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Introduction

It is an axiom among Marxists that great historical events 
are a test for all political forces, including self-proclaimed 
socialist organizations. The current period has experi-
enced quite a number of such tests within a short space 
of time – a development which reflects the revolutionary 
nature of political conditions in a world which is out of 
joint. Popular uprisings, the COVID Counterrevolution, 
the inter-imperialist rivalry between the Great Powers in 
East and West – all these are examples for such key ques-
tions which also constitute crucial tests for socialists.
The recent events in Afghanistan belong without doubt 

in such a category of historic events. One of the poorest 
nations in the world defeated the most powerful Western 
states after a 20-year long insurgency. A quarter of a mil-
lion people died in the course of this struggle, many more 
were injured, raped and maimed and millions were made 
refugees. But in the end, these gigantic sacrifices enabled 
the heroic Afghan people to drive out the imperialist occu-
piers! As the RCIT has pointed out in recent months, this 
is a historic defeat for the Western imperialist powers and 
a historic victory not only for the Afghan people but for all 
oppressed peoples.

In this essay, we do not intend to repeat our extensive 
analysis of the character and the background of the im-
perialist defeat in Afghanistan. We refer interested read-
ers to the special sub-page on our website where we have 
complied the respective RCIT documents. 1 At this point 
we will rather deal with the approach of left-wing orga-
nizations to this historic event. Hence, this essay should 
be read in conjunction with our previous documents pub-
lished in the past weeks.
As we will see below, only a few of these organizations 

were able to take a principled, anti-imperialist position 
while most have failed to comprehend the character of the 
events in Afghanistan. 2 As a result, they were unable to 
take a consistent anti-colonialist position and ended up as 
closet social-imperialists!

The Class Character
of the Afghan Insurgency

The bedrock of the failure of the opportunist left is their 
complete ineptitude to recognize the differences in the 
class character of countries involved in this conflict. On 
one side were several Great Powers like the U.S., Britain, 
Germany and others; on the other side was one of the 
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poorest countries in the world. These facts are so obvious 
that hardly anyone would dare to publicly dispute them.
But what does this mean translated into the language of 

Marxism? It means that the conflict in Afghanistan in 2001-
2021 was a conflict between several imperialist powers and 
a semi-colonial country (which, in fact, was transformed 
into a de facto colony in this period). In other words, the 
nature of this conflict was a reactionary, imperialist and co-
lonialist war of aggression against the Afghan people. In turn, 
from the Afghan point of view, the conflict had the char-
acter of a progressive, national liberation, and anti-colonial war 
of defense.
Some “socialists”, reflecting the pressure of the imperial-

ist world public, claim that the Taliban did not represent 
the Afghan people. Well, the Taliban ruled the country in 
1996-2001 and they do so now. And in between they were 
the main force fighting against the U.S./NATO occupation. 
How could they hide among the people, wage myriads of 
guerilla attacks against the occupiers, create large zones 
in from which they de facto expelled the occupiers, how 
could they do this for over twenty years against the most 
powerful imperialist armies, if they would not have large 
support among the rural popular masses?!
Furthermore, if the Taliban did not represent the Afghan 

people, who else did so? The corrupt warlord regime, 
which was imposed by the imperialist occupiers in 2001, 
which terrorized and raped the Afghan people, and which 
collapsed like a house of cards once the U.S. withdrew 
money and guns? Hardly! So, who else could represent 
the Afghan people? The little NGO’s which lived from 
Western donations and existed mostly only in the safe 
zone in Kabul? Well, think again!
Or do the pro-Western “socialists” want to claim that 

nobody represented the Taliban people? Really, nobody 
represents a people for decades?! As a matter of fact, this 
is a deeply euro-centric and racist position which denies 
that poor people can be actors of history. Such arguments 
objectively only serve the imperialists to pose as “enlight-
ened civilizers” against the “poor and backward” Afghan 
people who are supposedly too stupid to act as subjects 
and not only as objects of the class struggle!
“But the Taliban are a reactionary force!”, object many left-

ists. No doubt, every Marxists is fully aware of this. But, 
first, this argument does not remove the fact that the Tali-
ban have been clearly the strongest force in the country 
and led the insurgency against the occupiers. And, second, 
there is reactionary and reactionary. Social and political 
movements are full of contradictions. Bourgeois dictator-
ships are reactionary by definition. Nevertheless, under 
specific conditions, they can play a certain objective pro-
gressive role – for example when they defend a semi-co-
lonial country against an imperialist aggression. To give 
only two examples, we refer to the defense of Ethiopia 
against Italy in 1935-37 by Emperor Haile Selassie or to the 
defense of Iraq against U.S. imperialism in 1991 and 2003 
by the regime of Saddam Hussein. And to those, who refer 
to the reactionary women’s policy of the Taliban, we say: it 
is no doubt that the Taliban promote such a policy. But, as 
we have demonstrated in our latest pamphlet on Afghani-
stan, the situation for the mass of women (at least outside 
of the middle-class districts of Kabul) was definitely not 
better during the time of the U.S./Warlords occupation – 
rather the opposite! 3 Hence, if the Taliban promote a reac-

tionary women’s policy, the U.S./warlords occupiers pro-
moted an even more reactionary women’s policy!
No, it is an undeniable fact
a) that the Western Great Powers imposed an imperialist 

occupation on Afghanistan, a poor semi-colonial country 
and
b) that the Taliban stood at the top of an insurgency 

against this imperialist occupation.
Hence, this insurgency had an anti-colonial and anti-im-

perialist character, i.e. an objectively progressive character 
despite the reactionary policy of the Taliban’s leadership 
in many issues.
It is worth noting that Tariq Ali, a well-known left-wing 

intellectual of Pakistan origin, managed to understand the 
events in Afghanistan better than all those Stalinist and 
“Trotskyist” smart alecks. In a recently published article 
in New Left Review, he welcomed the defeat of the U.S. and 
compared the Taliban’s victory with the historic victory 
of the Sudanese insurgents against the British occupation 
forces in 1885. “The fall of Kabul to the Taliban on 15 August 
2021 is a major political and ideological defeat for the American 
Empire. The crowded helicopters carrying US Embassy staff to 
Kabul airport were startlingly reminiscent of the scenes in Sai-
gon – now Ho Chi Minh City – in April 1975. The speed with 
which Taliban forces stormed the country was astonishing; their 
strategic acumen remarkable. (…) In some respects, the closest 
analogy is not Saigon but nineteenth-century Sudan, when the 
forces of the Mahdi swept into Khartoum and martyred Gen-
eral Gordon. William Morris celebrated the Mahdi’s victory as 
a setback for the British Empire. (…) The twentieth anniver-
sary of the ‘War on Terror’ thus ended in predictable and pre-
dicted defeat for the US, NATO and others who clambered on 
the bandwagon. However one regards the Taliban’s policies – I 
have been a stern critic for many years – their achievement can-
not be denied. In a period when the US has wrecked one Arab 
country after another, no resistance that could challenge the oc-
cupiers ever emerged. This defeat may well be a turning point. 
That is why European politicians are whinging. They backed the 
US unconditionally in Afghanistan, and they too have suffered 
a humiliation – none more so than Britain.“ 4

The Marxist Classics on Anti-Colonial Wars

As the RCIT has pointed out repeatedly, the Marxist clas-
sics left no doubt about the duty of socialists in case of 
such wars. They have to support the struggle of the op-
pressed people and work towards the defeat of the impe-
rialist aggressors. 5

The following short selection of authoritative texts of the 
communist movement should leave no doubt about the 
position of revolutionary organizations in such conflicts. 
The Communist International, in the period when it was 
led by Lenin and Trotsky, stated in 1920 as one of the con-
ditions for admission: “A particularly explicit and clear atti-
tude on the question of the colonies and the oppressed peoples is 
necessary for the parties in those countries where the bourgeoisie 
possess colonies and oppress other nations. Every party which 
wishes to join the Communist International is obliged to expose 
the tricks and dodges of ‘its’ imperialists in the colonies, to sup-
port every colonial liberation movement not merely in words but 
in deeds, to demand the expulsion of their own imperialists from 
these colonies, to inculcate among the workers of their country a 
genuinely fraternal attitude to the working people of the colonies 
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and the oppressed nations, and to carry on systematic agitation 
among the troops of their country against any oppression of the 
colonial peoples.” 6

Such an approach was based on the Lenin’s analysis of 
imperialism as the highest and final stage of capitalism 
which he elaborated during World War I. Such he wrote 
in 1916: “National wars waged by colonies and semi-colonies in 
the imperialist era are not only probable but inevitable. About 
1,000 million people, or over half of the world’s population, 
live in the colonies and semi-colonies (China, Turkey, Persia). 
The national liberation movements there are either already very 
strong, or are growing and maturing. Every war is the continu-
ation of politics by other means. The continuation of national 
liberation politics in the colonies will inevitably take the form of 
national wars against imperialism.” 7

In one of their crucial documents published during 
World War I, the leaders of the Bolsheviks stated that it 
is the highest duty for all socialists to take the side of the 
oppressed in such wars: „By a ‘defensive” war socialists have 
always understood a ‘just” war in this particular sense (Wil-
helm Liebknecht once expressed himself precisely in this way). 
It is only in this sense that socialists have always regarded wars 
‘for the defence of the fatherland”, or ‘defensive” wars, as legiti-
mate, progressive and just. For example, if tomorrow, Morocco 
were to declare war on France, or India on Britain, or Persia 
or China on Russia, and so on, these would be ‘just”, and ‘de-
fensive” wars, irrespective of who would be the first to attack; 
any socialist would wish the oppressed, dependent and unequal 
states victory over the oppressor, slaveholding and predatory 
‘Great” Powers.“ 8

At the Fourth Congress of the Communist International 
in 1922, Trotsky expressed the same approach: “Every colo-
nial movement that weakens capitalist rule in the ruling country 
(métropole) is progressive, because it assists the proletariat in its 
revolutionary task.” 9

Consequently, Trotsky sharply denounced all those pseu-
do-socialists who refused to take the side of the oppressed 
people: “The struggle against war and its social source, capi-
talism, presupposes direct, active, unequivocal support to the 
oppressed colonial peoples in their struggles and wars against 

imperialism. A “neutral” position is tantamount to support of 
imperialism. Yet, among the announced adherents of the London 
Bureau congress are found ILPers who advocate leaving the cou-
rageous Ethiopian warriors against marauding Italian fascism 
in the lurch on the grounds of “neutrality,” and “Left” Poale 
Zionists who are even at this moment leaning upon British im-
perialism in its savage campaign against the legitimate, even if 
confused, struggle of the Arab peasantry.” 10

One could find dozens of similar statements of the Marx-
ist classics. But we think this short selection makes it clear 
what is the duty of revolutionaries in a conflict between 
imperialist and (semi-)colonial countries.

A Few Historical Examples

Unfortunately, all this is a closed book to the opportun-
ist left. They refuse to recognize the anti-imperialist char-
acter of the 20-year insurgency by referring to the petty-
bourgeois Islamist nature of the Taliban. By this, these 
reformist and centrist forces ignore the fact that, in many 
cases, national liberation struggles have been led by non-
revolutionary forces, including Islamist, nationalist or au-
thoritarian parties. 11

As we have elaborated this argument many times, we 
limit ourselves at this point to briefly mention the struggle 
of the Riffian Berbers against the Spanish and French im-
perialists in the early 1920s which was led by the petty-
bourgeois Islamist Abd el-Krim. The French communists 
at that time waged a militant anti-colonial mass campaign 
in solidarity with the Riffians which even included a gen-
eral strike on 12th October 1925. In its propaganda and 
agitation, the PCF publicly expressed its support for the 
Riffians struggle until “Moroccan soil was completely liber-
ated“ from both Spanish and French imperialists. 12 Like-
wise, one could refer to the resistance of the Syrian people 
against the French occupiers in 1925-27 or in Palestine 
where the masses fought against the British imperialists 
and the Zionist settlers under the leadership of petty-
bourgeois Islamist and nationalist forces. 13 Another ex-
ample is the anti-colonial struggle of the Ethiopian people 
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against Italy in 1935-37 which was led by Emperor Haile 
Selassie and which had the sympathy of the international 
workers movement.
Another example of a historically progressive war despite 

its reactionary leadership is the Turkish national liberation 
struggle against British imperialism and its Greek allies 
in 1919-22. This struggle was led by Mustafa Kemal and 
resulted in numerous massacres against civilian popula-
tion. Historians estimate that in this period, Turkish forces 
killed between 213,000 and 368,000 Anatolian Greeks and 
expelled many more from their homes (of course, Greece 
did the same with the Turkish and Muslim minorities liv-
ing on its territory). 14 Despite all that, Turkey’s war was 
first and foremost a progressive liberation struggle for na-
tional independence and for this reason the Soviet Union 
supported it by various means. 15

To give more actual examples of progressive national 
liberation struggles against oppressive forces under bour-
geois or petty-bourgeois Islamist-nationalist leadership we 
refer to the struggle of the Chechen people against Russia 
in the 1990s and 2000s 16, the Iraqi people against the U.S. 
occupation since 2003 17, the Syrian people against the 
Russian/Iranian/Assadist tyranny 18, the Kashmiri people 
against India 19, the Yemeni people against Saudi Arabia 
20, the Muslim Rohingya people in Burma-Myanmar, etc. 21

Denouncing an Anti-Colonial Insurgency
as Equally Bad as Imperialist Occupation

… or Even Worse

However, the opportunist left refuses the teachings of the 
Marxist classics as well as the lessons of history. They ig-
nore the anti-colonial character of the 20-year insurgency 
of the Afghan people, under the leadership of the petty-
bourgeois Islamist-nationalist Taliban and reduce it to a 
conflict between two reactionary forces. In a number of 
cases, such “socialists” even suggest that the victory of the 
Taliban would be worse than the previous imperialist oc-
cupation.
Let us demonstrate this with a number of examples. Un-

surprisingly, most Stalinist parties hate U.S. imperialism 
… but hate popular insurgencies against imperialists even 
more – particularly if they are led by Islamist forces. We 
have seen this in Syria where the Stalinists loyally sup-
port the Assad tyranny and their Russian masters against 
the revolutionary uprising since 2011. The same in Egypt 
where they hailed the military coup of Genera Sisi in July 
2013 against the parliamentary democratic regime with 
the Islamist Morsi at the top. 22

These Islamophobic cretins are no better when it comes 
to Afghanistan. Take the Iranian Tudeh Party. This is the 
Stalinist party which initially hailed Khomeini in the early 
1980s and since then, after their cadres were murdered by 
the very same regime, they support each and everyone 
against the Mullah regime irrespective if they are imperi-
alists or not. Such writes this party: “The fall of Kabul and 
return of the Taliban to power in Afghanistan on Sunday, Au-
gust 15, is a colossal tragedy for its people.” 23 So, we see, the 
expulsion of the imperialist occupation forces by the hand 
of a popular insurgency is not a victory against the West-
ern Great Powers but … a “colossal tragedy“.
Their Stalinist comrades of the Communist Party of Ban-

gladesh say basically the same. “The Communist Party of 

Bangladesh (CPB) has expressed deep concern over the ‘dra-
matic’ and dangerous incident of the Taliban’s seizure of power 
in Afghanistan. (…) After a long dark period of American oc-
cupation in this ‘blue-print game’ of imperialism, the Afghan 
people are now facing the darkness of medieval barbarism of the 
violent fanatical militant Taliban regime. While the withdrawal 
of US troops from Afghanistan is long desired to the people of 
that country and to the whole world, the Taliban regime is by no 
means an alternative. Afghanistan today has been thrown from 
a boiling pot into a burning furnace.” 24 This means nothing 
but that the situation after the expulsion of the imperialist 
occupiers is as bad or even worse than before!
There are also some “Trotskyists” like the notorious AWL 

in Britain which currently boast that they never called for 
the withdrawal of the imperialist occupation forces. “We 
have never sloganised for “US troops out of Afghanistan”, be-
cause that would suggest some support for a Taliban victory.“ 
25 Such a position is hardly surprising as it comes from a 
group which is known for its support for Zionism. Its his-
toric leader even went so far to state in their paper that one 
could hardly criticize Israel if it would attack Iran! “We do 
not advocate an Israeli attack on Iran, nor will we endorse it or 
take political responsibility for it. But if the Israeli airforce at-
tempts to stop Iran developing the capacity to wipe it out with 
a nuclear bomb, in the name of what alternative would we con-
demn Israel?” 26

“Trotskyists” Jump the Wagon of Imperialist 
Public Opinion (CWI, IMT, ISA, IRI)

One could imagine that “Trotskyist” organizations would 
approach the developments in Afghanistan in a better, 
more Marxist way. Far from it! The “Fourth International” 
in the tradition of Pablo and Mandel published an article 
saying about the situation now – after the end of the im-
perialist occupation – that “under the Taliban it will go from 
bad to worse”. “Yet again, puritan barbarism has landed Ka-
bul. Yet again, the bigger barbarism, the US imperialism, paved 
the way for the junior partner, the Taliban. However, instead 
of examining Kabul’s ignominious fall, let’s begin by flagging 
dangerously brave resistance to the Taliban occupation. (…) 
Another group incapable of recognizing the unchanging char-
acter of Taliban is the troupe of self-styled “anti-imperialists” 
detecting decoloniality in the fall of Kabul. Life no doubt was 
bad under the US occupation. Taliban suicide missions further 
compounded the misery bombed onto Afghan villages by the US 
war jets. The latter claimed more civilian lives. However, under 
the Taliban it will go from bad to worse.” 27

The CWI led by Peter Taaffe calls the victory of the Tali-
ban not a victory of an anti-colonial struggle but rather a 
“defeat”. “The Taliban’s gains, putting huge parts of the coun-
try under their reactionary medieval rule, are a defeat for the 
aspirations of the mass of Afghans.” 28

Their former comrades in the ISA, who split with Taaffe 
two years ago, share this outlook and even suggest that 
the capitalist-imperialist occupation by the U.S. has been 
replaced by an even more backward – a pre-capitalist feu-
dal – force! „The defeat of US Imperialism now, however, has 
not only strengthened the other capitalist-imperialist power — 
China, it has seen a reactionary, religious and practically feudal 
force come to power.“ 29 What could be the conclusion from 
this if not to stay neutral in a conflict between a “capitalist-
imperialist power” and a “feudal” force or even to support 
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the former?!
Another group which also spit from the CWI in 2019 – the 

Spain-based IRI – defends such a reactionary line of argu-
ment even more explicit. “US imperialism has left Afghani-
stan defeated. This is true, but who is raising its head is the most 
fundamentalist and obscurantist reaction. We cannot forget that 
the taliban were a product of an operation put in place by US 
imperialism, Pakistan and Saudi Arabia both in the struggle 
against the Soviets and to attempt to tackle the chaos caused by 
the bloody war between the different warlords after Moscow’s 
retreat. The taliban can only offer the Afghan people what they 
have already lived through between 1996 and 2001: unbridled 
oppression, slavery for women and a policy of agreements with 
imperialism which will benefit a privileged elite. We have seen 
it in the last few decades: islamic fundamentalist plays the same 
role as the fascist groupings, dismantles the revolutionary move-
ments and allows capitalism to function unhindered. The impe-
rialists and the integrists are two sides of the same coin: they 
feed and need this epoch of world crisis, recession, pandemic and 
capitalist decomposition. The ones which made the horrifying 
scenario in Afghanistan possible are the same who have done it 
before in Iraq, Syria, Libya and Yemen. Yes, on one hand are the 
taliban, the Islamic State, all type of jihadi reactionary group-
ings… but behind them lie their sponsors- the Gulf reactionary 
monarchies, the Iran mullahs, and the imperialism that sows 
the conditions for their existence, when it doesn’t organise and 
strengthen them directly.” 30

This statement reflects the delirium of political Neander-
thals who do not know much more about Afghanistan 
than its geographic location! “Imperialists and Islamists 
are just two side of the same coin” – the classic nonsense 
which we hear since many years from Stalinism. The fact 
that one side represents the most powerful imperialist 
stats and the other is located in semi-colonial countries 
– such trifles don’t matter for the centrist muddleheads! 
This is hardly surprising as this current refused to rec-

ognize a class difference between imperialist Britain and 
semi-colonial Argentina and, hence, refused to side with 
the latter during the Malvinas War in 1982. (The leaders of 
the CWI, the IMT, ISA and IRI were all united in a single 
organization at that time.)
Likewise, putting all these organizations in the same bas-

ket (“taliban, the Islamic State, all type of jihadi reactionary 
groupings”) is as idiotic as claiming that all “Marxists” (left 
social democrats, Stalinists, Maoists, Trotskyists, etc.) are 
the same. As we have explained in our works, most Is-
lamist organizations are nationally based and are related 
to specific class forces in their respective countries. They 
play a given role in political life depending on the con-
crete forms of class contradictions and struggles. For ex-
ample, when they are in power, they play a different role 
compared with when they are the top of an insurgency; or 
when a country is under imperialist attack compared with 
a situation when this is not the case. Or take the role of 
Islamists in imperialist countries where such forces could  
be based among nationally oppressed Muslim migrants. 
All these different conditions have profound consequenc-
es for forces like the Islamists which are usually based on 
petty-bourgeois layers and impoverished masses. In fact, 
the primitive prejudices of such “Trotskyist” forces are 
nothing but a brainless reproduction of imperialist-liberal 
schemas about “backward Muslims”.
By the way: the denunciations of the Taliban as “fascist” 

– a term which serves to justify support imperialist aggres-
sion – is not only used by the above-mentioned Spanish 
“Trotskyists” but also by the Stalinist party in the same 
country: “Now that the US occupation and war ends and the 
country moves towards jihadist fascism, the workers of the world 
cannot ignore the suffering of Afghanistan.” 31

We could go on with many more examples. Just one last. 
The IRI suggest that the “taliban, the Islamic State, all type 
of jihadi reactionary groupings” are sponsored by “the Gulf 
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reactionary monarchies, the Iran mullahs, and the imperialism“. 
This nonsense is another attempt to deny that Islamist 
forces have a certain basis in concrete class configurations 
in this or that country. It depends on the concrete situation 
– who against whom – if a given petty-bourgeois Islamist 
force plays an objective reactionary role or if it is part of an 
objective progressive struggle. But such a concrete dialecti-
cal and materialistic approach is alien to centrism. Instead, 
they fantasize that the Gulf monarchies, i.e. those states 
who are closely allied to U.S. imperialism and depend on 
its protection, would sponsor the “Islamists”. Well, which 
“Islamists”? The Taliban, i.e. those who fought against the 
protectors of the Gulf monarchies for 20 years?! Daesh/
ISIS, i.e. those who has fought against the U.S. forces and 
its allies in Syria and Iraq?! The Muslim Brotherhood, i.e. 
the organization which was overthrown and bloody sup-
pressed in Egypt by a military coup financed by Saudi 
Arabia and the UAE? All these claims are nothing but ex-
traordinary silly conspiracy theories! Furthermore, have 
these pseudo-Trotskyists ever heard about the years-long 
armed conflict between the Taliban and Daseh/ISIS?! Or 
between the Syrian “jihadists” (HTS, Muslim Brotherhood 
and others) against Daseh/ISIS?!
The IMT, another group led by Alan Woods which origi-

nated from a split in the CWI in 1991/92, share the same 
logic of denouncing the Western imperialists … for not 
acting more aggressively against the Taliban. They criti-
cize the U.S. and NATO forces not for occupying Afghani-
stan for 20 years but for leaving the country “cowardly”! 
“After having ravaged the country for 20 years, these cowards 
are now finally fleeing like dogs with their tails between their 
legs, leaving the Afghan people at the mercy of the Taliban mad-
men. For this, they deserve to be eternally cursed by the working 
masses everywhere.” 32 Consequently, the problem is not the 
occupation but the “the cynical betrayal of US imperialism“ 
against those Afghans who supported the occupation!
It is also worth noting that the IMT sections have partici-

pated wherever possible in the pro-imperialist demonstra-
tions against the “terror regime of the Taliban” which have 
taken place recently in a number of European cities since 

the defeat of the NATO imperialists. In London, they were 
one of the very few left-wing organizations which joined 
in such reactionary mobilizations. 33 Their Austrian com-
rades participated in similar events and distributed a flyer 
in which they attacked Washington for its supposed weak-
ness in the face of the “terrorists”: “The negotiations of the 
U.S. with the Taliban in the last years and the pressure to let 
them have a share of power and to release hundreds of their fight-
ers, has encouraged and legitimized the terrorists.” 34 Say hello 
to the advocates of the imperialist “war on terror” calling 
for a harder line against the “terrorist” Taliban! Do you 
remember Bush saying: “We don’t negotiate with terrorists!” 
Well, here are his successors!

Some “Orthodox Trotskyists” Follow
the Opportunist Trend (COR-TRCI, IG)

It is not only the larger Stalinist and “Trotskyist” orga-
nizations which mourn the defeat of the U.S. occupation 
but also smaller one which claim to be more “orthodox 
Trotskyists”. Take the Argentinean-based COR-TRCI 
which is literally shocked and demoralized by the expul-
sion of the U.S./NATO forces by the Taliban-led insurrec-
tion. “The defeat of imperialism in Afghanistan tastes like death, 
because the Taliban takes power. (…) “The catastrophe of the 
withdrawal from Kabul is a warning also for the revolutionary 
ranks: never has the achievement of a progressive slogan such as 
the withdrawal of US troops from Afghanistan been so far from 
advancing the positions of the world proletariat.” 35

“The defeat of imperialism tastes like death”, “the catas-
trophe of the withdrawal from Kabul is a warning for rev-
olutionaries”, … these people have completely lost their 
political balance and got caught up in the maelstrom of 
imperialist hysteria! What an example for the Marxist the-
sis that historical events are major tests for socialists … 
and only a few of them pass such!
The ex-Spartacist IG, led by Jan Norden, combines an “or-

thodox anti-imperialist” rhetoric with similar conclusions 
as the previous mentioned groups. A lot of denunciations 
of the imperialist occupation of Afghanistan … but not 
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a single word of supporting the 20 year-long insurgency 
and not a single word about the anti-colonial character of 
this struggle. Instead, “one oppressor regime is replaced by 
another”, i.e. both the imperialist occupation as well as the 
anti-occupation Taliban regime are equally reactionary. 36

It is worth noting that 20 years ago, the IG at least man-
aged to raise the slogan “Defend Afghanistan, Defeat U.S. 
Imperialism”. So, why could the IG defend a Taliban-led 
Afghanistan against the imperialists but not side with the 
Taliban-led insurgency against the imperialists?! Prob-
ably, the explanation is simple that in 2001, the IG leaders 
were 20 years younger and not as demoralized as they are 
today!

The Orthodox Past and the
Revisionist Present: The Example of the L5I

The same is even more true for the ex-revolutionary L5I 
which repeats the imperialist mantra that the situation un-
der the Taliban is worse than under the U.S./NATO occu-
pation. “For the masses in Afghanistan, dark times are dawn-
ing. The victory of the Taliban will effectively drive all demo-
cratic organisations, women’s organisations, trades unions and 
socialist or communist forces into illegality.” 37 Instead of 
recognizing the nature of the latest developments – a vic-
torious anti-colonial struggle against the most powerful 
imperialist state – the L5I slanders this victory as “regime 
change” – a well-known phrase for the replacement of one 
reactionary regime by another. 38 Worse, they implicitly 
criticize the U.S./NATO forces that they “failed to stand up 
to the Taliban”! “Afghan women are leading the way in organis-
ing anti-Taliban protests in Kabul and other parts of Afghani-
stan. They are doing what US and allied occupying forces failed 
to do: stand up to the Taliban.“ 39

In the past – long, long ago when this organization was 
still revolutionary – they wrote very differently about this 
issue. At that time, we said: “The LRCI and its British Sec-
tion - Workers Power - stand clearly for the military victory of 

all Afghan forces that resist the US/UK offensive. This includes 
Taliban forces that resist the imperialist offensive.” 40 But when 
this organization entered the path of centrist degenera-
tion, they dropped our anti-imperialist tradition and no 
longer sided with the Afghan resistance (including the 
Taliban) against the imperialist occupiers. In fact, they did 
their best to simply ignore this issue. It is characteristic 
that a few months after the expulsion of the founding cad-
res of the RCIT in 2011, the L5I stopped publishing any 
article about Afghanistan! 41

This is all the more remarkable (and shameful) as the 
two most important sections of the L5I (the British and 
the German) are based in countries who participated in 
the last decade with thousands of troops in the occupa-
tion of Afghanistan! As we demonstrated in the quote 
above, the Communist International in the times of Lenin 
and Trotsky demanded from its sections that they “expose 
the tricks and dodges of ‘its’ imperialists in the colonies, to sup-
port every colonial liberation movement not merely in words 
but in deeds, to demand the expulsion of their own imperialists 
from these colonies, ...” Obviously, the revisionist L5I ap-
proached the occupation of Afghanistan by “their” troops 
very differently!
When they resumed to write about Afghanistan two 

months ago (i.e. nearly a decade later!), they didn’t ex-
press a single word about support for the 20 years-long 
struggle against the imperialist occupation. Obviously, 
they are ashamed about their revolutionary past!
However, the contradictions between their past and their 

current position on Afghanistan are so evident that the 
L5I cadres increasingly feel obliged to explain and defend 
their revisions of Marxist anti-imperialism. A few days 
ago, the German L5I youth group published a long article 
which tried to defend their new position. This article is re-
markable by any standards and demonstrates – compared 
with past publications of the L5I on Afghanistan – particu-
larly clearly how much the L5I has abandoned even verbal 
adherence to the Marxist principles of anti-imperialism! 42
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This article starts with the following statement: “In gen-
eral, there was no significant resistance against the advance of 
the Taliban … The reason for this is not that the Taliban had 
large support among the people. The reason for the lack of resis-
tance against the Taliban was rather the corruption of President 
Ghani and his puppet government, the non-payment of wages 
to the Afghan soldiers after the withdrawal of NATO forces, the 
demoralization of the Afghan military and the bad supply condi-
tions for the population.“
As we did already explain, this is simply not true and, in 

any case, an empty tautology. The Taliban won because 1) 
the government and the army did not want to fight and 
2) the people are living in misery. In war-torn countries, 
living conditions are always bad. In Afghanistan, this is 
the case for four decades! This does not explain the pro-
cess of strengthening of the Taliban in the course of a 20-
year long insurgeny. Obviously, the government and the 
army did not want to fight as the NATO forces withdrew. 
But this shows that foreign money and guns were the only 
reasons why they existed in the past 20 years! There was 
no other reason. All the so-called advantages of the period 
of occupation about which the liberals and the “Marxists” 
phantasies, all the supposed horror about the Taliban … 
did not motivate anyone to fight against the Taliban! What 
does this tell us? It shows that the Taliban – despite hav-
ing much less money and guns – advanced over the years 
while the NATO/warlord forces – despite having gigantic 
superiority in terms of money and guns – were forced to 
retreat and, eventually, collapsed. The main difference is 
that the former had popular support and the later lacked 
such.
However, the revisionist L5I strongly denies this. They 

claim that the occupation created a number of liberties and 
achievements for the Afghan people which the Taliban are 
now abolishing. “It is clear that the new rule of the Taliban 
(…) will create no improvements for the large majority of the 
population but only deterioration. (…) Education, the develop-
ment of the individual (!), cultural offers etc. will be subordi-
nated under the rule of the feudal Taliban gangs (!) with their 
backward vision of a society. The common lifestyle in the large 
cities, employment opportunities for women, the right to assem-
bly and freedom of speech will be abolished with the Taliban tak-
ing power. The Taliban want to create a theocracy, an Afghan 
califate. The rule of the Taliban means a detoriation for the living 
and employment conditions for the masses, limitation of demo-
cratic rights, revocation of women’s rights, banning of women 
from public space, tighter control of women, LGBTQIA+ people, 
youth and national minorities.“ As we demonstrated in our 
above-mentioned pamphlet, these so-called achievements 
are a phantasy of Western and middle-class liberals.
When the L5I was still a revolutionary organization, i.e. 

before 2011, their cadres were fully aware of the arch-
reactionary, anti-democratic and oppressive nature of 
the occupation regime and they did not believe that that 
was better than the rule of the Taliban. At that time, they 
did say: “This conflict was sold to the public as a “War on Ter-
ror” to spread democracy and protect women’s rights. Instead, 
it has produced a corrupt dictatorship with the thinnest veneer 
of democratic legitimacy. Its warlord allies in the north of the 
country impose conditions on women even worse than under the 
Taliban, using the weapon of rape to reward loyalty and punish 
opposition.“ 43

“Actually, the occupation, far from liberating Afghan women, 

has been a catastrophe for them. Today, most women must wear 
a full-length burka or risk being attacked or raped. Surveys show 
that 80 per cent of marriages are forced, leading to widespread 
depression in women, which is so severe that 250 suicides were 
reported in the first six months of 2007. While schools have theo-
retically opened their doors to girls, in truth they are discour-
aged from attending, and in some areas Mujahideen militiamen 
kidnap and rape them on their way to school. As a result, only 
20 per cent of girls are enrolled at primary schools, and a pal-
try 0.5 per cent at secondaries, according to research by Oxfam. 
Far from doing anything to prevent this horrific oppression, US 
strategy has been to support Northern Alliance warlords, whose 
practices are just as oppressive to women as the Taliban.“ 44

We wonder: what has changed? Why was the imperialist 
occupation in 2008-09 at least as reactionary for women as 
the Taliban if not worse? Did the warlords rape less wom-
en and children since then? Have they become less oppres-
sive and corrupt since then? Or did the Taliban become 
more reactionary and oppressive since 2008-09? Well only 
a fool could claim such nonsense and even the L5I does 
not dare to say such in public. They simply conceal what 
they did say in the past and hope that nobody reminds 
them!
In contrast to other articles which the L5I published in the 

past months, the German article has the advantage that 
it is far more explicit in drawing political consequences. 
“For all these reasons it is evident that support for the Taliban 
in the spirit of the anti-imperialist united front is excluded (!). 
In addition, all leftists, socialists, Marxists, anarchists etc. will 
have to organize themselves under conditions of illegality and 
have to face persecution by the Taliban. (…) Furthermore, the 
Taliban do not represent independence of imperialism but rather 
demonstrate that they are open for collaboration with Russian 
and, in particular, Chinese imperialism. (…) For us, it is out 
of question to support the Taliban against imperialism (!). In 
such a proxy war between imperialist camps, the only legitimate 
position is independence of imperialism, for the building of an 
international, anti-imperialist movement and for the liberation 
of all oppressed and exploited. The struggle against imperial-
ism can not be conducted successfully with the Taliban but only 
against them.“
So, the new bible of the L5I is that any application of the 

Marxist tactic of the anti-imperialist united front has been 
impermissible in Afghanistan when the Taliban have led 
an insurgency against the U.S./NATO occupation. The 
arguments presented here are ridiculous. Of course, the 
Taliban are oppressive. But Marxists do not side with a 
given force because they are open for collaboration with 
us but because they lead an objective progressive struggle. 
This is why Marxists supported the Soviet Union despite 
the oppressive Stalinist dictatorship which slaughtered 
hundreds of thousands of Trotskyists and other commu-
nists, or Turkey under the oppressive regime of Mustafa 
Kemal despite the fact that he killed many people (includ-
ing communists), or Iraq under Saddam Hussein and so 
on. Clearly, Marxists can not lend any political support to 
such forces as they promote a reactionary policy. But they 
can, and must, support the practical struggle as it weak-
ens the main enemy and improves the conditions for the 
international liberation struggle of the working class and 
oppressed.
The other “argument” – that the Taliban would be proxies 

of Russian 45 and Chinese imperialism 46 – are no less ri-
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diculous. Which proof do the comrades have for their bold 
claim that the Taliban were “proxies” of Beijing and Mos-
cow in the past years and that the civil war in Afghanistan 
was simply a “proxy war between imperialist camps”? Of 
course, the Taliban leadership established contact with 
these powers (as well as with Pakistan, Qatar and Iran). Of 
course, these states had a certain interest to make life more 
difficult for the U.S. But the form of their material support 
was limited. One has just to take the fact that the Taliban 
fighters had only primitive weapons. They never got any 
meaningful anti-aircraft missiles which could have broken 
the undisputed air superiority of the NATO and regime 
forces. Most Taliban fighters did not even have uniforms 
and boots! Judge yourself, how significant could the mate-
rial support of other states have been?!
To give another example: Russia has officially designated 

the Taliban as a “terrorist organization.“ 47 China has always 
mistrusted the Taliban as they have traditional close re-
lations with the Islamist Uyghur organization Eastern 
Turkistan Islamic Movement which China has designated as 
a “terrorist organization.“ If the Taliban would have been 
Beijing’s and Moscow’s proxies they would now immedi-
ately recognize their government, establish close political 
and economic relations etc. But in fact, they are negotiat-
ing and putting pressure on them!
Yes, most likely, the Taliban government will establish 

relations with these (and other) states. But this does not 
mean that the developments in Afghanistan were not an 
anti-colonial victory. Most petty-bourgeois and bourgeois 
nationalist (and Islamist) movements which win a struggle 
against an imperialist power will go that way. When Asian 

and African countries won independence from Britain and 
France in the 1950s and 1960s, they often established close 
relations with U.S. imperialism. Does this mean that so-
cialists could not support their struggle against the Brit-
ish and French colonial masters? Only a social-imperialist 
lackey could advocate such an abstentionist position!
In the past, when the L5I was still revolutionary, they 

knew that too. At that time, they said: “Victory to the resis-
tance! Troops out now! (…) The US/UK anti-war movement 
must support all those forces fighting for their liberation against 
the imperialist forces and fight in our own countries to end the 
occupations in Iraq and Afghanistan.” 48

“The resistance has grown since 2004 when it became increas-
ingly clear that the US-led occupation, far from bringing secu-
rity, was leading to more chaos and destruction. The resistance 
has generally pledged allegiance to the Taliban for the simple 
reason that they are the main force that has consistently op-
posed occupation. They have also restrained any tendencies to-
wards Pashtun chauvinism and called for all Muslims to fight 
together. This means a more united resistance that does not face 
the terrible ethnic divisions seen in Iraq. The Taliban now con-
trols huge areas of the country. Since 2006, their influence has 
spread beyond the Pashtun regions. (…) Every day that occupy-
ing troops remain in Afghanistan the country falls further into 
chaos and bloodshed. In this context, anti-imperialists must un-
equivocally call for the immediate withdrawal of all occupying 
troops. We must give unconditional support to all those taking 
actions against the occupying forces, even where we oppose their 
religious, political or social views and their treatment of women. 
If workers and progressive movements absent themselves from 
the resistance because of these differences, the Taliban will be 
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strengthened as the only force consistently fighting the hated 
occupation. This would guarantee that they take control of the 
country when the occupiers are finally forced out. On the other 
hand, if workers and progressive forces join in fighting against 
the occupation and show themselves to be the best and most mili-
tant fighters they can come to the head of the resistance and be 
the ones to liberate Afghanistan.” 49

At that time, the L5I also recognized the huge progres-
sive potential of a defeat of the imperialist occupation at 
the hand of the resistance – even if it is led by the Tali-
ban. This is why Marxists can not lend any political sup-
port to them but must support their practical and military 
struggle against the occupiers. “In this situation all socialists 
support the democratic right of people in the semi-colonial world 
to defend themselves from imperialist attack. We do not in any 
way seek to aid the political islamist forces presently leading the 
resistance to come to power- such a regime has been and would 
be again as reactionary as Karzai’s, repressive against workers, 
women, students and youth- we do on the other hand believe that 
if the resistance movements were to drive out the imperialists 
this would be is a progressive act which will show the world, as it 
saw after the Vietnam war in 1975 that the most powerful army 
in the world could be beaten. However our support is solely and 
exclusively for real acts of resistance to the Nato occupiers. We 
do not believe the methods of the islamist forces can decisively 
defeat the imperialist and their Afghan allies, especially if they 
turn to the “Al Qaeda” tactics of indiscriminate bombings in ur-
ban areas, fomenting sectarian and national strife. In Iraq their 
tactics brought the resistance to the edge of defeat and saved the 
American occupation forces from expulsion. We believe only the 
working class can bring victory by fighting not only to drive out 
the invaders and overthrow their stooges but by offering a pro-
gressive programme to the Afghan masses (…) We believe there-
fore that revolutionary socialists can and must come to the head 
of such resistance movements, offering a programme of action 
which not only mobilises the greater part of the working class 
in the democratic struggle but also prepares them for a struggle 
for power. Whoever is the leader of a victorious resistance move-
ment will be best placed to take power after the imperialists have 
been defeated.” 50

Well, indeed, so it has been: “Whoever is the leader of a vic-
torious resistance movement will be best placed to take power 
after the imperialists have been defeated.” But now, when the 
Taliban emerge as the victorious force, the politically de-
generated L5I whines about the supposed “democratic 
achievements” of the occupation period and denounces 
retrospectively any support for the Taliban-led resistance 
against the imperialists in the past two decades!
Unfortunately, the revisionist L5I cadres are prepared 

to go the way down with all consequences. The German 
article ends with a call to pressurize the imperialist and 
regional capitalist states to boycot the new Taliban-led 
government! “It is necessary to organize the Afghan people in 
the diaspora who are part of the proletariat in their neighboring 
countries and to fight in these countries with demonstrations 
and strikes for open borders and against any military, economic, 
and political support for the Taliban government. (…) In Ger-
many, we face the task to organize resistance against the rela-
tions of German capital with forces which support the Taliban 
like Pakistan which is among the five largest trade partners of 
German imperialism (!).“
Really, Pakistan is among the five largest trade partners 

of Germany? These are, how shall we say, extraordinary 

news! One does not need to be an economist to recognize 
immediately that this is absolutely nonsense! According to 
the official statistics of Germany, Pakistan was ranked as 
number 50 in terms of German imports and as number 65 
in terms of German exports! 51

Unfortunately, the German L5I youth group’s knowledge 
of the Marxist principles of anti-imperialism is not more 
advanced than their knowledge of economy. It is a mock-
ery of the Marxist program to call the capitalist global rul-
ers to boycott Afghanistan which has just liberated itself 
from the imperialist yoke after 20 years of insurgency! In 
the past, the L5I was able to recognize the progressive na-
ture of this insurgency and supported it. Today, after the 
victory of this insurgency, they call the capitalist states to 
boycott and starve out Afghanistan! This sad episode sum-
marizes the political degeneration of an erstwhile revolu-
tionary organization!
What will be the consequences for the future? Which po-

sition will the L5I take in case of an imperialist aggression 
against Iran by the U.S. or by Israel? The latter is also a 
capitalist theocracy and, to put it mildly, not a friend of 
women’s and LGBT rights! Or in the case of another in-
vasion in Somalia where the petty-bourgeois Islamists of 
al-Shabaab lead the resistance? Or in the case of an im-
perialist aggression against North Korea, a full-blown 
Stalinist-capitalist dictatorship? Will the L5I support these 
countries against an imperialist aggression? If yes, why do 
they apply the anti-imperialist united front tactic in these 
cases but not in the case of Afghanistan 2001-2021?! If not, 
they are consistent – in renouncing their tradition! In this 
case, the L5I should at least officially admit their new ap-
proach to anti-imperialist struggles and state clearly what, 
in their view, was right and what was wrong about their 
past positions. In the case of Afghanistan, they already 
seem to have made such a renouncement.

A Secret Alliance of US Imperialism
and Taliban? Someone Should Tell Beijing!

Stalinism often replaces dialectical thinking based on the 
recognition of contradictions between states, classes and 
factions of classes with primitive conspiracy theories. The 
latest events in Afghanistan are an outstanding example 
for this. Various Stalinist parties even go so far and deny 
that there has been a conflict at all between the U.S. and 
the Taliban. They also suggest that the retreat of NATO 
forces has been a clever maneuver of Washington with the 
Taliban acting as their agents. This is, the Stalinists claim, 
a conspiracy of Washington to weaken it Chinese and Rus-
sian rivals.
Such writes the daily paper of the Communist Party of 

Britain: “In the light of that, we would do well to be cautious 
about labelling the exit of America and its allies a “defeat.” The 
planned reinstatement of the Taliban presents significant eco-
nomic, political, and strategic advantages to the US. (…) So far 
as the West is concerned, the Taliban also offers the potential 
of exporting radical Islamic destabilisation to neighbours and 
rivals — in the north, to former Soviet republics allied with the 
Russian Federation and in the east to China’s western prov-
inces. They also ensure that progressive changes are threatened 
and thwarted across the region and that a continually unstable 
Middle East can be maintained in which US, Britain and al-
lied powers can implement their strategies at will. This is why 
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the US has been in protracted negotiations with the Taliban and 
planned its return to power with not a care for the impact on the 
Afghan people and the horror for women, as events in August 
have shown.“ 52

The Communist Party of Pakistan follows the same logic: 
“There are more questions than answers. How is it possible Tali-
ban could occupy the whole Afghanistan in 11 days while they 
were fighting 20 years against the US and NATO forces with 
no real gains? One thing is clear that Doha agreement was to 
construct the scene of the events and Taliban was handed over 
the power by US to play a role in the region for the US interests. 
They will be proxy of US imperialism and the conflict zone and 
the great game battle field will be extending now not only to the 
neighbouring Pakistan, Iran and Central Asian countries but 
Afghanistan and Taliban will be used to protect US interests in 
the region creating a defence line against China and Russia.” 53

Another statement of the same party is even more ex-
plicit. “The United States also saved its face and tried to hide a 
complete defeat from the world and brought the Taliban to power 
in less time than a long period of time taken in the 1990s, is 
the work of a new strategy of the US in Afghanistan. (…) Tali-
ban captured Afghanistan according to the script written and 
designed by the US. Pakistan is a facilitator of the United States 
in this process. In the coming days, the game that the US will 
play in the region under the auspices of the Taliban with the help 
of ISIS, East Turkmenistan Islamic Movement and other groups 
is likely to have consequences for China, Central Asian states as 
well as Pakistan.” 54

Other Stalinist parties – like the Iranian Tudeh party and 
the Communist Party of Bangladesh – repeat the same 
conspiracy theory. “In addition to these U.S. and NATO plans 

- which see the withdrawal of troops from Afghanistan ready for 
their dispatch to the next arena of aggression and destruction 
- one of the planned consequences of this withdrawal and bring-
ing the reactionary Taliban to power is the creating of major 
insecurity in Western Asia, especially on the borders of Iran and 
Central Asian nations, and even Russia and China.” 55

“There is a deep conspiracy behind the resurgence of the Tali-
ban. It is also linked to billions of dollars in drug trafficking and 
illegal arms trade. In the statement, CPB leaders called the re-
surgence of the Taliban regime in Afghanistan a serious threat to 
the security of the whole of South Asia.” 56

Ironically, the idea that the U.S. has a secret conspiracy 
with the Taliban about “regime change” is also promoted 
by … Daesh/ISIS. This arch-reactionary organization also 
claims that the Taliban are agents of U.S. imperialism. 57 
With such claims, they justify their terrorist attacks against 
the new government.
However, it seems that the ruling circles in Beijing and 

Moscow don’t know that the Taliban are agents of U.S. im-
perialism. Probably, the Taliban are also not aware of it! 
Otherwise, how can one explain that the Taliban leaders 
develop good relations with China and Russia – Wash-
ington’s main rivals?! Why did the Taliban spokesman 
Zabihullah Mujahid announce that China would be the 
new Afghan government’s “most important partner and rep-
resents a fundamental and extraordinary opportunity for us… 
China is our pass to markets all over the world”? 58 The Taliban 
leaders made similar statements already months ago. “The 
Taliban sees China as a “friend” to Afghanistan and is hoping to 
talk to Beijing about investing in reconstruction work “as soon 
as possible”, the group’s spokesman Suhail Shaheen” 59

In Anti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry Mi-
chael Pröbsting 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 tensions 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 demon-
strates the validity of the Marxist analysis of modern im-
perialism. Using comprehensive material (including 61 
Tables and Figures), Michael Pröbsting elaborates that a 
correct understanding of the rise of China and Russia as 
new Great Powers is crucial for assessing the character of 
the current inter-imperialist rivalry.
In Anti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry Mi-
chael Pröbsting critically discusses the analysis of modern 
imperialism by a number of left-wing parties (left social 
democrats, Stalinists, Trotskyists and others). He demon-

strates that most of these organizations 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 prob-
lems of Great Power rivalry and 
imperialist aggression against 
oppressed peoples. He outlines 
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 Pröbsting who serves as the 
International Secretary of the RCIT.
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Why does the Chinese regime announce a $31 million 
grant to the new Taliban government if the latter is sup-
posed to be an agent of U.S. imperialism?! 60 And if the 
Taliban are allies of U.S. imperialism, why does China call 
Washington to lift its sanctions against Afghanistan and 
why does it hope for business opportunities under the 
new government?! 61

Stalinists Call Great Powers and Regional 
Powers to Intervene in Afghanistan

The Stalinists are not content with spreading their wired 
conspiracy theories about a secret alliance of Washington 
and the Taliban against China and Russia. They go even 
further and call the “international community”, i.e. the 
imperialist Great Powers as well as regional powers, to in-
tervene in Afghanistan! Such write the two largest Stalin-
ist parties in India – the CPI(M) and the CPI – in a joint 
statement: “The international community’s concern that Af-
ghanistan should not become a haven for terrorist groups like the 
Islamic State and the Al Qaeda was collectively expressed by the 
United Nations Security Council in its emergency meeting on 
Afghanistan on August 16. India must work closely with major 
regional powers to see that the Afghan people are able to live in 
a peaceful and stable environment. Indian government should 
immediately work towards safe evacuation of all stranded Indian 
citizens in Afghanistan.” 62

If one would not know the authors of this statement, one 
could assume this has been written by advisers of the im-
perialist “war on terror”!
Likewise does the Communist Party of Pakistan alert its 

government and its army to take the “necessary steps”. 
“Instead of celebrating over the oppression and looting of its 
neighbours, Pakistan should think of its own good. This victory 
of the Taliban will give courage to their followers and thinkers 

in Pakistan and they will try to do the same in Pakistan. For 
this reason, the state of Pakistan should adopt a serious defence 
strategy. At the same time, the democratic and progressive forces 
must reorganise their strategies in view of this situation.” 63

Appealing to the Pakistani or the Indian capitalist state or 
to the Great Powers which are represented in the United 
Nations Security Council is a social-imperialist policy and 
has nothing to do with Marxism! It was exactly the United 
Nations Security Council which authorized the imperial-
ist occupation in a resolution of 20 December 2001. 64 It 
was the Indian government which strongly supported 
– politically, economically, and militarily – the U.S. pup-
pet regime in Kabul. 65 Socialists can never call such states 
to intervene in another country – even less so when this 
country has just successfully expelled foreign occupiers 
after 20 years of heroic resistance!

Stalinists and “Trotskyists” Appeal
to Capitalist Governments Not

to Recognize the New Afghan Government

Another reactionary demand of Stalinist and “Trotsky-
ist” forces to capitalist governments is their call not to 
recognize the new Taliban-led government. Such write 
the Communist Party of Pakistan: “The Communist Party of 
Pakistan is also appealing to all fraternal communists and work-
ers parties in the world to pressurise their respective govern-
ments to not recognise the Taliban regime until a free election 
is held in Afghanistan and a Democratic government is elected 
in Afghanistan ensuring the basic human and civic rights for 
all Afghans specially the rights of Women and children are re-
spected.” 66

Their Iranian comrades raise the same call: “Such a tragedy 
should not be allowed to happen again, including in Iran. In 
these difficult and dangerous circumstances, the Tudeh Party of 
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Iran calls upon all the defenders of peace, democracy, justice and 
human rights to echo the humanitarian demands of the Afghan 
people and their supporters against the Taliban’s reactionaries 
and imperialist powers. A government that does not adhere to 
the provisions of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
an international treaty for all countries, and does not respect the 
democratic rights and freedoms of the people - especially women, 
girls and children - cannot be recognised as a legitimate or de-
fensible government.” 67

Shamefully, there are also “Trotskyists” who share such 
a reactionary policy. Izquierda Socialista, the Argentinean 
“mother” section of the UIT, organized a special rally in 
front of the Foreign Ministry in Buenos Aires where they 
demanded that the Peronist government refuse recogni-
tion of the new Taliban-led government. “On Monday, Au-
gust 23, an act was held in front of the Foreign Ministry in 
solidarity with the Afghan people and especially with the women 
and dissidents of that country. It was convened by the group 
of Isadora Women and Socialist Left / FIT Unidad under the 
slogan “Neither Taliban regime nor imperialist interference.” 
Several candidates of the Socialist Left of the Left Front Unit list 
1A Unidad de la Izquierda participated in the activity. The na-
tional deputy Mónica Schlotthauer, the Buenos Aires legislator 
Mercedes de Mendieta and the candidate Mercedes Trimarchi 
were received by Ambassador Pablo Tettamanti to whom they 
delivered a letter demanding the non-recognition of the Taliban 
government.” 68

The call not to recognize the Taliban-led government is 
thoroughly reactionary and pro-imperialist. Not recogniz-
ing the new government means simply to continue recog-
nizing the previous government, i.e. the U.S./NATO pup-
pet regime which collapsed so pathetically. It means that 
these “socialists” didn’t have a problem with recognizing 
the pro-imperialist warlord regime in the past two decades 
but have a big problem recognizing the new government 
which came to power after 20 years of insurgency against 
the imperialist occupation! What is this if not lending 
more legitimacy to the imperialist occupation than to the 
resistance against the very same imperialist occupation?!
Furthermore, this is not simply a juridical matter. Refusal 

to recognize a government creates the legal basis for boy-
cotting it politically and economically or to withhold its 
property. As we pointed out in past documents, the West-
ern imperialists try to economically blackmail the new 
Afghan government. Washington has scandalously freeze 
$7 billion of Afghan reserves (which have been based in 
Washington as an instrument of colonial subjugation). 
Likewise, the IMF is blocking $460 million of COVID relief 
utilizing the same argument of not recognizing the new 
government.
In short, the refusal to recognize the new Taliban-led 

government is nothing but an instrument of imperialist 
pressure. Leftists who support such a policy act as social-
imperialists.

Conclusions

We conclude this essay by emphasizing that getting right 
the anti-imperialist struggle in Afghanistan in the past two 
decades is of huge importance. It is crucial not only be-
cause of the relevance of this issue in order to understand 
the political developments in this country. It is important 
not only because of the fact that 2021 saw a historic defeat 
of the one of the most powerful imperialist states. It is also 
decisive to understand the political nature of this libera-
tion war as this is a test for future class struggles. In the 
past decades there have been a large number of national 
liberation struggles against imperialist powers or their 
proxies. There will be no less in the future. Those who con-
fuse historically reactionary and progressive wars, those 
who can not recognize which struggle is a step forward in 
the international war for liberation and which struggle is 
a step back – such people are also incapable to differenti-
ate reactionary and progressive politics. In the end, let us 
not forget this, “war is a mere continuation of policy by other 
means“ as Carl von Clausewitz famously said. 69

Our historic period is full of explosive contradictions and 
class struggles where the masses fight for their rights un-
der a non-revolutionary leadership. However, in order to 
change this, revolutionaries must support, and participate 
wherever possible, in such struggles instead of denounc-
ing them in a sectarian way as “reactionary”. Of course, 
in such struggles they must not lend any political support 
for such non-revolutionary leaderships and try to replace 
them by an authentic revolutionary leadership. However, 
the precondition for this is to recognize the progressive, 
legitimate character of a liberation struggle. Without this, 
“left-wing” organizations are doomed to place themselves 
on the wrong side of the barricade!
Unfortunately, our overview in this pamphlet demon-

strated that large sectors of the so-called left are insepa-
rable bound to the imperialist public opinion and their 
prejudices. The 4 August 1914 exposed with one stroke 
how rotten social democracy has become as it capitulated 
to the imperialist-patriotic pressure and supported the 
war efforts of their respective governments. The last years 
have demonstrated a similar process. Where have all those 
super-“Marxist” organizations been? When it comes to the 
gigantic COVID Counterrevolution, they support in one 
way or the other the offensive of the capitalist state (Lock-
down, Green Pass and enforced vaccination, etc.) 70 When 
the Western imperialists suffer a historic defeat in Af-
ghanistan, they join the liberal public opinion and mourn 
the setback for “civilization”! Let us note at this point that 
most of these organizations also deserted the Arab Revo-
lution which started in 2011 and declared it prematurely 
“dead” when in fact the masses were still fighting. And 
how many of these “Marxists” manage to recognize the 
nature of the inter-imperialist rivalry between the Great 
Powers (U.S., China, EU, Russia and Japan) and to raise 
the program of revolutionary defeatism directed against 
all Great Powers?! 71

In fact, the refusal of the Stalinists and pseudo-
“Trotskyists” to side with the popular resistance against 
the imperialist occupation in 2001-2021, is worse than the 
betrayal of social democracy in 1914. In World War I – an 
inter-imperialist war between equally reactionary Great 
Powers – socialists could not side with any of these reac-
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tionary governments. In the case of Afghanistan, things 
are different. Here, socialists had to side with one camp 
– the Afghan resistance against the imperialist occupation.
There is a material basis for such political confusion and 

bankruptcy, as it has been the case with social democracy 
in 1914. It is the comprehensive bonds of many leaders and 
cadres of the opportunist left with the middle-class intel-
ligentsia and the labor bureaucracy and aristocracy. These 
links predispose them for the pressure and the prejudices 
of the imperialist public opinion and transform them into 
defenders of imperialist “civilization”.
Finally, we shall note that the failure of the opportunist 

left to recognize the progressive nature of the victory of 
the popular insurgency in Afghanistan against the im-
perialist occupiers betrays a deep historical pessimism of 
these “leftists”. Again and again, when the masses rise 
(under non-revolutionary leadership) and fight against 
this or that attack, against this or that oppressor, … the op-
portunist left turns away in disgust and denounces such 
struggles as “reactionary”. They are probably not aware 
of this but, in fact, they perceive the imperialist civilization 
as a lesser evil compared with the “backward barbarians” 
who fight this “civilization” in Syria, in Afghanistan, on 
the streets against the bonapartist Lockdown and Green 
Pass policy, etc. 
Socialists must be clear about the main task of the current 

period: building a new, revolutionary leadership. It can 
only be built in the intransigent struggle against all forms 
of revisionism and capitulation to imperialist public opin-
ion. It can only be built on the side of the masses fighting 
for their rights. This is the road on which the RCIT and all 
authentic revolutionaries are advancing!
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