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Servants of Two Masters

Stalinism and the New Cold War between Imperialist Great Powers in East and West
by Michael Prébsting, International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 10 July 2021

Introduction

Since early July, two Joint Statements on the new inter-im-
perialist Cold War are circulating which have already been
signed by a number of Stalinist and ex-Stalinist parties.
While these are not the first statements from such forces
on the recent acceleration of the rivalry between the Great
Powers, both statements are highly remarkable — both be-
cause of its contents and because of their signatories. *

Without doubt, these two statements have been provoked
by the recent escalation of the Cold War between the im-
perialist Great Powers — between the Western imperialists
(U.S., Western Europe and Japan), on one hand, and China
and Russia, on the other hand. Naturally, the relationship
between the states within in these two camps are not with-
out conflicting interests and frictions. But at the moment
—and for the foreseeable future — the main axis of the inter-
imperialist rivalry is between these two camps. *

Before we present the main ideas of these Stalinist state-
ments and discuss their problems, we shall start with an
overview of the Marxist analysis of Great Power rivalry,
its nature and its role in world politics. In addition, we
will give a summary of the revolutionary program on this
issue.

We urge all revolutionaries to discuss our conclusions.
We consider agreement on the programmatic response to
the inter-imperialist rivalry as crucial for Marxists as this

is a key issue of world politics in the current period. We
are glad that our Argentinean comrades in Convergencia
Socialista — with whom the RCIT is in a Liaison Committee as
a framework to move towards revolutionary unity — take
the same principled and anti-imperialist approach.

1. The New Inter-Imperialist Cold War

The RCIT has shown in its works that this process of ac-
celerating rivalry between the imperialist Great Powers is
driven, to name the most fundamental factor, by the de-
cay of capitalism which has provoked economic depres-
sion and destabilization of the global political order. * As
a result of this we experience since some time the decline
of the long-time hegemon of the imperialism — the U.S. In
parallel, new Great Powers emerged — first and foremost
China * and Russia. °

As the process of capitalist decay is accelerating, so is the
decline of the U.S. as well as the rivalry between all Great
Powers. As a result, a new Cold War between the imperi-
alist camps started in the last years. It is inevitable, as we
have seen in the last weeks with the shooting incident in
the Black Sea, that such an escalation will sooner or later
result in a full-fledged inter-imperialist war. ©

In fact, leading representatives of the U.S. “Military-In-
dustrial Complex”, like Admiral James G. Stavridis, author
of “2034: A Novel of the Next World War” — have publicly
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The Factors behind the Accelerating Rivalry between the U.S., China, Russia, EU and Japan.
A Critique of the Left’s Analysis and an Outline of the Marxist Perspective

In Anti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry Michael Pro-
bsting analyses the accelerating rivalry between the imperialist
Great Powers — the U.S., China, EU, Russia, and Japan. He shows
that the diplomatic rows, sanctions, trade wars, and military ten-
sions between these Great Powers are not accidental or caused
by a mad man in the White House. They are rather rooted in the
fundamental contradictions of the capitalist system. This rivalry
is a key feature of the current historic period and could, ultimate-
ly, result in major wars between these Great Powers.
Anti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry demonstrates
the validity of the Marxist analysis of modern imperialism. Us-
ing comprehensive material (including 61 Tables and Figures),
Michael Probsting elaborates that a correct understanding of the
rise of China and Russia as new Great Powers is crucial for as-
sessing the character of the current inter-imperialist rivalry.

In Anti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry Michael Pro-
bsting critically discusses the analysis of modern imperialism by
a number of left-wing parties (left social democrats, Stalinists,
Trotskyists and others). He demonstrates that most of these orga-

nizations fail to understand the nature of the Great Power rivalry
and, consequently, are not able to take an internationalist and
revolutionary stance.

The author elaborates the approach of leading Marxist figures
like Lenin, Trotsky and Luxemburg
to the problems of Great Power ri-
valry and imperialist aggression
against oppressed peoples. He out-
lines a Marxist program for the cur-
rent period which is essential for
anyone who wants to change the
world and bring about a socialist
future.

The book contains an introduction
and 29 chapters plus an appendix
(412 pages) and includes 61 figures
and tables. The author of the book is
Michael Prébsting who serves as the
International Secretary of the RCIT.
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predicted such a war between Great Powers in the not too
distanced future. 7 The global arms race, the increasing
number of so-called “Freedom of Navigation Operations” by
Western powers, where their navy enter maritime terri-
tory controlled by their rivals, the increasingly aggressive
claims of Russia and China to exclusively control certain
seas (e.g. Russia’s claim to control access to the Azov Sea
or China’s claim to the South China Sea (or East Sea as
Vietnam calls it) — all these steps are destinated to provoke
military clashes.

America’s rivals seem not to be too much worried about
such prospects. After the latest skirmish in the Black Sea
between the British HMS Defender and Russian forces,
Russia’s President Putin remarked in an interview “that
even if Russia had sunk the British warship, “those who did
this” wouldn’t have gone to war as they'd know “they could not
win a war like that” against Russia.” °

And China’s governments — in the words of Wu Qian,
spokesperson of China’s Ministry of National Defense
— made clear that a declaration of independence by Tai-
wan “means war”. The Global Times, the English-language
mouthpiece of the Beijing regime, added pointedly in an
editorial: “Taiwan and the US should be sent a message: Do not
misjudge or underestimate the Chinese mainland’s determina-
tion and will to defend its territorial integrity and to severely
punish the reckless acts of “Iniwan independence” forces. If the
island of Taiwan and the US regard the previous US adminis-
tration’s last-minute acts as a new starting point of their ties
and continue to promote “Taiwan independence,” it is predict-
able that military conflicts will be triggered across the Taiwan
Straits. (...) The mainland has abundant power to do so. The 1.4
billion Chinese people are especially united in defending their
territorial integrity. “Taiwan independence” means war — this
is not only the declaration of the People’s Liberation Army, but
also the common attitude of all Chinese people.” °

2. A View on the Military Strength
of the Great Powers

These are not empty threats as these imperialists know
that they are capable to deliver strikes and counter-strikes
against their rivals. As one can see from the Table 1-3,
the U.S. was and remains the largest military power, but
Russia is not far behind and China is catching up. The
renowned Stockholm International Peace Research Institute
(SIPRI) observes: “Chinese spending has risen for 26 consecu-
tive years — the longest streak of uninterrupted increases by any
country in the SIPRI Military Expenditure Database.” !

These developments reflect well the general dynamic of
the imperialist powers which the RCIT has pointed out re-
peatedly. U.S. imperialism is still a mighty force but basi-
cally it lives off its past successes. As the past hegemon of
the global order (the self-proclaimed “World’s Policeman”),
it is hopelessly overstretched. The recent dramatic turn in
the foreign policy of Washington — the hasty retreat from
Afghanistan (another “Saigon moment” °), withdrawal of
most forces from the Middle East and Somalia so that it
can focus its forces combating the rise of China — reflects
the deep problems and contradictions of U.S. imperialism.
In other words, we live in a historic period which is domi-
nated by wars and revolutions (and, consequently, also
counterrevolutions). The issues of militarism, chauvinism
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and inter-imperialist wars are among the key questions of
this period. It is impossible for Marxists to find a correct
orientation without understanding the imperialist nature
of all Great Powers (i.e. both those in the West as well as
those in the East) and, following from this, the reactionary
character of any conflict between these states.

As the RCIT has elaborated in its works, the only legiti-
mate program of Marxists on this issue is the strategy of
Revolutionary Defeatism as it has been advocated by Lenin
and the Bolsheviks. This is the only program which allows
socialists to take a consistent anti-imperialist and inter-
nationalist line towards Great Power rivalry. It includes
consistent opposition against all imperialist Great Powers,
i.e. against the U.S., China, Western Europe, Russia and
Japan.

In these states, socialists are obliged to denounce all forms
of militarism, chauvinism as well as sanctions and punitive
tariffs. They must not lend support in any such measures
either by their own ruling class or by a rivaling imperialist
bourgeoisie. Based on the communists” famous principle
“the main enemy is at home”, revolutionaries aim to utilize
any conflict in order to weaken and eventually overthrow
the ruling class (or, to use Lenin’s words, to work towards
the “transformation of the imperialist war into civil war”).

Following from this, authentic Marxists must energeti-
cally oppose those “progressive” forces which support in
any way their own or any other imperialist Great Power.
Revolutionaries recognize such forces as social-imperialist
lackeys and combat their influence within the workers and
popular mass organizations. '¢

3. The Main Point of both Statements:
Siding with Chinese and
Russian Imperialism

Let us now deal with the main points of the two recently

published Stalinist statements. One has been initiated by
Communist Party of the USA (CPUSA) and signed by 31
parties, the other by the Communist Party of Greece (KKE)
which has been signed by 43 parties. (See the respective
footnotes for a list of these parties)

The main parts of the CPUSA-initiated statement are:
“The US, the de-facto leader of the NATO alliance has made it
clear that its interests lie in igniting a “new Cold War” centered
around anti-Chinese and anti-communist propaganda. This is a
threat to all workers around the world. Since the infamous “Piv-
ot to Asia” under President Barack Obama, it has been clear that
the US capitalist elite has seen the rising successes and power of
the People’s Republic of China as a threat to its unipolar, neolib-
eral world order. During the administration of Donald Trump,
the US government became increasingly aggressive in its anti-
China and anti-socialist policies and many began to talk about a
“new Cold War”. (...) Why does the world’s largest country lift-
ing itself out of poverty constitute a security threat to the NATO
powers? The answer is that it doesn’t. It does however constitute
a threat to US hegemony and capitalist’s profits. Both China and
its strategic ally Russia, find themselves surrounded on all sides
by hundreds of US and NATO military bases. Despite promises
to not expand in to Eastern Europe, NATO has continuously
expanded closer and closer to Russia’s borders and is aiding
anti-Russian, fascist forces in Ukraine while using economic
sanctions to punish the people of Russia. The world cannot be
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Table 1. World Nuclear Forces, 2020 2

Country Deployed Warheads Other Warheads Total Inventory

USA 1,800 3,750 5,550

Russia 1,625 4,630 6,255

UK 120 105 225

France 280 10 290

China - 350 350

Table 2. The U.S. and China as the World’s largest Military Spenders
Military Spending  Growth of Military Spending
in 2020 (in $Billion) 2011-2020 (in %)

us. $778 Billion -10%

China $252 Billion +76%

Table 3. The World’s 10 Top Exporters of Weapons, 2016-20 '

Rank Exporter Global Share (%)
1 U.sS. 37%
2 Russia 20%
3 France 8.2%
4 Germany 5.5%
5 China 5.2%

PUBLICATIONS OF THE RCIT

The China-India Conflict:
Its Causes and Consequences

What are the background and the nature of the tensions between China and
India in the Sikkim border region? What should be the tactical conclusions

for Socialists and Activists of the Liberation Movements?

A Pamphlet by Michael Préobsting (International Secretary of the RCIT)

A RCIT Pamphlet, 36 pages, A4 Format
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Background: Accelerating Rivalry between China and India in a Period of Capitalist Decay * China‘s Belt
and Road Initiative * India’s OCOR as an Alternative to OBOR? * India’s Increasing Ties with US and
Japanese Imperialism * How are the chances in a military confrontation between India and China? * IV.
China as an Emerging Great Imperialist Power * China’s Monopolies * Super-Exploitation of the Working
Class * China’s Capital Export * China as a Military Power * V. India: A Peculiar Semi-Colony in the Role
of a Regional Power * A Brief Historical Review * The Characteristics of India’s Semi-Colonial Economy *
India‘s Economic Elites: Many ... and at the same time Few * The Parasitic Nature of the Indian Bourgeoisie
* India as a Regional Power and an Oppressor State * Brief Remarks on an Historic Analogy: The Ottoman
Empire * VI. Revolutionary Tactics in the China-India Conflict * Appendix: Imperialist vs. Semi-Colonial
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Category of “Sub-Imperialism” Useful? * Footnotes
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allowed to descend into another anti-communist Cold War.” 7

The main parts of the KKE-initiated statement are: “The
Communist and Workers’ Parties declare loud and clear that
they denounce the aggressive plans of the imperialist organiza-
tion of NATO, which are being escalated following its recent
Summit. (...) Thus, “NATO 2030” constitutes the escalation of
aggression, a preparation for war, and a proof of fierce competi-
tion with Russia and China. The military encirclement of Rus-
sia, the targeting of China and Iran, the announcement about a
nuclear first strike, and the giant exercise “DEFENDER-Eu-
rope 21" refute any bogus claims about “the peace and security
of the peoples”. The workers and the other popular strata are
not in need of a so-called “new Cold War”, nor any imperialist
plans, interventions, and wars in Southeast Asia, Africa, Latin
America, Central Asia, the Caucasus region, the Black Sea, the

Southeast Mediterranean, the Middle East, and elsewhere. (...)
They have the power to fight against the dangerous plans and
to strengthen the struggle in every country against NATO and
any kind of imperialist plans that massacre the peoples; against
military bases and any kind of weapons of mass destruction pos-
sessed by the imperialists.” '®

While the two statements have some different nuances
(with which we will deal below), they share the main
point: the Cold War does not have an inter-imperialist
character. There is only one imperialist camp which is
NATO, i.e. the North American and Western European
Great Powers. These are, according to the Stalinist Joint
Statements, the sole responsible forces for militarism and
the imperialist war drive. In contrast, China and Russia
are not characterized as “imperialist”, quite the opposite,
one of the two statements is full of praise for Beijing’s rul-
ing class. The conclusion of these two statements is pretty
obvious: as only one camp (the Western powers) is imperi-
alist, the Stalinists advocate support for the other, suppos-
edly anti-imperialist (or at least “non-imperialist”) camp,
i.e. for China and Russia.

As the reader can see, the CPUSA-initiated statement is
particularly outspoken in its appraisal of China (and Rus-
sia). NATO'’s aggression against China is characterized not
only as “imperialist” but also as “anti-communist” and “an-
ti-socialist”. Likewise, according to the Stalinists, China’s
rise “constitute a threat” to the “unipolar, neoliberal world or-
der” as well as to “capitalist’s profits.”

These are laughable claims! China is a “socialist” or “com-
munist” country by name only. In fact, it is a capitalist state
with a strong monopoly bourgeoisie. As we have analyzed
China’s capitalism in much detail in several works (see the
references in the respective footnote), we limit ourselves at
this place to point to a few facts which demolish the myth
about “socialism” in China.
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4. Stalinist Fantasies Shredded
in the Light of Reality:
The Rise of Chinese Imperialism

As a matter of fact, social inequality in China has dra-
matically accelerated since the introduction of the market
reforms. Today, according to the World Inequality Report
2018, the share of total national income accounted for by
the top 10% earners is 41% in China — larger than in impe-
rialist Europe (37%).

According to the latest issue of the China-based Hurun
Global Rich List, China had the largest share of “known”
global billionaires. (See Table 4) We see the same picture
when it comes to the globally leading capitalist corpora-
tions. According to the latest issue of Fortune Global 500,
China has become No. 1 also in this category. (See Table
5) 20

Hence, respected institutions both in China as well as in
the West recognize that China is home of a large number
of capitalist monopolies as well as billionaires. So, if there
exists “socialism” in China, it is only “socialism” for the
rich, but not for the popular masses!

How on earth can the Stalinists fantasize about the idea
that China would constitute a “threat to capitalist’s profits”?!
Well, the Chinese monopolies might constitute a threat to
the profits of the U.S. corporations ... because the make so
much profits themselves!

The Stalinists” assertions that China constitutes a threat to
the “unipolar, neoliberal world order” reflects another myth.
As a matter of fact, there exists no “unipolar world order”.
There was a, historically short, period from 1991 until the
late 2000 in which such an “unipolar world order” existed
as the U.S. was the absolute hegemon. Between 1945 and
1991, world politics was shaped by the Cold War between
the Western imperialists and the Soviet Union (and other
Stalinist bureaucratic workers states). However, in gener-
al, modern capitalism is characterized by the existence of
several Great Powers which stand in rivalry to each other.

In any case, with the rise of China (and also Russia), there
exists no “unipolar world order” any longer — at least not in
our universe! Table 6 and 7 demonstrate the massive shift
of economic power from the old imperialist states towards
China which has taken place since the beginning of this
century.

According to latest figures, China’s lead in terms of world
manufacturing — the heart of global capitalist value pro-
duction — has increased even more. Today it accounts for
28.7% of global manufacturing output. The U.S. ranks as
second with 16.8%. (See Table 8)

Table 5. Top 10 Countries with the Ranking of Fortune Global 500 Companies (2020) >

Rank Country Companies Share(in%)
1 China (without Taiwan) 124 24.8%

2 United States 121 24.2%

3 Japan 53 10.6%

4 France 31 6.2%

5 Germany 27 5.4%
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Table 4. China and U.S. Lead the Hurun Global Rich List 2021 !

2021 Share of “Known” Global Billionaires 2021
China 1058 32.8%
U.sS. 696 21.6%

Table 6. Share of U.S., Western Europe and China in Global Industrial
Production, 2000 and 2015 %

Share in Global Industrial Production

2000 2015
U.S. 25.1% 17.7%
Western Europe 12.1% 9.2%
China 6.5% 23.6%

Table 7. Share of U.S. and China in World Trade, 2001 and 2016 %
Share in World Trade

2001 2016
U.s. 15.1% 11.4%
China 4.0% 11.5%

Table 8. Top 10 Countries by Share of Global Manufacturing Output in 2019 »
Share in Global Manufacturing Output

China 28.7%
U.S. 16.8%
Japan 7.5%
Germany 5.3%
India 3.1%
South Korea 3.0%
Italy 2.1%
France 1.9%
UK 1.8%
Indonesia 1.6%

Table 9. Top Countries by Share of World Exports in 2020 *
Share of global exports of goods (%), leading economies, 2020

China (incl. Hong Kong) 14.7% (17.8%)
USA 8.1%
Germany 7.8%
Netherlands 3.8%
Japan 3.6%
South Korea 2.9%
France 2.8%
Italy 2.8%

Belgium 2.4%
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Likewise, China has established itself as the leading na-
tion in world trade. In Table 9 we see that China’s share
in world exports (14.7%) is much larger than that of the
No. 2, the U.S. (8.1%). This is even more the case if one
adds the figure for Hong Kong to China’s.

Neither can one speak about a “unipolar world order” in
world politics. Look at the growing influence of China and
Russia in most regions of the world. In some cases, Russia
has even sent its military (Syria) or its mercenaries (Libya)
abroad in order to support its allies.

The other characterization of the world order — “neolib-
eral” — is also increasingly wrong. China never followed
a neoliberal conception in its policy. Neither did Russia.
Both have been rather characterized by a regime of state-
capitalist regulation. However, as we have analyzed in
more detail in our book on the COVID-19 Counterrevo-
lution, there has been a decisive shift recently also in the
Western imperialist countries where governments are
turning away from neo-liberalism and towards more state-
capitalist, Keynesian intervention. ¥ Even U.S. President
Biden tries to implement massive public infrastructure
programs. As Marxists have explained again and again,
neoliberalism was always only one of several options of
capitalist policy. Other models with more state-capitalist
intervention have existed throughout the history of mod-
ern capitalism (see e.g. state-capitalist interventions in the
fascist states in the 1930s, the U.S. New Deal in the same
period, the Keynesian policy in the West after World War
I until the early 1970s).

It is characteristic for various reformists, Stalinists and
Castro-Chavistas to identify only “neoliberalism” as the
enemy of the working class. This shall help to avoid fight-
ing for any authentic anti-capitalist policy and, at the same
time, to justify their policy of supporting one of the other,
supposedly “anti-neoliberal” faction of the bourgeoisie. In
this context, it is worth drawing attention to following sen-
tences in the CPUSA-initiated statement: “Some might have
hoped that with the election of a new president, the US might be-
come less hostile towards The People’s Republic of China (PRC),
but they would now be greatly disappointed. In many ways, the
foreign policy of the Biden presidency has amped up the hostility
towards China and its largest strategic ally, Russia.” This is
unintended mockery of itself since the CPUSA has been
among those forces which enthusiastically campaigned
for voting for Biden at the last Presidential election!

5. The KKE’s “criticism” and
its fraternal bonds with the Chinese CP

The KKE-initiated statement is more cautious in praising
China’s “socialism”. This is not caused by any anti-imperi-
alist principle on the part of the KKE leadership. In fact, as
we have pointed out in the past, bourgeois social-patrio-
tism is deeply entrenched in the political DNA of the KKE.
Despite characterizing Greece as an imperialist country,
the KKE - via its General Secretary Dimitris Koutsoumbas
—announced at a public rally in 2018: “We communists will,
as we have always done in our century-long history, stand in the
front row defending our territorial integrity and our sovereign
rights. We are doing this so that any foreign intruder who dares
to attack Greece will be annihilated.” 2

Hence, the KKE’s critical stand towards China is not
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based on an anti-imperialism program but rather, as we
have noted in the past, on its practical, first-hand experi-
ence with Chinese capitalists. After COSCO, one of Chi-
na’s big state-owned corporations, took over parts of the
Port of Piraeus, its managers swiftly took action to ban all
trade union activities. As PAME — the Stalinist trade union
current — has strong roots among the dockers, it was heav-
ily affected by this brutal capitalist measures.

However, such “differences” do not stop the KKE leader-
ship to invite delegations of the Chinese Communist Party
to the “International Meeting of Communist and Workers’
Parties”. These are the annual international conferences of
Stalinist parties which have been initiated by the KKE and
which has led to the formation of the loose international
network called SolidNet. * So, we see, the KKE leadership
might criticize the CCP but it still considers it as a fraternal
party and not, as Marxists do, as an enemy of the working
class.

6. Beside the Servants of Assad
the Butcher - Who Signed
the KKE-initiated Joint Statement?

The significance of the two statements does not only lie
in its contents but also in its signatories. Here, the follow-
ing facts are worth noting. First, as we already suggested
above, one should not overstate the relevance of the dif-
ferent nuances in the two statements as they share the ex-
clusive opposition against the Western imperialist powers.
This common basic character of these statements becomes
also evident from the very fact that 12 parties have signed
both the one and the other. (See the list of signatories in the
relevant footnote.)

There are several remarkable features about the list of sig-
natories. Let us first turn to the KKE-initiated statement.
Among the signatories are only few sizeable parties. These
are, in addition to the KKE itself, the Communist Party of
Bohemia &Moravia (KSCM) which got more than 10% at
elections at nearly all national elections in the past three
decades.

Other parties are smaller in the electoral fields but still
play a certain role in the domestic labor movement.
Among those are the Russian Communist Workers Party
(RKRP). While this party is smaller than the bourgeois-pa-
triotic KPRF of Gennady Zyuganov, still it has some forc-
es. However, as we showed in our book on Great Power
rivalry, this party takes a social-patriotic stand in defense
of its imperialist “fatherland”. 3

Another noteworthy force is the Communist Party of Brit-
ain (CPB). While it does not play any role in electoral poli-
tics, it has some influence in the workers movement via
its daily paper “Morning Star” as well as via its prominent
role in the “Stop the War” alliance. However, as we dem-
onstrated in another essay recently, this party is a prime
example for Stalinism at its worst. It is an unashamed ad-
mirer of Chinese imperialism as well as of the notorious
tyranny of Assad the butcher. #

This brings us to the two last noteworthy signatories, two
parties whose very presence alone make plain the pro-
Russian social-imperialist character of the KKE-initiated
Joint Statement: the Syrian Communist Party and the Syrian
Communist Party — unified. As it is well-known these two
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parties have been part of the Assad regime for many years
which acts as a puppet of Russian imperialism. Hence,
they are accomplice of the genocidal war against the Syr-
ian people. ¥ Make no mistake, any statement which bears
the signatories of such Syrian “Communist” Parties has
the putrid smell of tested servants of a butcher regime and
its master Putin!

7. The Xi Fan Club: Signatories of the
CPUSA-initiated Joint Statement

The list of signatories of the CPUSA-initiated statement is

even more interesting. The CPUSA itself is not a particu-
lar relevant party but it is a dedicated cheerleader of the
Stalinist-capitalist regime in Beijing. Not long ago, John
Bachtell, the party’s Chairman, wrote a most shameless
eulogy: “The CPC is a deeply revolutionary party, creatively
applying Marxism to the Chinese reality. Their approach is
pragmatic, fact based, self-critical, and self-reforming. Far from
building a capitalist economy, the CPC is charting a path in
the context of China’s realities, guiding the country to achieve a
modern socialist society under extraordinary difficult conditions
and not without many problems, mistakes and shortcomings,
one with ‘Chinese characteristics.” **

However, there are other, more significant signatories of
this unashamed pro-China Joint Statement. The above-
mentioned KSCM is among them as it signed both state-
ments. The Tudeh Party of Iran — a prominent party of the
past (it supported the Khomeini dictatorship in the first
period) — is one of them. The Italian Party of the Communist
Refoundation is another light of the past. In the 1990s and
2000s it was twice part of the neo-liberal Prodi govern-
ment before it collapsed and lost its seats in parliament. In
this period, it was a leading force of the European Left — a
Europe-wide association of mostly ex-Stalinist, now “left”
social democratic parties.

Two other, and more significant, parties are the Commu-
nist Party of Brazil (PCdoB) and the Brazilian Communist
Party (PCB). Both have been part of the popular front alli-
ance around Lula’s PT. The PCdoB, the larger of the two,
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was part of the former government and still has seats in
national and regional parliaments.

The signature of the small German Communist Party (DKP)
is not particularly noteworthy. In contrast, the support by
the French Communist Party (PCF) as well as by the Com-
munist Party of Spain (PCE) is indeed very interesting. This
is the case for several reasons. First, both are sizeable par-
ties with a presence in national and regional parliaments
as well as a number of mayors. The PCF was part of the
Mitterand government in the early 1980s and of the Jospin
government in 1997-2002. It also supported the Hollande
government in 2012-17. The Spanish PCE is even part of
the current government of Prime Minister Sanchez.

Secondly, their signatures are remarkable as both parties
are members of the European Left (EL). In fact, they belong
to the most important forces within the EL — alongside
SYRIZA in Greece and the German LINKE. Normally,
such EL forces don’t act in common with KKE-affiliated
parties. As it is known, the KKE calls SYRIZA a traitor
party as it implemented in its years as governmental party
(2015-19) the devastating austerity packages which result-
ed from the imperialist EU-Memorandum.

Finally, the signatures of the PCF and the PCE are also
interesting as these are governmental parties — in past
or present — of countries which belong to the imperialist
NATO alliance. These facts alone, by the way, demonstrate
that these Stalinist parties are not “anti-imperialist” in any
way. As we have pointed out in past works, the PCF was
part of the Jospin government which participated in the
NATO war against Serbia in 1999 as well as in the impe-
rialist invasion of Afghanistan in 2001. * In 2013, the PCF
only half-heartedly opposed the French military interven-
tion in France. * Likewise, it failed to oppose the participa-
tion of French forces in Iraq as part of the so-called Anti-
ISIS-Coalition. ¥

The PCE, being part of the Sanchez government since
January 2020, has been fully committed to the bonapartist
Lockdown policy, including the deployment to the army
on the streets in order to impose mass curfews (under the
pretext of the pandemic). *
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8. The Concept of Multilateralism
and Peaceful Coexistence:
A Reactionary Illusion

Before we discuss the meaning of the list of signatory
parties and what it tells us about their class character, we
want to deal with a central political conception of Stalin-
ism which is relevant for the issue under discussion. As
we pointed out above, a key argument of their support for
China and Russia is the critique of the “unipolar world or-
der”. As we already explained, such a world order does
not exist anymore in reality. However, what is of interest
for us at this point is the question what is the alternative
concept of the Stalinists?

The key words of their alternative are “multilateralism”
and “peaceful coexistence”. The former concept simply
means that instead of one absolute hegemon there should
be several powers which treat each other as equals. The
later concept means that these powers should co-exist
without conflicts and wars.

Both concepts lack any basis in the real world which is
the world of capitalism and its inner contradictions. Capi-
talism is characterized, by its very nature, by competition
between different capitalists and by rivalry between dif-
ferent powers. It has always been like this, and it could not
have been otherwise. Britain vs. Russia, Britain vs. France,
France vs. Germany, Russia vs. Japan, the U.S. vs. Spain
etc. — they all waged war against each other and all of them
were involved in the two World Wars in the first half of the
20* century.

When World War Il resulted a) in the absolute hegemony
of U.S. imperialism among the capitalist states and b) by
the expansion of Stalinism, the age of Cold War began. This
reduced the inter-imperialist conflicts to a certain degree,
but only because they were superseded by the conflict
between imperialism and deformed workers states. This
conflict resulted, among others, in the Korean War 1950-
53 and the Vietnam War 1965-75 and provoked several
times the actual danger of a nuclear war (e.g. the so-called
“Cuba crisis” in 1962 or the escalation in the first half of the
1980s). Finally, the rule of the Stalinist bureaucracies in the
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USSR and Eastern Europe collapsed in 1989-91. Well, the
concept of “peaceful coexistence” did not produce particu-
larly successful results for Stalinism!

In summary, in periods when several capitalist Great
Powers played a strong role in world politics (i.e. with-
out an absolute hegemon subordinating the others), major
wars were the inevitable results. In short, “multilateral-
ism” can not but result in war. And the “peaceful coex-
istence” between imperialist and (degenerated) workers
states is neither peaceful nor can they coexist for long.
How could, theoretically, look a “multilateral world or-
der” look like today? Should there be an enlarged UN Se-
curity Council composed, for example, by the G20 states?
Hence, such a council would not only include the Great
Powers but also other states like South Korea, India, Bra-
zil, Argentina, Saudi Arabia, etc. But why should the rul-
ing classes of these states be able, or even willing, to cre-
ate a peaceful world?! Capitalism is in decay, the world
economy — the basis for the corporations’ profits — is os-
cillating between depression and stagnation, the climate
change provokes repeated catastrophes, etc. — how could
it be otherwise than that the corporations intensify their
competition and that the states accelerate their rivalry?!
Some Stalinists might object that all tensions are caused
by the aggressive foreign policy of U.S. imperialism. No
doubt, Washington pursues an expansionist foreign pol-
icy. But it is totally illegitimate for a Marxist to assume
only one imperialist state or even one capitalist state is ag-
gressive, and all other imperialist and capitalist states have
no expansionist goals. Just look back to various events in
world politics in the last few years and one will see that the
clash of interest between various states results in tensions,
trade wars, threat of wars or actual wars. Let us refer to
the sanctions between the US. and the EU ¥, the trade war
between Japan and South Korea *, the threat of war be-
tween China and India in 2017 as well as in 2020 #!, the war
threats between Egypt and Ethiopia, the invasion of Saudi
Arabia and UAE in Yemen since 2015 #, the war between
Azerbaijan and Armenia in 2020 #, the civil wars in Syria
and Libya * (with the participation of foreign actors), the
tensions in the South China Sea between China, on one
hand, and its neighbors like Vietnam or the Philippines

Great Power

The Rise of Russia
as an Imperialist Great Power

* Russia as a Great Imperialist Power. The formation of
Russian Monopoly Capital and its Empire
* Lenin’s Theory of Imperialism and Russia’s Rise as a

Two Pamphlets by Michael Probsting (International Secretary of the RCIT)
Order the pamphlet via our contact address: rcit@thecommunists.net




RevCom NS#57 | July 2021
-

on the other hand, etc. No, the ruling classes of all these
states defend their own capitalist interests when they are
in conflict with another state; they do not simply defend
the interests of Washington or of any other foreign power.
In short, a world order where the U.S. is no longer the
absolute hegemon but only one of several Great Powers
is definitely not more peaceful! It is only the stage of open
rivalry between the Great Powers, the intermediary stage
between unilateralism and World War III!

To put it more generally: whenever, in the history of class
societies, did Empires exist peacefully side by side with-
out tensions, conflicts and ultimately wars?! And all this
is even more the case in the epoch of imperialism, i.e. the
epoch of capitalism in decay! Let us note in passing that
in the last epoch of capitalism contradictions between the
classes and states are evolving — and clashing — with much
faster speed than in any other historical epoch before. The
whole Marxist analysis of the epoch of monopoly capital-
ism and imperialism is based on the understanding that
the contradictions between classes and states inevitable ac-
celerate because the capitalist system is in decline.

No, the concept of “multilateralism” is nothing but a
diplomatic cover for the desire of China and Russia to
be treated as Great Powers “equal” to the U.S. And the
phrase of “peaceful coexistence” is for the simpletons in
the Stalinist, pacifist and liberal camp. Objectively, i.e. ir-
respective of their subjective intentions, the advocates of
a “multilateral world order” and “peaceful coexistence” are
servants of Chinese and Russian imperialism. Their Joint
Statements are nothing but an expression of pro-Eastern
social-imperialism, laced with pacifism and hypocrisy.
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9. “Socialism in One Country”:
The Historical Roots of the Stalinist
Concept of “Peaceful Coexistence”

The concepts of “multilateralism” and “peaceful coexis-
tence” are not new. They were created by the Stalinist bu-
reaucracy in the late 1920s and early 1930s and were the re-
sult of the famous opportunist theory of “Socialism in One
Country”. As this theory has been dealt with by Marxists
in various works, we limit ourselves at this point to a very
short characterization. ** The Stalinist theory of “Socialism
in One Country” erroneously assumes that socialism — i.e.
a society in which wealth of the people is growing and re-
sults in the reduction of labor time and in which classes
and the state are successively withering away — could
be established within the boundaries of one country. As
Trotsky and other Marxists pointed out repeatedly this is
an illusion because of the international nature of the pro-
ductive forces. Confined to a single country they could
develop only in a limited way and definitely not surpass
the advanced capitalist countries. The collapse of various
Stalinist workers states after a long period of economic
stagnation was a powerful confirmation of Trotsky’s the-
ory. Furthermore, the Stalinist theory is based on the il-
lusion that capitalist and workers states could peacefully
coexist side-by-side despite the fact that they represented
fundamentally antagonistic class interests.

Trotsky and his supporters — from the beginning of the
Left Opposition constituted in 1923 against the Stalinist bu-
reaucracy which later became the Fourth International by
1938 — argued that Marxists must not orientate to build so-
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cialism in national isolation but rather as part of an interna-
tional strategy of permanent revolution. Since stagnation and
bureaucratic dictatorship are inevitable if the revolution
remains confined to a single country (or a group of coun-
tries), Trotskyists advocate a strategy which focused on
aiding the international class struggle in order to expand
the revolutionary process. Naturally, this does not exclude
periods of retreat and even isolation. But the building of
socialism in one country must be always subordinated to
the strategy of advancing the world revolution and not the
other way around, as the Stalinists did: subordinating the
international class struggle to the interests of the bureau-
cratic caste ruling in one (or several) countries.

In his famous book on permanent revolution, Trotsky
formulated the essential internationalist character of the
proletarian strategy like this: “The international character of
the socialist revolution, which constitutes the third aspect of the
theory of the permanent revolution, flows from the present state
of economy and the social structure of humanity. International-
ism is no abstract principle but a theoretical and political reflec-
tion of the character of world economy, of the world development
of productive forces and the world scale of the class struggle.
The socialist revolution begins on national foundations — but it
cannot be completed within these foundations. The maintenance
of the proletarian revolution within a national framework can
only be a provisional state of affairs, even though, as the expe-
rience of the Soviet Union shows, one of long duration. In an
isolated proletarian dictatorship, the internal and external con-
tradictions grow inevitably along with the successes achieved. If
it remains isolated, the proletarian state must finally fall victim
to these contradictions. The way out for it lies only in the victory
of the proletariat of the advanced countries. Viewed from this
standpoint, a national revolution is not a self-contained whole;
it is only a link in the international chain. The international
revolution constitutes a permanent process, despite temporary
declines and ebbs.” ¥

These ideas were a continuation of Lenin’s own under-
standing which he explained numerous times in the years
before his death. Trotsky had published a number of such
statements by Lenin in an appendix to his “History of the
Russian Revolution”. * Here is just one, from a speech in
1906, which shows how early Lenin understood already
the necessity to fight for an internationalist perspective
of the revolution: , If we mean a real, fully effective, economic
guarantee against restoration, that is, a quarantee that would
create the economic conditions precluding restoration, then we
shall have to say: the only guarantee against restoration is a so-
cialist revolution in the West. There can be no other guarantee
in the real and full sense of the term. (...) I would formulate
this proposition as follows: the Russian revolution can achieve
victory by its own efforts, but it cannot possibly hold and con-
solidate its gains by its own strength. It cannot do this unless
there is a socialist revolution in the West. (...) After the complete
victory of the democratic revolution the small proprietor will in-
evitably turn against the proletariat; and the sooner the common
enemies of the proletariat and of the small proprietors, such as
the capitalists, the landlords, the financial bourgeoisie, and so
forth are overthrown, the sooner will this happen. Our demo-
cratic republic has no other reserve than the socialist proletariat
in the West.” ¥
Already in December 1927, at the 15% Congress of
the Communist Party when the bureaucracy expelled
Trotsky’s Left Opposition, Stalin claimed that that peace-
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ful coexistence of the USSR with capitalist countries would
be possible. “Therefore, the maintenance of peaceful relations
with the capitalist countries is an obligatory task for us. Our re-
lations with the capitalist countries are based on the assumption
that the co-existence of two opposite systems is possible. Practice
has fully confirmed this.”

A few years later, Stalin repeated this concept in an inter-
view with an American journalist. “Stalin gave a popular ex-
planation of the policy as the Soviet Union saw it, in November
1930, to Mr. Walter Duranty, the American journalist: ‘Duran-
ty: You see no reason why the capitalist and Communist systems
should not exist side by side without fighting? Stalin: They have
not fought for ten years, which means they can coexist. We don’t
want to fight, and some of their people don’t either.” !

Such an approach was only logical from the point of view
of the Stalinist bureaucracy. If it was possible to build “so-
cialism in one country”, the task was to ensure that foreign
powers do not interfere and disturb this process. Hence,
such a conservative concept could not orientate towards
expanding the revolutionary process but rather towards
appeasing the capitalist powers and towards utilizing the
international class struggle in order to aid such goal.

The concept of “peaceful coexistence” (sometimes also
called “collective security”) was further developed and put
into practice in 1934, when the USSR joined the League of
Nations (the predecessor of the United Nations). One year
later, Moscow and Paris concluded the famous Stalin-
Laval Pact which represented an alliance of the Stalinist
bureaucracy with French imperialism.

At that time, Stalin renewed advocacy of his illusionary
concept of “peaceful coexistence” with imperialism. He
said in an interview: “Howard: Do you view as compatible the
coincidental development of American democracy and the So-
viet system? Stalin: American democracy and the Soviet system
may peacefully exist side by side and compete with each other.
But one cannot evolve into the other. The Soviet system will not
evolve into American democracy, or vice versa. We can peace-
fully exist side by side if we do not find fault with each other over
every trifling matter.”

Consequently, the Communist International became a so-
cial-patriotic force and the PCF voted in the French parlia-
ment, for the first time, for the governments’ military bud-
get. As the Trotsky noted at that time, this alliance meant
that the Communist International had been transformed
by the mid-1930s into a reformist force and a servant of the
imperialist bourgeoisie.

As it is well known, joining the League of Nations and con-
cluding alliances with imperialist Great Powers didn’t
help the Soviet Union to avoid war. As French imperial-
ism, “surprisingly”, continued a foreign policy based on
imperialist interests and didn’t bring any positive results
for Moscow, the Kremlin switched alliance in August 1939
and signed the notorious Hitler-Stalin Pact. Again “sur-
prisingly”, Hitler did not loyally adhere to the pact and
invaded the USSR in June 1941. As a result, Moscow again
turned to the Western imperialists. This alliance ended
when Washington declared the beginning of the Cold War
in 1947.

All these alliances were not strictly limited to trade agree-
ments or military arrangements (which in itself would not
have been illegitimate for a workers state). However, these
treaties rather had the character of strategic and political
alliances. In France, the PCF became supporters of the
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capitalist government and voted for the military budget.
When Stalin switched his alliance, the Communist parties
followed suit. During the Hitler-Stalin Pact, the Comintern
denounced “plutocratic” Western imperialism and praised
the “peace-loving” foreign policy of Nazi-Germany. When
Hitler was no longer a “peace-lover” — i.e. when he did not
only invade Poland, Norway, Yugoslavia, etc. but also the
Soviet Union — Moscow was forced to make another turn.
From 1941, Britain and U.S. were not characterized as im-
perialist powers but as “anti-fascist democracies”. The Com-
munist Parties were instructed to unconditionally support
them and to strictly oppose all forms of class struggle
against them. Hence, the CP of India denounced the pop-
ular uprising against the British colonial administration
in August 1942. And the British CP opposed all workers
strikes at that time as such would “only serve Hitler”.

In the years 1945-47, Communist Parties participated in
Popular Front governments in France, Italy and Austria
— jointly with conservative and social democratic parties.
Their role at that time was a decisive aid for the national
bourgeoisie as they were key to disarm the partisans, to
utilize the trade unions as instruments to suppress mili-
tant strikes, or to pacify insurrections of the colonial peo-
ple (e.g. in Algeria in May 1945 or in Indochina). This role
was essential for the imperialist bourgeoisie to overcome
the revolutionary crisis at the end of World War II and to
consolidate capitalism. Once the Stalinists had fulfilled
their role, they were unceremoniously kicked out of the
coalition governments. In those cases, were communist
partisans refused to surrender to the Western imperialists
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(like in Greece), they were denounced and betrayed by the
Stalinist bureaucracy.

It is ironically that Stalin continued advocating the con-
cept of “peaceful coexistence” ... only a few months be-
fore the beginning of the imperialist Cold War against the
USSR! “Again on 21 December 1946, when Elliott Roosevelt
asked Stalin whether he believed it possible for the U.S.A. to live
peaceably side by side with ‘a Communistic form of Government
like the Soviet Union” without mutual interference, Stalin re-
plied that it was not only possible, but vise and entirely within
the bounds of realization’. When Henry Wallace sent him an
open letter giving proposals for a settlement of American-Soviet
differences, Stalin (17 May 1948) urged its acceptance as a basis
for agreement, adding that, despite the differences in economic
systems and ideologies, ‘the coexistence of these systems and the
peaceful settlement of differences between the U.S.S.R. and the
U.S.A. are not only possible but absolutely necessary in the in-
terests of the universal peace’.” ®

With the beginning of the Cold War in 1947, the Stalinist
bureaucracy was forced — against their will - to confront
imperialism. However, Stalin still claimed that “peaceful
coexistence” with capitalism was possible. Such, he said,
in the midst of the Korea War. “In a reply to fifty American
editors, published on 2 April 1952 - they had asked him: ‘On
what basis is the coexistence of capitalism and Communism pos-
sible?’ - Stalin said: The peaceful coexistence of capitalism and
Communism is fully possible given the mutual desire to co-oper-
ate, readiness to perform obligations which have been assumed,
observance of the principle of equality and non-interference in
the internal affairs of other States.” It was also in the presence
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of Stalin that Georgi Malenkov, in his report at the Nineteenth
Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (5 October
1952). had reaffirmed the Soviet attitude to the U.S.A., Britain,
France, and other bourgeois States. “The U.S.S.R. is still ready to
co-operate with these States with a view to promoting adherence
to peaceful international standards and ensuring a lasting and
durable peace.” This was ‘based on the premise that the peaceful
coexistence and co-operation of capitalism and Communism are
quite possible, provided there is a mutual desire to co-operate,
readiness to carry out commitments and adherence to the prin-
ciple of equal rights and non-interference in the internal affairs
of other States’. Mr Malenkov set out a programme of practical
steps for co-operation, to which we shall return later.” >

Later, Khrushchev and then Brezhnev would put even
more emphasis of the need for “peaceful coexistence”. All
these repeated statements about “peaceful coexistence”
between capitalism and socialism made very clear that the
ruling bureaucracy - starting with Stalin himself — had no
intention to advance the world revolution but was rath-
er interested in keeping power within their states. At the
same time, the bureaucrats were determined to brutally
defend their power against their own working class striv-
ing for freedom (e.g. in Eastern Germany 1953, Hungary
1956, Czechoslovakia 1968 and in Poland 1980-81).

In the end, the Stalinist bureaucracy — having both trying
to appease imperialism by its conservative foreign policy
as well as suppressing its working class — crumbled and
was left to the dustbin of history.
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10. Serving Two Masters:
The Eastern Imperialists as well as
Sectors of the Domestic Bourgeoisie

No doubt, many activists in Stalinist parties imagine that
siding with China and Russia in the Cold War against the
Western imperialists or even praising China as a “social-
ist country” represents a stance of anti-imperialism. As
a matter of fact, this is a dangerous delusion. It has hap-
pened on various occasions in the history of the workers
movement that self-proclaimed Marxists supported an
imperialist power in the name of “democracy” or “social-
ism”. During World War I, socialists in Germany, Britain,
France, Russia and other Great Powers rallied to their own
ruling class ... in the name of “defending the interests of
the working class”. Some supported foreign Great Powers.
% In the 1930s and 1940s, social democrats, Stalinists and
centrists advocated support for Western imperialism in
the name of “anti-fascism”. German and Austrian reform-
ists became supporters of American and British imperial-
ism against “their fatherland”. Indian Stalinists called the
workers and peasants ... to join the British army and to
serve their colonial masters (except in the period 1939-41
when Britain was the “main enemy”, and Nazi-Germany
was an “peace-loving” ally).

All these acts of betrayal, of serving the class enemy were
committed in the name of “socialism”. In fact, this was
the most gross violation of fundamental teachings of the
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Marxist classics. Lenin and Trotsky characterized such
policy of class collaboration with the domestic or foreign
ruling class as “social-imperialism”, i.e. a policy which is
“socialist” in words and imperialist in deeds.

As we have pointed out in our works, siding directly or
indirectly with Russia and China in the Cold War with the
Western Great Powers is paramount to pro-Eastern social-
imperialism. It is a continuation of the policy of reform-
ism in World War I and of social democracy, Stalinism and
centrism in World War II.

In contrast, Marxists have to defend the independent and
international interests of the workers and oppressed. Nei-
ther supporting the U.S., Western Europe or Japan, nor
China and Russia. Mobilizing against chauvinism and
militarism of each and every Great Power. Supporting the
liberation struggles of oppressed people — both against
Western as well as against Eastern imperialist or their
proxies. Utilizing all difficulties of the ruling class in order
to advance the revolutionary struggle so that the work-
ers and oppressed can ultimately overthrow it. Fighting
against all bourgeois agents inside the workers and popu-
lar movement who are serving this or that Great Power.
These are, in a very summarized version, the principles of
authentic anti-imperialism.

We do not intend to deal in more detail with the Stalin-
ists” politics of pro-Eastern social-imperialism at this point
as we done so already in other works. At this place we
want to draw attention to a related issue which can be
easily overlooked. The Stalinists in Russia, China, Syria
and other countries allied with Beijing and Moscow are
vulgar social-imperialists, serving their ruling class. In the
case of Stalinists in Western countries, things are different.
Here these forces are rather “inverted social-imperialists” —
as Lenin and Trotsky pointed out. ** In other words, they
do not serve the domestic but a foreign imperialist bour-
geoise.

What we want to point out at this place is the following.
As we said, the Stalinists outside the Russian-Chinese
sphere of influence are “inverted social-imperialist” serv-
ing the ruling class in Beijing and Moscow. But this is not
all. They are also serving the interests of sections of their
own, domestic bourgeoisie. Let us briefly explain this in
more detail.

As it is well known, sections of the European bourgeoisie,
of the capitalist class in Brazil, South Africa, India, Japan,
and many other countries have close business relations
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with China and, to a considerable lesser degree, with Rus-
sia. Even in the U.S. there is a not too small section of the
monopoly bourgeoisie which wishes a continuation of the
“good old days” when close and uninterrupted trade re-
lations existed with China. Large sectors of the capitalist
class in important semi-colonial countries like Brazil, Ar-
gentina, South- and South-East Asian countries, Turkey,
South Africa, etc. view Chinese investment and trade as
decisive for their prospects. European corporations con-
sider the Chinese market as the most important since it is
still expanding (in contrast to North America and Europe).
This is bolstered by the fact that China has now surpassed
the U.S. as the most important trading partner for the EU.
(See Table 10)

This becomes particularly evident if one looks at the re-
sponse of many states to the well-known Belt & Road Initia-
tive (BRI) of Chinese imperialism — Beijing’s version of the
Marshall Plan, so to say. As it is known numerous coun-
tries of the South on all continents have joined the BRI ini-
tiative. However, in the last years a number of members
states of the European Union has also started participating
in the BRI. Among these are not only all Eastern European
states but also others like Italy, Austria, Portugal, Greece
and Cyprus. *®

Here is not the place to analyze all features of the BRI
project. For the topic under discussion, it is sufficient to
note that large sectors of the bourgeoisie in the semi-colo-
nial countries and also in imperialist states which are in a
political alliance with U.S. imperialism — like Japan, South
Korea or in Western Europe — have no desire to rupture
relations with China (and Russia). The reason for this is
neither any anti-imperialist ideas or because of any loyalty
towards Beijing but simply because of their own business
interests. They can make a good buck by joining large Chi-
na-led infrastructure projects, by exporting goods to China
or importing such from there, by getting Chinese corpora-
tions on board as shareholders etc. As we did show above
in Table 8 and 9, China is the world’s leading producer
and exporter of commodities. Not many capitalists can af-
ford to ignore such an economic power.

Hence it is not surprising that leaders of West European
imperialism try to find a balance between putting pres-
sure on China via a pro-U.S. aggressive foreign policy, on
one hand, and deepening economic relations with Beijing,
on the other hand. The current negotiations in the Euro-
pean Parliament and between EU governments about

Table 10. Total Goods: Top Trading Partners of the European Union in 2020 >

Ranking

External EU Trade with the World
China

USA

United Kingdom

Switzerland

Russia

Q1 = W N =

In Million Euro Share (in %)
3,646,078 100.0
586,737 16.1

556,230 15.3

444,966 12.2

250,967 6.9

174,014 4.8
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the EU-China investment agreement are a good example
form this. While a number of parliamentary deputies op-
pose this treaty, Merkel and Macron work hard to push
it through. Likewise, the leading European Great Powers
have joined the US in criticizing China for human rights
violation at the latest G7 summit. They also supported
Biden’s initiative for a rival infrastructure program to
China’s Belt and Road Initiative and agreed to establish
a trade and technology council at the subsequent EU-US
summit. However, only weeks later, Merkel said she was
“willing to actively study and join” China’s own Support for
Africa’s Development Partnership Initiative, which seeks to
deepen Beijing’s involvement in Africa. *

In other words, large sectors of Europe’s monopoly capi-
tal as well as many capitalists in countries of the South
have a direct interest to oppose Washington’s push for a
new Cold War. This does not necessarily mean that they
would join the China camp. But at least they prefer to re-
main neutral and do not wish to offend Beijing.

For all these reasons, we have to state that while the char-
acterization of the Stalinist, Bolivarian and left-populist
forces as pro-Eastern social-imperialist is fully valid, it is
not complete. These forces are not only pro-Eastern social-
imperialist but also, at the same time, defenders of the in-
terests of a sector of the domestic monopoly bourgeoisie.
In short, they serve not one but two capitalist masters!

It is this dual role which explains what, at a first glance,
seems to be a contradiction. How can parties in a NATO
country — like the French PCF or the Spanish PCE — which
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have been proven loyal governmental parties for the do-
mestic monopoly bourgeoisie, sign an undisguised pro-
Chinese statement? The explanation is simple. Sizeable
sectors of the imperialist bourgeois of these European
countries oppose the U.S. Cold War drive and wish to
keep close relations — at least on an economic level — with
Beijing.

In short, the Stalinist, Bolivarian and left-populist par-
ties in Europe and other pro-Western countries in the
South are both - inverted social-imperialist (towards
Beijing and Moscow) as well as social-patriots (towards
their own bourgeoisie).

This is, by the way, an important change in the role of
these Stalinist parties compared with the past. In the pe-
riod of the imperialist Cold War of the West against the
USSR and its allies, the Stalinist parties in NATO and
pro-Western countries did not follow a social-imperialist
policy when they sided with Moscow. They rather defend-
ed, albeit in a reformist way, degenerated workers states
against the imperialist aggression.

Today the situation is completely different. There exist no
degenerated workers states any more in the world. China
and Russia are not “socialist” but thoroughly capitalist, in
fact they have become imperialist Great Powers. Hence,
the Stalinist parties are no longer loyal to post-capitalist
states (i.e. siding with more progressive force than the im-
perialist bourgeoisie). Instead, they have degenerated into
direct agents of other imperialist Great Powers.

Books of the RCIT
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11. A Note on the tight-lipped
“Trotskyists” (CWI, IMT, ISA)

At the end of this essay, we wish to add a brief note on
some pseudo-Trotskyist international organization. We
talk about the Committee for a Workers International (CWI),
led by Peter Taaffe, the International Marxist Tendency
(IMT), led by Alan Woods, and the Internationalist Social-
ist Alternative (ISA) which has SA in the U.S. as the stron-
gest section. They all come from the same tradition, the
so-called Militant tradition associated with the name of its
founder, Ted Grant. Originally, they were all part of the
same international tendency — the CWI. However, the IMT
was expelled in 1992 and the ISA is the result of another
split of the CWI in 2019.

It is not possible to criticize the statements of these three
organizations for their position on the recent shooting in-
cident between UK and Russia in the Black Sea. It is not
possible to do so because none of have published a single
document on this important event!

Such silence is highly remarkable for three reasons. First,
this has been an important event which was widely re-
ported in world media. Second, these organizations are
“directly” involved in this conflict since two of them have
their “mother sections” in Britain and the third (ISA) has
also a sizeable presence in this country. In addition, two of
them (IMT and ISA) have also sections in Russia. Thirdly,
these are not small sects but organizations with money
and a full-time apparatus which are publishing article and
statements on their websites on a daily basis.

So how can such strange silence be explained? As it can
not be because of lack of resources, the reason can only be
found in the political fundament of these organizations.
And indeed, as the RCIT has demonstrated in various
documents, the Grantite tradition never understood the
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Marxist analysis of imperialism, nor did they accept the
program of anti-imperialism and revolutionary defeatism.
In 1982, when all were united in the CWI, they refused to
call for the defeat of British imperialism in its war of ag-
gression against Argentina. ® Nor did they do so in later
wars against people of the South (Iraq 1991, Afghanistan
2001, Iraq 2003). ' The IMT’s leader Alan Woods even
claims wrongly that Lenin would have corrected his pro-
gram of “revolutionary defeatism” (i.e. that he would have
had dropping slogans like “the defeat of your own govern-
ment is the lesser evil” and “transformation of the imperialist
war into civil war”). ® Such an opportunist softening of the
Marxist program of anti-imperialism goes hand in hand
with the arch-revisionist conception that a peaceful road
to socialism is possible. © And since a number of years,
they advocate the slogan of a “socialist Israel” on the side
of a “socialist Palestine” (CWI, ISA) resp. the slogan of a
“Jewish homeland” on the side of a “Palestinian homeland” .
In other words, they shamefully adapt to settler-colonial-
ist Zionism and its “achievements” against the Palestinian
population.

Not only do these forces opportunistically adapt to social-
imperialism —be it in the Western metropolises or in Israel.
At least the CWI as well as the IMT are also confused — to
use a polite formulation — when it comes to the class char-
acterization of China and Russia. As we did show in our
book on Great Power rivalry, the CWI and the IMT refuse
to characterize the Eastern powers as imperialist. ©

Given such deep-seating tradition of adaption to British
social-imperialism as well as theoretical confusion con-
cerning the class character of Russia and China, it is hardly
surprising that these organizations prefer to remain silent
on such confrontations between Great Powers as the re-
cent one in the Black Sea. This is certainly politically less
risky for them than to stick their neck out.

The Failure of the PTS/FT to
Recognize China’s Capitalism

* An analysis of the capitalist character of China’s
State-Owned Enterprises and its political consequences
* Eclectic empiricism and the failure of the PTS/FT

to recognize the imperialist character of China

Two Essays by Michael Prébsting (in English and Spanish language)

Order the pamphlets via our contact address: rcit@thecommunists.net
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12. Conclusions

Let us conclude in the form of a few theses which, so it
seems to us, shall summarize the main ideas of this essay.
1. China (and Russia) are no “anti-imperialist”,
“progressive”, let alone “socialist” states. They are rather
imperialist Great Powers which play an important role in
the capitalist world economy respectively in world poli-
tics.

2. Hence, the new Cold War is not a conflict between
reactionary, imperialist powers, on one side, and “pro-
gressive” forces on the other side. It is rather the result of
the acceleration of the rivalry between several imperialist
Great Powers (U.S., China, EU, Russia, and Japan).

3. The two Joint Statements, signed by numerous
Stalinist parties, are directed only against the Western im-
perialist powers. They don’t raise any opposition against
China and Russia and one of these statements even sug-
gests that China would be a “socialist” country.

4. Marxists therefore sharply denounce these state-
ments and characterize them as declaration of social-im-
perialist support for China and Russia.

5. The Stalinist concepts of “multilateralism” and
“peaceful “coexistence” are a reactionary illusion. There
never has been and there never can be a peaceful, stable
global order led by several Great Powers in the period of
capitalist decay. There can be no “peaceful “coexistence”
— monopolies are inevitable competing against each other
for a larger share of the profit mass, and Great Powers are
rivalling against each other for more global influence at
the cost of others.

6. The Stalinists, Castro-Chavistas and left-populists
who side with China and Russia have a dual character
as they serve two capitalist masters. Evidently, they are
pro-Eastern social-imperialists, agents of the ruling class
in Beijing and Moscow. At the same time, they also objec-
tively defend the interests of sectors of the domestic bour-
geoisie which have a strong interest in opposing Wash-
ington’s Cold War and in keeping friendly relations with
the world’s largest producer of capitalist value as well as
trade.
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7. In contrast, revolutionaries have to oppose all im-
perialist Great Powers — those in the West as well as those
in the East. They are obliged to denounce all forms of mili-
tarism, chauvinism as well as sanctions and punitive tar-
iffs. They must not lend support in any form either to their
own ruling class or to rivaling imperialist bourgeoisie.
Based on the communists’ famous principle “the main en-
emy is at home”, revolutionaries aim to utilize any conflict
in order to weaken and eventually overthrow the ruling
class.

8. The struggle against imperialist war and milita-
rism is not an issue separated from other issues of the class
struggle. “War is a mere continuation of policy by other means”
as Lenin liked to quote Clausewitz. Hence, the most effec-
tive struggle against war is the struggle today against each
and every ruling class as well as against all Great Powers
in order to weaken and eventually overthrow them. Con-
sequently, socialists have to support the liberation strug-
gles of oppressed people against Great Powers resp. their
proxies — again the uprisings both against Western as well
as against Eastern powers.

9. Following from this, authentic Marxists must en-
ergetically oppose those “progressive” forces which sup-
port in any way their own or any other imperialist Great
Power. Revolutionaries recognize such forces as social-
imperialist lackeys and combat their influence within the
workers and popular mass organizations.

10. From this follows that it is crucial for Marxists to
build a Revolutionary World Party — a party which can or-
ganize the international struggle of the workers vanguard
against all Great Powers and against all ruling classes. In
order to advance the process of building such a body, rev-
olutionaries need to unite as soon as possible in an inter-
national organization which is based on program of class
independence, anti-imperialism and socialist world revo-
lution.

Workers and Oppressed:
Fight all Great Powers in East and West!

Join the RCIT!

China: Restoration of
Capitalism and Transformation
into an Imperialist Power

A study of the economic, political and military aspects
of China as a Great Power

By Michael Probsting (International Secretary of the RCIT)

Order the pamphlet via our contact address: rcit@thecommunists.net
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Britain but didn’t wake up the left. The bankruptcy of the left during the
August uprising of the oppressed in Britain: Its features, its roots and the
way forward, in: Revolutionary Communism No. 1, pp. 30-31 (Sep-
tember 2011), http://www.thecommunists.net/theory/britain-left-
and-the-uprising/sp-and-committee-for-a-workersinternational
64 On the RCIT's critique of the CWI reactionary support
for an Israeli state see Yossi Schwarz: Occupied Palestine / Israel:
Dead End for the Two-State Solution. The Palestinian Liberation
Struggle and the CWTI's Centrist Adaptation to Zionism, 12.11.2015,
https://www.thecommunists.net/worldwide/africa-and-middle-
east/palestine-and-cwi/; Michael Probsting: The CWT's “Socialist”
Zionism and the Palestinian Liberation Struggle. A Reply from
the RCIT, 15.9.2014, https://www.thecommunists.net/worldwide/
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65 A leader of the IMT once wrote us and protested against
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What the RCIT Stands for

dency (RCIT) is a fighting organisation for

the liberation of the working class and all
oppressed. It has national sections in various coun-
tries. The working class is the class of all those (and
their families) who are forced to sell their labour
power as wage earners to the capitalists. The RCIT
stands on the theory and practice of the revolution-
ary workers” movement associated with the names
of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky.

Capitalism endangers our lives and the future of
humanity. Unemployment, war, environmental
disasters, hunger, exploitation, are part of everyday
life under capitalism as are the national oppres-
sion of migrants and nations and the oppression
of women, young people and homosexuals. There-
fore, we want to eliminate capitalism.

The liberation of the working class and all op-
pressed is possible only in a classless society with-
out exploitation and oppression. Such a society can
only be established internationally.

Therefore, the RCIT is fighting for a socialist revo-
lution at home and around the world.

This revolution must be carried out and lead by
the working class, for she is the only class that has
nothing to lose but their chains.

The revolution can not proceed peacefully because
never before has a ruling class voluntarily surren-
dered their power. The road to liberation includes
necessarily the armed rebellion and civil war
against the capitalists.

The RCIT is fighting for the establishment of work-
ers’ and peasant republics, where the oppressed or-
ganize themselves in rank and file meetings in fac-
tories, neighbourhoods and schools — in councils.
These councils elect and control the government
and all other authorities and can always replace
them.

Real socialism and communism has nothing to do
with the so-called “real existing socialism” in the
Soviet Union, China, Cuba or Eastern Europe. In
these countries, a bureaucracy dominated and op-
pressed the proletariat.

The RCIT supports all efforts to improve the liv-
ing conditions of workers and the oppressed. We
combine this with a perspective of the overthrow
of capitalism.

We work inside the trade unions and advocate
class struggle, socialism and workers” democracy.
But trade unions and social democracy are con-
trolled by a bureaucracy. This bureaucracy is a lay-
er which is connected with the state and capital via
jobs and privileges. It is far from the interests and

The Revolutionary Communist International Ten-

living circumstances of the members. This bureau-
cracy’s basis rests mainly on the top, privileged lay-
ers of the working class - the workers’ aristocracy.
The struggle for the liberation of the working class
must be based on the broad mass of the proletariat
rather than their upper strata.

The RCIT strives for unity in action with other or-
ganizations. However, we are aware that the policy
of social democracy and the pseudo-revolutionary
groups is dangerous and they ultimately represent
an obstacle to the emancipation of the working
class.

We fight for the expropriation of the big land own-
ers as well as for the nationalisation of the land and
its distribution to the poor and landless peasants.
We fight for the independent organisation of the
rural workers.

We support national liberation movements against
oppression. We also support the anti-imperialist
struggles of oppressed peoples against the great
powers. Within these movements we advocate a
revolutionary leadership as an alternative to na-
tionalist or reformist forces.

In a war between imperialist states (e.g. U.S., Chi-
na, EU, Russia, Japan) we take a revolutionary de-
featist position, i.e. we don’t support neither side
and advocate the transformation of the war into a
civil war against the ruling class. In a war between
an imperialist power (or its stooge) and a semi-co-
lonial country we stand for the defeat of the former
and the victory of the oppressed country.

The struggle against national and social oppression
(women, youth, sexual minorities etc.) must be lead
by the working class. We fight for revolutionary
movements of the oppressed (women, youth, mi-
grants etc.) based on the working class. We oppose
the leadership of petty-bourgeois forces (feminism,
nationalism, Islamism etc.) and strive to replace
them by a revolutionary communist leadership.

Only with a revolutionary party fighting as its
leadership can the working class win. The construc-
tion of such a party and the conduct of a successful
revolution as it was demonstrated by the Bolshe-
viks under Lenin and Trotsky in Russia are a model
for the revolutionary parties and revolutions also in
the 21 Century.

For new, revolutionary workers” parties in all
countries! For a 5" Workers International on a rev-
olutionary program! Join the RCIT!

No future without socialism!

No socialism without a revolution!

No revolution without a revolutionary party!







