Appeal from Ukranian Trade
Unions
Appeal for international solidarity!
A major dispute is developing in the industrial city of Kryviy
Rih in
south east Ukraine.
Trade unions from both
federations, the confederation of free trade unions of Ukraine
(kvpu) and also the federation of trade unions of Ukraine
(fpu) have united in their demands and held a join conference
to launch the campaign.
Their dispute is with the steel giant Arcelormittal, part of
the Mittal steel company which is a world-wide corporation.
the workers in Kryviy Rih are calling for international
solidarity in their struggle.
International support is
important and has assisted the Ukrainian unions against the
mining company Evraz and more recently to defeat the trial of
94 miners for protesting. Ukraine solidarity campaign will be
publicising the campaign and calls for assistance in this
campaign. We publish below a report by kvpu on the conference
to launch the campaign.
Trade unions have united to protect the interests of workers
of the pjsc “Arcelormittal Kryviy Rih”
On march 27, the conference of the labor collective of the
pjsc “Arcelormittal Kryviy Rih” that was announced at a rally
organized by nine trade-union organizations on 14 march was
held in Kryviy Rih. At the conference, the representatives of
the labor collective of the pjsc “Arcelormittal Kryviy Rih”
made requirements to the Chairman and CEO of steel group
“Arcelormittaland” Lakshmi Mittal and to the CEO of pjsc
“Arcelormittal Kryviy Rih” Paramjit Kahlon.
Employees organized this Conference, despite the efforts of

the administration of the enterprise to disrupt its conduct.
At the same time, the administration organized an alternative
conference in the office of the enterprise. Moreover, before
the Conference of labor collective delegates faced with the
public disinformation campaign and pressure.
At the Conference, all primary trade unions at the PJSC “ArcelorMittal
Kryviy Rih” have united to protect their members’ social and labor
rights. They demand to raise wages, to provide safe working
conditions,

to

stop

reducing

personnel

and

persecuting

trade

unionists.

The trade unions hoped for a dialogue with the administration,
but management didn’t want to talk about workers’ problems.
Taking this into account, the labor collective conference
voted for oustering from offices the Director of the Personnel
Department Elena Pilipenko and her deputy Iryna Futruk.
Delegates of the conference approved the composition of the
joint representative body of trade union organizations at the
enterprise, which will represent employees in a collective
labor dispute with the employer. It was also decided to begin
preparations for a strike if the management of
the”ArcelorMittal Kryviy Rih rejects the demands of the
workers and conciliation procedures doesn’t bring any results.
The Chairman of the Independent Trade Union of Miners of
Ukraine (NPGU) Mykhailo
the Conference: “It’s a
action and attitude has
unions for defending the

Volynets claimed during his speech at
significant situation when employer’s
united almost a dozen different trade
employees’ rights”.

Demands of the labor collective of PJSC “ArcelorMittal Kryviy
Rih”:
1. To raise the average monthly salary of employees to 1000
EUR from 01.04.2018.
2. To ensure safe working conditions for all workers.

– To conduct a comprehensive examination of all buildings,
structures, equipment and mechanisms of the enterprise by the
state organization in accordance with the approved schedule.
– To develop a comprehensive plan of measures for the
examination of all floors, roofs, and construction of the PJSC
“ArcelorMittal Kryviy Rih”.
– To develop measures for elimination of standards violation
with specific deadlines.
3. To carry out an expert examination of all buildings and
constructions of the converter shop and to give a report on
the results of the inspection to the labor collective and the
trade union organizations.
– To make an overhaul of the roof overlapping of the unit No.
2 of the converter shop until 01.04.2018.
4. Stop the policy of reducing job places and outsourcing the
workers.
5. To ensure the implementation the state construction in the
ablution placement
6. To cease the antisocial and anti-union policies of the
administration.
– To dismiss those who are responsible for conduction of such
policies.
Further information from: Ukrainesolidaritycampaign.org

Appeal of the Kryvyi Rih
Basin Miners to the Workers
of Europe
Reprinted
from
http://rs21.org.uk/2014/05/16/appeal-of-the-kryvyi-rih-basin-m
iners-to-theworkers-of-europe/
The attention of the world community is currently focussed on
the confrontation between pro-government and anti-government
forces in Ukraine. This confrontation is becoming all the more
tenacious and bloody. All the more it is being turned into an
interethnic confrontation that is fuelling a hysterical mutual
hatred between workers of different nationalities.
What remains beyond peoples attention at this moment is the
sharpening social and economic situation, and not only in the
regions where the fighting is taking place. The rapid
devaluation of the hryvnia (Ukrainian currency), the steep
rise in prices of consumer goods, transport, utilities, as
well as the cutbacks in production in many enterprises all
this has led to a sharp fall in workers real wages. By our
estimates there has been a 30-50% fall in real wages.
The announcement by the governor of Dnipropetrovsk oblast
(province) of an increase in pay for April of 20% was actually
turned into an insulting hand-out to workers of 300-700
hryvnia (25-58). Miners received only 15% of the actual rate,
which often makes up less than half their actual income. As
well, the money was paid out as material support, which means
it will not be included in the calculation of their average
monthly wage and therefore in the calculation of their annual
leave.
As a result we have no option but to demand an immediate
doubling of the real wage in the interests of preserving
social peace in this country. We are deeply convinced that the
main cause of the destabilised situation in the country is the

greed of Ukrainian and Russian oligarchs, who pay a beggars
wage to workers, send all their profits off-shore and don’t
pay taxes in Ukraine. In fact the oligarchs are almost
completely exempt from taxes on their profits.
We turn to you with a call to support our struggle against the
oligarchs, who have brought Ukraine into the current crisis
and who continue to destabilise it further, threatening to
provoke a fratricidal war in Ukraine which without any doubt
will have catastrophic consequences for all of Europe. It is
necessary to put pressure on the corporations of the Ukrainian
and Russian oligarchs, many of whom have their shares placed
on the London Stock Exchange.
There is a mounting labour dispute in the enterprises of EVRAZ
plc, whose headquarters are in London. On 11 May 2014 the
miners marched through the streets of Kryvyi Rih to the
administration of the EVRAZ Sukha Balka plc and showered its
office with loose change as a sign of protest against the
fictitious wage increase for April. The Independent Union of
Miners of Ukraine calls upon the British public to picket the
offices of EVRAZ plc and the offices of other Russian and
Ukrainian oligarchs corporations in London and other cities in
Europe. If we don’t force them to come round the chances of
preserving peace in Ukraine will be elusive.
At the same time we are demanding that the authorities
officially recognise the miners self-defence and the arming of
miners brigades. Organised workers and workers self-defence
are precisely that stabilising factor which can effectively
prevent the escalation of violence in Ukraine. In those places
where organised workers are controlling the situation mass
actions never turn into mass killings. The workers defended
the Maidan in Kryvyi Rih. The workers did not allow any
violence when they took under their control the situation in
the city of Krasnodon during the recent general strike there.
We call upon the workers of Britain for solidarity. In
particular we will be grateful for any information and
humanitarian support, but the biggest need we feel right now
is for personal protective clothing for members of the self-

defence brigades (body armour and the like) and mobile
communications equipment.
Long live international workers solidarity!
By preserving the peace in Ukraine we will preserve the
of Europe!
Oleksandr Bondar, Head of the branch of the Independent
of Miners of Ukraine at the EVRAZ Sukha Balka plc
Yuri Samoilov, Co-ordinator of the Confederation of Free
Unions of Ukraine in Kryvyi Rih, Head of the Independent
of Miners of Ukraine in Kryvyi Rih.
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by Radolslav Pavlovic April 2014
Since Ukraine was declared independent in 1991, Russia has had
the use of the Crimea as a base for its Southern Fleet along
with 25 000 personnel through a long-term contract in due and
proper form. The majority of the population speaks Russian, so
their support is secure. The Russian army set up shop there as
a state within a state. Never for a single moment has Kiev had
the slightest intention of putting this contract into
question, partly because it brought them certain advantages
and partly because the military relationship of forces meant
it was inviolable. The coup d’etat has shown that the
Ukrainian army’s presence there is mainly symbolic. There was
no Maidan protest in Crimea, just Russian propaganda about a
Nazi coup d’etat in Kiev.
Nor was there any economic interest for Russia, who now will
have to bear the enormous cost of paying the salaries,
pensions and welfare benefits for which the local state is
responsible. Not to mention the cost of gas, sold cheaply to
Ukraine when the government there is amenable, but at

prohibitive cost when the government shows signs of
independence (but then cannot pay the bill). In neither case
does Russia make a great deal out of it. To supply the
peninsula, Putin will have to either cross Ukrainian territory
or take over more of it. That would shake things up much more
than Moscow can handle, leave aside the turbulence on the
stock market, capital flight and so on. So why is he playing
with fire?
Explaining the seizure of the Crimea in terms of Putins
megalomania and desire to stand in monument alongside Stalin
and the Tsars is no profounder than blaming the Yugoslav wars
on Slobodan Milosevic’s delusions of grandeur. Both cases
involve incomparably deeper social, class, motive forces than
the acrobatics of some tightrope athlete. To get to the
answer, you have to dig a lot further than superficial
journalistic platitudes.
In fact, a short note such as this does not provide enough
space to deal with it as thoroughly as it deserves. Lets just
say: Putin invaded Crimea because it was the easiest and most
accessible. He cant stop there if he wants to bring Ukraine to
heel. At the very least he would have to cut the country in
two and take over the whole of the eastern part, with its
industries and mining, not for its economic wealth, but to
make Ukraine unviable as a state the idea that a few hundred
kilometres of land are urgently needed to protect Russia’s
borders against the threat posed by NATO bases is simply a
fairy tale. In 1999 an American shell launched from the
Adriatic, 400km away as the crow flies, was laser-guided right
into Milosevic’s conjugal bedroom in his villa in the upperclass Belgrade enclave of Dedinje; to within a metre! They
knew Milosevic wasn’t actually staying there, they just wanted
to show off how powerful and accurate their weapons are. NATOs
bases in Turkey are just as able to target the Crimea as
anything they can set up in Kiev. So the legitimate national
defence argument doesn’t stand up. Russia’s best defence

against hostile western imperialism is a free, democratic and
friendly Ukrainian state.
No, what is pushing Putin is neither economic nor military,
but political. And although its possible that the few hundred
Ukrainian Nazis have been manipulated from the start by the
Russian FSB to use as a pretext, the impact they have owes
more to the nationalism of a people under threat from their
big brother than to any fascist ideology. What Putin is afraid
of is how hugely the whole nation thirsts for democracy. His
fear of the Maidan in Kiev is really fear of a Maidan in
Moscow.
Putins regime is in no way different from Yanukovych’s
absolute rule by oligarchs protected by the political police.
He could not let the contagion spread unchecked. The Kiev
Maidan wasn’t in any way different from the ones in Tunisia or
Egypt: it was a cry of opposition to the political oligarchy
turned financial oligarchy protected by semi-fascist police.
Bread and democracy; no more and no less. There were just as
many salafists and Muslim Brothers in the mass rallies in
Tunisia and Egypt as there were partisans of Bandera in the
Kiev versions.
They talk of revolution on one side and fascism on the other!
Could anything be more short-sighted? And why did Putin send
the fascist Zhirinovsky as ambassador to the Crimea? And what
about the hooded common criminals dressed in military uniforms
without insignia? Isn’t it all a bit over the top to talk
about spontaneous popular support, or to claim that these
battle-ready Cossacks are inspired by democratic values, while
those that inspire their Ukrainian counterparts are supposed
to be fascist?
The Yanukovych regime decided the social and democratic
contagion had gone on too long and hoped to stop it in its
tracks, using rooftop snipers to ignobly massacre 80
civilians. But it had the opposite effect: Yanukovych and his

Berkut forces were forced to flee to avoid being lynched. They
could not have done more to help the far right in Ukraine if
they had tried. Their failed gamble was followed by another,
and this time the stakes are considerably higher. Putin takes
the risks he does because he knows that Western Europe and the
USA are mainly worried about their own interests and will just
bluff to fool the Ukrainians and shore up their own democratic
credentials in the eyes of public opinion. But there are still
the Russian people.
Nobody who saw how Greater Serb nationalist propaganda grew in
power has anything to learn from todays Russia. A regime with
its back to the wall, unable to meet the peoples elementary
social and political needs, or those of the new generation,
plays the card of the great nation humiliated by history, the
celestial people, chosen but not recognised, to turn them
against their weaker neighbours, the present or former members
of the federation that emerged from the revolution. To sow
distrust and then fear among neighbours of different
nationalities who have lived together their whole lives in
harmony and mutual aid, they had to find something big:
propaganda that gets into every household; deliberately
provoked bloodshed; the state; the media; glory-seeking
intellectuals; journalists who would sell their grandmother
for a good meal or a holiday in the sun; the church seeking
income and ideological influence; fascist émigrés seeking a
country; civil servants who would take orders from the Devil
just to keep their petty jobs; and above all the numerous
social class emerging from the social ruins, the
Lumpenproletariat.
This is a class apart, the product of the ruin of all social
classes, including the proletariat; a class ready to sell
itself to anyone who suggests a way out of the sewers of
society. A class of sporting, show-business and dodgy-dealing
celebs, envied by a rag-tag army surviving from hand to mouth.
Get them drunk on national myths, a patriotic song and some

brandy or vodka, and then hand out the weapons. But watch out,
anyone who says no, even on pacifist moral grounds, must be a
traitor or a paedo. Saying no takes courage, a lot of it,
because there is nothing to face down this sacred union, no
organised workers movement, no progressive or socialist
alternative.
And yet the Russian people has shown its greatness. Not Putin
and his admirers, not out of nostalgia for the Russia of the
Tsars or Stalin, but in the democratic young people of Moscow.
You can spread terror by killing their journalists, you can
use the fascist brutes of Putins Nachi youth movement to stop
them demonstrating ? the nationalists proclaim there will be
no Maidan in Moscow but they found the strength to demonstrate
50,000 strong through Moscow against the war in the Crimea:
For your freedom and ours!. Given the general configuration of
forces in Russia, this is an achievement little short of a
miracle. A country that could produce a Chernyshevsky and a
Dobrolyubov in the darkest days of Tsarism or a Trotsky in the
darkest days of Stalinism and an Anna Politovskaia to
castigate the war in Chchenya will have what it takes to
create the phalanxes of a Russian, Ukrainian and European
renewal.

Where is Ukraine going? And
where is Europe Going?
By Balazs Nagy 26 March 2014
“The Ukrainian question is destined in the immediate future
to play an enormous role in the life of Europe.” (Trotsky)

All commentators on the revolutionary process unfolding in
Ukraine manifest general confusion mingled with anxiety; their
confusion arises from an inability to understand what is going
on, while the anxiety is provoked by the pervasive threat of
war. They are at a loss, and it shows in the wide range of
explanations and solutions on offer and programmes proposed,
programmes which, themselves born of the widespread confusion,
also help to feed it. But, broad as the variety of conceptions
and proposals seems to be, they all amount, either directly or
as a variant, to one of two opposing bourgeois programmes:
either they accept and even support the new regime in Kiev and
its capitalist European and American godfathers, or they
“understand” or are inspired by the Great-Russian ambitions of
the bourgeoisie that Putin represents. The stance always more
or less varies, of course, according to the particular nature
of this or that movement or organisation and its specific
place in the political spectrum.
An independence struggle the bourgeoisie perverted – and some
people deny!
And so for its part the European bourgeoisie asserts that this
here is a movement inspired by western democracies which seeks
to join their European Union. This refrain is orchestrated
across the piece, with development and variations provided by
bourgeois propaganda, not forgetting the petit-bourgeois
second violins. Listening to them, you might be excused for
believing that the Ukrainian people are ready to die on the
barricades for the kind of democracy exemplified by Hollande
and company. When that Europe
̶
with its unelected leaders
answerable to no-one, its peremptory decrees and its Troika
dictatorship
̶
tries to play the champion of democracy and
national independence, the sheer pretentious arrogance
deserves nothing but contempt. The low cunning this involves
reveals a profound contempt for Ukrainian workers, making a
travesty of their aspirations to real independence and genuine
democracy, and imagining that they don’t know what kind of

democracy you actually get from Brussels, or what was done to
Greece, for example.
Against this vicious and ridiculous lie is ranged the other
bourgeois version, that of the Great-Russian neighbour led by
Putin, whose menacing, ape-like brutality many people find
more repulsive than the honeyed but deceitful blandishments
of Europeans whose rough edges have been smoothed by centuries
of cheating and hypocrisy. But Ukraine’s revolutionary
movement developed precisely against Yanukovych, the front man
for Putin representing the parvenu rapacity of the GreatRussian bourgeoisie. A few thousand agitators rattling their
weapons, protected by a thinly-disguised foreign army and
venal officials, cannot drown out this whole great people’s
obvious desire for independence.
Only a Marxist analysis can grasp this whole reality and
provide a coherent explanation, above all by asserting that,
despite all the commentators, this national independence
struggle is an objective, and even fundamental, fact of the
Ukrainian workers’ movement and not some unwholesome blemish.
What distort its content and deform its significance are the
fake solutions proposed by the managers of European capitalism
and their Ukrainian acolytes, up to and including fascists.
Even their ostensible predominance and apparent influence
prove, in their own way, the powerful vitality of this desire
for national independence.
This is not some recent invention of the European bourgeoisie,
nor a diabolical fascist plot. It has a long history nourished
by centuries of tradition. There is no point in going over
here in detail all the struggles for the independence of
Ukraine, trapped between the feudal Polish state’s desire to
expand and the Muscovite state’s efforts to centralise. After
the glory decades of this struggle in the 17 th century, the
country was broken up between the two oppressors, and then
above all by Russia, and although the fight was never

abandoned it also never recovered. Here lie the roots of the
inseparable link, nay inextricable entanglement of social
problems with those of national independence. This close
embrace is what, historically, has determined the overall
situation in Ukraine right up to the present, as in many other
Eastern-European countries. On this point there undoubtedly is
a kinship between the struggle in Ukraine and that waged by
working people in Bosnia-Herzegovina, however different the
forms they take. The close correlation between these
profoundly mingled problems has been reproduced in a
particular form at every historical stage. In the 19th century,
in particular, national independence was integral to the
demands of the bourgeois-democratic revolution. Not only was
it indissolubly linked to them in every one of these
countries, it formed the indispensable pedestal on which they
rested.
This organic and uninterrupted connection was naturally
reproduced in Ukraine during the Soviet period insofar as the
counter-revolutionary turn on the part of the Stalinist
bureaucracy installed a political regime which fell far short
of bourgeois-democratic freedoms, not to mention those of a
socialist character. In his fundamental critique of the
Stalinist bureaucracy, Trotsky revealed that this anti-working
class caste from the outset erected its counter-revolutionary
political policies on the wreckage of political freedoms,
including those of a bourgeois-democratic nature, and that
what necessarily crowned its regime was the Great-Russian
oppression of all the peoples of the USSR. It was no accident
that he placed the question of national independence at the
very heart of what he wrote on Ukraine.
“Nowhere did restrictions, purges, repressions, and in general
all forms of bureaucratic hooliganism assume such murderous
sweep as they did in the Ukraine … (which) became an
administrative division of an economic unit and a military
base of the USSR.” (“The Ukrainian Question” in Writings of

Leon Trotsky [1938-39], Pathfinder Press New York 1974, pp.
302-303.) That same year he devoted several articles to
Ukraine, clearly explaining the need for a struggle for
national independence as a major factor in this fundamental
interdependence.
In the light of this one and only thread capable of guiding
our current orientation, the positions that some have adopted,
even if they fraudulently present themselves as Marxist or
even Trotskyist, look dangerously simplistic and mistaken.
This is true of the “World Socialist Web Site” of the American
David North and Co. which, in their inveterate sectarianism,
squarely refuse to recognise the authentic popular character
of the independence struggle. They write that: “Washington and
Berlin … are stoking an explosion of tensions between various
ethnic and religious groups…”, having already declared that:
“The principal responsibility for the escalation of the crisis
in Ukraine rests with the United States and Germany”.
(The
Crisis
in
Ukraine,
http://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2014/03/03/pers-m03.html)
This sectarianism in relation to national demands goes hand in
hand with identifying the whole movement, including its
democratic demands, with the fascist contortions acting on its
surface. “Nor is there”, they say, “the slightest democratic
content to the fascist-dominated protest movement in Kiev and
western Ukraine …”
What chiefly characterises explanations of this sort is the
almost total disappearance of the working masses, who at most
appear as frail and impotent playthings of the bourgeois
manipulators of Europe. On the other hand the bourgeoisie,
German and American
̶
or even Russian!
̶
in this case,
are seen as the overwhelming, ubiquitous powers able to
unleash and organise this whole movement.
Sadly, Comrade Melanchon in France has also fallen victim to
this confusion. In a hasty initial reaction to the Ukrainian

events in his personal blog, he found Putin’s reaction to the
machinations of the European Union understandable. Without
defending the EU, we still have to say his opinion is wrong,
especially since it brings a discordant note into party
devoted to serving the interests of working people. As it
goes, he later corrected this mistake inspired by a
superficial impressionism, but his position remains at the
level of vague, contemplative generalities that hardly go
beyond the narrow limitations of the bourgeois view.
Again on national independence and how to solve it
There have been relatively few serious efforts, overall, to go
beyond interpretations which steer away around the immediate
surface of things. You can find such efforts in the accounts
provided by some workers and/or their trade unions who are
present as participants in or observers of these movements.
Their testimony is unanimous: This is a general popular
movement against the destructive policies of national
oppression on the part of the then existing government. Onto
this groundswell a variety of bourgeois programmes have been
grafted which have tried to channel it into this or that
direction. On the other hand, you can see the same sort of
thing in commentaries by those outside Ukraine who have been
through the school of Trotskyism or still lay claim this
Marxism of our day, and who conceive these current upsurges,
however vaguely, as class movements and struggles. An article
by Comrade Philippe Alcoy of the New Anti-Capitalist Party’s
(NPA) Revolutionary Communist Current contains reflections of
this type. But sadly his efforts also remain at the level of
the superficial contemplation of simple facts, even though one
should not identify him entirely with other appreciations,
which can be criticised for the various imperfections, the
most significant of which are closely bound up with the
problems raised above.
Comrade Alcoy’s view is that the struggle for Ukraine’s
national independence
̶
even if he personally thinks that

it is a real struggle
̶
is not worth talking about and he
obviously thinks it is even something of an embarrassment.
Unlike those quoted above, he does not take a hard and fast
position, but sort of manoeuvres around this annoying
obstacle. More exactly, he considers social problems as the
only valid ones and the national problem as a useless and
dangerous surrogate, and so gets it off his back. He frankly
writes in the second sentence of his article that “popular
discontent is a response to much deeper causes than simple
“European aspirations”. Having thus set aside the disturbing
question of national independence and the struggle for it,
Comrade Alcoy can formulate his bookish and stereotypical
demands in the third subtitle of the article: “Put economic,
social and political demands of the exploited at the centre of
the dispute!” Here you find the same attempt to replace
Marxist analysis of a movement as it is, i.e. in its multiple
and contradictory living reality , with a voluntarist
construct with its demands dictated by the rigid schemas of a
supposed “Marxism”, a well-known method of many cadres and
leaders of the Fourth International deformed by Pablo and
Mandel. In the event, he turns his back on the actual struggle
being waged for national independence and thus presents the
abstraction of a social demand in itself detached from its
context, which confers on it a lifeless character. (And anyway
he is completely unable to specify what social demands!) This
fact obliges me not only to insist on the importance of this
national question in general but to put it, as it is presented
in reality, at the centre of this article,.
The combined and unified existence of social and national
problems and the way they are entangled neither contradict nor
detract from the struggle for social demands. On the contrary,
their mutual embrace fertilises and strengthens each of these
struggles in their respective domains. The whole of history,
especially in the 20 t h Century, serves to illustrate and
emphasise that struggles for national independence have
strongly enriched social struggles, giving them greater

prominence and redoubled vigour. One can only repeat that it
was not just some caprice that led the banner of Ukrainian
independence to be raised anew in the struggle against the
social gangrene of the bureaucracy, and integrated into the
general struggle to liberate the working class.
Now, like many NPA activists, Philippe Alcoy has completely
forgotten these teachings of Trotsky’s, including his articles
on Ukraine. It may very well be that he now rejects these
conceptions which were still accepted until quite recently.
In any case, the fact that he has gone over to a bourgeois
position does not stop our analysis, based on Trotsky’s, nor
does it prevent us from affirming that if fighting for
national independence spurs on the social struggle, the
maturity and historical level of the latter in turn determine
the character and concrete configuration of that independence.
That is why Trotsky firmly stated the only road to Ukrainian
national independence: “The program of independence for the
Ukraine in the epoch of imperialism is directly and
indissolubly bound up with the program of the proletarian
revolution.” (Ibid. p. 305). And he replied in advance to all
those bourgeois or “socialists”, or even alleged “Marxists”,
who seek a solution within the confines of the existing
context defined by the bourgeoisie.
The way he describes this remains valid today: “… only
political cadavers can continue to place hope in any one of
the factions of the Ukrainian bourgeoisie as the leader of the
national struggle for emancipation”. (ibid. p.306).
How true this assertion is leaps to the eye when you see
Ukraine being tossed around between two wings of the mafioso
comprador bourgeoisie grouped around either Yanukovych or
Timochenko, or, indeed, gnawed away
̶
and threatened
̶
by predatory mafias whose Great-Russian appetites have been
whetted in Chechnya and in the Caucasus. Trotsky re-emphasised
his conclusion and extended its scope: “Only hopeless pacifist
blockheads are capable of thinking that the emancipation and

unification of the Ukraine can be achieved by peaceful
democratic means, by referendums, by decisions of the League
of Nations, etc. In no way superior to them, of course, are
those ‘nationalists’ who propose to solve the Ukrainian
question by entering the service of one imperialism against
another.” (Ibid p. 304.)
And so he arrived, as the logical culmination of his analysis,
at the demand for an independent, soviet Ukraine, even then
routing more than one schematic “Marxists” along the way. But
since then there have been big historical changes which have
done more even than war to change the face of the world. And
in line with this concrete historical development, this same
demand put forward by Trotsky, although identical at bottom,
is posed somewhat differently in its form, in line with
considerable alterations in the general context.
On what the collapse of the USSR means
The greatest of these changes is beyond argument the fall of
the USSR, of which Ukraine was an integral part, brought about
by the policies of the Stalinist bureaucracy. Now if many
sincere socialist who have lost their way and even many socalled “Marxists” consider the national struggle of Ukrainians
to be a futile waste of time or even dangerous, then they are
completely missing out this change in the general context. In
what they say about Ukraine in particular, they completely
leave out the considerable phenomenon of the collapse of the
USSR and what it means.
It is highly characteristic that these people view the
effervescence in Ukraine
̶
if they recognise its popular
character at all
̶
as being exactly like similar movements
which have animated southern Europe and then shaken the Arab
countries and also appeared elsewhere. Indeed there is a link
between these movements, however much they differ in form, as
singular movements of a re-launch of working people’s
resistance to capitalism. Their outbreak is a clear sign ̶

of course partial and full of gaps, imperfect and
contradictory, but very real
̶
of a step forward in and
growing maturity of an awakening of the movement of working
people. That is the basis of their shared kinship and
certainly the turmoil in Ukraine is part of that. But we all
know that here it embodies a quite different reality from
similar events elsewhere, i.e. the collapse of the USSR.
But all commentators without exception, including “lefts”,
pseudo or ex-Marxists, also “forget” this fact, although it is
heavy with meaning. The world working class lost its state,
its forward bastion in its class war against capital, for all
that it was in an advanced state of dilapidation, undermined
as it was by the parasitical bureaucracy. This loss
constituted an historic loss for the whole working class,
quite apart from the differing (and often opposed) views on
these matters by various currents around the world. It marked
the end of an epoch and the start of a new one, the latter
marked by a radical swing in the international balance of
forces in favour of the bourgeoisie and thus of the triumphant
advance of that class’s reactionary neo-liberal wing, based on
immense losses and successive retreats by the working class.
If the commentators mentioned so obviously avert their eyes
from the collapse of the USSR, the reason is that they clearly
do not know what to make of it, either at an international
level or as regards Ukraine in particular. And that is why
they elect to remain silent on this embarrassing question, as
if nothing had happened. That is why their views on Ukraine
lack all perspective and depth and are reduced, apart from
empty and inappropriate recipes, to a banal description of
events. Having summarised the international effects of the
collapse of the USSR, we should examine its consequences in
the countries of which it was made up, Ukraine in particular.
That is the only way to understand events and sketch a viable
solution.
While the USSR has collapsed, the Stalinist bureaucracy itself

has not disappeared from the country but, like matter in
nature, it has changed. In the counter-revolutionary process
of dismantling the USSR, the major part of it has simply been
content to mutate into the new bourgeoisie of each country in
the former union. No-one has the right to ignore this
significant fact, although bourgeois propagandists like to
conceal it, while the whole of the more thoughtful “left” use
sleight of hand to do so. This new class has completed this
reactionary turn, which is bound up with its own
consolidation, with a cupidity that is all the more rapacious
and a brutality that is all the more determined for it having
arrived as the latecomer to the world bourgeoisie’s feast,
stretching from Russia’s Putin with his Great-Russian dreams
and his unacknowledged idols including the Tsars and Stalin,
to Ukraine in the hands of the Timochenko and Yanukovych
clans, by way of Kazakhstan and Belarus.
This liquidation of the USSR and its counter-revolutionary
social transformation took place in bitter class struggle in
which the Soviet working class, initially aroused by the hope
of achieving its own aims against the bureaucracy, mobilised
massively. But very quickly this struggle itself turned into a
series of defensive struggles lasting a whole decade to
protect its social gains against the painful installation of
the new bourgeoisie. Of course, bourgeois propagandists had a
material interest in keeping completely silent about these
struggles, and we can only sketch them in summary form here.
This movement started in July 1989 in the great Kuzbas
industrial and coalmining region in western Siberia, and it
immediately spread to the miners in the Donbas in Ukraine and
those in Vorkuta in the high north of Russia. After this first
wave of great strikes, there was a second in 1993 in Ukraine,
with 1.5 million miners, electricity workers and engineering
workers on strike, centred in the Donbas. As Comrade Alcoy
wrote in another article, in this strike “… the Donbass
miners, seeing the disastrous effects of the application of

pro-market reforms, came into conflict with the new Ukrainian
authorities.” They brought down the first president of the new
Ukraine, Kravchuk and, alongside their wage demands, lent
support to pro-bourgeois formations.
In fact, from the very start these movement were marked by a
flagrant contradiction. Besides typically working class
demands, and other, broader ones which seem to have come
straight off the page of the programme worked out by Trotsky
(which workers found out of their spontaneous class instinct),
they advanced the demand for a market economy against the
bureaucracy’s monstrous planning system. That was how they
were duped and their movement exploited by bourgeois
formations and conned by this or that clan in the nascent
bourgeoisie. And so, disappointed by the Timoshenko clan’s
rapacious policies, they most recently supported
“regionalism”, that special form of nationalism of the clan
which finds its living incarnation in Yanukovych.
This spectacular lack of any political clarity of vision is
entirely due to the heritage of the Stalinist dictatorship
since the end of the 1920s, which established its power on the
total annihilation of the Leninist party and maintained itself
by falsifying revolutionary ideas and the revolutionary past
and one after another eliminating all the genuine cadres and
activists of the working class, hermetically isolated from the
international workers’ movement. The result of this process,
this unnatural deviation of the workers’ movement can be
compared with what had happened with Solidarnosc in Poland a
decade previously, where the Catholic Church played the role
of seducer. Since then, first the bureaucracy and then the new
bourgeoisie which arose from its ranks, massively applied in
these countries the tactic of the carrot and the stick in
order to divide, hijack and corrupt these workers’ movement.
So it is hardly surprising that by the end of the 1990s a
“certain demoralisation” had taken hold of Ukrainian workers,
as comrade Alcoy says in one of his articles.

But when in his latest article the same comrade writes: “A
certain basic weakness in this movement (recent events in
Ukraine) is the absence the organised working class”, he
speaks completely in
̶
the abstract. In particular he
leaves out the concrete fact that this movement is not just
absent, but has been conned, de-natured and weakened by a
series of disappointments and defeats. So the “absence” is not
just due to some sort of inattention but a from a long run of
defeats, so that the Ukrainian working class on the one hand
is economically and socially bled white and on the other has
not yet been able to grasp , digest and overcome its serious
disappointments and grave errors of judgement. So comrade
Alcoy is right, but
̶
only abstractly. But in the concrete
situation of this defeat, his recommendations about “advancing
social demands of the exploited” rings false, since the advice
has no traction in real life. To get out of this reality of a
tragic blind alley, Ukrainian workers don’t need incantations
of this sort, they need a lightning
international workers’ movement.
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Meanwhile all the evidence indicates that the situation in
Ukraine and all the countries of the former USSR confirms
Trotsky’s sombre prognosis in the case of a possible counterrevolutionary turn by the USSR, not just on the social level
but also in relation to the national independence of the
various peoples. Without looking this evidence in the eye,
there can only be a blind groping forward.
Since 1989 workers have been hard hit by persistent and
monstrous inflation of the order of several hundreds of points
along with unrestrained privatisation accompanied by massive
closure of unprofitable factories and mines, late and deferred
payment of wages and the unemployed living in poverty. Even
bourgeois western economists recognise that these countries
have experienced “the highest levels of inequality even
measured” and that between 1989 and 1995 per capital incomes,
despite the wealth of unscrupulous Mafioso businessmen, fell

by 62 in Ukraine and 42% in Russia, but “only” 26% in Poland.
(Le Monde, 13 March 2014). The list goes on, leading to a
natural conclusion: the only road to solving these severe
problems is socialism. This is the main conclusion that
Ukrainian workers could
̶
and should
̶
reach, as a
whole, rather than some vague, neutral and uncertain “social
demand”.
In general it can be established that the working class of the
former USSR, and therefore also its Ukrainian fraction too,
suffered a crushing defeat in 1989-1992, followed by a series
of retreats and a general worsening in its situation. But for
all that, it should not be said that the victorious
bourgeoisie was able definitively to consolidate its power.
Throughout the former USSR, with the exception perhaps of
Russia, local economies have only been able to integrate into
the world economy as its most ramshackle portions, largely
subordinated and exploited as colonies. Only the new Russian
bourgeoisie can attempt to offset its economic weaknesses and
backwardness by adopting Great-Russian aggression towards the
other former soviet countries. Everywhere these bourgeoisies,
feeble and rickety because, like the mafia, they are based on
economic predation rather than on a rise in production, are
torn apart by vicious struggles between various local clans.
They are, therefore, quite incapable of furnishing a solid
foundation for political authorities which are profoundly
unstable and can only maintain themselves through merciless
dictatorships. These are instable regimes of permanent crisis,
which have been unmasked as such by recent movements in
Ukraine and which render this victory of the bourgeoisie dicey
and relative.
Under these circumstances it would be a mistake to think that
the overall process unleashed in 1989 has been completed as a
movement. On the contrary. It is experiencing a new upsurge in
Ukraine whose impact on other countries is still not easy to
assess. In any case, the Ukrainian (and other) working classes

may have lost a lot of battles, but no one has the right to
say they have lost the war, whereas we can say already that
all the anaemic bourgeois regimes established on the ruins of
the USSR are interregnums, a historical accident, just an
unhappy interlude in humanity’s development.
Ukraine and the Question of Europe
The other big change which has altered not just the general
framework of politics but also to a large extent its content
and form has been the attempt at European unification and how
it has evolved. This problem raises a number of questions in
relation to Ukraine, too, especially since Ukrainians
themselves treat it as something central and also because the
issue has been pretty well muddled by the comments of both
supporters and opponents of this unification.
From the outset I should emphasise how wrong it is to condemn
out of hand the desire of working people in Ukraine to join
Europe without examining more thoroughly the circumstances and
the content of what they are asking for. After all, even
organisations to the left of the socialist party are in this
Europe and the only organisations agitating to get out of it
are those of the
̶
fascists.
It would be a gross error to think that the European
aspirations of working people in Ukraine is somehow a desire
to line up behind Barroso and his ilk. It would be a massive
over-simplification, since people who have only just shaken
off a clique of predators in order to achieve national
independence are certainly not about to carry out the kind of
“recommendations” that come out of Brussels or submit to the
Troika whose cruel voracity far outstrips all the Ukrainian
oligarchs and Putin’s lot put together.
So, contrary to the majority of bourgeois commentators who
quite a lot of working-class activists unfortunately take as
good coin, the only Europe the working people of Ukraine want

to join is one that is truly free and genuinely democratic,
just like their French, German or Greek sisters and brothers.
There is no major difference between them, even though some
Ukrainian working people do still have illusions in Brussels’
Europe. The division that you can be sure exists is between
Ukrainian and European workers on the one hand and the
oligarchy in any and every country on the other. And we all
know very well that fascist don’t want Europe either, not the
French ones, not the ones in any other country, and certainly
not the ones in Ukraine either.
These are the basic facts of the problem, which are more
decisive than any fleeting impressions or passing illusions
one might have. So this is the basis on which to look for a
real solution, and certainly not by turning your back on it.
The European question is not just considerable in importance,
it is absolutely fundamental. Even back when there was still a
USSR
̶
and not European unification of any sort, Trotsky
drew his organisation’s attention to how decisive
relationship between Ukraine and Europe was:

the

“The Fourth International must clearly understand the
importance of the Ukrainian question in the fate not only of
Southeastern and Eastern Europe but also of Europe as a
whole.” (Ibid. p. 304).
Today, Ukraine’s importance to Europe has grown even further
while, in return, Europe’s has grown perhaps even more for
Ukraine. In fact it is obvious to all that Ukraine is in a
complete blind alley if it stays where it was on the eve of
the present big movements. Its opposition to one of the big
clans of oligarchs has been exploited to achieve the victory
of a different clan, without the workers’ conditions
improving, in fact just the opposite. In the same way, her
struggle for national independence was perverted into an
extreme bourgeois nationalism which faced it with a false

choice between the European bourgeoisie and Putin’s Russia,
leading to the brink of war. Cooperation between the Ukrainian
and Russian working class, which is a necessary condition if
the process of their respective defeats is to be turned around
into a united movement against the oligarchs running these
countries, has been severely compromised by the out-and-out
nationalisms on both sides of the border.
The only way to break the deadlock is to overcome the national
frameworks which prevent a satisfactory solution. That can
only be done at a European level. Not in a bourgeois Europe
which we know and which, by the way, so far from being united
faces dislocation under the pressure of its contradictions. It
requires all those organisations which speak on behalf of
working people to go beyond the stage or mere opposition to
this bourgeois Europe, a stage which does not amount to a
policy but merely paralyses all these organisations within an
outmoded national framework. Only the struggle for a working
people’s Europe can bring a solution not just to the problems
faced by working people in the west but also that of Ukrainian
national independence. It is also the only way to overcome the
defeat inflicted by and in the liquidation of the USSR by
raising united working people, including Ukrainians and
Russians, against all oligarchs in Europe East and West.
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The People of Ukraine took to the Maidan in Kiev and other
Ukrainian cities, struggling peacefully for a civilized,
European future. Protesters sought democracy and decent social
protections for working people in the face of the corruption
and lawlessness of Yanukovich regime and they were victorious.
The Confederation of Free Trade Unions of Ukraine and its
member organizations took an active part in this struggle from
the first days. Unfortunately there were victims. As a result
of armed violence against Ukrainian people more than a hundred
killed and nearly 300 missing. More than 2000 people were
wounded.
Having understood that people cannot be defeated even by
force, Viktor Yanukovich together with his associates fled,
leaving the country devastated.
This staggeringly corrupt
clique emptied the state treasury and bankrupted the country.
During this difficult time for the state and the people,
Ukraine was subjected to aggressive interventions by the
Russian Federation, which, having abused all International and
inter-governmental treaties, invaded the territory of the
Autonomous Republic of Crimea and actively destabilized the
situation across the southern and eastern regions of Ukraine.
Naked aggression of the armed forces of another country
against the peaceful citizens of Ukraine has led to profound
political, economic and social crisis. Unemployment and
decreasing in living standards, already a reality under
Yanukovych, have worsened in the current emergency.
That is why our country now more than ever needs international
support and attention to social and economic problems as well
as financial assistance.
Unfortunately, we are confronted
here with another tragedy, that of economic austerity. The

failed policies of austerity are inexplicably still supported
by some parts of the international community and international
financial institutions. Recent experience in Europe shows that
International Financial institutions (IFI) continue to demand
a type of austerity that disproportionately impacts lower
income works and their families. This targeting of average
people is unacceptable and counter productive, all the more so
in a country with extreme inequalities of wealth.
Ukraine’s
wages, pensions and other social payments are the lowest in
Europe. Combined with a high unemployment rate, an effort to
push austerity cuts in social benefits for the poor risks
further destabilizing the country. Social insecurity was one
of the major reasons pushing the Ukrainian people to Maidan.
Threats of western supported austerity were also heavily used
by the Yanukovych regime, and now by Russian propaganda, to
intimidate average Ukrainians against their European
sympathies.
Austerity cuts to pensions, wages, fuel or
utility subsidies that disproportionately impact workers and
the poor will fan the flames of conflict in Ukraine. Further,
we believe that aid proposals from the IFIs that do not
address wealth inequality as root cause of economic malaise
and decline in Ukraine are doomed to failure. Wealth
inequality is not just the result of corruption and
undemocratic governance; it is a core cause of these problems.
We call on the international trade union movement to support
the efforts of the KVPU and its member organizations in the
struggle for peace for our country, its independence,
integrity and the inviolability of its borders. We call for
trade union solidarity support for democratic values, decent
work, and a decent level of life for Ukrainian workers. The
current conflict as well threatens peace and progress across
Europe.
We address the International Trade Union Confederation and
global trade unions asking for clear statements of support for
the Ukrainian trade unions in their assertion of fundamental

rights and freedoms of working people.
We ask the
international trade union movement to strongly condemn armed
incursions into the territory of Ukraine.
We ask the
international trade union movement to further strongly condemn
austerity conditions that target poor and working Ukrainians,
as a part of any foreign aid.
Mikhailo Volynets
Chairman of the KVPU

