international NGOs 

like Amnesty International, Human 
Rights Watch and Oxfam were “anti-
Semitic” and hence governments 
should not have any dealings with 
them.4 Similarly, Boris Johnson has 
toyed with the idea of effectively 
criminalising the BDS movement 
- with the announcement two years 
ago in the queen’s speech that under 
threat of prosecution, public bodies 
like universities and local councils 
will be prohibited from “imposing 
their own direct or indirect boycotts, 
disinvestment or sanctions campaigns 
against foreign countries”.

Another important thing to grasp, 
as consistently argued by the Weekly 
Worker, is that sections of the left 
have their share of the blame for the 
current situation. The right is not 
being entirely hypocritical or dishonest 
when it complains about the ‘cancel 
culture’ that it lays at the feet of the 
left - ie, the use of accusations of 
racism, sexism, transphobia, etc, etc, to 
deny troublesome people a platform. 
Though I would love to deny it, the left 
has become accustomed to calls for 
censorship - accepting the bourgeois 
common sense that various forms of 
‘hate speech’ must be suppressed or 
banned. Doing otherwise, we have 
been constantly told, would lead 
inevitably to concentration camps 
and swastikas fluttering outside 
Buckingham Palace. Never again.

All this gives the enemy a big 
weapon that they use against us. As the 
government’s NUS ‘disengagement’ 
beautifully illustrates, leftwing anti-
racist language is now being routinely 
deployed against the anti-Zionist/
anti-imperialist left itself - against 
which it often has no defence. 
Only by upholding the principle of 
unrestricted free speech can we fight 
back effectively - something which 
too much of the left has abandoned, 
forgotten or even positively fears l

eddie.ford@weeklyworker.co.uk
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Notes
1. gov.uk/government/news/government-
suspends-engagement-with-the-nus-over-
antisemitism.
2. en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Battle_of_Khaybar.
3. cage.ngo.
4. politico.com/news/2020/10/21/state-
department-weighs-labeling-several-
prominent-human-rights-groups-anti-
semitic-430882.
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Back to direct rule
Though Boris Johnson has every interest in promoting one clash with Brussels after another, now there is 
the war in Ukraine and the coming struggle with China. Kevin Bean puts arguments over the Northern 
Ireland protocol into their wider strategic context

A fter the brief excitements of an 
electoral war of manoeuvre, 
we seem to be back to the more 

usual war of position in Northern 
Irish politics.

The Northern Ireland Assembly 
elections broadly produced the 
expected result - Sinn Féin became 
the largest party, the Democratic 
Unionist Party was demoted into 
second spot, while the Alliance Party 
‘surged’ into third place. Despite talk 
of a momentous political shift in the 
Six Counties, the days after May 5 
also seemed pretty much as predicted 
- the DUP refused to nominate a 
deputy first minister, or even support a 
speaker, when the new assembly met: 
no new executive could be formed, 
so Northern Ireland remains without 
a devolved government and under 
direct rule.1

The sticking point for the DUP 
and the unionist parties in general 
is the Northern Ireland protocol 
that keeps the Six Counties in the 
European Union’s single market for 
goods and creates a customs border 
in the Irish Sea.2 Unionist objections 
to this ‘undermining’ of links between 
Northern Ireland and the rest of the 
United Kingdom have been well 
rehearsed since the Brexit withdrawal 
treaty was signed in 2020. Following 
the standard political choreography 
that had been perfected during so many 
crises over the years, Boris Johnson 
flew to Belfast for talks with the 
various parties to ‘restore devolution’, 
but the DUP stuck to its position and 
so the standoff continues.3 With this 
seeming impasse about the protocol, 
it’s goodbye to the dreary steeples for 
a while, as attention has now shifted to 
the wider diplomatic plane of London, 
Brussels and Washington.4

This renewed diplomatic focus 
on the chancelleries of the EU has a 
wearingly familiar feel to it: we have 
been here before with the tortuous 
negotiation of the withdrawal 
agreement and related arrangements 
in the years following the Brexit 
referendum in 2016.5 Thus foreign 
secretary Liz Truss’s suggestion that 
Britain might unilaterally “rip up 
parts of the Brexit deal on Northern 
Ireland” is an echo of similar language 
and earlier threats made by Boris 
Johnson’s government since 2019.6 
Likewise the response of the EU seems 
also to follow the playbook. Maroš 
Šefčovič, the European Commission 
vice-president in charge of Brexit 
negotiations, replied that the EU 
will respond with “all the measures 
at its disposal” if Britain goes ahead 
with its plan to abandon parts of the 
protocol.7 Given the belligerent tone 
and seemingly entrenched positions of 
all sides, it seems on the face of it that 
we could be in for many months of 
threats, brinkmanship and negotiations 
about ‘fixing’ the protocol, as Liz 
Truss put it in her May 17 speech in 
the Commons.8

New elements
However, if we stand back a bit 
and look at the real positions and 
interests of the various actors, and the 
strategies they might pursue, we see 
some significant new elements and 
dynamics in the situation.

Let us start with the bit-part players 
in the Six Counties: despite apparently 
being at the centre of things, their 
interests are really peripheral to the 
governments and politicians who will 
make the decisions. The DUP is hoping 
that the Johnson government will 

produce some face-saving changes 
to the protocol it can present to its 
supporters as a triumph for the party’s 
staunch opposition.9 Depending on 
the time scale of negotiations, the 
DUP hopes to go into a fresh election 
in the autumn, bank the gains of a 
renegotiated deal with the EU, see 
off the challenge to its right from the 
Traditional Unionist Voice and regain 
its position as the largest party at 
Stormont, without having to suffer the 
indignity of playing second fiddle to 
Sinn Féin in a restored executive.

Pinning your hopes on the bona 
fides of the Johnson government 
seems to be a somewhat risky strategy 
- the triumph of hope over very 
recent experience. But for the DUP 
and unionism more generally, their 
weakened position offers a limited 
set of options and they must make the 
best of a very bad job indeed. 

Sinn Féin likes to suggest it plays a 
strategically sophisticated long game, 
waiting for the pieces to fall into place. 
Like the DUP, its ‘transitional’ strategy 
also relies on external actors, albeit 
in Dublin, Brussels and Washington 
rather than Westminster. However, 
its growing electoral strength in the 
Six Counties and possible entry into 
government south of the border has 
increased its political leverage. Unlike 
Sir Geoffrey Donaldson, Mary Lou 
McDonald and Michelle O’Neill 
believe they can afford to wait on 
events to swing their way.

The key actors are, of course, the 
British government, the EU and above 
all the world hegemon, the US; and 
the key dynamics are the fundamental 
geopolitical shifts revealed by the war 
in Ukraine. The conflict between the 
US, its Nato client states and Russia is 
the prelude to a wider global conflict 
between the declining US hegemon 
and its Chinese challenger, which will 
frame political, military and economic 
conflicts internationally in the coming 
decades.

In the case of the Northern Ireland 
protocol, this is not a mere abstraction 
or a distant connection. The states 
playing a role in the proxy war in 
Ukraine are also directly involved 
in the current stalemate in Northern 
Ireland, so, whilst in the great scheme 
of things the US, the EU and Britain are 
focused on the war in Ukraine, there is 
very obviously a clear link between 
the politics of the Six Counties and 
this wider geopolitical context. The 
political and strategic interests of the 
US in Ireland as a whole meant that it 
played a key role in the peace process 
and the post-Good Friday Agreement 

dispensation. This has remained the 
case under the Biden presidency, with 
the US directly intervening in the 
current impasse through the visit of 
a prominent congressman, Richard 
Neal, to Ireland, Britain and the EU.10

As the war in Ukraine has shown, 
Nato and the EU remain essential 
elements in US strategy: the US 
has reasserted its control, brought 
France and Germany to heel, and so 
corralled ‘Europe’ behind its proxy 
war in Ukraine. Because preserving 
that coalition and maintaining US 
hegemony is of supreme importance, 
it is likely that the weight of the 
American state will be thrown behind 
a solution to the protocol problem that 
keeps the EU intact, yet allows Britain 
to save face.

The reorientation of US policy back 
towards Europe in the post-Trump 
period is combined with something of 
a rapprochement between Biden and 
the Johnson government. Britain has 
proved its worth to the US during the 
Ukraine war and Biden will not want 
to choose between the EU and Britain 
over the protocol. In attempting to 
resolve that issue all the major players 
are keenly aware of how dramatically 
the geopolitical balance has shifted 
and how the certainties of even two 
years ago, in the immediate aftermath 
of the withdrawal agreement, have 
changed. ‘Global Britain’ has 
diplomatically and strategically 
returned to the fold and, despite the 
rhetoric, has increasingly attempted to 
seek economic and political stability 
by orientating towards the EU and 
diving in enthusiastically to lead the 
European charge against Russia and 
China.

Complications
If the broad strategic interests of 
the US, Britain and the EU are now 
once again closely aligned, political 
complications still remain, not least 
within the internal politics of the EU 
and Britain. The tensions caused by 
the ‘eastern bloc’ of member states, 
the particular interests of individual 
states like Ireland and the concerns 
about preserving the single market 
and the role of the European Court 
of Justice will clearly have an impact 
on any proposed revision of the 
protocol. While it is unwise to make 
predictions, it is likely that the need 
for unity in facing off Russia and 
China and the direct intervention of 
the US will ensure that a satisfactory 
compromise between Britain and the 
EU will eventually be achieved.

Greater uncertainties surround the 

political dynamics within Britain itself, 
however. Potential rivals to Johnson’s 
position within the cabinet have clearly 
used the protocol as a way to challenge 
and undermine his leadership: Liz 
Truss is said to be almost permanently 
on manoeuvres and this could yet play 
a part in the eventual outcome of any 
negotiations.11 Likewise there have 
also been suggestions within Tory 
circles that Johnson may try to regain 
the initiative within his party and 
amongst the electorate by renewing 
the winning ‘Get Brexit done’ formula 
and initiating a staged clash with the 
EU over the protocol as part of a 
strategy for an autumn election.12

This is, of course, all highly 
speculative, but the nature of 
Johnson’s Tory Party and his own 
record of personal and political 
opportunism means that such a 
strategy cannot be ruled out. However, 

British interests in Northern Ireland 
favour stability and certainty, as do 
the wider geopolitical concerns of the 
US, Nato and the EU. Taken together 
with the compelling logic of the war 
in Ukraine and growing great-power 
rivalry, a solution to the outstanding 
issues surrounding the protocol will 
be found. If the faces of the important 
local actors in the Six Counties can be 
saved, all well and good.

However, whatever happens in the 
long run, it will be the interests of the 
British government and the strategic 
imperatives of its allies that will be 
paramount in the minds of the Tories - 
not the electoral dilemmas of the DUP 
or the complaints of unionist ultras l

Notes
1. www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-northern-
ireland-61427418.
2. www.economist.com/britain/the-northern-
ireland-protocol-could-soon-spark-a-new-
row-between-britain-and-europe/21809226.
3. www.ft.com/content/0672dec7-ef91-410a-
9da6-aa93e9d635ae.
4. www.ft.com/content/1390c053-2740-40c6-
9e4e-525f7c4cad71.
5. Even the headlines about ‘deadlock’ have 
remained the same! See, for example: www.
ft.com/content/fa647608-53b4-40ba-9443-
6df25f6418f8.
6. www.ft.com/content/28c63082-5160-42b9-
a393-be3da8651534.
7. www.theguardian.com/politics/live/2022/
may/17/northern-ireland-protocol-brexit-liz-
truss-boris-johnson-uk-politics-latest.
8. www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-
politics-61475899.
9. www.irishnews.com/paywall/tsb/
irishnews/irishnews/irishnews//news/
analysis/2022/05/18/news/analysis-
usual-empty-rhetoric-paves-way-for-a-
climbdown-2714154/content.html.
10. www.theguardian.com/politics/2022/
may/17/eu-raises-spectre-trade-war-if-uk-
rewrites-northern-ireland-protocol.
11. www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2022/
may/10/liz-truss-preparing-to-tear-up-
northern-ireland-protocol-reports.
12. www.spectator.co.uk/article/boriss-plans-
for-a-new-brexit-clash.
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Pissing on the parade
Paul Drummond explores, celebrates and urges on the hissing, the booing, the barracking, the loathing of 
HRH William Windsor and all he stands for by Liverpool fans

Despite being slightly 
diminished in the age of the 
Premiership and wall-to-wall 

TV football coverage, the Wembley 
FA Cup final still retains its status 
and tradition as something more than 
a great sporting event.

Surrounded with the reassuring 
patina of a 150-year history and 
invariably attended by the great and 
good of official British society, the 
May 15 Cup final was, of course, 
much more than a game of two 
halves and 22 players chasing after 
a ball for 90 minutes. Football is, 
for masses upon masses of people, 
a “religion” (Diego Maradona). At 
the very least, the FA Cup final is a 
tightly choreographed event which 
allows the British ruling class to 
extend its already extensive soft-
power - military bands, pre-match 
presentation of players to a presiding 
royal personage, singing of the 
traditional hymn, ‘Abide with me’, 
and, of course, the national anthem, 
‘God save the queen’. All that shows 
that this is not just a sporting, but an 
ideological, occasion.

No need, then, to imagine the 
reaction when the almost sacred 
ceremonies were disrupted by 
Liverpool fans, who booed and 
barracked the reigning monarch’s 
eldest grandson, William Windsor, 
when he was introduced to the teams. 
The playing of the national anthem 
was attended by further booing 
and jeering. Both for those in the 
stadium and the millions watching 
in the UK (and around the world) 
this very public rejection of the 
British establishment’s born-to-rule 
ideology was clear and wonderfully 
audible.

The response of mainstream 
politicians, and their rightwing 
media, spoke, understandably, of 
establishment outrage. Leading the 
charge was House of Commons 
speaker and typical Labour toady, 
Sir Lindsay Hoyle. He utterly 
condemned the fans and added:

The FA Cup final should be an 
occasion when we come together 
as a country. It should not be 
ruined by a minority of fans’ 
totally shameful behaviour. In 

this year of all years - the queen’s 
platinum jubilee - this is dreadful.1

In the clicking seconds, minutes, hours 
and the few days that followed, Tory 
MPs, Tory ministers, Tory mayors, 
Tory newspapers, Tory mouthpieces 
and Tory influencers voiced their 
condemnation too.2 Typical was 
former culture secretary Karen 
Bradley, who wailed: “It is utterly 
unacceptable and disgraceful that fans 
booed Prince William. I would urge 
the FA to take all necessary action 
and pursue those responsible.” Not to 
be outdone in terms of loyal, patriotic 
fervour, Sir Ed Davey, leader of the 
Liberal Democrats, gushed: “We 
have the most wonderful monarch 
and those fans who booed do not 
represent their clubs or our country.”3 
Boris Johnson did not miss a trick 
either and got in on the act to add his 

own twist by “slapping down” the 
Liverpool manager, Jürgen Klopp, a 
German, who had defended the fans.4 
In contrast, the total silence of Sir Keir 
Starmer and the city’s Labour MPs on 
this ‘delicate’ issue speaks volumes. 
Votes cannot be lost.

Whilst the Telegraph, the Mail 
and the Express might round up the 
usual rightwing suspects and royalist 
toadies to have a go at Liverpool fans, 
the carefully phrased defence by the 
diplomatically astute Klopp shows 
that this is more than the sort of culture 
war spat that football has engendered 
so many times before. Remember the 
simulated Tory outrage about Black 
Lives Matter and footballers ‘taking 
the knee’? Or, even further back, 
the Tory attacks on football fans in 
general, and Liverpool in particular, 
after Heysel and Hillsborough in the 
1980s? Although the lines of attack 
adopted by the Tories share some 
features with those campaigns, the 
focus here is on much more than ‘bad 
behaviour’ or the need for yet more 
regulation and control of fans.

Challenge
What has drawn the fire of the Tories is 
the explicitly political implications of 
the derogatory gestures, shouting and 
booing, directed towards symbols of 
the British ruling class. The social and 
ideological role of the monarchy as an 
institution has long been understood by 
socialists, but in this ‘platinum jubilee 
year’ we have been getting more than 
our fair share of royalist claptrap and 
saccharine sentimentality.

The royal presence at public events 
like the Cup Final, along with the 
rest of the flummery and pageantry, 
are designed to signify a sense of 
national belonging and consensus - in 
Lindsay Hoyle’s words, “an occasion 
when we come together as a country”. 
The response of Liverpool fans was 
a challenge to that cosy narrative of 
national unity and social harmony 
embodied in the monarchy, and 
represented by the great and the good 
neatly seated around HRM in Wembley 
stadium. It may have been only rude 
gestures and a noisy disruption, but 
those occupying the posh seats at 

Wembley, and their minions in the 
rightwing media, know only too well 
what it all means. The Liverpool fans 
last Saturday were not singing along 
in harmony with the tunes that the 
establishment were playing and were 
not afraid to show it.5

The specific reasons for this are 
not hard to find, and indeed the media 
were very quick to identify why 
Liverpool fans should be so hostile 
to these symbols of the state. Leave 
aside the historic influx of worst-paid 
Irish labour and their Fenian ideas 
and ongoing ties. The most important 
and immediate cause is the way that 
Margaret Thatcher’s Tory government, 
together with the rightwing media 
(especially The Sun), along with the 
police and the legal system, behaved 
following the 1989 Hillsborough 
disaster, which saw 96 Liverpool 
fans crushed to death during a match. 
The Tories and the media slandered 
Liverpool fans and the city as a whole, 
lied about what had happened and 
covered up the police incompetence 
that had caused the crush. The truth 
only emerged as a result of a public 
campaign by the relatives of the 
victims and the wider community, but, 
despite public enquiries and inquests, 
there were no successful prosecutions 
of the guilty.

There was a widespread anger in 
the city, England’s 10th largest, that 
there had been an establishment cover-
up and a concerted campaign by the 
Tories and the media against Liverpool 
fans and the city more generally. 
During the relatives’ campaign, which 
enjoyed more than considerable 
support in Liverpool and beyond, it 
was clear that Hillsborough and the 
subsequent slanders and cover-up 
were not just the work of individual 
‘rotten apples’, but were carried out 
by the state and the establishment as 
a whole.6 Boris Johnson only added 
to this when in 2004, as editor of The 
Spectator, he launched an attack on the 
people of Liverpool for an “excessive 
predilection for welfarism” and their 
“peculiar, and deeply unattractive, 
psyche”, which means “they see 
themselves whenever possible as 
victims and resent their victim status; 

yet at the same time they wallow in 
it”.7

There are, of course, deeper 
political and social reasons for the anti-
establishment and anti-Tory politics 
of Liverpool fans, which reflect the 
history of economic decline and crisis 
that has shaped Merseyside generally 
since the 1960s, culminating in the 
Thatcher government’s ‘managed 
decline’ strategy and its conflicts with 
the Militant-led Labour city council 
in the 1980s. The result of this history 
has been the electoral and political 
decimation of the Tories in Liverpool: 
the city has had no Tory MPs since the 
early 1990s and the last Tory councillor 
lost his seat in 1998.8 As one academic 
study has put it, “It has become part of 
Scouse identity to be opposed to [the 
Tories] and that has continued.”9

It is a commonplace in the city to 
refer to Liverpool exceptionalism and 
the city’s sense of itself as a place 
apart - ‘Scouse, not English’, as the 
banners proclaim on the Kop. Patterns 
of Irish emigration, the historical 
forms of sectarian politics and rivalries 
between Orange and Green, alongside 
the dramatic economic decline of 
Liverpool’s maritime economy in the 
post-war period, have all contributed 
to very distinctive political and social 
forms, which are reflected in the ‘fan 
culture’ of Liverpool FC.

Some critics have perhaps taken 
their lead from Boris Johnson’s 2004 
disparaging comments on Liverpool’s 
claim of victimhood and its inflated 
sense of identity and exceptionalism 
as a basis to attack the fans’ reaction 
to William Windsor at Wembley. But, 
however much it might simply be 
dismissed as mindless or outrageous 
hooliganism by the media, the booing 
and jeering had a real target and a real 
meaning for fans: it expressed their 
deep hostility to the ruling class and 
what it represents for working people. 
Above all, it showed an unwillingness 
to go along with the state cover-ups 
exposed by the campaign for justice 
for the Hillsborough victims, and 
all the falsehoods of social peace 
and national unity that are routinely 
performed at great national occasions 
in the presence of princes and 
mainstream politicians.

We communists applaud, 
welcome and celebrate all such 
manifestations of opposition to the 
political, constitutional and economic 
status quo: may it continue to grow 
louder, stronger and ever bolder. 
But noisy protest and barracking 
the establishment is only the start. 
To paraphrase Marx, the fans have 
only criticised the world: the point, 
however, is to change it. l

Notes
1. www.dailymail.co.uk/news/
article-10816643/Prince-William-BOOED-
Wembley-crowd-FA-Cup-Final.html.
2. www.telegraph.co.uk/football/2022/05/15/
liverpool-fans-branded-shameful-booing-
national-anthem-duke.
3. metro.co.uk/2022/05/15/mps-furious-after-
prince-william-booed-during-fa-cup-final-at-
wembley-16646109.
4. www.telegraph.co.uk/football/2022/05/16/
boris-johnson-blasts-jurgen-klopp-defending-
liverpool-fans-booing.
5. The 2022 FA Cup Final was not the first 
time Liverpool fans had booed ‘God save 
the queen’. For earlier examples in 2017 and 
2019, see: talksport.com/football/582553/
liverpool-fans-boo-national-anthem-
community-shield-danny-murphy.
6. www.newsweek.com/why-prince-william-
booed-liverpool-soccer-fans-actions-
explained-fa-cup-final-wembley-1706909.
7. Quoted in: www.mirror.co.uk/sport/
football/news/jurgen-klopp-boris-johnson-
liverpool-26977383.
8. www.liverpoolecho.co.uk/news/liverpool-
news/you-know-tories-once-ran-15632298.
9. Ibid.

LIVERPOOL

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

Generosity test
The highlight of this week’s 

contributions to our fighting 
fund was the new standing order 
from comrade GB for an excellent 
£85. He previously made very 
generous and frequent payments, 
but, responding to our request, he 
has made this a regular monthly 
donation. Brilliant!

Just behind him on £75 was 
comrade MM, while the fantastic 
monthly SO of no less than £170 
was received from KB. Showing 
that they could also pass the 
generosity test, PB (£60) and TR 
(£40) chipped in with their usual 
monthly bank transfers, while 
US comrade PM (£50) did so via 
PayPal. Other standing orders 
came from SS (£15) and TL 
(£7), and finally comrade Hassan 
handed over his usual weekly 
fiver.

All that came to £507, taking 
our running total for May up to 

£1,484. The target we need is 
£2,250, which means there are 
now less than two weeks left to 
get the remaining £766. That’s 
a very strong probability, but 
all my time in charge of the 
fighting fund leaves me feeling 
I mustn’t take anything for 
granted! I’ve experienced a lot 
of disappointment as well as 
satisfaction, so please make it 
more of the latter this time!

Post us a cheque, click on our 
PayPal button or make a bank 
transfer to ‘Weekly Worker’ 
(account number 00744310; sort 
code 30-99-64). Please make sure 
we get the funding we need by 
May 31 l

Robbie Rix

Fighting fund

Gut rejection of royal elite
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Single-issue failure
Clearing out Azovstal is a rare piece of good news for the Russian government, writes Paul Demarty, in 
what is a grim strategic picture

The Ukrainian war continues its 
grisly course.

On the battlefield, the big 
news is certainly the surrender of 
a few hundred soldiers defending 
the Azovstal complex in Mariupol, 
likely bringing to an end the most 
viciously contested battle of the 
war so far - the Ukrainian side has 
formally announced the end of 
their “combat mission” in the city. 
The fighters were largely from the 
notorious Azov battalion - a group of 
neo-Nazi fanatics now incorporated 
into the Ukrainian military. (The 
increasingly farcical attempts in 
western media to downplay the Azov 
worldview in its reports of the war 
has become one of the few amusing 
subplots of the war.)

Victory in Mariupol will be 
valuable to Vladimir Putin and co 
- any victory anywhere would be 
at this point. The captured Azov 
fighters may prove to have some 
propaganda value; a public trial of 
any such individuals will certainly 
burnish the supposed war aim of 
‘deNazification’ at home (though we 
expect the western media to shrug 
off any such exposés, just as it has 
already shrugged off a thousand stiff-
arm salutes and SS emblems).

Beyond that, the tactical picture 
is murkier. It seems another attempt 
to encircle substantial Ukrainian 
forces around Kharkiv has failed, 
and the city itself remains under firm 
Ukrainian control. Western media 
are reporting that the Donbas front 
itself is proving more difficult than 
expected. Russian casualties appear 
to be high. Of course, the picture 
is very partial, since the Ukrainian 
government and its western partners 
have imposed an impenetrable 
media blackout on ‘bad news’ for 
the Ukrainian side: military casualty 
figures for the Ukrainian army are 
simply not available, and journalists 
looking into the matter have been 
stonewalled.

If the tactical picture is murky, 
however, the strategic one is crystal-
clear. Russia has lost badly so far. 
The objective was to Finlandise 
Ukraine, but the outcome has been 
to Ukrainise Finland, which has 
now applied to join Nato, along with 
Sweden. (Recep Tayyip Erdoğan 
of Turkey objects, presumably as a 
result of Scandinavian hospitality 
to Kurdish exiles, but will no 
doubt be bribed into line one way 
or another.) Nato has needed such 
a shot in the arm for decades: the 
disastrous escapade in Afghanistan 
most certainly failed to provide it. 
The relentless strategy of tension in 
eastern Europe, however, has done 
the trick nicely.

When the history of this sordid 
episode is written, we will hopefully 
learn what made the core of the 
Russian state think this was a good 
idea, and the extent to which this was 
an unforced error. You would have to 
be a complete sycophant not to think 
it an error of some sort: an error which 
has already led to many thousands 
of deaths, of soldiers and civilians, 
and - thanks to the increasingly 
deranged political culture of the west 
- continues to escalate in, roughly, a 
nuclear direction.

US government officials boast 
about providing the intelligence that - 
for example - sank the Russian warship, 
Moskva. House majority leader Steny 
Hoyer suffered a Bidenesque slip of 
the tongue in a debate on energy policy 

- “I know there’s a lot of politics here, 
but we’re at war”. Who is at war now 
- with whom? But, of course, this is, 
now - and has always been - a proxy 
war fought with desperate intensity by 
Ukrainians on behalf of the western 
powers. How much the conflagration 
widens may depend on forgetful 
octogenarians like Biden and Hoyer 
keeping their rhetoric straight, and this 
remains to be seen. In any case, the 
total official unanimity on the question 
remains unbreached: an overwhelming 
majority in Congress voted to send 
another $40 billion of arms to Ukraine, 
including the supposed ‘socialists’ of 
the Squad.

Songs of love
The poor state of the political situation 
in the west is highlighted by, of all 
things, last weekend’s Eurovision 
song contest, in which an apparent 
tidal wave of support from the voting 
public in various countries pushed 
the Ukrainian entry to victory. We 
could look at the Kalush Orchestra 
and its Eurovision entry, but really 
why bother? Never has the aesthetic 
dimension been so utterly irrelevant 
to the award of some prize than 
Saturday night. Try as we might, we 
cannot disagree with the washed-
up media pillock Piers Morgan’s 
tweets on the subject: “The world’s 
most absurd, pointless, politically-
motivated ‘contest’ excels itself. 
Ukraine could have sent one of its 
heroic bomb-sniffing dogs to bark the 
national anthem and still won.”

One finds conspiracy theories that 
the whole thing is a fix, and perhaps it 
might be, but perhaps there is simply 
no need to fix it. The Eurovision song 
contest has successfully transcended 
its history of cringe-inducing kitsch 
to reach the dizzy heights of camp; 
its primary audience is the same 
youngish liberal professional who 

religiously watches RuPaul’s drag 
race. And such people are fanatically 
pro-Ukrainian, on balance, in the 
current situation.

This is a kind of ‘ideal type’ of the 
public response to the Ukraine war. 
Our rulers have sold it as basically a 
Star wars fable of plucky resistance 
against an evil empire; agenda-setting 
elites are near-universally on board 
with this framing; and so what is being 
approved in a ‘cultural’ gesture like 
this is, in fact, the policy of relentless 
escalation pursued by the western 
powers in relation to Russia. One sees 
it also in the Ukrainian flags hanging 
from windows in ordinary houses on 
ordinary streets across the country 
(and continent), the proliferation of 
World War II rhetorical modes, and 
everything else.

I mean the Star wars comparison 
not as a snide remark, but in deadly 
earnest. We are all essentially 
spectators of this war. Those on 
the anti-imperialist left (or indeed 
isolationist or Putin-friendly parts 
of the right) merely do not like the 
movie; we find the plot altogether too 
implausible to engage, but, for all our 
objections, we cannot alter the words 
of the screenplay or the director’s 
organisation of shots and scenes.

Missing ingredients
What would be required to overcome 
this powerlessness? The ‘obvious’ 
answer to common-or-garden leftists 
of the present day is a revived anti-war 
movement. Such, unsurprisingly, is 
the take of the Stop the War Coalition: 
“There is a widening understanding 
that the west is fighting a proxy war. 
We need to build on this and turn 
opinion into an effective movement,” 
reads a press release.

This is clearly wishful thinking. 
There probably is ‘widening 
understanding’ that the west is fighting 

a proxy war, because the western 
powers more or less state it openly 
(Iran-Contra this ain’t). The problem 
is that people do not automatically 
view that as a bad thing, provided that 
they can be convinced that the proxy 
war is a just war and the sacrifices 
required by those in the ‘sponsor’ 
countries will not be too great.

The problem for the anti-war 
movement - or whatever else - is to 
win that argument. On what basis? 
Not pacifism: that works if your 
own state is the immediate aggressor, 
invading some country and bombing 
its cities and so on, but not when 
your state’s proxy adversary is doing 
that. Open Putin-apologism is rightly 
creepy to people, so that is out too. In 
practice, many forces have fallen back 
on a kind of foreign policy ‘realism’, 
arguing that stability can only come to 
eastern Europe if Russia’s ‘legitimate 
security interests’ are met. This 
bloodless argument has some truth, 
but is open to the naive objection that 
interests cannot be ‘legitimate’ if they 
can only be secured in such a barbaric 
fashion. There is a certain truth also 
to this ‘naive’ objection: after all, by 
the same kind of argument the US 
has ‘legitimate security interests’ in 
Mexico, Venezuela, Cuba … Would 
the newly-converted ‘realists’ of Stop 
the War concede that point?

An anti-war movement as such 
cannot transcend this kind of tactical 
argument; to do so requires some 
idea of a total alternative to the 
social world in which these kinds 
of proxy wars are endemic - which 
immediately in turn poses problems 
of political economy and the nature 
of the state. An organisation with 
such a programme is by definition 
not a single-issue activist campaign, 
but a party (or something aspiring 
to become a party). The anti-war 
movement leadership’s endless 

attempts to repeat the great moments 
of 2003 have helped prevent such 
a party arising, resulting in total 
paralysis today.

Singling out the anti-war 
movement is, in a sense, unfair: the 
general approach to politics on offer 
from the left has consisted in placing 
itself at the service of a series of 
single-issue campaigns, aiming to 
build them and then link them up. The 
trouble is that prioritising building 
such movements turns out to mean 
suppressing disagreement (since 
divisions are ‘demoralising’ …), 
and therefore means capitulation to 
whatever the governing bourgeois 
interpretation of such and such a 
movement’s aim is - eg, pacificism 
in the anti-war movement, liberal 
anti-racism in the Black Lives Matter 
movement, and so on. This in fact 
makes it impossible to take the second 
step and ‘link’ the issues together, 
however, since a fully articulated 
linking of the issues would entail a 
critique of the particular governing 
ideology. Instead, we merely get a 
reduction of each issue into the next, 
as when (for example) Stand Up To 
Racism urges its supporters to attend a 
COP26 demo because climate change 
is a racial justice issue!

It is in the anti-war movement, 
however, where the consequences 
of this political failure are most dire. 
We have witnessed the successful 
cooption of anti-war sentiment by 
those whose strategic brinksmanship 
and tactical bloodlust have made this 
war possible at all, and will continue 
to grow the body count at their own 
leisure. For our part, we badly need 
the thing we did not build when the 
anti-war movement briefly swelled to 
many-millions strong - a principled 
party l

paul.demarty@weeklyworker.co.uk
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A bazaar mentality
Why is Erdoğan blocking Finland and Sweden from Nato membership? It is all about carpets and donkey 
dung, writes Esen Uslu

When hippies were flocking in 
to Istanbul on their way to 
Kathmandu half a century 

ago, shoulder bags made out of old 
carpets in a style inspired by the 
traditional donkey saddlebags of the 
Middle East became very fashionable.

As the rising demand quickly 
diminished the stock of old carpets, 
shrewd peddlers found ways to 
produce antique carpets cheaply. It 
generally involved dipping a new 
carpet into a pool of donkey manure 
for a few days to get the colours to fade 
and make the texture tatty. Sustained 
by this new industry of making new 
‘antique’ carpets, the peddlers offered 
bargain-price shoulder bags to hapless 
tourists for years - a classical example 
of the traditional trading practices of 
the Grand Bazaar of Istanbul. That 
in time developed into the current, 
highly-skilled ‘basement industry’ of 
supplying imitations of Louis Vuitton 
or Hermès handbags and similar 
luxury brands cheaply to be peddled 
in tourist hotspots. The ‘donkey dung’ 
connection is also not lost: it occupies 
an impeccable position in politicians’ 
speeches today.

So, when Jean Asselborn, the 
foreign minister of Luxembourg - 
who was interviewed by a German 
TV channel a couple of days ago 
regarding Turkey’s opposition to 
Nato’s expansion into Finland and 
Sweden - said that Erdoğan had a 
“bazaar mentality”, he was not off the 
mark.

Turkey became a Nato member in 
the early days of the cold war, when 
it was striving to find a place under 
the security umbrella provided by the 
US. The initial price it paid was the 
sending of a Turkish brigade to the 
Korean War (1950-53). Since then, 
Turkey’s relationship with the USA 
and Nato has had its ups and downs.

When the US offered to install 
Jupiter ballistic missiles with nuclear 
warheads to Nato countries, Britain, 

Italy and Turkey accepted the offer. A 
secret agreement was struck to build 
five missile sites in Turkey, which 
were completed in 1963, but they 
were traded off in exchange for Soviet 
missiles following the Cuban missile 
crisis without asking the Turkish 
government. All this was kept secret 
until the 70s, and even today very 
few people are aware of the danger 
to which the whole saga exposed 
the country. It reduced Turkey’s 
position from an ally to a discardable 
bargaining chip in the great-power 
game.

Another sticking point of Turkey’s 
relationship with the US and 
Nato came with the Cyprus crisis. 
The tensions resulted in Greece 
withdrawing its military units from 
Nato forces in 1964, when Turkey 
threatened to invade the island. In 
1974, when Turkish forces actually 
did so, Greece withdrew its forces 
from the Nato military command; 
and, when Athens later attempted 
to return to the Nato fold, Turkey 
vehemently rejected the idea and 
blocked any such move until 1980.

After the invasion of Cyprus, the 
US imposed an arms embargo on 
Turkey, which retaliated by closing 
down 21 US bases on its territory - 
excluding two, which were designated 
as Nato facilities. Eventually the US 
arms embargo ended in 1978, and the 
bases reopened.

During the 1980s and 90s Turkey’s 
relations with Greece and Cyprus 
continued to cast a shadow over its 
alliance with the US and Nato. In 
1996 Turkey and Greece came close 
to a full-blown war, but the US and 
Nato eventually stepped back from 
involvement. The only support for 
Greece came from Russia. Eventually 
the European Union insisted that 
Greece’s borders were EU borders 
and should not be violated.

Since 2014, when the Ukraine 
crisis began to cause major problems 

in the Black Sea region, the US 
persuaded Greece to open a new 
facility at the port of Alexandroupoli 
(Dedeağaç) on the Aegean Sea close 
to the Turkish border, and a rail link 
to the Black Sea coast was upgraded, 
creating a more rapid deployment 
channel. As Turkey may refuse any 
such deployment through the Turkish 
straits on the basis of the Montreux 
Convention, the creation of a new 
channel parallel to the Turkish 
straits became very important. When 
the Russia-Ukraine war started, 
Turkey implemented the Montreux 
Convention strictly and did not allow 
any Nato warship of non-littoral 
countries to transit the straits.

We are now seeing the culmination 
of this new rapprochement between 
Greece and the US in the shape of a 
new defence agreement. When Greek 
prime minister, Kyriakos Mitsotakis, 
visited Washington earlier this week, 
he was warmly greeted by president 
Joe Biden and even addressed the 
US Congress on May 16 - an honour 
never bestowed on the Turkish 
president. Mitsotakis complained 
about Turkey’s expansionism in the 
eastern Mediterranean, and asked 
the US government to block the 
upgrading of Turkish fighter jets.

Fence-sitting
Turkey’s relations with the US and 
Nato have been severely tested since 
the invasion of Iraq and intervention 
in Syria, which created an unexpected 
imbalance between Turkey and the 
Kurds. In 2003 Turkey wavered 
until the last minute and rejected a 
proposal to open a northern front 
against Iraq, leaving US troops on 
ships sailing towards Turkey in 
limbo. In response the US arrested 11 
members of Turkish armed forces in 
Sulaymaniyah. They were eventually 
released, but the incident caused more 
anti-American feeling.

When Turkey invaded parts of 

Syria, nine European countries, 
including Turkey’s allies in Nato, 
imposed controls over arms sales, 
while the US continued to support 
Kurdish freedom fighters in their 
struggle against Islamic State in Syria. 
In the eyes of Turkey, supporting 
Kurdish forces in Syria is tantamount 
to supporting the PKK (Kurdistan 
Workers Party) in Turkey. Kobanê 
was defended successfully by the 
Kurdish fighters against the onslaught 
of IS. Meanwhile, US intervention 
forced the Turkish armed forces to 
pull back.

Both the US and European 
countries refused to supply Turkey 
with an air defence system and so 
it purchased S400 missiles from 
Russia and the relationship between 
the US and Turkey soured further. In 
response Turkey was booted out of 
the F-35 fighter programme, which 
had been expected to provide a major 
impetus to the Turkish arms industry 
and strengthen its airforce.

Against this background Turkey 
adopted a position of sitting on the 
fence between Russia and the western 
alliance, once the war in Ukraine 
began. It is a very precarious position, 
but results from several constraints.

Turkey imports its gas supplies 
from Russia, mostly coming via 
undersea pipelines. On the other 
hand, it exports its agricultural 
produce to both Russia and Ukraine, 
and like many other countries 
imports grain and vegetable oil from 
Ukraine. Turkey used to cooperate 
with Ukraine in the manufacture of 
turboprop engines for its burgeoning 
aircraft and drone industry, and was 
planning to develop turbofan engines 
together for the next generation of 
heavier and faster drones.

On the other hand, Turkey 
wants Russia to remain in Syria 
and maintain its agreed position on 
the ceasefire line between Turkish-
occupied and Islamist-controlled 

zones. Currently the Syrian advanced 
line provides Turkey with a stable 
zone of occupation, which is being 
prepared for eventual annexation.

Turkey also favours the American 
presence in Syria - minus its support 
to Kurdish freedom fighters. Several 
times Turkey has offered further 
cooperation with US forces if they 
drop their Kurdish ally. Meanwhile, 
the Iraqi Kurdish regional government 
under Masrour Barzani is quite 
accommodating to Turkish demands, 
and is prepared to fill in any vacuum 
created by the defeat and dissolution 
of the Kurdish YPG (People’s 
Defence Units).

In 2019 when Turkey was poised 
to invade northern Syria, Donald 
Trump sent an infamous letter to 
stop Erdoğan, ending with the phrase 
“Don’t be a tough guy. Don’t be 
a fool!”. That did not make him a 
favourite of the Turkish government. 
In the same letter Trump referred 
to a YPG commander as “general 
Mazloum”, but, if Turkey goes ahead 
with the invasion, “I don’t want to be 
responsible for destroying the Turkish 
economy - and I will”.

So, when Turkey states its 
objection to the enlargement of 
Nato into Finland and Sweden, it is 
actually part of its attempts to gain 
concessions in many spheres. It has 
tried its hand using the Russian card 
against the west in the past, but that 
did not produce the expected results.

Now there is another opportunity 
to ‘peddle the old carpet’ of Turkey’s 
geopolitical position in order to 
garner support for Erdoğan internally, 
as well as promoting the Turkish 
state’s avowed aims of expanding its 
sphere of influence, annexing more 
land in northern Mesopotamia and 
suppressing the Kurdish freedom 
movement. But, now that the ante 
has been upped, it will be interesting 
to see whether this tactic works - or 
backfires l

TURKEY

Finland and Sweden: Nato membership on hold
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About-turn at the top
While Democrats stampede to back the war, writes Daniel Lazare, it is the Republican right which is now 
anti-war

Remember when a handful 
of young congressional 
progressives calling 

themselves ‘the Squad’ were going to 
take over the US Democratic Party? 
The big news is that the Democratic 
Party has now taken over the Squad!

The capture occurred last week 
when the House of Representatives 
approved a $40 billion aid package 
for Ukraine. The vote was so quick 
and enthusiastic that even the gung-
ho New York Times worried about 
whether Congress was rushing into 
war “with little public debate about 
the Biden administration’s strategy, 
whether the volume of military 
assistance could escalate the conflict, 
or whether domestic priorities are 
being pushed aside to accommodate 
the huge expenditures overseas”.1

The Times is right, since the 
appropriation, which comes on the 
heels of a $13.6 billion emergency aid 
package in March, will undoubtedly 
drive the conflict to new heights, 
while siphoning off funds that might 
otherwise go to social programmes.

But it is not just the rush to 
judgment that matters: there is 
also the numbers. The vote was 
overwhelming, with more than 
150 Republicans voting for the 
aid package, along with 100% of 
Democrats. This includes the Squad, 
whose original four members - 
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (New 
York), Ilhan Omar (Minnesota), 
Rashida Tlaib (Michigan) and 
Ayanna Pressley (Massachusetts) 
- caused such a splash when they 
came together in 2018. Members of 
the Squad may have uttered a few 
mild complaints about the unfairness 
of anti-Russian sanctions during the 
first few days of the war. But, once 
the all-important funding package 
came up for a vote on May 10, they 
were all on board.

The results cannot help but 
summon up memories of the ‘spirit 
of 1914’, when all major parties in 
the German Reichstag, including 
the Social Democrats, voted to fund 
the Great War. It was a lemming-
like march to the sea that led to 
roughly 10 million military deaths 
and perhaps eight million civilian 
fatalities as well.

But there is one big difference. 
Where the Reichstag vote was 
unanimous, the vote in the US House 
of Representatives was not, since 57 
Republicans voted against. That was 
the other big news last week: while 
one anti-war movement is closing 
up shop on the liberal left, another is 
opening up on the radical right!

As far as war policy goes, the 
two parties are thus switching sides, 
with last year’s doves turning into 
this year’s hawks and last year’s 
hawks turning into … well, if not 
doves, then at least isolationists. 
The shift has been in the works for 
years, but the latest stage began only 
in March, when three Republicans 
voted against a ‘stand with Ukraine’ 
resolution expressing support for 
Ukrainian sovereignty.

The three representatives were 
Paul Gosar of Arizona, Thomas 
Massie of Kentucky and Matt 
Rosendale of Montana - all ultra-
conservatives of the most ghoulish 
sort. Gosar, for instance, was so 
deeply implicated in the January 
2021 Capitol Hill insurrection that six 
of his brothers and sisters took out a 
television ad calling for his expulsion 
from the House. Massie is a rural 
libertarian best known for tweeting a 

picture of himself, his wife and his 
kids fondling assault rifles and Uzis 
in front of a Christmas tree (“Santa, 
please bring ammo”, the caption 
reads.)2 Rosendale is a rancher who 
is anti-immigrant and anti-abortion, 
yet entirely ‘pro’, when it comes 
to Donald Trump’s ‘Stop the Steal’ 
movement aimed at cancelling the 
2020 presidential election.

One Republican dismissed the 
trio as “unreal”, while Democrats 
called them “truly despicable.”3 But 
their numbers started to multiply 
when eight Republicans came out 
against suspending trade privileges 
for Russia a couple of weeks later, 
followed by 17 opposing a resolution 
supporting Moldova against alleged 
Russian threats, and 19 opposing 
a similar resolution on behalf of 
Georgia.4

On May 9, finally, Trump 
endorsed Massie in an upcoming 
Republican primary election after 
dismissing him a few years earlier 
as “a third-rate grandstander”. It 
was a sign that Trump was turning 
against the war and wanted other 
Republicans to follow suit. War-
bashing was suddenly turning into 
the Republicans’ favourite indoor 
sport.

Indeed, on May 12 Republican 
Rand Paul, Massie’s fellow Kentucky 
isolationist, used his Senate 
privileges to stop the $40 billion bill 
when it reached the upper chamber. 
Rand’s reasons were those of a 
classic rightwing tight-wad: “This is 
the second spending bill for Ukraine 
in two months. And this bill is three 
times larger than the first. Congress 

just wants to keep on spending and 
spending.” Rand was happy to play 
Scrooge.

Same issues
There is little question that the Senate 
will override the veto in the coming 
days. But, with Trump’s grip on the 
party strengthening by the week, the 
thunder on the right can only grow. It 
is as if an ultra-nationalist minority 
had voted against war credits in the 
old Reichstag, thereby getting a jump 
on events four years later, when anti-
war sentiment turned explosive. The 
dynamics may be different second 
time round, but many of the issues 
are the same.

War weariness is one. As 
exhausted as Americans were after 
20 years of ‘forever wars’ in the 
wake of 9/11, last summer’s Afghan 
debacle made it even worse. It was 
not just the chaotic scenes at Kabul 
airport or a disastrous drone strike 
on a supposed Islamic State cell that 
killed 10 civilians, seven of them 
children. Rather, it was the steady 
drumbeat of assurances that all was 
going according to plan and there 
would be no Saigon-style panicky 
escape - which, of course, proved to 
be untrue.

To be sure, the same intelligence 
agencies would correctly predict 
Putin’s entry into Ukraine six months 
later. But it is hardly enough to 
restore confidence in the conduct of 
the war as a whole. The longer the 
war drags on, the more impatience 
will grow; and the more TV analysts 
promise that victory is just around the 
corner, the hollower they will sound. 

The unrelenting war propaganda on 
the part of the corporate media is 
bound to backfire, while efforts to 
blame widespread Nazi influence in 
the Ukrainian military on Russian 
disinformation will make it even 
worse.

Then there is the economy, 
which, as even the Squad may have 
noticed, is not doing well. Inflation 
is mounting, stock markets are in 
turmoil and a major food crisis is 
gathering force in the developing 
world. As the ‘misery index’ grows, 
the upshot will be political instability 
not only in the global south, but in the 
US, where voters are likely to take 
their anger out on Democrats and 
their pro-war policies in November’s 
midterm elections.

So the anti-war movement will 
return - but not as far as the liberal left 
is concerned, since it has effectively 
taken itself out of the picture. Instead, 
it will return on the ultra-right, as 
Republicans use all that pent-up 
anger and resentment to torture poor 
Joe Biden and make the second half 
of his term pure hell. Whether it is 
impeachment or an investigation into 
the business activities of his crack-
addled son, Hunter, the results will 
be painful and disorienting.

The process can be summarised 
as follows. As the Squad joins 
with other Democrats in closing 
ranks behind the war, it will be the 
ultra-right that reaps the benefits of 
rising dissatisfaction. Republicans 
will use such anger to shift politics 
in the direction of the rightwing 
authoritarianism that America 
caught a glimpse of in early 2021 - 

only this time on a broader scale and 
on a more effective basis to boot. 
For more than a year, Republicans 
have been using ‘Stop the Steal’ to 
pack state governments with election 
officials supposedly committed to 
undoing the grand theft of 2020 - but, 
in reality, rigging the machinery so 
as to insure a real theft in 2024.

Meanwhile, Republicans are 
raging against the war like student 
radicals in the 1960s. “We are sending 
so many weapons to Ukraine that we 
are depleting our own stockpiles,” 
Florida Republican Matt Gaetz said 
last week. “And these weapons 
aren’t just ending up in the hands 
of the Ukrainian military either,” he 
went on:

Many of these are ending up in 
the hands of the Azov battalion. 
Forty House Democrats called 
them a neo-Nazi foreign terrorist 
organisation just three years 
ago. Now that they’re killing 
Russians, are these avowed 
ethno-nationalists apparently not 
so bad? Democrats go on a daily 
snipe-hunt for white supremacy 
here in America, yet they’re fine 
giving rockets to actual white 
supremacists in Ukraine. Taking 
the position that we arm anyone 
to the teeth who will shoot at 
Russians has actually not worked 
for America. It’s Javelins to neo-
Nazis today, Stinger missiles to 
the mujahideen in Afghanistan 
yesterday. In Syria - another 
conflict that Washington had 
consensus on - we supplied 
jihadist terrorists in their fight 
against Assad.5

Gaetz is still a far-right creep who 
tried to speed up executions in 
Florida state prisons, defended the 
state’s ‘stand your ground’ law that 
led to the death of black teenager 
Trayvon Martin, blamed the Capitol 
Hill insurrection on leftwing anti-
fascists “masquerading as Trump 
supporters” - and also turns out to 
have significant neo-Nazis ties of his 
own.6 But his speech was better than 
anything Bernie Sanders had to say 
on the subject, which was basically 
to echo Biden by declaring that “the 
Russian people are not our enemies: 
it is their autocracy and the crooks 
and the evil people that run that 
country”.7

So, after a lifetime of criticising 
the Pentagon, Bernie is now pro-war, 
while Gaetz is anti - which makes the 
about-face in Congress all the more 
dizzying.

But that is the point: to confuse 
and disorient American voters, so that 
the rightward thrust intensifies. By 
hopping on the pro-war bandwagon 
and blasting Republicans for 
refusing to do likewise, Democrats 
are helping to speed the process 
along l

Notes
1. www.nytimes.com/2022/05/10/us/politics/
congress-ukraine-aid-questions.html.
2.  twitter.com/RepThomasMassie/
status/1467197523127422979.
3. www.independent.co.uk/news/world/
americas/us-politics/republicans-ukraine-
gosar-rosendale-massie-b2027486.html.
4. www.washingtonpost.com/
politics/2022/05/14/antiukraine-republicans.
5. www.cnsnews.com/article/washington/
michael-w-chapman/rep-gaetz-we-are-
sleepwalking-war-regime-change-russia-goal.
6. www.theguardian.com/us-news/2018/
feb/01/state-of-the-union-matt-gaetz-charles-
johnson.
7. www.youtube.com/watch?v=L0NGWaf_
Gco.
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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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Luxury amidst poverty
Soaring prices and shortages of basic foodstuffs have triggered anti-government 
protests and riots, reports Yassamine Mather

In the week when the governor 
of the Bank of England talked of 
apocalyptic food shortages in the 

UK, and when inflation is approaching 
double figures in Britain, it does not 
take much to understand how the war 
in Ukraine, India’s decision to ban 
wheat exports and the rising price of 
fuel have affected the price of food 
in the global south and added to the 
misery of its peoples.

India’s decision came after wheat 
prices rose to record highs - in some 
spot markets hitting 25,000 rupees 
($320) per tonne, well above the 
government’s minimum support price 
of 20,150 rupees ($260). All this when 
global agricultural markets are under 
severe pressure following Russia’s 
invasion of Ukraine. According to 
German foreign minister Annalena 
Baerbock, up to 50 million people, 
particularly in Africa and the Middle 
East, would face hunger in the coming 
months unless ways are found to 
release Ukrainian grain, which 
accounts for a sizeable share of the 
worldwide supply.

When it comes to Iran’s Islamic 
Republic, you have to add the 
growing effects of US and European 
sanctions, plus decades of economic 
mismanagement - not to forget 
rampant corruption and the way 
senior clerics and leaders of the 
revolutionary guards continue to 
use the black market to accumulate 
astronomic wealth, while the majority 
of the population face poverty. 
Iranians have seen spiralling inflation 
and subsequent food price increases 
long before the war in Ukraine started, 
but the situation has deteriorated 
considerably over the last few weeks.

One of the immediate effects of 
sanctions has been the constant drop 
in the value of the Iranian currency 
and the inevitable rise in the price 
of food imports. Most Iranians had 
become accustomed to filling their 
stomachs with carbohydrates. Rice 
- part of the country’s staple diet - is 
no longer affordable for many. Iran 
used to have rice fields, but senior 
clerics and their allies in the top ranks 
of the revolutionary guards realised 
that large profits could be made 
through importing rice. As a result, 
the lack of support for this type of 
agriculture, in addition to a shortage 
of water necessary for irrigation, has 
resulted in the destruction of most 
of the country’s rice fields. In 2020, 

Iran paid $885 million for imported 
rice, becoming the world’s fifth 
largest importer. However, in 2022, 
as uncertainty over the nuclear deal 
grows, the country has a budget deficit 
of $21 billion. The value of the Iranian 
currency is falling to such an extent 
that in the last few months eating 
rice-based food has become a luxury. 
A 10kg bag of rice now costs more 
than one million tomans ($33) - well 
beyond the budget of even middle 
class families. That is why most 
Iranians have turned to bread and 
pasta to feed their families.

In the last few weeks the country 
has also witnessed shortages of wheat 
and cooking oil. Then, to add insult to 
injury, the government of president 
Ibrahim Raisi removed the subsidies 
on ‘artisan’ bread and pasta, and, 
although it has promised to retain 
subsidies on flat bread until the end 
of 2023, most Iranians are sceptical as 
to whether this promise will be kept. 
Over the last few years the Islamic 
Republic has faced pressure from 
the International Monetary Fund and 
the World Bank to reduce/abolish 
subsidies on many commodities as 
part of the conditions for the loans it 
has accepted from these institutions. 
However, in the current climate of 
global tension - and the absence of a 
nuclear deal that would herald the end 
of western sanctions - the government 
faces a foreign exchange crisis. So it 
has cut back on its budget and state 
subsidies, causing price hikes of 300% 
for a variety of flour-based staples.

The Islamic government’s official 
website tells us that subsidies have 
had to be cut, as many middlemen 
were buying subsidised flour from 
local industrial businesses with a 
surplus to smuggle abroad and make a 
huge profit. For most Iranians none of 
this matters: they relied on subsidies, 
and the unexpected cuts have led to 
scarcity of pasta in stores, as people 
rushed to buy it at the old prices. All 
this has been followed by protests and 
riots in many places. According to the 
MP, Ahmad Avai, at least one person 
was killed in the city of Dezful.

Government media outlets are 
claiming that demonstrators attacked 
shops and set fire to a mosque, and 
that dozens were arrested. But the 
authorities’ main concerns are about 
the slogans shouted by the crowds, 
directed against Raisi and supreme 
leader Ali Khamenei. They have 

been widely shared on social media: 
“Raisi, have some shame, let go of the 
country!” “Death to Khamenei, death 
to Raisi!” … As a result the internet 
was cut for several hours in most 
Iranian cities - a well tested move by 
the regime to prevent protestors from 
communicating with each other.

Tensions
All this came after weeks of mounting 
tension between the various groups 
within the conservative faction of the 
Islamic regime, which currently holds 
the reins. In the 2021 presidential 
elections, the conservative cleric, 
Ibrahim Raisi, was elected, which 
ensured that both the parliament and 
the government were firmly controlled 
by the traditionalists. Having lost 
power, most of the regime’s reformist 
politicians have moved considerably 
to the right, and these days look more 
favourably to the west.

However, we are seeing cracks 
within the conservative faction - in 
particular between the group led 
by Raisi and the one headed by 
parliament speaker Mohammad Baqer 
Qalibaf, former mayor of Tehran and 
commander of the revolutionary 
guards. A few weeks ago a scandal 
broke out after photos appeared 
on social media showing Qalibaf’s 
daughter and son-in-law in Turkey 
purchasing various luxury goods 
totalling millions of dollars. This 
from the daughter of a politician who 
“champions domestic production” at a 
time when most of the country cannot 
afford basic food. Qalibaf blamed 
Raisi’s allies for the ensuing outrage 
against him. Amir Hossein Sabeti, a 
conservative journalist, tweeted on 
April 20 that Iranians had greater 
tolerance of hardship during the 1980-
88 Iran-Iraq war compared to today, 
because officials at that time did not 
“live in palaces” and “buy layette sets 
from abroad”.

It was no surprise that some 
conservative groups started blaming 
Raisi for the riots against food prices. 
The rightwing paper, Jomhouri 
Eslami (‘Islamic Republic’), called 
on the president to resign. After 
all, he was the candidate who had 
promised to ‘eradicate poverty’, 
while ‘kicking the United States out 
of the region’. But on May 9 Raisi 
addressed the nation, saying he would 
not evade making “hard decisions” 
and called on people “not to panic”. 

He also promised ‘electronic 
coupons’ to reduce the impact of 
the price rises and announced that a 
monthly “subsistence allowance” of 
four million rials ($13.4) would be 
allocated to each citizen. Far from 
reassuring the population, Raisi’s 
address created more “panic”, as 
people rushed to supermarkets to 
stock up on goods.

The state department in the US 
has expressed solidarity with the 
protestors, prompting an angry 
response from a number of workers’ 
organisations. The Haft Tapeh 
union, which has headed various 
protests against privatisation, issued 
a statement saying we ‘don’t want 
support’ from a country responsible 
for causing wars and creating 
economic disaster for the global south.

We need to remember that part of 
the problem is that successive Iranian 
governments - whatever their label, 
conservative or reformist - have 
adhered to the IMF and World Bank 
‘restructuring’ programmes, which 
are part of the explanation for the 
growing gap between rich and poor. 
This gap is a reflection of the constant 
striving of governments to keep up 
with global capital’s demands for 
the abolition of state subsidies and 
for privatisation. The official rate 
of unemployment (below 12%) is 
nowhere near the real figure, even 
if we take into account low-paid, 
precarious employment. No-one has 
job security - unless, of course, they 
are associated with a faction of the 
regime or the security forces.

In such circumstances mass 
opposition is inevitable. However, for 
the time being it is unlikely that the 
working class will be able to assert 
itself. True, there have been strikes 
and protests by teachers, sugar-cane 
and steel workers, while bus workers 
in Tehran walked out on May 18, 
but the reality is that the ‘capitalist 
mullahs’ (as people are calling them in 
the streets of Tehran) have managed to 
decimate the organised working class. 
Steel and oil workers are no longer 
employed by single, state-owned 
industries. Large industrial complexes 
are subcontracting every aspect of 
work to smaller contractors.

As a result, organising industry-
wide strikes, let alone nationwide 
strike action (a significant factor in 
the overthrow of the shah’s regime), 
is far harder l
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In city after city protests erupt
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Don’t mention Jeremy
The NEC is now dominated by the right and arrogantly rides roughshod over rules not to its liking. Clive Dean 
of Labour Party Marxists ridicules the debilitating illusions of the Campaign for Labour Party Democracy

On May 16 the Labour Party 
selected Simon Lightwood as 
candidate for the forthcoming 

Wakefield by-election, caused by the 
resignation of disgraced Tory MP, 
Imran Khan.

However, just before the vote 
between the two shortlisted Starmerite 
hopefuls, the 16-strong Constituency 
Labour Party executive resigned en 
masse and led a walkout from the 
selection meeting. This was in protest 
at the way the process had been 
rigged to exclude any meaningful 
involvement of local members, 
contrary to party rules.

A rule change was passed at the 
Labour conference last September 
that requires a majority of local 
representatives on the panel selecting 
the shortlist for a parliamentary by-
election. However, as in the three 
previous by-elections, this rule has 
been ignored by the party’s national 
executive committee, with just a 
single local voice allowed on the panel 
of five.1

You might think this arrogant 
disregard for the rules by the NEC 
would deter those claiming to be 
on the party’s ‘left’ from placing 
their hopes in further tinkering rule 
changes, but far from it. A recent 
email to members of the Campaign 
for Labour Party Democracy (entitled 
‘Justice for Jeremy - should be the 
priority at annual conference!’) is 
urging its members to promote a 
rule change through their CLPs. This 
particular change is intended to allow 
Jeremy Corbyn to stand as an official 
Labour candidate in the next general 
election, even though he has been 
suspended from the Parliamentary 
Labour Party precisely to prevent him 
from standing.

To achieve this trick requires some 
legalese in wording. The rule being 
changed currently begins: “If a CLP is 
represented in parliament by a member 
of the PLP …”; and is followed by 
sub-clauses detailing the processes 
for trigger ballots and reselection. The 
proposed new wording reads:

If a CLP is represented in parliament 
by either a member of the PLP or 
by a member of the Labour Party 
who has not had their membership 
rights to stand in internal selections 
to represent the party as a publicly 
elected representative suspended 
under the provisions of chapters 1, 
2 or 6 of this rule book …

… then a further sub-clause is added 
to nullify any selection rushed through 
before this year’s conference in an 
effort to beat the rule change. The 
whole thing is a blatant contrivance 
to allow Jeremy Corbyn to keep 
his Islington North seat despite the 
machinations of Starmer and the 
PLP. After all, though he remains 
suspended from the PLP, he was 
reinstated as a Labour Party member 
in November 2020 after a 19-day 
suspension. But this rule change has a 
novel extra hurdle to clear. The CLPD 
provides guidance on how to move it 
within your CLP. 

It points out:

Under the draconian restrictions on 
free speech that have been imposed 
on official Labour Party meetings it 
is not permitted to mention Jeremy 
Corbyn or discuss why he should 
be treated fairly by the party. This 
is a result of the extraordinary 
instructions that the general 
secretary has issued.

CLPD strongly advises Jeremy’s 
name should not be mentioned in 
any Labour Party meeting (branch 
or CLP) in connection with this 
rule change. It is not necessary to 
mention him in official meetings 
in order to explain the need for the 
rule book to be democratised in this 
way.

Pantomime
If the movers are unable to articulate 
the real purpose of the rule change in 
their speeches, then presumably they 
will have to use some other creative 

method to get the message across. It 
will be interesting to see how many 
CLPs manage to successfully submit 
this rule change before the deadline on 
June 17.

Then the real fun will begin. 
First it will need to be accepted as a 
valid rule change by the conference 
arrangements committee. In recent 
years this body has been tolerant of 
controversial proposals, correctly 
leaving it to conference to pass or 
reject them. However, there is no 
left majority here, so no guarantee 
it will reach conference floor. If it 
does, then no doubt it will be strongly 
opposed by the NEC (which now has 
a significant rightwing majority). That 
does not automatically mean it will 
fall - the NEC opposed the successful 
‘by-election selections’ rule change 
referred to above. But every other 
CLP rule change fell last year.

There is a good chance that the 
majority of delegates representing 
CLPs will vote for it, but its real fate 

will be decided by trade union block 
votes. Here the horse-trading behind 
closed doors comes into play. Even if 
you have it in black and white, passed 
by your union’s full policy conference, 
there is nothing to stop the delegation 
to conference voting the other way as 
part of a bigger deal brokered by the 
general secretary.

But say, despite everything, the left 
has a good conference and the rule 
change is passed. What should we 
expect? Well, the NEC could easily 
get around it, as it has been doing 
with the ‘by-elections selections’ rule. 
Here it simply ‘determined’ that it was 
‘inexpertly drafted’ and required NEC 
guidance to ‘clarify’ it. This guidance 
effectively turned it on its head, giving 
the NEC, instead of the local CLPs, a 
majority on the selection panels.

A more likely outcome is that the 
NEC will simply suspend Jeremy 
Corbyn over some other issue - perhaps 
something he has said criticising Nato 
during the war in Ukraine could 

form the basis of a complaint - and 
suspensions in the Labour Party can 
drag on for years. Whatever happens, 
the current balance of forces in Labour 
points to another defeat for the left, 
and no Jeremy on the ballot paper.

Clearly this whole pantomime is 
not the correct way for the Labour 
left to regroup and begin a fightback 
following the devastating defeats 
of the last two and a half years. The 
Corbyn period provided the left with 
the opportunity to put its strategy and 
tactics to the test, but they were found 
to be wanting. This is not the time for 
‘back to business as usual’, as groups 
like the CLPD maintain: it is time to 
question everything, especially what 
socialism means, and what needs to 
change in the Labour Party to bring it 
about. The CLPD as an organisation 
is unworthy of its name. The changes 
it promotes just tinker around the 
edges of the rule book, and any ‘left’ 
victory it might win is dependent on a 
coalition with the right wing - and we 
have seen where that leads.

The CLPD will not call for the 
kind of democracy we need to 
transform the Labour Party into a 
genuine workers’ party. It is even 
against introducing democracy into 
the left itself. At its AGM earlier this 
year, questions were asked about 
its role in the secretive Centre Left 
Grassroots Alliance (CLGA) and the 
way it imposed left candidates for 
internal party elections. The top-table 
reply was that the CLGA would not 
be expanded if it meant including left 
groups where some members had 
been expelled from Labour. And there 
was no chance of any transparency, 
because the groups that made up the 
CLGA were sovereign organisations 
and anyway there was no need to 
change things: the current set-up was 
delivering.

In order to make real progress, 
the Labour left requires its victories 
in the party to be accompanied by 
the destruction of the fortresses of 
the right - the party bureaucracy and 
domination by the PLP. This means 
defeating that part of the party that 
is loyal to the British state and US 
imperialism. Such an approach has to 
be based on the ideas of class struggle, 
the ideas of Marxism. Anything else 
will just take us further down the 
Corbyn sinkhole l
Notes
1.  labourlist.org/2022/05/exclusive-labour-
accused-of-breaching-rules-in-wakefield-
candidate-selection.
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Days of glory are long gone
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