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Let’s Avoid a 1970s Rerun
The TUC have called for a large 

demonstration in London on June 18th in the 
face of the cost of living crisis.  “Working 
people have had enough. Everything’s 
going up but our wages. Join the trade union 
movement in London to tell this government: 
we DEMAND better!” reads the TUC blurb.  
They are right and a massive march on that 
day would be most welcome.

But ‘We Demand Better’ is somewhat 
vague.  Does it mean that workers should 
receive wage increases that match inflation 
so that there is no reduction in their standard 
of living?  It’s an important question.  The 
situation today has many similarities with 
the situation in the 1970s.  Then, two large 
increases in the cost of oil lead to a high 
inflation in prices.  Workers demanded 
equivalent wage increases.  In the 1970s the 
unionisation rate was some 40% and they were 
able to extract the wage increases that they 
demanded.  However companies matched 
these wage increases with price increases to 
protect their profits.  This led to the infamous 
wage-price spiral inflation of the 1970s.  By 
1979 Margaret Thatcher had become Prime 
Minister.

The election of the Thatcher government in 
1979 is usually described as representing a 
move to the right by British society but that is 
an over-simplification that doesn’t really help 
us understand what Thatcher represented. 
It also avoids the culpability of the labour 
movement in creating the conditions in 

which someone like Thatcher could thrive. 
A more accurate description would be that 
she represented the reaction of the electorate 
to the political and economic future that the 
labour movement had threatened to create 
through its irresponsible behaviour in the 
1970s. At that time the trade union movement 
had shown by its actions that it was in control 
of most aspects of civil society from the 
disposal of the dead to the people’s access to 
energy and light. The question that dominated 
the concerns of civil society was how that 
power was to be used in the future. Up to then 
that power had been seen to assert itself as a 
disruptive power used in a sectional interest. 
What remained to be seen was whether it 
could be used responsibly by putting it to a 
more constructive use in the wider society.

In many ways the answer was given in 
the rejection of the 1977 Bullock Report on 
industrial democracy. That rejection came 
about through the dominant influence of a 
narrow sectional mindset among most of the 
trade union leadership and an ideologically 
constrained left-wing in politics. Those in the 
leadership of Labour politics who saw the 
problem in clear electoral terms, being unable 
to bring these elements into line, were then 
deemed to be an ineffective element in an 
evolving situation that could not be sustained 
indefinitely. The electorate was confronted 
with a Labour leadership that was unable to 
influence the way in which the enormous 
power of the trade union movement was 
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being used. Consequently, 
the Labour Party was seen 
to offer no alternative to 
the ongoing prospect of 
continued industrial strife 
and anarchy. 

On the other hand, the Tory 
party under Thatcher was 
seen to represent the only 
escape from that unthinkable 
future. After winning the 
1979 election and bedding 
in her administration, 
Thatcher set out, through a 
series of legislative actions, 
to meet the challenge that 
the trade union movement 
had laid down and although 
it fought back the trade 
union movement now found 
themselves no longer able to 
rely on the support, or even 
the passive acquiescence, 
of civil society. She also 
embarked on economic 
policies that had the effect of 
diminishing the importance 
of that sector of the economy 
that had provided the main 
centre of trade union power 
– policies that witnessed the 
acceleration of the move 
of the British economy 
away from manufacturing 
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in favour of the service and 
financial sectors.  

The TUC and the unions 
must avoid fighting the cost 
of living crisis we have today 
in the same way that they 
fought it in the 1970s.  They 
need to make much more 
explicit the distributional 
nature of this struggle if they 
are to fight it effectively.  It 
may have to be accepted that 
some drop in the standard of 
living will be unavoidable if 
the current disruption in the 
supply of goods and energy 
continues.  The TUC and 
unions must demand that 
they be active participants 
in determining how any 
drop in the standard living is 
distributed through society.  
The TUC had an active 
input into the design of the 
Furlough scheme to deal with 
the pandemic.  They should 
insist on an equally active 
role in designing a response 
to the cost of living crisis.

A simple call for an increase 
in wages to match price 
increases is not enough.



Labour Affairs  3

No. 329 - June 2022

Labour Affairs  3

Diary of an ex-Corbyn foot soldier
by Michael Murray

Dictionary definition of foot soldier: “…a dedicated low level follower.”#
In this issue:   Review of  “Free: Coming of Age at the End of History,” by Lia Ypi.  

                              Paperback out 31 May, 2022

Who is Lia Ypi ?
The “heroine” of this book is a 10 year old 

elementary schoolgirl in the Adriatic coastal town 
of Durres. It’s 1990, the year Albania took the first 
major step towards breaking with its communist past. 

Her name is Lea Ypi (pronounced “OOPI”),  who, 
at 42, is, today, Professor of Politics at the London 
School of Economics, London.

We first meet her as, on her way home from school, 
she has, inadvertently, found herself caught up in 
a demonstration that has desecrated a monument 
to Joseph Stalin - towards whom her elementary 
school  teacher, Nora, has inculcated in her a sense of 
“Uncle Joe” as a protective, loving figure, along with 
“Uncle Enver” (Hodja). Thus, she is left numbed and 
speechless by the sight of his vandalised statue. And, 
all the while, the demonstrators shout: “Freedom, 
Democracy, Freedom!”  

“Freedom? What do they mean by freedom?”  
The events unfolding would set her on a life-long 

quest to hone her understanding of freedom, of which 
the present book, clearly is but a milestone. 

Chief amongst the prolific output of academic 
writing, thus far, that has earned her widespread 
academic recognition, are the following:

“The Architectonic of Reason: Purposiveness and 
Systematic Unity in Kant’s Critique of Pure Reason,” 
OUP, Oxford, 2021.

“The Meaning of Partisanship,” (with Jonathan 
White), OUP, Oxford, 2016.

“Global Justice and Avant-Garde Political Agency,”  
OUP, Oxford, 2011

What is Lea Ypi’s background ?
I first heard of  Lea Ypi - and this book -  only 

recently,  in a newspaper article by an Ethiopian-born 
writer.

Link: Aida Edemariam: “Spies, lies and 
doublethink: Lea Ypi on growing up in Europe’s 
last communist state” (Guardian, 8 October, 2021.) 

This lengthy Guardian article outlined Lea’s 
intriguing family background, and I’m going to quote 
from that here. 

Just to say, first: people may not be aware that 
Albania is a very new nation-state formed as late 
as 1912 in the vacuum created by the defeat of the 

Ottomans in the Balkan Wars. 
With less than a million population at the time, it 

has grown to over 2.8 million, last official count.  
One of the most ethnically homogenous countries 
in Europe, it is renowned for its high proportion of 
multilingual speakers - Lea Ypi speaks 6 languages. 

So, it’s no surprise to learn that Lea’s much loved 
grandmother was the French speaking niece of a pasha 
in the Ottoman Empire who became a government 
adviser at twenty one. Very much her own woman, a 
free spirit, she is a major, major presence in this book 
- and a very roundly developed one. 

Lea’s mother was descended from wealthy 
landowners. Lea’s father was the grandson of  Xhaffer 
Ypi, Prime Minister, in office when Italy invaded in 
1939 and responsible for the transfer of sovereignty 
to Italy after the flight of King Zog. (It didn’t go well 
for her father’s career 1945 to 1990 - the span of the 
communist party reign. But things could have been a 
lot worse for him, you can imagine.)

The Guardian notes that all three of Lea’s family 
were of Muslim origin and were, most likely, what 
we would call “secular” Muslims, though that may 
be considered by some an oxymoron. (I know I’m a 
lapsed Catholic, but would saying that be enough to 
satisfy the militantly atheistic Albanian Communist 
Party - especially after 1967 when the clamp-down 
came on organised religion, pre-empting the inter-
religious conflict that was to rend Yugoslavia asunder 
?) 

The “Transition” from Communism to 
Capitalism

Her parents came into their own with the so-called 
‘Transition” from communist to capitalist Albania. 
They could drop their act of having to be pro 
Communist Party. And they didn’t have to lie to Lea 
about their true political leanings, nor feel the need to 
protect her, as they had been doing.  

Her father, an instinctively left leaning man, 
though anti-communist, gets a top managerial job 
more befitting his background and education with the 
biggest port authority in Albania. For a while, and, 
critically, for the months of the low intensity civil 
war that broke out in 1997, he was also an MP for the 
governing party.

According to Lea, he had lacked the stomach for 
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some of the neoliberal “shock therapy” Human 
Resource policies he was pressured to apply. But 
most of his colleagues went with the flow, deeming 
it necessary for want of any alternative and settling 
for the enjoyment of their new found freedoms, 
including foreign travel. 

As Lea Ypi explains to Aaron Bastani  (LINK 
below) no critical view of the west had survived, 
no vision of  an alternative future survived, so the 
“transition” measures had a free run.  If truth be told, 
the Communist Party didn’t have a worked-out plan 
to pursue.  It knew what it was against: revisionism: 
an abstraction, in the circumstances.  And, In the 
maelstrom of the post-Soviet satellite state crisis, and 
nature abhorring a vacuum, neo-liberalism filled the 
political void unchallenged. 

Lea’s mother, of a more developed right wing 
political persuasion, becomes a campaigning leader 
of a national women’s association and open advocate 
of the neo-liberal privatisation and small-state 
politics being imposed on the country in return for 
financial support.  All this change happens just as Lea 
succeeds to a short-lived leadership role in the young 
communist Pioneers: thus the “coming of age” of a 
child and a country.  And the “end of history” for 
both. 

“The end of history”? Lea borrowing from 
Fukuyama; though the latter seems to be having a 
rethink. See his interview with Novara Media’s 
Aaron Bastani. 

Link “Liberalism is in trouble. Aaron Bastani 
meets Francis Fukuyama. Downstream, Novara 
Media “ – YouTube

Was 1990-7 the end of history ?
As mentioned, Albania became an independent 

state in 1912 with the defeat of the Ottoman Empire. 
It was obliged to take on the job of forming a nation 
state to defend itself in the turbulent Balkans of the 
time, and against the ever threatening big European 
powers. 

Indeed, hardly had it formed a functioning state 
when it was occupied by Italy in 1939 and again in 
1942 by Nazi Germany.  Supported by Yugoslavia, 
a communist-led partisan movement was organised 
and a long war of resistance begun which successfully 
led Albania to free itself without direct allied 
involvement. 

Thus, on the basis of the moral authority gained, the 
communist-led resistance morphed into the post-war 
communist state of Albania 1945 - 1990 combining 
an anti-capitalist, anti-imperialist view of the world 
with nation -state building.  

All well and good, until the first domino in the 

Soviet bloc fell - which turned out to be the Soviet 
Union itself. Within a year Albania was in crisis. And 
we know the result.  

Amongst the effusive praise for the book, I’ve 
singled out this example as being the most astute. 
Having noted that the book is “a moving and profound 
reflection on the nature of freedom that avoids either 
liberal triumphalism or Stalinist nostalgia,” the 
writer adds: “She is most concerned with the futures 
that were lost in between.”  (George Eaton, New 
Statesman, cited Penguin Books, 2022 edition.) 

That, of course is pure Immanuel Kant.  Lea quotes 
Kant “Towards Perpetual Peace,” written during 
the French Revolutionary wars:  his argument for 
an European departure from the military imperative 
of  balance of power politics to an inclusive security 
arrangement of all powers big and small. 

Indeed, Lea has argued: “Albania’s history teaches 
that only dialogue and integration end the cycle of 
war.”

LINK “I grew up in a paranoid dictatorship. 
isolating Russia won’t bring Europe peace,” Lea 
Ypi, Guardian, 21 March, 2022.

When communism collapsed, it took with it 
many valuable ideas, she says: “There were a lot of 
democratising efforts, and thoughts about freedom - 
but that freedom was not capitalist freedom. 

“And then the effort was completely destroyed by 
the way in which the story has been told after 1990. 
The idea that the east was defeated and the west won 
has been so damaging - both to the east, for their 
own self-understanding, and for the west, in terms of 
not being able to see themselves as losers as well” 

Philosophers have only 
interpreted the world……
In the book, as Lea nears the end of the “coming 

of age” phase of her life, decisions have to be 
made about her future. It’s taken for granted in this 
family the next step is university entrance, even in 
the straitened, parlous times of 1997 Albania. The 
question to be decided is which subject. 

When she announces “Philosophy” is her choice, 
it’s met with shock and horror and a heated 
argument ensues. To cap it her father quotes Marx, 
giving chapter and verse. “The Eleventh Thesis on 
Feuerbach: Philosophers have only interpreted the 
world. The point is to change it” 

Of course Leah got her way - as we know.  And the 
full debate between parents and child is entertaining,  
and will be familiar to many …. But:

Continued On Page 5
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The point is to change it ….. 
Let Lea have the floor.
“In some ways I have gone full circle. When you see a system change 

once it’s not that difficult to believe it can change again.
“Fighting cynicism and political apathy turns into what some might call 

a moral duty.
“To me it is more of a debt that I feel that I owe to all the people of the 

past who sacrificed everything because they were not apathetic, they 
were not cynical, they did not believe that things fall into place if you 
just let them take their course. 

“ If I do nothing their efforts will have been wasted, their lives will have 
been meaningless. 

“ I wrote my story to explain, to reconcile, 
“And to continue the struggle.”  (My emphasis, MM)

Post Script: Lea Ypi on British politics
“For me it was shocking to go to go to some parts of London and to 

see the run down houses and see people who were clearly struggling 
and the level of social anomie that would be revolutionary in any other 
context which people were aware about the fact that this is a systemic 
problem rather than a case of individual failure problem.”

“I don’t see a political party I’m ready to join.” 

For more, listen to this terrific Bastani - Ypi conversation. 
Link: “What does it mean to be free? Aaron Bastani meets Lea 

Ypi”  Novara Media, Downstream.”   -   YouTube
murraymicha@gmail.com
Facebook:  Michael Murray London -  an occasional commentary/

digest of political news for busy people.

Is Labour on the Buses?
Dave Gardner

Good public transport is key 
to economic success and social 
well-being. Compared with 
northern Europe, the United 
Kingdom, with the exception 
of London, is poorly served. 
Throughout the UK, bus services 
are the key to the ability to travel 
to work, to study, to see family 
and to socialise for all those 
who cannot afford or do not 
wish to own a car. Until 1985 
bus services were largely run by 
local authorities but legislation 
in that year stripped them of this 

right, allowing Greater London 
only to control its services by 
specifying what it wanted and 
franchising those services to 
bus companies. In the rest of 
the country private companies 
were allowed to run whatever 
services they could make a profit 
on and whatever local authorities 
chose to subsidise them for. 
The predictable result was a 
long term decline in ridership 
accompanied by a large increase 
in fares, making car ownership 
progressively cheaper relative 

to the use of public transport. 
This situation applies throughout 
England and Wales with the 
exception of London. Despite 
the obvious problem with 
privatised bus services, Labour 
Governments between 1997 and 
2010 did nothing to roll back 
the pernicious legislation of 
Thatcher’s government.

The story of cynical neglect 
is little short of astonishing. 
Between 1985 and 2020 bus 
journeys in cities outside London 
declined by around 55%. In 
London they have risen by 
around 76% over that period. The 
Tory-Lib and Tory governments 
from 2010 onwards cut bus 
subsidies from £3.2 billion in 
2010 to £2.3 billion in 2020, a 
decline of some 28%. Between 
1987 and 2020, bus and coach 
fares have risen 400% while 
motoring expenditure rose 160% 
(source: Financial Times, April 
27th, 2022). In other words, those 
people who have little alternative 
but to use public transport have 
been made to suffer the most 
through increased fares and 
declining services. Thirteen 
years of Labour governments did 
nothing to address this decline 
which continued uninterrupted 
between 1997 and 2010, when it 
accelerated due to austerity. The 
Blair and Brown governments 
neglected the people whom the 
Labour Party was founded to 
serve, damaging their ability to 
travel to work, to study and to 
socialise. Norman Tebbit’s 1986 
injunction to the working class 
to ‘get on their bikes’ to look for 
work sounds hollow and cynical 
given the damage done to the 
ability to move around inflicted 
by Thatcher’s and Major’s Tories 
and their Labour successors. 
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Without adequate public 
transport roads become clogged, 
journey times slow, pollution 
increases and those without 
access to other means of getting 
around find their lives restricted. 
They cannot access jobs and 
apprenticeships that are not in 
their immediate vicinity, they 
cannot attend colleges that 
offer the courses they want and 
their ability to access friends 
and family is restricted. Their 
lives and prospects are hobbled. 
Employers too want to access 
labour, including skilled labour. 
If people cannot travel to their 
premises or have not been 
able to acquire the skills that 
employers need, then they are 
less likely to locate to such an 
area. Economic revival as well 
as civilised social living requires 
good public transport. The better 
the transport links the more jobs, 
courses and apprenticeships 
become available. Employers 
will be able to access a larger 
pool of skilled labour. Transport 
links should also be provided to 
areas that have the potential for 
economic revival but are now in 
the doldrums.

The failure of their own 
policies had begun to dawn on 
the Tories during May’s time 
in government and in 2017 
legislation was passed that 
allowed local authorities to 
plan their bus services and to 
franchise them to companies, 
provided they followed the 
correct procedure for doing so. 
So far only Greater Manchester 
has done this, in the teeth of 
fierce opposition from two large 
bus companies, Stagecoach and 
Rotola. Manchester eventually 
won this legal battle and is 
now on course to introduce a 
franchising system. Note that this 
was carried out on the initiative 
of the Labour mayor of Greater 

Manchester, Andy Burnham, 
not the national Labour Party. 
Labour does not appear to have 
a policy except for the sensible 
one of nationalising bus services 
introduced during Corbyn’s 
time as Labour leader. Not 
surprisingly, we have not heard 
anything recently about this 
policy from Labour or indeed 
any constructive comments 
on how they would like to see 
bus services across the country 
improved. Starmer seems 
content to continue the Blair-
Brown neglect and contempt for 
working people.

Policy on regional and local 
public transport needs to be set 
in the context of the abortive 
‘levelling up’ agenda of the 
Tories, to which Labour has as yet 
no convincing alternative. The 
Tories’ own £3bn package for bus 
revival has been emasculated by 
the Treasury and some of those 
areas, like Sheffield which had 
put in funding bids have been 
left empty-handed. At the time of 
writing increased subsidies for 
buses would do little more than 
restore the level previous to the 
austerity cuts, and probably do 
less than that given the inflation 
of the last 12 years. At the very 
least, Labour ought to make 
it easier for local and regional 
to franchise services. A little 
more boldness would involve 
nationalising them and handing 
them over to the local authorities. 
However, a policy in a manifesto 
will mean little to people if they 
cannot see how it will affect them. 
There is no reason why Labour 
councils and Labour groups 
on councils should not take 
matters into their own hands and 
through extensive research and 
consultation with local people, 
employers, colleges, schools, 
hospitals, research institutes and 
trade unions, establish what the 
priorities should be in providing 
bus services that will actually 

make a material difference 
to people’s lives. Labour can 
then spell out in detail for each 
constituency what their proposals 
would entail and how they would 
improve people’s lives. There is 
a need to show in a convincing 
way that national policies can 
have a significant local impact 
and improve people’s lives in 
ways that they will notice.

Although, compared with 
trams and local rail, buses are 
not always the ideal option, 
they are undoubtedly the one 
that will make the greatest 
impact in the smallest amount 
of time. They require little in 
the way of new road building or 
infrastructure, apart from depots 
and maintenance centres, which 
will themselves create new 
employment. More drivers need 
to be recruited and trained, new 
buses will need to be ordered 
and built. This will take at least 
a year, so a Labour government 
would need to be ready with 
the legislation and the funding 
as soon as it arrives in power. 
Ideally this would be done as 
part of a more comprehensive 
levelling up strategy that would 
take into account reducing 
unemployment, promoting 
economic development, 
vocational education, new 
housing and improving the 
housing stock and amenities. 
All these are desirable but all 
will take time except for some 
emergency measures to deal with 
persistent youth unemployment. 
Getting buses back on the roads 
where people need them would 
be an early sign that Labour is in 
earnest and could form the basis 
for the other initiatives that must 
follow. Labour probably needs 
a leader other than the abysmal 
Starmer to make this happen.
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Notes on the News
        By Gwydion M. Williams
Biden’s Failed Anti-Russia Crusade
Covid – Another US Failure
Climate Chaos and Lost Butter Mountains
Philippines – better Rough Justice than No Justice
No Privacy for Some Murderers
Snippets

The Radical Young in Britain
The Failing Young in the USA
Killing Journalists OK in Israel?
Armenia – Realism as Treason
Libya – Failed Politics
Official British Lies

Biden’s Failed Anti-Russia Crusade
President Biden is one of a crop of US politicians who 

decided in the late 1990s that Russia must be treated 
as an enemy.  That was many years before Russia did 
anything hostile.  But Russia under Putin was rejecting the 
‘wisdom’ of the New Right, seen as suitable for foreigners 
by Asocial Liberals like Clinton, Obama and Biden.

Zbigniew Brzezinski, adviser to presidents Johnson and 
Carter, explained it all in 1997.1 Ukraine must be split 
from Russia, and Russia detached from the rest of Europe.

Antagonism didn’t begin with Russia taking back Crimea 
in 2014.  The USA was offended when their carefully-
staged Colour Revolution in Ukraine was reversed by a 
disappointed electorate in 2010.  (See my blog Ukraine 
Punished For Rejecting US Values in 2010.2)

The growth of Ukraine’s Far Right was sparked by 
extremists among the returning exiles.  But fed off 
growing poverty after Ukraine trusted Western advice.  
The USA must have seen them as convenient raw material 
to antagonise Ukrainians who still had good feelings about 
the Soviet Era.  The Communist Party of Ukraine’s vote 
had peaked at 25% in 1998.3  In 2012 they got between 
18% and 25% in the south-eastern regions (oblasts).4

US influence must have been the reason that right-wing 
militias were given official status in 2014, rather than 
suppressed as illegal private armies.  And why they got 
away with threatening moderate leaders.  Western reports 

1  https://labouraffairs.
com/2022/05/01/a-unipolar-world-and-ukraine%ef%bf%bc/ 
2  https://mrgwydionmwilliams.quora.com/
Ukraine-Punished-For-Rejecting-US-Values-in-2010 
3  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Communist_Party_of_Ukraine#Elections_result 
4  https://mrgwydionmwilliams.quora.com/
Ukraine-Mariupol-and-the-War-for-the-Oblasts 

always ignore numerous stories about Zelensky being 
threatened when he tried to be a real peacemaker.5

Yet splitting Russia from the rest of Europe is pointless 
for the US elite, if it also splits the rest of the world from 
the G7 / NATO amalgam.

Most of the world sees no threat from Russia or China.  
It is not like the Cold War, where the Soviet Union was 
just as keen to bend the rest of the world to its own values.  
Now it is just the USA, weaker, greedier, and less tolerant 
USA than when they won the actual Cold War.6

“A fact sheet distributed by the White House in 
February describes the framework [for Asia] as part 
of a wider push to ‘restore American leadership’ in 
the region by engaging with partners there to ‘meet 
urgent challenges, from competition with China to 
climate change to the pandemic’.

“Nevertheless, Biden’s decision not to pursue 
a major trade deal harks back to the protectionist 
leanings of former US President Donald Trump, and, 
in particular, his administration’s abrupt pullout from 
the landmark Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP).

“Trump, whose antipathy towards traditional 
alliances sparked anxiety in many Asian countries, 
scuttled that agreement in 2017 despite sharing 
the deal’s aims of countering expanding Chinese 
economic influence.”  .7

Most of the world resents the demands that the USA 
makes on them.  ‘Human Rights’ that concentrate on 
the rights of journalists, accused criminals, lawyers, and 
opposition politicians.  That want market forces to take 
care of health, education, employment, and food.

When Human Rights were defined after the Second 
World War, the needs of ordinary people were included, 
in theory and often in reality.  Ignoring these was an 
innovation by the New Right.  One which Asocial Liberals 
like Clinton and Tony Blair weakly conceded.  Struggle is 
everything, and welfare an unwanted burden.

And now they cannot understand why liberalism is less 
and less popular.

Covid – Another US Failure
Trump was absurdly slow to act on warnings about 

5  See https://mrgwydionmwilliams.quora.com/Ukraine-a-Land-
With-a-Great-Future-Behind-It, ‘
6  https://labouraffairsmagazine.
com/problems-magazine-past-issues/
the-mixed-economy-won-the-cold-war/ 
7  https://www.aljazeera.com/economy/2022/5/20/
difficult-to-believe-bidens-economic-bid-a-tough-sell-in-asia 
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the new pandemic that China had 
successfully contained to just one of 
its many provinces.

It was easier and cheaper to blame 
China.  Or say that it was all natural 
and trivial.

And that choice was disastrous:
“If the United States had 

the same Covid death rate as 
Australia, about 900,000 lives 
would have been saved.”8  

And it may not be over.  
“Japan’s Economy Shrank 

1 Percent as Consumers Fled 
Covid

“The world’s third-largest 
economy lost momentum in the 
first three months of the year after 
the Omicron variant suppressed 
demand at home…

“Japan’s economic recovery 
from the enormous damage done 
by the pandemic has also not 
been as fast as the United States, 
China or the European Union, he 
said.”9

China is now asked to come into 
line and let the virus in.  The World 
Health Organisation now say this.  
But also report many more global 
deaths than most governments will 
admit:

“The number of people who 
died … may be nearly three times 
higher than previously thought, 
according to estimates by the 
World Health Organization.

“The WHO calculation is based on 
an analysis of excess mortality, an 
approach used by demographers to 
measure the real impact of the health 
crisis that compares average death 
rates with those recorded during the 
pandemic.

“14.9 [million] excess deaths 
‘associated directly or indirectly’ 
with the pandemic … 5.4 [million] 
officially confirmed Covid-19 
deaths”10

8  https://www.nytimes.com/2022/05/15/
world/australia/covid-deaths.html  (pay site)
9  https://www.nytimes.com/2022/05/17/
business/japan-economy-covid.html  (pay 
site)
10  https://www.ft.com/content/fb593801-
eec5-4496-a647-e00ccbc3e336 (pay site)

Climate Chaos and  
Lost Butter Mountains
The war in Ukraine has worsened 

a food crisis that would have existed 
anyway.

Even the lively imaginations of the 
Western capitalist-owned press has 
found no way to blame Russia for the 
current severe drought in France.11

Or the intense heat in Pakistan and 
India:

“Climate change makes record-
breaking heatwaves in northwest 
India and Pakistan 100 times 
more likely, a Met Office study 
finds.

“The region should now expect 
a heatwave that exceeds the 
record temperatures seen in 2010 
once every three years.

“Without climate change, such 
extreme temperatures would 
occur only once every 312 years, 
the Met Office says.”12

Elsewhere we have the opposite – 
floods:

“As southern Australia continues 
to recover from the destruction of 
the 2019-2020 ‘Black Summer’ 
bushfires, towns in Queensland 
and New South Wales (NSW) 
have just experienced devastating 
floods.

“Some towns have even 
seen ‘once in 100 year’ floods 
occur twice in several weeks. In 
Lismore, an NSW town of nearly 
30,000 people, the river rose more 
than 14 metres in late February, 
breaching the town’s levees 
and inundating people’s homes 
and businesses. Thousands of 
residents were forced to take 
refuge on their roofs.”13

“The massive and deadly floods 
that struck South Africa in April 
were made twice as likely and 
more intense by global heating, 
scientists have calculated...
11  https://www.france24.com/en/
environment/20220511-france-s-unprece-
dented-drought-shows-climate-change-is-
spiralling-out-of-control 
12  https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/
science-environment-61484697 
13  https://www.aljazeera.com/
news/2022/5/17/australian-election-where-
is-climate-change-on-the-agenda 

“Catastrophic floods and 
landslides hit the South African 
provinces of KwaZulu-Natal and 
Eastern Cape on 11 April following 
exceptionally heavy rainfall.”14

“Flooding submerges Valencia 
after record-breaking rainfall”15

Less obvious to the public, careful 
measurements show a fast-changing 
world:

“‘How much more evidence do 
we need’? Planet breaks four 
climate records in one year, WMO 
warns

“Last year the world set 
‘alarming’ new records in four key 
tests of climate health, a United 
Nations body has warned.

“The tests were greenhouse 
gas concentrations, sea level 
rise, ocean heat and ocean 
acidification.”16

India has reacted to look after its 
own citizens:

“India, the world’s second 
largest producer of wheat, has 
banned all exports with immediate 
effect after a heatwave affected 
the crop.”17 

Storing food for bad years is 
part of civilisation.  But it needs 
governments that will ignore market 
forces and be ready to look after the 
people.  It seems it is done in China.18  
But unfashionable elsewhere from 
the 1980s.

Back in the 1970s, foes of the 
European Union complained loudly 
about ‘butter mountains’.  Also beef 
mountains, milk lakes, wine lakes 
and grain mountains.19

They were certain these would 
never be needed.  And they are 
definitely no longer there.
14  https://www.theguardian.com/envi-
ronment/2022/may/13/south-africa-floods-
climate-crisis-global-heating 
15  https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/av/
world-europe-61325769 
16  https://news.sky.com/story/how-much-
more-evidence-do-we-need-planet-breaks-
four-climate-records-in-one-year-wmo-
warns-12615216 
17  https://www.theguardian.com/
world/2022/may/14/india-bans-all-wheat-
exports-food-security-risk 
18  https://www.globaltimes.cn/
page/202112/1243846.shtml 
19  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Butter_mountain 
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Philippines – better Rough 
Justice than No Justice
I was delighted when Filipinos 

threw out President Marcos in 1986.  
Back then, it wasn’t clear how greedy 
and damaging US dominance would 
be.

Governments after Marcos did 
very little that was good for ordinary 
people.

Now globalised liberals whine, 
after Marcos’s son won the 
Presidency with 59% of the votes.

Liberals have forgotten the lessons 
of the 1940s – you won’t get majority 
support for governments that obey 
liberal ideology, but fail to provide 
Good Government.

A recent report in The Guardian 
gives the headline to the critics: 
four out of seven under the heading 
‘disgusted’.  

But it also had three who shared 
the majority view:

“I feel ecstatic about the election 
results. The Marcoses built a lot 
of infrastructure which still exists 
today – infrastructure in the 
Philippines has been neglected 
for decades. Our expectation is 
that it will now be the focus of this 
new administration.

“I feel that the presidencies 
following that of Ferdinand 
Marcos Sr did not really bring 
about lasting progress…

“Filipinos want a Marcos 
return in order to instil discipline, 
progress, and bring back peace 
and order…

“I want a country that opens our 
economy to the world, free and 
not too tied to the west or east. 
We want a pragmatist like Duterte 
is. He’s mostly misunderstood in 
the west – he may be crude and 
brash but he thinks realistically.”20

No Privacy for Some 
Murderers
Liberals get very alarmed at 

technology intruding more and more 
into our lives.

Except when they like the outcome, 
20  https://www.theguardian.com/
world/2022/may/14/im-disgusted-readers-in-
the-philippines-on-the-2022-election-result 

as in police thrillers where All Is 
Seen.

They would probably be evasive 
about a recent murder trial:

“Greece killing: Pilot murdered 
[his wife] Caroline Crouch, court 
rules…

“Caroline Crouch’s biometric 
watch revealed her pulse readings 
on the day she died, showing that 
her heart was still beating at the 
time Anagnostopoulos claimed 
she was murdered.

“ A n a g n o s t o p o u l o s ’ s 
movements were also tracked 
via his mobile phone, proving that 
he was moving around the house 
while he said he was tied up.”21

Television crime series helpfully 
brief potential criminals on the 
advantages of untraceable ‘burner 
phones’, the existence of which 
everyone is fine with.  But not 
everyone thinks to use them.

Liberals worry about controlling 
on-line video postings.  But the 
recent racist killer in Buffalo took 
pictures of his murders which spread 
fast within a racist subculture that 
feeds on videos of similar killings.22

One way to become an Internet 
Star.

This feeds into the ills of a society 
that has been going wrong for 
decades:

“Like many major American 
cities, Buffalo bears a tell-tale scar 
of long-standing segregation, a 
highway built in the 1950s and 
1960s that cut directly through 
a Black neighborhood, severing 
those communities and stifling 
economic development for 
decades to come.”23

The killer was from the depressed 
white working class, who back 
then were looked after.  People 
hooked on racism, rejecting state 
interventionism when it seemed non-
whites got too much from it.  But 
most White Racists are also victims.
21  https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/
world-europe-61463800 
22  https://www.nytimes.com/2022/05/15/
business/buffalo-shooting-social-media.html  
(pay site)
23  https://www.nytimes.com/2022/05/14/
nyregion/east-side-buffalo-shooting.html 
(pay site) 

Meantime Western liberals don’t 
like the Chinese public being told, 
when someone bad-mouthing 
the government probably has a 
comfortable job overseas:

“China’s Internet Censors Try 
a New Trick: Revealing Users’ 
Locations…

““The tags, based on a user’s 
Internet Protocol, or I.P., address 
that can reveal where a person 
is located, were first applied 
to posts that mentioned the 
Russian invasion of Ukraine, 
a topic authorities said was 
being manipulated with foreign 
propaganda. Now they are being 
expanded to most social media 
content, further chilling speech 
on a Chinese internet dominated 
by censorship and isolated from 
the world”

‘The public have a right to know – 
except when I’d sooner they didn’t’?

Snippets
The Radical Young in Britain
Labour in 2017 got its biggest 

vote since Tony Blair’s first victory.  
And in 2019, the real problem was 
that the Parliamentary Labour Party 
had helped ensure that every single 
possible reaction to the Brexit vote 
would be rejected.  Labour failure was 
caused by lost votes from Brexiteers 
who correctly trusted Boris Johnson 
to deliver.24  Not people put off by 
Corbyn.

Labour under Starmer is ignoring 
vast numbers of discontented young 
people.

“According to the Labour 
affiliate, a YouGov poll conducted 
in December 2021 found that 
32% of people aged over 55 
thought that Labour has moved 
in the ‘right direction’ since Keir 
Starmer assumed the leadership 
compared to 28% who felt the 
party was moving in the ‘wrong 
direction’. 39% said they were 
unsure.

“The Fabian Society described 
the two million voters who would 
24  https://labouraffairsmagazine.
com/past-issues/editorials-from-
labour-affairs/the-brexit-defeat/
labours-vote-held-up-in-the-2019-defeat/ 
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now consider backing Labour 
at a future general election as 
‘Labour’s new considerers’.

“Just 23% of voters aged under 
55 told researchers that they 
felt the party was moving in the 
right direction, while 28% said 
Labour was moving in the wrong 
direction. 49% of under-55s were 
recorded by pollsters as being 
unsure.”25

*
The Failing Young in the USA
“Over the past decade-and-

a-half, many young, college-
educated workers have faced 
a disturbing reality: that it was 
harder for them to reach the 
middle class than for previous 
generations. The change has 
had profound effects — driving 
shifts in the country’s politics and 
mobilizing employees to demand 
fairer treatment at work. It may 
also be giving the labor movement 
its biggest lift in decades.

“Members of this college-
educated working class typically 
earn less money than they 
envisioned when they went off 
to school. ‘It’s not like anyone is 
expecting to make six figures,’ 
said Tyler Mulholland, who earns 
about $23 an hour as a sales lead 
at REI, the outdoor equipment 
retailer, and holds bachelor’s and 
master’s degrees in education. 
‘But when it’s snow storming at 
11:30 at night, I don’t want to 
have to think, ‘Is the Uber home 
going to make a difference in my 
weekly budget?’’

“In many cases, the workers 
have endured bouts of 
unemployment. After Clint 
Shiflett, who holds an associate 
degree in computer science, lost 
his job installing satellite dishes 
in early 2020, he found a cheaper 
place to live and survived on 
unemployment insurance for 
months. He was eventually hired 
at an Amazon warehouse in 
25  https://labourlist.org/2022/04/older-
voters-feel-labour-is-moving-in-right-direc-
tion-research-suggests/ 

Alabama, where he initially made 
about $17.50 an hour working the 
overnight shift.”26

But how many reject the fantasy 
of Heroic US Individualism?  Not 
enough.

*
Killing Journalists OK in Israel?
“New video shows no fighting 

before journalist Abu Akleh’s 
killing”.27

Israeli soldiers had no excuse for 
shooting her.  Just probable irritation 
at a clever critic.

Israel from the 1990s has suffered 
from a lethal friendship from the 
USA.  Anything not flattering to 
Israel is denounced as anti-semitic, 
which plays well with many voters 
in the USA.  So Israelis forget the 
need to look good in a world where 
US power is fading..

They will try a shooting that’s so 
bad that it can’t be defended:

“The Guardian view on Shireen 
Abu Aqleh: press freedom under 
attack:

“No one has been held to 
account in Israel for media deaths. 
That is bad for its democracy.”28

“UN Security Council condemns 
killing of Shireen Abu Akleh

“Council also calls for immediate 
and impartial investigation into the 
death of the Al Jazeera journalist 
who was shot earlier this week.”29

Then you get Israeli police dressed 
like villains from a Star Wars series, 
attacking a funeral procession.

But suppose Pakistan with its 
known nuclear deterrent were to team 
up with Turkey and Jordan.  Threaten 
their own ‘special military operation’ 
to create a proper Palestinian state on 
the West Bank?  

Would the USA go to the limits to 

26  https://www.nytimes.com/2022/04/28/
business/college-workers-starbucks-amazon-
unions.html 
27  https://www.aljazeera.com/
news/2022/5/20/new-video-shows-no-clash-
es-during-shireen-abu-aklehs-killing 
28  https://www.theguardian.com/com-
mentisfree/2022/may/13/the-guardian-view-
on-shireen-abu-aqleh-press-freedom-under-
attack 
29  https://www.aljazeera.com/
news/2022/5/14/un-security-council-con-
demns-killing-of-shireen-abu-akleh 

oppose this?  
*

Armenia – Realism as Treason
“A campaign to oust Prime 

Minister Nikol Pashinyan has 
been ongoing since April 25. The 
dissatisfaction was prompted 
by remarks by Pashinyan that 
many interpreted as displaying a 
willingness to compromise on the 
Nagorno-Karabakh issue, even 
going as far as giving the disputed 
territory away to Azerbaijan. 
Armenia and Azerbaijan fought 
a bloody war over control of the 
region in 2020, which has seen 
periodic flare-ups ever since, 
the most recent being this past 
March…

“Meanwhile, Pashinyan has 
not been the only target of the 
protesters’ ire… the opposition 
leaders would like to share their 
vision of the country’s political 
situation with the US and EU 
countries’ ambassadors.

“‘By your silence you contribute 
to a dictatorship in Armenia,’ 
the National Assembly’s vice 
president said during a rally, 
addressing these words to the 
heads of the diplomatic missions 
whom he would like to meet.

“‘Dear ambassadors, 
representatives of international 
organizations, put an end to 
double standards,’ he called out 
to the crowd.

“The remarks that initially 
sparked the unrest came in a 
recent speech by the prime 
minister to Parliament in which 
he said: ‘Today the international 
community tells us again ‘lower 
your benchmark on the status 
of Nagorno-Karabakh a little 
and ensure greater international 
consolidation around Armenia 
and Artsakh’.’

“Otherwise, according to the 
prime minister, the international 
community will ask Armenia not 
to rely on it as it will be unable to 
help.”30  
30  https://thepressunited.com/updates/
thousands-take-to-streets-in-armenian-capi-
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Does anyone seriously believe that international organizations will put an 
end to double standards?  They simply want the issue shifted from peace-
keeping to war-mongering.

But Pashinyan decisively won the last election.  His views should be 
respected.

*
Libya – Failed Politics
“One of Libya’s rival prime ministers has tried and failed to seize 

control of the capital Tripoli, breaking a months-long political stalemate 
and risking a fresh bout of fighting in the oil-rich North African country.

“Clashes erupted on Tuesday after Fathi Bashagha, a prime minister 
appointed by the eastern-based parliament in February, tried to seize 
control from Abdul Hamid Dbeibeh, a wealthy businessman appointed 
last year as head of an interim government. But Bashagha was forced 
out within hours after fighting broke out between rival militias.”31

*
Official British Lies
“The British government ran a secret ‘black propaganda’ campaign for 

decades, targeting Africa, the Middle East and parts of Asia with leaflets 
and reports from fake sources aimed at destabilising cold war enemies 
by encouraging racial tensions, sowing chaos, inciting violence and 
reinforcing anti-communist ideas, newly declassified documents have 
revealed.

“The effort, run from the mid-1950s through to the late 70s by a unit 
in London that was part of the Foreign Office, was focused on cold war 
enemies such as the Soviet Union and China, leftwing liberation groups 
and leaders that the UK saw as threats to its interests.”32

The only surprise is that it’s gone public.
Would anyone think it has ever ended?

*
Old newsnotes at the magazine websites.  I also write regular blogs - https://

www.quora.com/q/mrgwydionmwilliams

tal/ 
31  https://www.ft.com/content/f768b482-fec4-4a12-8d47-2d9acdd3f414  (pay site) 
32  https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/may/14/secret-british-black-propaganda-cam-
paign-targeted-cold-war-enemies-information-research-department 

Brief note: Leaks to the 
press a corrosive effect on 

politics
When it comes to the 

timing of leaks to the press 
I immediately think, internal 
politics. Coming as it has in 
the immediate aftermath of 
the local government election 
results, the email leak that 
provoked the Durham police 
to re-open the Investigation 
into Starmer and now the 
timing of this to keep the 
story alive, seems to me to be 
an indication of some serious 
shift within the Starmer 
camp. 

It’s also becoming a more 
marked feature of British 
politics. The way in which 
Corbyn was the victim of it, 
then Johnson, then Sunak, 
and now Starmer reveals an 
unhealthy trend. Aside from 
the fact that it represents a 
more direct flexing of the 
power of the press to act as, 
if not kingmaker, then king 
destroyer, it also trivialises 
politics by reducing it all to 
issues of virtue, indignation 
and scandal in the eyes 
of the public. But more 
significantly, the practice is 
increasingly becoming the 
main means by which internal 
issues within both parties are 
resolved or, at least become a 
significant part of an attempt 
at a resolution.

Eamon Dyas 9/5/22

    

The best chess-player in Christendom may be little more than the best 
player of chess; but proficiency in whist implies capacity for success 
in all these more important undertakings where mind struggles with 
mind.  Edgar Allan Poe.

Strategically we should despise all our enemies, while tactically we 
should take them all seriously.  Mao.

Politics is war without bloodshed, while war is politics with bloodshed.  
Mao

Poor Mexico, so far from God so close to the United States.  
President Diaz of Mexico

You don't need religion to have morals.  If you can't determine right 
from wrong, then you lack empathy, not religion.  Anonymous.
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Ukraine:  how we got to 
where we are today.

By Brendan Clifford.
Since its foundation, the Republic 

of Ireland has been a neutral state. 
It is a sign of the success of Anglo-
American propaganda against Russia 
that it now wishes to enter the lists 
against the ‘unwarranted aggression’ 
of the Russian Federation against 
Ukraine. Most of the enthusiasts for 
war against Russia know nothing 
about the history of Ukraine. 
That includes the governing and 
opposition parties of both the UK 
and Ireland. So the Irish Foreign 
Minister wants to replace the Irish 
Defence Force with a war-making 
Army, and he wants to abolish the 
United Nations Security Council in 
order to facilitate war-making.

The Irish Examiner headline of 
16th April sums up his position, 
Coveney Urges Changes To Triple 
Lock On Military Deployment.  (The 
Triple Lock means that Irish Forces 
cannot be sent to war without:  a 
Government decision;   a Dail 
majority;  and a UN Resolution.)

There is nothing in the rules of 
the United Nations, or any other 
international body, to prevent the 
Defence Force of a state from 
defending the state if it is attacked.  
Coveney concedes that—

“There hasn’t been a case where 
we have wanted to send troops 
where the triple lock has prevented 
it.  But, having said that, there is, 
theoretically, a problem of a veto 
being used at the Security Council 
and stopping us from sending 
troops”.

The Security Council Veto does not 
apply to defence.  It is unimaginable 
that an attempt should be made by 
any member of the Security Council 
to prevent an Irish Government from 
sending troops to the borders of 
the state in order to defend it.  The 
UN recognises an absolute right of 
defence.

The Veto is the essential thing in 
the structure of the United Nations.  
Without the Veto there could have 
been no United Nations.

The United Nations was constructed 
across the most profound antagonism 
that has ever existed in the world.  It 
was built across a fault line.

In 1939 Britain decided to start a 
second War in Europe over the trivial 
issue of Danzig.  It declared war on 
Germany but did not wage war.

Germany responded to the 
Declaration of War by Britain and 
France, defeated the British and 
French Armies that were drawn up 
on its borders and became a Great 
Power. 

Britain, safe behind its world-
dominating Navy, refused to 
negotiate a settlement of the War it 
had declared.  

The Veto:  The Core Of The UN
Germany invaded Russia, expecting 

a quick victory—after which Britain 
would have to make a settlement.  
But the Russian Army did not buckle 
as the British and French Armies had 
done.  Russia defeated Germany and 
became a World Power.  But for the 
intervention of the USA, the Russian 
defeat of Germany would have led 
to the occupation of the whole of 
Germany and made France a Soviet 
sphere of influence.  The American 
intervention met the Russian Armies 
in Berlin—and Western Europe 
became an American sphere of 
influence, while Eastern Europe fell 
to the Eastern victor.

Russia and America were 
accidental Allies for a moment, but 
were essential enemies.  And in 1945 
the world was divided between them.

They agreed to the establishment 
of the United Nations as a world 
structure, but on the condition that 
both of them should be excluded from 
its authority and that it could not be 
used by either of them as moral cover 
for making war on the other.

A General Assembly was set up 
alongside the Security Council.  All 
states are formally equals in the 
Assembly but it does not command 

military power.  It can adopt 
resolutions democratically but they 
are without effect.  Only once has 
the Security Council conferred on it 
actual authority to decide affairs in 
the world.  That was in 1948, when 
Britain wanted to wash its hands of 
the mess it had caused in the Middle 
East.

The issue was what to do with the 
Jews who had survived the 1939 
German occupation of Poland and the 
Ukraine (thanks to Russia, which had 
transported hundreds of thousands of 
them Eastward before the German 
advance).   The General Assembly 
decided to award the Jews a piece 
of Palestine in compensation for the 
atrocity committed against them in 
Europe.  The Zionist Organisation 
accepted that award, ethnically-
cleansed its bit of Palestinians, and 
seized a further tract of territory 
populated by Arabs beyond what was 
allocated to them by the UN.  The 
General Assembly made no attempt 
to police the implementation of its 
award.  It unleashed mayhem, and 
left it at that.

The Ukraine As A State
It seems to have been a visit to 

the Ukraine that inspired Foreign 
Minister Coveney with these ideas.  
His article about his visit has the title:  
“There is still beauty in Ukraine, 
including in the brave people there”.

It must be the “terrible beauty” 
that Yeats said he saw in 1916!  The 
beauty of a group of idealists taking 
their ideals in earnest and putting 
them to the test of war.

But what exactly is the Ukrainian 
nationalist ideal?

It is not national independence of 
Russia.  It became independent of 
Russia without having to fight for it.  
It was Russia that created it as a state, 
and thirty years ago Russia conferred 
independence on the Ukrainian state 
that it had created.

Russia’s only demand on it was 
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that it should not make itself the base 
for United States operations against 
it.  But Ukraine rejected that demand, 
asserting that it was a sovereign state 
with the right to make whatever 
military alliances it pleased, and to 
bring American military power right 
up against the borders of Russia if it 
pleased.  Russia begged to differ.

One can see that the independent 
Ukrainian state constructed by 
Russian statecraft might not have 
known quite  what to do with itself 
when Russia cut it adrift thirty years 
ago.

It existed but it did not know why.  
The Irish state today is, in its official 
existence, very much like that.  It 
had brought itself into existence by 
a combination of ballot and bullet in 
conflict with the greatest Empire in 
the world, but had somehow lost all 
sense of the purpose that had driven 
it in that conflict.  Only a year ago 
the Foreign Minister was engaged 
in an attempt to lose the distinction 
between oppressor and oppressed 
in the Irish War of Independence by 
commemorating the Irish and British 
forces together as if they had been 
allied against some common enemy.  
And the force which it was less eager 
to commemorate was not the Black 
and Tans.

That attempt has been given up, 
but only for the moment I assume.

The Ukraine, however, had nothing 
at all to commemorate.  It had no war 
of independence.  It existed without 
a history, and therefore without much 
sense of a present.  Its political life 
consisted of apparently meaningless 
“colour revolutions” centred on 
personalities.  It drifted, and its 
inherited economy declined.

But a state—certainly a big 
state like the Ukraine—must find 
something to do with itself, and have 
some sense of itself as a historical 
existence.

The Deferred World War
What it decided to do was make 

itself available to the United States 
for a proxy conflict with Russia which 
would end the 1945 compromise 
on which the United Nations was 
founded.

General Patton had been eager to 
have a go in 1945.  But it would have 

been ideologically problematic to 
go straight ahead and make war on 
Russia just after Russia was seen as 
having saved civilisation from being 
destroyed by German barbarism—
and would also have been risky.  
But now an essentially purposeless 
Ukraine has provided the United 
States with the opportunity of 
fighting the deferred war of 1945 
against Russia for unchallenged 
dominance of the world, but fighting 
it as a proxy war.

The Source Of 
Ukrainian Nationalism
A nation-state must find some 

national purpose.  When Russia 
dismantled the Soviet Union, it 
was itself going through a phase 
of post-nationalism—it was living 
in wonderland.  It seems to have 
regarded the Ukraine as a second 
Russia against which no precautions 
need to be taken.  It took no account 
of either strategic or ethnic factors—
and there was at the time little 
appearance of ethnic or linguistic 
difference between Ukraine and 
Russia.

The Ukraine was bland.  The 
Ukrainian nationalism, which had 
twice in the first half of the 20th 
century tried and failed to establish a 
Ukrainian State, seemed to have died 
away.

But nationalisms do not die 
easily.  And it is not surprising that 
the Ukraine, in search of meaning 
for itself, remembered Petliura and 
Bandera.

Simon Petliura, around 1919, had 
a powerful vision of the Ukraine as 
a socialist nation-state and attempted 
to put it into effect.  Bandera revived 
that vision around 1941.

Both of them were assassinated in 
exile after their nationalist efforts had 
failed.  And both were assassinated 
on the ground that they were 
exterminators of Jews.

There is no doubt that Ukrainian 
nationalism was actively anti-
Semitic on both occasions.  All that 
is questionable is how much Petliura 
and Bandera personally encouraged 
it.

It seems that Petliura at least 
discouraged it, but had no effective 

control over the populace of the 
Ukrainian Peoples’ Republic which 
he set up.

He seems to have been an 
intellectual caught by a vision, 
rather like Patrick Pearse, with the 
difference that he had to govern the 
Republic he proclaimed, and that the 
nation on whose behalf he purported 
to act had a very doubtful existence.

Here is the opening paragraph of 
a booklet about him by V. Koroliv, 
issued in English translation, by the 
Ukrainian Editorial Company, based 
in Kiev and Prague in June 1919:  
Simon Petliura:  Ukrainian Chief 
and Popular Hero:

“There are moments in the life 
of every nation when the collective 
will of the entire human mass seems 
to be turned towards some great 
aspiration:  when the whole body of 
the people becomes saturated with 
one idea, when all his spiritual power 
is strained to the utmost, his soul 
being full of ecstasy bordering on 
fanaticism.  These glorious epoch[s] 
of national regeneration are at the 
same time the birth ages of great 
heroes.  Unfortunate would be the 
nation unable to give life to such a 
high guide whose heart is beating in 
harmony with her own.  Such a nation 
is like a herd without shepherd, like 
a chaotic element uncontrolled by 
reason.  And since nothing but cool 
reason works the destroying forces 
of element into something of positive 
value, the nation in such conditions 
would not be able to achieve her 
enfranchisement.

“The history of the Ukraine 
contains not a few brilliant pages 
devoted to national heroes, 
presenting, each of hem, the 
very essence of the national ideal 
of a certain epoch.  The Hitman 
Bugdan Chmelnytzky, Ivan Syrko, 
Petra Doroshenko and others 
have been true popular heroes, 
created by national vital forces 
and born to be leaders.  Indeed, 
they led the whole nation, they 
drew her towards a high goal.

“Yet these are all names of 
a better age when the earth 
swarmed with fairy knights and 
paladins sans peur et sans 
reproche.  Could we possibly 
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equal it, we feeble heirs of past 
fame?  Could we have been 
chosen by fate for seeing eye to 
eye such regenerated legend.  
Did we ever dream of witnessing 
such giant deeds?  Our life has 
been so quiet, so well regulated 
in the monotony of everyday work 
that we should but marvel and 
respectfully bend our heads at 
the sight of great men, creators of 
things.

“Life, however, chose to give 
us, children of the XXth century, 
a reproduction of the past.  
The great war, the prodigious 
proceedings we did experience 
brought about real heroes—men 
of titanic moral power…

“The most powerful individuality 
between such guides is our actual 
chief Simon Petliura, known 
among country folk and soldiers 
as their “Batka” (that means 
“father”)…”

Russia And Nationalism
But Petliura did not at first 

support separation from Russia.  At 
a Congress of the newly organised 
Army he adopted a cautious, long-
term approach comparable with 
Kerensky’s and advocated a federal 
relationship with Russia.

But—
“the Russian intellectuals 

having lost the organic tie with the 
people-mass—got out of balance 
and in their panical fear of the 
anarchical mob they let fall the 
reins from their hands.  And as 
they were standing on the cross-
road the flood of human masses 
which had been let loose came 
swelling over them…

“Why is it so?  We never 
doubted that the essential reason 
lies in the lack of nationally 
minded Russian leaders on the 
whole surface of Russia…  The 
Russian leading men have been, 
so to speak, parvenus.  They felt 
equally at home in every town in 
their immense fatherland:  would 
it be Moscow or Petrograd, Kiev 
or Tiflis, Riga or Tashkent.  They 

were the same everywhere.  As to 
the natives they did not know them, 
having no immediate contact 
whatever with the folk.  Under 
the name of ‘natives’ Russian 
politicians understood the entire 
population of the Russian state 
while they treated every single 
individuals out of the people as 
“mujiks” that, naturally, had to be 
taken care of and educated “to 
grow up to the level” by means of 
evolutionary progress.”

The absence of nationalist feeling 
in Russian society was something 
I had come across before.  In the 
era of the French Revolution when 
nationalism was the order of the day, 
a Moscow intellectual, whose name 
I have forgotten, published a book 
suggesting that Russia was not a 
nation.  There was an outcry against 
him.  There was talk of treason.  
Fortunately the writer was a friend of 
the Tsar and the Tsar said his friend 
must have been momentarily out of 
his mind when he wrote that book 
and advised him to take a rest in the 
country.

But Moscow understood itself 
to be a civilisation rather than a 
nation.  It was the third Rome, and 
Rome certainly had not been a 
nation.  Rome was perhaps a source 
of nations in its engagement with 
the barbarians who destroyed it and 
then ruled in its name, preserving it 
as a ghostly name:  the Holy Roman 
Empire.

Koroliv continues:
“Now the other nations living 

on the territory of ex-Russia had 
each of them a class of educated 
men, an intellectual set, issued 
from the very source of the nation.  
Therefore with the outbreak 
of the revolution the national 
intellectual classes of the nations 
forming Russia sought the head 
of their respective people which 
did understand to respect their 
natural leaders.  This was not the 
case with the Russian leaders.  
For the great Russian people did 
not acknowledge his leaders to 
be his very blood and bone and 
definitively gave them up.  So it 
came to pass that at the head of 

the Russian people we beheld 
either men foreign by birth as 
Trotzky—Bronstein or Russian 
only by name, internationalists 
as Lenin.  They led its unhappy 
people on the terrible road that 
accomplished the disaster of 
Russia and is menacing all 
Europe and, possibly, all the 
world with unexperienced terrors.

“Meanwhile the Ukrainian 
leaders (as likewise other 
national groups) being the 
creation of general national 
milieu, and having preserved a 
deep bond with the masses was 
executing the collective will of 
the nation.  The deepest impulse 
out of the national soul served 
to the Ukrainian upper class 
as a leading principle.  That is 
the reason why in Ukraine the 
leading men do not lose their 
posts, do not leave the nation 
err dangerously about as a lost 
sheep.  The Ukrainian intellectual 
class itself is in the process of 
evolution in connection with the 
general national movement…”

Kerenskyian socialism tried to 
continue the Tsarist war on Germany 
as a national war, without disrupting 
the Russian social structure.  It was 
swept aside by Lenin’s movement—
which ended Russia’s participation 
in the War, destroyed what there was 
of a ruling class, and established a 
regime of state whose sphere of action 
was the world.  Petliura became 
a national separatist, committing 
himself to “the folk”.  But he was 
not in fact a representative figure of 
the folk.  Whatever his origins, he 
had become a member of the Russian 
intelligentsia.  When he committed 
himself to separatist Ukrainian 
nationalism, he took an even greater 
leap in the dark than Lenin did.  It 
does not seem that there was any 
groundwork of Ukrainian nationalist 
development for Petliura to act on.  
Lenin had levers by means of which 
he could act.  Petliura depended on 
spontaneous action by “the folk”,  
and what “the folk” did could not 
meet with his approval.

Pearse, at the founding of the 
Volunteers, described the Irish people 
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throughout the 19th century as having 
been a mob desperately trying to 
realise itself as a nation.  The Irish had 
certainly been reduced to something 
like a mob by the century of Penal 
Laws but, when the Ascendancy 
Parliament was abolished, they were 
easily assembled into a purposeful 
mass for a realisable political purpose 
by O’Connell, and were a coherent 
national force by Pearse’s time.  

In the Ukraine in 1919, however, 
the herd and the shepherd just did 
not belong together.  The herd that 
seemed to follow Petliura took little 
heed of him—And it was in any 
case just one amongst many herds.  
There were three local armies in 
conflict with each other, and then a 
fourth Army appeared, an Army sent 
by Britain and France to restore the 
Tsarist State.

The Proskurov Pogrom
A couple of months before 

this booklet about Petliura was 
published, the great Proskurov 
Pogrom happened.  It was one of 
many pogroms that happened after 
the fall of the Tsarist State and the 
establishment of the Ukrainian 
People’s Republic, but it has been the 
most noticed of them.

Proskurov was a village—a town 
by Irish standards—in the Jewish 
Pale of Settlement, a huge area 
where Jews lived almost a normal 
social life.

A book by Abraham Rechtman 
of Proskurov has been published 
recently:  The Lost World Of Russia’s 
Jews:  Ethnography And Folklore 
Of The Pale Of Settlement.  (For 
“Russia’s Jews” read “Ukraine’s 
Jews”.)

In 1914 Rechtman was engaged in 
a survey of Jewish life in the Pale, on 
behalf of the Jewish Ethnographic 
Expedition from St. Petersburg, 
when he was arrested on suspicion of 
being a German spy.  Who else but a 
German spy would be going around a 
frontier area in wartime taking photos 
and acquiring information?  He was 
released but the Expedition was cut 
short.  His Report of the Expedition 
received little notice, possibly 
because it was written in Yiddish, 
the actual language of Jewish life in 
the main region of Jewish society—

which Zionism suppressed and 
replaced with Hebrew.

Rechtman got the Yiddish version 
published in Argentina in the 1950s.  
An English version was published by 
Indiana University last year, with an 
Introduction by Nathaniel Deutsch in 
which the 1919 Pogrom is described.

Proskurov, in Podolia, “the cradle 
of the Hasidic movement”, had a 
population in 1900 of just under 
14,000, of which 11,000 were Jews:

“On February 15, 1919, soldiers 
in Simon Petlyura’s army under 
the command of the Hetman Ivan 
Samosenko entered Praskurov.  
While a military band played, the 
soldiers cried out ‘Kill the Jews 
and Save the Ukraine’ and began 
to slaughter, maim and rape the 
town’s Jewish residents, employing 
bayonets and lances in order to 
conserve ammunition.  More than 
fifteen hundred Jews (some estimates 
exceeded four thousand) were 
murdered and many others were 
injured in a pogrom that became 
emblematic of the tidal wave of 
violence that swamped Jewish 
communities in the borderland 
regions of the former Russian 
Empire…”

In the notorious Kishinev Pogrom 
of 1903, 49 Jews had been killed.

Petliura, in exile in France, was 
assassinated in 1927 by a Jew, Symon 
Schwartzbard.  Schwartzbard’s 
defence was an indictment of 
Petliura as a killer of Jews.  Petliura 
was found guilty.

Jabotinski & Petliura
I know of only one modern—

post-Soviet—Ukrainian publication 
about Petliura in English translation, 
Symon Petliura And The Jewry by 
Professor Volodymar Serhiychuk, of 
the Kyiv National Taron Shevchenko 
University, published in Kiev in 
2000.

The Professor does not deny that 
the establishment of the Ukrainian 
nationalist People’s Republic was 
accompanied by widespread killing 
of Jews.  Indeed he explains why that 
should have been the case.   But he 
claims that Petliura had no personal 
responsibility for it.  And he quotes 
an article in defence of Petliura, 
which appeared when he was 

assassinated and the French Court 
justified the assassination, written 
by Zhabotinsky—whom I take to be 
the revisionist Zionist Jabotinsky, 
who insisted in the 1920s that a 
Jewish State could be established 
in Palestine only through colonial 
conquest and the subjugation of the 
native population.

Jabotinsky said he had known 
Petliura well and had campaigned 
with him for progressive causes and 
therefore he knew that he was not an 
anti-Semite.  A year later, however, 
Jabotinsky, under Jewish pressure, 
agreed that Petliura had to be found 
guilty of the purges of the Jewish 
population by the forces of the 
People’s Republic, as he was Head 
of its Government.

There was an abstract, theoretical 
affinity between the socialist pioneers 
of nationalism.  As socialists they 
stood for nationalism against the over-
riding of nationalist development 
by trans-national socialism.  They 
approved of each other in principle 
against the internationalism of the 
Bolsheviks, even though in practice 
they were bound to come into conflict 
with each other, as nationalism is not 
internationalistic.

Petliura, the Ukrainian national-
socialist, went into alliance with 
Pilsudski, the Polish national-
socialist, in his war against Lenin—
the international socialist.  Pilsudski 
won, but the effect of his victory 
was to extend the Polish State into 
Western Ukraine—where Polish 
influence had been locally dominant 
in the Tsarist Empire.

National-socialism
National-socialism was far from 

being peculiar to Germany.  It 
was common to most of Europe—
as remade by the Versailles 
Conference—and it had a strong 
presence even in Jewish politics.  
The Empires in which the Jews had 
a specialised place were broken up.  
If they could not hold that place in 
the multitude of nation-states created 
by Versailles, then they would have 
to make other arrangements.

The difference with German 
national socialism was that Germany 
was a powerful nation-state when 
the British, French and Tsarist 
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Empires, along with the American 
Republic, made war on it;  plundered 
it after the War;  and deliberately 
humiliated it and subjected it to 
disabling restrictions.  Having been 
treated like that, it needed to be kept 
down.  France, which had borne the 
main cost of defeating it, wanted to 
break it up into three or four states.  
Britain would not allow that.  It 
insisted on maintaining the unity of 
the German state as a counter-weight 
to France, and then it enabled Hitler 
to break all the Versailles restrictions 
and directed him eastwards towards 
the Bolshevik enemy.  It made him 
the hegemonic power in Eastern 
Europe in 1938.  Its sudden decision 
in March 1939 to make war on him 
has never been explained—except in 
kindergarten terms.

Babi Yar
What Germany did in the Ukraine, 

when it returned in 1941, was not 
different in kind from what had been 
done by Ukrainian national-socialism 
in 1919-20.  Jews and Bolsheviks—
which were taken to be two names 
for the same thing—were dealt 
with.  The Ukrainian nationalists co-
operated.  But the Germans would 
not agree to a restoration of the 
Ukrainian nationalist State which had 
been destroyed by the Bolsheviks.  
Petliura’s successor, Stepan Bandera, 
was therefore detained.  

But the Germans in Kiev in 
1941 did not find themselves in a 
socially-hostile environment.  A 
Ukrainian military force fought with 
the Germans against Russia, even 
though the formation of a Ukrainian 
Government was not allowed.

Jews, Bolsheviks and some others 
were rounded up, killed and thrown 
into a ravine called Babi Yar in the 
neighbourhood of Kiev.  One of 
the books written about this is by a 
Patrick Dempsey, who includes some 
Einsatz-gruppe Reports on how the 
work was going.

Report of October 7th, 1941.  (The 
number of Jews in Kiev said to be 
about 300,000).

“The population cooperate very 
readily by furnishing information 
on explosives or secret membership 
in the NKVD, the Party and the Red 
Army.  Unlike the first days, one 

could note that information was 90% 
correct.  The reason for this is that the 
city inhabitants are less frightened 
than is the rural population, since 
they do not fear the possibility of the 
return of the Bolsheviks”  (Dempsey, 
Babi Yar, p165).

“The population was extremely 
infuriated against the Jews because 
of their preferential economical 
status under Soviet rule.  It could 
also be proved that the Jews had 
participated in arson.  The population 
expected adequate reprisals from 
the Germans.  For this purpose, in 
agreement with the city military 
command, all the Jews of Kiev were 
ordered to appear at a certain place on 
Monday September 29, by 6 o’clock.  
The order was publicised by posters 
all over the town by members of the 
newly organised Ukrainian militia.  
At the same time, information was 
passed that all the Jews in Kiev 
would be moved to another place…

“The population agreed with the 
plan to move the Jews to another 
place.  That they were actually 
liquidated has hardly been made 
known.  However, according to 
the experience gained so far, 
this would not meet with any 
opposition…”  (p166).

According to Dempsey:
“On Friday July 25th [1941] 

the aptly called Petliura Days 
commenced a pogrom in Lvov, 
which saw a murderous reign 
of terror waged against Lvov’s 
Jews…  At Lvov, at Vilna, at 
Vinnitsa, and then at Kiev a 
line has been drawn by which 
humankind now knows the 
degeneracy of man…”  (p67).

I assume that the “arson” 
mentioned above was the destruction 
of a complex of buildings that was 
the heart of Kiev—its Piccadilly, 
Leicester Square and Shaftesbury 
Avenue.  Anatoli Kuznetsov in his 
Babi Yar (published in censored 
form in the Soviet Union and 
later—as written—in the West) 
says, disapprovingly, that the Red 
Army networked the complex with 
explosives as they were about to 
leave, and later set off the explosives 
as the city was settling down under 
German rule, provoking reprisals, 

and spoiling the harmony of the 
scene.

Kuznetsov describes how German 
re-occupation had been expected 
and how his parents had different 
opinions about it, one of them 
looking forward to it and the other 
being apprehensive about it, while 
he himself, experiencing the event, 
concluded that “…in this world there 
is neither brains, nor goodness, nor 
good sense, but only brute force…  
The world was just one big Babi 
Yar.  And there two great forces 
had come up against each other and 
were striking against each other like 
hammer and anvil, and the wretched 
people were in between, with no way 
out”  (Babi Yar, 1972 edition, p204).

How did these two fundamentalist 
forces erupt out of 19th century 
European civilisation, and come 
to dominate world affairs by their 
conflict in the mid-20th century?

The only explanation I can find 
is that Britain, by entering the 
European War without sufficient 
reason in August 1914, and fighting 
it as a Total War, a war against Evil, 
a People’s War (so it was described 
at the time), a war of extinction, 
destroyed European civilisation 
and set its elements loose, and then 
manipulated them ham-fistedly.  And 
Europe has never been itself since.

The outstanding fact about the 
Ukraine in that period is that its large 
Jewish population disappeared, that 
Ukrainian nationalists cooperated 
actively with the Germans though 
denied statehood, and that the 
Bolsheviks broke German power 
and restored the Ukraine as a stable 
Republic within the Soviet system—
bearing out Edmund Burke’s opinion 
that the basic right—in the sense of 
the basic need—of a people is to be 
governed with a reliable degree of 
regularity.

The present trouble began when 
the Ukraine—through no effort of 
its own—was made an independent 
state by Russian decision, and did 
not quite know what to do with itself 
until the United States took it in hand 
as a means of concluding the conflict 
with Russia which it drew back from 
in 1945.

When independent Ukraine looked 
for something in its own history to 
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mould itself on, what was there but 
Petliura and Bandera.

Bandera was assassinated in West 
Germany by a Jew in 1959.  The 
defence was the same as in the 
Petliura case, but the country was 
different and so was the Spirit of the 
Age.  A Cold War verdict was brought 
in:  the assassination of Bandera as a 
Pogromist was denounced as a murder 
committed by Moscow.

Ukrainian nationalism seemed 
to appear from nowhere when the 
Russian State crumbled in 1917.  It 
was a national-socialist development 
of Russian Social-Democracy and 
was anti-Semitic in fact, though not 
by declaration.  It was an incongruous 
ideal, which failed utterly to dominate 
the Ukrainian situation by governing 
it.

It revived in 1941 in alliance with 
Germany, and was suppressed again by 
Bolshevism.  And, fourteen years after 
Ukraine was made an independent 
state by Moscow, its slogans and 
symbols appeared again in the anti-
Government demonstrations in Kiev.

In 2014 an elected Government 
negotiated trade deals with the EU for 
its agricultural goods, and with Russia 
for its industrial goods.  The EU 
objected.  It wanted the Ukraine within 
its sphere and cut off from Russia.

The EU Parliament, of which 
our own Pat Cox was a prominent 
member, made noises.  Anti-Russian 
street politics erupted (or should 
we say were stoked up?) in Kiev.  
The EU got worried about breaking 
Parliamentary forms.  It tried to 
calm the situation and get the elected 
President, Yanukovic, ousted at the 
next election.  Washington, which 
understood the dynamics of such 
things, said: “Fuck the EU”, and 
drove on the street-politics to the point 
of a coup d’état and the assault on the 
Russian minority.

Europe Rejects Compromise:  
Maidan Square

Europe, having been fascist and 
anti-Semitic, and having been put 
on a different footing (with the same 
population) by outside forces in 1945, 
was working hard at being good, and 
was uneasy about phenomena which 
reminded it of what it had been so 
recently, and which it had not rejected 
by its own efforts.  But Washington 
had no such concerns.  The state it 

governed had its origins in a form of 
British religious fanaticism.  It was 
constructed by means of multiple 
genocides—real genocides, not mere 
massacres.  President Wilson, at the 
end of the Great War for Democracy 
and Civilisation, praised the Ku Klux 
Klan for saving the Union in the South 
at the end of the Civil War and many 
US citizens remain of that opinion.  
And an effective Anti-Semitism was 
maintained in many areas without the 
need for legislation.  

These things may now be seen as 
deplorable but they were the case, and 
if they had not been the case the USA 
would not be anything like it is.

Many states had miscegenation laws 
until recently:  I don’t know if any still 
have them.  But I know that, when the 
Nazi movement was being forged, 
mainstream US publications were 
asserting that, if race-mixing with 
the natives had not been prevented, 
the USA would be a mess like Latin 
America was.

The USA lives out of its own 
experience.  It is in that respect the 
only independent country in its Free 
World.  And, out of its own experience, 
it could have seen nothing problematic 
in the features of actual Ukrainian 
nationalism that make most Europeans 
feel queasy.

Europe, to use Koroliv’s description 
of the Russian intelligentsia, is a 
parvenu phenomenon.  It is in basic 
matters a kind of Toy-Town, set up by 
the US after 1945—the first instalment 
of a universal Disneyland.

And now Ireland wants to be part 
of it.  It owes no historical debt to 
either Europe or the USA.  It brought 
itself into existence, against Imperial 
opposition, through its own efforts, 
entirely without American or European 
support.  It was nobody’s catspaw or 
proxy.  It had its Fascist movement in 
the 1930s, led by eminent Treatyite 
academics and politicians, but the 
system of Parliamentary party-politics 
was upheld by the Anti-Treaty party, 
relying in the main on the small 
farmers.  And then it refused to take 
part in Britain’s 2nd World War—the 
only English-speaking democracy to 
do so.

But now it is behaving just like 
a European country that had been 
Fascist and had been defeated in the 
War, and must make amends forever 
after.

That World War, entirely of 
England’s making, was unnecessary, 
purposeless, and counter-productive 
from England’s viewpoint.  But 
England has a hankering for war 
which must be indulged.  It has now 
declared war aims for the Ukrainian 
State which require the destruction of 
the Russian State.

In 1939 it provoked a German/Polish 
War, and expanded it into a World 
War,—in which the Russian State, in 
the course of defending itself, had to 
fight its way into Central Europe—a 
fact that was noticed in Ireland at the 
time, and was not considered a good 
thing.  And the Ukraine is clearly 
not of the opinion that the defeat of 
Germany by Russia was a good thing.

Russia was attacked by Fascist 
Europe in 1941:  Finland, Germany, 
Hungary, Rumania, Italy.

The Baltic countries were occupied 
by Russia as a defensive action against 
Germany in 1940 when Britain—
having taken its army off the French 
battlefield—was intent on “spreading 
the war”, so that others would fight 
it.  The only substantial ‘Other’ in 
prospect  being Russia.  

In 1941 the Baltic countries were 
liberated by Germany and were 
content to settle down in the New 
Order.  But they were subjugated again 
when Germany was defeated.

It is reported that the Lithuanian 
Government has made it a crime 
to celebrate the anniversary of the 
World War—the defeat of Germany 
and its allies by Russia.  Could it be 
that this signifies the end of simulated 
experience in Europe, an end of 
humbug, and an admission that the 
overthrow of the Fascist order by 
Russia was experienced as a defeat, 
rather than a liberation?

The Germans were not the only 
people who fought against liberation 
by Russia to the bitter end:  so did the 
Ukrainian nationalists.

The EU may share Henry Ford’s 
opinion that history is bunk, and that 
the best thing to do with it is to make 
up fairy stories about it.  But in the 
long run facts matter:  and facts are 
beginning to matter very much for 
Europe just now.
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Kissinger Warns about US action in Ukraine
Kissinger at Davos, 2022 
Kissinger is aware of the possible 

catastrophe looming as a result of 
American action in Ukraine

Transcript
 Henry Kissinger: [00:02:59] 

Let me thank you for letting me 
return to Davos, because it is such 
a crucial forum for the exchange 
of ideas all over the world. But the 
outcome of this turning point — it’s 
not yet obvious, because there are a 
number of issues which are still under 
consideration within the realm of the 
decision-makers and of course, many 
evolutions that are going on that will 
affect the outcome. 

Let me sketch the issues. The most 
vivid at the moment is the war in 
Ukraine, and the outcome of that war, 
both in the military and political sense, 
will affect relations between groupings 
of countries, which I will mention 
in a minute. And the outcome of any 
war and the peace settlement, and the 
nature of that peace settlement — it 
will determine whether the combatants 
remain permanent adversaries, or 
whether it is possible to fit them into 
an international framework. 

About eight years ago, when the idea 
of membership of Ukraine in NATO 
came up, I wrote an article in which 
I said that the ideal outcome would 
be if Ukraine could be constituted 
as a neutral kind of state, as a bridge 
between Russia and Europe. Rather 
than, it’s the front line of groupings 
within Europe. I think that opportunity 
is now- does not now exist in the same 
manner, but it could still be conceived 
as an ultimate objective. In my view, 
movement towards negotiations 
and negotiations on peace need to 
begin in the next two months so that 
the outcome of the war should be 
outlined. But before it could create 
upheaval and tensions that will be 
ever-harder to overcome, particularly 
between the eventual relationship 
of Russia, Georgia and of Ukraine 
towards Europe. Ideally, the dividing 
line should return the status quo 
ante. I believe to join the war beyond 
Poland would draw- turn it into a 
war and not about the freedom of 
Ukraine, which has been undertaken 
with great cohesion by NATO, but 
into against Russia itself and so, that 
seems to me to be the dividing line that 

it is just impossible to define. It will 
be difficult for anybody to gauge of 
that. Modifications of that may occur 
during the negotiations, which of 
course, have not yet been established, 
but which should begin to be the return 
of the major participants as the war 
develops, and I have given an outline 
of a possible military outcome. But 
would like to keep in mind that any 
modifications of that could complicate 
the negotiations in which Ukraine has 
a right to be a significant participant, 
but in which one hopes that they match 
the heroism that they have shown in 
the war with wisdom for the balance 
in Europe and in the world at large — 
a relationship that will develop as a 
result of this war, between Ukraine — 
which will be probably the strongest 
conventional power on the continent 
— and the rest of Europe will develop 
over a period of time. 

But one has to look both at the 
relationship of Europe to Russia 
over a longer period and in a manner 
that is separated from the existing 
leadership whose status, however, will 
be affected internally over a period of 
time by its performance in this in this 
period. Looked at from a long-term 
point of view, Russia has been, for 400 
years, an essential part of Europe, and 
European policy over that period of 
time has been affected, fundamentally, 
by its European assessment of the role 
of Russia. Sometimes in an observing 
way, but on a number of occasions as 
the guarantor, or the instrument, by 
which the European balance could be 
re-established. Current policy should 
keep in mind the restoration of this 
role is important to develop, so that 
Russia is not driven into a permanent 
alliance with China. But European 
relations with it are not the only key 
element of this [unintelligible]. 

China and United States, we know 
that in the next years have to come to 
some definition of how to conduct the 
long-term relationship of countries, it 
depends on their strategic capacities, 
but also on their interpretation of these 
capacities. In recent years, China 
and the United States evolved into 
a relationship that is unique in each 
side’s history. That is that they, from 
the point of view of strategic potential, 
they are the greatest threat to each 
other — in fact, the only military 
threat that each side needs to deal with 

continuously. And so the challenge, the 
period in which I was involved in the 
creation of this relationship, in which it 
was thought that a period of permanent 
collaboration might emerge of the two 
countries becoming [unintelligible] 
has been partly jeopardized and 
for the period probably terminated 
by the growth in the strategic and 
technical competence of each other. 
So on that level, there is an inherent 
adversarial aspect. The challenge is 
whether this adversarial aspect can be 
mitigated and progressively eased by 
the diplomacy that both sides conduct 
and it cannot be done unilaterally by 
one side. So, both sides have to come 
to the conviction that some easing of 
the political relationship is essential 
because they are in a position that has 
never existed before — plainly, that 
a conflict with modern technology, 
conducted in the absence of any 
preceding arms control negotiations, 
so they have no established criteria of 
limitations, will be a catastrophe for 
mankind. 

Whatever their differences within 
the context of historical politics, the 
leaders have an obligation to prevent 
this and ensure, at a minimum, 
permanent consultations, serious 
consultations on the subject, legal 
gameplays on a permanent basis. And 
then it’s an evolution of this. 

Of course, there are many unfinished 
periods in the future of world. The 
emergence of additional nuclear 
powers, of which the most urgent is 
the rise of Iran and the consequent 
divisions in the Middle East. And as 
in the period directly affected by the 
Ukrainian issue, but affected by the 
balance that will emerge, the rise 
of countries like India and Brazil 
and other countries, will have to be 
integrated into an international system. 
They seem to me to be the key issues, 
together with the fact that the Ukraine 
conflict has produced a rupture in the 
economic arrangements that have 
been made in the period before, so that 
the definition and operation of a global 
system will have to be reconsidered. 

It is these challenges I put forward 
as an analogy, but I believe they must 
be overcome, if we are not going to 
live in an increasingly confrontational 
and chaotic world. 
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Early day motion on the cost of 
living

Motion text (presented by John 
Trickett; supported by John Cruddas, 
Diane Abbott, Kim Johnson, Bell 
Ribeiro-Addy; also Tony Lloyd, plus 
one Independent and one Green MP)   
24th May 2022

That this House expresses its 
deepest concerns about the explosion 
in the cost of living and its impact on 
millions of working people across 
the country, with inflation now at 
nine per cent, wages stagnating or 
declining and the cost of energy, food, 
transport, childcare and many other 
essentials rising at an alarmingly 
rapid rate; notes that the situation 
has become so desperate for millions 
of people that we are now facing a 
social emergency; acknowledges 
this has been compounded by global 
forces such as the war in Ukraine 
and the pandemic, but reminds the 
Government that failure to help 
people with the cost of living totally 
undermines any serious attempt to 
level up our country; and calls on the 
Government to take radical action 
in the form of a Marshall Plan style 
investment scheme to invest in decent 
jobs and pay, public services, research 
and development, infrastructure and 
energy, particularly in held back 
areas, which could be paid for by 
taxing wealth, levelling up taxes on 
capital gains, dividends and other 
forms of wealth so as to be in line 
with at least the basic rate of income 
tax, and taking action on offshore 
loopholes and clamping down on tax 
avoidance.
https://edm.parliament.uk/early-

day-motion/59802
John Trickett had earlier proposed 

an early day motion on the same 
subject:  8th March 2022

Motion text
That this House expresses its 

deepest concerns about the explosion 
in the cost of living and its impact on 
millions of working people across 
the country, with Ofgem announcing 
that the energy price cap will rise by 
£693 to £1,971 per year on 1 April 
2022, a 54 per cent rise; further 
notes a rise of up to 13 per cent in 
the lowest paid workers’ National 
Insurance contributions from April 
2022, together with increases in 
council tax and the highest levels of 
inflation for nearly 30 years; sadly 
notes wage growth has been stagnant 
for 15 years and looks set to stay 
that way, with the average person 
losing £1,000 in real terms in 2022 
alone; particularly notes Resolution 
Foundation’s report showing people 
are facing the worst fall in living 
standards since the 1970s; highlights 
that food prices have increased, since 
2010, by 27 per cent and childcare 
costs by 50 per cent, placing strain on 
millions of families; shares concerns 
that despite the decline in quality of 
privatised transport, bus and rail 
fares are up 50 per cent on average; 
also acknowledges the struggle faced 
by private renters, with average 
annual rents up £2,000 since 2010; 
notes with regret that this cost of 
living crisis will be compounded 
by the war in Ukraine and many 
families will be pushed deeper 
below the poverty line; and urges 
the Government to act immediately 
to tackle the cost of living crisis by 
ensuring that those with the broadest 
shoulders contribute more.
https://edm.parliament.uk/early-

day-motion/59554

Ed Miliband on a windfall tax to 
remedy the cost of living crisis

h t t p s : / / h a n s a r d . p a r l i a m e n t .
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Tackl ingShort-TermAndLong-
TermCostOfLivingIncreases

I beg to move an amendment, at the 
end of the Question to add:

“but respectfully regret that the 
Gracious Speech fails to announce a 
windfall tax on the profits of oil and 
gas producers, in order to provide 
much-needed relief from energy 
price increases for households.”

The cost of living crisis is the biggest 
issue facing our country, which is 
why we have chosen it as the subject 
of today’s debate, and I welcome 
the Chancellor’s participation. We 
should start by being sober about the 
unprecedented social emergency our 
country faces. According to a report 
that has just been published by the 
Food Foundation, 2 million of our 
fellow citizens went without food 
for a whole day in the past month 
because they could not afford to 
eat; 7 million families had to skip a 
meal, and that was true of nearly half 
of those on universal credit. This is 
not just about families out of work; 
it is about families in work too. This 
is a social emergency and it is also a 
looming economic threat, depriving 
our economy of the spending power 
it needs. The question at the heart of 
this debate is whether this Gracious 
Speech, this Government and, 
yes, this Chancellor are up to the 
challenge this emergency represents.

The Chancellor wants us to believe 
that his measures in response are the 
best we can do, but they are not—not 
by a long shot. The cost of living 
crisis is driven most of all by what 
is happening to energy bills, so let 
us look at the three chances he has 
had in the past seven months to act 
on energy bills. Last August, nine 
months ago, the first energy price rise 
was announced—this was a £139 
increase in the price cap. So way back 
then he knew what was happening. 
Then in October he delivered the 
Budget. Wholesale energy prices were 
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rocketing and the warning signals were 
flashing, but the Chancellor did nothing. 
He should re-read that Budget speech, 
because I think it would make even him 
wince. It is a model of complacency. He 
had drunk his own Kool-Aid. He told the 
country back then that “wages are rising”, 
that we have “growth up” and that on 
inflation we have a Government...ready 
and willing to act”—[Official Report, 27 
October 2021; Vol. 702, c. 275.]

He said that the “plan is working”.
Where are we now? On wages, the 

Office for Budget Responsibility is this 
year forecasting the biggest fall in living 
standards for 45 years. Growth turned 
negative in March, with the Bank of 
England suggesting that the economy 
is going to shrink through the winter. 
We are now set for the highest level of 
inflation for 40 years. The plan is not 
working; it is failing.

[…]
The Chancellor did not act when he 

could have done. In February he had 
another chance, as the largest energy 
price rise in our history, at 52%, was 
announced. He could have responded in 
a way commensurate with the crisis—
[Interruption.] Members say that he did, 
but let us look at this. What was his grand 
offer to the country? It was a £150 council 
tax discount based on outdated property 
values, which missed out hundreds of 
thousands of the poorest families, and 
of course there was his £200 “buy now, 
pay later” loan scheme. This is a loan 
scheme that he risibly claims is not a 
loan, although it has to be paid back, and 
it does not even come in until October. 
What are families supposed to do in the 
meantime while they wait for his loan? It 
is almost as though the Chancellor is so 
out of touch that he does not realise that 
10 million families in our country have 
no savings at all.

[…]
What are the Government’s excuses 

for not applying a windfall tax? First, 
they said in January that the oil and gas 
companies were, in the words of the 
Education Secretary, “struggling”. BP 
has its highest profits for a decade, Shell 
has its highest profits ever, and the boss of 
BP, Bernard Looney, describes the price 
hike as a “cash machine”—and these 
people say the companies are struggling. 
Perhaps we can have a show of hands: 
does anyone on the Government Benches 
still believe that those companies are 
struggling? What is the Government’s 
next excuse? They argue that a windfall 
tax will hurt investment—

The problem is that the companies 
themselves say that is nonsense. 
BP’s chief executive officer, Bernard 

Looney—whom I take as more of an 
authority than the hon. Gentleman—was 
asked two weeks ago which investments 
he would not proceed with if a windfall 
tax was levied. What was his answer?

“There are none that we wouldn’t do.”
Even BP does not buy the Tory 

arguments against a windfall tax on BP.
The final excuse—[Interruption.] 

I want to come to this because it is 
important, and I am perhaps anticipating 
the Chancellor. The final excuse is that 
it is somehow anti-business to levy 
a windfall tax. Let us dispose of that 
argument, too. I strongly recommend 
that Members who believe that argument 
read an article that I have with me—I 
am happy to put a copy in the Library 
of the House—by Mr Irwin Stelzer, a 
long-time confidant of Rupert Murdoch. 
This is the first time I have quoted him in 
the House. A few days ago, in an article 
entitled, “Now is the time for a windfall 
profits tax”, he wrote:

“People who believe in capitalism 
believe that private sector companies 
should be rewarded for taking risks…not 
be rewarded for happening to be around 
when some disruption drives up prices, 
producing windfalls.”

That is the point: these profits are 
unearned and unexpected, and the 
British people are paying for that 
windfall. These companies are profiting 
not from decisions they have made, risks 
they have taken or wealth they have 
created, but from a global spike in prices 
to which Britain is badly exposed—a 
spike exacerbated by Putin’s invasion of 
Ukraine.

What is the principle that the 
Government are defending here? What 
is their hill to die on? Is the principle that 
they really wish to defend that oil and 
gas companies should pocket any profits, 
however bad the geopolitical instability? 
Is that however large the crisis and 
however gigantic the windfall, taxation 
must not change? That proposition was 
rejected by Margaret Thatcher, Geoffrey 
Howe and George Osborne—remember 
him?—all of whom levied windfall taxes. 
Who else do we see supporting a windfall 
tax today? I have to say, it is a pretty big 
tent: John Allan, the guy who runs Tesco; 
Sharon White, the woman who runs John 
Lewis; Lord Browne, the guy who used 
to run BP; and Lord Hague, the guy who 
used to run the Conservative party—the 
usual leftie suspects.

The truth is that the Government have 
run out of excuses and, amid the chaos 
and confusion about their position, I 
think a massive U-turn is lumbering 
slowly over the hill. I say this to the 
Chancellor: “Swallow your pride and 

get on with it.” Every day he delays is 
another day when the British people 
are denied the help they need. Millions 
of families are having sleepless nights 
because the Chancellor will not act. 
What is he waiting for? As proposed by 
the shadow Chancellor, my hon. Friend 
the Member for Leeds West (Rachel 
Reeves), the Chancellor should come 
to the House with an emergency Budget 
that has a windfall tax, gets rid of VAT on 
energy bills, increases the warm home 
discount to £400, includes an emergency 
plan to insulate 2 million homes this 
year, and cuts business rates.

The conservative Robert Halfon 
added his voice to the call for a 
windfall tax:

“There is no recognition from Labour 
Members of the £22 billion that the 
Government put in to help with the cost 
of living, particularly the 5p cut in fuel 
duty. However, I do have one ask of my 
right hon. Friend. The oil companies are 
not passing the cuts to the pumps. They 
take ages to reduce the prices when 
the international oil price falls, but oil 
bosses are earning multi-million pound 
salaries and getting multi-million pound 
bonuses. They are, in essence, the new 
oligarchs. I urge him to consider both a 
windfall tax on the oil companies, which 
we can then use to cut taxes for the lower 
paid or to cut energy bills, and a pump-
watch monitor to make sure that there is 
fair competition and that consumers get 
a fair deal at the pumps. None the less, 
I genuinely recognise all the work that 
he has done thus far to cut the cost of 
living.”

This is Rishi Sunak’s answer to the 
windfall tax question:

“That brings me to the topic of 
a windfall tax. Unlike the Labour 
party, we Conservatives do not 
believe that windfall taxes are 
the simple and easy answer to 
every problem. However, we are 
pragmatic, and we want to see 
our energy companies, which 
have made extraordinary profits 
at a time of acutely elevated 
prices, investing those profits 
back into British jobs, growth and 
energy security. I have made it 
clear and said repeatedly that, if 
that does not happen soon and at 
significant scale, no option is off 
the table.”

However, Sunak then changed his 
mind and announced a £5bn windfall tax 
on energy companies on 26th May.
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The Ukraine War for the World
By Pat Walsh

The current war in Ukraine has 
now been formally recognised as a 
Western proxy war against Russia 
by no less than the current British 
Foreign Secretary, Elizabeth Truss. 
And there are strong indications in 
her statement of intent last week 
that it is only the start of the shape 
of things to come.  She did this in 
a landmark speech heralded by the 
British Government’s website as 
“The return of geopolitics: Foreign 
Secretary’s Mansion House speech 
at the Lord Mayor’s 2022 Easter 
Banquet.”

The British Foreign Secretary, 
taking full ownership of the war in 
Ukraine, stated her state’s position in 
the clearest possible terms:

“The war in Ukraine is our war—
it is everyone’s war because 
Ukraine’s victory is a strategic 
imperative for all of us.  Heavy 
weapons, tanks, aeroplanes—
digging deep into our inventories, 
ramping up production.  We need 
to do all of this.  We are doubling 
down.  We will keep going further 
and faster to push Russia out of 
the whole of Ukraine…”

“Britain has always stood up 
to bullies. We have always been 
risk takers. So we are prepared 
to be bold, using our strength 
in security and diplomacy, our 
economic heft, and our will and 
agility to lead the way.”

When the British Foreign Secretary 
attempts to spread responsibility 
and ownership of the Ukraine war 
to the rest of humanity by claiming 
“it is everyone’s war” she is being 
disingenuous. In point of fact, less 
than 20 per cent of the world is in 
support of the West’s war in Ukraine. 
The vast bulk of states and peoples 
in Asia, Africa and South America 
are not supportive of it, politically, 
militarily or economically. Of the 
world’s 195 countries, only 30 have 
complied with the US sanctions 
on Russia meaning around 165 
countries have refused to join.  Of 
the top 10 countries in PPP-GDP, 
five do not support the sanctions, 

including China (No. 1) and India 
(No. 3). Only in Western Europe and 
North America and a few outlying 
areas with US troops in occupation 
(Japan and South Korea) are there 
governments (and not necessarily 
peoples) willing to fuel the Ukraine 
conflict, militarily and economically 
as a “strategic imperative”.

This small and declining Western 
minority, which fails to reproduce 
itself, and requires large migrations 
from the rest of humanity to keep its 
societies going, regards itself as the 
moral conscience of the world. It 
contains the great Imperialist Powers 
which extirpated and plundered the 
rest of humanity for centuries and 
more recently set about destroying 
the Muslim world. “All of us” and 
“everyone” in the British Foreign 
Secretary’s words actually means, 
to take a phrase from US identity 
politics, the “white privileged” 
minority of humanity.

Britain has apparently “stood up to 
bullies” in the words of the British 
Foreign Secretary. That is a view that 
will not be widely shared amongst 
the mass of humanity who have 
undergone the British experience. 
What Britain actually has done in 
its history has been to cut down 
to size potential rivals to its world 
dominance, in alliance with everyone 
and anyone who would ally with it. 
Twice in the last century it allied with 
the Devil, Russia—authoritarian 
Tsarist Russia and Stalinist Bolshevik 
Russia—to cut down Germany to 
size. Whether Germany was led by 
Kaiser Wilhelm or Herr Hitler was of 
little consequence, nor was the form 
of government in Russia, for Britain.

Ironically, having recovered from 
two world war defeats it is the US/
UK war on Ukraine that may finally 
do for Germany, and perhaps the EU 
with it.

Britain also briefly thought about 
cutting the emerging US bully down 
to size in the early 20th Century but 
thought better of it after requiring 
American help to survive its two 
bungled world wars. In fighting two 
world wars to cut down Germany to 
size it lost its empire and handed over 

its global predominance, and world 
mission, to the United States. From 
there onwards, Britain has adopted a 
supporting role in the reordering of 
the world.

It would not be unreasonable for 
the world to consider Britain the 
greatest of bullies in world history. 
Certainly Britain has fought wars 
against all but a dozen countries in 
the world during the last 300 or so 
years, before handing over the main 
bullying work to its Anglo-Saxon 
cousin across the Ocean.

The gullible, with their thoughts 
moulded by the Western media, 
still believe that this is a Ukrainian 
war of resistance against Russian 
expansionism.

The British Foreign Secretary is, 
herself, a NATO-expansionist. She 
is looking forward to the day when 
NATO tackles not only Russia, but 
China too. In her Mansion House 
speech she declared:

“We need a global NATO. By 
that I don’t mean extending the 
membership to those from other 
regions. I mean that NATO must 
have a global outlook, ready to tackle 
global threats.

We need to pre-empt threats in the 
Indo-Pacific, working with our allies 
like Japan and Australia to ensure 
the Pacific is protected. And we must 
ensure that democracies like Taiwan 
are able to defend themselves.

Countries must play by the rules. 
And that includes China. Beijing 
has not condemned Russian 
aggression or its war crimes… They 
are commenting on who should or 
shouldn’t be a member of NATO. 
And they are rapidly building a 
military capable of projecting power 
deep into areas of European strategic 
interest. But China is not impervious. 
By talking about the rise of China 
as inevitable we are doing China’s 
work for it. In fact, their rise isn’t 
inevitable. They will not continue to 
rise if they don’t play by the rules.

“The fact is that most of the 
world does respect sovereignty. It 
is only a few pariahs and outliers 
that don’t.”
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This seems to suggest that the UK 
is prepared to fight a world war over 
Taiwan if it does not get one over 
Ukraine. The British Foreign Secretary 
does not seem to understand that 
Taiwan is a break-away separatist piece 
of China that the Chinese government 
is determined to reintegrate within it, 
as Zelensky declares his intention of 
doing with Crimea and Donbas.

If she is a supporter of existing 
sovereignty and territorial integrity 
why is she not calling for Armenia to 
abandon any claims to Karabakh, a 
sovereign part of Azerbaijan territory, 
one might reasonably ask? After all, 
some of this territory only remains de 
facto beyond the Azerbaijan state due 
to a Russian presence. Why is Armenia 
not treated as a pariah state by the UK 
and US for not respecting sovereignty 
and international law if this is now a 
universal principle?

The war on the ground in Ukraine 
is presently a Ukrainian/Russian war, 
with some features of a Ukrainian civil 
war within it. However, the individual 
states that make up NATO are waging 
this war, in conjunction with the 
Ukrainian government, through every 
possible means as though they were 
actually fighting it themselves, short 
of formal declaration of war and active 
participation by their military forces. 
The only thing they do not supply to 
the war is mainstream military forces 
to maintain an arm’s length, hands-
free position that confines casualties 
to the Ukrainians.

But the British Foreign Secretary 
confirms that, for the US/UK at 
least, Ukraine is simply a battle 
within a wider geopolitical war for 
world predominance, with Russia the 
initial target and China the longer-
term objective for cutting down. Is it 
likely that nuclear powers will allow 
themselves to be cut down?

The series of proxy wars that are 
envisaged by the British Foreign 
Secretary spell not only disaster for 
people and states around the world 
who may be chosen to be part of the 
West’s expanding geopolitical war, 
but also for the British and European 
working classes who will bear the 
economic pain in supporting the heroic 
self-sacrifices of the catspaws.

The British Foreign Secretary has 
bought into the “End of History” 
narrative that I mentioned in previous 
articles about Ukraine. She concluded 
her address in the following way:

“Excellencies, ladies and gentlemen, 
geopolitics is back. After the Cold War 
we all thought that peace, stability and 
prosperity would spread inexorably 
around the globe. We thought that we’d 
learned the lessons of history and that 
the march of progress would continue 
unchallenged. We were wrong. But 
this is no counsel of despair. In the 
face of rising aggression we do have 
the power to act, and we need to act 
now. We must be assertive. Aggressors 
are looking at what has happened in 
Ukraine. We need to make sure that 
they get the right message.”

This narrative asserts that after 
the internal collapse of the Soviet 
Union and the entry of China into 
the global capitalist market a new 
liberal world order was going to be 
established and reign for ever and ever 
Amen. Humanity would forthwith 
exist in an American/Anglo liberal 
utopia in which life would be given 
meaning through globalised free 
market capitalism. Social living and 
traditional cultures would be whittled 
away by individualised relations and 
identity constructions so that humanity 
would be remade on American terms.

The first place this project broke 
down was when US power was 
frustrated in attempting to destroy 
and remake the Muslim world in 
its image. Despite the enormous 
destruction wrought by the US and 
its allies the Muslim world proved 
impervious to remaking on American 
lines. It possessed long-standing 
and functional forms of living far 
more deep-rooted and valuable to its 
people than the transient fetishisms of 
Western capitalism.

The “march of progress”—US/
UK progress—was halted by popular 
resistance among humanity. So it 
seems that greater military power is 
to be applied by the West “to make 
sure that they get the right message” 
in future.

It is clear from all this, and the 
actions and statements made by 
representatives from the US and UK 
governments over the last week or 
two, that continuous escalation is the 
intention of the West in Ukraine. The 
US Defence Secretary, Lloyd Austin 
stated on 27 April that America will 
ensure that Russia is defeated in 
Ukraine. This goes with the British 
Foreign Secretary’s declaration that 
the reconquest of the Crimea by the 
government in Kiev is a formal British 

War Aim.
In the UK the Armed Forces Minister 

James Heappey told Thames Radio 
that it would be entirely legitimate 
for British supplied missiles to be 
launched deep into Russian territory 
if the Ukrainians saw fit. It would be 
understandable if the Kremlin made a 
special case of retaliating against UK 
targets in such an eventuality, given 
the British determination to be at the 
forefront of the war, while refusing to 
accept liability for its consequences 
for the rest of humanity.

A resolution (The Kinzinger 
resolution) has suddenly been placed 
before the US Congress authorising the 
President to use the American military 
to “assist in defending and restoring 
the territorial integrity of Ukraine” in 
response to a Russian use of chemical, 
biological or nuclear weapons on 
Ukrainian soil. This resolution would 
give the President sole authority to 
determine whether such an event had 
actually taken place, without requiring 
any international investigation. This 
could only incentivise Ukrainian 
forces to stage such an incident in 
the hope of drawing the US into the 
conflict. A similar authorisation has 
given US presidents legal clearance 
to attack more than a dozen countries 
since 9/11, including Afghanistan, 
Iraq, Syria, Somalia and Yemen, 
without any formal declaration of war.

The US/UK policy on Ukraine 
seems to be aimed at preventing a 
negotiated settlement taking place, 
a determination that Russia does not 
come out of the war with anything that 
could be described as “a victory” and 
in the meantime to supply weaponry to 
Ukraine for as long as it takes to bring 
about a “Ukrainian victory”. 

The concessions that the Ukrainians 
were apparently willing to make at the 
Istanbul talks, to conclude the war on 
their territory, are antithetical to the 
geopolitical objectives of Washington 
and London. Prime Minister Johnson 
reportedly made it clear to Zelensky 
that the game, having been taken 
up by Ukraine, needed to be played 
out to the bitter end so that Russia is 
permanently disabled and could not 
act again. Nothing else is acceptable 
for Washington and London, who hold 
the purse strings of Ukraine, and can 
abandon the country tomorrow if Kiev 
displeases them.

Thus the enormous financial and 
military aid that has been promised 
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in recent days to the Ukrainian 
government so they can “fight to the 
last Ukrainian” over the last inch of 
Ukraine. By April 28 a total of $14.67 
billion had been given or promised to 
Ukraine by the US alone (if approved 
by Congress). Congress has also 
passed the Democracy-Defense Lend-
Lease Act to expedite aid to Ukraine 
which contemplates the enormous 
sum of $47 billion, or one third of 
Ukraine’s GDP. This is a financing 
of total war, fought by another state, 
in which direct engagement is, for 
the moment at least, not on the table. 
However, it envisages a massive 
effort on Ukraine’s part to fight the 
West’s geopolitical war on Russia. 
This represents a truly great escalation 
of the conflict on Washington’s 
part, supported by its cheerleader in 
London, with Churchillian rhetoric, 
to inspire the Ukrainians to greater 
sacrifices. Its effect may be to provoke 
Russia into enhancing its limited 
Special Military Operation into a 
greater war which could in turn 
prepare the ground domestically in the 
West for full engagement.

Whatever the outcome, Zelensky 
is now a prisoner—an actor playing 
out a role within a script written in 
Washington, if you like. There can be 
no retreat, no surrender by Kiev. They 
must break the Russians or be broken 
by them.

The stakes are being dangerously 
raised by the West and there is sadly 
to be no escape from the tragedy in 
Ukraine. The only question is whether 
Washington has the will to see it 
through to the end itself, in the event 
of a Ukrainian collapse.

The Ukrainian army ensconced 
itself in the cities at the outset of the 
war, intermingling with armed and 
unarmed civilians, daring the Russians 
to fight to take these urban fortresses. 
Washington’s plan for Ukraine was 
to produce the maximum amount of 
Russian casualties. It was repeated by 
the Western media that the Russians 
had failed, across the board, by failing 
to assault these cities. But all the 
time the Russians were pinning down 
these Ukrainian forces and denying 
them any mobility. Without mobility 
wars cannot be won. Whilst the more 
numerical Ukrainians were pinned 
down, smaller Russian forces secured 
their flanks (east of Kharkov and 
west of Kherson) and got on with the 
business of carving a buffer state out 

of south and east Ukraine in between, 
across a 300 mile front. In the glacis 
in front of Donbas Ukrainian forces 
are being systematically degraded and 
ground down in attritional warfare, 
primarily through artillery barrage, 
with increasing number of deaths 
and surrenders. Meanwhile, deep 
battle precision ballistic missiles are 
depleting the military support being 
sent by the West, which is largely 
defenceless against Russian aerospace 
operations.

In this way the Russians are 
demilitarising Ukraine on the 
Clausewitz first principle of defeating 
an enemy through the destruction of 
his army.

The Western decision to escalate the 
war through the unlimited provision 
of military supplies to the Ukrainians 
has left the Russians with practically 
no option but to partition the country 
and carve out a substantial buffer 
zone for future security. A negotiated 
settlement that might preserve the 
maximum territory of the Ukrainian 
state, built by the Soviets, has been 

Revealing war crimes is not a crime.
Statement from https://dontextraditeassange.com
WikiLeaks editor and publisher Julian Assange is facing a 175 year sentence 

for publishing truthful information in the public interest.
Julian Assange is being sought by the current US administration for 

publishing US government documents which exposed war crimes and human 
rights abuses. The politically motivated charges represent an unprecedented 
attack on press freedom and the public’s right to know – seeking to criminalise 
basic journalistic activity.

If convicted Julian Assange faces a sentence of 175 years, likely to be spent 
in extreme isolation.

UK District Judge Vanessa Baraitser previously ruled “it would be oppressive 
to extradite him to the United States of America” and refused to extradite him, 
yet the UK Supreme Court has now overruled this and has sent Assange’s 
extradition request forward to Priti Patel.

Now it is up to UK Home Secretary Priti Patel and Prime Minister Boris 
Johnson, who must comply with Article 4 of the US-UK extradition treaty 
which bars extradition for political offences. Priti Patel must refuse to send 
Julian Assange to his death. 

The UN working group on arbitrary detention issued a statement saying that 
“the right of Mr. Assange to personal liberty should be restored”.

Massimo Moratti of Amnesty International states that “Were Julian Assange 
to be extradited or subjected to any other transfer to the USA, Britain would be 
in breach of its obligations under international law.”

Human Rights Watch published an article saying, “The only thing standing 
between an Assange prosecution and a major threat to global media freedom is 
Britain. It is urgent that it defend the principles at risk.”

The NUJ has stated that the “US charges against Assange pose a huge threat, 
one that could criminalise the critical work of investigative journalists & their 
ability to protect their sources”.

made impossible by Washington and 
London.

What will Washington do now with 
its economic war misfiring and its 
military support proving less effective 
as the war is fought in its decisive 
theatre?

The present writer had earlier thought 
that whilst the US could afford to back 
down over its red lines on Ukraine and 
its proxy war, Russia, having chosen 
to fight for its national security, could 
not. Now, unfortunately it will be very 
difficult for Washington to wash its 
hands of its Ukrainian catspaw, having 
invested so much material and moral 
support in Kiev. Having declared 
Ukraine to be the war for democracy 
itself, that would be a great defeat for 
the US and the liberal world order at 
the hands of Russia if it were seen to 
be lost. And that would never do. Or 
is it all bluff to keep the Ukrainians 
fighting to the end?

Let us hope we are not entering 
Armageddon time.
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Interest Rates and Mini-Budgets
By Martina Seale

On May 4th the Bank of England 
(BoE) decided to raise the Bank 
interest rate by 0.25% to 1%.  The 
stated purpose of the increase is to 
help fight inflation.

The logic that the BoE is 
following is really quite simple.  
Inflation is caused by demand for 
products being greater that the 
supply of those products.  Reducing 
demand will reduce inflation.  
Consumption and investment are 
the two main private sector sources 
of demand.  Consumption financed 
by borrowing will now be more 
expensive and so will be reduced.  
Similarly investment on new and 
existing projects will become 
more expensive thus reducing 
profitability and so previously 
planned projects may be shelved 
or completely abandoned.

A problem with this logic is 
that, in the current context, the 
difference between supply and 
demand is not caused by an 
increase in demand.  Rather it 
is caused mainly by a drop in 
supply.  The Covid pandemic has 
interfered with the production and 
distribution of the goods which 
people wish to buy.  That initial 
Covid disruption is now being 
dramatically amplified by the war 
in Ukraine.  

What needs to be fixed is the 
production and distribution of 
these goods.  There is no reason to 
believe that an increase in interest 
rates will help that process.  If 
anything it will hinder it by 
increasing the cost of completing 
projects that might improve the 
supply of goods.

Energy  and food prices have 
increased noticeably in recent 
months.  Year on year inflation in 
the UK is reported to be at 9%.  
Consumers are still spending as 
much but that spending is buying 
less goods and services.  The 
providers of those goods and 
services that are no longer being 

bought will ultimately become 
unemployed.  So, the inflation 
has built into it an automatic 
drop in demand which will in due 
course create unemployment.  By 
increasing the rate of interest, the 
BoE, is reinforcing that drop in 
demand and pushing the economy 
in the direction of recession and 
higher unemployment.

Inflation leads to a drop in the 
real wages of workers because 
they can buy less goods and 
services with their existing wages.  
How workers react to such a 
drop in their standard of living 
has great political implications.  
In the 1970s and 1980s British 
workers demanded compensatory 
wage increases and they were 
politically strong enough to 
get these increases.  However,  
employers refused to accept the 
consequent drop in profits and 
instead increased prices.  This lead 
to a wage-price spiral inflation.

Although the 0.25% increase 
in the interest rate announced by 
the BoE on 4th May was presented 
in economic terms, in fact it was 
very much a political intervention.  
The BoE is sending a message to 
working people that they must 
accept the drop in their standard 
of living implied by the current 
inflation, that any attempt to 
defend their standard of living will 
result in increased unemployment.  

It is somewhat amusing that the 
0.25% increase in the interest rate 
which is designed to take demand 
out of the economy is being 
substantially negated by Sunak’s 
attempt to soften the effect of the 
increase in energy prices on living 
costs.  Sunak is injecting some 
£20 billion of extra demand back 
into the economy.  One continues 
to wonder why Johnson retains 
Sunak as Chancellor.   This may 
seem a strange statement since 
Sunak’s budget was a definite step 
in the direction of easing the cost 

of living crisis. 
The problem with Sunak is that 

he had stated categorically only a 
few weeks ago that the government 
would not introduce a windfall 
tax.  Doing a U turn makes the 
government look both ridiculous 
and incompetent.

Sunak’s budget pretends that 
the money to finance the various 
payments he proposes to make 
come from the windfall tax.  It 
doesn’t.  The UK government is 
a currency creating government 
so it can create whatever amount 
of money it thinks makes sense.  
During the pandemic, Sunak 
created £400 billion of new money 
to pay those on Furlough.  So why 
have a windfall tax?  Taxation 
takes away spending power from 
people.  The purpose of taxation 
is mostly to free up resources that 
can be directly purchased by the 
government or, more normally, 
by the people to whom the 
government gives money.  

Sunak presented his spending 
into the economy in  a way 
that suggested that it was being 
financed by the windfall tax.  
But he then introduced an uplift 
on capital investments which 
somewhat gives the game away.   
If you spend £100 in investment 
you will get a tax allowance of 
£190.  If this investment allowance 
is taken up by the oil companies 
then Sunak will get very little 
extra tax revenue.  Which of 
course completely undermines 
the idea that it is the windfall tax 
that is financing the cost of living 
payments.

It is doubtful that Labour will pick 
up on this nonsense since Rachel 
Reeves, like Sunak, believes that 
the money that the government 
spends into the economy comes 
from taxation.


