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Juggling with CO2
Jim Moody walks on stage like a 
star juggler, tosses a number of balls 
in the air (very impressive), but 
then walks off, leaving them to fall 
disconnectedly to the floor (Letters, 
July 7). The facts and theories he 
tosses into the arena may or may 
not be impressive, but they are not 
relevant.

They have no connection to what 
I was talking about. I was talking of 
the need to open the new Woodhouse 
Colliery at Witehaven in Copeland, 
the 14th most socially deprived 
area of Britain - all the coalfield 
communities now following the 
politically orientated slaughter of 
the coal industry are among the 
most socially deprived of any on 
this island. This mine will provide 
coal to make steel in Britain and 
Europe - currently using coal mainly 
from Appalachia, produced by the 
most environmentally destructive 
strip mine ‘mountain top removal’ 
methods by non-union miners.

That coal produces CO2 when it 
is transformed into coke for steel 
production. It also has an additional 
CO2 feature of having been shipped 
halfway across the world in diesel-
powered vessels. The coal from 
Whitehaven will be supplied on the 
doorstep and, last time I looked, its 
European market is much closer than 
bringing it from the USA. This mine 
will be organised by the National 
Union of Mineworkers and it has had 
to meet 100 stringent environmental 
conditions, none of which apply to 
the operations in Appalachia. 

Britain uses steel, it makes steel; if 
it didn’t it would import steel which 
someone else made. Either option 
produces CO2. Opening this mine 
or not doesn’t stop the production of 
that CO2 except to slightly increase 
or decrease it, but if you want the 
steel, and we do, you get the CO2. 
You can say we are ‘net zero’ and 
CO2-free, but all you really mean is 
we don’t produce it - we let someone 
produce our CO2, but it’s the same 
air and we are not exempt from it. 

Coal and steel will not be 
divorced. Coal and steel can be 
divorced from CO2, as stated in 
my original piece. Carbon capture 
and storage is, contrary to Jim’s 
assertion, well understood and 
relatively easy to secure. For a bloke 
who purports to have knowledge 
of this subject, putting forward the 
lame brain nonsense that ‘it might 
leak’ is almost laughable. Vast and 
now empty caverns which housed - 
for over a hundred million years of 
planetary convulsions, eruptions and 
galactic bombardments - millions 
of gallons of oil and gas, and didn’t 
leak, are highly - but highly - 
unlikely to ‘leak’. CO2 changes its 
composition under pressure when 
pumped underground and stops 
being a gas. It’s not like some captive 
creature floating around waiting to 
be let out! The weak spot is alleged 
to be the seal with which we plug 
the hole, or the channel down which 
the gas is pumped. Really, the seal 
will be harder than the original 
rock, the channel more secure than 
the one used to extract the oil or 
gas in the first place. Even if it did 
leak, it would mean tiny amounts of 
CO2 going skyward, as against the 
unabated, uninhibited release which 
we currently now have worldwide. 
That would only be if Britain 
continued to produce its own steel, 
but the green dream is for us not 
to do it - so the steel Britain needs 
would be made by conventional 

methods and the CO2 produced and 
released as it is now. 

The cost of steel determines 
much of  the cost of production of 
everything we use. Hydrogenised, 
hydro-powered, non-carbon steel 
production is not going to displace 
blast-furnace steel. British steel 
- indeed world steel - will not be 
produced in this way: coal will have 
a long and happy life with steel for 
the foreseeable future. As I say, if 
steel is ever displaced (probably 
in two centuries time), it will be 
because we will use a different 
substance than steel and not because 
we have changed from blast furnaces 
for worldwide carbon-free steel.

Finally, yes, of course, about 60% 
or more steel produced in Britain is 
recycled blast-furnace steel, which 
doesn’t need new coal and coke. But, 
as stated originally, this steel will not 
be flying at high altitudes, plunging 
the depth of oceans or constructing 
any wind turbines.

All of which brings us back to the 
Woodhouse mine, in an area which 
has seen 500 direct jobs in mining 
and 1,500 related jobs lost since the 
closure of the mines. Reorganisation 
of the NUM, reduction in CO2 
emissions, carbon neutrality in the 
mining process and operation itself - 
that is one choice: the other is letting 
the kids rot on the dole, letting the 
communities die on the scrapheap 
and letting coal be superexploited 
in environmentally destructive, US 
non-union strip mines. In reality 
there are no ‘green jobs’ involved 
- if there were, they would almost 
certainly depend on the production 
of steel using coal.
David John Douglass
In support of Woodhouse Mine and NUM

Outrage?
Mike Macnair provides us with 
some fascinating details of the 
posthumously published work 
Beyond Leviathan: critique of the 
state by István Mészáros - but he 
writes a very careful and one-sided 
critique of the political essence of the 
work and the author.

I encountered Mészáros and his 
works when Cliff Slaughter was 
heavily promoting them in the post-
split Workers Revolutionary Party 
and what became the Movement for 
Socialism (MfS) in the 1980s. I wrote 
extensively on them in In Defence of 
Trotskyism No2 (summer 2011) and 
subsequent online articles which 
recounted how the MfS renounced 
Trotskyism via the Stalinist, István 
Mészáros, in his Beyond capital.

Comrade Mike points out the 
essence of Mészáros’s position that 
attracted Slaughter so much: “the 
proposition that capital (considered 
as the principle of a social order) 
had not reached its limits at the time 
when Marx was writing, or at the 
time of World War I and the Russian 
Revolution, but has now done so. 
These arguments are here applied to 
the state as such … the state’s time is 
now coming to an end.”

This is just so much objectivist 
nonsense to rubbish the Russian 
Revolution, Lenin, Trotsky and 
Bolshevism and attribute the only 
progressive role in the whole affair 
to its grave-digger, Stalin. What are 
we to make of events in Sri Lanka 
today? Surely, they must understand 
that their time for socialist revolution 
is not ripe - have they got that 
magical 51% of the vote? Why does 
the state attempt to stop them with 
all its might? Why don’t these idiots 
understand the laws of history, as laid 
down by István Mészáros, like the 
miners’ strike in 1984 did not wait 
for a vote and neither did the Russian 
Revolution? An absolute rejection of 
the Marxist solution to the nature/
nurture argument: revolutionary 

leadership becomes a material force 
of history in revolutionary situations.

But what does Mészáros mean 
by “structural crisis”? Is this some 
version of the French philosophical 
‘structuralist Marxism’? According 
to Wikipedia, this was “a sociological 
bundle theory developed by Louis 
Althusser. Althusser argued that 
humans have no intrinsic qualities 
(or essence), but were socially 
produced accidents. These accidents 
are the creation of social structures 
and describing them allows us to 
describe both humans and the human 
condition.”

So there is no ‘democracy’ 
(irrelevant whether bourgeois or 
soviet apparently) in Russia and 
China, so Trotsky was wrong. 
Slaughter corrected Trotsky’s ‘errors’ 
thus: “Was Trotsky right when he 
wrote of the conditions being ‘fully 
ripe for the socialist revolution’? 
Now that we know the fate of the 
Russian Revolution and can make 
a confident prognosis concerning 
the likelihood of any genuine 
democracy in China, I think we must 
concede that he was not.” So back 
to socialism in a single country and 
out with world revolution and global 
class-consciousness for Slaughter 
here.

In an interview, ‘A structural crisis 
of the system’ with Socialist Review, 
conducted by Judith Orr and Patrick 
Ward in January 2009, Mészáros 
spells it out: “We have reached the 
historical limits of capital’s ability 
to control society. I don’t mean just 
banks and building societies, even 
though they cannot control those, 
but the rest … The only feasible 
alternative is the working class, 
which is the producer of everything 
which is necessary in our life. Why 
should they not be in control of 
what they produce? I always stress 
in every book that saying no is 
relatively easy, but we have to find 
the positive dimension.”

This piece of vague objectivism, 
combined with a utopian Owenite 
appeal to ‘reason’, has nothing to do 
with Marxism. Of course, we have 
not “reached the historical limits of 
capital’s ability to control society”. 
Their repressive state forces are 
very much intact and will continue 
to control society until the mass 
movement of the working class 
overthrows capitalism and institutes 
socialism on a global scale. This 
is presumably what he means by 
“the rest”, although we cannot see 
how he can claim that they cannot 
control the banks and building 
societies; in 2008 they bailed them 
out at enormous expense to the 
taxpayers internationally, precisely 
“controlling” them to serve free-
market capitalism, and they are now 
“controlling” the virtual destruction 
of the welfare states internationally 
by forcing the working class to pay 
for this largesse. Apparently, we will 
get “the only feasible alternative” by 
looking to the ‘positive dimension’; 
a better attitude will do wonders! 
So it is small wonder that such left 
bourgeois figures as Hugo Chávez 
find this view very attractive: “István 
Mészáros illuminates the path ahead. 
He points to the central argument we 
must make in order … to take to the 
offensive throughout the world in 
moving toward socialism.”

Comrade Mike is correct in 
citing Hillel Ticktin in his obituary 
of Mészáros, who “lacked a 
theoretically developed view of 
Stalinism” and “did not analyse 
in terms of the importance of real 
control from below, except in a 
somewhat arcane way”. And he is 
correct in saying: “… this book lacks 
a clear sense of the role of class in 
the problem of human emancipation. 
And, because it fails to confront the 

issue of the managerial bureaucracy 
of the workers’ movement 
directly and seek its unambiguous 
subordination, its aim of general 
emancipation can never return to the 
concrete.”

But where is his outrage at 
Mészáros’s contemptuous rejection 
of the heritage of the Russian 
Revolution, defended only by 
consistent Trotskyism today?
Gerry Downing
Socialist Fight

One country
I have been reading the exchanges 
between comrade Jack Conrad (‘The 
meaning of character’, June 30) and 
comrade Andrew Northall (Letters, 
July 7).

Some of the former’s remarks 
are ultra-leftist in my view, such 
as rejecting the idea that there can 
be national roads to socialism. He 
seems to imagine that the idea of 
world revolution excludes any such 
national road to socialism - you can’t 
be more ultra-leftist on this question 
than comrade Conrad.

Look at the big difference between 
Russia and China - both backward 
countries at the time, with a peasant 
majority. They showed great 
variations in how they approached 
the transition to socialism. Generally 
speaking (with the partial exception 
of the Communist Party of Britain’s 
programme, Britain’s road to 
socialism), the left hasn’t a clue 
about the best way to move towards 
socialism in advanced capitalist 
countries like Britain and the United 
States - both sides (Trotskyists and 
Stalinists) have to be criticised for 
different reasons.

The left has been polarised into 

Trotskyists and Stalinist for too long. 
Trotskyists need to realise that their 
erstwhile call for political revolution 
to rectify bureaucratisation 
represented ultra-leftism. The 
problem of the bureaucratic 
apparatus of a socialist state, and the 
social caste behind it, cannot be cured 
by political revolutions. Trotsky was 
not wrong to criticise bureaucracy, 
but the problem is that the solutions 
he offered were not realistic. They 
were ultra-leftist. 

On the other hand, Stalinists 
(referred to as “Stalinites” by Conrad, 
no doubt for factional reasons) 
need to wake up. The Soviet Union 
never built a society superior to the 
advanced capitalist countries, and 
that’s why it collapsed. Nevertheless, 
great advances were made in certain 
sectors, which showed the potential 
superiority of socialism over 
capitalism - we only have to think of 
Sputnik ...

But the Berlin Wall showed 
that Soviet-style socialism was 
not superior to western capitalism, 
although it had the potential to be 
so. The fact that the wall was built 
to keep people in, rather than out, 
showed that this potential was never 
reached. The only thing we can say 
is that if a backward country was 
able to make the advances which the 
Soviet Union made, in such a short 
space of time, what would advanced 
countries be able to do under a 
correct communist leadership?

The answer to this question is, of 
course, related to the energy issue, 
which most of the left, with their 
various programmes, ignore to one 
degree or another.
Tony Clark
Campaigning for Democratic Socialism

Online Communist Forum

Sunday July 24 5pm 
Ali Shariati: ideologue of the Iranian 

Revolution
Speaker: Lydia Apolinar

Sunday July 31 5pm 
A week in politics - political report from 
CPGB’s Provisional Central Committee 

and discussion
Use this link to join the meeting: 
communistparty.co.uk/ocf-register

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

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

Previous Online Communist Forum talks can be viewed at: 
youtube.com/c/CommunistPartyofGreatBritain

https://weeklyworker.co.uk/
https://communistparty.co.uk/ocf-register
https://communistparty.co.uk
http://www.labourpartymarxists.org.uk
mailto:Secretary%40labourpartymarxists.org.uk?subject=OCF
https://www.youtube.com/c/CommunistPartyofGreatBritain
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Can Marx’s ideas help understand the crisis?
Friday July 22, 1pm: Online meeting. The economic crisis is 
deepening. Can Marx’s ideas help us understand what is happening 
and what can be done about it? Speaker: Michael Roberts.
Organised by Arise: A Festival of Left Ideas:
www.facebook.com/events/1042865853258007.
We all want to just stop oil
Saturday July 23, 11am: National march and sit-down. Assemble 
at one of five London locations: Waterloo Station; Victoria Station; 
Angel Station; Euston Station; Paddington Station. March to 
Parliament Square. End new fossil fuel licensing and production! 
Properly tax fossil fuel companies, the super-rich and big business!
Provide cheap, green public transport! Insulate all our homes!
Organised by Just Stop Oil, and Peace and Justice Project:
www.weallwanttojuststopoil.com.
International Marxist university
Saturday July 23 to Tuesday July 26: Online school with 14 
sessions and nine watch parties across Britain for all sessions.
As capitalists bear down on the working class of all countries, it is 
the duty of Marxists to double down on the study of Marxist theory.
Organised by Socialist Appeal:
www.socialist.net/imu-2022-one-week-to-go.htm.
Cuba: solidarity, democracy, progress
Monday July 25, 7pm: Online public meeting. Socialist Cuba has 
been under US attack for 60 years through illegal blockade, sporadic 
terrorism and sustained political lies and propaganda. But Cuba’s 
solidarity defends its independence and socialism, and empowers its 
people in struggle. Speaker: Rob Miller (Cuba Solidarity Campaign).
Organised by the William Paul Society:
www.facebook.com/events/753912559360434.
Trade unions and imperialism
Tuesday July 26, 7pm: Onsite and online lecture, Marx Memorial 
Library, 37a Clerkenwell Green, London EC1. Speakers: Alex 
Gordon and Mary Davis. Examining imperialism, ‘labour 
aristocracy’, eugenics and racist ideology. Also why no mass Marxist 
party in Britain? - instead the ‘labourist’ compromise of the Labour 
Party. Organised by Marx Memorial Library:
www.marx-memorial-library.org.uk/event/371.
Hacking justice: Julian Assange
Wednesday July 27, 6.15pm: Film screening, Act One Cinema,
Old Acton Library, High Street, Acton, London W3. Followed by
Q and A with representatives from WikiLeaks and the Julian 
Assange Defence Committee. If Julian Assange is extradited to 
the United States, he will face a sentence of up to 175 years for 
publicising US war crimes, including torture, murder and human 
rights abuses. Organised by Ealing Amnesty Group:
www.facebook.com/events/2006475179524351.
The lives and ideas of the left: Carlo Tresca
Thursday July 28, 6pm: Weekly online education series. 
Introduction by Dan Lazare, followed by discussion.
Organised by Labour Left Alliance:
www.facebook.com/LabourLeftAlliance.
Gaza fights for freedom
Thursday July 28, 7pm: Film screening, St Peter’s Church, Church 
Street, Chalvey, Slough SL1. This documentary film created by 
Abby Martin peeks into the terror inflicted upon the people of the 
Gaza Strip on a daily basis by Israel. Free admission.
Organised by Slough and East Berks Palestine Solidarity Campaign:
www.facebook.com/SloughPSC.
Big Ride for Palestine welcome rally
Sunday July 31, 12.15pm: Final stage of cycling event, Platt Fields 
Park, Manchester M14. Around 250 cyclists will participate in this 
three-day fundraiser from Derby, in solidarity with the people of 
Palestine against the apartheid practices of the Israeli state.
Organised by The Big Ride for Palestine 2022:
www.thebigride4palestine.com/big-ride-summer-2022.
Britain’s militarised policing industrial complex
Thursday August 4, 6pm: Online launch of ‘A very British 
problem’: The evolution of Britain’s militarised policing industrial 
complex. This report explores the increasingly militarised nature of 
British policing. Speakers include the author, Dr Keren Weitzberg.
Organised by Campaign Against Arms Trade:
caat.org.uk/events/report-launch-a-very-british-problem.
Barclays: banking on apartheid
Tuesday August 9, 6pm: Online campaign launch. Militarised 
violence against the Palestinian people is a central feature of Israel’s 
occupation and apartheid regime. Israel trades in arms with dozens 
of countries, including the UK. Banks like Barclays facilitate this 
trade. Campaign to demand Barclays end their complicity.
Organised by Palestine Solidarity Campaign and War on Want:
palestinecampaign.org/events/barclays-banking-on-apartheid-2.
Peterloo march for democracy
Sunday August 14, 12.30pm: March followed by speeches and 
entertainment. Assemble Piccadilly Gardens, Manchester M1.
A celebration of democracy and how to actually implement it. 
Also remembering the Peterloo massacre. Speakers include Jeremy 
Corbyn, Ricky Tomlinson, Stella Assange and Laura Pidcock.
Organised by The Word newspaper and Oldham Trades Council:
www.facebook.com/groups/770925089714393.
CPGB wills
Remember the CPGB and keep the struggle going. Put our party’s 
name and address, together with the amount you wish to leave, in 
your will. If you need further help, do not hesitate to contact us.

Notes
1. www.bbc.co.uk/news/blogs-the-
papers-62231856.
2. www.metoffice.gov.uk/about-us/press-
office/news/weather-and-climate/2022/red-
extreme-heat-warning.
3. www.theguardian.com/world/extreme-
weather.
4. www.shponline.co.uk/occupational-health/
impact-of-heatwaves-on-workers-health-
safety-and-wellbeing; www.researchgate.net/
publication/45513548_The_Social_Impacts_
Of_Heat_Waves.
5. ukcop26.org; climate.nasa.gov/evidence; 
www.ipcc.ch/about.

Phew, what a scorcher
As temperatures hit record highs, James Harvey pours scorn 
on the Johnson government’s totally inadequate targets and the 
backtracking by the leadership candidates, not least Liz Truss and 
Rishi Sunak

For once even Tory-supporting 
newspaper headlines captured 
it perfectly: “Britain ignites,” 

said The Daily Telegraph, while for 
the Daily Express “Britain burns”, 
as “wildfires rage on the hottest 
day in history”. The Daily Mail, 
which had previously pooh-poohed 
concerns about the impact of rising 
temperatures as “the whining of 
snowflakes”, reported the “nightmare 
of wildfires” in suburban London on 
its front page.1

Instead of the usual ‘phew, what 
a scorcher’ headlines and pictures 
of sunbathers in London parks and 
crowded beaches, which usually 
accompany just a few days of 
summer weather in Britain, the 
media - both in the days leading up 
to the UK’s hottest day on record and 
subsequently - adopted a different 
tone, which reflected both the official 
warnings about the impact of high 
temperatures on both individuals and 
infrastructure, and the way that this 
‘unprecedented weather’ was being 
widely linked to climate change and 
global warming.

Certainly, the amber and red 
severe weather warnings from the 
Met Office about a potential risk to 
life were unprecedented.2 Similarly 
the pictures and the reports of 
wildfires and major disruption to 
rail and road communications, 
whose impact continued even when 
temperatures went down, show 
that Britain’s hottest day in history 
was no media hype or misplaced 
overcaution on the part of the 
weather forecasters and railway 
companies. Reports that London’s 
firefighters had their busiest day 
since World War II, along with 
pictures of buckled rails, burnt-out 
houses and large areas of grassland 
ablaze, told their own story. To add 
to the sense that this was no isolated 
aberration, at the same time similar 
high temperatures, burning forests 
and impacts on infrastructure were 
reported in other parts of Europe.

While scientists are naturally 
hesitant to directly attribute these 
recent weather events to wider 
patterns of global warming, it is 
clear that these record temperatures 
are part of a longer-term shift in our 
climate.3 Given Britain’s temperate, 
maritime climate, with its mild 
winters and relatively mild summers 
(certainly compared to the European 
continental climate of cold winters 
and hot summers), the country’s 
infrastructure was clearly built 
with rather different weather and 
temperatures in mind. The ageing 
of key parts of the UK transport 
infrastructure and the state of our 
housing stock (think about levels of 
insulation and heating in contrast to, 
say, our neighbours in Scandinavia) 
mean that these weather events 
will have a serious impact on the 
wellbeing and livelihoods of the 
British working class. It is not 
just a case of who can afford air 
conditioning (perhaps as few as two 
percent of British households have 
it) or can keep their homes heated 
adequately, given rocketing gas and 
electricity bills. Research has shown 
that it is the working class and the 
poorer sections of British society, 
especially in densely populated 
urban areas, who are most badly 
affected by heatwaves and the rising 
temperatures we have just seen.4

Moreover, it seems that we cannot 
just shrug our shoulders and accept 
these unprecedented temperatures, 
and the significant impacts that 

go along with them, as ‘the new 
normal’. As the evidence produced in 
the run-up to the Cop 26 conference 
in Glasgow last year and subsequent 
academic research papers shows, 
the processes of global warming are 
now accelerating at a much faster 
rate than previously thought, enough 
to produce a decisive shift into an 
altogether new climate paradigm.5 
Even the bulk of the capitalist class 
and the majority of their governments 
internationally now accept that this is 
happening, although their proposals 
and targets for zero carbon emissions 
largely pay lip service and anyway 
are too little, too late.

Posturing?
Which brings us back to the other 
story dominating the political 
headlines in Britain - the election of a 
new Tory leader and prime minister. 
Despite Boris Johnson’s boasting that 
Britain leads the world in tackling 
global warming, the aspiring leaders 
have shown their lack of interest in 
the burning topic of climate change 
by either largely ignoring it or by 
attacking the limited targets and 
objectives previously agreed by the 
Johnson government.

Given that the election to succeed 
Johnson was largely fought on the 
political terrain defined by the Tory 
right and fast became an auction 
amongst the potential rivals to Rishi 
Sunak to see who can promise the 
biggest tax cuts and the smallest state, 
this should come as no surprise. For 
the leadership contenders, opposition 
to ‘green taxes’ and hostility to 
even limited intervention became 
important markers of their political 
soundness, as they made their pitch 
to Tory MPs and the wider party 
membership - or sought to position 
themselves for a future place in the 
eventual winner’s new cabinet.

In the rather inchoate politics 
of the Tory right, this opposition 
to ‘greenery’ sits easily alongside 
attacks on ‘woke virtual signalling’, 
and a vigorous culture war in defence 
of ‘symbols of British identity and 
tradition’. Thus even the ‘moderate 
outsider’, Tom Tugendhat, moved 
from mild sympathy to rewilding 
and support for the agreed net-zero 
targets to opposition to ‘the green 
levy’ on energy and casting doubt 
on the feasibility of the 2050 pledge. 
Kemi Badenoch, who from the start 
positioned herself as the consistent 
voice of the right, went even further, 
repudiating the 2050 target as 

“unilateral economic disarmament”, 
which would harm the economic 
future of “the poorer parts of the 
country”. Not to be outdone, Liz 
Truss, now 0.6/1 favourite to win, 
took a similar approach, albeit it 
in less strident terms, when she 
suggested that a future government 
might look at “better ways” of 
reaching the targets the government 
of which she was a member had set. 
Even the frontrunner amongst Tory 
MPs, Rishi Sunak, joined in the 
fun and rowed back from the very 
moderate policy commitments of the 
Johnson government on windfarms 
and energy policy to placate the 
right.

Do these promises to go back 
on commitments previously given 
betoken a serious shift in policy 
or are they simply posturing to get 
votes? Certainly, cabinet minister 
and chair of the Cop 26 conference 
Alok Sharma thinks the threats are 
serious enough to hint that he may 
resign if the new prime minister 
“dumps the net-zero pledge”.

Global warming has not really 
featured in the Tory leadership 
election race so far and, when it 
has been raised by candidates like 
Badenoch and Truss, it largely 
functioned as a positional issue 
rather than a solid set of proposals for 
a future Tory government. As with 
the broader framework of economic 
policy, cuts in public spending and 
tax cuts, it is hard to see a clear 
division on policies to deal with 
global warming between the last two 
Tory contenders remaining in the 
contest.

Even without Truss’s rhetoric on 
‘revising’ the strategy or Sunak’s 
hesitations on windfarms and levies, 
the policies and frameworks laid 
down by the Johnson government 
following the Glasgow Cop 26 
conference were likely in reality 
to turn out in the long term to be 
so much hot air. It is not that they 
are ‘too much, too soon’, as the 
Tory right argue - far from it. The 
hallmark of the Johnson government 
in general was self-aggrandising 
bluster and empty promises, and 
the policies on energy and global 
warming were no exception to this 
‘government by press release’ and 
its much-trumpeted ‘world-beating’ 
initiatives.

When examined seriously, 
Johnson’s targets were merely 
illusions - a creation of smoke and 
mirrors. The Tories and the capitalist 
class in general are structurally and 
politically incapable of taking the 
action that we really need to even 
begin to slow down the processes 
causing the climate catastrophe, 
much less turn things around. The 
fact that the fundamental issue of 
global warming is reduced to a 
mere side show in the leadership 
contest shows exactly how seriously 
the Tories take it, and they and the 
system they represent offer nothing 
for the future of the working class 
and humanity more generally l

New ‘normal’?
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LEADERSHIP

Toryland now decides
Rank-and-file Conservatives are more likely to vote for Liz Truss than the so-called ‘socialist’, Rishi Sunak - 
or so we are told. Eddie Ford investigates

F rom a packed field of 11, 
we are now down to the 
last two candidates in the 

contest to replace Boris Johnson as 
Conservative Party leader - Rishi 
Sunak and Liz Truss. Over the 
summer they will face the final 
verdict of the Tory membership of 
about 160,000, with the winner being 
announced on Monday September 5. 
Right from the beginning, it was all 
but certain that the former chancellor, 
Sunak, would come top amongst 
Tory MPs. Therefore it was a race to 
see who would come second and get 
to challenge him for the crown.

We have long been told by the 
bookies that the Tory membership 
will opt for the alternative to Sunak. 
Or, to be more precise, the rightwing 
alternative to Sunak will come out 
the winner - which is indeed more 
than possible. The likes of Jeremy 
Hunt or Tom Tugendhat never stood 
a chance of getting to the final round, 
which they must have known - 
especially as they were irredeemably 
tainted by voting ‘remain’ in the 
2016 referendum. Instead, their 
campaigns were more about getting 
noticed and securing a position under 
the new leader. Kemi Badenoch, for 
instance, obviously fancies herself in 
some big role.

Predictably, a YouGov poll at the 
beginning of the week found that 
Sunak would lose to either Penny 
Mordaunt or Liz Truss in a head-
to-head. Interestingly, however, 
the influential Conservative Home 
website came out with different 
results, having its ear closer to the 
ground, when it comes to the views 
of the Tory membership1. It found 
that support for Mordaunt had 
significantly dropped, to the point 
that Sunak would actually defeat her 
despite the membership’s general 
antipathy towards him. Either way, 
he now faces Truss and the odds are 
on her winning (suffice to say, a lot 
can happen during the campaign, 
with its regional hustings, TV 
debates and banana skins). Truss has, 
of course, done a lot of reinvention - 
after all she opposed Brexit back in 
2016. Now, having driven on a tank 
like Margaret Thatcher and having 
dressed like Margaret Thatcher, she 
is the candidate of the Tory right.

Anyway, stating what should 
be the obvious, though perhaps not 
to everyone, communists take the 
Tory leadership contest seriously. 
We do not ignorantly dismiss it 
because strikes and protests, or even 
global warming, are more important. 
But, of course, there is no need to 
counterpose these questions - that 
would be stupid.

Clearly, the selection of a new 
Tory leader matters a lot - whether 
it comes to the next general election, 
or what the government does or does 
not do regarding climate change. 
Does it remain committed to the 
net-zero target by 2050? Almost 
everyone is expecting a huge 
explosion of industrial disputes, and 
therefore it also matters in terms of 
what concessions the government 
does or does not give. In other 
words, the politics of the ruling class 
- the enemy - should matter to us just 
as much as the politics of the labour 
movement. High politics is about 
studying and assessing all classes in 
society.

Some comrades on the left have 
suggested that Tory rank-and-file 
hostility to Rishi Sunak is because 
of racism. Good god, we cannot 

have someone of Asian origins as 
British prime minister! Sorry, this 
is almost certainly wrong. As a 
correction, look at the poll results 
of Tory members taken just after 
the July 15 Channel Four debate 
between the last five candidates - 
which should tell you something 
about the modern-day Conservative 
Party. The largest number preferred 
Kemi Badenoch, who has Nigerian 
parents, and, more to the point, is on 
the far right. In terms of the rank and 
file, 31% favoured her with Truss 
quite far behind on 20% and Sunak 
on 17%. Rejection of Sunak was a lot 
more about politics than racism.

Code words
Sunak is seen as disloyal. He 
resigned from the cabinet and knifed 
the beloved Boris Johnson in the 
back. The rank and file will not easily 
forgive him. Truss on the other hand 
stayed loyal and in post. And, of 
course, as everyone knows, members 
of Conservative associations out 
there in the country have always 
been to the right of the parliamentary 
party - even when they had a million 
members.

During this contest, a lot of code 
words are being used, not to mention 
a lot of reinvention. For example, 
when you look at Sunak’s political 
background, he is the driest-of-
dry Thatcherites you can find. But 
what happened to the chancellor, of 
course, is that we had a pandemic 
and, as a result, we had to ‘tear up 
all the economics textbooks’ - well, 
all the textbooks that Sunak believed 
in. Instead of relying on plucky 
private enterprise and the invisible 
hand of the market to deal with the 
crisis, they used state power and 
state money. For instance, the main 
vaccine in Britain was developed by 
AstraZeneca on a no-profit basis in 
conjunction with Oxford University, 
but was pushed through by an 
interventionist state.

Sunak may still be popular with a 
lot of MPs, but out there in Toryland 
many view him as a ‘socialist’. In 

the same way, many on the right 
accused George W Bush of turning 
socialist because he resorted to 
massive state intervention to deal 
with the financial crash of 2007-08. 
We in the CPGB have written about 
Covid socialism in the same manner 
that the German high command from 
1916 onwards talked about Krieg 
Socialismus (war socialism). This is 
what Sunak is seen as representing 
to very large numbers of ordinary 
Tory members. This is why - crazily 
in many ways - the debate so far 
has not been dominated by global 
warming, the cost of living crisis 
and pending industrial explosion, the 
Ukraine war, the new wave of Covid 
... Rather, how to cut taxes. Except 
for Sunak, of course, who says that, 
once he has dealt with inflation and 
stabilised the economy, then he will 
cut taxes. Others, including Truss, 
have said that from “day one” of 
becoming prime minister, they will 
cut taxes - which is a way of attacking 
Rishi Sunak’s ‘Covid socialism’ and 
positioning themselves solidly on the 
right.

In some respects, the attacks on 
Rishi Sunak for having rejected 
standard rightwing policies are 
not without a kernel of truth. It is 
certainly true that, because of this 
dry Thatcherite and his successive 
budgets, Britain has the highest 
level of taxation since the late 1940s 
under the Clement Attlee Labour 
government, when we still had 
rationing. That is what the Tory rank 
and file are bitterly complaining 
about. Interestingly, various 
business organisations and also the 
International Monetary Fund are 
actually saying, ‘Don’t mess around 
with corporation tax’. Meaning 
that there is a sharp disjuncture 
between the political ambitions of 
the candidates and what big business 
thinks should be done.

Looking at a recent edition of 
Socialist Worker enables us to take a 
different angle. Quite rightly, it leads 
with the Tory leadership contest on 
the front page and also has a double-

page on it inside. Strangely, the 
thumbnail photos over the article 
include Priti Patel, who never stood, 
two of Sajid Javid, but left out Nadhim 
Zahawi (perhaps editor Charlie 
Kimber cannot tell Sajid Javid and 
Nadhim Zahawi apart). Anyway, it 
is worthwhile interrogating one of 
the headlines - “Rich racist bigots 
stand for the leadership”. Yes, it 
is certainly true that many of the 
candidates are extremely rich. 
Sunak’s wife, Akshata Murthy, 
is worth £750 million: she is the 
daughter of NR Narayana Murthy, a 
founder of the IT company Infosys 
(she owns a 0.93% share), and Rishi 
himself is hardly short of a penny 
or two. He is reportedly worth £200 
million. Zahawi, an Iraqi Kurd, the 
second richest person in parliament, 
comes some way behind with a 
mere £100 million. He has a murky 
family history: his grandfather was 
governor of the central bank and 
his father built up a fortune under 
Saddam Hussein. There is talk of 
money going missing in offshore 
accounts and stuff like that.

But what about the “racist” 
accusation? Depends, of course, 
on how you define ‘racism’ - but 
the Socialist Workers Party is lazy 
in its approach. Out of the original 
11 candidates, six of them were so-
called BAME people, while four of 
them were women. Surely this tells 
you something about changes in 
British society, including at the top. 
If the Tory Party is fielding such 
a variety of candidates, then you 
would think it is time for the left to 
go away and rethink its traditional 
categories. I do not deny for a second 
that historically the Tory Party is a 
racist and bigoted party - the party 
of Arthur Balfour and Winston 
Churchill, both of whom presided 
over a huge empire. But, precisely 
as with anti-Semitism, what the 
thinking left needs to do is locate 
change. Transparently, the economic 
position of Jews has radically 
changed from the 1930s, when if you 
went to some of the poorest parts 

of the East End of London it would 
be dominated by Jewish people - 
the men going to boxing classes to 
defend themselves from everyday 
racist attacks by Blackshirts and 
bigots. Now, the majority of Jewish 
people come - very loosely defined - 
from the middle classes.

Big changes
There have also been big changes 
in migrant communities since the 
1950s and 60s. Famously in 1968, 
the odious Enoch Powell, shadow 
minister of defence under Ted Heath, 
made his anti-migrant ‘rivers of 
blood’ speech. It sparked a bigoted 
plebeian response, with London 
dockers actually marching in support 
of him. Ironically, many of the 
migrants were originally encouraged 
to come to Britain from the West 
Indies by Enoch Powell when he was 
health minister.

But big change has happened 
since then. Go to Harrow in north 
London, which has one of the highest 
concentrations of people from an 
Indian background - many of them 
vote enthusiastically for the Tory MP, 
Bob Blackman. We have seen a shift, 
at least among sections of migrant 
populations who are one or more 
generations on, towards Tory politics, 
because there has been a change in 
class. Instead of being at the bottom 
of society, for one reason or another, 
they have worked themselves up - 
and, in pursuit of their ambitions, not 
a few have joined the Tory Party, and 
even become ministers.

If you describe racism as being 
in favour of barbarically deporting 
people to Rwanda, including those 
who later become successful asylum-
seekers - then fair enough. But 
then what you are actually doing is 
saying that people whose parents 
came from Nigeria, Uganda, the 
Indian sub-continent, etc, but who 
also support such deportations, are 
racists. Logically you also have to 
accuse people who are in favour of 
immigration controls of being racist 
too - even if they insist upon “non-
racist” immigration controls. Now 
you are including the Morning Star’s 
Communist Party of Britain or, for 
that matter, the Socialist Party in 
England and Wales, and other groups 
on the left such as George Galloway’s 
Workers’ Party. And it definitely 
applies to most of the Labour left.

When the Second International 
had a big debate about immigration, 
the majority, thankfully, opposed 
migration controls. But there was 
a big minority that feared foreign 
competition - especially when it came 
to wages, cheap labour being brought 
in from outside and undercutting 
indigenous workers. This helps to 
explain why communists prefer the 
term national chauvinism to describe 
current sentiments - more precise and 
accurate than ‘racism’, which is more 
a swear word. We have absolutely 
no problem in describing all the 
candidates - defeated and victorious 
- as having bought into the poison of 
British chauvinism, which suits their 
class interests. In fact, it would be 
amazing if they did not.

Class is the crucial factor, not race 
or ethnicity l

eddie.ford@weeklyworker.co.uk

Notes
1. conservativehome.com/2022/07/17/next-
tory-leader-run-offs-sunak-would-now-beat-
mordaunt-truss-would-beat-both-of-them.

Then there were two
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COVID-19

Not going away
The dismal inability to defeat the pandemic points to a wider, systemic failure, argues James Linney 

Last week the total number of 
deaths in the UK relating to 
Covid-19 surpassed 200,000 - a 

truly horrible statistic and a far cry 
from the less than 20,000 deaths that 
the government’s chief scientific 
advisor, Patrick Vallance, said 
would be a good outcome from the 
pandemic.

Of course, Vallance made this 
statement near the beginning of the 
pandemic in March 2020 and in the 
two and a half years since we have 
learnt much about the virus, SARS-
CoV-2: in the early pre-vaccination 
year we sadly witnessed how 
deadly it could be (100,000 of the 
deaths in the UK were in the first 
12 months) and in the past year we 
have seen how, despite the available 
vaccinations, which thankfully have 
reduced the death rate, SARS-CoV-2 
has a tendency to repeatedly mutate 
and continues to prodigiously infect 
people globally.

Tragically, despite our experience, 
some people - the UK government 
included - seem unable or unwilling 
to learn the most basic public health 
lessons. The Johnson administration 
did not even seem aware of the 
most basic rule, which has been 
well known way before Edward 
Jenner started inoculating people 
from smallpox over 200 years ago: 
namely that allowing people to 
become infected with a potentially 
deadly pathogen to create herd 
immunity is hare-brained. We will 
never know exactly how many of 
the 200,000 deaths could have easily 
been prevented if these lessons had 
been heeded, but they amount to tens 
of thousands for sure.

The story of the pandemic is far 
from over, and the UK is currently 
seeing a week-on-week increase in 
the number of cases and - worryingly - 
hospitalisations too. The latest Office 
for National Statistics figures predict 
that as of July 5 about 3.5 million 
people are infected in the UK (a 30% 
rise on the previous week) - about 
one in 18 people.1 Hospitalisations of 
Covid-positive patients also continue 
to rise, nearing 2,000 per day, and the 
majority of these (63%) are being 
treated primarily for a non-Covid 
condition.

Some people claim this means 
the seriousness of Covid-19 is being 
exaggerated, but this is not the case. 
If, for example, someone is admitted 
to hospital with a serious infection, 
heart attack or stroke and has a 
concurrent Covid-19 infection, the 
result can be devastating, resulting 
at least in a much longer recovery, 
meaning hospital beds stay occupied 
for longer - and, of course, they 
also risk infecting other vulnerable 
patients or staff. Daily deaths from 
Covid-19 thankfully remain low 
(less than 100 per day), but there is 
always a lag of a few weeks in the 
rise in deaths due to the time it takes 
people to get seriously ill after first 
being infected, so rates are likely to 
rise in the coming weeks.

The current surge in cases is 
due to the latest variants: BA.4 
and BA.5. These first turned up in 
South Africa in April this year, and 
they are actually one of several sub-
variants of the original Omicron, 
first recognised by the World Health 
Organisation back in November 
2021; Omicron is now the dominant 
variant globally and it is itself 
only one in a long list of Covid-19 
variants that have caused worldwide 
spikes in infection (previous notable 

variants being alpha and delta).
We are still in very early days 

when it comes to understanding 
the implications of this extremely 
high level of transmissibility on our 
populations, but there is already 
another, even more infectious, 
Omicron variant in the air: BA.2.75, 
the so called ‘Centaurus’ virus.

Early data on this newest sub-
variant, which was first recorded in 
India but now has spread globally 
including having arrived in the UK, 
suggests it may have an R0 (rate of 
infection) greater than 18: this would 
make it one of the most contagious 
viruses on earth. Most worryingly 
this sub-variant has 12 unique 
mutations on the outer protein 
surface, compared to the one or two 
of most variants, which makes it a bit 
of a wild card; the more mutations, 
the greater the possibility that it 
may avoid detection by our immune 
systems.

What next?
It is too early to predict what impact 
this new sub-variant will have, but 
there is a good chance it will be 
responsible for infection spikes in 
the near future. As the pandemic 
progresses, predictions of a variant’s 
severity and impact become more 
difficult, because they are complicated 
by multiple factors, including 
personal immunity imprints, which 
can vary from person to person, 
and other population factors (for 
example, average age, prevalence 
of certain co-morbidities or rates of 
malnutrition). On an individual level 
the likelihood of being infected and 
becoming seriously unwell due to 
future variants such as BA.2.75 will 
depend on which (if any) previous 
variants you have recovered from, 
which combination of vaccinations 
you have had and how long it has 
been since your last vaccination or 
booster. Immunity against the newer 
Omicron starts to wane after a few 
months, which is why we are seeing 
people being infected multiple times.

Turning once again to the UK, 
despite the unpredictable nature of 
the pandemic, there are some things 
we can say with some confidence. 
Firstly, come September, we will 
be in the grip of another wave 
of infections - if not a result of 

BA.2.75, then another, as yet 
unknown, variant: and, secondly, 
the government’s response will be 
pathetically inadequate then, as it has 
been throughout.

This winter looks as though it 
could be particularly challenging for 
the national health service, because, 
as currently in evidence in Australia, 
there is a severe flu virus outbreak 
this year for the first time since the 
pandemic started. That is worrying 
news, given that the NHS is already 
on its knees; waiting lists for elective 
treatment, accident and emergency 
waiting times and ambulance 
response times are all at record highs 
and are continuing to worsen month 
on month.

The looming disaster this autumn/
winter and the continued threat of 
Covid-19 generally does not seem 
to be concerning our government 
too much. The message is clear: 
it considers the pandemic to be 
essentially over and we are on our 
own. No attempts are being made to 
improve ventilation in workplaces or 
schools, no support is being offered 
for infected workers to remain 
at home. There is no community 
testing, allowing the authorities to 
keep track and limit the spread of 
new variants; no imposition of mask-
wearing in high-risk environments 
such as public transport; no serious 
attempt to properly fund and staff the 
NHS, so as to be able to deal with 
future waves.

The Tories are, of course, 
currently too busy choosing a new 
leader to bother with any of that and 
neither of the candidates, as far as I 
know, has had anything to say about 
the future threat of Covid or has 
criticised the way it has been handled 
under Boris Johnson’s leadership. I 
am confident that, if asked, both  the 
leadership candidates would echo 
Johnson’s claim that they “got all the 
big calls right” during the pandemic 
- a claim so absurd that it can only 
be interpreted as an open expression 
of arrogant disdain for the suffering 
of anyone not a member of their 
despicable ruling elite, which takes 
as a given their privilege to use 
the pandemic as an opportunity to 
enable themselves, their friends and 
associates (past and future) to make 
enormous profits.

The primary evidence presented by 
the government for their ‘successful 
handling’ of the pandemic is always 
the vaccination programme - which, 
let us be clear, they have had very 
little to do with. The vaccines 
were developed by multinational 
pharmaceutical companies, at times 
in collaboration with university 
research departments, and they were 
then miraculously rolled out at speed 
by exhausted and overstretched 
primary-care staff despite the 
government’s decade of devastating 
cuts to the NHS. The development 
of Covid-19 vaccines, within 12 
months of the start of the outbreak, 
has in many ways been an amazing 
thing to behold. We now have 
many vaccinations that are safe and 
very effective at, if not preventing 
infection altogether, significantly 
reducing the risk of serious illness, 
complications and death. The 
challenge now is to try and produce 
new vaccines in time to keep up 
with the regular development of 
variants. Unlike with, say, the flu 
virus, which might undergo annual 
minor variations, giving enough 
time to develop effective annual 
flu vaccines, SARS-CoV-2 tends 
to pump out new variants, causing 
multiple outbreaks throughout the 
year. This means that a vaccine 
developed to target more recent 
variants will often be out of date buy 
the time it is ready for the market.

Currently all the vaccines being 
given are based on the sequence 
of the original Covid virus, which 
was obtained early in 2020 and, as 
already discussed, are only partially 
effective at preventing people 
from getting infected from newer 
Omicron variants. However, they 
are thankfully still able to prevent 
more serious infections in most 
cases, although there is still a risk for 
people who have weakened immune 
systems, for instance. A nightmare 
scenario would be the development 
of a variant with the infectiousness of 
the new Omicron variants, and also 
the ability to cause serious illness 
similar to the original SARS-CoV-2 
virus, without population immunity.

This brings us back to the 
absolute and urgent need to start 
reducing the number of circulating 
infections - not just in the UK, but 

globally. The more infections at any 
one time, the more often SARS-
CoV-2 is replicating and the more 
chance that mutations are taking 
place. The inability to tackle this is 
the biggest failure of all in response 
to the pandemic - largely due to the 
lack of global cooperation in order 
to prevent infections worldwide. 
Vaccines are only available to those 
who can afford them and this has 
meant that low-income countries 
still remain largely unvaccinated. 
In such states only about 20% of 
the population have received even 
a single vaccine, compared to 81% 
in the rest of the world, and only 
about 4% have been fully vaccinated 
(usually two jabs), compared to over 
70% in high-income countries.2

Expensive
Vaccines remain expensive and have 
made the handful of pharmaceutical 
companies producing them eye-
watering profits - Pfizer, BioNTech 
and Moderna have reportedly made 
a combined $65,000 per minute in 
2021.3 Pfizer received nearly £27 
billion from sales of its Covid-19 
vaccine last year, making it one 
of the most lucrative products in 
history.4

These companies are not going 
to compromise this profit potential 
just for the sake of saving lives 
in countries which cannot afford 
their product. Hence, they have 
done whatever they can to block 
lower-income countries from 
being able to use the model of their 
vaccines to manufacture cheaper 
alternatives locally. Luckily for the 
pharmaceutical companies, there 
are international treaties, such as 
the agreement on Trade-Related 
Aspects of Intellectual Property 
Rights, protecting their right to 
profit at the expense of millions 
of people’s lives and unacceptable 
amounts of suffering. This right has 
been enforced by the world’s higher 
income countries - none more so than 
the UK, which aggressively blocked 
a proposal made in October 2020 by 
South Africa and India at the World 
Trade Organization that intellectual 
property rights on Covid-19 vaccines 
should be waived for three years.

Of course, this so-called ‘vaccine 
inequity’ comes as no surprise to us: 
it is just capitalism doing what it 
does. The failure to tackle Covid-19 
globally speaks of a fundamental 
systemic failure - an inability to 
be able to respond effectively to 
global crises (crises that are created 
directly or indirectly by capitalism 
itself). These are coming thick and 
fast at the moment - whether global 
pandemics, looming world wars 
or environmental collapse. Never 
has it been more imperative for 
the left to get its act together and 
for the working class to organise 
into a force that can vaccinate itself 
against this pathological system 
once and for all l

The brilliant vax programme owed little or nothing to free-market capitalism

Notes
1. www.ons.gov.uk/
peoplepopulationandcommunity/
healthandsocialcare/conditionsanddiseases/
bulletins/ 
coronaviruscovid19infectionsurveypilot/ 
15july2022.
2. www.nytimes.com/interactive/2021/world/
covid-vaccinations-tracker.html.
3. reliefweb.int/report/world/pfizer-biontech-
and-moderna-making-1000-profit-every-
second-while-world-s-poorest.
4. news.sky.com/story/pfizer-sees-revenues-
double-to-81bn-thanks-to-covid-19-
vaccine-12536328.
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One foot in the grave
RMT’s withdrawal from Tusc was understandable, especially given the consistently dismal electoral 
performance. But, argues, Paul Demarty, this leaves SPEW, the mothership, in profound crisis too

The Rail, Maritime and Transport 
union is in the news again.

The cause, of course, is a 
new round of strikes against a series 
of attacks on pay and conditions, 
including a derisory 3% pay increase 
(a sizable cut, in real terms) and 
rumbles of ‘modernisation’ that look 
a lot like further job cuts when all is 
said and done.

Rather less attention has been 
paid to the union’s annual general 
meeting earlier this month. Among 
the items on the agenda was RMT’s 
future political strategy - not least the 
call to cease participation in the Trade 
Unionist and Socialist Coalition.

As its name suggests, Tusc 
exists as an electoral front of left 
groups - controversially George 
Galloway’s Workers Party of 
Britain that was recently granted 
observer status (splits ensured). But 
the mothership of the whole sorry 
project is undoubtably the Socialist 
Party in England and Wales and its 
determination to mimic Keir Hardie 
and net a whole shoal of trade union 
affiliates.

Here SPEW has been fleetingly 
successful, albeit on an exceedingly 
modest scale. The prison officers 
union, the FBU, but above all RMT, 
the latter coming on board in 2012 
- two years after the coalition’s 
founding. It was not the first lash-
up between the two organisations. 
SPEW broke with the Socialist 
Alliance - which had real prospects 
- using the excuse of the Campaign 
Against Tube Privatisation, an RMT-
led electoral intervention in London, 
20 years ago. In 2009, the two (along 
with the Morning Star’s CPB) 
contested the European elections on 
a Lexit ticket called No2EU.

RMT’s withdrawal, then, is a 
body blow to Tusc … and SPEW. 
According to a report in The 
Socialist, the question was raised 
in a rather dubious manner as an 
emergency motion; it is not clear 
what the ‘emergency’ was. The 
motion castigated Tusc for its 
generally dismal electoral returns. 
General secretary Mick Lynch - 
he of the viral media beatdowns - 
supported breaking the link, and duly 
got his way.

Shopkeepers
SPEW is to be commended for 
not sweeping this one under the 
rug, especially given the totemic 
importance of its links with RMT. 
It may not have gotten many in the 
way of Tusc affiliates, but it could be 
happy that one of them was probably 
the most militant union covering 
any strategic sector of the British 
working class.

RMT’s decision to break its 
historic link with the Labour Party 
in the Blair years was regrettable, but 
it was at least motivated by leftwing 
aspirations, under the leadership of 
the avowed ‘official communist’ 
Bob Crow. Crow’s replacement, 
Mick Cash, was a Labour member 
and perhaps thought of as more of a 
‘moderate’, but we now have Lynch, 
who is happy to pay tribute to James 
Connolly on national TV. Along with 
its influence in public-sector unions 
like PCS, Unison and NEU, its 
comity with the RMT was the jewel 
in SPEW’s strategic crown.

The Socialist states that RMT’s 
AGM was a “missed opportunity”.1 
Given the heightened likelihood of 
an early general election, what with 
all the skulduggery and blue-on-blue 

bloodletting going on in the Tory 
Party at the moment, and given the 
present campaign of industrial action 
RMT is undertaking, now is not the 
time to lack a political strategy. Based 
on the documents agreed, RMT “is 
adopting a fundamentally passive 
political stance”, The Socialist 
continues. This is exemplified by 
the perspective provided by comrade 
Lynch himself:

Mick Lynch said that he no longer 
supported the union reaffiliating 
to Labour, which he had done 
in 2018 when a special general 
meeting had been held on the 
issue. (The vote then was 31 to 
25 against reaffiliation.) Instead, 
he reportedly argued the RMT 
should not be currently affiliated 
to any party, and that candidates 
seeking support should come to 
the union, not the union go to 
them.

The SPEW comrades rightly object 
that this amounts to no strategy at 
all. Nonetheless, those defending 
the Tusc link could only garner 
9 measly votes! Presumably the 
humiliating result being due to a 
combination of derisory electoral 
stats for what after all were lowest 
common denominator politics and 
Mick Lynch’s skyrocketing personal 
authority.

Now brother Lynch will wait 
for politicians to come to him; he 
might support a Labour MP here, an 
‘independent’ there; so it goes. This 
is no way to build a union, our SPEW 
writers note; why should it be a good 
way to build a political fraction? It 
is also a betrayal of RMT’s history: 
its predecessor, the Amalgamated 
Society of Railway Servants, after 
all, was one of the founding unions 
of the Labour Representation 
Committee (indeed, not mentioned 
by the article, the motion to the 
Trades Union Congress that founded 
it came from the Doncaster branch of 
that union).

SPEW’s alternative to this 
passivity is Tusc, which we have 

argued all along is hopeless and 
doomed (see below). Yet replacing an 
increasingly lukewarm commitment 
to Tusc with this cosmic shrug of 
a ‘strategy’ certainly represents a 
step backwards. Discussing Lynch’s 
comic turns across the bourgeois 
media during the last strike, we 
warned that success would not be 
repeated indefinitely - the bourgeois 
media is, by definition, in enemy 
hands, and it will adapt. What we 
lack are effective countermeasures 
- that is, a labour movement media 
worthy of the name. And we lack 
that because we lack a party worthy 
of the name.

This does not seem to bother 
Mick Lynch and his RMT allies.2 
Instead, according to the SPEW 
report, there were complaints from 
the floor about the use of union 
funds for hopeless political projects: 
perfectly valid complaints if the 
proposal is to use them for something 
better, more coherent - but otherwise 
not a proletarian, but a philistine 
shopkeeper’s, attitude.

Sell straits
It is, unfortunately, exactly the 
same kind of attitude employed by 
SPEW in its endless, third period 
Bernsteinist, arguments against 
union affiliation to the Labour Party - 
why should unions give good money 
after bad to a party that does not act 
in their interests?

Which brings us to the other half 
of this question: where does this 
leave SPEW?

RMT’s decision, it should be said 
from the off, is only the latest of a 
catalogue of disasters to afflict the 
comrades since especially 2015. 
SPEW’s origins are, of course, in 
the Militant Tendency - it is the 
wing of the Militant (the majority) 
which decided to break from the 
Labour Party joined-at-the hip work 
in the early 1990s. In doing so, it 
fell foul to that worst temptation 
of any Marxist organisation - 
overtheorisation. The Labour Party 
was not merely an unpropitious 
environment for Militant’s politics: it 

had been transformed decisively into 
just another bourgeois party. (So, 
it seemed, had all the other social 
democratic organisations SPEW’s 
affiliates had entered around the 
world as well.)

In that decade, as Neil Kinnock 
paved the way for Tony Blair, the 
analysis at least had a superficially 
commonsensical appeal. SPEW’s 
response was substantially to turn to 
building up its strength in the unions 
and fighting for them to break with 
the Labour Party and form a new 
workers’ party, by which seemed 
to be meant a re-run of 1899, but 
with a better outcome this time. (We 
say ‘better’, but the flipside of the 
analysis of the changing class role of 
Labour is a failure to see the party’s 
history as very much an instrument 
of the bourgeoisie the whole way 
along - a ‘bourgeois workers party’, 
as per Lenin’s phrase. And SPEW’s 
policy has in effect been for Tusc to 
create a Labour Party mark two.)

Then 2015 came along, and 
Jeremy Corbyn captured the 
leadership of Labour. SPEW’s 
perspectives were, in fact, utterly 
destroyed by this single event. And, 
of course, SPEW never really got to 
grips with the Corbyn phenomenon 
- the problem being that its ‘theory’ 
had effectively ruled out such a 
possibility. (Ironically, the old 
Militant theory - that in a time 
of crisis the masses would flock 
to their ‘traditional’ parties and 
revolutionaries had to be ready in 
situ to direct their energy - fitted the 
bill better than many other analyses.) 
For the four years of Corbynism, 
SPEW professed friendship and 
support, but could not bring itself to 
actually participate, which would 
have meant winding down Tusc 
completely and accepting that its 
obsession with councils setting 
illegal no-cuts budgets was merely 
a shibboleth. More grievously, as 
noted, SPEW obstructed attempts to 
expand union affiliation to Labour. 
Like many other left groups, it bled 
members - why deceive yourself that 
Peter Taaffe and his organisation of 

1,000 or so has all the answers, when 
history might be happening right in 
front of your eyes, thanks to Jeremy 
Corbyn?

In the name of the “red-1990s” 
comrade Taaffe broke with auto-
Labourism and split Militant 
Tendency in order to pursue the 
big time by chasing after every fad 
and fashion (the rump continues as 
Socialist Appeal that has recently 
dropped its r-r-reformist Labourism 
for r-r-revolutionary millennialism). 
In the process comrade Taaffe 
managed to lose the absurdly named 
Panther UK to black nationalism, 
no surprise, the once moderately 
impressive Liverpool base area and 
the overwhelming majority of his 
Scottish organisation. Derek Hatton 
and Tommy Sheridan have long been 
airbrushed out of SPEW’s official 
history.

Against this fractious background, 
an aging comrade Taaffe, his 
authority steadily draining away, 
finally forced through a split in his oil 
slick ‘international’, the Committee 
for a Workers’ International. Why? 
Because he unexpectedly found 
himself in a minority. The result? 
He lost Socialist Alternative in the 
USA and numerous other mini-me 
versions of SPEW in Europe 
and Asia. SPEW itself split. One 
talentless editor of The Socialist 
departed. Another even less talented 
editor was appointed.

When comrade Taaffe finally 
handed over the reins to long-
standing deputy Hannah Sell 
she inherited a shrunken outfit 
nationally and internationally. Now 
she has managed to lose RMT ... it 
is surely ever further downhill from 
now on. Comrade Sell, it should be 
added, is a political lightweight, 
a dull as ditch water bureaucrat, a 
temporary leader if ever there was 
one who is utterly incapable of 
independent thought.

True, Tusc was a useless 
appendage for the period of the 
Corbyn leadership; with Starmer 
in charge and ‘normal service 
resumed’, some unprincipled left 
electoral front is at least conceivably 
on the cards (or, dare we dream, a 
principled left electoral front, with 
a view to a party … ). Suppose Tusc 
had actually taken off prior to 2015, 
then maybe it might have revived 
somewhat. Yet it never did. The 
SPEW report complains of the AGM 
motion against Tusc that it engages 
in mathematical dishonesty: it states 
that Tusc got 0.2% in May’s local 
elections, which does not take into 
account that Tusc only stood in 268 
seats. But really, comrades! This 
thing of yours has been going for 
12 years - if you can only stand 
in a couple of hundred council 
seats, how much progress is being 
made? The trouble for Tusc is that 
it could never evolve beyond a flag 
of convenience, because its politics 
were always decided by veto, to 
keep RMT on board. But now that 
RMT is no longer on board, that 
trade-off is revealed for the shabby 
abandonment of principle it always 
was - and for what? l

paul.demarty@weeklyworker.co.uk

Notes
1. www.socialistparty.org.uk/
articles/98947/13-07-2022/rmt-agm-missed-
opportunity-in-the-fight-for-workers-politics.
2. ‘Mick Lynch meets the media’ Weekly 
Worker June 30: weeklyworker.co.uk/
worker/1401/mick-lynch-meets-the-media.

SPEW

Mick Lynch: unwilling to back a useless project
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An open letter to ACR
Tony Greenstein accuses Anti-Capitalist Resistance of giving succour to the ‘anti-Zionism equals anti-Semitism’ 
witch-hunt in the Labour Party 

I t really does not surprise me 
that ACR’s Dave Kellaway has 
reviewed Mike Phipps’s book 

Don’t stop thinking about tomorrow: 
the Labour Party after Jeremy 
Corbyn so favourably.1 After all, 
when you become cheerleaders for 
Nato’s proxy war in Ukraine, there 
is no telling where the slippery slope 
will take you.

However, I am shocked that you 
should endorse someone who is little 
better than a witch-hunter. Phipps 
was on the right of the Labour 
Briefing editorial board before he 
flounced out at having to put up 
with the presence of Jackie Walker, 
the black-Jewish member who was 
expelled at the instigation of Jon 
Lansman and Owen Jones and the 
Zionist Jewish Labour Movement.

I have no interest in reading a 
book from someone who gets it so 
wrong on the Labour ‘anti-Semitism’ 
issue. As the first Jewish person to 
be expelled from the Labour Party 
as part of the fake ‘anti-Semitism’ 
attack, it is blindingly clear - or 
should be to anyone who considers 
themselves an anti-Zionist - that 
there never was a ‘problem’ of anti-
Semitism in the Labour Party. If 
there was, then the last people to 
have been concerned about it were 
the Zionists and Labour’s right - John 
Mann, Tom Watson, Ian Austin et al. 
The same people who voted without 
a care in the world for the 2014 
Immigration Act, which introduced 
the “hostile environment” and the 
Windrush scandal to the world.

If you had any understanding 
or analysis of Zionism, you would 
know that it never fought anti-
Semitism. On the contrary, Zionism 
began from the position that it was 
futile to fight against anti-Semitism 
To quote the founder of political 
Zionism, Theodor Herzl, at the time 
of the Dreyfus affair: “In Paris ... I 
achieved a freer attitude towards 
anti-Semitism, which I now began 
to understand historically and to 
pardon. Above all, I recognise the 
emptiness and futility of trying to 
‘combat’ anti-Semitism.”2

The allegations of ‘anti-Semitism’ 
were part of a ruling class narrative 
adopted by every single bourgeois 
newspaper. It was, of course, a clever 
strategy not to attack Corbyn on 
economic questions, but to use anti-
Semitism as a wedge issue of identity 
politics - in much the same way as 
the right attacked Julian Assange 
not for revealing US war crimes, but 
on the issue of rape. (Unfortunately 
there were some on the left who fell 
for that too.)

What does Kellaway say about 
Phipps’s book?

Phipps is critical of how both the 
Labour leadership and the left 
responded to the anti-Semitism 
issue in Labour. He is right to 
suggest the Chakrabarti report 
could have been a basis for dealing 
with the affair if the leadership had 
been more confident and clear. He 
also feels with some justification 
in my opinion that some of the 
left fell into a trap by closing 
ranks and refusing to accept that 
there were any problems of anti-
Semitism that needed dealing 
with [my emphasis].

Of course there were anti-Semites in 
a party of 600,000, just as there were 
paedophiles. But did anyone suggest 
there was a ‘problem’ of paedophilia? 
Of course not. Likewise there was no 

‘problem’ of anti-Semitism.
I do not know whether this 

review was written out of ignorance 
or malevolence, or both. Nor do 
I care! What I do know is that 
Phipps favourably reviewed David 
Renton’s atrocious book Labour’s 
anti-Semitism crisis: what the left 
got wrong and how to learn from it 
and concluded: “Many on the left 
won’t like this book, but everyone 
should read it if we are to do better 
in future.”3

Phipps wrote:

Many supporters of Jeremy 
Corbyn’s former leadership, 
Renton believes, took the view 
that if only complaints about 
anti-Semitism within the Labour 
Party had been investigated 
more effectively, then it would 
have been clearer that only a tiny 
minority of Labour members 
were involved.

So, if readers are hoping that 
Renton’s book will simply take 
sides, “excoriating Corbyn’s 
critics in every instance and 
giving the Labour left a clean 
bill of health”, they will be 
disappointed. In his view, “the 
left has tolerated anti-Semitism, 
or at least a mindset which 
comes close to anti-Semitism - 
an ignorance about what most 
British Jews think, combined with 
an indifference to the thought of 
antagonising them”.

Anti-Zionism
Just what was this ‘anti-Semitism’ 
that antagonised “most British 
Jews”? We never learn, but we do 
know that the adopted International 
Holocaust Remembrance 
Association definition was drawn up 
specifically to equate anti-Zionism 
with anti-Semitism.

Is it necessary to point out that 
Zionist organisations - the Jewish 
Labour Movement, Campaign 
Against Anti-Semitism, Board of 
Deputies, etc - were in the forefront 
of the ‘anti-Semitism’ campaign?

Phipps continued:

“Not all Corbyn’s supporters 
made these mistakes,” contends 
Renton, “but enough did to 
damage his cause.” In his 
estimation, there was an 

important distinction within the 
Corbyn project between elements 
associated with Unite and those 
grouped in Momentum. “The 
former encouraged those who 
sought to escalate the crisis, was 
ignorant of Jewish sentiment, and 
blithe at the thought of offending 
it. Momentum, by contrast, saw 
the gap emerge between Jewish 
community institutions and the 
Labour left and worked hard to 
address it.”

These “Jewish community 
institutions” were 100% Zionist. 
The offence they took was at 
criticism of Zionism and Israel. If 
Renton or Phipps were Marxists, 
then they might have analysed 
that overwhelmingly the “Jewish 
community” had long since deserted 
the left for the Tory Party. But, of 
course, Phipps is no Marxist.

He tells us how:

Renton takes us through the 
various stages of Labour’s 
burgeoning crisis, from Naz 
Shah’s unacceptable comments, 
which - unusually in the list of 
allegations made about Labour 
anti-Semitism - seemed to stem 
from wholehearted support for 
the Palestinian cause and for 
which she had the good sense to 
make a genuine apology. Then 
Ken Livingstone waded in to 
defend her. The author writes: 
“It was his intervention, and the 
thoughtless way in which parts 
of the left rallied to defend him, 
which changed a containable 
crisis into a story which was to 
drag on for several years.”

What propelled Livingstone 
onto the front pages was 
his claim that Israel was an 
illegitimate state, because it had 
been born out of an alliance 
with Nazi Germany, and that 
the ideology of Zionism was 
irredeemably tainted because 
Hitler, in Livingstone’s words, 
supported it.

The blind ignorance in these 
remarks is stultifying. Zionism is 
“irredeemably tainted” not because 
of its dalliance with Hitler, but 
because it is a Jewish supremacist 
ideology and settler-colonial 
movement, which has created an 

apartheid state.
In discussing Chris Williamson’s 
suspension - a pivotal moment in 
the defeat of the Corbyn project - 
Renton excels himself. He wrote: 
“At its heart were complaints that he 
had used his social media account 
to promote the standing of other 
people who had been accused of 
anti-Semitism.”

This was a mendacious lie. What 
led to the suspension of Chris was 
the deliberate distortion of a speech 
he made to Sheffield Momentum, 
portraying it as its exact opposite. 
In the words of The Independent: 
‘Chris Williamson: Labour MP 
filmed telling activists party is too 
“apologetic” about anti-Semitism.’ 
What were Chris’s actual words?

We are not a racist party, are we? 
We’re not an anti-Semitic party. 
We are the party that stood up 
to racism throughout our entire 
history ... It was Labour that was 
the backbone of the Anti-Nazi 
League in the 1970s when we 
confronted the anti-Semites, the 
racists, the Islamophobes on the 
streets ... And now we - Jeremy, 
me and others - are being accused 
of being bigots, of being anti-
Semites ... And it’s almost as if 
we’re living within the pages of 
Orwell’s 1984. You know the 
party that’s done more to stand up 
to racism is now being demonised 
as a racist, bigoted party.

And I’ve got to say I think our 
party’s response has been partly 
responsible for that. Because 
in my opinion ... we’ve backed 
off far too much, we’ve given 
too much ground, we’ve been 
too apologetic. What have we 
got to apologise for? For being 
an anti-racist party? And we’ve 
done more to actually address the 
scourge of anti-Semitism than any 
other political party. And yet we 
are being traduced.

To go along with the bourgeois press 
and media in the vicious attacks on 
the one genuine socialist MP should 
be condemned without reservation. 
Seventy percent of Labour Party 
members supported Chris, yet 
Renton, in his barrister’s robes, 
was unable to. And ACR is guilty 
by association in endorsing Phipps’ 
analysis of the ‘anti-Semitism’ 
witch-hunt.

The central fault with Renton’s 
book is an almost total inability to 
understand the relationship between 
race and class. Renton uses the 
terms ‘prejudice’ and ‘racism’ 
interchangeably, yet they are not 
the same. Jews in Britain today 
do not experience structural and 
institutional racism deriving from 
the state. What they experience, to 
some degree, is prejudice based on 
the past. It is blacks and Muslims 
who experience the full force of state 
and fascist racism and violence.

Jewish voice
Renton also attacked Jewish Voice 
for Labour: Now I agree that they 
can be a bit soft on Zionism, but that 
was not his critique of them:

The problem in leaning on JVL 
to provide an objective view of 
the crisis was that, no matter how 
bad the allegations were, it always 
found a way to excuse those who 
were criticised: each of Walker, 
Williamson and Livingstone was 
defended by JVL.

In other words, Renton supported 
the witch-hunt and expulsion of the 
above named.

The culmination of the fake 
anti-Semitism campaign was the 
complaint to the Equalities and 
Human Rights Commission. Renton 
fails to critique the EHRC and its 
motives for opening an investigation. 
How come a body that ignored 
Islamophobia in the Tory Party, 
which had done nothing about the 
Windrush scandal and whose first 
chair was the Islamophobe, Trevor 
Philips, was so concerned about 
Labour ‘anti-Semitism’?

This was clearly an intervention in 
internal Labour Party affairs by the 
state. The EHRC is not an anti-racist 
body. Its treatment of its black staff 
demonstrates that it is riddled with 
racism. Renton, however, ignores 
this. His criticism of the EHRC was 
entirely different. The problem in his 
view was that “The EHRC report did 
little to convey the extent of anti-
Semitism within the Labour Party.” 
In other words, the EHRC findings 
should have been more damning!

Renton ends with warm words 
for Jon Lansman and Momentum, 
“who had managed to consistently 
maintain their support for Palestinian 
rights”, while opposing ‘anti-
Semitism’. But this is untrue. In 
May 2016, Lansman wrote in 
Left Futures that “the left must 
stop talking about ‘Zionism’”. He 
prioritised ‘anti-Semitism’ without 
so much as a cursory glance at the 
racism of the JLM. People such as 
Margaret Hodge had advocated all-
white housing shortlists, which led 
to the British National Party sending 
her a bunch of flowers. Lansman 
supported the IHRA definition, 
whose only purpose was to conflate 
anti-Zionism with anti-Semitism.

Renton described Ruth Smeeth as 
storming out of the Chakrabarti press 
conference “in tears” - repeating the 
lies of the yellow press. This led to the 
expulsion of black anti-racist activist, 
Marc Wadsworth. Renton quoted 
uncritically Ruth Smeeth’s attack 
on Marc for “invoking anti-Semitic 
stereotypes of Jewish conspiracy” 
and then says that he “should not 
have used an event intended to prove 
Labour’s commitment to fighting 
anti-Semitism to attack a Jewish 
MP”. The 2016 Chakrabarti report 
was about racism in the Labour 
Party, not just about anti-Semitism. 
Yet one more error in his book.

Marc not only did not invoke 
anti-Semitic stereotypes, but he did 
not even know that Smeeth was 
Jewish. Because Renton’s book was 
so poorly researched, he did not even 
know that Smeeth actually took these 
allegations off her website.

For the so-called Anti-Capitalist 
Resistance to treat Mike Phipps as a 
comrade in arms says everything. I 
suggest that you read my review of 
Renton’s book in the Weekly Worker4 
and then eat copious helpings of 
humble pie, as you are clearly 
heading in the same direction as 
the pro-imperialist lapdogs of the 
misnamed Alliance for Workers’ 
Liberty l

Notes
1. anticapitalistresistance.org/whats-next-for-
socialists-in-the-labour-party.
2. www.marxists.org/history/etol/document/
mideast/toi/chap3-11.html.
3. labourhub.org.uk/2021/09/13/labour-and-
antisemitism-did-the-left-lose-its-bearings.
4. ‘No saving graces’. November 11 2021: 
weeklyworker.co.uk/worker/1371/no-saving-
graces.

Which side are you on?
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USA

Biden’s Middle East stumble
The president’s tour was an embarrassment for the US establishment from start to finish, writes Daniel Lazare

Two months after Joe Biden 
took office, this writer 
published an article describing 

him as “America’s Chernenko”.1 
The personification of late Soviet 
decrepitude Konstantin Chernenko 
succeeded Yuri Andropov as 
Communist Party general secretary 
in early 1984, only to keel over 13 
months later from a combination 
of emphysema, heart disease and 
cirrhosis of the liver at the age of 73.

Admittedly, the comparison was a 
bit of a stretch. After all, Chernenko 
was so out of it that he could barely 
read a speech, whereas Biden was 
capable of making it through entire 
paragraphs (maybe entire sentences) 
without stumbling. Where Chernenko 
spent much of his time in a hospital 
room, Biden began his first 100 
days with a bang by issuing a slew 
of executive orders about rejoining 
the World Health Organization, re-
entering the Paris climate accords, 
and ending the Keystone XL pipeline. 
A few weeks later, he shepherded a 
$1.9-trillion Covid-19 economic-
stimulus bill through Congress. In 
contrast to doddering old bureaucrats 
like Chernenko, he still seemed to 
have the right stuff.

A year and a half later, the 
comparison no longer seems so 
hyperbolic. As Biden mangles 
sentences, falls off his bike and 
appears distracted and lost, his 
advanced age has become the talk 
of the town. When Barack Obama 
dropped by the White House for a 
visit a few months ago, Biden looked 
dazed and confused, as vice-president 
Kamala Harris and others mobbed the 
glamorous ex-president and turned 
their back on his successor.2

Programmatically, the picture is 
worse. Biden’s legislative agenda is 
in ruins. A second stimulus bill - a 
$2-trillion jobs programme unveiled 
in March 2021 - ended up being 
sliced to ribbons. A $3.5-trillion 
infrastructure bill known as the Build 
Back Better Act died aborning. A 
bid to pare back the filibuster (a 
monstrously undemocratic procedure 
that allows 41 senators representing as 
little as 11% of the population to veto 
any bill) died when two senators from 
Biden’s own party - Joe Manchin of 
West Virginia and Kyrsten Sinema of 
Arizona - voted against it. A voting-
rights bill dubbed the For the People 
Act went down in flames, along with 
a major legislative initiative aimed at 
combating climate change.3 An ultra-
right Supreme Court has meanwhile 
thrown the White House for a loop 
by rolling back gun control, allowing 
states to ban abortion and blocking 
administrative measures aimed at 
limiting carbon-dioxide emissions. 
“Democrats are staring at a political 
abyss whose bottom cannot be seen,” 
summed up a mildly liberal journalist 
named Jonathan Chait.4

But it is Biden’s recent Middle 
East tour that really showed him in 
full Chernenkoesque splendour. The 
four-day trip, which ended on July 
16, was an embarrassment from 
start to finish. The trouble began 
when Biden arrived at Ben Gurion 
airport and launched into a cringe-
worthy celebration of US-Israeli 
relations. “You need not be a Jew 
to be a Zionist,” he gushed. “Every 
chance to return to this great country, 
where the ancient roots of the Jewish 
people date back to biblical times, 
is a blessing.” At Yad Vashem, the 
holocaust memorial museum in 
Jerusalem, he wrote in the visitor’s 
book: “We must never, ever forget, 
because hate is never defeated; it only 
hides” - ignoring his administration’s 
role in hiding anti-Semitic atrocities 
committed by pro-Nazi nationalists, 

whose ideological successors are 
now running things in Ukraine.

Then it was on to Saudi 
Arabia where Biden fist-bumped 
Mohammed bin Salman - the same 
man he had vowed to turn into a 
pariah for his role in the gruesome 
2018 murder of Washington Post 
columnist Jamal Khashoggi. He was 
then apparently caught short when 
MBS demanded to know why, after 
pillorying the kingdom, the US was 
not holding Israel to account for the 
murder of Palestinian-American 
journalist Shireen Abu Akleh.5 It did 
not help that Biden mangled Abu 
Akleh’s name in another appearance, 
referring to her as “Shireen Abu … 
al-al-al-Kayli ...”6 His discomfort 
with the entire issue was all too 
apparent.

The Saudis piled it on. They 
emphasised how smartly MBS had 
talked back. “The Crown Prince was 
quite clear with president Biden [that] 
we have our own values and those 
are not going to align 100% with 
US values,” Saudi foreign minister 
Prince Faisal bin Farhan said. After 
Biden called a Saudi decision to 
open its airspace to Israel “a big deal 
… the first tangible step on the path 
of what I hope will eventually be a 
broader normalisation of relations”, 
bin Farhan stressed that the move 
“has nothing to do with diplomatic 
ties with Israel”.

By organising meetings with 
the six-nation Gulf Cooperation 
Council and with leaders of Egypt, 
Jordan and Iraq as well, MBS not 
only showed how thoroughly he has 
been rehabilitated post-Khashoggi, 
but demonstrated that he still packs 
plenty of regional punch. According 
to commentator Moran Zaga, Saudi 
Arabia has demonstrated “once 
again” that “she is the country that 
hosts, that takes initiative - the leader, 
the driver”.7

Even worse, after predicting 
that the Saudis would step up oil 
production in “another couple of 
weeks”, Biden failed to get Saudi 
approval for any increase at all.8 
Crude oil prices jumped 3.6% to $102 
per barrel on the news that Biden had 
come away empty-handed.

End of rope
All in all, it was the most stunning 
display of presidential incompetence 
in memory. If Chernenko personified 
the Soviet bureaucracy in rapid 
decline, Biden personifies an empire 
at the end of its rope.

After all, Biden went to the Middle 
East only because it is now clear that 
the US has gotten itself in serious 
trouble in Ukraine. The reasons are 
simple. The military advantage has 
shifted to Moscow, while Kyiv seems 

to be coming apart at the seams, 
as president Volodymyr Zelensky 
launches a purge of the national 
intelligence agency on the grounds 
that it is riddled with ‘pro-Russian 
elements’. The economic sanctions 
that were supposed to bring Vladimir 
Putin to his knees are backfiring so 
badly that even The New York Times 
has taken notice.9 Grain shortages 
are spreading in the global south, 
Germany is facing an industrial 
meltdown as Russia threatens to cut 
off natural-gas supplies, while, back 
home in the US, rising fuel prices are 
spelling disaster for Democrats in 
November’s all-important midterm 
elections.

This is why Biden went “begging 
and bowing down to the Saudis 
and asking them to bump up their 
supply”, to quote Republican senator 
Paul Rand, the libertarian isolationist 
from Kentucky.10 Even though Biden 
promises to reduce fossil fuels later 
to reduce global warming, he needs 
more fossil fuels now, so that voters 
will not blame him when they pay 
more at the pump. Even though 
the war in Ukraine is all about 
‘defending democracy against evil 
Russian autocrats’, he somehow 
needs the help of an even greater 
autocracy to see it through.

But Ukraine is merely the 
culmination of long-term trends that 
Biden himself helped set in motion 
as a voluble young senator from the 
mini-state of Delaware (population: 
just under a million).

The process began in early 1991, 
when Biden, still under the sway 
of post-Vietnam anti-militarism, 
voted with a majority of Democrats 
to oppose the upcoming Persian 
Gulf War. When the effort to drive 
out Saddam Hussein’s forces and 
“liberate” Kuwait turned into a one-
sided romp, Biden vowed never to 
be out-hawked again and promptly 
reinvented himself as a lectern-
thumping militarist.

By 1993, he claimed to be among 
the first calling for large-scale 
military intervention in the Balkans:

I was suggesting we bomb 
Belgrade. I was suggesting that 
we send American pilots in and 
blow up all of the bridges on the 
Drina. I was suggesting we take 
out [Serbian president Slobodan 
Milosevic’s] oil supplies. I was 
suggesting very specific action.11

By 1999, he was calling for “total 
victory”. In a joint TV appearance 
with super-hawk John McCain, he 
said that halfway measures are “not 
the victory I want; that’s not the 
victory John wants:

I’ve been saying we should go 
in on the ground, we should 
announce there’s going to be 
American casualties. We should 
go to Belgrade and we should 
have a Japanese-German-style 
occupation of that country, and 
we should have public trials in 
order to strike away this mask of 
Serbian victimisation.

Three years later, he said the US 
should remain in the Balkans until 
Kosovo, Macedonia and Albania “are 
on the road … to Nato membership 
and they are on the road to becoming 
part of the European Union, because 
until that moment arrives there will 
be no real security”.12

Nato’s Drang nach Osten (drive 
to the east) was barrelling forward 
and would not stop until it reached 
Ukraine following the US-backed 
Euromaidan uprising in February 
2014.

Meanwhile, Biden cheered on 
the invasion of Afghanistan and, 
as chairman of the Senate foreign-
relations committee, played a leading 
role in winning congressional 
approval for the invasion of Iraq. 
As a newly-minted neocon, he was 
second to none in advocating the 
ability of the “indispensable nation” 
to bomb anyone into submission, 
to expand endlessly and to lecture 
“rogue nations” about their moral 
shortcomings with no concern for its 
own.

Quagmire
The upshot decades later is a 
deepening Ukrainian quagmire (not 
unlike Afghanistan - except that it is 
infinitely more serious in terms of its 
implications for US hegemony, Nato 
and the global economy.) Hence 
last week’s desperate search in the 
Middle East for a bail-out.

Biden recycled all the usual 
lies and clichés along the way. In 
Jerusalem, he vowed to “continue 
to work with Israel to counter 
other threats from Iran throughout 
the region, including its support 
for terrorism”.13 Yet the biggest 
supporter of al Qa’eda and Islamic 
State are Saudi Arabia and the other 
gulf states, as Biden himself admitted 
in a rare moment of candour in 2014. 
He told an audience at Harvard:

The Turks … the Saudis, 
the emirates, etc … were so 
determined to take down [Syrian 
president Bashar al-] Assad and 
essentially have a proxy Sunni-
Shia war … [that] they poured 
hundreds of millions of dollars 
and tens of thousands of tons of 
military weapons into anyone 
who would fight against Assad - 
except the people who were being 
supplied were al Nusra, al Qa’eda 

and the extremist elements of 
jihadis coming from other parts of 
the world.14

Yes, that is what the then-vice 
president said - the gulf monarchies 
were using their oil riches to fund 
the same people who destroyed the 
World Trade Center on 9/11. But, 
since that is not what the Saudis and 
their Israeli allies want to hear, the 
US has spent years trying to pin the 
‘terrorism’ label on Iran instead.

The White House also said that 
Biden “emphasized the pivotal role 
this historic [US-Saudi] partnership 
has played in promoting regional 
stability and prosperity”15 - a laugh, 
considering that Saudi efforts at 
drumming up proxy Sunni-Shia 
warfare have led to ceaseless conflict 
with Syria, Hezbollah and Yemen’s 
Houthis, all deemed overly friendly 
with Iran.

The trouble with such lies is 
not only that they are an affront to 
decency and good sense, but that 
they tangle up the teller in their 
own contradictions. This is why the 
US is floundering over Ukraine: 
the empire is over-extended not 
only economically and militarily, 
but intellectually. It is lapsing into 
incoherence - a tendency that a 
simple-minded Biden sums up as 
neatly as a near-comatose Chernenko 
summed up late Soviet senility l

Heading off to Israel
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Keep up the pace
Many thanks to all the 

comrades who have 
donated to our Summer 
Offensive fundraising drive so 
far. Particularly generous has 
been comrade SK for his eye-
watering £2,636; additionally, 
there’s comrade JC for a no-
nonsense £755 and PM’s £582, 
not to mention YM, who has 
covered the costs of the technical 
and logistical hires that make 
our forthcoming Communist 
University possible - a total of 

£1,662 from this comrade alone.
Since last week, our comrades 
have raised a £6,155 - a 
tremendous boost to our target 
of £30,000. This - added to the 
£4,500 we already had in the 
coffers - should bolster comrades’ 
confidence immensely. We have 
smashed through the 10k barrier 
and should be confident we are 
well on our way to that £30k 
target. But no complacency, 
comrades! Keep up the pace! l

Linda Carr

Summer Offensive
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IRAN

Fist bumps and pariahs
Russia seeks allies and arms, the US seeks allies and oil. Yassamine Mather reports on the diplomatic 
moves and the nuclear threats 

For more than two decades the 
‘international community’ - 
ie, pro-US, pro-Nato countries 

- have told us that they are doing 
what they can to make sure Iran’s 
Islamic Republic does not achieve 
weapons-grade nuclear capability.

Yet the continued efforts of 
a number of US presidents - in 
particular the Trump and Biden 
administrations - have done 
exactly the opposite. On July 17, 
hours after Biden’s departure from 
the Middle East, a senior Iranian 
diplomat, Kamal Kharazi (head 
of Iran’s Strategic Council on 
Foreign Relations and a foreign 
affairs advisor to supreme leader 
Ali Khamenei), told Al Jazeera 
TV that his country has the ability 
to make a nuclear bomb if it so 
chooses: “We can easily produce 
90% enriched uranium” - the level 
required for a bomb.

Kharazi added: “Tehran would 
retaliate directly against Israel if 
Israel endangered Iran’s security. 
Iran has conducted military 
exercises simulating an attack on 
sensitive locations in Israel.” Of 
course, this was no surprise - no-
one was in any doubt that the 
Islamic Republic had achieved 
such levels of uranium enrichment. 
What was surprising was an open 
admission of the country’s nuclear 
capabilities.

The Israeli response to the 
announcement was predictable. 
According to Ha’aretz,

[Israel Defense Forces] chief of 
staff Aviv Kochavi echoed the 
need for a military option on 
Sunday, when Biden was already 
heading home to Washington. 
At a handover ceremony for the 
new head of the Home Front 
Command, he said: “Preparing 
a military option against Iran’s 
nuclear programme is a moral 
obligation and a national 
security commandment … The 
IDF will continue preparing 
energetically to attack Iran.”1

A day earlier US officials claimed 
Iran held an armed drone showcase 
for Russia. US national security 
advisor Jake Sullivan told CNN:

We have information that the 
Iranian government is preparing 
to provide Russia with several 
hundred UAVs [Unmanned 
Aerial Vehicles], including 
including weapons-capable 
UAVs ... They have a domestic 
production capability and an 
operational doctrine and concept 
that continues to advance and 
grow and improve.

This information seems to be 
from June, yet Sullivan decided 
to release it during Biden’s trip in 
order to divert attention from his 
administration’s U-turn regarding 
Mohammed bin Salman. The 
US administration also claimed 
that Iran plans to supply Russia 
with combat drones. Following 
the brutal assassination of Jamal 
Khashoggi, some members of 
the Democratic Party and Biden 
himself had made strong statements 
about the Saudi kingdom. As late 
as 2020, Biden promised during his 
presidential campaign to make the 
Saudi government “pay the price 
and make them in fact the pariah 
that they are”.

By the time he arrived in Riyadh 
last week, democracy, human rights 

and the Khashoggi murder were 
all but forgotten. While the US is 
relatively energy-independent, after 
sanctions against Russian oil its 
allies are facing massive fuel price 
rises and once again the Middle 
East is important for Washington. 
Of course, Saudi Arabia does not 
export natural gas, but it does 
export oil on a huge scale and it 
can up those exports by increasing 
production. The US hopes this 
will reduce fuel prices. For all we 
know, however, the Saudis might 
not increase oil production or step 
back from close relations with 
Russia, and the Biden trip will only 
be remembered for the president’s 
humiliating fist bump with MBS.

At the end of the Biden excursion 
we had what has been called a 
Nato-style regional alliance - 
apparently an Arab-Israeli military/
security alliance that will help the 
US president in his declared aim of 
intervening against China, Russia 
and Iran!

Well, if Iran was not already 
allying itself with Russia, it did 
so immediately after Biden’s 
visit. On July 19, Vladimir Putin 
travelled there to hold meetings 
with president, Ebrahim Raisi, and 
supreme leader Ali Khamenei, as 
well as Turkish president Recep 
Tayyip Erdoğan.

Syria is also on the agenda, 
as Russia and Iran were on the 
opposite side to Turkey during 
the Syrian civil war. However, 
the current discussions are about 
Turkish plans for a new offensive in 
northern Syria against what it calls 
US-backed Kurdish militants. Iran 
and Russia are not too keen on this 
move, although they see political 
advantages in talking to Erdoğan, 
especially as Turkey has refused 
to condemn Russia or to impose 
sanctions on Moscow. During 
Tuesday’s meeting Khamenei made 
clear that he supported Russian 
action in Ukraine. According to 
the official Iranian news agency, 
the IRNA, Khamenei described the 
war as “brutal and hard”, but added 
that if Russia had not “taken the 
initiative, the other side, with its 
own initiative would have created 
a war anyway”.

In summary, the Biden visit 
might well have brought Saudi 
Arabia and the United Arab 
Emirates back in line with US 
foreign policy, but it has also 
consolidated a new pro-Russian 
alliance in the Middle East.

You would have thought that, 
faced with such an alliance, Iran’s 
Islamic Republic would try and 

rally its own people, so that if there 
was a military intervention, if the 
current cold cyber war escalates, 
it would at least have the support 
of its own population. But, far 
from doing that, the regime seems 
determined to create new enemies 
by increasing repressive measures, 
arresting dissidents and trying to 
impose strict observance of women 
wearing the hijab.

Internal enemy
Over the last few years everyone 
coming from Iran was telling us 
how young women in particular 
had stopped wearing the hijab 
and that there seemed to be a 
situation where the authorities 
were turning a blind eye. In fact 
this was not just happening in 
more affluent or middle class areas 
of major cities, but in working 
class districts, in small towns and 
rural areas too. Then suddenly 
in July, as temperatures soared, 
the government ordered new 
regulations to make sure women 
wore the ‘correct’ hijab. Many 
have been arrested on public 
transport for failure to adhere to 
Islamic procedures. Banks and 
government departments were 
instructed to refuse to serve or reply 
to female customers who failed to 
cover their hair. Iran’s Bank Mellat 
went further, forbidding female 
employees from wearing high 
heels and tights. Male managers 
were also prohibited from 
hiring women as administrative 
assistants. This was followed by a 
government-sponsored ‘National 
Day of Hijab and Chastity’ on July 
12. Predictably women took to the 
streets as well as social media to 
express their opposition.

One of the most deplorable 
aspects of the enforcement of new 
hijab regulations is the violence 
and aggression shown by women 
members of the jehad amr be 
marouf, nahy az monker - the task 
force for ‘promoting good and 
forbidding evil’! If in the early 
years of the Islamic Republic 
one could suspect that they truly 
believed in the hijab for women, 
43 years later - when we know 
that female relatives of senior 
ayatollahs and commanders of 
the Islamic Revolutionary Guards 
wear the most un-Islamic clothes 
and drink alcohol when they travel 
abroad (or if they are in settings 
inside the country, where they do 
not think they will be spied upon), 
it is hard to understand why these 
‘Islamic sisters’ are so obsessed 
in attacking women who dare 

show their hair. Surely no-one 
even within the repressive organs 
of the religious state believe so 
wholeheartedly in the sanctity of 
the hijab.

It should be noted that this is not 
the only recent attack on women. In 
March 2021, the conservative-led 
Majles (Islamic parliament) passed 
legislation inspired by a speech from 
the supreme leader, entitled the New 
Population Law, with the aim of 
increasing the country’s numbers. 
One of the practical consequences of 
this legislation was an end to the free 
distribution of contraceptives and a 
ban on displaying or advertising 
contraceptives in pharmacies, 
together with a ban on abortions. 
The ministries of health and science 
were instructed to devote 5% of 
their budget to research regarding 
fertility and population growth. Of 
course, abortions were not legal 
under the shah, but then and now 
hundreds of thousands of women 
used or are using illegal abortion 
clinics at great risk to their health 
and wellbeing.

However, it is not just women 
who are facing repression under the 
rule of a besieged and increasingly 
paranoid Raisi government. Since 
late April, activists in the teachers’ 
union, which has been leading 
a series of successful strikes, as 
well as other protests, have been 
arrested. Labour activists such as 
Reza Shahabi and Hassan Saidi 
are now in prison. Last week film 
director Jafar Panahi was told he 
was sentenced to six years in prison 
after being arrested for criticising 
the government’s brutal repression 
of protestors in Khuzestan province 
following the collapse of a tower 
block that killed 43 people. Another 
prominent film maker, Mohammad 
Rasoulof, was also arrested for 
the same ‘crime’. The events in 
Khuzestan were the latest in a series 
of protests this year against price 
rises, the abolition of fuel subsidies 
and low wages - all creating hunger 
and deprivation for the majority of 
the population.

All this explains why both the 
government and ordinary people in 
Iran have been following events in 

Sri Lanka with great interest. There 
are, of course, similarities. In both 
countries corrupt rulers and their 
close relatives live in unbelievable 
wealth and luxury, while the poor 
struggle to feed their families and 
cannot afford to pay for basic needs, 
such as medication.

In Iran the Revolutionary Guards, 
who were supposed to be defenders 
of the ‘disinherited’, have now 
become major oppressors of the 
poor and meek, and defenders of the 
super-rich ruling elite. Iranians will 
tell you that there are now dozens 
of palatial homes belonging to 
senior ayatollahs, their immediate 
relatives, government officials and 
Revolutionary Guards commanders 
that should be taken over and their 
swimming pools used to cool down 
the poor kids living in shanty towns.

Yet there are also major 
differences between Sri Lanka and 
Iran. For a start, decades of sanctions 
and a more gradual deterioration of 
the economic situation in the latter 
mean that ordinary people have 
become sadly more accustomed 
to severe economic hardship. Far 
from distributing their wealth to the 
‘disinherited’, members of the elite 
have shared the profits achieved 
through their corrupt rule amongst 
themselves.

The continuous threat of war, 
including more recent threats 
from Israel, have helped to rally 
Iranians. They may hate their own 
government, but they do not want to 
see the destruction of their country, 
or its disintegration into smaller, 
ineffective states representing 
national minorities.

Last but not least, the religious 
state’s repression has been so 
systematic for more than four 
decades - with political opponents 
being sentenced to long prison 
sentences or even execution - that 
there is scarcely any trace of an 
effective opposition l
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ad7bf6430001.
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Recovering global ascendancy
Sri Lanka’s debt crisis and political collapse could easily be repeated in other so-called third world countries. 
Mike Macnair argues that this is a knock-on effect of the Ukraine war and America’s determination to 
smash any tendency towards a multipolar world

A group of Financial Times 
reporters wrote on July 15: 
“In a more optimistic era, 

the overthrow by Sri Lankans of a 
feckless government they blamed 
for their country’s economic 
collapse might have been called 
a Velvet Revolution.” They 
continued:

Sri Lanka now needs a 
new government to rebuild 
its economy, starting with 
agreeing an IMF facility, a 
credible government plan to 
rein in rampant inflation, and 
balancing a government budget 
that ran in deficit of more than 
10% of gross domestic product 
in 2020 and 2021.1

Apart from stories about the 
family of ex-president Mahinda 
Rajapaksa as a dynasty, and so on, 
we would naturally assume that 
this was a ‘colour revolution’ to 
replace a government of a roughly 
leftist complexion with a rightist 
one which would implement US 
and International Monetary Fund 
diktats.

And indeed there is a good 

deal of evidence in support of 
this view. In the first place, when 
we look at Wikipedia’s list of the 
parties of the governing coalition 
overthrown by this event, they are 
a collection of parties of the very 
fragmented Sri Lanka centre-left. 
One of the larger components 
of this coalition, the Sri Lanka 
Freedom Party, deserted the 
coalition for a new bloc with the 
centre-right United National Party, 
the traditional party of landlords 
and business in Sri Lanka, shortly 
before the crisis broke out.2

Secondly, the United National 
Party has been practically 
involved in the mass movement. 
Al-Jazeera reports:

While journalist Ranhiru 
Subhawickrama, also a 
protestor, is critical of the 
conduct of certain groups in the 
protest movement, he, like most 
Sri Lankans, is happy about its 
achievements.

“Those in power tried many 
different ways to disrupt the 
protest movement and create 
divisions. We knew 
from the beginning, for 

example, that there was a strong 
presence of the United National 
Party [UNP] within the protest 
movement,” Subhawikrama told 
Al Jazeera, referring to acting 
president Wickremesinghe’s 
party.

But when Wickremesinghe 
was appointed as the prime 
minister following Mahinda’s 
resignation, UNP supporters 
who funded the protests 
withdrew, he added.3

The primary practical result of 
the protests to date has been the 
appointment of Wickremesinghe, 
the leader of the UNP, as acting 
president. The UNP suffered a 
crushing defeat in 2020 elections, 
with Wickremesinghe the only 
UNP MP elected (losing his 
constituency, he appointed himself 
to receive the UNP’s one party-list 
seat).4 The appointment as acting 
president of Wickremesinghe - 
he was also prime minister from 
2015-19, so not exactly without 
responsibility for the economy - 
illustrates an assumption that the 
2.15% of votes cast for the UNP in 

2020 represent something more 

than they might seem to. Perhaps 
they were an important 2.15%, 
as opposed to the unimportant 
97.85% ...

The protestors’ demands also 
display the characteristic emptiness 
of ‘colour revolutions’:

n Gotabaya Rajapaksa should 
immediately resign as president.
n Wickremesinghe and his 
government should also quit 
immediately.
n An interim government 
should be established for a 
maximum period of one year.
n A new constitution that 
endorses people’s sovereignty 
be established through a 
referendum, hopefully within a 
year.
n The president’s executive 
powers should be reduced 
and democratic institutions 
strengthened until the new 
constitution is drafted.
n The fundamental objective of 
the interim government should 
be to implement the above 
proposals.5

What is “people’s sovereignty”? 

Aims of the protest 
movement are vague 
almost to the point of 

meaninglessness

Ranil Wickremesinghe
leader of rightwing UNP 

and its sole MP



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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- the reality is that it is a tag 
without concrete, identifiable 
content, behind which almost 
any concrete agenda can hide. 
“The president’s executive 
powers should be reduced” - in 
what ways? “and democratic 
institutions strengthened” - again, 
in what concrete ways? - “until the 
new constitution is drafted”. Why 
not call openly for a break with 
presidentialism?

Trigger
The trigger of the political crisis 
was the unavailability of imported 
goods due to the collapse of 
the Sri Lankan currency, but 
essentially of fuel supplies, 
with knock-on consequences 
for everything else. What lies 
immediately behind this is the 
Ukraine war, and essentially the 
impact of western sanctions on oil 
and gas supplies - and, secondarily, 
of both these and the war itself 
on Russian and Ukrainian grain 
imports; both radically forcing 
up grain prices. ‘Anti-inflation’ 
measures, together with global 
economic uncertainty, force up the 
dollar, resulting in countries with 
weaker currencies experiencing 
foreign exchange crises.

Sri Lanka was the ‘weakest 
link’ in this situation because its 
income arose largely from tourism 
and remittances from migrant 
workers - both heavily disrupted 
by Covid - and it had borrowed 
heavily, notably from China, for 
infrastructure development. But 
this view of the debt risk is held 
more widely. IMF managing 
director Kristalina Giorgieva 
said to the G20 on July 16: 
“More than 30% of emerging and 
developing countries are at or near 
debt distress. For low-income 
countries, that number is 60%.”6 
We should, therefore, expect more 
defaults, and more events like 
those in Sri Lanka.

All of these are predictable 
consequences of the voluntary 
decision of the US administration 
to support Ukraine’s desire to 
get back the Donbas and Crimea, 
and hence to reject a negotiated 
solution, leading to the present war 
in Ukraine, in which the US and 
its allies have poured arms into 
Ukraine. Biden must have been 
briefed as to the very substantial 
global economic risks - and hence 
risks of political instability - 
involved in this course of action. 
Why should they then go ahead 
with the policy?

The answer is, I think, because 
this war offers an opportunity 
for the United States to recover 
its global ascendancy and smash 
any trend towards ‘multipolarity’. 
Victory over Russia will allow 
the US to force through a ‘new 
Yeltsin’ and the dismantlement of 
the Russian arms and aerospace 
industries as well as the end of 
the Russian Black Sea fleet, with 
the US and its vassals controlling 
the Caucasus; and, in turn, moving 
towards the effective encirclement 
of China, which is the US’s real 
potential imperialist rival and the 
underlying target of the projected 
conquest of Russia.

In that context, ‘emerging 
market’ debt defaults can 
potentially also serve US interests, 
by wrecking China’s Belt and 
Road Initiative foreign lending 
and investment arrangements. 
And the commentary on Sri 
Lanka and the wider debt risk 
points precisely to this issue. Thus 
an earlier FT article (July 13) 
remarks that “China is the world’s 
biggest bilateral lender. For the 74 
countries classed as low-income 
by the World Bank, it is bigger 
than all other bilateral lenders 
combined”. Nikhil Sanghani, 

writing on the website of the 
‘Official Monetary and Financial 
Institutions Forum’ think-tank, 
says:

With China a major creditor, 
it may complicate matters for 
Sri Lanka’s government to 
reach a necessary new IMF deal. 
The Fund would presumably 
want some assurance that any 
financing will go towards the 
real economy rather than paying 
Chinese creditors. Moreover, it 
will be difficult to strike a deal 
with private creditors, who face 
the brunt of a necessary write-
down of Sri Lanka’s debts if 
China refuses to budge.7

The USA retains control of the 
global financial system through 
the reserve status of the dollar, 
and effective control of the 
IMF. It continues to manipulate 
these powers to hold the rest of 
the world, as far as possible, in 
subordination. The war in Ukraine 
will trigger debt defaults among 
countries to which China has lent 
money - and the US control of the 
IMF can then skew the ‘deals’ 
which have to be made to get back 
access to world money, against the 
Chinese and in favour of the US 
and its vassal allies.

The role of international money 
in global hierarchy is visible 
to Hindutva-nationalist writer 
Seshadri Chari, who argues in an 
Indian online newspaper:

New Delhi should follow up 
on the earlier efforts of fast-
tracking infrastructure projects 
… irrespective of the current 
chaotic situation. The RBI has 
recently liberalised rupee trade 
mechanism to facilitate ease 
of foreign exchange outflow. 
This facility can be extended 
to Sri Lanka under a special 
mechanism worked out between 
the two central banks. Colombo, 
which is experiencing a high 
current account deficit, can 
save import-related foreign 
exchange outflows by trading 
in Indian rupees.8

Another FT article comments 
on increased concerns about 
geopolitics in central banks’ 
reserve-currency holdings more 
generally.9

So India could gain power 
over Sri Lanka by replacing 
China as infrastructure provider 
and extending a ‘rupee zone’ to 
include Sri Lanka.

Alternative
This is less implausible than it 
might seem. On the one hand, the 
war in Ukraine and the sanctions 
regime are inflicting acute crisis 
on ‘third world’ countries (as well 
as a ‘cost of living crisis’ in the 
imperialist centres). On the other, 
however, in spite of any number 
of enthusiastic write-ups in the 
‘western’ media, they have not 
caused a meltdown of the Russian 
economy. Indeed, it can be said 
that, in spite of savage hardships 
inflicted on Iran under sanctions, 
and on Iraq in the ‘sanctions 
period’, 1991-2003, sanctions 
have not produced regime change 
- it took an invasion to produce 
that in Iraq.

Sri Lanka can be thrown into 
the abyss by US control of global 
finance: if it had not played 
footsie with the Chinese, the IMF 
would be helping it out now. But 
if India succeeded in creating a 
“rupee zone” extending beyond 
its own borders, this would be less 
vulnerable to US manipulations.

James Harvey in last week’s 
edition of this paper pointed to 
the calamitous history of the 

Sri Lankan left: particularly 
the destruction of the mass 
Trotskyist party, the Lanka Sama 
Samaja Party, by being drawn 
into government coalition with 
the Sri Lanka Freedom Party 
(SLFP) back in the 1960s.10 One 
can equally point to the other 
side of this calamitous history: 
the inability of Sri Lankan 
revolutionaries to unite in an 
effective party. These are, in 
reality, two sides of the same 
coin: the aspiration to participate 
in ‘big-time’ coalitions produces 
control-freak operations which 
drive splits, and sectarianism 
against ‘unimportant’ groups.

Equally, however, Sri Lanka 
represents, as Greece did, the 
ability of global and regional 
financial capital to inflict savage 
punishment on small states which 
experiment with mild forms of 
leftism, which play footsie with 
the USA’s potential rivals, or 
which fail to grovel sufficiently 
before America.

This ability is inherent in world 
money. It is therefore inherent 
in the social form in which 
we coordinate our productive 
activities through the money 
mechanism (capitalism). There 
is no capitalism without crises, 
and there is no capitalism without 
imperialism, a global hierarchy 
of states, and the coercive 
subordination of some peoples 
to others’ states. There is no 
‘democratic’ capitalism and no 
‘post-colonial’ capitalism.

The strategic alternative, 
therefore, not only requires 
radical democracy (as comrade 
Harvey argued last week). It 
also requires movement towards 
planning in natura (‘in kind’): 
what actual material resources 
do we collectively need, how 
can we source them and organise 
their production? Here, just for 
example, the radical triumph of 
the internal combustion engine 
turns out not only to be a massive 
producer of greenhouse gases, 
but also an umbilicus tying every 
country which is dependent on 
road transport to the suppliers of 
oil and therefore to the controllers 
of the dollar.

A strategic alternative also 
requires movement towards the 
working class laying collective 
hands on the means of production 
on the scale on which they 
actually exist. A unified India-
Pakistan-Bangladesh-Sri Lanka  
would have far more chance of 
standing off the consequences 
of US manipulations than any of 
its component parts. The left in 
Sri Lanka went a long way down 
the road of Sinhalese nationalism, 
which drew it in behind the 

Rajapaksa clan, as well as behind 
the old Bandaranaike SLFP; but 
this set of assumptions sets up 
Sri Lanka for victimisation by the 
USA’s financial manipulations.

The principle applies globally. 
Common working class action 
on a European scale could 
make a fundamental difference, 
whereas Brexit strengthens the 
freedom of action of capital to 
move from country to country 
and thereby force capitulation. 
(This is not to endorse liberal 
variants of left ‘remainism’ like 
that of the Alliance for Workers’ 
Liberty, and so on, which cling 
to people’s frontism with the 
liberal wing of capital and thus 
equally smother independent 
working class political action.) 
Common working class action 
on a Latin American scale could 
offer a radical alternative which 
neither ‘social liberalism’ like 
the Brazilian Workers’ Party, nor 
left populism in one country, can 
achieve. And so on.

At the moment it is more 
likely that the left will cling to its 
various strategic illusions, remain 
a set of competing grouplets 
clinging to the tail-end of 
‘nationalist’ or of ‘liberal’ capital, 
and as a result be disappointed 
yet again in the latest outcome 
of mass protests bringing down a 
government. Unity on terms that 
it must include some section of 
the right secures actual disunity 
and ineffectiveness. In an acute 
crisis, like those in Greece a few 
years ago or in Sri Lanka today, 
we could do so much better l

mike.macnair@weeklyworker.co.uk
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Do your bit
The Weekly Worker fighting 

fund was really boosted 
this week by those three-figure 
standing orders that always come 
our way this time of the month. 
Thanks go to comrades SK, KB 
and PM, who alone raised £525!

Then there were those more 
than useful other standing orders/
bank transfers from GB (£85), 
MM (£75), TR (£40), GS and 
DR (£20 each), SS (£15) and JL 
(£7). Finally Canadian comrade 
JB donated an excellent £60 via 
PayPal.

All that comes to £852 for 
this week, which means that 
our running total now stands 
at £1,771 towards our £2,250 

target for July. In other words, 
the Weekly Worker still needs 
another £479 in the last 10 days 
of the month. That’s definitely 
more than a possibility, but only 
if you do your bit!

If you want to help make 
sure we get there, please send 
us a cheque, click on the PayPal 
button on our website, or - best 
of all - make a bank transfer (sort 
code 30-99-64, account number 
00744310).

We can do it with your help! l
Robbie Rix

Fighting fund
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Looking for a green light
We may be seeing an economic meltdown, says Esen Uslu, but there is no mass opposition movement and 
Erdoğan knows how to create domestic and foreign diversions

While we were encouraged by 
the recent popular uprising 
in Sri Lanka, which swept 

the president out of office, we should 
not be disheartened by the fact that 
there is no such mass opposition in 
Turkey as of yet. As the economist, 
Rudiger Dornbusch, once remarked, 
“The crisis takes a much longer time 
coming than you think, and then it 
happens much faster than you would 
have thought.”

The explosive material has 
continued to accumulate in Turkey’s 
economic and political life without 
an end in sight. Rampant inflation 
has reached such a stage that the 
country’s inflation figures, according 
to the International Monetary Fund, 
do not even fit into any graphics 
showing the global rates and are 
regarded as separate freak figures.

And everything has seemed to 
pile up on top of each other. The 
slide in the euro/dollar rate came as 
a new blow, since Turkey’s foreign 
currency earnings are mostly in 
euros, but most of its overseas 
spending and liabilities are in US 
dollars. Turkish exports invoiced in 
euros and dollars are almost equal 
(45% and 48% respectively), while 
Turkey pays only 28% of its imports 
in euros and 71% in dollars. And 
the tourism industry - a key hard-
currency earner - also stands to suffer 
from the euro’s fall, since 70% of the 
sector’s revenues are in euros. As a 
result of all this, the Turkish lira has 
continued to fall sharply against the 
US dollar. 

The annual increase in producer 
prices has already risen to 138%, 
while consumer inflation stands 
at a 24-year high of 79%. The rise 
in the compulsory minimum wage 
announced in early July, which 
determines the median wage in the 
private sector, is no cure for the 
deteriorating cost of living.

As a result there have been 
various working class protests 
across Turkey, but state control 
over the trade union movement is 
preventing effective, coordinated 
action. Such independent action 
is severely repressed by the state 
security apparatus. Even summer 
concerts were deemed dangerous 
and prohibited by the governors of 
many provinces, and their decisions 
were implemented through the use of 
brute force.

How the state maintains such 
control is not a mystery. Let me give 
a couple of examples of its attempts 
to placate public anger and reduce 
the pressure.

State loans to university students 
have now replaced grants, but in the 
late 90s interest began to be charged. 
It was linked to the producers’ price 
index (PPI), which was seemingly 
more beneficial to the students than 
the consumer price index (CPI). 
However, the rampant inflation 
created an unexpected turn, and the 
PPI is now greater than the CPI. As 
a result no graduate is now able to 
repay both the student loan and the 
interest.

The number of students receiving 
loans is now about 1.2 million, but 
the number that received them in 
the past and are now unable to repay 
them is about 5.5 million. As things 
stand, more than 400,000 students are 
facing debt enforcement proceedings 
in court. Considering the number 
of family members who are in dire 
straits, the explosive material being 
accumulated is obvious.

The main parliamentary 
opposition has been asking the 
government to forego the interest 
and penalty for late repayments, 
but such a move was considered a 
sign of weakness and surrender to 
the opposition by president Recep 
Tayyip Erdoğan. However, under the 
instigation of the state bureaucracy, 
which seemed to have seen the 
impending implications better than 
he did, he made an about-turn and 
removed the interest and penalty 
payments. Now the ruling Justice 
and Development Party (AKP) is 
bent on presenting this decision as a 
gift from the government to students.

Istanbul Convention
Another example of maintaining 
control over the rising discontent 
is the way Turkey quit the Istanbul 
Convention on Preventing and 
Combating Violence Against 
Women and Domestic Violence, 
which it had signed up to in 2011. 
But now suddenly Turkey has 
abandoned the convention via a 
decree from Erdoğan. (Subsequently, 
it was explained that the LGBT+ 

issues contained in the convention 
were hampering the ‘sanctity of the 
family’).

Long before the withdrawal from 
the Istanbul Convention, it had 
become the focus of the conservative 
rightwing parties, religious sects, 
etc. LGBT+ individuals were 
targeted by political and religious 
figures, such as the head of the 
Directorate of Religious Affairs, the 
interior minister and other members 
of parliament, as well as Islamist 
media outlets. Since then, the state’s 
anti-LBGT+ and anti-feminist 
policing and suppression have risen 
dramatically.

As the withdrawal was enacted 
by decree, there were law suits in 
the Council of State, the highest 
administrative court. Even the 
prosecutor agreed that withdrawing 
from a convention, which was 
ratified by parliament, through a 
presidential decree was against the 
spirit and letter of the constitution. 
But the council upheld the decree 
by a 3-2 majority decision a couple 
of days ago (members of the council 
appointed by Erdoğan must follow 
his orders, no matter what).

Although the LBGT+ and feminist 
movements are facing another uphill 
struggle with Turkey’s constitutional 
court and then the European Court 
of Human Rights, they have been 
unable to mobilise any mass 
movement, as demonstrations and 
marches are brutally supressed. 
Considering that Turkey is not 
implementing any other decisions 

of the ECHR, such as the immediate 
release of Selahattin Demirtaş, 
former president of the leftwing, pro-
Kurdish HDP, and Osman Kavala, a 
philanthropist opposition figure, the 
ongoing fight at the courts is clearly 
a tactic that will drag the movement 
into a dead end.

Meanwhile, the ministry of 
foreign affairs wrote to Antonio 
Gutters, secretary general of 
the United Nations, on June 1, 
demanding that the country’s name 
should be changed to ‘Türkiye’ and 
a spokeswoman for the secretary 
general declared that this would 
be implemented forthwith. The 
problem has been in the minds of 
the Turkish elite since they started 
to learn English (rather than French 
or German, in earlier periods of 
Turkish history). How could our 
glorious country’s name be mixed 
up with that of American poultry?! 
Thanks to the vigour of diplomats, 
and the energetic campaign via pro-
Erdoğan media channels, this issue 
has been driven repeatedly into our 
minds.

Imperial dreams
Erdoğan decided to increase the 
brand value of ‘Türkiye’ by using it 
in English documents in international 
diplomatic usage. It was also a show of 
force to the loyal as well as wavering 
supporters in Turkey that Erdoğan, a 
statesman of international stature, is 
extending the country’s powers all 
over the world! For the Islamists it is 
also a rebuke to the Americans for not 
supporting Erdoğan’s policies in the 
Middle East.

When we say ‘Middle East’, 
the first thing that comes into the 
mind of Turkish state officials 
is the Kurds - and the anathema 
of autonomous Kurdish rule in 
northern Syria. Invasion, occupation 
and annexation of further parts of 
Syrian and Iraqi Kurdistan have 
been the never-changing aims of the 
Turkish state. This is so pervasive 
that loyal parliamentary opposition 
parties agree with it and support 
every foreign adventure of Erdoğan.

After the Nato summit in Madrid, 
where Turkey churned the water by 
claiming that it would veto Finnish 
and Swedish membership, it then let 
itself be persuaded at the last moment 
after getting some nice photo-shoots 
and attention-grabbing news items 
in the international press. However, 
its main target was getting the green 

light for its long-prepared invasion 
into Kurdish-controlled territories 
of Manbij and Tell Rifat.

US statements that there 
was no such ‘green light’ have 
been reinforced by the Biden 
administration’s various utterances. 
The US president’s recent visit 
to the Middle East once more 
reiterated the fact that the US is at 
present trying to mend fences with 
the Gulf states through hardening 
its anti-Iranian stance, and it does 
not want to undertake any action 
that may tip the delicate balance of 
power in the wrong way.

On top of that, the tripartite 
meeting between the heads of state 
of Iran, Russia and Turkey was 
held in Iran. There were bilateral 
talks between them as well. 
Erdoğan met Iran’s supreme leader, 
ayatollah Ali Khamenei, and then 
president Ebrahim Raisi. Khamenei 
unequivocally told him that any 
further Turkish military action in 
Syria would further destabilise the 
region and benefit the ‘terrorists’.

Later Raisi said the same thing at 
a joint press conference, and called 
for the withdrawal of all foreign 
forces east of the Euphrates. The 
joint communique released at the 
end of the tripartite meeting stressed 
the same message. So there was no 
green light from Iran for Turkish 
adventures in Syria. Similarly, 
after the bilateral meeting with 
Erdoğan, Vladimir Putin stressed 
the importance of Turkey acting 
as a go-between for resolving 
the blockage of Ukrainian grain 
exports, but insisted that no action 
should be taken in Syria.

In the final communique Iran 
and Russia stated their well-known 
position that foreign troops should 
be withdrawn from Syria, and that 
Syrian territorial integrity should 
be respected. There was also a sop 
to Turkey’s undefined security 
interests, but, despite Erdoğan’s 
ferocious opening salvo, stating 
his intentions to attack Manbij and 
Tell Rifat, there was no reference to 
Kurdish organisations in the final 
communique.

So Turkey could still move 
unilaterally and continue its 
preparations for an attack in order to 
utilise the muddy waters created by 
the Ukrainian war, which would be 
pricy for Erdoğan. But he is known 
as a risk-taker, if the expected benefit 
is considered to be worth it l

Inflation 
roars, the 
lira sinks

Erdoğan gambles on a greater Turkey


