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Workers must refuse to be intimidated by the barrage of lying propaganda that fills Britain’s corporate media. 
It is the capitalists’ job to try to stop us from taking power and building a socialist society; it is our job to do it anyway!
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Economic crisis and war 
as capitalism hurtles 

towards the abyss
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The failure of wages to keep 
pace with galloping inflation, 
alongside insane hikes in 
rents, food prices and energy 
bills since 2008, and reach-
ing unprecedented heights in 
recent months, have been driv-
ing desperate workers across 
the country onto picket lines 
for more than a year now.

For a time it seemed as if this 
spirit of widening resistance 
might grow roots, and that 
there was a chance that union 
leaders would be pressured by 
their members into overcom-
ing such crippling divisions in 
the labour movement as mul-
tiple unions for the same jobs 
(three unions in the rail indus-
try, twelve in the NHS), sepa-
rate deals being cut in different 
regions etc, that so weaken the 
movement.

Rousing speeches from the 
RMT’s Mick Lynch and oth-
ers also raised hopes that the 
strike wave would endure and 
spread, uniting workers in their 
common struggle. Perhaps, 
who knows, we might even 

begin to move on from the 
fight for a ‘fair day’s pay’ to the 
fight against the wages system 
(capitalist exploitation) itself.

Sadly, it seems these old di-
visions are not going to be so 
easily overcome. Rank oppor-
tunism and class-collabora-
tionism have grown deep roots 
in the working-class move-
ment, distilled in the imperial-
ist Labour party and poison-
ing all working-class politics 
for more than a century. Even 
when the strike wave was at 
its height, the usual suspects 
were banging on about how 
our salvation would come with 
the election of a new Labour 
government.

Now, with the strike wave in 
decline, the collapse of the To-
ries in the local elections has 
been greeted by this gentry 
with an orgy of wishful think-
ing about a revival of Labour 
fortunes, all in the hopes of 
taking workers’ minds off class 
struggle.

Nurses’ 
leader 
reveals 
true 
nature 
of British 
unions

In a way, 
the most il-
l u m i n a t i n g 
example of 
misleadership 
by a union 
bureaucracy 
came from 
a union that 
was not one of 
the big guns 

of the TUC, had never previous-
ly called a strike, and therefore 
lacked the opportunist experi-
ence of more seasoned play-
ers who know how to play the 
game. 

This standard formula con-
sists of talking a good enough 
game to win the trust of union 
members, judging when to re-
brand a slightly less awful deal 
as a ‘victory’, and judicially 
combining a reputation for oc-
casional militancy with the po-
sition of having both feet stuck 
firmly in the bog of Labour par-
ty social democracy.

Poor Pat Cullen of the Royal 
College of Nurses. At first it 
seemed that the nurses’ strug-
gle to win back some of what 
has been lost through 15 years 
of below-inflation pay deals – a 
fight that was enthusiastically 
supported by the public – was 
carrying all before it. 

But Cullen almost from the 
outset was searching for the 
exit. Initially, the nurses de-
manded a pay rise of 19.2 
percent, by way of partial com-
pensation for a real-terms pay 
cut since 2010 that is officially 
acknowledged to have been at 
least 20 percent, but has, in 
reality, been far higher. Before 
a shot had even been fired, 
Cullen inexplicably distanced 
herself from this demand, ca-
sually declaring her willingness 

to meet the government “half 
way” at about 10 percent.

After many more well-sup-
ported strikes and growing 
public fury at the boneheaded 
refusal to pay the nurses a de-
cent wage, the government of-
fered an insulting pay deal that 
amounted to a roughly 5 per-
cent rise. Pat Cullen jumped 
at the deal and recommended 
acceptance by RCN members 
in fulsome terms and with a 
hefty dose of blackmail. 

What happened next was 
that the nurses, who had had 
it up to here with being kicked 
around, rejected Cullen’s ad-
vice and voted overwhelmingly 
to keep striking and get the job 
done. If nurses had never been 
on strike before, they certainly 
made up for it now.

The RCN, thwarted in its at-
tempt to soft-soap the mem-
bership into accepting a 
shabby offer, now zigzagged 
between acting as a tool of the 
government and putting on a 
show of militancy. Cullen un-
derwent a dizzying about-face, 
belatedly donning her militant 
mask again and announcing 
that strikes would carry on, 
vocally spurning the very offer 
she had so recently commend-
ed to her members. 

But sure enough, when the 
next push-back by the govern-
ment came in the form of a 
pettifogging legal technicality, 
curtailing one of the strikes by 
four hours through the courts, 
Cullen once more snapped to 
attention, ordering the nurses 
to comply with the ruling and 
hastening to tell the world that 
they would not dream of break-
ing the (bourgeois, anti-union) 
law! 

Bowing down before 
the anti-union laws

Yet this is precisely what is 
most urgently needed if any 
workers are actually to win the 
pay rise they so desperately 
need. Strikers must 

Defy the anti-trade 
union laws!
It is time we turned the struggle for decent 
wages into a struggle for socialism.
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refuse to confine their 
struggles within the bounds 
of a set of anti-trade union 
laws that were specifically de-
signed to hamstring working-
class power; they must do 
whatever is necessary to win, 
whether secondary action, fly-
ing pickets, wildcat walkouts 
or anything else, creating facts 
on the ground by independent 
class action. 

We have no personal animus 
against Pat Cullen, and dwell 
on her case only because it ex-
poses so clearly the limitations 
of trade-union politics when 
faced with a class war assault 

launched by capitalism to force 
down the workers’ standard of 
living. The same class-collab-
orationist practice is just as 
rife across the rest of Britain’s 
unions, only not always quite 
so crassly expressed.

In Cullen’s case, the gear 
changes were so clunky that 
everyone could hear them 
and wince. The nurses, as all 
working people, deserve better 
leadership than this, and the 
grit and determination shown 
by their struggle makes it clear 
that, once even a fraction of 
that spirit is able to connect 
itself to scientific socialism, 

nothing will be able to hold 
them back.

As the global economic cri-
sis of capitalism deepens at 
breakneck speed, as our rul-
ers indulge in endless money-
printing to prop up the failing 
banking system yet again, gal-
loping inflation and a rampant 
war drive are only going to 
make an already dire situation 
infinitely worse for workers ev-
erywhere. 

The sooner workers ditch 
their affiliation to organisa-
tions that are institutionally 
bound to the Labour party in 

particular, to social democracy 
in general, and to the capitalist 
system in toto, the sooner will 
we be able to mount a mean-
ingful resistance to the war 
being waged against us, turn-
ing the tables on our rapacious 
rulers and their decadent and 
dying system.

Break the link with 
Labour; Defy the anti-
trade-union laws!

Turn the struggle for 
decent wages into a 
struggle for socialism!

The Bank of England ‘chief 
economist’ Huw Pill an-
nounced recently that work-
ers should stop seeking pay 
increases and pushing prices 
higher”.

For information to those who 
don’t yet read Marx, this hoary 
old myth about high wages be-
ing the root cause of inflation 

was debunked 150 years ago.

All bourgeois economists 
since Marx’s time have been 
engaged not in furthering our 
understanding of how capi-
talism and economics gener-
ally work, but in hiding the fact 
that the system’s secrets have 
been revealed -- and that the 
truth is not compatible with 

continued bourgeois rule.

What a colossal waste of hu-
man energy and activity. What 
a colossal waste of human po-
tential. 

Imagine if we lived in a world 
where scientific discoveries 
could simply be acted on, in 
the interests of the people, 
with no concern about whose 
vested interests or profit mar-
gins might be affected ...

Meanwhile, workers are 
dealing with 17 percent gro-
cery inflation in supermarkets 
– across the board. And we 
know that the prices of bud-
get essentials are rising faster 
than those of the higher-end 
staples. So real inflation for the 
poorest workers is far higher 
than that average figure, and 
it’s rising all the time.

Wages or profits?
The truth about wage rises is 

that they reduce profits -- they 
effect a change in the propor-
tion of wealth (wealth which 
has all been produced by work-
ers’ labour!) that is allocated to 
workers’ wages as opposed to 
the proportion that is allocated 
to capitalists’ profits.

When they tell us not to strug-
gle for higher wages, the em-
ployers are telling us to accept 
impoverishment in the interest 

of the ‘greater good’ of capital 
accumulation.

When we struggle for higher 
wages, we are not bringing 
down the whole system, we are 
merely fighting for our right to 
survive in something approxi-
mating human conditions. If 
we don’t fight for that, starva-
tion level is where we will inevi-
tably end up – with our whole 
families working 12-14 hour 
days and dying from exhaus-
tion at the age of 35, as was 
common in British industry be-
fore the passing of the various 
factory acts in the mid-19th 
century.

If we want to escape this end-
less battle of the classes; if we 
find it ridiculous to endlessly 
fight merely so that we can 
sink lower at a slightly slower 
rate, then we have no choice 
but to organise ourselves to 
bring down the whole rotten 
edifice.

The only escape from such 
irrational and antihuman con-
ditions is a workers’ state with 
a planned economy. That’s 
called socialism.

Start by reading what Marx 
revealed in 1865 about the re-
lationship between wages and 
profits. 

And then join us!

Bank of England ‘economist’ 
tells workers: accept poverty, 
stop asking for a pay rise

BoE makes its position in the class war 
abundantly clear.
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The following interview 
was given by our vice-chair 
Joti Brar to communists in 
France (PRCF). You can read 
the French version on the 
Communist Initiative website. 
It has also been translated 
into Spanish and reproduced 
on the New Revolution 
website.

*****

What is the situation 
in Britain from the 
perspective of the 
social movement? What 
impact have the recent 
protest and strikes had? 
What is the influence of 
the Enough Is Enough 
campaign?

In the last year, Britain has 
seen the largest rise in strike 
action for 30 years. In 2022, 
2.4 million working days were 
lost as a result of strikes, and 
it seems likely that the number 
will be higher this year. 

As in many other countries, 
workers are facing a huge in-
flation crisis, with enormous 
rises in energy costs (67 per-
cent rise in electricity prices 
and 129 percent rise in gas 
prices in the last year alone) to 
add to the rapidly rising costs 
of rent, food, clothes and other 
necessities. Grocery inflation is 
now at 17.5 percent compared 
to last year, and the prices of 
many staple goods needed 
by the poorest have risen the 
most. For example, a can of 
Heinz baked beans is 70 per-

cent more expensive now than 
it was in 2019.

This inflation crisis came at a 
time when workers in Britain, 
especially in the public sector, 
have had real-terms pay cuts 
imposed every year since the 
economic crisis of 2008. Com-
bined with huge cuts in public 
spending on everything from 
schools and hospitals to roads 
and public spaces, this ‘auster-
ity’ programme was demanded 
in order to service loans that 
had been taken out by our gov-
ernment to prevent Britain’s 
banks from collapsing.

Since workers’ pay has been 
steadily cut over the last 15 
years, the inflation crisis has 
caused a further and very 
steep decline that has left 
many workers with pay pack-
ets that simply don’t cover the 
basic necessaries of life. Living 
standards are sharply declin-
ing for all employed workers, 
but for those on benefits and 

for those workers at the bot-
tom end of the pay scales in 
the health service, in teaching, 
on the railways etc, life is be-
coming insupportable. Single 
parents in these roles are in-
creasingly unable to manage, 
turning to food banks and 
other emergency charitable or-
ganisations to try to feed their 
children. 

This explains why those ar-
eas of the economy where 
union membership is still high 
(mainly transport and public 
sector, with some utilities, lo-
gistics and communications) 
have all experienced a sharp 
uptick in strike action. Work-
ers in all sectors are desperate 
for pay restitution; in sectors 
where union membership is 
still common, this is pushing 
the union leaders into reluc-
tant action.

All the railway, health and 
teaching unions have been 
out on strike. So too have the 
postal workers, Amazon work-
ers, dockers and civil servants. 
Even the traditionally very 
conservative Royal College of 
Nursing had to bow to pressure 
from its hard-pressed mem-
bers, calling the first strike in 
its 107-year history. Mick Lynch 
of the RMT (a railway union 
with a reputation for radical-
ism, since it broke its 100-year 
connection to the Labour party 
in 2004) gained huge public 
support when he appeared on 
mainstream media standing 
up for the aims of the strikers 
and vigorously defending the 
right of workers to strike. 

Lynch and other union lead-
ers also led the formation of 
the Enough is Enough cam-
paign, whose five-point pro-
gramme demands a meaning-
ful pay rise, a cut in energy 
bills, an end to food poverty, 
decent homes for all and high-
er taxes for the rich. Action on 
any of these points would be 
extremely popular.

Unfortunately, those who 

Joti Brar: We are heartened 
and inspired by the French 
workers’ fighting spirit 
Unfortunately, even the most militant of Britain’s 
trade union leaders seem keen to end the 
strikes here as quickly as possible.
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are in charge of these move-
ments are not prepared to of-
fer the kind of leadership that 
is needed at a time of severe 
economic crisis, where the rul-
ing class is united in trying to 
pass the burden of the crisis 
onto the backs of the workers. 
Even the most militant of our 
trade union leaders (of whom 
there are very few in Britain) 
seem only to be interested in 
ending the strikes as quickly 
as possible. 

None of them wants to show 
workers how to use their power 
to win even a basic battle for 
better wages. Every union has 
either settled, or tried to settle, 
for far less than the workers 
are demanding – and really 
need – in terms of pay, recom-
mending ‘deals’ to their mem-
bers that don’t cover even half 
of this year’s inflation, never 
mind making up for the last 15 
years of real pay cuts. 

At the same time, those run-
ning the ‘Enough is Enough’ 
campaign, after organising a 
couple of impressive open-
ing rallies at which militant 
speeches were made to large 
crowds, have proven to be to-
tally uninterested in mobilis-
ing workers to fight for their 
own programme. Instead, they 
are focusing the attention of 
their declining audiences and 
lacklustre meetings on asking 
workers to believe that voting 
Labour at the next election will 
bring about the changes they 
so desperately need.

What is the position of the 
CPGB-ML on the situation 
in Britain?
As well as taking out loans to 
bail out the banks in 2008, 
our rulers resorted to a huge 
increase in money-printing. 
The prime minister of the time, 
Gordon Brown, was credited 
with an act of heroic genius for 
implementing this programme 
of what bourgeois economists 

called ‘quantitative easing’, 
but which was in reality a huge 
theft – a direct transfer of 
wealth from the poorest to the 
richest in our society. 

As Karl Marx explained in 
Capital, money circulating in 
the economy reflects the value 
of the commodities in circu-
lation. To print more money 
without increasing the value of 
goods in cir-
culation sim-
ply means 
that each 
note or coin 
that circu-
lates will be 
exchanged 
for a smaller 
amount of 
commodities 
– it will be 
worth less. 
The more 
money that 
is printed in 
this way, the 
more the cur-
rency is de-
valued. The 
effect may 
not be no-
ticed straight 
away, but 
sooner or lat-
er this reality 
has to come 
into force. 

The rulers 
of imperial-
ist countries 
thought they 
had discov-
ered a magic trick when the in-
evitable inflation crisis did not 
hit immediately. This feeling 
was reflected in the world of 
petty-bourgeois academia, too, 
with the invention and promo-
tion of the ‘modern monetary 
theory’ (known by its critics as 
the ‘magic money tree’). 

What all these observers 
failed to realise was that the 
apparent ability of countries 
like Britain and the USA to 
print money without suffer-
ing adverse economic con-

sequences was based not on 
some new rule of economics, 
but on the reality of their be-
ing imperialist countries. The 
fact that so much world trade 
is conducted in the currencies 
of a few dominant countries al-
lows them to spread out and 
export the inflationary effect of 
their money-printing, and thus 
to water down and delay the in-
flationary effects in their home 

economies.

But this wa-
tering down 
and delaying, 
facilitated by 
their position 
as dominant 
imperial pow-
ers, could 
only last so 
long. And 
when the ef-
fects finally 
started to be 
noticed, the 
train was al-
ready racing 
at a runaway 
speed. 

Our rulers 
got them-
selves out 
of their sys-
temic crisis 
in 2008 by 
printing mon-
ey. While the 
national debt 
skyrocketed 
and the peo-
ple’s pay and 
pensions lost 

their value, the banks were 
saved and asset and share 
prices ballooned. The rich be-
came fabulously richer. Mean-
while, pay and pensions were 
steadily eroded.

When the next systemic crisis 
hit in 2020, our rulers masked 
its existence by declaring na-
tional lockdowns ‘to respond 
to the health emergency’ (al-
though an effective health 
response would have been lo-
calised and would have taken 
place far earlier). In this way, 

they were able to camouflage 
the huge subsidies they paid to 
the monopoly corporations by 
calling it a ‘Covid bailout’ and 
also subsidising many workers 
to stay at home. The govern-
ment once again took on more 
debt and the Bank of England 
once again printed huge sums 
of money, which once again 
inflated asset prices and deval-
ued wages.

The disruptions in global sup-
ply chains caused by the Covid 
shutdowns exacerbated this 
inflationary spiral further by 
creating artificial shortages of 
many goods. They also showed 
the fragility of capitalist ‘effi-
ciency’, which has pushed for 
the removal of every piece of 
contingency planning (‘just in 
time’ delivery replacing ware-
housing, for example) in the 
interests of maximising prof-
its. We saw during Covid how 
this efficiency drive has left 
the poorest workers every-
where most at the mercy of 
shortages and price rises that 
arise whenever these globally 
spread supply lines are inter-
rupted. Three years after the 
first Covid lockdowns, this frag-
ile web of connections has still 
not stabilised, and many small 
businesses all over the world 
have ceased trading or gone 
bankrupt as a result.

With the launch of the impe-
rialists’ sanctions war against 
Russia in February 2022, the 
high inflation and steeply rising 
energy prices were shifted up 
to an even higher level, once 
more hitting the poorest work-
ers everywhere the hardest. 
The imperialist plan to destroy 
Russia’s economy by cutting it 
off from the world market spec-
tacularly failed, but it did have 
the result of cutting Europe 
off from the cheap energy on 
which it has depended since 
the 1980s, leaving us with un-
payable utility bills and uncom-
petitive industry.

With inflation rising rapidly, 
the Bank of England 4page  6

Since workers’ pay 
has been steadily cut 
over the last 15 years, 
the inflation crisis has 
caused a further and 
very steep decline that 
has left many workers 
with pay packets that 
simply don’t cover the 
basic necessaries of 
life. Living standards are 
sharply declining for all 
employed workers, but 
for those on benefits and 
low pay, life is becoming 
insupportable. Many 
single parents are unable 
to manage, turning to 
food banks and other 
emergency charitable 
organisations to try to 
feed their children.
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had officially de-
clared a plan to end its money-
printing programme, but the 
need to ‘stand with Ukraine’ 
led it to print more billions to 
pay for weapons, while the 
need to keep social peace led 
it to do the same in order to 
subsidise energy costs for in-
dividuals and for businesses. 
These open-ended subsidies 
have delivered huge bonanzas 
to the arms and energy mo-
nopolies while further reducing 
the purchasing power of the 
masses.

In such a situation, the per-
formance of Britain’s trade 
union leaders has been a 
grave betrayal. Instead of fight-
ing for pay restitution and the 
rights of their members to live 
in dignity, they have been look-
ing for the exit, repeating em-
ployers’ (and Labour leader 
Keir Starmer’s) assertion that 
to ask for better is ‘unafford-
able’ (unreasonable) and try-
ing to scare members into 
accepting further real-terms 
pay cuts with assurances that 
these ‘deals’ are the ‘best that 
can be achieved’, and with 
dark threats that if the deals 
are rejected, the members will 
be sorry.

All the same, despite this lack 
of leadership, and despite the 
division of each profession into 
several unions that divide the 
workforces in each workplace 
and weaken their fighting spir-
it, the strikers are not doing as 
they are told. Nurses recently 
voted to reject a government 
pay offer despite huge pres-
sure from their union leaders 
to accept. It seems likely that 
at least some of those strik-
ing will continue their fight, 
therefore, but it’s hard to see 
how much they can achieve 
with leaders who have made it 
abundantly clear they have no 
heart for the struggle and are 
anxious to come to terms with 
the employers. 

Meanwhile, the Enough Is 
Enough campaign has dwin-
dled from promising begin-
nings into yet another toothless 
and diversionary organisation 
whose main programme (like 
too many supposedly ‘resis-
tance’ organisations before it) 
is to persuade workers to vote 
Labour at the next election. 

The truth is that we have over 
a century of experience to tell 
us that the Labour party is a 
loyal servant of British imperi-
alism, and plenty of more re-
cent experience to show that 
the party’s present leader 
Keir Starmer is an impeccably 
establishment figure (having 
previously served as head of 
the public prosecution service) 
whom the ruling class would 
be only too happy to instal as 
their next prime minister. 

Two things have been 
made very clear by 
the experience of the 
last year. The first is 
that there is a great 
desire and willingness 
amongst workers to 
fight for pay restitution. 
The second is that 
the present trade 
union structures, 
institutionally tied to the 
Labour party and loyal 
to British imperialism, 
are completely unwilling 
and unable to lead this 
struggle. 

The ruling class hopes very 
much that the union leaders 
will be successful in persuad-
ing their members to accept 
below-inflation offers of 5 per-
cent with occasional one-off 
lump sums on top, and into giv-
ing up the fight to defend pay, 
pensions and public services 
(all of which are suffering cri-
ses of recruitment because of 
the terrible pay and conditions 
that now prevail everywhere). 
It is also doing what it can to 

sell the illusion that a Labour 
government will bring ‘change’ 
and workers should simply re-
sign themselves to pay cuts, 
go home and wait for the next 
election.

Without new leadership, new 
unions, or both, it is hard to 
see whether the pressure from 
members will be able to over-
come their own leaderships’ 
resistance to leading a real 
fight for pay restitution and de-
fence of public services. The 
present leaders have shown 
very clearly that their loyalty is 
to the system and not to the 
workers.

What is your  
perspective on the 
ongoing war in Ukraine 
and the politics of the  
new Sunak government?
I would sum up our position on 
the war in Ukraine by saying 
that the conflict was started by 
the USA and Nato when they in-
stigated a fascist coup in 2014, 
and that Russia was forced to 
intervene by the refusal of the 
western powers (France and 
Germany) to implement the 
terms of the peace treaty they 
guaranteed in Minsk in 2015, 
and refused to recognise the 
need for a new security frame-
work in Europe that could guar-
antee peace for all and stop 
Nato’s aggressive expansion 
to the east – an expansion that 
has been aimed at Russia for 
the last 30 years. 

Russia’s war, in our view, is 
a just and necessary war of 
national-liberation for the op-
pressed Russians in the east 
of what was formerly socialist 
Ukraine, and of self-defence 
against Nato, which is us-
ing the Ukrainian people as 
its proxy army in the hope of 
bringing down Russia’s inde-
pendent government. When 
the imperialists use pseudo-
Marxist academic phraseology 
like ‘decolonisation’, what they 

are really referring to is their 
long-time desire to break up 
Russia’s vast territory and loot 
its huge mineral wealth. 

As regards our latest prime 
minister, Rishi Sunak, he has 
shown himself to be another 
impeccable member of the 
establishment. He is ready to 
continue the war for as long as 
the British ruling class desires 
it, and ready also to start the 
process of reversing Brexit, 
which the ruling class never 
accepted, but which has taken 
some time for them to be able 
to start unpicking.

How do the British people 
and working class see the 
social uprising in France?
The true extent of the uprising 
in France is kept hidden from 
the majority of British workers, 
just as the yellow vest protests 
were a few years ago. Our rul-
ers do not allow meaningful 
coverage of your actions in 
their media because they are 
terrified that the example of 
French militancy might spread 
across the Channel and inspire 
workers in Britain to organise 
the same kind of action over 
here.

It is clear that workers in 
France are facing essentially 
the same problems as those 
we face in Britain: rising infla-
tion, crippling energy costs, 
rapidly falling wages and 
pensions, constant rises in 
the pensionable age, cuts in 
public service provision of all 
kinds. In Britain, our pay and 
services are in a worse state 
than in France precisely be-
cause we have not taken such 
spirited action in defence of 
them. From the great miners’ 
strike of 1984/5 until today, 
very few meaningful attempts 
have been made to resist the 
ruling-class programme of dis-
mantling the welfare state, and 
workers have in general been 
demoralised and resigned.

To French workers
3page 5
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Feelings of discontent are ris-
ing amongst even the most re-
clusive of British working-class 
communities as word spreads 
about the severe situation cre-
ated by regular sewage over-
flows, about the greed and 
unconcern that allows them, 
and about their long-lasting 
ecological ramifications.

The power of this discontent 
has even begun to reverberate 
amongst the bourgeoisie, the 
capitalists, many of whom also 
want clean water in their taps, 
clean rivers running through 
their estates, clean food pro-
duced by their local farms, and 
clean seas lapping the shores 
of whichever British beaches 
they may from time to time 
honour with their presence.

In the Sunday Times, Rod 
Liddle recently penned an arti-
cle which, with biting sarcasm, 
related a string of heinous 
sewage-related facts and vari-
ously pinned the blame for this 

disastrous situation on profi-
teering, ineptitude and (rather 
unconvincingly) immigration. 
Interestingly, given the estab-
lishment credentials of the 
paper for which he was writing, 
Liddle openly called for the re-
nationalisation of Britain’s wa-
ter network.

The Times has carried a 
whole series of in-depth inves-
tigations on the issue of sew-
age dumping, putting some 
hefty promotion into its ‘Clean 
it up’ campaign, while refer-
encing calls by former Envi-
ronment Agency chairwoman 
Emma Howard-Boyd for prison 
sentences for CEOs and board 
members of the most seriously 
offending companies. 

This in turn has led water 
company CEOs to embark on 
some frantic virtue-signalling 
in an attempt to stem the rising 
tide of anger by refusing their 
latest bonuses. 

Privatised back in 1989, 34 

years of profit maximisation by 
ten separate water companies 
has led to what FT writer Mar-
tin Wolf described recently as 
“conflicts of interest too great 
to be managed”.

Mr Wolf credited water com-
panies with having “outwitted” 
regulators and said that their 
critics believe them to have 
“used clever financial engi-
neering to boost rewards to 
shareholders”.

He described concerns over 
“environment and health” as 
business “externalities” – but 
ones which have ended up 
being the deciding factor, and 
which may ultimately lead to 
the renationalisation of the wa-
ter system. 

Offering up alternative mod-
els such as those currently op-
erating in Scotland and Wales 
(which don’t seem to be having 
any troubles at all), Wolf asked 
his readers: “Was it all a ter-
rible mistake? Whether or not 
it was, what should be done 
now?” 

Never mind what happened 
then, old chap, what shall we 
do moving forward? 

Doggedly, in the face of al-
most universal disapprobation, 
Water UK chairwoman Ruth 
Kelly  is trying to save the day 
for the profiteers by warning 
people that it will cost them a 
lot of money to put things to 
right if water is renationalised. 
In response to the question 
about why so many people 
favour renationalisation, she 
had the temerity to answer that 
many appear to think of nation-
alisation as “free money”. 

“Obviously it is not,” she told 
reporters, and went on to ex-
plain how difficult it would be 
under a nationalised sector to 
get the investment that is so 
desperately needed because 
there would be “competition 
from investment in hospitals 
and schools”. 

Not so difficult, however, Ms 

Kelly, as getting the privatised 
water companies to pay for the 
maintenance of infrastructure 
that they have been neglect-
ing for years in the interests 
of paying out large dividends 
to shareholders and corre-
spondingly eye-wateringly large 
emoluments and bonuses to 
their so-called ‘management’. 
These people manage only 
their own profiteering, entirely 
at the expense of the service 
that they are supposedly paid 
to provide.

“Nationalisation is not a 
free-win scenario,” Ms Kelly 
continued. “That money has to 
come from somewhere. Share-
holders stand ready to invest 
hundreds of billions of pounds 
in the water sector to really im-
prove it.” Well, they had plenty 
of chances to do that in the 
past, but they haven’t. They 
just profiteered and are in busi-
ness just to profiteer, so why 
should anybody imagine they 
will change?

The reason we are where we 
are, quite literally swimming 
in our own faeces, is because 
the private companies have, 
in a mere three and a half de-
cades, run Britain’s water sys-
tem into the ground and shown 
their true parasitic nature. 

Not only have water compa-
nies borrowed £56bn against 
the fixed capital of the water 
system and handed it over 
as ‘rewards’ to shareholders 
(‘saviours’ in Ruth’s world), but 
they have also helped them-
selves to the proceeds of sale 
of property belonging to the na-
tionalised water industry at the 
time they took it over. 

This is not the result of indi-
vidual greed or ‘complacency’, 
as the Times and Financial 
Times would have us believe: 
it is the nature of the capitalist 
system itself. The short-sighted 
drive to maximise profit no mat-
ter what is what has caused 
this catastrophe, and will con-
tinue inexorably to 

Demand renationalisation 
of Britain’s water system 
without compensation
Growing public outrage has forced a   
mealy-mouthed apology from Water UK, but  
the profiteers deserve jail sentences, not a  
wrist-slapping.
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The recent riot in the Mersey-
side town of Kirkby was stirred 
up by the activities of a new 
right-wing organisation called 
Patriotic Alternative. With the 
usual demagogic trick of ap-
pearing to address the real 
concerns of workers, it pro-
motes anti-immigrant hysteria, 
mixing this activism with litter-
picking and help-the-homeless 
initiatives. The group also pro-
motes a home-schooling syl-
labus. 

It is hardly surprising that far-
right groups are achieving trac-
tion when the working class 
is surrounded by wall-to-wall 
hysteria blaming immigrants 
for their difficulties. Especially 
as access to a class analysis 
is deliberately cut off. This is 
the challenge that communists 
must rise to meet if we are to 
wean workers away from false 
prophets who aim to perpetu-
ate the rule of the exploiters.

The following article was sent 
to Proletarian by a worker in 
Liverpool.

*****

On Sunday 12 February, a fire 
blazed in a burnt-out riot van 

outside the Suites hotel in Kirk-
by following a protest outside 
protesting against the housing 
of ‘illegal’ immigrants. 

The mainstream media’s 
constant bombardment of the 
narrative that ‘immigrant ho-
tels’ are places of feather beds 
and luxury, and their endless 
hype about an ‘invasion’ of ref-
ugees in dinghies, had stirred 
up people’s fears and frustra-
tions, and erupted into anger 
and violence. 

The incident
Two sides positioned them-

selves outside a hotel hous-
ing poor migrants. Angry resi-
dents who had been roiled by 
emotive and incendiary social 
media posts and leafleting 
campaigns faced off against 
left-wing groups including the 
Merseyside Pensioners Asso-
ciation, the Socialist party, the 
Merseyside BLM alliance and 
members of Unite the Union. 

The left-wing groups were 
massively outnumbered by the 
local protesters, while the good 
intentions of those who came 
to defend the hotel residents 
was lost on the angry crowd.

Locals described the protest 

as having a carnival-like at-
mosphere. One video shows 
protestors face to face with po-
lice as a member of the crowd 
shouts: “Get those Isis bas-
tards out.” 

Once again, the harnessed 
rage of the worker was being 
pointed at the wrong enemy: 
another poor worker. The me-
dia coverage of imperialist 
wars, the manufacturing of 
consent for the Nato invasions 
of Iraq, Afghanistan, Syria, etc, 
has all fuelled bigoted opinions 
that any middle-eastern-look-
ing person must be a muslim 
fundamentalist ‘enemy’, most 
likely ‘Taliban’ or ‘Isis’. 

Irish immigrants who came 
to Merseyside over the de-
cades were similarly accused 
of stealing people’s jobs and of 
being terrorists. But poor work-
ers do not undertake treacher-
ous journeys to foreign lands 
out of desire; they do so out 
of desperate economic need 
precipitated by imperialist loot-
ing and by imperialist wars for 
profit and power.

Why the anger?
Understanding our history 

and its relevance today can 
often bring people a better un-
derstanding. Media outpour-
ing, especially over immigra-
tion, completely ignores the 
British history of migrant work-

ers performing most of the 
toughest jobs in building our 
nation’s infrastructure, from 
the canals of the 18th century 
to the motorways of the 20th. 

Liverpool, a city built for and 
by shipping, has attracted and 
made use of a vast migrant 
population over the centuries 
of its existence. And the nearby 
town of Kirkby has taken in 
much of the overspill as the 
city grew. 

The postwar rural population 
of Kirkby was around 3,000 
people, and the industrial es-
tate built there in the 1950s 
provided more jobs than the 
small population could fill. Liv-
erpool had long suffered from 
overpopulation, with many 
workers living on top of each 
other in cramped courts. 

Scotland Road (known as 
Scottie) was one of those 
heavily-populated areas. It was 
filled with Irish immigrants who 
had left their homes to escape 
famine and provide a cheap 
labour force to the busy ports 
of Liverpool. The area was so 
heavily Irish that it provided 
Britain’s first Irish National par-
liamentarian, TP O’Connor.

With a vast army of surplus 
labour available, and with the 
expansion of the city centre 
into the outskirts, the Scot-
land Road community was torn 
down. Many of its inhabitants 
moved to Kirkby, swelling its 
3,000 population to well over 
50,000 over the course of a 
decade. 

While Scotland Road has 
dwindled into a set of fast 
roads for dock traffic, Kirkby 
has grown exponentially. New 
housing estates have been 
built and the population has 
settled into the community we 
see today. What was once an 
agrarian village has grown into 
a busy town as a result of the 
postwar movement of migrant 
labour.

Modern-day Liverpool is a 

Anti-immigration propaganda stirs 
up anger and rioting in Knowsley
As the cost of living crisis brings suffering 
to workers, our rulers are once again using 
immigration to distract from their failures
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city split in two: the famed city 
centre, with all the trappings of 
a capitalist consumer-driven 
metropolis, and the outskirts, 
where neglected Scouse work-
ers have been left to rot. 

North of Liverpool, electoral 
wards such as County and 
Everton are some of the poor-
est in the country, while Knows-
ley, the wider borough in which 
Kirkby now sits, although not 
officially part of Liverpool, suf-
fers from the same economic 
and social abandonment – just 
another working-class Mer-
seyside town struggling after 
decades of underfunding, un-
derdevelopment and underem-
ployment.

The neglect of these ‘post-
industrial’ working-class areas 
has created a malaise that’s 
been exacerbated by the eco-
nomic ‘cost of living’ (inflation) 
crisis. This discontent, bub-
bling under the surface for 
years with no readily available 
outlet, is being tapped into by 
right-wing groups that seek 
to direct the pent-up anger of 
workers towards other unfortu-
nate victims – poor immigrants 
imprisoned in hotels – and to 
divert it away from the true per-
petrators – the ruling elite of 
the capitalist system.

There’s a mantra being beat-
en by those in the area who 
agree with the protestors when 
the ‘far right’ is mentioned. 
“It’s just normal people who 
are fed up.” Whilst true, the 
fact is that their anger is being 
manipulated. 

Years of media coverage 
focused on ‘just’ wars in the 
middle east, while the organ-
isations of the far right scream 
about ‘Johnny foreigner taking 
our jobs’, has worked to di-
vert anger away from the true 
scourge of the working class. 
It is the ruling elite that profits 
from keeping wages low and 
utility prices high. It is their 
imperialist wars for profit that 
cause the displacement of so 

many.

The far right
Activists from a group calling 

itself the ‘Patriotic Alternative’ 
(PA) were busy in the weeks 
running up to the demonstra-
tion distributing leaflets around 
Kirkby. These informed locals 
that asylum seekers were 
staying in the local hotel and 
spewed racist rhetoric that was 
designed to elicit an emotional 
response. “Five-star hotels for 
migrants whilst Brits freeze” 
blared one of their headlines. 

The company that houses 
the migrants in these hotels, 
under an ‘asylum seeker initia-
tive’ (one might rather call it a 
fundraising initiative for private 
capital), is Serco UK & Europe, 
an allegedly ‘private-public’ 
(oxymoron) company. 

This is the same company 
that was responsible for the 
London Olympics security fi-
asco and which presides over 
the notoriously atrocious con-
ditions endured by prisoners 
in many British jails. On past 
experience, the likelihood that 
there is any truth behind the 
‘feather bed’ accusation is 
vanishingly small.

The catalyst for the protests 
in Kirkby were assertions that 
the hotel residents represent-
ed a danger to local children, 
backed up by an inconclusive 
but incendiary video circulat-
ing on social media. This well-
used establishment trope did 
as it was supposed to: stirred 
up the most primal fears of its 
audience and directed them 
against their immigrant neigh-
bours. 

Then came an escalation in 
the social media assault. Vid-
eo footage of a young girl being 
approached by a ‘brown’ man 
was followed by a spate of un-
substantiated posts accusing 
a middle-eastern-looking cou-
ple of “taking pictures of peo-
ple’s babies” in Walton Asda, 
Liverpool. The migrant hotel 

has been described by Britain 
First as being “full of young 
men”, and such is the illogical 
but emotional pull of this pro-
paganda that even pictures of 
a couple, miles away from the 
hotel, inflamed locals to riot. 

This is a classic demagogic 
tactic of fascists, who manipu-
late workers by preying on their 
poverty and fear and point the 
finger of blame at immigrants.

Capitalism needs 
immigration

You can’t blame workers for 
wanting a better life. They don’t 
come to Britain for the cuisine, 
the ecstatic welcome or our in-
adequate welfare system. Im-
perialist wars waged by the US-
led west have destroyed whole 
nations, depriving people of 
the means to build a sustain-
able life. 

All humans are entitled to a 
decent and secure existence, 
and if that’s not possible 
where they live, then migration 
is inevitable. Anyone forced 
to leave their own country will 
head towards places of com-
monality in language or family. 
Hundreds of years of colonial 
exploitation has made the Eng-
lish language common to the 
peoples of many nations, thus 
attracting them to our shores.

The Tories’ recent posturing 
about getting ‘stricter’ over 
immigration is all pantomime. 
With Labour crawling closer in 
the polls and the economic cri-
sis deepening by the day, the 
usual competition over who 
can most convincingly blame 
immigrants for the declin-
ing living standards of British 
workers, and who can be cor-
respondingly ‘tougher on im-
migration’, is being intensified. 

In actual fact, it makes no dif-
ference to capitalists who the 
worker is or where they come 
from as long as they can be 
exploited. Capitalism needs 
a surplus of labour to keep 
workers in competition with 

each other as they push wages 
down in their desperate at-
tempt to ride out the crisis and 
keep profits up. 

Many of the workers seeking 
asylum are running from Nato 
bombs, western-backed coups 
or IMF austerity programmes 
that have left their home econ-
omies in tatters. For them to 
travel to Europe or Britain can 
be just as deadly, and their 
willingness to do so reflects of 
how desperate is their need to 
leave their home and try to find 
security somewhere else. 

‘Globalisation’ (imperialism) 
feeds off an unlimited supply 
of workers in the imperialist 
countries and the mass mi-
gration of labour to where it 
is needed. Capitalist govern-
ments, who act on behalf of 
the capitalist ruling class in 
each country, will never really 
attempt to stop immigration, 
but they will use racist anti-
immigration rhetoric to divide 
workers and divert their atten-
tion from their true enemy. 

As communists, we fight 
against the exploitation of all 
workers and against our com-
mon enemy: the capitalist 
exploiter of wage-labour. We 
fight against imperialism (capi-
talism in its monopoly stage), 
which decimates the home-
lands of the world’s people 
in the name of profit, forcing 
them to leave their homes to 
survive. 

It is not poor people, regard-
less of where they come from, 
who are the cause the world’s 
problems. They have no such 
power or authority within the 
present economic system. Our 
enemy is the capitalist. And the 
solution to our problems is to 
remove the conditions in which 
a small class of super-rich ex-
ploiters lives by sucking the 
lifeblood of the world’s people, 
living high while those who cre-
ate their wealth are left to sink 
deeper and deeper into the 
mire.
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The ‘ultra-low emission zone’ 
(ULEZ) was introduced in cen-
tral London in April 2019 by 
London mayor Sadiq Khan, 
and expanded in October 
2021 to cover central London 
between the North and South 
Circular roads. Khan intends 
to further expand the zone to 
cover all of London by August 
2023.

The stated aim was to re-
duce air pollution in London by 
penalising vehicles that don’t 
meet emissions standards. 
Khan claimed that the Ulez is 
“also about social justice”, say-
ing it would help “the most de-
prived parts of London”.

Under the Ulez scheme, ve-
hicles that don’t meet emis-
sions standards must pay a 
daily £12.50 fee to be driven 
through the zone, or £100 for 
buses and lorries. Surely if, as 
according to Khan, “toxic air is 
an invisible killer responsible 
for one of the biggest national 
health emergencies of our gen-
eration”, these dangerously 
polluting vehicles should be 
banned entirely, rather than al-
lowing whoever can afford it to 
drive through the zone regard-
less?

And, if Khan really wanted 

not to “stand by and watch 
children grow up with underde-
veloped lungs in our city”, why 
allow vehicles that still pollute, 
only somewhat less? Is his aim 
to watch children grow up with 
slightly less underdeveloped 
lungs? Hardly a heroic stance!

Does the Ulez work?
The reality is that air quality 

in London had been improv-
ing even before the Ulez was 
dreamt of, and vehicle emis-
sions standards keep improv-
ing. The Ulez is just one of 
many policies introduced to re-
duce pollution, but is it a nec-
essary, or even effective one? 

Researchers from Imperial 
College London disagreed with 
its effectiveness in one paper, 
finding that only a minimal de-
crease in pollution occurred 
during the introduction of the 
zone, countering claims from 
the mayor that “there has been 
no single policy that’s improved 
the air as much as the Ulez” 
and that “we’ve managed to 
reduce toxic air by almost a 
half”. In reality, other mea-
sures have had much greater 
effect, especially replacing the 
London bus fleet with less pol-
luting vehicles.

It seems that Khan and the 
London Assembly are hell-bent 
on expanding Ulez to cover the 
whole of London, with the as-
sociated costs of cameras, 
signage and management 
systems. But those costs will 
surely be quickly recouped: the 
Ulez netted £226m in fines in 
2022!

Who does    
the Ulez hurt?

The mayor is offering a ‘car 
scrappage scheme’ to London-
ers on benefits, sole traders, 
companies with fewer than ten 
people and registered chari-
ties. This means all those earn-
ing just enough to get by, but 
not enough to go out and buy 
an Ulez-compliant car, along 
with sole traders and small 
companies based outside of 
London but commuting to the 
capital for work, are facing one 
more unaffordable expense.

In essence, it is yet another 
tax on driving in a world where 
driving for all too many has 
been rendered unavoidable.

The idea that the mayor 
would try to push through the 
expansion of the Ulez during 
a cost of living crisis seems 
more like madness than envi-
ronmental concern. It’s a move 
that could fatally undermine 
the ability of many to commute 
into and around London, and 
bankrupt many small and even 
medium-sized businesses at a 
time when margins are already 
severely strained.

For anyone ineligible for the 
scrappage scheme, TfL sug-
gests a range of paltry dis-
counts for private vehicle hire 
or purchase.

What is the   
Ulez really for?

It could be argued that the 
Ulez is just one part of a wider 
environmental strategy to re-
duce pollution in the capital. 
But why does it shift the bur-
den onto ordinary workers, 

forcing people to sell or scrap 
working vehicles and shell out 
for (most likely getting into 
debt for) newer cars?

London is one of the most 
expensive cities in the whole 
of Europe for public transport, 
and one of the only cities in 
the world without public fund-
ing for the transport system. 
Combined with the drop in fare 
receipts during the lockdowns, 
this means that TfL has been 
unable to plan any service 
upgrades, and would instead 
have had to cut services, had it 
not been for the slow drip-feed 
of emergency funding keeping 
the capital’s transport network 
on life support.

All of which makes the Ulez 
scheme seem like a punish-
ment rather than a cure.

However, the new rules 
achieve one thing very well – 
they create more demand for 
new cars. In 2019, the global 
car market was shrinking fast-
er than it had done during the 
financial crisis of 2008. April 
2020 saw only 1,000 new cars 
sold in the whole country. For 
the past decade, growth in car 
sales hovered around 0%. Nat-
urally, during a financial crisis, 
the majority of people tend to 
spend less, keeping their cars 
for longer and buying older 
cars when they need to.

The Ulez scheme creates an 
upsurge in demand for (and 
therefore an artificial scarcity 
of) cars, helping car manu-
facturers to keep prices and 
sales, and therefore profits, up. 
This ‘environmental’ scheme, 
then, essentially boils down to 
encouraging the growth in pro-
duction of new cars, instead of 
maintaining the ones we have 
and only replacing them when 
necessary. 

What the mayor never talks 
about is that producing a new 
car also produces around 
720kg of pollution per £1,000 
spent, so that a new car that 
costs £25,000 to buy 

Ulez: a green greed initiative

Not so much an environmental measure as 
a tax on driving and an effort to keep the car 
monopolies in profit. ‘’
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has already produced 18 
tons of carbon dioxide emis-
sions – hardly a ‘green’ move, 
even before we consider the 
scrapping of perfectly service-
able vehicles and the far short-
er lifespan of the electric vehi-
cles we are relentlessly told will 
‘save the planet’.

What should   
be done instead?

Rather than penalising a 
minority of drivers who are 
still driving older cars, people 
should be encouraged to use 
public transport. This can only 
be done by making it cheap, 
accessible, reliable and conve-
nient. Any schemes aimed at 
cutting pollution from private 
vehicles should focus on forc-
ing big companies (which have 

been posting record profits 
during the cost of living crisis) 
to update their car fleets.

Unfortunately, much like the 
NHS and every other aspect 
of life in Britain, successive 
governments have shown that 
they are only interested in 
stealing from ordinary workers 
in order to keep subsidising 
the profit margins of the giant 
corporations.

The only way we will get a ra-
tional transportation system, 
one that works for people in-
stead of against them, is if we 
own and manage it ourselves. 
It is quite clear that such im-
portant matters cannot be left 
under the control of politicians, 
all of whom serve the interests 
of big businesses. 

do so. One may 
as well ask a Zebra to forgo its 
stripes as expect the capital-
ists to forgo one percentage 
point of their profits.

In short, capitalism doesn’t 
work, and the dire situation 
now afflicting our seas and riv-
ers is the living (or, sadly, most-
ly dead) proof. As a political 
and economic system, capital-
ism cannot be trusted with any 
of our life-sustaining systems 
because it will always drive 
them into crisis through para-
sitism and pillaging for profit. 

The Times’s call to renation-
alise the water system, even at 
a moment when the capitalist 
class is desperately trying to 
find and exploit profit oppor-
tunities amidst a deepening 
global crisis of overproduction, 
is testament to the power of 
the workers’ collective voice – 
a voice that is heard through 
protest and organisation. 

The Surfers Against Sewage 
(SAS) charity, for example, has 
been highlighting pollution in 
Britain’s seas for more than 20 

years, recently gaining some 
traction with its countrywide 
‘Paddleout’ protest on 20 May. 
We would add that under no 
circumstances should rena-
tionalisation result in any com-
pensation being paid to the 
predatory water companies!

Moreover, even a capital-
ist economy is dependent on 
certain services being reli-
able, such as transport, edu-
cation, public health, utilities, 
etc. Traditionally, this meant 
sheltering these services from 
profiteering through nationali-
sation. However, as the crisis 
of overproduction engulfs the 
world, avenues for profitable 
investment have been drying 
up, which led the predatory 
bourgeoisie to seek to dena-
tionalise in order to open up for 
themselves a stream of profit-
ability.

The end result, inevitably, 
was total loss of reliability as 
the necessary investment was 
eschewed in favour of maxi-
mum profit. Now even the bour-
geoisie is crying – other than 
those who stand to have their 
money tree snatched away, of 
course.

Sewage crisis
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Those of us who 
are aware of the French upris-
ing feel very inspired by your 
actions and hopeful of a posi-
tive outcome. While we under-
stand that trade union action 
on its own cannot fix the deep 
crisis of the capitalist system, 
we do believe that such actions 
can be a great school for the 
workers. The more the current 
actions spread and the longer 
they are prolonged, the greater 
will be the opportunities for 
communists to spread their in-
fluence and education, helping 
workers to expand their pro-
gramme from a simple struggle 
with the government over pen-
sion reform to a broader one 
against the capitalist class as 
a whole, and an understanding 
that it is the capitalist system 
that is ultimately responsible 
for inflation, poverty, inequality, 
economic crisis and war.

In the meantime, the real ex-
perience of physically resisting 
the power of the state will be a 
great education for workers in 
understanding the true nature 
of the capitalist system and 
the class enemy, and all of this 
will provide important opportu-
nities for communists to work 
and to extend their influence 
– which is an essential precon-
dition for any successful class 
struggle to be waged.

Do you have a message 
you wish to send to the 
working class and the 
people’s struggles in 
France?

We are greatly heartened 
and inspired by the fighting 
spirit of the French workers, 
and especially by those who 
combine the demands for de-
cent pay and conditions with 
the demands that France 
should leave the imperialist 
Nato alliance and European 
Union bloc. The French work-

ers’ enemy is not in Russia or 
China, but in Paris! The same 
bankers who want to break 
Russia into pieces in order 
to loot its mineral wealth and 
exploit its people want to priva-
tise French public services, re-
duce French wages and raise 
the age of French retirement.

It is instructive to note that 
even militant workers like the 
French find themselves con-
demned to fight the same 
battles over and over again. 
Advantages they had previous-
ly secured by struggle come 
under attack as soon as the 
ruling class feels itself strong 
enough to push back, and our 
positions are once again under 
fire. We see that the best we 
can achieve by trade union ac-
tion is, in general, and despite 
occasional advances, only to 
retreat less slowly than we 
would if we had no unions to 
fight within.

In order to secure real and 
lasting change, trade union 
action will not be enough. Ulti-
mately, our struggle for decent 
pay and conditions, for the dig-
nity of the working class, must 
be joined to the struggle to 
overthrow the rule of the blood-
sucking exploiters and replace 
it with the rule of the working 
class – with a planned socialist 
economy. 

We have every faith 
that the French will 
bring to the fore 
a leadership that 
understands this 
urgent necessity and 
is prepared to help 
the working people 
direct their powerful 
blows against the 
enemy’s fortress, 
which is already being 
weakened by the fatal 
flaws within the system 
itself.

To French workers
3page 6
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The following speech was 
delivered on behalf of our 
party at the fourth conference 
of the World Anti-imperialist 
Platform in Seoul on 15 May 
2023.

*****

Comrades, we began our par-
ty’s contribution to our confer-
ence in Caracas two months 
ago by saying that our event 
was taking place at a time 
of crucial importance for the 
world struggle against imperi-
alism. 

We said then that our strug-
gle is becoming more signifi-
cant every day, that people ev-
erywhere are being faced with 
the hard truth that they simply 
cannot obtain a secure sup-
ply of basic necessaries under 
their present economic condi-
tions – never mind being able 
to achieve for themselves the 
peaceful enjoyment of a useful 

and fulfilling life. 

What was true two months 
ago is even truer today. The 
contradictions of the global 
capitalist-imperialist economic 
system are becoming deeper 
every day. The economic crisis 
is becoming ever more acute 
and problematical for the im-
perialist financiers, and as a 
result their drive to war is be-
coming ever more desperate 
and urgent.

Since we last met, we have 
seen – those of us who pay 
attention to such things – the 
collapse of several important 
financial institutions in the 
heartlands of imperialism. Our 
rulers are desperate to hide 
from view this slow-motion (for 
now) collapse of their financial 
system, which is rotten to its 
core. They do not want us to 
understand that the banks are 
collapsing as a result of bad 

debt, which is itself a symptom 
of the deep and inescapable 
crisis of capitalist overproduc-
tion.

Information about these 
bank collapses has not been 
printed on the front pages of 
the popular press in the west. 
Each bank has been quietly 
bailed out by imperialist gov-
ernments, while their chief 
economic spokesmen contin-
ue to reassure themselves and 
each other that everything is 
fine: nothing to see here.

Our rulers hope to avoid con-
tagion and panic by guaran-
teeing every deposit in every 
bank, no matter how large the 
deposit or how insolvent the 
bank. They have guaranteed 
unlimited support to every 
bank everywhere.

How can they do this?

Only by printing the money 
required to bail out the banks.

In this way, the imperialists 
hope to avoid the social unrest 
that would arise from allowing 

the banks to collapse in an un-
controlled way.

And what will be the effect of 
this action?

That the social unrest that 
they are trying to avoid will 
simply be postponed for a little 
while, until the money-printing 
they are now indulging in has 
compounded the runaway 
inflation they have already 
produced by printing huge 
amounts of money over the 
last 15 years – in particular 
following crises in 2008, 2020 
and 2022 – to bail out failing 
banks, rescue stock markets 
and subsidise monopolies.

The imperialists indulge this 
reckless response because it 
is in their nature to ‘kick the 
can down the road’. Because 
they are hoping that if they can 
postpone this social explosion, 
something will occur to rescue 
them in the meantime.

But what is this something?

The miracle they are awaiting 
is the longed-for destruction of 
the territorial integrity and eco-
nomic and political indepen-
dence of the great territories of 
Russia and China.

They want to repeat the orgy 
of looting that saved their fail-
ing system in the 1990s after 
the fall of the USSR and the Eu-
ropean socialist countries.

But the imperialism of today 
is not the imperialism of 1991. 
Its economic foundation is infi-
nitely weaker, its technological 
dominance is likewise coming 
to an end, and its social cohe-
sion is being destroyed along 
with the destruction of the 
welfare provisions that were 
granted to its workers at home 
after 1945.

As a result, the imperialists’ 
ability to dominate the world 
has been fatally undermined. 

Today, the US-led Nato 
imperialist bloc faces 
a rapidly growing and 

Global capitalist system 
teetering over the abyss
The drive towards World War 3 is being 
impelled by the mother of all economic crises; a 
revolutionary crisis will be the result.
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increasingly united 
anti-imperialist 
counterweight, whose 
united forces the USA 
and its allies, even 
with all their financial 
and military resources, 
simply do not have the 
power to defeat.

And the powers at the heart 
of that alliance – China, Russia 
and the DPRK – have made it 
absolutely clear that they will 
fight to defend themselves 
and are prepared for any war 
the imperialists might launch 
against them.

In Europe, this war has al-
ready begun. Comrades of the 
Platform are united in describ-
ing Russia’s special military 
operation as a just and defen-
sive war for the Russian people 
and a war of liberation for the 
antifascist population of the 
Donbass and other resistance 
regions of what was once the 
Soviet Socialist Republic of 
Ukraine.

We are united in opposing 
the imperialist propaganda 
– and those who repeat this 
propaganda within the work-
ing-class movement – about 
‘Russian aggression’ and 
‘Russian imperialism’. Such 
an analysis, instead of enlight-
ening people, relies on the 
people’s ignorance about the 
background and context to the 
war and reinforces bourgeois 
lies. It is profoundly ahistorical 
and anti-materialist. 

We are likewise united in op-
posing the same imperialist 
propaganda – and all those 
who repeat it in our movement 
– about ‘Chinese aggression’ 
and ‘Chinese imperialism’; or 
even about ‘North Korean ag-
gression’ and ‘North Korean 
expansionism’. 

We understand, and pledge 
ourselves to do everything 
possible to bring this under-

standing to the people of our 
countries and to masses of 
the world, that China and the 
DPRK are targeted by the US-
led imperialist bloc not as 
‘imperialist rivals’ or even be-
cause they are socialist, but 
because they are independent 
states with governments that 
are effective in preventing the 
imperialist superexploitation of 
their people and resources.

Standing today in colonised 
Seoul, we see that we are in 
a city dominated by the ob-
scene presence of the world’s 
largest military base. That this 
‘south Korea’ is a state entirely 
constructed by the power and 
under the diktat of US imperi-
alism. That the national-liber-
ation struggle of the Korean 
people has been frustrated; 
that the political and economic 
life of this territory has been 
subordinated; that the army 
and state forces here are un-
der the complete control of the 
USA.

We cannot but remember 
the extreme historical injustice 
perpetrated against the Ko-
rean people. These are people 
who fought valiantly against 
Japanese imperialist occupa-
tion from 1910 to 1945; who 
emerged from the second 
world war on the side of the 
victors. The Japanese had 
been defeated by the Korean 
forces of national liberation 
when the Soviet soldiers of the 
Red Army arrived in the north 
of the country and the US army 
arrived in the south.

But whereas the people were 
allowed to freely organise and 
determine their future in the 
area under Soviet supervi-
sion, in the south it was quite 
otherwise. Despite their talk of 
being ‘liberators’, the US im-
perialists refused to leave at 
the agreed time. Instead they 
stayed and set up a puppet re-
gime, through which they con-
tinue to rule – only alternating 
between fascistic or ‘reformist’ 
frontmen as the times have de-

manded, and the better to fool 
the people.

The division of Korea into two 
parts – the occupation of the 
south, the brutal separation of 
families, the forcible rupture of 
ties between compatriots who 
have shared a common territo-
ry and culture for thousands of 
years – is a historical injustice 
that must be rectified.

United Korea would have 
the resources, the manpower, 
and the military, industrial and 
technological strength to be a 
social and economic power-
house. Rather than allow such 
a strong and independent 
country to develop in east Asia, 
on the borders of both Russia 
and China, US imperialist in-
terference has forced war, divi-
sion and subjugation onto the 
Korean people.

But, in Korea as elsewhere, 
the contradictions of the capi-
talist economic crisis are be-
coming acute, and the con-
ditions that will enable the 
people to bring an end to their 
humiliation at the hands of US 
imperialism are developing 
fast.

Not only are the economic 
and war crises manifesting 
with particular sharpness in 
your country, but the presence 
of the DPRK with its strong mil-
itary in the north, and the ex-
istence of such a revolutionary 
force as the People’s Democ-
racy Party in the south, create 
a high possibility that the war 
that the imperialists are work-
ing hard to provoke on your ter-
ritory will result not only in the 
defeat of the imperialist forces, 
but in the rapid completion of 
your national-liberation strug-
gle, the reunification of your 
divided country and the emer-
gence of a strong and united 
Korea under revolutionary anti-
imperialist leadership.

Comrades, with the war drive 
intensifying at an accelerating 
speed, communists and anti-
imperialists everywhere must 

form the strongest possible 
union in order to ensure the 
sympathy and support of the 
masses for the wars of reuni-
fication and self-defence that 
are being forced onto China 
and the DPRK. 

We have been asked by some 
comrades why the Platform 
insists on creating so much 
work. Why so many conferenc-
es? Why so many actions? Why 
so many speeches and state-
ments? Are we not just keep-
ing ourselves busy?

No, comrades, we are not 
simply keeping ourselves busy 
to no purpose. The rapidly de-
veloping war situation, and 
the rottenness at the heart of 
much of what calls itself the 
world communist movement, 
impels our action.

We must travel to different 
parts of the world in order to 
draw as many parties and or-
ganisations as possible into 
unified action. At the same 
time as we bring our founding 
document, the Paris Declara-
tion, to the attention of organ-
isations and workers all over 
the world, we must also de-
velop and refine our message 
to embrace the specific condi-
tions in different regions and to 
reflect the rapidly developing 
world situation.

We must do everything in 
our power to strengthen the 
forces of socialism and anti-
imperialism, whose fates are 
intertwined and who face a 
common enemy. 

We must do everything 
possible to ensure that 
the coming battles 
are decisive, that the 
imperialist enemies 
of humanity are finally 
defeated, and that our 
people are at last able 
to progress towards 
true, socialist peace 
and civilisation.
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This exclusive interview with 
an Odessa massacre survivor 
was carried out for Proletarian 
by Steve Sweeney in Russia.

*****

Sasha gently rolls back the 
sleeve of her jumper to reveal 
scarred and damaged skin.

“It still hurts me sometimes 
even now,” she tells me as we 
sip coffee in a Moscow cafe. 
“Doctors said it would be like 
this for some time. But it has 
been nearly ten years.”

Sasha [not her real name] 
was one of the hundreds in-
jured in the Odessa Trade 
Union House massacre on 2 
May 2014.

“I was lucky, I managed to 
escape. They tried to burn us 
all alive. The police stood and 
watched as they shot at us and 
beat us. 

“Many jumped from the win-
dows and were attacked as 
they hit the ground. It was like 
hell,” she says.

At least 48 people were killed 
as far-right Ukrainians set the 
building alight after pro-Rus-

sians took shelter there from a 
baying mob.

Fighting for the truth
Nine years later, the survi-

vors and the victims’ families 
are still seeking truth and jus-
tice for their loved ones amid 
a cover-up by the state and the 
connivance of western institu-
tions including the Council of 
Europe, the European Union 
and others.

In fact, the only criminal 
cases that have been opened 
by the Kiev administration 
are against those who were 
attacked, as Russian foreign 
minister Sergey Lavrov ex-
plained earlier this year.

“We know the truth,” Sasha 
says. “We know who did this 
and they are being protected. 
But we will not give up. Those 
who died deserve justice. We 
need to heal the pain.”

She was on the streets of 
Odessa just months after the 
democratically elected gov-
ernment of President Viktor 
Yanukovych was overthrown 
in a US-backed coup after he 

refused to 
sign a deal 
i n t e g r a t -
ing Ukraine 
more close-
ly into the 
E u r o p e a n 
Union.

“We ob-
jected to this 
m e d d l i n g , 
this was not 
what we 
wanted. Fas-
cists were 
taking over 
the country 
because of 
the west. 
They were 
h e l p i n g 

them to control Ukraine and to 
kill us,” she says.

“I will never forget that day 
for as long as I am alive. The 
Banderists and fascists were 
killing people and the whole 
world looked away,” Sasha 
continues. “All we wanted was 
to be treated like humans, but 
they treated us like animals, 
cockroaches. This was terror-
ism.”

Fascist pogrom   
by Nato’s puppets

The pogrom was coordinated 
by the Right Sector, a coali-
tion of ultranationalist forces 
founded by Dmytro Yarosh, a 
virulent antisemite and sup-
porter of Ukrainian wartime 
Nazi-collaborator Stepan Ban-
dera.

They took advantage of a 
football match held between 
Odessa and Metallist Kharkiv 
on the day of the massacre, 
rallying the support of right-
wing ultras from both teams’ 
supporters.

“We knew there was going 
to be trouble on the day of the 
match. These teams had a 
reputation for violence, but po-
lice did nothing to stop them. It 
started when they marched in 
the city,” she explains.

There had been an agree-
ment reached to peacefully 
clear the Kulikov field, the site 
of a pro-Russian encampment 
that had been set up in the 
months after the Maidan coup.

This was reportedly to make 
way for Victory Day celebra-
tions on 9 May, the date which 
marks the Soviet Union’s de-
feat of Nazi Germany.

But as the violence started, 
the camp was set ablaze, caus-
ing people to flee to the nearby 
trade union building for shelter.

It is ironic we agreed to move 
out of the camp but then it was 
attacked by the Ukrainian na-
zis, the same people defeated 
[in 1945]. But here [in Ukraine] 
they did not go away,” Sasha 
says

Hundreds gathered there, and 
soon after it too came under 
attack.

 “I was in a room that was 
filled with smoke very quickly. 
We could hardly breathe. As I 
left there were bodies on the 
floor. I could not help them.

“Some people started jump-
ing out of the windows. I heard 
the sound of their bodies hit-
ting the floor and they were 
beaten to death. 

“On the ground [outside] peo-
ple stopped us from leaving. 
I could hear the football fans 
chanting, singing Ukraine’s an-
them ...

“Nobody was coming to 
help. The fire was spreading 
and there was shooting too. I 
thought I was going to die,” she 
recalls.

The Ukrainian police were not 
passive bystanders – although 
they did nothing to help, they 
were filmed firing their guns 
into the trade union building.

Crowds below chanted “Burn, 
Colorado, burn”, a reference to 
the pro-Russian colours of rib-
bons worn by some of the pro-
testers. As the fire tore through 

Odessa after the massacre: 
nine years later the wounds are still fresh

The west continues to ignore, downplay and 
misrepresent the trade unionists who were 
burned alive in Odessa by Nato’s fascist 
stormtroopers.
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the building, the Ukrainian 
national anthem was sung by 
those gathered outside, taunt-
ing those trapped inside as 
they burned to death.

The Nazi-era slogan – Slava 
Ukraini, now frequently to be 
heard on the lips of Kiev’s 
western sponsors – was shout-
ed as people were dying inside 
the building, whose walls were 
daubed with swastikas and the 
name “Galician SS”.

“We escaped, but nobody 
helped us,” Sasha says, add-
ing: “It was terrifying. After the 
attacks people were afraid to 
leave their homes. We didn’t 
want to go outside for weeks.”

No retribution for the perpe-
trators

Despite the admissions and 
footage clearly identifying 
many of those responsible, the 
perpetrators remained free.

In the aftermath of the fire, 
the Right Sector celebrated the 
deaths, describing the massa-
cre as “yet another bright page 
in our fatherland’s history”.

Yarosh, whose organisation 
claimed responsibility for “co-
ordinating” the attack, even 
became a candidate for the 
Ukrainian presidency and later 
an MP. He was never investi-
gated by Ukrainian authorities 
– and he was not alone.

Svoboda party MP Irina Fari-
on declared: “Bravo Odessa ... 
Let the devils burn in hell’ – yet 
she also was not charged.

Fatherland party lawmaker 
Lesya Orobets published a 
statement on her Facebook 
page on 2 May celebrating the 
“liquidation” of the opposition-
ist kolorady – a derogatory 
term for those who hold pro-
Russian views. She accompa-
nied her post with several pho-
tographs of headless corpses.

Aleksey Goncharenko, who 
took part in the Odessa pro-
tests, was later elected to the 
parliamentary assembly of the 

Council of Europe.

These are the so-called dem-
ocrats backed by the west.

Sasha made her way to the 
roof as the blaze spread. Ex-
actly what happened inside 
the building is unclear. Many 
died there, some of them out-
side, their bodies found riddled 
with bullets.

“They [Ukrainian authorities] 
did nothing while these people 
celebrated the burning. They 
hate us and do not have re-
spect for life. We know who our 
killers are. They are the govern-
ment.”

The United Nations has criti-
cised Kiev for its unwillingness 
to carry out proper investiga-
tions into the massacre. But, 
unsurprisingly, there has been 
a concerted effort to cover up 
the truth by western powers, 
which have tried to shift the 
blame onto Russia.

Petro Poroshenko, who was 
later to be installed as Ukrai-
nian president, led the charge 
accusing ‘Russian provoca-
teurs’ and supporters ‘shipped 
in from Transnistria’ of coming 
to Odessa to foment violence.

He even accused Moscow 
of placing gas canisters in the 
trade union building to deliber-
ately increase the number of 
casualties. But this has been 
widely dismissed, including by 
those not allied with Moscow. 

An eyewitness report for the 
CIA-backed Radio Liberty said: 
“On 2 May, 48 people died. 
None of them were ‘Russian 
saboteurs’ or ‘Transnistrian 
fighters’ or ‘bussed-in Bandera 
anarchists’. All were residents 
of Odessa and the surrounding 
suburbs.”

Sasha confirmed this and 
said the only outsiders were 
the hundreds that had been 
bussed in the night before the 
provocations started, along 
with the football supporters 
who had been urged to join in 

with the attacks.

Western media and 
politicians continue  
to look the other way

On today’s anniversary, com-
memoration events have been 
banned in Odessa once again, 
as pro-Kiev forces seek to 
erase the event from memory. 
Ukraine’s western backers 
have also colluded in order to 
downplay the role of far-right 
Ukrainian forces in the attack.

The Council of Europe’s in-
ternational advisory panel 
described the events of May 
2014 as “clashes”, as if both 
groups were equally respon-
sible for the massacre.

But the IAP drew its conclu-
sions from the May 2 Group 
– made up of journalists and 
others – many of whom justify 
the actions of the Ukrainian 
government while denouncing 
criticism of Kiev as “pro-Rus-
sian propaganda”.

Solidarity for the victims of 
this heinous massacre has 
also been in short supply from 
‘Ukrainiacs’. Last year passed 
without a mention from most 
of those displaying the yellow 
and blue flag in their social me-
dia profile pictures.

The British-based so-called 
‘Ukraine Solidarity Campaign’ 
– in reality a front for the social-
imperialist Alliance for Workers 
Liberty – has gone so far as 
shamefully to recycle claims 
that describing the attack as 
a massacre is “Russian propa-
ganda”, blaming the victims for 
their own deaths.

It was, of course, these op-
portunists that organised the 
poorly attended demonstration 
last year which saw a hand-
ful of trade unionists chant-
ing “Arm, arm, arm Ukraine!” 
as they marched through the 
streets of London – just as 
then prime minister Boris John-
son was in Kiev promising to 
do exactly that.

We now also know that he 
was there to strongarm pup-
pet actor-president Volodymyr 
Zelensky and prevent him from 
signing a peace deal or enter-
ing negotiations with Russia to 
bring an end to the conflict.

Of course, these supporters 
of the Kiev regime cannot draw 
attention to the massacre, or 
admit who was responsible – 
to do so would blow a major 
hole in the narrative that there 
are no fascists or neo-nazis 
in Ukraine, which they hail in-
stead as a beacon of freedom 
and democracy.

Nine years on from the at-
tack, the victims of the Odessa 
massacre have largely been 
forgotten by the west, sacri-
ficed as pawns in its proxy war 
against Russia and abandoned 
by those who claim to stand in 
solidarity with the people of 
Ukraine.

The events in Odessa were 
just one part of an orgy of far-
right violence unleashed in the 
wake of the western-backed 
Maidan coup. 

The Ukrainian neo-nazis – 
emboldened after the Odessa 
massacre – carried out anoth-
er attack in the city just seven 
days later on Victory Day, shoot-
ing dead an unknown number 
of unarmed demonstrators in 
an incident that was not even 
reported in the west.

The rest is history. Today the 
conflict continues, having es-
calated into a Nato proxy war 
and the battle being waged in 
the areas now incorporated 
into the Russian Federation.

But for those who lost loved 
ones in the Odessa Trade 
Union House massacre, and 
for those who survived, the 
struggle for justice continues.

“Please raise our voices. Tell 
the world not to forget the peo-
ple of Odessa and our struggle 
for justice,” Sasha says. “Only 
then can we put out the flames 
that continue to burn.”
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Whilst the collective west hyp-
ocritically chides Russia for 
supposedly disrespecting the 
rights of sovereign nations, 
misrepresenting Russia’s jus-
tified measures to defend its 
own borders as a war of ag-
gression, it is imperialism it-
self that continually tramples 
underfoot the sovereign rights 
of other nations. And this is 
nowhere better illustrated than 
in the gross disservice it has 
done to Ukraine itself.

By persistently interfering 
with Ukrainian elections and 
repeatedly conspiring to over-
throw elected governments 
in favour of the west’s own 
leadership choices, imperial-
ism flagrantly disregarded the 
sovereign right of Ukrainians 
to determine their own fate. 
This process culminated in the 
western-backed fascist coup of 
2014, installing a government 
for which nobody had voted 
and whose first act on seizing 
power was to strip Ukrainian 
Russians of their language 
rights, heralding an era of pub-
licly promoted russophobia 
and the drive to an ‘ethnically 

pure’ Ukraine. 

Owing no allegiance to an 
unelected fascist junta in-
stalled in Kiev, and effectively 
disenfranchised, the popula-
tions of Crimea, Donetsk and 
Lugansk declined to live under 
the rule of the jackboot and se-
ceded, with those in the Don-
bass (Donetsk and Lugansk 
regions) fighting a courageous 
resistance war under constant 
shelling by Kiev’s forces. 

It was the Kiev junta and its 
western backers, now getting 
hammered by the Russian 
resistance forces, that fatally 
undermined the unity and sov-
ereignty of Ukraine.

It was imperialism’s gross 
interference in Ukraine’s inter-
nal politics that compromised 
Ukraine’s independence, not 
Russia. What has fatally desta-
bilised Ukraine’s sovereignty is 
the use to which that country 
has been put to fight a proxy 
war against Russia: a stick with 
which to beat the independent 
government of Vladimir Putin. 

Now that the stick is bro-

ken and Ukraine torn apart, 
it is somewhat late in the day 
for the ‘international commu-
nity’ to get into a lather about 
‘violations of sovereignty’ for 
which they themselves bear 
sole responsibility. Behind all 
the hot air and protestations 
declaring that We Stand With 
Ukraine, the imperialist archi-
tects of war in reality could not 
give a damn about the sover-
eignty of Ukraine or the rights 
of its citizens, currently being 
slaughtered by the thousand 
in defence of finance capital’s 
quest for the total domination 
and unbridled looting of the 
globe. 

With doubts multiplying 
about what to expect from 
Kiev’s much-trailed ‘spring of-
fensive’, there are signs that 
western minds are already con-
centrating on a postwar settle-
ment that salvages something 
for the west out of Kiev’s pre-
dicted humiliating failure – and 
some of these plans appear to 
juggle with existing borders 
with scant regard for anybody’s 
sovereignty.

Under the arresting head-
line, ‘It’s time to bring back the 
Polish-Lithuanian union’, Dali-
bor Rohac recently asked the 
readers of US Foreign Policy 
magazine to imagine that “at 
the end of the war, Poland and 
Ukraine form a common fed-
eral or confederal state, merg-
ing their foreign and defence 
policies and bringing Ukraine 
into the EU and Nato almost 
instantly. 

“The Polish-Ukrainian union 
would become the second-
largest country in the EU and 
arguably its largest military 
power ... For the United States 
and western Europe, the union 
would be a permanent way 
of securing Europe’s eastern 
flank from Russian aggression. 

“Instead of a rambling, some-
what chaotic country of 43 mil-
lion lingering in no-man’s land, 
western Europe would be buff-

ered from Russia by a formi-
dable country with a very clear 
understanding of the Russian 
threat. 

“‘Without an independent 
Ukraine, there cannot be an 
independent Poland,’ Poland’s 
interwar leader, Jozef Pilsudski, 
famously claimed, advocating 
a Polish-led eastern European 
federation including Lithuania, 
Belarus and Ukraine.”  

Rohac went on to point out 
that early on during the war 
“Poland passed legislation 
allowing Ukrainian refugees 
to obtain Polish ID numbers, 
giving them thus access to a 
host of social and healthcare 
benefits normally reserved for 
Polish nationals. The Ukrainian 
government vowed to recip-
rocate, extending to Poles in 
Ukraine a special legal status 
not available to other foreign-
ers.” 

And on cue, on his recent 
visit to Warsaw, puppet actor-
president Volodymyr Zelensky 
delivered himself of some ful-
some flattery of all things Pol-
ish, exclaiming “Great Polish 
people! Great Ukrainian peo-
ple! Side by side here – united 
on this square, by the spirit 
of freedom, great history and 
glorious victory, which we are 
bringing closer together!” 

Perhaps Zelensky has re-
ceived fresh instructions from 
Washington and London?

Underneath all the pious 
flannel about the ‘inviolable 
sovereignty of nations’ (a right 
that has only ever been mean-
ingfully recognised and de-
fended by the communists), it 
all comes down to imperialism, 
armed with an atlas, scissors 
and paste, trying to stitch up 
the world to its own advantage. 

But attempts to return to the 
days of the infamous British 
colonial prime minister Lord 
Palmerston are in vain. Today’s 
world is being shaped by quite 
other social forces.

Desperate for a ‘win’ in Europe, 
USA mulls merging fascist 
Ukrainian rump with Poland

The war in Ukraine once more reveals imperialist 
hypocrisy over its alleged defence of the ‘rights 
of nations’.
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The failed bid to assassinate 
Russian president Vladimir 
Putin in May, whether directly 
ordered by the west-backed 
junta in Ukraine or the work of 
freelancing fascists, signalled 
a new level of provocation and 
threat against Russia. 

The drone attack on the 
Kremlin, taken together with 
the supply by Britain and oth-
ers of long-range weapons ca-
pable of striking deep into Rus-
sian territory, and especially 
the announcement that the 
Challenger tanks sent by Brit-
ain had been equipped with 
depleted uranium warheads, 
all confront Russia with a level 
of provocation that cannot be 
tolerated. 

Russian ambassador to the 
USA Anatoly Antonov respond-
ed to the botched assassina-
tion bid, saying: “Russia will 
respond to this insolent and 
presumptuous terrorist at-
tack. We will answer when we 
consider it necessary. We will 

answer in accordance with the 
assessments of the threat that 
Kiev posed to the leadership of 
our country.”

Defence minister Sergei 
Shoigu, recognising the de-
ployment by Britain of depleted 
uranium shells as tantamount 
to an invitation to nuclear war, 
noted that Britain’s decision 
left the world fewer and fewer 
steps away from a “nuclear 
collision”, adding for the sake 
of clarity: “Naturally, Russia 
has something to answer this 
with.” 

As a first provisional re-
sponse to the failed assassina-
tion Moscow unleashed a mas-
sive barrage of drone strikes 
on Kiev the like of which had 
not been seen since the early 
days of the war.

And from the deputy chair of 
Russia’s security council, Dmi-
try Medvedev, came this blunt 
assessment: “After today’s ter-
rorist attack, there are no op-
tions left except for the physi-

cal elimination of Zelensky and 
his clique.” (Zelensky regime’s 
fate is sealed by MK Bhadraku-
mar, 5 May 2023)

Ignoring all these warnings, 
the west continues to pour 
more weapons into Ukraine, 
staking everything on the much 
trumpeted ‘spring offensive’, 
which, when it arrives, will sup-
posedly strike a blow that will 
alter the course of the war to 
the west’s advantage. 

Kiev has been dangling this 
much delayed offensive in 
front of its imperialist sponsors 
for months, using it to keep 
the money and materiel flow-
ing. When put under pressure 
to name the day on which the 
promised offensive will eventu-
ate, actor-president Volodymyr 
Zelensky pushes back, say-
ing that the sooner the allies 
come up with more weapons, 
the sooner Kiev will be able to 
deliver the long-awaited offen-
sive.

This moral blackmail delivers 
diminishing returns, though. 
When Zelensky came to visit 
British prime minister Rishi 
Sunak, he received promises 
of lots of drones but no fighter 

jets, scotching his grand plan 
of a “jet coalition”. 

And the symbolic potency of 
the do-or-die spring offensive 
drained pretty rapidly when 
Ukrainian foreign minister Dmi-
tro Kuleba blabbed to Das Bild: 
“If Ukraine does not succeed 
in its counteroffensive against 
the aggressor country Russia, 
it will prepare for the next one,” 
lamely advising everyone “not 
to consider this counteroffen-
sive as the last one because 
we do not know what will come 
of it”. 

These words were not reas-
suring to European govern-
ments whose economies have 
already been sacrificed on the 
altar of sanctions, and  who 
are now faced with the pros-
pect of going through it all 
again, with no end in sight. 
(Ukraine SitRep: Delayed coun-
teroffensive, Russian defence 
lines, weapon efficiency, Moon 
of Alabama, 11 May 2023)

Still less reassuring for the 
USA’s allies was hearing top 
brass General Mark Milley ex-
pressing doubt to Foreign Af-
fairs magazine that Kiev would 
even launch its ‘counteroffen-
sive’ at all. Other voices have 
suggested slowing the supply 
of weapons to Kiev to delay an 
offensive that could prove to 
be premature. (Russia launch-
es barrage of drones at Kiev 
as counteroffensive looms by 
Roman Olearchyk, Financial 
Times, 8 May 2023)

The more obvious it becomes 
that the proxy Ukrainian forces 
are just the failing tool of US 
imperialism, the wilder the 
historical distortions coming 
out of Zelensky’s mouth have 
become.  

“In a video address on 
Monday morning, Ukrainian 
president Volodymyr Zelensky 
honoured the millions of Ukrai-
nians who fought and died dur-
ing the second world war. ‘We 
fought then and we fight now 
so that no one ever 

Zelensky piling up his millions as Nato   
tries regime change via assassination
Washington continues to stoke the fire in 
Ukraine, but the blowback may refuse to remain 
safely in Europe.

4page  18



18     Proletarian   Issue 114      Jun/Jul 23

again enslaves 
other nations and destroys 
other countries,’ Zelensky 
said. ‘And all those old evils 
that modern Russia is bring-
ing back will be defeated just 
as nazism was defeated,’ he 
added.” This grotesque parody 
of the truth is a reminder that 
whom the gods wish to destroy, 
they first make mad. 

Millions of Ukrainians did 
indeed fight and die to help 
rid the world of Nazis – Nazis 
like Stepan Bandera, the col-
laborator who is now held aloft 
as a national hero by the Kiev 
junta, but who is remembered 
by most of the rest of us for 
sending thousands of jews to 
the gas chambers.

The clown Zelensky dishon-
ours the memory of all those 
Ukrainians, whether speaking 
Ukrainian or Russian, who re-
ally did fight and die to save 
the world from fascism. It is 
to those Soviet heroes that all 
honour is due.

So gross a distortion of real-
ity as that purveyed by the pup-
pets of US imperialism cannot 
long fool even the most credu-
lous of holocaust deniers.

Zelensky’s mock-heroic 
poses on the world stage do 
not stack up with the political 
sewer he inhabits, as admira-
bly charted by veteran inves-
tigative journalist Seymour 
Hersh (hotfoot from his recent 
exposure of US president Joe 
Biden’s hand in the sabotage 
of Nord Stream):

“Zelensky has been buying 
the fuel from Russia, the coun-
try with which it, and Washing-
ton, are at war, and the Ukrai-
nian president and many in 
his entourage have been skim-
ming untold millions from the 
American dollars earmarked 
for diesel fuel payments. 

“One estimate by analysts 
from the Central Intelligence 

Agency put the embezzled 
funds at $400m last year, at 
least ... ‘Zelensky’s been buy-
ing discount diesel from the 
Russians,’ one knowledgeable 
American intelligence official 
told me. 

“‘And who’s paying for the 
gas and oil? We are ... Many 
government ministries in Kiev 
have been literally competing,’ 
I was told, to set up front com-
panies for export contracts for 
weapons and ammunition with 
private arms dealers around 
the world, all of which provide 
kickbacks ... 

“The issue of corruption was 
directly raised with Zelensky in 
a meeting last January in Kiev 
with CIA director William Burns. 
His message to the Ukrainian 
president, I was told by an in-
telligence official with direct 
knowledge of the meeting, was 
out of a 1950s mob movie. 

“The senior generals and 
government officials in Kiev 
were angry at what they saw as 
Zelensky’s greed, so Burns told 
the Ukrainian president, be-
cause ‘he was taking a larger 
share of the skim money than 
was going to the generals’.” 
(Trading with the enemy, 12 
April 2023)

Presumably he is saving pen-
nies towards an early retire-
ment?

Ukraine war
Ukraine Zelensky
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The following speech was de-
livered by Miguel Ángel Villalón 
on behalf of Unión Proletaria 
at a joint rally with the Inicia-
tiva Comunista in Spain. All 
emphasis is ours.

*****

Good afternoon, comrades. I 
bring you greetings from Unión 
Proletaria.

I will try to clarify from our 
point of view what the proletar-
ian-communist position should 
be in relation to the conflict 
in Ukraine (as well as in rela-
tion to international conflicts 
in general), particularly in an 
imperialist country like Spain. I 
suppose you know well enough 
the background and causes of 
this conflict. If necessary, we 
will recall them during the de-
bate that is to follow.

The other classes and parties 
have already taken a position:

1. The majority of the popula-
tion, as usually happens in any 
non-revolutionary situation, 
accepts the narrative put for-
ward by the authorities, espe-
cially when there is consensus 
among them as is the case at 
present. Russia has unjustifi-
ably invaded Ukraine and Nato 
is protecting us from Russia.

2. Pacifists in theory and the 
majority of workers, out of a de-
gree of class-consciousness, 
distrust the Nato imperialists, 
but also consider capitalist 
Russia to be imperialist and to 
have invaded Ukraine for impe-
rialist purposes.

This second position is taken 
by many communist parties 
in the world. In response to it, 
please allow me to read to you 
one of those quotes from Lenin 
which cannot be lifted out of 
context because it discusses 
the question from the point of 

view of general principle: 

“It is necessary to explain 
the meaning of annexations, 
and why and how socialists 
must fight against them. Not 
every appropriation of ‘foreign’ 
territory can be described as 
an annexation, for, generally 
speaking, socialists favour the 
abolition of frontiers between 
nations and the formation of 
larger states; nor can every dis-
turbance of the status quo be 
described as an annexation, 
for this would be extremely 
reactionary and a mockery of 
the fundamental concepts of 
the science of history; nor can 
every military seizure of terri-
tory be called annexation, for 
socialists cannot repudiate vio-
lence and wars in the interests 
of the majority of the popula-
tion. 

“Annexation must apply only 
to the appropriation of territory 
against the will of the popula-
tion of that territory; in other 
words, the concept of annexa-
tion is inseparably bound up 
with the concept of self-deter-
mination of nations.” (Propos-
als submitted by the central 
committee of the RSDLP to the 
second socialist conference by 
VI Lenin, April 1916)

If you like, during the debate 
we can elaborate on how to ap-
ply this criterion of Lenin’s to 
the present war in Ukraine.

Most communist parties, es-
pecially those in the imperialist 
west, do not consider Russia 
to be imperialist, but neverthe-
less they dare not support it 
for fear of damaging their rela-
tionship with the masses. This 
shows that the masses have 
not been told the whole truth 
of how the society in which we 
live works: they have not had 
explained to them the link be-
tween the opportunists who 
betray them on a daily basis 
and the exploitation of most 
countries in the world by a few; 
they have not had explained 
to them that we must support 

everyone who fights this im-
perialist yoke, and not just out 
of sympathy, but because it is 
that same yoke that keeps us 
enslaved. 

These parties have not be-
haved as revolutionaries but 
as centrists. 

What does this mean? It 
means that although they have 
done well to attempt to bring 
about unity of action with re-
formist mass organisations, 
they have done wrong to do so 
at the expense of the need to 
explain the essential question 
of the imperialist oppression 
by our countries over others.

There is also a minority of 
communists whose sin is not 
centrism, but the opposite: the 
sin of ‘leftism’. They confuse 
the part with the whole. 

They exaggerate certain par-
ticular truths to the detriment 
of concrete truth (in the de-
bate, we will be able to clarify 
the difference between the 
particular and the concrete). It 
is the same process followed 
by all those who create obsta-
cles to building the necessary 
workers’ and people’s unity 
through insisting on the accep-
tance of some false idea, some 
dogma. 

Currently, their chief inter-
national exponent is the KKE 
with its theory of the ‘imperial-
ist pyramid’. This theory takes 
from Lenin some of his most 
important ideas about imperi-
alism and applies them to cur-
rent capitalist development, 
but it discards others that are 
equally important. Thus, start-
ing from the fact that imperi-
alism is the highest stage of 
capitalism and that it is char-
acterised by five features, they 
conclude that all capitalist 
states have become imperial-
ists, some stronger and some 
weaker, but we must fight them 
equally. 

In this new conception of 
imperialism, the dis-

Spanish communist 
Miguel Angel on the war 
in Ukraine and our tasks
The ‘leftism’ of certain organisations is as useful 
to imperialism as right-wing revisionism or 
reformism, and must be resolutely opposed.
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The following article was 
written in reply to remarks 
by the Communist Party 
of Greece’s international 
department: ‘On the 
imperialist war in Ukraine 
and the position of the 
Communist Party of the 
Russian Federation’ by the 
international department of 
the CPRF in May 2022.

*****

On 23 April 2022, the newspa-
per Risospastis, the press or-
gan of the Communist Party of 
Greece, published an article by 
the international department 
of the central committee of the 
KKE: ‘On the imperialist war in 
Ukraine and the position of the 
Communist Party of the Rus-
sian Federation’.

The article assesses the ac-
tions of the Communist Party 
of the Russian Federation in 
connection with the special op-
eration carried out by Russia in 
Ukraine, and openly accuses 
the party of a pro-government, 
ie, pro-imperialist, position. 
We categorically disagree with 

such a mechanical assess-
ment.

The quintessence of the ar-
ticle lies in the fact that, from 
the point of view of the Greek 
comrades, an imperialist war 
is going on in Ukraine in the 
interests of the Russian bour-
geoisie and, by supporting a 
special operation, the Com-
munist Party of the Russian 
Federation is thus “pursuing a 
line of solidarity with the ruling 
United Russia party and Presi-
dent Putin”.

Insisting on the ‘imperialist’ 
nature of this war, the Greek 
comrades rely on the well-
known statement of VI Lenin 
that “A struggle for markets 
and for freedom to loot foreign 
countries, a striving to sup-
press the revolutionary move-
ment of the proletariat and 
democracy in the individual 
countries, a desire to deceive, 
disunite, and slaughter the pro-
letarians of all countries by set-
ting the wage-slaves of one na-
tion against those of another 
so as to benefit the bourgeoi-

sie – these are the only real 
content and significance of the 
war.” (August 1914)

However, the comrades did 
not mention that this state-
ment is contained in the article 
of VI Lenin ‘The tasks of revolu-
tionary social democracy in the 
European war’. And in it he was 
talking quite specifically about 
the first world war – really a 
purely imperialist, predatory 
one. But if we do not take a 
stand on the ground of dogma-
tism, then we must admit that 
any war has its own specific 
features.

The task of a Marxist in deter-
mining his position in relation 
to war is, first of all, to deter-
mine precisely its specific char-
acter. Indeed, in addition to 
imperialist wars, there are also 
national-liberation and antifas-
cist wars, which gained a par-
ticularly wide scope in the mid-
dle of the 20th century, when 
fascism and Nazism arose as 
political phenomena, and the 
national-liberation struggle in-
tensified under the influence 
of the October Revolution.

How did the CPRF 
come to its position?

Developing its political posi-

tion on the issue of the special 
operation, the party analysed 
the specific historical condi-
tions that objectively caused 
the crisis in Ukraine.

Before the October Revolu-
tion in Russia, Ukraine, which 
was part of the Russian em-
pire, was a purely agrarian 
country. In order to strengthen 
its industry, at the suggestion 
of VI Lenin, six industrial re-
gions from the Russian Soviet 
Republic in the east and south, 
which had never been part of 
Ukraine, were transferred to 
Ukraine, including Donetsk 
and Lugansk. In 1939, Gali-
cia (western Ukraine) was an-
nexed to Ukraine, previously 
part of Poland. 

So, the current territory of 
Ukraine is the result of its entry 
into the USSR. And it is ‘sewn 
together’ out of very disparate 
pieces, from Galicia (Lviv) with 
a strong influence of Poland, 
Austria and Hungary, to east-
ern Ukraine, strongly gravitat-
ing towards Russia.

Socialist Ukraine developed 
very powerfully. Aviation and 
rocket-building, petrochemis-
try, the electric power industry 
(four nuclear power plants) and 
defence industries were added 
to the extraction of metal and 
coal. It was as part of the USSR 
that Ukraine received not only 
the bulk of its current territory, 
but also its economic poten-
tial, and became one of the ten 

Russian communists: Russia is 
fighting neo-nazism in Ukraine
CPRF rebuts ahistorical assertion that Russia’s 
involvement in the Ukraine war is as an 
aggressive imperialist power.
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largest economies in Europe.

The destruction of the So-
viet Union in December 1991 
caused, at the same time, the 
destruction of the centuries-
old economic integration of 
Ukraine with Russia, the rup-
ture of all economic, political 
and cultural ties.

Now it is one of the poorest 
countries in Europe. Its manu-
facturing industry, with the ex-
ception of metallurgy, is practi-
cally destroyed. The economy 
of Ukraine now rests on loans 
from the west and income from 
people who left for Europe and 
Russia in search of a job. The 
people’s living standards fell 
catastrophically, and emigra-
tion increased sharply. About 
10 million people (out of 45 
million) left the country, the 
most qualified specialists.

The level of corruption and 
social differentiation has 
reached one of the highest lev-
els in the world. The country is 
on the brink of a national ca-
tastrophe.

Coup in Kiev as a basis 
for inciting the conflict

In February 2014, a coup 
d’état was carried out in 
Ukraine with the direct assis-
tance of the United States and 
other Nato countries. Legiti-
mate power in the country was 
overthrown. Neo-nazis came to 
power. Subsequently, the Unit-
ed States publicly announced 
that it had invested about $5bn 
in preparing for the change of 
power in the country and the 
“development of democracy”. 
It is quite obvious that, just like 
that, no one will spend such a 
gigantic amount of money.

As a result of the coup d’état, 
people from western Ukraine, 
from Galicia, where extremely 
nationalist, antisemitic, anti-
Polish, russophobic and anti-
communist sentiments are his-
torically strong, seized power.

The forced assimilation of 

the Russian-speaking popu-
lation began. The ban on the 
Russian language and the de-
cision to transfer school educa-
tion from Russian to Ukrainian 
gave rise to strong resistance 
in the Donetsk and Lugansk 
regions. People took up arms.

On 11 May 2014, in a popular 
referendum, 87 percent of citi-
zens voted for independence. 
So, not at the direction of the 
Kremlin, but at the initiative of 
the masses, the Donetsk and 
Lugansk people’s republics 
arose.

After several unsuccessful at-
tempts to seize the LNR-DNR, 
the nazis from Kiev switched 
to terror. During eight years of 
incessant shelling from large-
calibre guns, almost 14,000 
civilians were killed and tens 
of thousands maimed. Serious 
damage has been done to the 
infrastructure there.

At the same time, Europe-
an countries and the United 
States were extremely indiffer-
ent to the eight-year-long geno-
cide of the Russian people in 
Donbass, in fact, justifying the 
actions of the Kiev regime.

Today, the European Union 
and the USA, showing unprec-
edented hypocrisy, talk about 
the suffering of people during 
the fighting, but they remain 
silent about the fact that using 
civilians as human shields has 
become a common tactic of 
those whom they call “freedom 
fighters”.

Development of  
neo-nazism in Ukraine

Our comrades, considering 
the situation in Ukraine, only 
grudgingly mention the danger 
of the country’s fascisization. 
But one of the main goals of 
Russia’s military operation in 
this country is its denazifica-
tion. After all, even according 
to US congressmen and US 
intelligence agencies, Ukraine 
has become a centre of inter-
national neo-nazism.

Here are some facts. After 
Hitler’s invasion of the USSR, 
in western Ukraine, where, 
as we have already noted, 
extremely nationalist, antise-
mitic, russophobic and anti-
communist sentiments were 
initially strong, SS divisions 
were formed to fight against 
the Red Army. Local national-
ists, led by Hitler’s admirer Ste-
pan Bandera, began to exter-
minate the jewish population. 

In Ukraine, about 1.5 million 
jews were killed at the hands 
of Bandera. This is one-quarter 
of all victims of the holocaust. 
During the Volyn massacre 
in 1944 in western Ukraine, 
about 100,000 Poles were 
brutally killed. Bandera mas-
sacred partisans and burned 
alive the population of hun-
dreds of villages in Belarus.

Already after the war, anti-
communist and anti-Soviet 
rebels and western Ukraine, 
with the support of the Unit-
ed States and Great Britain, 
launched terror against the 
civilian population from 1945-
53. During these years, Ban-
dera killed about 50,000 peo-
ple in Ukraine. 

The descendants and fol-
lowers of these killers came 
to power after the 2014 coup. 
The traditions of anti-Polish, 
antisemitic and anti-Russian 
terror are very strong among 
the neo-nazis who now really 
control Ukraine.

Nazi ideology is being im-
planted in Ukraine. Ukrainian 
fascists – the organisers and 
participants in the atrocities 
of the war – are officially rec-
ognised as national heroes. 
Their symbolism became that 
of the state. Every year, sol-
emn marches are held in hon-
our of fascist criminals. Streets 
and squares are named after 
them. The Communist Party 
of Ukraine has been driven 
underground. Intimidation 
and political assassinations of 
politicians and journalists have 

become a regular occurrence. 
Monuments to Lenin and ev-
erything related to the memory 
of life in the USSR are being 
destroyed.

At present, the Bandera-
ites, like the SS stormtroopers 
of Nazi Germany, serve as a 
shock detachment of big busi-
ness. They tightly control every 
movement of state power, con-
stantly blackmailing it with the 
threat of a coup.

The nature of the current 
Ukrainian state is an alliance 
of big capital and the highest 
state bureaucracy, supported 
by fascist elements, under the 
full political and financial con-
trol of the United States.

Causes and nature  
of the special   
military operation

Based on Marxist theory, the 
military conflict in Ukraine can-
not be regarded as an imperi-
alist war, as our comrades are 
trying to prove. By its nature, 
this is a national-liberation war 
of the people of Donbass. And 
from the point of view of Rus-
sia, this is a fight against an 
external threat to national se-
curity and fascism.

It is no secret that the peo-
ple’s militia of Donbass was not 
able independently to resist the 
many thousands-strong Ukrai-
nian army, armed with foreign 
weapons. The defeat of the mi-
litias would inevitably have led 
to the total annihilation of the 
Russian-speaking population, 
many of whom were Russian 
citizens. In accordance with 
the constitution of the Russian 
Federation, in order to protect 
its citizens and ensure national 
security, Russia took the ac-
tions provided for by the law, 
since it was impossible to do 
this in any other way.

The negotiation process with-
in the framework of the Minsk 
agreements was deliberately 
sabotaged by Kiev with the 
support of the Unit-4page  22
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ed States and the 
European Union.

By this time, Ukraine had 
concentrated 150,000 troops 
and nazi battalions in the Don-
bass. Kiev, with the support 
of the United States, was pre-
paring to regain control of the 
Donbass by military means.

With the blessing of its Amer-
ican directors, Ukraine was 
preparing in early March of 
this year to launch a military 
operation to seize Donbass, 
and then Crimea. Today, there 
is plenty of data to support this 
assertion.

The Bandera regime has 
been preparing for war for 
eight years. The ideological 
indoctrination of military per-
sonnel has been systemati-
cally carried out in the spirit of 
outright russophobia, the most 
powerful fortified areas have 
been created, and the army 
has been saturated with the 
latest weaponry.

Following its imperialist 
geopolitical goals, the United 
States systematically included 
Ukraine in the sphere of its 
military interests and turned 
the country into a Nato spear-
head, intending to fight Russia 
“to the last Ukrainian soldier”.

Back in December 2021, 
Russia turned to the United 
States with a proposal to hold 
talks on the non-expansion of 
Nato eastwards. The Ameri-
cans evaded a direct answer. 
In light of this, in January 2022, 
Russia warned that in such a 
situation it would be forced to 
take additional measures to 
protect its national security.

At the same time, things 
were moving towards the de-
ployment of US tactical weap-
ons in Ukraine. Ukraine, which 
has four nuclear power plants 
and great scientific and tech-
nical potential, has begun the 
preparations for building its 

own nuclear weapons.

Under the patronage of the 
Pentagon, more than 30 labo-
ratories for the development 
of bacteriological weapons 
were created in Ukraine. There 
are documents confirming the 
work in these laboratories with 
especially dangerous bacteria 
of deadly diseases, as well as 
the study of methods for their 
distribution, taking into ac-
count a person’s race.

All this poses a threat not 
only to Russia, but to all man-
kind.

It is argued that this is ex-
clusively a question of interim-
perialist contradictions; the 
struggle for markets and raw 
materials. The inability to see 
the national component of 
class questions and the class 
component of national ques-
tions leads one into the realm 
of dogmatism.

Interest of the Russian 
oligarchy in Ukraine or 
lack thereof?

In an effort to prove that 
the war is being waged in the 
interests of the Russian bour-
geoisie, in the interests of 
seizing the natural resources 
and taking over the indus-
trial potential of Ukraine, our 
Greek comrades use VI Lenin’s 
statements about the nature 
of wars outside of the histori-
cal context in which he made 
them.

However, the assertion that 
the Russian leadership was 
preparing a military takeover of 
Ukraine in advance contradicts 
the facts.

From the very beginning, 
the leadership of the Russian 
Federation did not support the 
idea of a referendum on the 
formation of the people’s re-
publics of Donbass.

Following the agreements 
under the Minsk 2 process, 
Russia a priori assumed that 
the Donbass would remain 

part of Ukraine, although with 
a certain degree of autonomy. 
And the Russian leadership, 
until the very beginning of the 
military operation, insisted on 
the implementation of Minsk 2 
– that is, on the integration of 
Donbass with Ukraine.

So where is the preparation 
for an imperialist takeover?

In reality, Ukraine, its industry 
and resources, has since 1991 
been the object of superexploi-
tation by the US and European 
monopolies.

The Russian oligarchy did 
not participate in ‘dividing the 
pie’, which was in the sphere of 
western interests.

Moreover, the Russian oligar-
chy was against the military 
operation in Ukraine. It was 
striving with all its might to in-
tegrate into the world oligarchy 
and was already under strong 
pressure from the west, which 
demanded more energetic in-
fluence on the government in 
order to maintain Russia’s pro-
western orientation.

In addition, Russian oligarchs 
have suffered greatly from the 
Russian military operation in 
Ukraine. They are included on 
the sanctions lists, their palac-
es and yachts have been con-
fiscated, their bank accounts 
are frozen.

We do not feel the slight-
est sympathy for those who 
plundered Russia for three 
decades, and who are now los-
ing their loot. We only want to 
emphasise that the Russian 
oligarchy was not only not inter-
ested in the military operation, 
but also suffered from it. By 
refusing to support this opera-
tion, big business lost not only 
property and money, but also 
much of its influence on the 
Russian ruling elite.

Pay attention to which class 
forces opposed Russia’s mili-
tary operation in Ukraine in 
the first place. That is, first of 
all: large monopoly capital. 

Their political representatives 
are in the liberal environment, 
and they have many ‘creative’ 
servants among the so-called 
intelligentsia.

Of course, we recognise the 
existence of interimperialist 
contradictions, of the desire 
of imperialist predators to 
seize the natural and energy 
resources of other countries. 
Russia is a victim of the west’s 
plans to turn our country into 
a source of cheap raw materi-
als. And we have been fighting 
against such plans for many 
decades. 

But we by no means believe 
that Russia, for all the deprav-
ity of its current political sys-
tem based on the power of big 
capital, has suddenly turned 
into the same predator. The 
struggle in Ukraine has a fun-
damentally different character 
that does not fit into these dog-
mas. 

Our position
It was the Communist Party 

of the Russian Federation 
that was the first to define the 
essence of the regime that 
seized power in Ukraine during 
the 2014 Maidan. Thus, all the 
subsequent activity of the par-
ty was built precisely on the ba-
sis of the class essence of the 
ongoing political processes.

We have been very critical of 
the foreign policy of the Rus-
sian leadership. We have al-
ways condemned the disregard 
for the interests of the peoples 
who until recently were part of 
the unified Soviet state.

If anyone closely follows 
our actions (and it seemed to 
us that the Greek comrades 
were well acquainted with our 
documents), they will inevita-
bly see that it was the Com-
munist Party of the Russian 
Federation that, since 2014, 
has been persistently putting 
forward a demand for the rec-
ognition of the Donetsk and 
Lugansk People’s Republics by 

Russian communists
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Russia. No other political party 
in Russia has done so much to 
support the population of Don-
bass. We supported the return 
of Donbass to Russia from the 
beginning. 

It is not that the CPRF “shows 
solidarity with United Russia 
and President Putin”, but that 
they, as a result of historical 
imperatives, are now being 
forced to take the path that the 
CPRF has stubbornly insisted 
on for three decades.

In such a situation, is it fair 
to say that we blindly support 
Putin’s policy in Ukraine?

The Communists of Russia 
take an active part in the de-
fence of the LNR-DNR. Hun-
dreds of communists are fight-
ing the nazis as part of the 
troops of the people’s repub-
lics. Dozens of communists 
have died in this struggle. Over 
those eight years of fighting, 
the Communist Party of the 
Russian Federation sent 93 
convoys of humanitarian aid 
to the republics, with a total 
weight of 13,000 tons, and 
brought thousands of children 
for rest and treatment in Rus-
sia.

Throughout these years, the 
Communist Party of the Rus-
sian Federation demanded 
that the Russian leadership 
recognise the independence of 
Donbass.

It is frankly unpleasant for us 
to hear how our Greek com-
rades speak with an element 
of contempt about the “so-
called” people’s republics of 
Donbass, since these are pre-
cisely the people’s republics 
that emerged as a result of the 
real will of the masses.

Citizens of the LPR-DPR de-
fended them at the cost of the 
lives of thousands of civilians 
and soldiers of their armies 
during the hardest eight years 
of resistance to the creeping 
aggression of neo-nazi Ban-
dera-ites.

Of fundamental importance 
is the fact that not only the 
Russian army, but also volun-
teer units of the Donbass itself, 
in which there is a very large 
stratum of communists and 
miners, are fighting against the 
Bandera-ites.

Where in all this is the “pro-
tection of the interests of the 
oligarchy”? Are our comrades, 
who put their lives in mortal 
danger every day, also defend-
ing the interests of the Russian 
oligarchy? Or are they protect-
ing ordinary people who have 
fallen victim to the neo-nazis 
who seized power in Ukraine?

One must have a strong un-
willingness to see the real 
state of affairs in order to as-
sert that the Communist Party 
of the Russian Federation is 
merely showing solidarity with 
the ruling elite.

The intensity of the class po-
litical struggle in Russia has 
not abated at all. The persecu-
tion of communists and party 
supporters, even after the 
start of the military operations 
in Ukraine, show that there is 
no class harmony between 
the Communist Party of the 
Russian Federation and the 
current ruling group. One can 
list very many cases when 
our comrades are subjected 
to repressions. And we react 
harshly to the persecution of 
our comrades.

At the same time, we con-
tinue to subject the socioeco-
nomic course of the current 
government to harsh criticism. 
No party in Russia can claim 
to have been more vocal in its 
criticism of the government.

In the 30+ years since the 
1991 anticommunist coup, 
we have provided countless 
evidence of our determined 
struggle against the ruling fac-
tion. That is why our party en-
joys broad support from the 
masses.

The Communist Party of the 

Russian Federation received 
almost 19 percent of the vote 
in the elections to the state 
duma in September 2021. And 
this is in the conditions of a 
well-established and long-es-
tablished machine of electoral 
fraud. We are sure that the real 
level of support for us among 
the people is much higher. And 
this is because we are guided, 
in the spirit of Marxism-Lenin-
ism, by the desire to carefully 
study the interests and moods 
of the people. 

By the way, by supporting 
Russia’s special operation in 
Ukraine, the Communist party 
has expressed the will of the 
overwhelming majority of Rus-
sian citizens.

As for the allegations of “flirt-
ing with nationalist sentiments 
and nationalist forces”, we are 
proud to say that the Commu-
nist Party of the Russian Fed-
eration is the leading left-wing 
patriotic force in Russia.

And we consider the protec-
tion of the interests of the Rus-
sian people and other peoples 
for centuries living together 
with the Russians, primarily 
Ukrainians and Belarusians, 
as our international duty. And 
to deny the historical signifi-
cance of the ‘Russian world’ 
or Russian civilization, in our 
opinion, is just as absurd as to 
deny the great significance of 
the ancient Greek civilization.

When Manolis Glezos tore 
down the Nazi flag from the 
Acropolis, he was guided not 
only by class interests, but also 
by the national pride of the 
Greeks, who resolutely joined 
the fight against the German 
occupation.

Attitude of the world commu-
nity to the events in Ukraine

Although western politicians 
and their media, arrogantly 
pretending to be ‘world public 
opinion’, openly participate in 
the war on the side of the neo-
nazis, the largest countries in 

Asia and Africa, the middle east 
and Latin America, who know 
first-hand what European and 
American neocolonialism is, 
quite rightly view what is hap-
pening in Ukraine as Russia’s 
struggle against the unipolar 
world led by the United States.

Countries whose population 
make up 60 percent of the 
world’s population either sup-
port the Russian operation or 
take a neutral position.

An aggressive position is tak-
en only by those who in 1941 
came to us with a war as part 
of the Nazi coalition. These are 
the countries of Europe, as 
well as the USA and Great Brit-
ain, which did a lot to revive the 
German military machine after 
its defeat in the first world war. 
Today, Russia is again fighting 
against fascism and against 
those who support it in Europe 
and the United States.

*****

CPRF postcript: Mindful of 
the heroic merits of the Com-
munist Party of Greece in the 
struggle against Nazism and 
against the military dictator-
ship, we categorically reject 
the idea that our comrades 
could knowingly end up in the 
camp of those who are now 
trying to crush Russia through 
the hands of Ukraine. We once 
again emphasise our deep re-
spect for the KKE as a party 
that has made a huge con-
tribution to the revival of the 
international communist and 
workers’ movement after the 
destruction of the USSR in 
1991. 

However, the statements 
of our comrades sometimes 
sound like the ultimate truth. 
We are for comradely dialogue, 
which has always helped com-
munists all over the world to 
understand the essence of 
events and develop their own 
correct, truly Marxist approach 
to their assessment.
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Whilst Nato justifies its every 
brutal act of aggression around 
the world by claiming that it is 
all in the service of democracy, 
every day brings new evidence 
of just how far US democracy 
has degenerated back in its 
own yard. 

In the run-up to the last presi-
dential election, the camp of 
Joe Biden was eager to tamp 
down allegations about corrup-
tion and  influence-peddling. 
Key to the allegations were 
emails on a laptop used by 
Biden’s son Hunter, detailing 
how he had introduced his 
Ukrainian business partner to 
his father, then-Vice president 
Biden.

Things looked black for 
Biden’s election campaign.

But in the nick of time a let-
ter surfaced, signed by 51 
former intelligence officers, 
declaring categorically that the 
Hunter laptop scandal was the 
fruit of a Russian disinforma-
tion campaign and should be 
disregarded. This effectively 
squashed the story, which was 
obediently pulled by all the 
major social media platforms, 
thereby greasing the wheels 
for Biden’s path to the White 
House and the ousting of the 
much-reviled Donald Trump.  

Now, though, with Biden pre-
siding over the Ukraine fiasco 
and losing friends fast, the 
Biden clan’s dirty Ukrainian 
secrets are leaking out again. 
Worse yet for a regime strug-
gling to retain some shred 
of credibility after the Nord 
Stream revelations, the con-
spiracy to cover up the Hunter 

laptop scandal is tainting the 
whole administration, includ-
ing the now-secretary of state 
Antony Blinken. 

In private sworn testimony, 
Mike Morell, who had been 
an acting CIA director under 
Biden, told the House judiciary 
committee that Blinken, now 
secretary of state, was the se-
nior campaign official who had 
reached out to him three days 
after the new York Post pub-
lished details of the story. 

Egged on by Blinken, 
Morell rounded up 
as many intelligence 
officers as he could 
lay hands on, including 
John Brennan and Leon 
Panetta, getting them 
to put their names to 
a letter denouncing 
out of hand the Hunter 
laptop allegations as 
Russian disinformation. 

In his testimony to the House, 
Morell made no bones about 
what motivated him to abuse 
his position as an acting CIA 
director by interfering with the 
election process in this way. 

He frankly admitted that he 
had cobbled together the letter 
because he wanted “to help 
Vice-president Biden ... be-
cause I wanted him to win the 
election”.

Is it perhaps time for the well-
financed National Endowment 
for Democracy to have a look 
at how democracy is faring 
back at home?

Hunter Biden’s laptop 
and democracy, US style
First the Nord Stream revelations, now the 
Hunter laptop cover-up. Could US president Joe 
Biden be looking any less credible?

tinction between 
oppressor and oppressed 
countries disappears, as does 
bribery of the labour aristoc-
racy in the oppressor countries 
as a consequence of this rela-
tionship of domination. 

They advocate a somersault 
from imperialism to proletar-
ian socialism, despising the 
democratic struggles of other 
social sectors and oppressed 
nations. They miss out the 
last chapter of the Communist 
Manifesto, precisely the one 
that tells us how to put its les-
sons into practice. 

In short, this is ‘leftism’ 
in quotation marks, 
because it is as useful 
to imperialism as right-
wing revisionism or 
reformism.

Finally, we communists are 
exposed to one last danger, 
which also confuses a part 
with the whole, but this time 
equating resistance to imperi-
alism with the suppression of 
imperialism. 

This danger consists of wait-
ing passively for someone else 
to bring us to an idyllic multipo-
lar world that is almost social-
ist, or which at least respects 
the political choices of each 
people.

However, the hypothetical 
victory of Russia, China and 
the Global South over the cur-
rent international imperialist 
system will not of itself replace 
capitalism with socialism. And 
capitalism, at this stage of de-
velopment of the productive 
forces, tends to be monopolis-
tic, with all it entails of domina-
tion and reactionary violence. 

Hitherto, we have only known 
the imperialism of the old co-
lonial powers: of their confla-
grations first and of their in-
ternational system in the most 

recent period. But this does 
not mean that another cannot 
form on its ashes. 

If we want to put an end to 
imperialism altogether, we 
must develop the class strug-
gle of the proletariat for social-
ist revolution in all countries. 
And we will have the bourgeois 
world against us, however mul-
tipolar it may be.

I will end this speech with a 
practical conclusion: in order 
to achieve the social eman-
cipation of the workers, we 
must support any struggle that 
weakens the current imperial-
ist system, the only one that 
at present exists and operates 
as such – ie, the one that is or-
ganised around the USA. 

Its overthrow by Russia, 
China and other oppressed 
countries must therefore be 
supported. 

At present, because of the 
persistent crisis provoked by 
revisionism in the workers’ 
and communist movement, 
the greatest anti-imperialist 
force is that national-liberation 
movement. Although its suc-
cesses cannot eradicate impe-
rialism definitively (unless they 
entail a revolutionary revitali-
sation of the workers’ move-
ment), they do weaken it by 
opening a window of opportu-
nity for communists to achieve 
this. 

Solidarity with this national-
liberation movement will have 
to be one of the aspects – to-
gether with others – of the 
programme and tactics of the 
proletarian force that we must 
gather together so as to con-
centrate all popular struggles 
towards the conquest of social-
ism. Let us soon agree on this 
plan of unification and imple-
ment it step by step, systemati-
cally. 

This is the priority: 
to reconstitute the 
Communist party.

Miguel Angel
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The following article is by 
RT reporter and CPGB-ML 
member Steve Sweeney.

*****

The earthquake that recently 
hit Turkey and Syria was a nat-
ural disaster, but the resulting 
deaths and devastation were 
far worse than they needed to 
have been. 

It is estimated that the 
earthquake in Turkey inflicted 
around $104bn in damage, 
with President Recep Tayyip 
Erdogan appealing for inter-
national funds to help tackle 
the crisis and rebuild nearly 
320,000 homes over the next 
year.

The European Union pledged 
$1.07bn to help Turkish re-
lief efforts, but at the same 
event European commission 
president Ursula von der Ley-
en promised just $115m to 
aid Syria, where some 6,000 
people died in the same earth-
quake.

Syria and Turkey 
– a tale of two 
earthquakes

The global response toward 
Damascus was in stark con-

trast to that seen in Turkey. In 
the immediate aftermath of 
the earthquake, relief efforts 
to war-torn Syria were blocked 
by US sanctions, with donation 
pages shut down and those 
who wanted to send financial 
aid threatened with legal ac-
tion.

Syrian president Bashar al-
Assad accused Washington of 
pressuring western countries 
not to help. The punitive Caesar 
Act sanctions have effectively 
cut the country off from the 
world, and it has been saved 
only by its alliance with friendly 
anti-imperialist states such as 
Russia, Iran and China.

The continued occupation 
of whole swathes of Syria’s 
oil-rich north by western and 
Turkish-backed jihadist groups 
and other armed militia saw 
government aid blocked from 
reaching the people there. For-
mer al-Qaeda affiliate Hayat 
Tahrir al-Sham stopped trucks 
at the border saying it would 
not allow them to enter Idlib 
province.

Cynics would be forgiven for 
thinking that the earthquake 
was being weaponised by 
western powers, which have 

failed to oust President Assad 
despite 12 years of bomb-
ing, military interventions 
and flooding the country with 
armed jihadi proxies in their 
dirty war against Syria.

And it is telling that while the 
country was struggling, and 
as people still lay under the 
rubble, Aleppo international 
airport – the main hub for hu-
manitarian aid to Syria – was 
bombed by Israel, putting it 
out of action. Tel Aviv struck 
the airport again on 22 March, 
and this crime was met with 
an abject and deafening si-
lence from the self-identifying 
‘international community’ and 
its media ‘defenders of free 
speech’.

Israel also struck the Syrian 
capital Damascus, targeting a 
densely populated residential 
area and killing at least five 
people soon after the devastat-
ing earthquake struck.

Just last week, US forces also 
attacked the country, killing at 
least 19 people in a ‘revenge’ 
missile strike against what it 
described as “Iranian forces” 
in Syria’s northern Hasakah 
province, where it has military 
bases at the ‘invitation’ of the 
proxy Kurdish administration. 
These bases are clearly a le-
gitimate target for resistance 
groups, since they house an 
occupying force that is plun-

dering the country’s natural 
resources, in particular wheat 
and oil.

The US attack once again 
dangerously escalated the sit-
uation in Syria, but it is unlikely 
to turn back the tide of events 
in the country or the region. It 
came at a time when Iran and 
Saudi Arabia’s rapprochement 
– mediated by China – has led 
to talks over the reopening of 
embassies in the former foes’ 
respective capitals. 

Damascus and Riyadh have 
also restored diplomatic rela-
tions as, much to the chagrin 
of the west, Syria is being wel-
comed back onto the world 
stage. With more and more 
countries finally recognising 
that President Assad is going 
nowhere, Syria is also poised 
to be readmitted to the Arab 
League, from which is was sus-
pended (at the behest of US 
imperialism) in 2011.

The USA will undoubtedly be 
concerned over its regional ally 
(Saudi Arabia) making peace 
with its regional enemies Iran 
and Syria). This blow will be 
doubly felt with the rising pros-
pect of peace and the normali-
sation of relations between 
Syria and Turkey, in a road map 
laid out by Russia that could 
see the two countries’ respec-
tive presidents meet face-to-
face for the first time since Tur-
key joined the imperialist war 
against Syria in 2011.

The imperialists will also be 
alarmed at the news, breaking 
at time of writing, that Saudi 
Arabia’s council of ministers 
has officially approved a pro-
posal to join the Shanghai Co-
operation Organisation (SCO), 
a China-led bloc that includes 
some 40 percent of the world’s 
population and accounts for 
around 30 percent of global 
GDP.

Latakia resident Moussa 
told our reporter that the west 
should abandon its strategy 
of regime change in 

Natural disaster in Syria and Turkey: 
a tale of two earthquakes

Imperialist sanctions, occupation and war have 
hugely exacerbated the effects of the recent 
quake on the longsuffering Syrian people.
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Syria, accusing the 
imperialists of trying to starve 
the country’s people into sub-
mission.

“People are dying under 
buildings, they are dying be-
cause we can’t get medicine 
for them, because we can’t get 
equipment,” he told Proletar-
ian. “Look at what happens. 
Even when we are suffering, 
the US and its proxies, the zi-
onists, drop bombs on us.

“But the Syrian people are 
strong. We will never accept 
American interference. We will 
never forget this. And we will 
never forget who helped us.”

Poor quality building 
practices exacerbated 
the Turkish disaster

While the consequences of 
the earthquake have been am-
plified in Syria by the effects of 
war and sanctions, the cost to 
the Turkish people has been 
exacerbated by other factors.

Back in 1997, Turkey passed 
a code that required buildings 
to be constructed using duc-
tile concrete, a material that is 
more flexible in the event of an 
earthquake, but it is estimated 
that 25 years later only one 
in ten buildings in the country 
meets the standard.

“Earthquakes don’t kill you. 
Buildings can kill you. That’s 
our slogan,” Turkey’s former 
deputy prime minister boldly 
declared on the foundation of 
the earthquake disaster body 
AFAD in 2009.

“The most important thing 
is to prevent disasters be-
fore they happen,” he said, in 
words that will now have come 
back to haunt him.

A post-1999 study found 
that 6m out of 22m buildings 
nationwide either needed ret-
rofitting or demolishing and 
rebuilding to meet seismic 
standards. 

But in 2018 a controversial 
zoning law was introduced, ef-
fectively creating an amnesty 
for illegal construction work. 
This cash boosted govern-
ment coffers, but there is little 
evidence that it was spent on 
strengthening buildings or in-
frastructure.

One of the initiatives that 
should have helped prepare 
for such an event was the in-
troduction of an earthquake 
tax in order to reinforce build-
ings and infrastructure and 
help cities to cope better with 
earthquakes. But after disas-
ter struck once more in Izmir 
in 2020, many were left won-
dering where the money had 
gone. 

In 2022, following a 5.9 mag-
nitude earthquake, Turkey’s 
Union of Engineers and Archi-
tects released a statement 
saying that Turkey “has failed 
in terms of what needs to be 
done before the earthquake”.

Another factor is the huge 
economic disparity between 
western Turkey and the east 
of the country. According to a 
2020 OECD report, Turkey has 
the highest regional disparities 
among 29 OECD countries, 
while a CEPR study showed 
huge income inequality be-
tween the two regions.

Profit before people

Construction quality in the 
eastern areas affected by the 
earthquake is of a much lower 
standard as a result, according 
to experts. Combined with the 
fact that the buildings sit on a 
major faultline, it was a perfect 
storm.

When asked, one construc-
tion engineer told Proletarian 
that the answer to how this 
has happened can be summed 
up very simply. He said it was 
because of “the capitalist sys-
tem and its implementers”, for 
whom “human life is of no im-
portance”.

“What matters to them is the 

absoluteness of exploitation 
and the system. This system 
is the creator of the biggest 
disaster in our country,” he ex-
plained.

“The fact that no measures 
were taken to prevent such a 
disaster, even though it was 
obvious that it would happen, 
while the current laws and 
regulations were ignored and 
not enforced, is to a large ex-
tent related to the mentality of 
the system,” the engineer told 
Proletarian.

“Capitalism feeds on exploi-
tation,” he added. “It brings 
with it the devaluation of peo-
ple. Of course the major factor 
[in the disaster] is capitalism.

“If the experts had not been 
ignored many times, this nat-
ural event could have been 
prevented from turning into 
a disaster, and people’s lives 
could have been saved.”

Speaking to Proletarian, one 
woman accused the govern-
ment of covering up the real 
death toll. Whole towns and 
cities have been flattened as 
a result of the quake and thou-
sands of people are still miss-
ing.

Some of those who pro-
tested against government 
negligence in Turkey’s major 
cities, including Istanbul, were 
detained in a crackdown. But 
President Erdogan couldn’t 
escape the chants of “Govern-
ment, resign” that reverber-
ated in the stadiums of Turk-
ish football giants Besiktas 
and Fenerbahçe, a team long-
associated with the country’s 
leader.

In both Syria and Turkey, 
however, change is coming. All 
the signs are that both coun-
tries are rebuilding relations 
with regional neighbours while 
strengthening ties with Mos-
cow and Beijing. 

From the rubble of the earth-
quake, a new world order could 
be emerging.

Syrian earthquake
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and Egypt are on 
course to do the same. 

The Russian president re-
cently announced plans for 
Brics to create a new ‘basket-
based’ global reserve currency, 
comprising the Brazilian real, 
Russian rouble, Indian rupee, 
Chinese renminbi and South 
African rand, and posing an 
alternative to the International 
Monetary Fund’s special draw-
ing right (SDR) – a major step 
towards the dedollarisation 
of the world economy and the 
end of the US-dominated glob-
al system of imperialist eco-
nomic blackmail.

It might have given some 
modicum of comfort to Presi-
dent Biden had his inaction 
over developments in the mid-
dle east been compensated for 
by some encouraging news on 
the war front in Ukraine. This 
was not to be, however.

“Ukraine’s ever-imminent 
counteroffensive will attempt 
to retake Russian-seized terri-
tory most likely in the east and 
south, though for operational 
reasons no senior officials 
from Kiev have detailed specif-
ics.

“Publicly, President Joe 
Biden’s team has offered un-
wavering support for Ukraine, 
pledging to load it up with 
weapons and economic aid 
for ‘as long as it takes’. But, if 
the impending fighting season 
yields limited gains, adminis-
tration officials have expressed 
privately that they fear being 
faced with a two-headed mon-
ster attacking it from both the 
hawkish and dovish ends of 
the spectrum.

“One side will say that 
Ukraine’s advances would’ve 
worked had the administration 
given Kiev everything it asked 
for, namely longer-range mis-
siles, fighter jets and more air 
defences. The other side, ad-

ministration officials worry, will 
claim Ukraine’s shortcoming 
proves it can’t force Russia out 
of its territory completely.

“That doesn’t even account 
for the reaction of America’s 
allies, mainly in Europe, who 
may see a peace negotiation 
between Ukraine and Russia 
as a more attractive option 
if Kiev can’t prove victory is 
around the corner.” (Biden’s 
team fears the aftermath of a 
failed Ukrainian counteroffen-
sive by Jonathan Lemire and 
Alexander Ward, Politico, 24 
April 2923)

Meanwhile, progressive hu-
manity is cheering to see that 
the end of the wars in Syria, 
Iraq and Yemen are all finally 
within sight, while the positions 
of the USA and its remaining 
proxy Israel look increasingly 
shaky. Nothing could more 
eloquently give the lie to the 
fairy tales of Russian and Chi-
nese ‘imperialism’ than these 
people-centred results of their 
actions in the region.

In the early days of the Bo-
livarian revolution, the great 
Venezuelan revolutionary Hugo 
Chávez put on record his grati-
tude to the Iraqi resistance 
for putting fire under the feet 
of US imperialism and giving 
his people a space in which 
to advance while Uncle Sam 
was bogged down elsewhere. 
We can be sure that he would 
today be cheering on Russia’s 
antifascist war of national re-
sistance and thanking those 
involved for providing a similar 
breathing space to progres-
sive forces in other parts of the 
world, amongst them those 
who have seized the opportu-
nity to further the cause of an-
ti-imperialist liberation in the 
middle east.

Truly, our struggles against 
imperialism are one and the 
same.

Victory to the resistance!

Middle east peace
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After half a century of failed 
‘peace initiatives’, ‘road 
maps’, ‘deals of the century’ 
and ‘shuttle diplomacy’, peace 
appears to be breaking out all 
over the middle east – without 
any help at all from Uncle Sam. 
It seems that the biggest con-
tribution to peace that can be 
made by the United States is 
via its absence from the scene.

Not that Washington has 
been twiddling its thumbs all 
the while. But trying to wage a 
proxy war against Russia turns 
out to be more complicated 
and perilous than US president 
Joe Biden bargained for, espe-
cially when his reluctant Euro-
pean allies are scrambling for 
the exit, Russia’s courageous 
war of resistance is standing 
firm, and President Vladimir 
Putin, so far from facing popu-
lar revolt and regime change, 
is riding high in the polls.

China and Russia lead 
a quiet revolution in 
the middle east

But time waits for no man. 
Whilst the collective west has 
been fighting to the last drop 
of Ukrainian blood, emptying 
its arsenals to feed a much-
trumpeted ‘spring offensive’ 
that is looking more dubious by 
the day, China and Russia have 
been diligently negotiating a 
series of bilateral diplomatic 
forays which, taken all togeth-
er, amount to a quiet revolution 
in the middle east. 

China’s near-miraculous feat 
of reconciling the Saudis with 
the Iranians has been followed 
by Russian talks with Saudi 
Arabia, Turkey and Syria, rais-
ing the prospect of an end to 
the war in Syria and the latter’s 
resumption of its rightful place 
in the Arab League.

Al Jazeera reports: “Syrian 

president Bashar al-Assad has 
met with Saudi foreign min-
ister Prince Faisal bin Farhan 
al-Saud in the most significant 
step yet towards ending Syria’s 
decade-long regional isola-
tion. Prince Faisal landed in 
Damascus on Tuesday, Syrian 
state media reported, a week 
after his Syrian counterpart 
visited Saudi Arabia. The visit 
is the first by a Saudi official to 
Syria’s capital since the start 
of the country’s civil war in 
2011.” 

The report noted: “diplomats 
from nine Arab countries met 
in the Saudi city of Jeddah to 
discuss ending Syria’s long 
spell in the diplomatic wilder-
ness and its possible return to 
the 22-member Arab League 
after Damascus was suspend-
ed in 2011.” Al Jazeera points 
out that “regional capitals 
have gradually been warming 
to al-Assad as he has clawed 
back most of the territory lost 
to rivals, with crucial back-
ing from Russia and Iran”. 
(Saudi foreign minister meets 
Syria’s Assad in Damascus, Al 

Jazeera, 18 April 2023)

Russian diplomacy has also 
concentrated on forging a rap-
prochement between Syria 
and Turkey. Whilst President 
Assad refuses to meet directly 
with Turkish premier Recep 
Tayyip Erdogan until such time 
as Turkish-backed forces are 
withdrawn from Syria, “Turk-
ish and Russian officials say 
preparations are being made 
for a meeting between deputy 
foreign ministers of Turkey, Syr-
ia and Iran ahead of planned 
talks between foreign minis-
ters. 

“Assad acknowledged the 
role played by Russia in en-
couraging a rapprochement 
between Erdogan and himself. 
‘We trust the Russian side, 
which has played a mediator 
role to facilitate the commu-
nications, but within the basis 
of Russian policy of respecting 
sovereignty of states, and the 
exit of illegal foreign forces from 
Syrian territory,’ Assad said,” 
adding that of course the pres-
ence of Russian troops in Syria 
was legitimate as his govern-
ment had requested Moscow’s 
support. (Syria’s Assad says 
he won’t meet Erdogan until 
Turkey ends its ‘occupation’ by 
Suleiman al-Khalidi, Reuters, 
16 March 2023)

Inexorable rise of Brics
Running in parallel with 

these shifting patterns of alle-
giance in the middle east has 
been the steadily increasing 
gravitational pull exercised by 
the Brics alliance, comprising 
Brazil, Russia, India, China and 
South Africa. Iran and Argenti-
na recently applied to join, and 
Saudi Arabia, Turkey 

The quiet revolution: 
peace breaking out all over the middle east

While Uncle Sam is bogged down in trying to 
destroy Russia via Ukraine, peoples elsewhere 
are getting out from under his jackboot
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