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“Stop the War”? Yes, hut

“,’ Editorial

he carnage and human suffering
caused by Russia's predatory war
against Ukraine is immense.

Towns in Eastern Ukraine - Kharkiy,
Sumy, Mariupol - have been partially
destroyed. Hospitals, public buildings,
housing estates have been hit by mis-
siles and Russian artillery fire. The battle
for Kyiv will take place soon.

549 Ukrainian civilians, including 26
children, have been killed according to
the United Nations estimates (as of 10
March), although the actual numbers
will certainly be considerably higher.
Ukraine's President Volodymyr Zelen-
sky says his armed forces have had
1,300 troops killed since the invasion.
The US estimates that five to six thou-
sand Russian troops have died.

2.5 million refugees have fled Ukraine
and nearly two million are internally
displaced.

In a small taste of what can be ex-
pected under Russian occupation the
mayor of Russian-occupied Melitopol,
lvan Fedorov, has been abducted and
replaced by a Russian stooge, Galina
Danilchenko. 2,000 Ukrainians demon-
strated in Melitopol for Fedrov's re-

lease. Danilchenko then warned the
town’s population against “provoking
a reaction” and has said she intends to
set up a “People’s Choice Committee”
to administer the area, replacing the
elected council.

A second mayor, Yevhen Matveyev,
head of the city of Dniprorudne, also
appears to have been arrested by Rus-
sian soldiers.

The resistance of Ukraine against a
superior armed force is inspiring. The
Ukrainian people have motivation to
fight. They are defending their homes,
families and the existence of their coun-
try. They know very well that Vladimir
Putin does not accept Ukraine has the
right to exist as an independent entity.

Ukrainians also understand what Rus-
sian occupation will look like because
they know all about the regimes in the
areas seized by Russia from Ukraine in
2014. The so-called People's Repub-
lics of Luhansk and Donetsk are run by
gangsters who act under Kremlin or-
ders. These mini totalitarian states use
terror and torture against dissenters.

In this war the UK labour movement
and left must rally in support of the
Ukrainians’ right to self-determination.
We support Ukraine's fight and de-
mand weapons from Western powers
to help Ukraine win, forcing Russia to
withdraw.

In the Spanish civil war, when Re-
publican Spain fought Franco's fascist
coup, no one on the left, shrugging,
even-handedly, demanded “peace”
and to "Stop the War”. No, the left said:
defend democracy and the workers’
movement; support the Republican
war. We helped the Republican side.

Franco was not going to stop fight-
ing. The fascist war was relentless. A
bland demand for “peace” and to end
the fighting could only have meant the
Republic giving up.

Likewise, in a strike, we side with the
workers and try to help them win. If the
workers on strike choose to negotiate
with their bosses, that's their right, but it
is not the job of socialists to agitate for
negotiationsas the soft-option way out.
No, we fight for solidarity and to help
the strikers win.

Sign away
And we certainly do not campaign to
“Stop the Strike” and for the workers
to negotiate a crappy deal with their
bosses.

And yet when the left evades clear
support for Ukraine, and instead de-
mands negotiations and diplomacy to
end the war, they are doing something
very similar. Last week the Executive of
the National Education demanded ne-
gotiations around the Minsk 2 “agree-

with victory for Ukraine!

ment". Leaving aside the fact that Minsk
2 is obsolete and demanding negotia-
tions around it leads us to believe the
people who wrote the NEU motion
don't know what they are talking about,
the intention of the NEU Exec is clear.
They think Ukraine should stop fight-
ing and sign a deal with Russia which
would sign away their right to deter-
mine their own future.

In a strike that would be the behav-
iour of a bureaucrat, or even a scab.

On the British left, Socialist Worker
and many of the left groups do not sup-
port Ukraine. They organise to “Stop
the War” and hold meetings without a
single Ukrainian speaking. They have
to do that because, so far, they can not
find a single “reliable” Ukrainian who
will back their policy.

The Ukrainian communities in the UK
know very well that something impor-
tant is at stake in this war: Ukrainian
freedom. They understand Ukrainian
freedom is valuable, and worth fight-
ing for.

Workers' Liberty has taken sides, and
we back the Ukrainian war of self-de-
fence. That follows from supporting
the democratic rights of the Ukrainians
to self-determination, a right which is
being trampled on by Russian imperi-
alism.

Support Ukraine! §

Why we look to workers’ “sanctions”

By Martin Thomas

e distrust NATO because

we know the big capital-
ist powers will always give their
own interests priority over the
rights of less powerful nations.
The NATO powers want to
push back Putin, but only to
restore stable investment and
trade conditions, and stall new
disruptions.

They pushed Ukraine into
signing a pro-Putin deal in
2015 (the now-defunct Minsk
2: see centre pages) and they
would do the same again.

The US wanted to bring
some (compliant) form of de-
mocracy to Irag by their sanc-
tions and then war there, but
the outcome was chaos and
deaths.

We have no cause to de-

nounce the trade and financial
measures against Putin and his
associated oligarchs; but we
should not rely on them, nor
put ourselves in the hopeless
position of (un-listened-to) ad-
visers the NATO states on how
to calibrate and target their
big-power measures.
Broadly, as the historian
Nicholas Mulder says, sanc-
tions “fail more often than not”.
Official sanctions, by defi-
nition, are a weapon only for
big-power states, and inevi-
tably calibrated by the ruling
circles. In some instances the
interests of oppressed nations
or democratic revolts coincide
provisionally, against throw-
back imperialists like Putin,
with those of the big powers,
as when Marx and Engels
wrote in the 1850s about the

prospect of Russia seizing
Constantinople (Istanbul): “In
this instance the interests of
the revolutionary Democracy
and of England go hand in
hand..”

In those “instances” we do
not ask the big powers to stop
their action against Putin or his
similar; but we recall that real-
ity is more than the instance,
we do not trust that action,
we do not endorse it. We look
instead to workers' solidarity
with the people of Ukraine and
with the opposition inside Rus-

sia, the “sixth power” as Marx

and Engels called it.

Italy
Economic and financial sanc-
tions were "“invented” as an
alternative to military action
after World War One. Their

first big use was against ltaly
in 1935-6, when it went to con-
quer Ethiopia. They have been
used more since 1945, and es-
pecially since 1990.

The revolutionary social-
ists of 1935 opposed the
sanctions, and counterposed
“sanctions of the international
working class: demonstra-
tions, boycotts, and embar-
goes” (New Militant 5 and 12
Oct 1935). No-one on the left
now would uniformly call for
the scrapping of all govern-
ment sanctions or aid. Rather,
the problem is the inverse of
an argument Lenin had with
his comrades in 1918 about
accepting aid which might
be given to Bolshevik Russia
by Britain and France for their
own reasons (to counter Ger-
many): much of the left rou-

tinely demands sanctions as
"our” answer. Socialist Worker
denounces British sanctions
against Putin, but not be-
cause it is against government
sanctions in general; rather,
because these sanctions al-
legedly do not “start from the
demands of oppressed peo-
ple”, i.e. it does not recognise
the Ukrainian people as op-
pressed. “Workers' sanctions”,
as our comrades called them
in 1935, sanctions with their
aims designed and calibrated
by the working class rather
than big-power governments,
have a proud history. They are
of great moral and political
value, even if their immediate
economic effect is slight. §

e Much abridged. More: bit.
ly/w-sanc
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By Mohan Sen

lare Moseley, founder of the Care-

4Calais charity, explained the thrust
of the Tory government'’s approach to
Ukrainian refugees:

"Ukrainians who spoke to the media,
even when they weren't eligible for a
visa, immediately received one. Other-
wise the Home Office was doing all it
could to stop Ukrainians talking to the
press.”

So determined is the UK government
to say one thing (to appear pro-Ukrain-
ian) and do another (keeping out refu-
gees) that Priti Patel and Home Office

% Corrections

he Solidarity 626 report on the
GDST dispute should have said
“Sydenham High” where it said
“Sydenham Girls". Solidarity 627
was slightly wrong on amendments

to the Borders Bill: see bit.ly/cr-bb §

officials have repeatedly told straight-
forward lies, for instance about the
establishment of (non-existent) appli-
cation centres in France.

As millions of Ukrainians flee, flights
to the UK from Ukraine are leaving with
empty seats because the vast majority
who want to come here cannot get per-
mission.

Of the 2.7 million who've already left
Ukraine - with 150,000 fleeing daily -
the right-wing Polish government has
accepted well over a million. The much
richer UK has issued 1,000 visas.

Many governments have treated
Ukrainian refugees more generously
than they've treated refugees from war
in Syria or from other places outside
Europe, but the Tories have not even
done that. They've adopted different
rhetoric - but not a different policy.

Michael Gove has even suggested
expropriating the mansions of Russian
oligarchs in London to house refugees.
The gap between rhetoric and reality is
yawning.

Gimmicks like payments to people

Open the doors to refugees!

who put up a Ukrainian in their home
are also intended to mask the reality.
And to cover the Tories' continuing
drive against all refugees and most mi-
grants, with the Nationality and Borders
Bill.

In the midst of the crisis, the Tories
remain not only determinedly anti-ref-
ugee but pro-capitalist. They have
awarded the Home Office’s visa con-
tract (and billions of other business) to
a private firm, TLScontact, which has
laced appalling incompetence and in-
difference into the framework of the
government'’s hard-faced policies.

The labour movement must take up
the call from Ukraine Solidarity and
others for refugees from Ukraine and
all conflicts to be admitted freely; for
the Nationality and Borders Bill to be
scrapped; and for restrictions on asy-
lum-seekers and other migrants work-
ing and accessing services and benefits
to be removed.

The government is on the back foot
- despite the lack of counter-argument
and pressure from Keir Starmer’s La-

bour Party. We must push it into retreat.

The Ukrainian authorities, or ele-
ments of them, have also disgraced
themselves by their treatment of black
and brown people attempting to flee
Ukraine. From the start of the Russian
invasion well-documented stories
emerged of people being blocked
or hindered from leaving, and facing
brutality, indifference and threats, with
black people faring worst of all.

African, South Asian and Middle East-
ern people who have made it to Poland
have been attacked and hounded by
far-right Polish nationalists.

Bring down the borders! Support the
rights of everyone fleeing conflict! §

Putin is not a victim of NATO

By Matt Cooper

ATO is a military alliance of

big capitalist powers. We
oppose it. But to present Pu-
tin's invasion of Ukraine as trig-
gered by NATO, rather than by
Putin’s own imperialism, is a
whitewash, as in an article by
Nick Clark in Socialist Worker
of 26 February.

NATO was formed in 1949.
The first shot it fired in anger
was 1994 (over Bosnia). Russia
has not been under threat of
attack from NATO.

Clark claims "thanks to NATO,
the US practically funded the
whole colonial war” of France
in Indochina (1946-54). In fact
US funding to France started
in 1950 (along with the non-
NATO Korean war) and was
less than France wanted. With
NATO, the US was trying to

push West European states to
put more into defending Eu-
rope (as Stalin clamped down
in Eastern Europe) rather than
into colonial wars.

"Every NATO member must
submit to the project of US
dominance” writes Clark, but
NATO offered no support for
the US war in Vietnam. Nor
did most of NATO's members.
France called for a negotiated
peace. In 2003, NATO gave no
support to the US-led invasion
of Irag.

Clark claims that NATO's
action in Bosnia (1992-1995)
“wasn’t because the Serb
governments were any worse
than other groups. The US had
decided backing the Serbs’
opponents was the best way
to extend its influence”. The
NATO powers had their own

(various) interests in and tac-
tics for containing Serbia, but
what triggered NATO action
was a genocidal war by Ser-
bian forces against Bosnia
Muslims. NATO pushed that
back (but didn't make Bosnia
a prize perch for US capital).

Clark refers to “NATO's inva-
sion of Afghanistan in 2001".
NATO did not invade Afghan-
istan. The US and UK did. NA-
TO's first involvement was in
2003 when it led the UN-man-
dated ISAF force, a somewhat
different proposition.

Clark claims that “NATO'’s ex-
pansion into eastern Europe...
has led to the war in Ukraine
today... its clash with Russia is
one of two powers competing
for markets and political con-
trol in eastern Europe.”

There is of course a general

sense in which Russia’s actions
can be understood in the con-
text of Russia as a subaltern
power seeking to recreate its
sphere of influence, but mar-
kets and political influence in
Eastern Europe are held by
states and corporations, not
NATO as a bloc.

The impetus for the expan-
sion came not from the USA,
but from the states that had
been occupied by the USSR
in World War Two. Poland,
Hungary and Czechoslovakia
signed the Visegrad Declara-
tion in 1991 seeking “full in-
volvement in the European ...
system of security”.

Russia at that time was en-
gaged with NATO structures.
NATO's Partnership for Peace
was established in 1994 to
bring in Russia and ex-USSR

Wrong to cancel vaccines

republics. In 1997 the NA-
TO-Russia Founding Act was
signed, which included a
promise by NATO not to sta-
tion permanent troops or nu-
clear missiles in the new NATO
states.

Since Russia invaded Ukraine
in 2014, NATO has responded
by moving troops into the new
member states (technically
complying with the Founding
Act by making these non-per-
manent rotating forces: nu-
clear weapons have not been
moved closer to NATO's east-
ern border).

But that was NATO respond-
ing to aggression from Putin
- the exact opposite of what
Clark argues — and after it
had let similar aggression in
Chechnya and Georgia pass
without reacting. §

By Sacha Ismail

Lithuania has cancelled a donation
of 440,000 Covid vaccines to Bang-
ladesh because of the Bangladeshi
government's abstention in the UN
General Assembly vote on Russia's
war in Ukraine. Those who decided on
Bangladesh'’s stance at the UN will not

be hurt by this decision. Those who will
be hurt are people with mostly little in-
fluence over government policy — the
working class and the poor. Only 76%
of Bangladesh’s population have had
one vaccination; 53% have had two;
and 2.7% are boosted.

The UK government has just an-

nounced the donation of a million
doses of the AstraZeneca vaccine to
Bangladesh. But Bangladesh has 165
million people.

The US has long been highly critical
of the country’s authoritarian Awami
League government and sympathetic
to the right-wing, Islamist-linked and

historically pro-American opposition
it has suppressed. Russia on the other
hand is friendly to the Awami League.
(In 1971, the US aggressively opposed
Bangladeshi self-determination and
supported Pakistan’s blood-soaked
war; the USSR leant towards the Ben-

galis.) More: bit.ly/lt-bdesh §
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By Jim Denham

Last Thursday the executive council of
the big union Unite met and passed
a resolution on the war in Ukraine.

The resolution “unreservedly con-
demns Putin’s invasion of Ukraine and
stands in full solidarity with the millions
of victims of the attack. Unite calls for an
immediate cease-fire and a withdrawal
of all Russian forces from Ukraine.”

It congratulates union members
“such as those at the Stanlow refinery
- who refuse to unload Russian oil from
any ship regardless of the nationality
of the vessel that delivers it, and Unite
repeats the call on the UK government
to close the loophole that is still mak-
ing these deliveries possible.” The
resolution calls for a “comprehensive
programme of support for UK workers,
their families and companies impacted
by [sanctions against Russia] including
wage protection and company support

while alternate supply chains are estab-
lished.”

The resolution goes on to demand
support for “all refugees from Ukraine
and elsewhere”, to express solidarity
with the Russian peace movement and
to note “the numerous reports of links
between Vladimir Putin and Far Right
parties across Europe, the presence of
Russian oligarchs in the UK and huge
amounts of Russian money flowing
through the city of London, as well as
the allegations of Russian financial sup-
port for some political parties in the
UK.

Perhaps most importantly, “Unite
acknowledges the right of Ukraine to
defend its citizens and territory within
internationally recognised borders.”

The resolution was immediately re-
leased as a statement and can be read
in full on the Unite website.

One publication that might have
been expected to give prominent cov-
erage to the statement is the Morning
Star. After all, that paper receives sub-
stantial financial support from Unite and
has traditionally acted as a mouthpiece
for successive leaders of the union.

Why has the Morning Star
ignored Unite on Ukraine?

Its relationship with Len McCluskey
was nothing short of obsequious and
while things are not quite such a full-on
love-in with his successor Sharon Gra-
ham, the MS has bent over backwards
to establish friendly relations and make
up for not having supported her to re-
place McCluskey.

But neither Friday's paper nor Satur-
day’s even mentioned the Unite reso-
lution/statement. This despite the fact
that Saturday’s editorial is headed “The
link between the labour and peace
movements is crucial” and praises two
unions, the FBU and the National Edu-
cation Union, “in releasing clear state-
ments of solidarity, opposing Russia's
invasion but also calling for an end to
Nato expansion and support for the
anti-war movement” (by “the anti-war
movement” they mean the Stop the
War Coalition).

The FBU statement contains the
bizarre line that the war is “a proxy
conflict between Russia and NATO
prompted by NATO expansion into
central and Eastern Europe”, appar-
ently oblivious to the fact NATO is not
fighting in Ukraine and has never had

any intention of doing so. The NEU
statement also suggested NATO is to
blame for the war and, additionally,
called for Ukraine to negotiate on the
basis of Mink 2 - a deal which France
and Germany pushed Ukraine into ac-
cepting in 2015.

Of course, these statements fit in
nicely with the line now being peddled
by the Morning Star and the Stop the
War coalition: formal condemnation of
Russia’s invasion but with the main em-
phasis on blaming NATO and calling
for Ukraine to negotiate on the basis of
Minsk 2.

Unite doesn't mention NATO or
Minsk 2, but clearly and straighfor-
wardly supports “the right of Ukraine
to defend its citizens and territory”. The
only possible conclusion to be drawn
from the Morning Star's failure to even
mention the Unite statement is that it's
an embarrassment that runs against
the de facto pro Russia apologism of
the paper.

Perhaps Unite should start seriously
considering whether it wants to con-
tinue subsidising this wretched Stalinist
rag. §

DSA needs to learn the lessons of SDS

» Eric Lee

By Eric Lee

ixty years ago, the United

States was still in the grip of
the McCarthy era. The Attor-
ney General would regularly
update his list of “subversive”
organisations. Communists
and other leftists were denied
platforms in many places, in-
cluding universities. Racial
segregation remained in place
in the Southern states. And
young people were largely
depoliticised, attending uni-
versity in record numbers
but showing little interest in
changing the world.

And then at a conference
held in Port Huron, Michigan,
the moribund League for In-
dustrial Democracy decided
to relaunch its student arm
under a new name: Students
for a Democratic Society (SDS).
Few could have expected what
happened next.

SDS exploded in growth.

The rapid rise of the civil
rights movement, including
its more militant wing, com-
bined with the Vietham War,
completely transformed the
country — and especially the
campuses. Millions of people
were in the streets protesting.
Every group on the left, includ-
ing long-dormant groups like
the Young People’s Socialist
League (YPSL) began to grow.
The mainstream Trotskyist So-
cialist Workers Party played a
prominent role in the anti-war
movement. But no one experi-
enced anything on the scale of
what happened to SDS.

By the end of the decade,
it had a presence across hun-
dreds of campuses in prac-
tically every state. It claimed
a membership of 100,000.
Nothing like it had ever been
seen before in the long history
of the American Left. And then,
suddenly, in a puff of smoke it
was gone.

SDS had increasingly fallen
under the control of extremist
groups — some Maoist, some
anarchist. At its final conven-
tion, it was taken over by a

tiny Stalinist sect known as the
Progressive Labor Party. The
minority wing went on to form
the terrorist Weather Under-
ground. Within a few months,
all the competing factions had
largely disappeared.

A number of the saner veter-
ans of SDS found themselves
in something called the New
American Movement (NAM)
which together with Michael
Harrington's Democratic So-
cialist Organizing Committee
(DSOC) formed Democratic
Socialists of America (DSA) in
the early 1980s.

Sanders

DSA struggled for decades
to grow, and while it had suc-
cesses here and there, it never
really took off. And then, in
2015, the independent Sen-
ator from Vermont, Bernie
Sanders, decided to run for
president. Sanders was a dem-
ocratic socialist, but not a DSA
member.

His campaign reinvigorated
DSA and the American Left
more broadly. Tens of thou-
sands of new members, mostly

young people with little expe-
rience on the Left, joined DSA.
The group expanded to reach
100,000 members. In addition
to recruiting thousands of po-
litical neophytes, DSA also at-
tracted some far Leftists who
came into the organisation
with their own agendas.

After a short while, very little
was left of the organisational
cultures and values that had
sustained DSA for four dec-
ades. And nowhere is this
clearer than in a statement
adopted by the organisation'’s
International Committee when
Russia invaded Ukraine. Fol-
lowing a denunciation of the
Russian aggression, the state-
ment went on to say that “DSA
reaffirms our call for the US to
withdraw from NATO and to
end the imperialist expansion-
ism that set the stage for this
conflict”. In other words, Amer-
ica was somehow at fault.

For many members of the
organisation, especially those
who had been in DSA for a
long time, this was the final
straw. As one long-standing
DSA activist wrote this week,

"l don't intend to renew my
membership as | feel the NPC
statement on Russia’s invasion
of Ukraine was an utter dis-
grace. This is not time to blame
NATO or the West as this fas-
cist bastard, Putin, dismantles
a country and slaughters its
innocent civilians... It is with
deep sadness that | see what
the national organization has
become with the leadership in
the hands of sectarian purists.”

Those resignations are
not yet on the scale of what
brought down SDS a half cen-
tury ago. But the pattern is
clear. For the second time in
my lifetime we are seeing the
hopes of a new American Left,
one with mass support among
the young, being dashed by
ultra-leftism.

Does DSA need to share
SDS's fate? That depends on
the organisation’s members,
on their willingness to stand
and fight for the values that the
group once stood for. §

e Eric Lee is the founder editor
of Labourstart, writing here in
a personal capacity.
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Croatia 1991, Bosnia 1992,
Kosova 1999, Ukraine 2022

By Sacha Ismail

|n Croatia’s war of independence
(1991-5), about 14,000 civilians died;
in the Bosnian war (1992-5), about
40,000; in the Kosovan war (1998-9),
about 12,000. We distrust and dislike
NATO; but NATO intervened only very
late (a short bombing campaign in Bos-
nia in September 1995, another against
Serbian forces over Kosova in March-
June 1999), and accounted for some
hundreds among the tens of thousands
of civilian casualties.

The lesson for Ukraine is, to be sure,
distrust of NATO — but first of all, sup-
port for peoples resisting conquest or
dispersal (Croats, Bosniacs, Kosovars),
and rejection of the excuse used by
Serbian imperialism then and Russian
imperialism now that they make war
only against threats from “the West".

At the root of the 1990s Balkan wars
was a drive by Serbia to dominate other
peoples of former Yugoslavia, using the
former Yugoslav federal army, of which
it had gained control. As in almost all
wars, nationalists on all sides commit-
ted crimes - but not symmetrically or to
the same extent.

The 1999 NATO intervention ended a
bloody military drive by Serbia against
the oppressed Kosovar Albanians. In
Bosnia, NATO and the UN did little to
protect the Bosnian Muslim victims of
Serbia and Serb nationalists, and in-
deed hindered their self-defence.

Yet the Stalinist “left” claimed the
wars were really all about NATO or
the EU or “the West” oppressing Ser-
bia; and non-Stalinists like the Socialist
Workers' Party also moved towards that
view. (Lindsey German, now of Coun-
terfire and Stop the War, was the cen-
tral SWP figure then.)

After the fall of Stalinism in Eastern
Europe and the USSR, long-stifled na-
tionalities demanded freedom. The
federal state of Yugoslavia broke up.
The government of Serbia, which had
dominated the federation, strove to
prevent self-assertion by the other na-
tionalities. It pulled back after only ten
days of war in Slovenia, and did not
even attempt war to retain North Mac-
edonia; but waged big wars to retain
control in Croatia, Bosnia, and Kosova.

It was imperative for socialists and
labour movement activists in Croatia
and Bosnia to oppose their “own” na-
tionalists and to uphold the rights of
minorities such as Serbs in Croatia. But
in Slovenia and Croatia, whose seces-
sion launched the breakup of Yugosla-
via, 94% and 93% respectively, on high
turnouts, voted for independence.

"Left-wing” apologists for Slobodan
MiloSevic¢'s regime in Serbia and its

role - typified by Labour left leader
Tony Benn - presented Western pow-
ers as pushing to break up Yugoslavia.
In fact the big powers generally sought
to minimise separation and, for as long
as it seemed half-plausible, to press the
weaker nationalities to be patient and
continue under Serbian domination.

Far from intervening aggressively
against Serbia, the big powers im-
posed an arms embargo - with little
effect on the Serbia-run “Yugoslav
National Army” with its stock of arma-
ments and equipment and the Bosnian
Serb forces allied to it, but a crippling
effect on the Bosnian government in
the early period of the war.

In 1995 NATO bombed Bosnian Serb
forces and imposed the Dayton Agree-
ment, a mess but ending the war and
on paper maintaining Bosnia intact.

In 1991-9, the SWP declared a plague
on all nationalists, emphasising the
right-wing nature of the Croatian gov-
ernment and the fact that the Bosnian
government was dominated by a con-
servative Muslim party with a Mus-
lim-chauvinist wing. In fact there was
no symmetry - Croatia and Bosnia were
fighting for self-determination and Ser-
bia for domination and conquest.

Spur

The spur for the NATO bombing was
Bosnian Serb shelling of a market-
place in the Bosnian capital Sarajevo,
killings dozens of civilians. And shortly
before that Serb forces committed the
worst atrocity of the war, the July 1995
Srebrenica massacre, a week in which
8,000 Bosnian Muslim civilian men
were murdered and tens of thousands
of women, children and old people ex-
pelled.

Overall more than 30,000 Bosnian
soldiers and 20,000 Serb soldiers were
killed; but the figures for civilians were
31,000 and 4,000. The great major-
ity of rapes were of Bosnian Muslim
women by Bosnian Serb men. In Serb
nationalist-controlled areas mosques
were systematically destroyed; in
Bosnian-controlled areas Orthodox
churches remained standing. The Serb
nationalists were virulently Islamopho-
bic - one reason the far right across Eu-
rope rallied to them.

Although Bosnia's government did
drift in a Muslim-communalist direction,
during the war it was a multi-ethnic re-
gime to a far greater extent than the
other side.

The SWP were not the worst. The
Communist Party and wide sections
of the Labour left, including a raft of
MPs, formed a “Committee for Peace
in the Balkans” with Tory right-winger
Sir Alfred Sherman. Sherman has in-

vited Jean-Marie Le Pen to Britain,
said the US was turning Europe into
“Islamistan” and declared at the com-
mittee’s founding meeting that he had
“nothing against Muslims” but they
were not “civilised” or “"democratic”.

The NATO powers intervened much
more decisively over Kosova in 1999
- for their own reasons and after years
of advising the Kosovars to submit, but
the net result of the bombing was to
save lives and allow independence to
Kosova.

Kosova is the Kosovar Albanian name,
Kosovo the Serbian. Unlike the other
components of the two Yugoslav states,
1918-41 and 1945-90, Kosova had only
ever been integrated by conquest.

It was granted some autonomy in
the last years of the Tito regime. In the
1990s the Serb nationalist “Yugoslav”
regime of MiloSevié cancelled that au-
tonomy and, using Serbian settlers, cre-
ated a kind of apartheid state there. By
1998 Amnesty International estimated
that the driving out of Kosovars from
government-linked jobs had brought
abouta 70% unemployment rate in the
community. In 1996 the regime settled
many thousands of Serb refugees from
Bosnia and Croatia in Kosova, in many
cases against their will, to shift the de-
mographic balance.

Armed conflict developed between
the government and the Kosova Liber-
ation Army (KLA). By the end of 1998
thousands of Albanians had been
killed and a quarter of a million out of a
population of less than two million dis-
placed. In early 1999 the NATO tried
to get Kosovar autonomy restored and
subject to NATO guarantee (the Ram-
bouillet accord); Serbia refused.

11 weeks

In response NATO bombed Serbia re-
sulting in (according to Human Rights
Watch) about five hundred civilian
deaths. The “Yugoslav” army acceler-
ated its campaign of ethnic cleansing,
with thousands more killed and 90%
of the Kosovar population displaced
and a majority expelled from Kosova.
After eleven weeks of NATO bombing
Milosevi¢ gave in and Kosova became
effectively independent. (It formally de-
clared independence in 2008.) In 2000
a democratic uprising in Serbia over-
threw Milosevic.

The KLA murdered and drove out
Kosovan Serbs, Romani and critical
Albanians. Socialists condemned that.
Yet the Kosovars were fighting a strug-
gle for national liberation and perhaps
survival. While advocating no trust in

NATO, we backed the Kosovars and

The SWP shifted towards a m'ore

strongly pro-Serbia stance, denouncing
NATO's intervention as the main prob-
lem and actively opposing Kosovan in-
dependence. It formed a Stop the War
Coalition with forces including Stalin-
ists and Serb nationalists to pursue this
line.

For two decades now the SWP has
attacked left-wing criticism of ex-
treme-right political Islam and Islamic
reaction more generally as Islamopho-
bic. Yet in the 1990s it not only failed
to defend the Muslim Bosniacs and
Kosovars against viciously Islamopho-
bic assault, but falsely depicted the
KLA as Islamists and denounced them
as such.

Now, since the 9/11 attack and the
“war on terror” for the SWP Islamism
has come to be deemed anti-imperi-
alist because in conflict with Western
governments.

Serbia’s wars in ex-Yugoslavia and
Russia’s in Ukraine and elsewhere have
features in common, including the at-
tempt to delegitimise and demonise
other nationalities, presentation of vic-
tims as oppressors and the attempt to
use Serbian or Russian communities
beyond their borders as an excuse and
mechanism for warfare. (Also the brav-
ery of internationalists in both countries
opposing their governments.)

Today Serbia and Serb nationalists
in Bosnia are, Belarus aside, Putin’s
strongest allies in Europe. Although
a desire to join the EU has restrained
it somewhat, the Serbian government
has opposed effective action against
Russia, for instance providing the only
remaining avenue for Russian flights
into Europe.

Those on the left who saw the main
problem in the Balkan wars as NATO
intervention are naturally disposed
to see NATO intervention as the main
problem in Ukraine - even when West-
ern governments are not intervening
directly and the aggressor is not the
localised imperialism of Serbia but the
strong imperialist state of Putin’s Russia,
fresh from its wars in Chechnya, Geor-
gia, and Syria.

Socialists do not advocate Ukrainian
nationalism any more than Croat, Bos-
nian Muslim or Kosovar nationalism.
But we advocate national rights. We do
not write oppressed nations out of the
picture by seeing the conflicts in Croa-
tia, Bosnia, Kosova, or Ukraine in terms
of siding with whomever opposes
NATO, or the UN, or the USA, and thus
redefining Serbian or Russian imperi-
alism as a sort of anti-imperialism. The
positive compass of democracy and
working-class interests mandates sup-
port for Ukraine on the same basis as
for Croatia, Bosnia, and Kosova. §
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Tax the rich to shift from fossil fuels!

“ Environment

By Stuart Jordan
| n The Housing Question Engels mocks

the French millionaires of his day for
pouring their money into Germany,
thus financing a hostile military power.
The actions of the French capitalists
were rational as an investment deci-
sion. But their unrestrained profit-seek-
ing undermined France's imperialist
interests.

A similar dynamic has played out be-
tween Europe and the Putin war ma-
chine. Europe gets 40% of its gas, 27%
of its oil and 46% of its coal from Russia.
Over many decades, trillions of dollars
of European money has flowed into
Russia’s state-owned fossil giants. The
European capitalist class's commitment
to private profit-making has prevented
the essential transition to renewables,
locking us into dependency on eco-
cidal fossil fuels and the good graces
of an imperialist butcher.

Attempts to impose sanctions and

European panic about energy security
has revealed the extent of this depend-
ency. Despite bold statements on fos-
sil fuel sanctions, the UK will spend £2
billion on Russian Liquid Natural Gas
before the end of 2022. Last year it was
estimated that Europe spent $1 billion
a day on Russian coal, oil and gas. The
EU’s plan to reduce dependency on
Russian gas by two thirds by the end
of 2022 will still mean billions pouring
into Putin’s war chest.

The neoliberal commitment to priva-
tisation has had further perverse effects
on energy security. 25% of Germany's
strategic gas reserve is owned by a sub-
sidary of Gazprom; according to the
German government these storage fa-
cilities have been “systematically emp-
tied” in the run up to Putin’s invasion. As
part of the EU’s plan to free itself from
dependency on Russian gas, there is a
rush to fill this underused storage with
piped gas from Azerbaijan and LNG
from Qatar, Egypt and elsewhere.

The EU’s energy transition plan in-
volves a shift to carbon intensive coal
and biofuels and boosting North Sea
gas and oil extraction. The bogus idea
of gas as a "bridging fuel” to renew-

ables will be dropped with a plan to
stick with coal and speed up the transi-
tion. On renewables, Germany has an-
nounced 30bn euros for a clean energy
transition. The Tories have signalled
that they want to increase on-shore and
off-shore wind farms. But with greater
state intervention and resourcing much
faster transition is possible.

These dramatic policy shifts and the
(deliberately delayed) sanctions on
Russian oligarchs are the belated efforts
to tame the havoc caused by decades
of neoliberal policy. They raise a ques-
tion about how far governments might
be pushed towards bolder measures.
George Monbiot has advocated some
in the Guardian.

More: Britain’s 29 million homes pro-
duce 15% of all emissions. According
to government figures, retrofitting
the average home to make it net-zero
would cost £26,000 per house (or £676
billion in total). Current government
plans involve spending just £60 million
on retrofitting the least energy efficient
social housing with a further £150 mil-
lion available in Home Upgrade Grants.
2.5 million households are due to join
the UK's four million “fuel poor” house-

holds when the energy price cap is
raised in April. The current approach
will leave millions facing a very cold
winter whilst delaying the necessary
action on climate change.

As the capitalist class panic about
energy security, the labour movement
should to take up growing calls for a
“war mobilisation” to transition to re-
newables and nuclear. During WW?2,
governments abandoned the free mar-
ket and shifted to centralised economic
planning. They imposed progressive
taxation and the top rate of income
tax peaked at 99.25%. Today, the UK's
billionaires have a collective wealth of
over £597 billion and pocketed over
£106 billion in 2020-2021 alone. Much
of this wealth is not taxed at all. WW2-
style taxes would still leave them with
unimaginable riches. Even modest
measures, such as a 5% wealth tax or
nationalising the energy firms, would
release billions for a just transition.

The IPCC warn that “any further delay
in concerted global action will miss a
brief and rapidly closing window to
secure a liveable future”. The labour
movement should take this seriously
and act accordingly. §

Anti-feminist backlash in South Korea

Women’s
Fightback

By Katy Dollar

oon Suk-yeol, a right wing

former prosecutor, has
won the South Korean presi-
dential elections. The self-de-
scribed anti-feminist promised
to abolish the Ministry of Gen-
der Equality and Family during
his campaign, alleging that it
was discriminatory to men and
that women no longer expe-
rience sexism. He also stated
that the penalty for falsely re-
porting sex crimes would be
increased.

The election saw a high turn-
out, with roughly 77% of the
eligible population voting.
Sim Sang-jung, a women’s and
labour activist and the only
woman presidential candidate,
commented: “Sexism clearly
exists in South Korean soci-
ety... Yoon's stated objectives
risk fanning dangerous misog-
ynistic sentiment and will, ulti-
mately, damage South Korean
democracy. We already know
the historical consequences of
election campaign strategies
that encourage hate”.

The People's Power Party has
made scrapping the Ministry
of Gender Equality and Family
a core campaign pledge. The
ministry provides family-based
services, education, assistance
to victims of gendered and
sexual violence and social wel-
fare for children and spends
about 0.2 percent of the coun-
try's annual budget.

The anti-feminist movement
in South Korea grew virtu-
ally simultaneously with the
country’'s #MeToo movement.
This misogynist movement
claimed South Korea was suf-
fering from “reverse sexism”
as a result of mandatory mili-
tary duty for males. A suicide
prevention portal dedicated to
young women, whose suicide
rates increased by more than
40 percent during the pan-
demic, was temporarily taken
down due to hacking attacks
accusing it of disregarding
men'’s lives.

South Korea's Constitutional
Court ordered the National
Assembly to revise abortion
regulations that are punitive
and damaging to women
and girls by the end of 2020,
including decriminalisation.
The South Korean govern-
ment announced new draft

laws on 7 October 2020, that
would allow abortions up to
14 weeks and, in rare cases,
up to 24 weeks, but would still
make abortion illegal outside
of these exceptions.

A recent study into attitudes
on sexism showed 58.6% of
Korean men in their 20s stated
they strongly opposed femi-
nism, with 25.9% rating their
opposition as a 12 on a scale
of 0 to 12. Women are now
joining the workforce at higher
rates (nearly 70% of Korean
women between the ages of
25 and 34 work), but South
Korea has the greatest gender
pay gap of any OECD (Organi-
sation for Economic Co-opera-
tion and Development) nation
with a pay disparity of 35%.

In March 2020, Korean au-
thorities cracked down on
a network of Telegram chat
rooms where users were
viewing, sharing, and trading
non-consensual images of
large numbers of women and
girls, including images of acts
of sexual violence, acquired
through coercion and black-
mail, and prosecuted multiple
chat room operators. Within a
month, 2.7 million individuals
signed a petition demanding
that the chat room owners’

and all members’ identities be
made public.

The Korean labour move-
ment has taken up sexism in
recent industrial disputes.
The Chanel Korea Workers
Union, a member of UNI af-
filiate KFSU, announced on
21 December 2021 that they
have successfully won wage
increases and inked a new col-
lective agreement with Chanel
Korea management. The strike

involved 390 union members
out of 480 workers, and it saw
60 stores out of 85 Chanel-op-
erated stores having to stop
operations.

The union had previously
struggled to negotiate over
working conditions during the
pandemic, unsatisfactory han-
dling of serious allegations of
sexual harassment cases in the
workplace, and wages. §
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Workers’ Liberty meetings are open to all, held online
over zoom (unless otherwise stated).

Wednesday 16 March, 4.30pm: Students — Fighting
antisemitism on the left — Brunei Gallery, SOAS, London

Tuesday 22 March, 6pm: Students — Organising couriers, gig
workers — The Pack Horse Pub, Leeds, LS2 9DX

Wednesday 23 March, 2pm: Students — Trans rights, struggle
and backlash — Brunei Gallery, SOAS, London

Friday 1 — Sunday 3 July: Ideas for Freedom 2022, Camden

School for Girls — book now!
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Support childcare workers in India

By Mohan Sen
On 10 March the Lieutenant Gov-

ernor of Delhi, the nationally-ap-
pointed official who oversees the
territory of the Indian capital, invoked
the Essential Services Maintenance Act
(ESMA) to ban a strike by thousands of
childcare workers.

This relatively little-used Act applies
to government workers. As Shivani
Kaul, president of the workers’ union
DSAWHU (Delhi State Anganwadi
Workers and Helpers Union), points
out, the workers do not have the status
of public employees: they are treated
as volunteers who receive honorari-
ums. This is in fact one of their main
grievances. So which is it?

The union has suspended the strike
and is challenging the use of ESMA in
court. The ban is supposed to last six
months. But Kaul says that if they do
"not get justice from the judiciary, we
will violate ESMA through civil disobe-
dience and resume the strike”.

The Lieutenant Governor was ap-
pointed by India’s president, a mem-
ber of the far-right, Hindu nationalist
Bharatiya Janata Party (Indian People's
Party, BJP). But invocation of ESMA is
essentially at the discretion of the state
government. Delhi's government is run
not by the BJP but by a supposedly
“progressive” anti-BJP party. More on
that below.

The DSAWHU says 117 workers have
had their employment terminated for
participation in the strike. 90 of those
were on 13-14 March. The union is chal-
lenging that in court as well.

The Delhi "anganwadi” workers,
numbering 22,000, overwhelmingly
women, had been on strike since the
start of February. Probably more than

that in the neighbouring state of Hary-
ana have been out even longer.

Anganwadi is Hindi for “courtyard
shelter”. Itis the name of a type of child-
care centre started in 1970s as part of
government programs to combat child
hunger and malnutrition. Indira Gan-
dhi's government expanded welfare
services under the slogan “Remove
poverty” (while also defending capital-
ism and progressively turning to more
and more authoritarian forms of rule).
The All India Federation of Anganwadi
Workers and Helpers says Narendra
Modi's BJP government is trying to
"dismantle” this system of “Integrated
Child Development Services”.

Anganwadi centres often provide a
range of services - childcare, preschool
education and activities, nutrition edu-
cation and supplementation, contra-
ceptive counselling and supply, health
education and some basic healthcare,
plus connections and referral to other
public services. Their workers have
played a central role during India’s ter-
rible trials in the pandemic.

£96 a month
The Delhi workers’ grievances are nu-
merous, including:

e Pay. The anganwadi workers get
9,678 rupees a month (about £96)
and helpers 4,839 rupees. The Delhi
governments said this would go up to
12,720 and 6,810 from March but the
union says this has not been imple-
mented. In any case they are demand-
ing 25,000 and 20,000.

e Employment status. The workers
are demanding to be recognised as
public employees, bringing benefits
like pensions, medical services, paid
leave and travel allowances. (This is a
demand they say has been won in the

n February-March over a hundred

million voted in elections in five In-
dian states - the first since the farm-
ers’ victory over the BJP government
in November. Along with hundreds of
millions in India, we hoped that BJP
had been pushed back. In some re-
spects it has been; but not that much.

In the giant state of Uttar Pradesh,
the BJP lost dozens of seats - but not
enough to lose its majority. Its per-
centage of the vote increased very
slightly from the 2017 state elections
— though it was down substantially
from the 2019 national general elec-
tion vote in the state (40% 2017; 50%
2019; 41% 2022). Once again the BJP
has benefited majorly from first past
the post, butits support does seem to
have held and rallied.

In Punjab, the launchpad of the

Indian election resulits

2020-21 farmers’ struggle, the BJP
did about as badly as last time, win-
ning only two seats. The slate linked
to sections of the farmers’ movement
failed to win any. In a political earth-
quake, India’s once dominant Con-
gress party, which had controlled the
state, lost most of its seats; the con-
servative Sikh party Shiromani Akali
Dal also lost out. The supposedly pro-
gressive Aam Admi Party, previously
in power only in Delhi and third in
support in Punjab last time, swept the
election.

In the relatively small state of Uttara-
khand, next to Uttar Pradesh, the BJP
lost seats but held on comfortably. In
the small state of Manipur, the BJP
actually gained ground. In the small
state of Goa, ditto. §

territory of Puducherry.) They also want
the government to provide support for
any worker who tests positive for Covid.

* An end to "forced labour” where
they are pushed around and constantly
threatened with termination by officials.

e If I've understood rightly there are
also issues about the closure of local
centres, threatening to undermine the
nature of the service the workers pro-
vide.

The workers’ struggle has, as you
might expect, highlighted what their
dire situation means for the children
they care for (and their children) and
for society, as well as them.

As part of its attempts to pose as a
champion of women'’s rights, mainly
focused on bashing Muslims, the Modi
government has also raised the slogan
Beti bachao, beti padhao (“Save the girl
child, educate the girl child”). The strik-
ers have emphasised the hollowness
and hypocrisy of this.

The Haryana government is run by
the BJP, but the Delhi government is
run by the Aam Admi (“Common Man")
Party. A vaguely leftish party founded
out of anti-corruption protests in 2011,
the AAP has been in office in Delhi
since 2013 and dominated the city's
politics since 2015. It has just swept
elections in Punjab, where last year's
farmers’ battle began, for the first
time. A thoroughly middle-class party,
it did at least oppose the BJP's Hindu
chauvinism, champion secularism and
expand some services. More recently,
however, it seems to have developed
a personality cult around its leader
Arvind Kejriwal and turned to subtle
pandering to Hindu nationalism to win
wider support.

During Hindu pogroms and mass
protests against Hindu chauvinism
and the BJP’s anti-Muslim changes to
citizenship laws in 2019-20, the AAP
government of Delhi essentially sat
events out, using the fact it does not
control the police as an excuse to say
and do little. Farmer activists also said
it refused to aid their protest camps on
the borders of Delhi during the 2020-
21 struggle.

Yet, while collaborating with the na-
tional BJP government against the an-
ganwadi strikers, the AAP has accused
the strike of being a front for the BJP!

The DSAWHU says that it has denied
a platform to representatives of both
the BJP and Congress (the liberal, ne-
oliberal party which previously dom-
inated Indian politics and is still the
main national opposition). Moreover it
points out:

“Rajendra Pal Gautam [the Delhi child
welfare minister, who has just resigned]
and his Aam Aadmi Party themselves
have proved that it is BJP's ‘B team’ on
issues of conversion, CAA-NRC, Kash-
mir issues, temple politics etc [various
issues of Hindu nationalist agitation].

Aam Aadmi Party is continuously doing
soft saffron [Hindu chauvinist] politics.
He openly played the same card even
during the election campaign in Pun-
jab. When such double faced... people
accuse others of being with BJP, even a
child can understand the reality of their
allegations...

“Anyone who knows the history of
our [union] which was formed in 2015
knows our truth. Our union has been
against the communal fascist politics
of BJP and RSS [the fascistic militia-type
organisation linked to it] since the be-
ginning. Its chairman Shivani has been
a leading leader of the anti-CAA-NRC
[citizenship law changes] movement
in Delhi... Even during the communal
riots spread in Delhi, the peace broth-
erhood campaign was run under the
leadership of Shivani and the riots were
calmed down by taking to the streets.”

The Delhi government has appar-
ently attempted to use another union,
part of the Centre of Indian Trade Un-
ions (CITU) run by the Stalinist/social
democratic Communist Part of India
(Marxist), to marginalise the DSAWHU.

The DSAWHU says: "We won't be
scared by your threats, we will take
what we came for”. And: “Kejriwal gov-
ernment beware!”

This strike is important on many lev-
els - workers’ rights, social provision,
children’s rights, women'’s rights, the
shape of society after the pandemic...
It also seems to underline the truth that
only the working class can seriously
challenge Hindu nationalism and fas-
cism in India.

It comes in the aftermath of the farm-
ers’ victory (in November), the first se-
rious defeat for the Hindu right since
Modi came to power in 2014.

Haryana was, along with Punjab, the
epicentre of the farmers’ protests. And
now farmer activists have joined the
anganwadi strikers on their protests.
Youth and student activists have also
rallied in supportin both Delhiand Har-
yana. Let's find ways to make solidarity
here. §
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Why the “Minsk de

By Dale Street

On the day Russia invaded Ukraine
a statement issued by the Stop
the War Coalition (STW) called on the
British government to “encourage a re-
turn to the Minsk 2 agreement, already
signed by both sides, by all parties as
a basis for ending the crisis in relations
between Ukraine and Russia.”

A post-invasion statement issued by
the GMB trade union - far better in all
other respects than the STW statement
- likewise called for “a non-violent solu-
tion to this conflict, with a return to the
Minsk agreements providing a frame-
work.”

And a statement issued in the name
of the National Education Union - so
wretched that it had to be speedily
withdrawn - also called on “all parties
to honour their obligations under the
Minsk 2 agreement and under interna-
tional law.”

The Minsk Protocol (Minsk 1) dates
from September of 2014. It was forced
upon Ukraine under the combined im-
pact of Russian military advances in the
east of the country and the pressure of
European states.

In the summer of 2014 Ukrainian mili-
tary forces were making slow but steady
progress in the conflict with the break-
away Donetsk and Lugansk “People’s
Republics”, which had been organised,
financed and armed by Russia.

With the separatist forces facing de-
feat, Russia now intervened directly,
sending troops and heavy artillery into
Ukraine, as well as bombarding Ukrain-
ian border areas from artillery stationed
in Russia.

In late August some 400 Ukrainian
soldiers were killed in a single day as
they attempted to retreat from Rus-
sian troops stationed around llovaisk.
It served as a warning of the carnage
which the joint separatist-Russian forces
could and would wreak in the event of
further fighting.

At the same time, west European
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states were ready to lean on Ukraine
to sign up to some kind of peace deal,
restabilising their relations with Putin’s
Russia and containing the conflict in
eastern Ukraine.

The result was Minsk 1, signed off
by representatives of Ukraine, Russia
and the Organisation for Security and
Co-operation in Europe (OSCE). By
and large, Minsk 1 gave Russia what it
wanted.

It maintained the fiction that Russia
was not directly involved in the conflict
but merely a “"mediator”. It committed
Ukraine to passing a “law on special
status” under which power in the “Peo-
ple’s Republics” would remain in the
hands of gangster warlords - who were
also to be granted immunity from pros-
ecution.

Clause ten of the agreement re-
quired the withdrawal of “illegal armed
groups, fighters and mercenaries from
the territory of Ukraine.” But, in reality,
this meant nothing.

It made no mention of withdrawal of
Russian troops (whose presence was
denied by Russia anyway). And the
"People’s Republics” likewise denied
that there was anything illegal about
their military forces: They supposedly
consisted entirely of local “anti-fascist”
volunteers.

Worst of all, Minsk 1 allowed the “Peo-
ple's Republics” to be party to “an inclu-
sive nationwide dialogue”. In practice,
this meant that Russia, as the patron of
the "People’s Republics”, would have a
direct say within Ukraine’s politics.

Clause one of Minsk 1 provided for
an immediate ceasefire to be moni-
tored by the OSCE. But the fighting
continued - and quickly escalated.

In January of 2015 Donetsk “People’s
Republic” leader Zakharchenko stated
that his puppet state would “not make
any attempts at ceasefire talks any
more” and would “attack right up to the
borders of the Donetsk region.”

Backed up by Russian troops, sepa-
ratist forces seized control of Donetsk
Airport after prolonged and bloody
fighting in early 2015 and advanced
to take control of Debaltseve, a cru-
cial transport hub linking Lugansk and
Donetsk.

While the fighting escalated, Russia
took steps to create functioning state
structures in the "People’s Republics”.
New leaderships were imposed, their
army and police forces were restruc-
tured, fake "elections” were held to
provide a veneer of democratic legit-
imacy, and a Russian inter-ministerial
commission took responsibility for their
economies.

Ukraine was again forced back to

negotiate under pressure of Rus-
sian-backed military advances and Eu-
ropean states wanting a quick deal.

As Oleksiy Danilov (secretary of
Ukraine’s National Security and De-
fence Council) later put it: “They (Minsk
2) were signed under the Russian
gun barrel — and the German and the
French watched.”

According to Ukraine's Ambassador
to Britain, speaking more recently:
“These agreements were imposed on
us by force by Russia. The most hated
word right now in Ukraine is ‘progress’
when it is pronounced in a French or
German accent, when we understand
that something has to be done at our
expense.’

Duncan Allan’s widely quoted analy-
sis of the Minsk agreements says:

"The German and French leaders
seem to have been so keen for a cease-
fire that they assented to political pro-
visions at odds with Ukraine's existence
as a sovereign entity and, probably, its
EU integration. This explains why the
Kremlin used military power so de-
monstrably as talks were in session: to
intimidate Western interlocutors who,
it judged, lacked the stomach for con-
frontation - and who might be induced
to get Ukraine to the fold.”

The academic Samuel Charap adds:
“Minsk 2 was a victor's peace, essen-
tially imposed by Russia on Ukraine at
the barrel of a gun. Ukraine's forces had
just been routed, and Germany and
France were pushing for an end to the
bloodshed.”

Coercing

But Charap’s answer is for the US to
take over the role of coercing Ukraine:
“Where the US does have significant
leverage is with Ukraine. Rather than
focusing on coercing Russia, Biden
should also push Kiev to take steps
towards implementing its obligations
under Minsk 2... Biden may also have
to push Ukraine to take some painful
steps toward compromise in order to
save it from calamity.”)

Vladislav Surkov, Putin’s aide for
Ukraine at the time of Minsk 2, later
described the agreement as “the first
open geo-political counter-attack by
Russia (against the west).” It was part of
a "reconquest” of Ukraine and “legiti-
mised the first division of Ukraine.”

Looking to the future, Denis Bilous, a
member of the Ukrainian socialist or-
ganisation Social Movement, has high-
lighted the circumstances under which
Minsk 2 was agreed:

"One of the results of the current
(January 2022) standoff will likely be
growing pressure on the part of Ger-
many and France to make Zelensky

implement the political part of the
Minsk agreements - just as they made
the previous Ukrainian president, Petro
Poroshenko, sign these agreements in
2015

Minsk 2 was not an alternative to
Minsk 1. It was a continuation of its pre-
decessor - in the wrong direction.

It maintained the fiction that Rus-
sia was not party to the conflict and
failed to require the withdrawal of their
troops. Leaders of the breakaway re-
publics were again guaranteed immu-
nity from prosecution.

The armed conflicts which they
had initiated as part of the Kremlin's
strategy to undermine Ukrainian sov-
ereignty were simply referred to as
“events”. And the creation of a demili-
tarised buffer zone (specified by clause
four of Minsk 1) no longer figured on
the agenda.

Ukraine was to adopt a new consti-
tution by the end of 2015. The “law on
special status” - a temporary measure
under Minsk 1 - was to be incorporated
into law and into the new constitution.
Far-reaching powers were to be de-
volved to the “"People’s Republics”.

These included the powers to ap-
point the heads of prosecutors’ offices
and courts, to create “people’s militia
units”, to promote “cross-border co-op-
eration” between the "People’s Repub-
lics” and Russia, and to keep in office
local council deputies who had been
elected in (sham) “snap elections”.

Minsk 2 benefited Russia in other
ways as well. Above all, it failed to
specify the sequence in which differ-
ent clauses should be implemented.
From the outset, this allowed Russia
to denounce Ukraine for its supposed
failure to implement Minsk 2 (i.e. the
Russian version of how it should be im-
plemented).

Russia has claimed that the first
stages of implementation should be
granting the "People’s Republics” polit-
ical autonomy and the holding of local
elections. In practice, that would mean
‘elections’ under conditions of Russian
occupation, with those “elected” ef-
fectively having the right of veto over
decisions by the Ukrainian parliament,
including on whether to join NATO
and/or the EU.

Successive Ukrainian government,
by contrast, have argued that the first
stages of the agreement’s implemen-
tation should be the withdrawal of “all
foreign armed forces” and restoration
of Ukraine's control over its eastern
border with Russia. Only then would
free and fair elections be possible.

Like its predecessor, Minsk 2 opened
with a clause providing for a ceasefire.
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als’ are no answer

But Putin had other priorities than an
immediate end to the fighting.

The ceasefire was due to start on 15
February 2015, three days after the
agreement had been signed off. The
reason for the delay was so that the
separatist/Russian forces could com-
plete their seizure of Debaltseve, which
they had now encircled.

As Putin put it: “Those in the kettle
will certainly try to get out; those who
have boiled that kettle will try to collect
the foam.” Separatist leaders stated
that they had “a moral duty” to capture
Debaltseve, and that Minsk 2 “did not
apply” to Debaltseve.

But Debaltseve had still not been
captured by 15 February. The fighting
continued, with the town falling on
18 February. The contempt which the
Russian/separatist forces displayed in
ignoring the requirement for a cease-
fire as of 15 February set the pattern for
future years.

Both Ukrainian and Russian/separa-
tist forces have repeatedly breached
the ceasefire since then. From 2015
until Russia’s launch of a full-scale war
on Ukraine in February 2022, there has
been a simmering low-level of military
conflict, punctuated by a total of 20
ceasefires

Russia did nothing to implement the
clause in Minsk 2 requiring the with-
drawal of “all foreign armed forces”
- unsurprisingly, given its plans for an
eventual full-scale invasion.

It consistently hindered the work of
the OSCE in attempting to monitor im-
plementation of the (nominal) ceasefire
and the (nominal) withdrawal of heavy
weapons by the “People’s Republics”
required by clause two of Minsk 2.

After some limited releases of prison-
ers in the years immediately following
Minsk 2 (and a token gesture in April
2020), it has done nothing to imple-
ment clause six of Minsk 2: “the release
and exchange of hostages and illegally
detained persons based on the princi-

rn

ple of ‘all for all".

Driven
It has driven through changes in the
"People’s Republics” - the supposed
leaders in Donetsk and Lugansk are no
more than Moscow's glove puppets -
which amount to a process of creeping
integration into Russia.

In breach of Minsk 2, elections were
held in the "People’'s Republics” just
two months after the agreement had
been signed off. The results, as Bilous
has put it, “were not even falsified but
simply invented.”

Kiev's control. Again, in breach of Minsk
2.

Over 800,000 inhabitants of the
"People’s Republics” have been issued
with Russian passports, i.e. Russian cit-
izenship. Higher education institutions
have adopted the curricula used in Rus-
sia. The Ukrainian language has been
banned in schools.

In addition to the replacement of
Ukrainian television broadcasting by
state-controlled Russian television
channels, the Kremlin version of current
affairs (and world history, in the form of
the “Russian world") is promoted by
outlets of the Russian Centre organi-
sation (Russian-state-funded) and the
Russia-Donbass Integration Committee
(also Russian-state-funded).

Russian political parties are now ac-
tive in the “People’s Republics” and
contest elections there, especially the
Just Russia Party, the Russian Commu-
nist Party, and Putin’s United Russia
Party. Those inhabitants of the “People’s
Republics” who have Russian citizen-
ship also take part in Russian elections.

Minsk 1 and Minsk 2 are dead. The
former died when Minsk 2 was signed.
Minsk 2 itself arguably died the mo-
ment it was agreed, because it was
never intended by Russia, the force
which dictated its terms, to be imple-
mented as a way to resolve the post-
Maidan conflicts (for which Russia itself
bore responsibility).

Or maybe the date when it was due
to be implemented, when Russian/
separatist forces blatantly ignored its
ceasefire provisions by continuing with
their offensive Debaltseve?

Or two months after it had been
signed off, when sham elections were
held in the "People’s Republics” in
breach of the provisions of Minsk 27

Or some time between February
2015 and February 2022, as the ac-
cumulated result of the succession of
measures taken by Russia to integrate
the “People’s Republics” into Russia?

Or on 21 February this year, when
Putin declared Russian recognition
of the "People’s Republics” and an-
nounced that Minsk 2 was dead: “The
Minsk agreements are non-existent
now. Why should they be implemented
if we recognise the independence of
these republics?”

Maintaining his record of the previ-
ous seven years, in the same speech
Putin blamed Ukraine for the collapse
of Minsk 2:

"They (Ukraine) are not going to im-
plement (Minsk 2). And the top officials
have already said it in public. What is

people, this genocide of nearly four
million people who are living on these
territories?”

Putin again blamed Ukraine in an-
other speech the following day: “The
Minsk agreements were killed long
before yesterday’s recognition of the
Donbass republics. And not by us, not
by these republics, but by Kiev's current
authorities.”

Even if Minsk 2 had not already been
dead before Putin’s recognition of the
“People’'s Republics” as independent
states, that declaration killed it off de-
finitively, and with no prospect of re-
vival.

As the Kharkov Human Rights Protec-
tion Group put it in a statement issued
two days after Putin’s act of recognition,
on the eve of the invasion:

"By ‘recognising’ its proxy republics
in the Donbass and openly invading
Ukrainian territory [by declaring that it
would send troops into the “People’s
Republics”], Russia has unilaterally
withdrawn from the Minsk Agreement.
Since Russia has long used this flawed
agreement as a lever of pressure on
Ukraine, this is not necessarily a bad
thing.”

Even if there had been any space for
some faint hope that Putin’s act of rec-
ognition did not mark the end for Minsk
2 - although there was no such space -
Russia’s invasion three days later further
underlined the demise of what was re-
ally an already long-dead Minsk 2.

Minsk 2 had required the withdrawal
of all foreign troops from Ukraine. But
as of 24 February Russia did the oppo-
site. It poured another 150,000 troops
into Ukraine.

Minsk 2 was forced on Ukraine by
Russian force of arms, with Germany
and France acting as Russia’s willing
accomplices.

Its carefully crafted ambiguities and
lack of clarity provided Russia with a
pretext to mount a prolonged propa-
ganda war against Ukraine for its fail-
ure to implement the agreement in line
with Russia’s interpretation of it.

Russia ignored its provisions as soon
it was signed, and continued to do so
for the following seven years.

Then, having decided to escalate a
long simmering war against Ukraine
into full-scale invasion and conquest,
Putin dropped any pretence of com-
mitment to implementation of Minsk 2 -
while simultaneously blaming Ukraine.

And yet the Stop the War Coalition
and its fellow-travellers and camp-fol-
lowers advocate a “return to Minsk 2,
already signed by both sides.”

R ~
both sides” is particularly accurate: Rus-
sia signed Minsk 2 on the claim that it
was not one of the sides in the conflict
but a mediator, a sort of ACAS with nu-
clear weapons.

In calling for a return to Minsk 2 the
Stop the War Coalition continues to live
in a parallel political universe in which
NATO is trying to seize Ukraine and the
west bears primary responsibility for
the Russian invasion.

Its “solution” for ending the war is for
Ukraine to return to the victor's peace
of seven years ago, one which institu-
tionalised the fiction of Russian non-in-
volvement in the conflict, gave Russia
everything it wanted (at that time - now
it wants far more), and gave Ukraine
nothing.

In his article criticising the position on
the war taken by the Democracy in Eu-
rope Movement 25 Denis Sultangaliyev
writes of how “the Western left contin-
ues to shock with their ignorance and
disregard (of Ukraine's rights).” §
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Connolly as Home Rule

The United Ir

Introduction: the phases of James

Connolly

Unexpurgated
Connolly

By Sean Matgamna

|n the course of his political
activity James Connolly went
through a number of phases,
and sub-phases as well. First,
in the 1890s, there was the
Social Democratic Federa-
tion and more or less conven-
tional Social Democracy of
the era. The SDF advocated
“Legislative Independence
for Ireland”, not a republic.
This is what Marx himself had
argued for — the 1782 affair,
only democratised. There is
no evidence that Connolly
disagreed. Later, from 1898,
he would call his newspaper
in Dublin Workers’ Republic.

From the turn of the century
Connolly was an adherent of
Daniel De Leon’s variant of
Social Democracy, which em-
phasised the inadequacies of
the big Social Democracy of
Europe. Positively, the De Le-
onites came to advocate the
industrial One Big Union that
would eventually take over
industry. They advocated the
simultaneous building of a
tight and narrow revolution-
ary party. In practice this came
to be only a vehicle for De Le-
on's views. There was little or
no democracy. After DelLeon’s
death in 1914 the group be-
came a dead sect devoted to
his memory.

Connolly fought the De Le-
onites on three issues, and
then a fourth. On one issue,
Connolly was certainly right
— whether or not trade union
action could raise real wages.
Connolly said yes, it could.

On the issue of religion and
socialists’ attitude to mar-
riage and sex, Connolly was
out of step with the Marxists
of his own time and of ours.
Besides, all the evidence says

that Connolly himself was a
Catholic, sometimes perhaps
a lapsed Catholic.

The fourth issue was that of
the tight revolutionary party.
Over-reacting against De
Leon, Connolly plunged into
the looser Socialist Party of
Eugene Debs, which was cer-
tainly the living strand of US
socialism. He also plunged
into the Industrial Workers
of the World (IWW), which at
about the same time had bro-
ken with De Leon in the direc-
tion of anti-politics.

Itis sometimes hard to know
which of Connolly's attitudes
of one period persisted into
the next. On industrial union-
ism there is no such problem:
Connolly remained an advo-
cate of it for the rest of his life.

Loose

In his last phase in the USA,
from 1908, Connolly worked
for the IWW and Debs's So-
cialist Party (there was an
overlap). He came back to Ire-
land to be organiser of the So-
cialist Party of Ireland, which
remained small, loose, and
ramshackle. From 1911 he
worked for Jim Larkin's Trans-
port Workers' Union. In 1912
he helped found a loose,
broad Irish Labour Party.

From late 1910, when the
Liberal Government became
dependent on the vote of the
80 odd Home Rule Irish MPs,
a Third Home Rule Bill was
unavoidable. The Liberals and
the Irish MPs had a majority in
the Commons; the Lords now
lost their veto power over the
Commons and from 1911
had only a two-year delaying
power.

In Ireland everyone pre-
pared for Home Rule govern-
ment, the Labour Movement
too. It looked like a Home Rule
government in Dublin would
stop the payment of MPs and
other progressive measures
the Liberals had recently in-
troduced.

Yet the anti-labour-move-
ment Home Rule MPs passed
as pro-Labour in Britain. A
number of Connolly’s arti-
cles of that period try to ex-
plain that and to tell British
socialists in the Labour Party
what they should insist on in
the Home Rule Bill. Labour
MPs tended to argue that the
Irish had elected Home Rule
MPs to Westminster, and the
proper democratic course on
Irish issues was for them to
back the elected MPs.

Connolly, Jim Larkin, and
their comrades disagreed.
Some things were more im-
portant than an abstract prin-
ciple of "let the Irish decide”.
You can only make sense of
Connolly’'s famous interac-
tion with William Walker if
you keep in mind that it was
part of Connolly’'s preparation
for securing a reforming Irish
Labour Party presence in a
Home Rule parliament.

Given that Connolly went
through a series of phases,
you cannot understand any
phase without understanding
what the phase was and what
Connolly was thinking gener-
ally in that phase.

For instance, Connolly went
through at least three phases
between the outbreak of the
Great War at the beginning
of August 1914 and his death
on the morning of 12 May
1916. He always had a hatred
of Britain and the Empire. Im-
mediately at the start of war,
for about two weeks, Connolly
was a revolutionary socialist,
following the line of the Basle
Manifesto of the Second, So-
cialist, International against all
imperialist war.

He abandoned that later in
August, and took sides ac-
tively with Germany in the war,
adopting German war aims.
The original plan of the ris-
ing involved German troops
in Ireland. Roger Casement
landed on the Kerry coast,
off a German craft, on Good

Friday to stop the Rising,
planned originally for Easter
Sunday, because he knew for
certain that the Germans were
not coming.

And then there was Con-
nolly’s third phase, when they
knew that that Dublin would
have to rise alone.

Connolly after the first
phase was not anti-war but
pro-German. The original
plan was that the rising would
be in conjunction with Ger-
man aid. It is much easier to
explain away the Easter Rising
of 1916 as a "blood sacrifice”
than to see it as what it was
originally planned as: an ac-
tion in conjunction with Ger-
many, an action in the Great
War.

Ironies
Understanding the real
Connolly, politically unex-
purgated, falls victim if you
ignore the phases and the
shifts. For instance, it is imper-
missible to quote Connolly in
his first anti-war phase, or his
articles telling potential British
recruits that war was horrible,
to summarise his view on the
war.

Laying all of Connolly out
before you, so to speak, and
picking and mixing is not per-
missible. That way you only re-
produce a picture of your own
politics.

Connolly was a living,
thinking human being who
learned, evolved. From the
turn of the century he had a
healthy De Leonite awareness
that all was not well with the
big Socialist Parties of the
International, parties which
collapsed in 1914. It is one of
the ironies of Connolly’s life
that from late August 1914 he
came to agree with the major-
ity of the German party (the
International’s “model” party)
that German imperialism had
to be supported against the
British empire. §

By James Connolly
One of the earliest of the

pioneers of the modern
Socialist movement in Scot-
land — poor Bob Hutchinson
— whose death was recorded
in Forward some months ago,
was wont to say on Glasgow
Green when interrupted by
some of the rival gangs of
Irish disputants — “The lIrish
question, do you say! Why, we
are all Irish, only some of you
came here nine months ago,
and some nine hundred years
ago”.

This somewhat sweeping
generalisation as to the com-
ponent elements of the popu-
lation of Scotland rises to my
mind when writing these notes
from Ireland. It, | hope, is suf-
ficiently true to lend to these
notes an interest which can-
not be inspired by the writer,
whose personality is unknown
to the majority of the readers,
and it is sufficiently untrue to
permit of the possibility of
writing of Ireland as of a coun-
try unknown to the readers
and thus in enlisting his or her
curiosity.

The present writer has spent
great portion of his life alter-
nating between interpreting
Socialism to the Irish, and inter-
preting the Irish to the Social-
ists. Of the two tasks, | confess,
that while | am convinced that
the former has been attended
with a considerable degree of
success, the latter has not. At
least as far as the Socialists of
Great Britain are concerned,
they always seem to me to
exhibit towards the Irish work-
ing-class democracy of the
Labour movement the same
inability to understand their
position as to share in their
aspirations as the organised
British nation as a whole has
shown to the struggling Irish
nation it has so long held in
subjection.

No one, and least of all the
present writer, would deny the
sympathy of the leaders of the
British Labour movement to-
wards the Labour and Social-
ist movements of Ireland, but
a sympathy not based upon
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reformist, part three

ish League, the Labhour Party, and “the pleasant relations”

understanding is often more
harmful than a direct antago-
nism. A case in point will serve
to illustrate my meaning as
well as to provide a guide and
a warning for the future.

Upon the passing of the
Local Government Act estab-
lishing household suffrage for
the municipalities and local
governing bodies of Ireland,
in 1898, the Trades Councils,
and other trades bodies all
over this country proceeded
to form independent Labour
Electoral Associations for the
purpose of running Labour
candidates against the nomi-
nees of both the orthodox Irish
political parties.

At once, as was natural, the
Capitalist politicians took
fright, and in press and on
platform the Irish workers were
denounced for daring to aban-
don their “natural leaders”.

But the Irish workers-who
knew the Irish political cliques
and their leaders at first hand,
and appraised them accord-
ingly at their just value, went
on with the nomination of their
candidates, practically every
trades council in this country
being actively engaged in the
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work of fighting for Independ-
ent Labour Representation.

The small British Socialist
press which then existed had
given up till this a cordial ap-
proval of this hopeful develop-
ment of the political side of the
Irish Labour movement,

But so ominous did this
movement appear to the inter-
ests which control the Home
Rule Party that eventually the
present leader of that Party
took the field against it, and
in a carefully reported speech,
declared that “Labour and Na-
tionality must march together”,
meaning as all his hearers
knew, as everybody in Ireland
knew, that Labour must aban-
don its political adventure as
a separate cause, and must
be content to seek its fortunes
as a subordinate issue in the
Home Rule camp.

Labour in Ireland did not
pay much attention to this pro-
nouncement against it, but the
responsible leaders of the La-
bour movement in Great Brit-
ain immediately seized upon
this phrase and in press and
on platform it was heralded in
that country as a “magnificent
pronouncement of the lIrish
Party in favour of Labour”.

A more ridiculous perver-
sion of fact it would be hard to
conceive, but all during these
fiercely contested Local Gov-
ernment elections in Ireland;
where Irish MPs were brought
down in shoals into the munic-
ipal wards to fight against the
nominees of the Irish Trades,
these same MPs had no bet-
ter weapons in their armour-
ies than the eulogies which in
England were being lavished
by responsible Labour men
upon the Home Rule leaders —
eulogies based upon and only
made possible by a wresting
of the language of a politician
from all relation to the circum-
stances which inspired it.

If some one had said in Eng-
land that “Labour and Liberal-
ism must march together”, no
one would have or could have
construed it into a declara-
tion of Liberalism in favour of
the Labour movement, but all

would have recognised it as a
declaration against that polit-
ical independence of Labour
which is the very essence of
the movement. So it was with
the former declaration in Ire-
land, but the British Socialists,
accustomed to think of the
Home Rule Party as a minority
party, utterly misunderstood
its attitude and language when
speaking in Ireland as a major-
ity party deprecating all po-
litical activities not under the
control of its officials.

This is but one sample out
of many that could be quoted
of the difficulty of making the
comrades in Great Britain un-
derstand the totally different
conditions in Ireland, and also
understand that these condi-
tions naturally produce catch-
words, phrases and rallying
cries which bear no relation to
the conditions which prevail in
Great Britain.

The Labour Party in Parlia-
ment tries to surmount this
difficulty by, so to speak, es-
tablishing Home Rule in its
relation with Ireland. Thus if a
trades body in Ireland writes
to the Labour Party asking that
a certain question be raised
in Parliament, if that question
pertains to a district repre-
sented by a member of the
Home Rule Party, the answer
sent to the trades body gen-
erally is that the question has
been turned over to the Irish
Party: and that should that
party raise it in the House, the
Labour Party will support it

As the Irish Party desires to
pose in lreland as opposed
to all class divisions and as a
cold matter of fact is generally
bossed locally by small sweat-
ing employers, slum landlords
and publicans, the MP from
the district never brings the
question up, and the incident
never is made public, but
only serves to accentuate “the
pleasant relations which exist
in the House between the Irish
Party and Labour”. Ahem!

As a result of these “pleasant
relations”, there was no one in
the House to fight for the inclu-
sion of Ireland in the Meals for

Necessitous School Children
Act, and thus while reformers
in England are now fiercely
fighting for the right to feed
children during holidays, the
school children of Ireland are
yet denied the primary right of
being fed during school hours.

A threat from the Labour
Party to wreck the Insurance
Bill unless Ireland was in-
cluded in the Medical Benefits
would have secured that, the
best part of the Act, for Ireland,
but that would have disturbed
the pleasant relations also,
and Ireland was left out, and
a totally inadequate, unworka-
ble Act without that provision
foisted upon this country.

Ireland is to-day the bat-
tle-ground almost daily of
fierce industrial disputes. In
these disputes there are con-
tinual outrages by a police and
constabulary over whom no
popularly elected body in city
or country exercise the small-
est control, but in no case are
these outrages upon Labour
made the subject of Parlia-
mentary questions by the Irish
parties. Strikers arrested in in-
dustrial disputes are tried and
sentenced by resident mag-
istrates drawn entirely from
the possessing classes, but
although their findings and
sentences are usually a trav-
esty upon law and an outrage
upon justice, the smug seren-
ity of our lawmakers is never
troubled by any question per-
taining thereto.

Labour and Nationality now
as in 1898 are marching to-
gether (in Parliament) and the
fierce battles of the labourer in
the towns of Ireland for bread
must not disturb their pleasant
relations.

O, yes, the Home Rulers are
great democrats — in England;
great friends of Labour — in
England; heroic defenders of
the common people —in Eng-
land. But in Ireland. Ah! that is
another matter.

During the lock-out of the
girls in Carroll's Tobacco
Works at Dundalk at the begin-
ning of last year, a girl picket
was arrested for striving to in-

duce another girl not to black-
leg. She was summarily tried
and sentenced to prison on a
charge of “indecent conduct
in the streets”. No unclean lan-
guage or action had been at-
tributed to her, and the police
evidence simply stated that
she had persisted in picketing,
yet the cold-blooded scoun-
drelism of the authorities
framed a charge against her
calculated to blast her char-
acter and ruin her whole life.
If she had been a daughter of
an Irish farmer fighting an Irish
landlord in Land League days,
the then Irish Party would have
made the world ring with their
denunciations of such char-
acter assassinations, but she
was only an Irish working girl
fighting an Irish employer, and
none of the Irish heroes who
on the platforms of the Liberal
Party in England are fighting
for the “Glory of God and the
Honour of Erin” had tine to
waste on such as she.

Small wonder that we in Ire-
land are working to establish
a Labour Party of our own. We
have no fault to find with the
Labour Party in Great Britain.
We recognise that it has its
own problems to face, and that
it cannot well be expected to
turn aside to grapple with
ours. And, Heaven knows,
these problems are serious
enough to require the most
earnest study and undivided
attention of men on the spot.
They require more study and
attention than can be given by
men absorbed in the urgent
problems of the greater popu-
lation across the water. §

e Forward, 3 May 1913:
another, final, section is in the
1975 pamphlet lreland Upon
the Dissecting Table. The full
article is on our website.

e Page 12: more Connolly,
from “Notes from Ireland:
bigotry and agitation”, in
Forward, 10 May 1913, full
text an our website. The part
of the article here, distinct
in subject from the rest, was
previously reproduced in the

1975 pamphlet Ireland Upon
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Many-headed opposition

By James Connolly

hen this issue is in the hands of

Forward readers, the delegates
of the Irish Trades Union Congress will
be gathering at Cork. There is no ques-
tion of the first importance upon the
agenda, such as has been in the past
two Congresses, but it is felt neverthe-
less that a battle royal is pending.

That our readers might understand
the position, it is as well to state that for
some years back the main interest of
the Congress has centred around the
proposal to establish an Irish Labour
Party. At last year's Congress at Clonmel
this proposal was carried, much to the
chagrin of the reactionary elements.

The opposition to the proposal came
from most strangely assorted forces.
The Hibernians opposed it, the Or-
angemen opposed it, the All-for-Ire-
landers (William O'Brien’s followers)
opposed, and the members of the Bel-
fast Branch of the British ILP opposed
it in the name (wonder of wonders!) of
international solidarity. To this wonder-

ful combination of Orangemen, United
Irish Leaguers, O'Brienites and Social-
ists (?) were opposed the Irish Trade
Unionists who were sick of all the old
parties, and had already fought them in
municipal elections, and the Socialists,
who adhered to the policy of the So-
cialist Party of Ireland. That policy was
the policy of encouraging the working
class of Ireland to work in harmony with
the national aspirations of Ireland, but
to go on with the formation of a definite
class party to fight all the old parties
upon the political field.

Although the Labour Party resolution,
as it was called, was carried, circum-
stances have prevented it taking other
than a municipal direction so far, and
it is believed in some quarters that an
effort will be made at Congress under
some guise to have the question re-
opened.

If it is re-opened, we may expect
again to see Belfast Socialists who still
retain their affiliation with the ILP of
Great Britain, uniting with Orangemen
and Hibernians to strangle the infant

movement of an Irish Labour Party. Al-
ready that element was the chief agent
in securing by a majority of one the
withdrawal of the Belfast Trades Coun-
cil from the Irish Trades Congress. As
the Orangeman says “We will not have
Home Rule” so the Belfast dissenters
from the position accepted by most So-
cialists in Ireland say "We will not have
an Irish Labour Party”. So he repeats in
the Labour movement the same feel-
ings of hatred and distrust of his Catho-
lic brothers and sisters, as his exploiters
have instilled into him for their own
purposes from infancy.

The great majority of Socialists in
Ireland have united under one banner
and one name, that of the Independent
Labour Party of Ireland, quite distinct
from the Trade Union organisation,
but also in harmony with it. But a small
section of Belfast Socialists still holds
aloof, unconsciously influenced by old
prejudices against the rest of Ireland,
and trying to fool itself into the belief
that it is opposing the development of
the political movement of the working

class in Ireland - in the interests of in-
ternationalism. The kind of internation-
alism that is most eloquently advocated
by Sir Edward Carson and his follow-
ers under another and more genuine
name.

It will be interesting to see this young
infant of the political movement of La-
bour in Ireland grapple with this many-
headed opposition at Cork. §

e In Forward of 24 May 1913 Connolly
reported that the “many-headed
opposition” had not in fact appeared.
“As briefly indicated in my notes last
week [in fact, two weeks before], the
Irish Trades Union Congress at its Cork
meeting had the usual heterogenous
opposition to meet, but | was unable
to anticipate that said opposition fell
as flat as the proverbial pancake. The
minds of the Irish toilers are turned
too definitely towards the idea of
independent political action as a class
to be diverted from their purpose
by any possible amalgamation of
reactionaries and doctrinaires”. §
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Strike for equal pay claims

§ :! =
\l—j > Unison

By Katy Dollar

nison members in Glasgow City

Council have voted to strike in their
ongoing dispute over equal pay com-
pensation payments.

Some 96% of Unison members voted
in favour of the strike action, beating
the anti-union laws threshold with a
turnout of 52.5% among just under
9,000 workers.

Some days earlier GMB workers also
voted for strike action, while Unite the

Union will be balloting its members on
industrial action on 14 March.

The dispute has its roots in a £500
million settlement agreed with council
staff in 2019, for which a new pay and
grading system was required to ac-
count for the many workers - primarily
women - subject to unfair pay. The set-
tlement followed the largest equal pay
strike in British history.

Despite pay claims up until March
2018 being settled by the 2019 deal,
there are still new claims covering ear-
lier periods, coupled with demands
of interim payments for after 2018.
Approximately 18,000 claimants are
waiting on a settlement for post-2018

claims, and roughly 5,500 new claims
for the pre-2018 period have been
made.

The joint legal team for the claimants
- comprised of Action4Equality, Uni-
son, GMB and Unite - met with council
lawyers last week.

This week, Unison announced that
the council has changed its position
and stated that the 2019 deal will now
be applied to new claims. No progress
on interim payments, which are now
the main focus of the dispute.

Unison branch depute chair Lyn
Marie O'Hara said: “This is a huge vote
for action and a clear message to the
council to resolve the dispute. The Uni-

son branch will now request author-
isation for strike action from our NEC
(National Executive Committee) and be
liaising with our sister trade unions on
the next steps in the industrial dispute.
“The trade unions will also continue
to receive regular updates from the
claimants’ joint legal team on the cur-
rent negotiations with the council law-
yers. The council should now listen.” §

Starbucks union drive accelerates

By Angela Paton
Across the USA, the unioni-

sation of Starbucks contin-
ues at lightning speed, with at
least 129 locations currently in
the process. It's had a knock on
effect in other coffee chains,
including independent chains
in Detroit, Michigan and Wis-
consin.

Starbucks has hit back with
bullying, harassment, even
sackings of union organizers.
Seven employees involved in
a union drive in Memphis, Ten-
nessee, were fired five weeks
ago, after launching their
union campaign on Martin Lu-
ther King Jr Day.

"We were fired over mun-
dane things. The things we
were fired for are things that
nobody has been fired over

in the past, and we believe
that they fired us because we
were too loud for Starbucks
and they had to shut us down
the only way they'll knew how”,
say the original union organ-
ising committee at the Poplar
and Highland store. (They re-
mained in the store after clos-
ing time to do an interview
with local media, say Starbucks
management).

The Bakery, Confection-
ery, Tobacco & Grain Millers
union, whose three-month
strike against Kellogg recently
ended, has joined pickets out-
side the Memphis store. And
"union yes” and “union strong”
are being called out regularly
in coffee shops as names peo-
ple give for their orders.

The campaign is using social
media heavily, with baristas

linking up quickly across the
whole country. These workers
are largely in their mid-20s,
and the new organisers are
also in their mid-20s, a lot still
in higher education.

Women and non-binary
workers are leading the push
for union recognition are. 70%
of Starbucks workers are fe-
male. People of colour and
women of colour are also at
the forefront, challenging the
current white middle-aged
male composition of many
union leaderships.

Safety
In the three Buffalo stores that
have won union recognition,
there has already been a strike:
a union organiser was sacked,
but the result was a successful
renegotiation of contracts on

their terms. A change to health
and safety policy won by work-
ers in Buffalo has been applied
across all Starbucks locations.

Previously, if a worker had
been in contact with someone
who tested positive for Covid,
they were still made to work
if they had been vaccinated.
Now they are to stay off work
for five days.

Union busting efforts made
by Starbucks are making the
union activists more deter-
mined to win. Starbucks Com-
munications Director Reggie
Borges quoted says “we don't
believe a union is necessary at
Starbucks, but we respect the
right of our partners to organ-
ise”, but top bosses have man-
dated their store managers to
clamp down heavily on union-
isation efforts.

The Democratic Socialists of
America (DSA) have given sup-
port in the form of emergency
organising committees across
the country to provide practi-
cal support and education to
workers who want to unionise.

This effort has been recog-
nised by Starbucks Workers
United as invaluable and has
also opened up a new layer
of workers to solidarity in class
struggle.

The Washington Post reports
that union approval is at its
highest since 1965, with 68%
approval, 77% among 18-34
year olds (Gallup poll).

We must support these work-
ers however we can, helping
them gain safer workplaces
with union recognition. §

Avanti West Goast cleaners strike for pay

By Ollie Moore

Cleaners on Avanti West Coast
(members of the RMT union) struck
again from 10-12 March, demanding
improved pay from their employer, the
contractor Atalian Servest.

The cleaners are paid £9.68 per hour,

Covid: a pause,

but.not the end
) bitly/c-cov

less than the Real Living Wage (£9.90
outside of London and £11.05 in Lon-
don). Atalian Servest's latest pay offer
represented an increase of just 6p
an hour. Meanwhile, according to re-
search conducted by the RMT, Atalian
Servest's holding company paid a div-
idend to its French parent company of
£10.8 million in 2021, a sum that would
pay for more than 300 cleaners to get
a pay rise to £11 an hour 12 times over
and £15 an hour three times over.

The Avanti West Coast cleaners’
strike overlaps with the next phase with
Churchill cleaners, who are striking for
48 hours from 12 March on four Train
Operating Companies. Churchill clean-

ers on Eurostar have suspended their
participation in the strike, after Euros-
tar agreed to facilitate tripartite talks
between themselves, the RMT, and
Churchill to discuss improving condi-
tions on the Eurostar contract.

Spread

The strategy RMT has adopted in these
strikes, including focusing as much
pressure as possible on the Train Op-
erating Companies themselves, rather
than solely focusing on the immediate
employer, must be spread to every part
of the industry where RMT organises
outsourced workers.

The last Churchill cleaners’ strike rally

heard a report of railway engineers at
Stratford refusing to cross a cleaners’
picket line. That kind of solidarity could
also be vital to winning these disputes.
Reps for directly-employed staff in
all affected TOCs must convene joint
committees with cleaners’ reps to dis-
cuss how directly-employed workers
can support the cleaners’ disputes — in-
cluding, wherever possible, refusing to
cross picket lines.

Health and safety can be used to max-
imise the impact of the cleaners’ action:
if stations and trains haven't been ade-
quately cleaned, are they safe to work
on or put into operation? §
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é699 What we stand for

oday one class, the working class,

lives by selling its labour power
to another, the capitalist class, which
owns the means of production.

Capitalists’ control over the econ-
omy and their relentless drive to in-
crease their wealth causes poverty,
unemployment, blighting of lives by
overwork; imperialism, environmen-
tal destruction and much else.

The working class must unite to
struggle against the accumulated
wealth and power of the capitalists,
in the workplace and wider society.

The Alliance for Workers' Liberty
wants socialist revolution: collective
ownership of industry and services,
workers’ control, and a democracy
much fuller than the present system,
with elected representatives recall-
able at any time and an end to bu-
reaucrats’ and managers’ privileges.

We fight for trade unions and the
Labour Party to break with “social
partnership” with the bosses, to mil-
itantly assert working-class interests.

n workplaces, trade unions, and

Labour organisations; among stu-
dents; in local campaigns; on the
left and in wider political alliances
we stand for:

¢ Independent working-class rep-
resentation in politics

e A workers' government, based
on and accountable to the labour
movement

e A workers’ charter of trade union
rights — to organise, strike, picket ef-
fectively, and take solidarity action

e Taxing the rich to fund good
public services, homes, education
and jobs for all

e Workers' control of major indus-
tries and finance for a rapid transi-
tion to a green society

e A workers’ movement that fights
all forms of oppression

e Full equality for women, and so-
cial provision to free women from
domestic labour. Reproductive free-
doms and free abortion on demand.

e Full equality for lesbian, gay, bi-
sexual and trans people

e Black and white workers’ unity
against racism

e Open borders

¢ Global solidarity against global
capital — workers everywhere have
more in common with each other
than with their capitalist or Stalinist
rulers

e Democracy at every level of soci-
ety, from the smallest workplace or
community to global social organi-
sation

e Equal rights for all nations,
against imperialists and predators
big and small

e Maximum left unity in action, and
full openness in debate

f you agree with us, take copies of
Solidarity to sell — and join us! O

e workers 'ber:t;z org /ioin-aw

We could see this coming

trackworker

By Matt Shaw

Imost the only topic of conversa-
tion at work, apart from Ukraine,
is the proposals for restructuring and
redundancies which have finally been
published. We knew it was going to be

bad, but nobody thought it would be
this bad. Loss of a whole grade to be
replaced by the use of trainees, lower-
ing of wage rates to "average” levels,
and a wholesale loss of terms and con-
ditions for those that are left behind.

The general reaction is outrage and
a level of willingness to take action that
I've not seen on the railway for many
years. Even supervisory levels are talk-
ing about being out on strike.

While all this is good, there is also an
underlying current of worry about the

Vote Independent Left in PCS!

By a PCS activist

ominations for the National Execu-

tive Committee (NEC) and Group
Executive Committee (GEC) elections
in the Public and Commercial Services
union (PCS) closed on Thursday 10
March.

Workers' Liberty supporters in the
PCS are part of Independent Left (IL).
The other main groups in the union are
Left Unity (LU), the dominant leadership
faction, for many years run as an alli-
ance between general secretary Mark
Serwotka and the Socialist Party, and
the Broad Left Network (BLN), the So-
cialist Party’s new vehicle created after
they fell out with Serwotka and split
from LU. All three networks - IL, LU, and
BLN - are running slates for the NEC
elections, LU as part of a long-stand-
ing "“Democracy Alliance” with the soft
right.

IL will stand candidates for president,
three vice-president positions, and 16
seats on the NEC, as well as a slate for
the GEC elections in the Department
for Work and Pensions, the largest de-
partment in the civil service and now
the only one where PCS retains more
than 50% membership density.

At the time of writing, the number of
branch nominations for each slate had
not been confirmed. It looks as if IL will
maintain its level of nominations from

the 2021 elections. Although there is
now a higher “anti-establishment” vote,
that vote will be split between BLN and
IL, both standing as oppositional. This
stance is unconvincing in BLN's case,
as it is made up of the same person-
nel who comprised a section of that
leadership prior to the Socialist Party’s
squabble with Serwotka. Only IL offers
a genuinely alternative vision.

The legacy of the Serwotka-Socialist
Party leadership is a legacy of declin-
ing organisation and haemorrhaging
membership. The last three national
ballots have failed to hit thresholds. ILs
vision seeks to address this.

IL emphasises rebuilding from the
workplace up, empowering rank-and-
file members to take ownership over
union campaigns and pick fights with
their employers. This vision includes
proposals for democratic reform within
the union, to give branches greater au-
tonomy to launch disputes, and replac-
ing an army of highly-paid, unelected
bureaucrats with elected, accountable
officials.

The elections open against the back-
drop of PCS's consultative ballot for in-
dustrial action over pay and pensions.
With a patchwork of pay differentials
now in place across departments, the
union is demanding an across-the-
board 10% increase, on top of depart-

Two angles on the Light Brigade

Kino Eye

By John Cunningham

he Crimean War has been men-

tioned recently in Solidarity: there
are two very different films about that
conflict.

The first, The Charge of the Light Bri-
gade (1936) with Errol Flynn and Olivia
de Havilland, shows the charge as a
heroic affair. It's a typical "Empire” film
and predictably gung-ho.

The other film of the same name is
very different. Directed by Tony Rich-
ardson in 1968, it depicts the famous

cavalry charge at Balaclava against Rus-
sian gun-emplacements (25 Oct 1854)
as a mess of misplaced or misunder-
stood orders, arrogance, petty rivalries,
astounding stupidity on the part of the
officer class and a callous disregard for
human life.

Trevor Howard plays the bull-headed
and incompetent Lord Cardigan, and
the worst British actor of the 1960s,
David Hemmings, takes on the role of
Captain Nolan, who is killed in the ac-
tion. One of the most expensive British
films made at the time, its attention to
the gory reality of the battle knocked
the bottom out of its ridiculous glori-
fication as embodied in the jingoistic
poem by Alfred Tennyson. §

competency of our union leadership
due to the way this period has been
handled. Many of us have passed com-
ment on the way that all the signs of
what was to come we're obvious, but
no decisive statements or plans to fight
were coming out of the union, and now
we're on the back foot.

While it's not too late to organise a
fight, the impetus for it will need to
come from us at the sharp end with a
willingness to take on our own leader-
ship when they are obviously wrong. §

ment-specific rises to level up pay. The
union is also demanding a return to
civil-service-wide bargaining over pay
and conditions.

While these approaches are an
improvement on how previous
campaigns’ demands have been for-
mulated, there has been little attempt
to give members ownership over the
demands or even to explain them
properly. Much activity around the con-
sultative ballot has been driven from
above, with rank-and-file members in
many areas passive and disengaged.
If the consultative ballot achieves a
sufficient result to trigger a statutory
ballot, workplace organisation must be
urgently strengthened to give that any
chance of success.

More than ten union branches have
now passed policies similar to those
proposed by Workers' Liberty sup-
porters, defending Ukraine's right to
self-determination and self-defence.

There will be greater opportunities
than last year to speak to members
face-to-face about the NEC elections.
And historically, although IL have fewer
branch nominations than other slates,
we invariably get a higher number of
votes per nomination, as the branches
that nominate IL candidates tend to
be better organised and most active.

More: bit.ly/il-s §
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Union backs Ukraine

=

)

ur union National Executive

Committee has adopted a pol-
icy on Ukraine, which clearly op-
poses Russia's invasion and priorities
practical solidarity with the Ukrain-
ian labour movement and refugees.
Qur International Committee, which
I'm part of, met subsequently, and
discussed what enacting that policy
looks like in practice. The committee
will be writing to members with prac-
tical steps they can take to support
Ukrainian trade unionists.

As part of this work, I've reached
out to a contact in the Federation of
Trade Unions of Ukraine, one of the
two main trade union centres in the
country. We've corresponded about
what PCS can do to support Ukrain-
ian workers and unions, and we'll
meet via Zoom to continue that dis-
cussion.

On Tuesday 15 March, I'll attend a
demonstration at the Home Office,
called by the Labour Campaign for
Free Movement, Ukraine Solidarity
Campaign, and Another Europe is
Possible, which calls for opening Brit-
ain’s borders. We have to situate the
demand to let in Ukrainian refugees
within a wider politics of migrant sol-
idarity. The discrimination against
Black and Asian asylum seekers and
migrants in Ukraine itself, and the
glaring differences between how the
British media discusses Ukrainian ref-
ugees and how it discusses refugees
and migrants from other countries,
especially Muslims and non-white
people, show the racism inherent in
any system of immigration controls.

PCS’s consultative ballot for in-
dustrial action over pay and other
cost-of-living demands closes on 21
March. Launching this ballot was a
necessary step to give some practi-
cal focus to the anger and anxieties
PCS members were feeling about
the cost-of-living crisis, and obviously
the hope is that it will be a prelude to
a formal ballot and then to industrial
action over those issues. But it is also
an important learning process for the
union, part of a process of mapping
where our strengths and weaknesses
are in terms of workplace organisa-
tion.

The majority of our members will
face a "hybrid” situation for the fore-
seeable future, in terms of a mix of
home-working and working in of-
fices, so the ballot and the lessons
we learn from it are part of the union
adapting to that situation and at-
tempting to renew and strengthen
our organisation in that context. §

John Moloney

e John Moloney is assistant general
secretary of the PCS, writing here in
a personal capacity.

After March strikes: name more
dates, huild the polltlcal campagn

tubeworker

Tubeworker

eps in the RMT unions will meet on

Friday 18 March to discuss the next
steps in the fight for jobs, pensions,
and conditions, following our excellent
strikes on 1/3 March. Tubeworker sup-
porters in the meeting will argue for the
following:

Name more dates now

We have the wind in our sails follow-
ing one of the most impactful strikes in
many, many years. Let's press our ad-
vantage by naming more dates now,
and showing the company 1/3 March
wasn't just a token protest or an exer-
cise in letting off steam. The 31 March
publication of the pensions review is a
good date to target; we could name
strikes immediately prior or following
that date. A “wait-and-see” approach
won't serve us well here; waiting until
significantly after the publication of the
review just gives management time to
put plans in place to implement what-
ever reforms it recommends.

We have to convince our bosses, and
the government, that it will be more
costly to them to drive through planned
cuts than to abandon them. We can't
do that if we drag our feet. Delaying
will also risk sending the signal that the
1/3 March strike was a one-off protest
against cuts we secretly believe are in-
evitable. Let's send a different signal —
that we are in this to win it — by naming
more strikes now.

Escalate the action
We always knew 1/3 March was likely
to be the opening salvo in an ongoing
fight. Now we need to explore ways of
stepping up. This could be a three-day
strike, split over a Monday-Wednes-
day-Friday, to maximise the impact.
Other forms of action should also be
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discussed, including rolling and selec-
tive action.

Local hardship funds

As action escalates, workers will be
sacrificing more. RMT branches should
administer local hardship funds to en-
sure those who need it most are sup-
ported by the union, ensuring no-one
feels forced to come into work due to
financial hardship.

A public, political campaign
Our dispute won't live or die on the
altar of public opinion, but an effective
political campaign making the links
between our industrial demands and
the wider social question of accessible
public transport will greatly strengthen
our campaign. The Hands Off London
Transport campaign from 2014-2016
provides a useable model for this, and
should be revived.

Coordinate with other unions
Bus drivers in Unite on Arriva routes
plan strikes on 21 March and 28-30
March. It's too late for us to coordinate
with those dates, but we should liaise
with Unite and join up future action if
possible.

We should also call on Aslef to join us
in the fight. They have a live strike ballot
mandate and can name action at two

Cleaners brought in-house,
security guards strike

By Ollie Moore

ecurity guards at

London’s Great Or-
mond Street Hospital
(GOSH) are continuing
their six-week-long strike
to demand parity with
NHS workers’ terms and
conditions. The United
Voices of the World
(UVW) union plans a fur-
ther strike rally at 12pm
on Friday 17 March, at

Queens Square, WC1N.

GOSH cleaners, also
UVW members, also
planned a two-day strike
from 11 March, after
GOSH management
appeared to stall on a
prior commitment to
bring them into direct
employment. The clean-
ers’ strike was called off
after bosses guaranteed
the cleaners would be

moved onto NHS con-
tracts from 1 April.

The cleaners’ vic-
tory means the security
guards, who are em-
ployed by outsourcing
giant Carlisle, will be
the only group of GOSH
workers who remain
outsourced. The secu-
rity guards say they are
prepared to extend their
strike if necessary. §

weeks' notice. We shouldn't be shack-
led to their pace, but striking together
is always preferable to one union strik-
ing alone.

Continue regular mass

meetings
It's vital rank-and-file workers feel a
sense of direct investment in and own-
ership over this dispute. Mass mem-
bers’ meetings should take place on a
regular schedule, with reps and activ-
ists formulating proposals to take to
their branches and Regional Council.
The Regional Council should consider
doing as it has done in previous re-
gion-wide disputes and convening a
permanent dispute committee to plan
campaigning and propaganda, and
help build for mass members’ meet-
ings. §
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By Michael Baker

As the invasion of Ukraine enters its third week,
the Russian anti-war movement is faced with
a question: what will things look like going for-
ward? The government still gives severe punish-
ments for any public dissent, but as the student
journal DOXA puts it, “war affects too large a
number of people and causes too much pain to
become something routine or normal”. Many see
no option but protest when faced with the horrific
invasion, the financial and social impact of sanc-
tions, and the mass repression of social media
and the free press.

The immediate wave of protest is showing signs
of waning. Sunday 13th still saw protests in over
30 cities across the country, but the total number
arrested for the last week remains around 1,000,
almost all of them on that day. Over 13,000 were
arrested in the previous two weeks.

With no accurate measures of participants,
there are a few possible conclusions here. The
least likely is that protest numbers have stayed
the same, while the rate of arrest has gone down
— videos and anecdotal accounts suggest that if
anything, the police are getting worse. Lots of the
former protestors may be fatigued, and scared
of long-lasting consequences. It's also possible
that large amounts of the protesting population
(including a disproportionate number of the ac-
tivists willing to organise protests) have already
been arrested.

The answer is most likely a combination of the
last two factors, along with the usual decline in
numbers that many major protest waves face at
some point after their initial surge. The fact that
thousands still attend regular unsanctioned pro-
tests is impressive in itself, and a testament to the
steady growth of the Russian protest movement
over the 2010s.

Now that so many protestors have been ar-
rested, their treatment in custody and sentencing
will become more of a focus. This week has seen
many left wing activists treated with particular
cruelty by the authorities, most notably Alexei
Dmitriev of the Union of Marxists. Dmitriev was
beaten by police and refused medical attention
on the day of his trial, despite falling unconscious,
with suspicions that he may have been drugged

Varied anti-war
action in Russia

or poisoned.
Dmitriev has
been impris-
oned until 25
March.

There
have been
a couple of
promising
develop-
ments in workplace organising. Two groups in the
education sector, Teachers Against War and Stu-
dents Against War, have been agitating in their
places of work and study while trying their best to
evade the worst of the new laws against anti-war
activism. Teachers Against War released an open
letter on 24 February that openly opposed the
invasion in no uncertain terms:

"For us, schoolteachers, violence goes against
the very essence of our profession. Our pupils
may die in the fires of war. War inevitably intensi-
fies the social problems in our country. We sup-
port anti-war protests and demand an immediate
ceasefire.”

The text of the open letter was removed from
the site on 4 March, but the signatures of over
5,000 teachers remained. Teachers and teaching
unions from a number of other countries signed
the letter, but the UK was not amongst those
listed — this could be a useful avenue for British
teachers and their unions to express solidarity
with the Russian anti-war movement.

Students Against War have begun an “educa-
tional strike”, where students try to manipulate
their reading and learning materials to force as
much war-related content into their classrooms
and seminars as they can, “bringing the discus-
sion of topical themes into the learning process”.
One example given was a student who convinced
her course-mates to read Sigmund Freud's essay
Thoughts for the Times on War and Death, instead
of the scheduled reading of The Interpretation of
Dreams.

This might seem small as a replacement for
mass protest, but it also sows the seeds for a
long-term movement, aiming to politicise and
engage the population in places the government
hasn't yet been able to censor. §
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By Michael Elms

s fuel prices skyrocket, sporadic strikes by

JustEat delivery workers and food couriers
on other platforms are spreading. These new
outbreaks of strikes - in Ashford, Folkestone and
Thanet in Kent; in Mansfield and Sutton in Not-
tinghamshire; and in Farnham and Aldershot in
Hampshire - are all connected, directly or indi-
rectly, to the IWGB union’s pay dispute with Stu-
art.

The task for socialists and the labour movement
is to help these newly-organising groups of hy-
per-exploited gig economy workers to link up
with each other and with the IWGB, and develop
a strategy to beat the big platforms.

The bulk of the strikes in the UK are directed
at the delivery firm Stuart. Stuart is a same-day
logistics firm based in France and it supplies de-
livery service for JustEat in many UK towns and
cities. In 2021, they rolled out a new pay structure
which reduced the per-delivery base rate of pay
for drivers from £4.50 to £3.40.

The strike began in Sheffield on 6 December,
when Stuart finally rolled out the pay cut to the
last group of towns. The roll-out had been de-
layed in Sheffield because of the militancy and
organisation of the drivers there. Since 2019,
activists in Workers' Liberty have been helping
delivery couriers to organise a union, which has
won some fights on local issues. With 80 mem-
bers at the start of the strike and more now, this is
a stronghold of union power in the gig economy

Unite members in suprt of
JustEat drlvers 22 Feb., Chesterfield

strike”

needs funds and
volunteers

in the UK. No other city has so far had such a pow-
erful or established gig economy workers’ union.

From Sheffield, the strikes spread to Stuart
workers in Blackpool, Huddersfield, Sunderland,
Middlesbrough, the West Riding of Yorkshire
and Leicester. A strike fundraiser has raised over
£30,000 with more coming in every week. The
Stuart strike has mostly been run on the basis
of putting pickets on high-volume restaurants in
order to shut down deliveries from major Stuart
clients.

This is a change from the “spontaneous” meth-
ods of strikes most often used by platform work-
ers, which normally involve asking all workers to
simply switch off their apps and stop taking deliv-
eries from all restaurants, including the smallest
ones. The targeted strike is easier to sustain and
enforce.

The Sheffield workers’ strike strategy was al-
ways about sustaining action long enough to
bring more parts of the country into the pay strike
campaign. After 77 days of strike action, the rapid
spread of strikes shows that this is paying off. But
to allow the movement to consolidate and spread
further, there is an urgent need to raise more
money for the strike fund, and to find socialists
who can volunteer to reach out to groups of driv-
ers in their towns.

For leaflets and briefings on how to help spread
the couriers strike to your area, contact AWL with

the subject line “couriers strike” at awl@worker-

sliberty.org. Strike fund: tinyurl.com/StuartStrike
— model motion: bit.ly/mo-pe §
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For a workers’ government

By a UCU member

Reballoting in the University
and College Union (UCU)
disputes over pensions, pay
and conditions opens on 16
March and closes 8 April. With
the initial six-month mandate
for action running out at the
start of May, and no movement
from the employers, beating
the 50% turnout threshold is
vital if the strikes and action
short are to continue through
exam and marking season.
Further strike days have been
called in the weeks beginning
21 and 28 March, with half the
branches with mandates taking
action in each week.

Staff have been fighting
against cuts to USS pensions
that will see those in the older
universities lose around 35% of
their guaranteed future retire-
ment income. This comes on
top of a decade of cuts already
amounting to around £240k.
The latest proposals have been
pushed through on the casting
vote of the supposedly inde-
pendent chair of the pension
scheme after employers re-
fused to consider alternative
options put forward by UCU.

Meanwhile across the sec-
tor the “Four Fights” dispute
is focusing on the dramatic
decline in real-terms pay over
the past decade (down by 20%

NEW PUSH NEEDED
IN UGU BATTLE

since 2009), now a crucial issue
with the cost-of-living crisis,
alongside equality pay gaps,
workload and casualisation.
Employers have refused even
to negotiate in this dispute,
though some of them are well
able to pay. The 24 institu-
tions of the Russell Group are
collectively sitting on a £2.2
billion surplus. The employ-
ers’ organisation is using the
financial problems of a small
number of institutions (some-
times the consequence of local
mismanagement, sometimes
of government policy) to justify
inaction.

Pay negotiations for 2022-
23, however, are scheduled to
begin on 30 March, with meet-
ings running through until 5
May, so there will be a chance
to push on a new settlement for
summer 2022. A solid mandate
in the reballot is vital to back up
the negotiators: otherwise they
will go into that last meeting
without any threat of continued
action.

However, the arrangements
for the reballot proposed by the
union leadership fall short of
what is needed. The three-week
ballot process falls over two
weeks in which the branches
with existing mandates have
been called out on strike. Like
the previous ballot, this strike

will be disaggregated, meaning
that each branch needs to beat
the 50% threshold to continue
with action. This will undoubt-
edly put a strain on local union
resources, already stretched, in
striking branches.

In some contexts, strikes can
be important as a mobilising
tool, but many UCU members
are questioning how well-cho-
sen this five-day action is. It is
less than we need to pressurise
employers, but it represents
a significant hit to pay. Some
members in branches involved
in both disputes have already
taken 13 days of action, but
the union has yet to extend ac-
cess to the strike fund beyond
the first 11 days. Branches are
doing their best, but national
leadership is also vital to ensure
that the message of employers’
intransigence gets across, and
that members are convinced
there is a strategy to win. §
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