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Ukraine War 3

Henry Kissinger’s Desperate Call for Imperialist Peace

An intelligent strategist articulates the fear of the ruling class
about the Ukraine War and Great Power rivalry
By Michael Probsting, International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 24.12.2022

emphasized that this event has provoked a dramatic

turn in the world situation. Given the dual nature of
this conflict, it represents both a just war of national de-
fence as well as a trigger for the acceleration of the rival-
ry between the imperialist powers. Hence, this event has
far-reaching consequences both for imperialist Russia as
well as for the relation of forces between the Great Powers.
It can result in the opening of a deep crisis of the reaction-
ary Putin regime, the danger of a new world war as well
as revolutionary and counterrevolutionary developments
all over the world.

An article by Henry Kissinger, published a few days ago,
is a strong confirmation of our assessment by a represent-
ative of the ruling class. The author does not need much
introduction. Kissinger is a former Secretary of State and
National Security Advisor of U.S. Presidents. He is with-
out doubt a highly intelligent strategist of imperialism
who remains very-well connected and influential within
leading circles of the ruling class.

Since some time, he argues for a kind of imperialist for-
eign policy which is known as Realpolitik. Such an ap-
proach takes the decline of U.S. imperialism into account
and advocates a “pragmatic” approach in the relations
with the new Great Powers of the East — China and Russia.
Basically, he argues for a “multi-polar world order” where
all Great Powers attempt to handle their antagonism in a
peaceful way. As a result, the ruling class should be able
to avoid World War III and to pacify popular rebellions
and local wars. !

In his article, titled “How to avoid another world war”,
Kissinger repeats his call for opening negotiations in or-
der to end the Ukraine War. “Does the world today find itself
at a comparable turning point in Ukraine as winter imposes a
pause on large-scale military operations there? I have repeatedly
expressed my support for the allied military effort to thwart Rus-
sia’s aggression in Ukraine. But the time is approaching to build
on the strategic changes which have already been accomplished
and to integrate them into a new structure towards achieving
peace through negotiation.” *

Basically, he proposes a “a ceasefire line along the borders
existing where the war started on 24 February. Russia would
disgorge its conquests thence, but not the territory it occupied
nearly a decade ago, including Crimea. That territory could be
the subject of a negotiation after a ceasefire. If the pre-war divid-
ing line between Ukraine and Russia cannot be achieved by com-
bat or by negotiation, recourse to the principle of self-determina-
tion could be explored. Internationally supervised referendums
concerning self-determination could be applied to particularly
divisive territories which have changed hands repeatedly over
the centuries. The goal of a peace process would be twofold: to
confirm the freedom of Ukraine and to define a new international
structure, especially for Central and Eastern Europe. Eventu-
ally Russia should find a place in such an order.”
Furthermore, Kissinger suggests that Ukraine should be
“linked ... to NATO, however expressed.”

Since the beginning of the Ukraine War, the RCIT has

Fear of a world war and revolutionary uprisings

These proposals basically repeat what the former U.S. Sec-
retary of State has already argued in the past few months
and what, in one way or another, has been also suggested
by other Western politicians who advocate a strategy of
Realpolitik in the current world situation.

Two arguments in Kissinger’s article are, in our opinion,
particularly interesting. The first is the historical context
which the author introduces to argue his case. The whole
first third of his article is dedicated to a historical analo-
gy of the current situation with a period in 1916 during
World War 1. He refers to secret peace negotiations be-
tween Britain, France and Germany at that time which,
however, ended without result so that the war continued
for two more years. The consequences, as Kissinger em-
phasis, were disastrous.

“The Great War went on for two more years and claimed mil-
lions more victims, irretrievably damaging Europe’s established
equilibrium. Germany and Russia were rent by revolution; the
Austro-Hungarian state disappeared from the map. France had
been bled white. Britain had sacrificed a significant share of its
young generation and of its economic capacities to the require-
ments of victory. The punitive Treaty of Versailles that ended
the war proved far more fragile than the structure it replaced.”

This is a highly remarkable historic analogy of a leading
strategist of imperialism as he directly draws parallels be-
tween the current world situation and the years of 1916-18
which saw both a breakdown of the imperialist world or-
der as well as a wave of working-class uprisings including
the Russian Revolution led by Lenin and Trotsky! ?

Kissinger’s argument also reflects that faced with the
danger of popular uprisings, the imperialists of all camps
are ready to join forces against their common enemy - the
working class and the oppressed!

“Russia decisive contributions to the global equilibrium”

Kissinger’s second interesting argument is about Russia’s
future role in the imperialist world order. He strongly op-
poses those hawks in the camp of Western imperialism
who want to see their Russian rival humiliated and de-
stroyed. As he explains, such a scenario would provoke
the danger of a civil war in the largest country of the world
with global consequences.

“The preferred outcome for some is a Russia rendered impotent
by the war. I disagree. For all its propensity to violence, Russia
has made decisive contributions to the global equilibrium and
to the balance of power for over half a millennium. Its histori-
cal role should not be degraded. Russia’s military setbacks have
not eliminated its global nuclear reach, enabling it to threaten
escalation in Ukraine. Even if this capability is diminished, the
dissolution of Russia or destroying its ability for strategic pol-
icy could turn its territory encompassing 11 time zones into a
contested vacuum. Its competing societies might decide to settle
their disputes by violence. Other countries might seek to expand
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their claims by force. All these dangers would be compounded by
the presence of thousands of nuclear weapons which make Rus-
sia one of the world’s two largest nuclear powers.”

This argument shows that smart strategists of Western
imperialism recognize the role of their Russian rival for
global stability and the need to find a compromise with
the Kremlin in order to avoid “uncontrollable” wars and
popular uprisings.

As the RCIT has pointed out repeatedly, the Putinista
muddleheads advocate a “multi-polar world order” —i.e.
a “peaceful coexistence” between the rivalling Great Pow-
ers — as a political goal. This is a reactionary utopia since
such “peaceful coexistence” between greedy robbers is not
possible in the long run. Two World Wars and the current
Cold War are clear historic confirmation of this Marxist
thesis! *

In any case, it is not without irony to see a leading strat-
egist of U.S. imperialism arguing for the same idea of a
“multi-polar world order” which the “Marxist” support-
ers of Chinese and Russian imperialism advocate since a
number of years as a “progressive” perspective.

It is clear that a compromise between Western and Rus-
sian imperialism would be at the cost of national inde-
pendence and sovereignty of the Ukraine. These powers
would agree on a “solution” which keeps parts of the
Ukraine under Russian occupation while the rest of the
country would be under control of Western imperialism.
We repeat that advocacy of an imperialist “multi-polar
world order” is utterly reactionary and must be combat-
ted by socialists!

Learn, pacifists and Putinistas, learn!

However, this is not the only lesson which the Putinista
friends of Chinese and Russian imperialism need to learn.
The other telling feature of Kissinger’s article is his call for
negotiations and peace. Obviously, such negotiations be-
tween the Great Powers could only result in an imperialist
peace, i.e. a “peace” under the conditions of continuing
domination by imperialist powers, of continuing capital-
ist super-exploitation and national oppression. Such a
“peace” can not but contain the germ of future wars.

Unfortunately, many pacifists and Putinistas call for “un-
conditional negotiations” and the soonest-possible con-
clusion of a peace treaty. Consequently, they condemn
any military aid to the Ukraine and call Kyiv to renounce
parts of its territory. In short, these pacifists and Putinis-
tas advocate “peace” at the cost of the oppressed nation
which strengthens the imperialist oppressor and prepares
future wars.

Ironically, many of such Putinistas and semi-Putinistas
claim to be “Marxists” but deliberately ignore what Lenin
said already long time ago about such imperialist “peace”.
“To assume that a democratic peace may emerge from an imperi-
alist war is, in theory, to substitute vulgar phrases for an histori-
cal study of the policies conducted before and during that war.
In practice, it is to deceive the masses of the people by beclouding
their political consciousness, by covering up and prettifying the
real policies pursued by the ruling classes to prepare the ground
for the coming peace, by concealing from the masses the main
thing, namely, that a democratic peace is impossible without a
whole series of revolutions.” ©

“As long as the foundations of present, i.e., bourgeois, social
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relations remain intact, an imperialist war can lead only to an
imperialist peace, i.e., to greater, more extensive and more in-
tense oppression of weak nations and countries by finance capi-
tal, which grew to gigantic proportions not only in the period
prior to the war, but also during the war. The objective content
of the policies pursued by the bourgeoisie and the governments
of both groups of Great Powers before and during the war leads
to intensified economic oppression, national enslavement and
political reaction. Therefore, provided the bourgeois social sys-
tem remains, the peace that follows upon the war, whatever its
outcome, must perpetuate this worsening of the economic and
political condition of the masses. "’

Lenin’s conclusions about the political character of such
pacifists as “servants of the bourgeoisie” also remains
completely valid. “ Just as all the social-chauvinists are at
present deceiving the people by covering up the real, i.e., im-
perialist, policy of the capitalists, which is being continued in
the present war with hypocritical phrases about the “dishonest”
attack and “honest” defence on the part of this or that group
of predatory capitalists, so phrases about a “democratic peace”
serve only to deceive the people, as if the coming peace, which is
already being prepared by the capitalists and diplomats, could
“simply” abolish “dishonest” attacks and restore “honest” rela-
tions, and as if it would not be a continuation, a development,
and a perpetuation of this very imperialist policy, i.e., a policy
of financial looting, colonial robbery, national oppression, politi-
cal reaction and intensified capitalist exploitation in every form.
What the capitalists and their diplomats now need is “socialist”
servants of the bourgeoisie to deafen, dupe and drug the people
with talk about a “democratic peace” so as to cover up the real
policy of the bourgeoisie, making it difficult for the masses to
realise the real nature of this policy and diverting them from the
revolutionary struggle.” ®

Kissinger concludes his article with these words: “The
quest for peace and order has two components that are some-
times treated as contradictory: the pursuit of elements of secu-
rity and the requirement for acts of reconciliation. If we cannot
achieve both, we will not be able to reach either.”

To this, socialists reply: “The quest for peace and order is
inextricably linked with each other. There can be no sustain-
able peace without socialist order. There can be no socialist order
without revolution of the workers and oppressed!”

The struggle for socialism does not take place in a vacu-
um but in the world as it exists today. It must start with
supporting the workers and oppressed in their strug-
gles today. The RCIT and its section in Russia — Socialist
Tendency — have therefore sided with the national war of
defence of the Ukraine against Putin’s invasion from the
very beginning. At the same time, we emphasise the dual
character of the conflict and the necessity to oppose both
camps in the inter-imperialist rivalry between Russia and
NATO. Hence, we advocate an internationalist and an-
ti-imperialist position which we summarise in the slogan:
“Defend the Ukraine against Putin’s invasion! Against Russian
and against NATO imperialism!” °
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1 See on this e.g. Michael Prébsting: “Worse than World
War 1”. Former U.S. Secretary of State Henry Kissinger warns
that the Cold War between U.S. and China could get out of con-

trol, 21 November 2019, https://www.thecommunists.net/world-
wide/global/worse-than-world-war-i/

2 Henry Kissinger: How to avoid another world war,
Spectator, 17 December 2022 https://www.spectator.co.uk/ar-
ticle/the-push-for-peace/. All quotes are from this article if not
indicated otherwise.

3 See on this e.g. Michael Probsting: Russia: A Mirror of
the Future. Notes on Russia’s role in the current world situation,
the global class struggle and revolutionary regroupment, 5 No-
vember 2022, www.thecommunists.net

4 The RCIT has dealt on numerous occasions with the
inter-imperialist rivalry of the Great Powers. See e.g. book by
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the U.S., China, Russia, EU and Japan. A Critique of the Left’s
Analysis and an Outline of the Marxist Perspective, RCIT Books,
Vienna 2019, https://www.thecommunists.net/theory/anti-impe-
rialism-in-the-age-of-great-power-rivalry/; by the same author:
World Situation: In the Midst of a Global Political Tornado.
Notes on global developments characterized by the Ukraine War,
inter-imperialist rivalry, global energy and food crisis as well as
spontaneous mass protests, 13 April 2022, https://www.thecom-

munists.net/theory/world-situation-april-2022/; A Peculiar and
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5 See on this e.g. the pamphlets by Michael Probsting:
Putin’s Poodles (Apologies to All Dogs). The pro-Russian Stalin-
ist parties and their arguments in the current NATO-Russia Con-
flict, 9 February 2022, ttps ((www thecommunists.net/theory/
; by the same
author: Servants of Two Masters. Stahmsm and the New Cold
War between Imperialist Great Powers in East and West, 10 July
2021, https://www.thecommunists.net/theory/servants-of-two-
masters-stalinism-and-new-cold-war/.

6 V. I. Lenin: Proposals Submitted By The Central Com-
mittee Of The R.S.D.L.P To The Second Socialist Conference
(1916), in: LCW 22, p. 170

7 Ibid, pp. 169-170
8 Ibid, p. 173
9 We refer readers to a special page on our website

where more than 150 RCIT documents on the Ukraine War and
the current NATO-Russia conflict are compiled: https://www.
thecommunists.net/worldwide/global/compilation-of-docu-
ments-on-nato-russia-conflict/. In particular we refer to the RCIT
Manifesto: Ukraine War: A Turning Point of World Historic Sig-
nificance. Socialists must combine the revolutionary defense of
the Ukraine against Putin’s invasion with the internationalist
struggle against Russian as well as NATO and EU imperialism,
1 March 2022, https://www.thecommunists.net/worldwide/glob-

al/manifesto-ukraine-war-a-turning-point-of-world-historic-sig-

nificance/

Publications of the RCIT

The Poverty of
Neo-Imperialist Economism

Imperialism and the National Question -
a Critique of Ted Grant and his School (CWI, ISA, IMT)

By Michael Probsting, January 2023

Introduction * Part I. The Grantites’ main flaws on imperialism and national oppression * 1. Confusion
on imperialism and the class character of states * 2. Failure to recognise the nature of national oppression
* Part IL. The class basis and the theoretical
tradition of Grantite revisionism * 4. Strategic orientation to the labour bureaucracy, Sanders, Chavez,

* 3. Refusal to support liberation struggles as they take place
etc. * 5. The Grantites’ utopia: reforming the capitalist state and the peaceful, parliamentary road to
socialism * 6. Are the police “workers in uniform”? * 7. Woods against Lenin’s concept of revolutionary
defeatism * 8. The Marxist theory of antagonistic contradictions and the inevitability of their violent
explosion (and their gradualist distortion by Grantism) * 9. Excurse: Comparing imperialist economism
in the past and present (Bukharin/Pjatakov/Radek versus Grant/Woods/Taaffe) * Part III. Some objections
and Marxist answers * 10. Undermining the unity of the working class? * 11. “The workers would not
understand this” * 12. “But the national question can not be solved under capitalism!” * 13. Are national
liberation wars doomed to become “proxy wars” in the age of inter-imperialist Cold War? * Conclusions
* Footnotes

A RCIT Pamphlet, 28 pages, A4 Format
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The Zionist Slave Labor Camps in 1948

By Yossi Schwartz, ISL the RCIT section in Israel/Occupied Palestine), 29.12.2022

that the new government led by Benjamin Netanyahu

is the most right-wing government in the history of
Israel. It is an extreme nationalist and racist government
committed to the annexation of most of the West Bank and
in support of open discrimination which means for exam-
ple the right of doctors not to treat Arabs or members of
the LGBT community. It intends to give itself the power
to override, by a narrow majority in the Knesset, any of
the Court’s objections to their bills, even if they violate the
Basic Laws, which serve as Israel’s elements of constitu-
tion. A full constitution is beyond the power of the racist
MK’s. They also want to allow the appointment of judges
according to the political majority of the moment, like in
the United States. And similarly for the attorney general
and the government’s legal advisors.

Yet the Zionist labor party under Ben Gurion was much
crueler when it came to the Palestinians. By the ethnic
cleansing of most of the Palestinians in 1948. So was the
military government running the lives of the Palestin-
ians citizens of Israel until the eve of the 1967 war. Yet the
enforced labor camps during the 1948 war are much less
known. What is not known are the forced labor camps
working for the Zionist army that at the end of the wars
those who survived the camps were expelled from their
country. On this aspect Salman Abu Sitta and Terry Rem-
pel wrote an article by the name The ICRC and the Deten-
tion of Palestinian Civilians in Israel’s 1948 POW/Labor
Camps based on files of the Red Cross.

“In early 1948, the second ICRC delegation to Palestine, com-
prising de Reynier, Jean Munier, and Roland Marti, began to
investigate the situation on the ground and prepare recommen-
dations for Red Cross intervention as a neutral intermediary.
Specifically, the delegation proposed setting up a mission in
Palestine by 1 April 1948 that would consist of eighteen Swiss
nationals (eight delegates and ten nurses). Its purpose was to
ensure that international humanitarian law be applied to all vic-
tims of the conflict, to protect institutions engaged in humani-
tarian work, and to generate and coordinate the distribution of
emergency assistance” [1]

“Treaties governing the conduct of war consisted of the 1907
Hague Regulations, which prohibited deportation from occupied
territory, and the 1929 Geneva Convention, which called for the
repatriation of POWs following the cessation of hostilities. Nei-
ther of these adequately addressed the issue that would arise in
the fighting to come: the treatment of civilian noncombatants in
conquered territory. The Red Cross, as guardian of the Geneva
Conventions, was well aware of the inadequacies of the existing
international instruments in situations involving civilians, and
it had been keen to update the conventions” [2]

“The new conventions were not ratified until after the Palestine
war was over. In such a situation, the ICRC had to face the real-
ity that without “the formal commitment of the parties to apply
[international humanitarian law to civilians] during the events
in Palestine, the principles of the Geneva Convention of 1929
would remain a figment of the imagination [with] no practical
effect” [3]

The ICRC appealed to the Jewish Agency and to the Ar-
abs High Committee to respect the spirit of the conven-

It is clear to those who follow up the news from Israel

tion. Both sides agreed. Significantly, however, the JA
tempered its agreement with a crucial proviso: “the Zionist
forces would protect the civilian population only “to the extent
that the [1929 Geneva] Conventions applied to civilians.” [4]

“The establishment of the ICRC’s mission in Palestine in early
April 1948 coincided almost exactly with the Haganah'’s launch
of Plan Dalet, the Israeli high command’s plan for the wholesale
eviction of Palestinians and destruction of Palestinian villages
in areas allocated by the UN partition plan to the Jewish state
and beyond.27 From then until Israel’s unilateral declaration of
statehood on 14 May 1948, most of the major Palestinian and
“mixed” towns (i.e., Haifa, |affa,Bisan, and Tiberias), along
with some two hundred Palestinian villages (including all those
in the Jerusalem corridor west of the city), had fallen despite
often fierce resistance” [5]

“Israel’s policy with regard to captives changed with the end
of the so-called civil war phase on 14 May 1948 and the start of
the “international conflict” the following day, when the armies
of Egypt, Syria, Iraq, and Transjordan, responding to Israel’s
declaration of statehood, entered Palestine with the aim of pre-
venting those parts of the country “assigned” by partition to the
Arab state from falling into Jewish hands. From then on, Israeli
forces began taking prisoners, both regular Arab soldiers (for
eventual exchange) and able-bodied Palestinian (noncombatant
civilians). Throughout the war, Palestinian civilian prisoners
consistently outnumbered Arab military prisoners by a large
margin in all four of Israel’s official POW camps” [6]

“Marwan ‘Igab al-Yahya, then a fifteen-year-old boy, recounts
that after the massacre in Tantura, he was herded into a truck
with other men of the village while soldiers struck any head that
stood above the others with their rifle butts.

They took us to Zichron Ya'aqov and we were led to a damp dark
cellar. . .. We were about three hundred. There was standing
room only. We stayed three days without food. . .. Then sudden-
Ly the door opened. . .. We were packed in waiting trucks. Again,
they knocked and beat all standing heads. There was so much
blood splashed. Under guard we were driven to [the village of]
Umm Khalid. There we were taken to a concentration camp with
barbed wire and gates and put to forced labor” [7]

According to the ICRC reports:

“Four “official” camps were established for the civilian Paletin-
ians. “These had been used during World War II for the intern-
ment of German, Italian, and other POWs.” Two of the camps —
Atlit (no. 792), established in July about twenty kilometers south
of Haifa, and Sarafand (no. 793) established in September near
the depopulated village of Sarafand al- ‘Amar in central Pales-
tine—had been used in the 1930s and 1940s to detain illegal
Jewish immigrants. All four camps were administered by former
British officers who had defected when British forces withdrew
from Palestine in mid-May 1948. From various prisoner ac-
counts, it would appear that many of the camps’ guards and
administrative staff were former members of the Irgun and the
Stern Gang who had been integrated into the Israeli army. There
were other camps that were not officials. The establishment of the
POW camps highlighted a problem that was to preoccupy the
ICRC throughout the war—namely, Israel’s failure to distin-
guish between the bona fide POWs, or soldiers in regular armies,
and the Palestinian civilian non combatant detainees.”

“It is painful to see these poor people, especially the old, who
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were snatched from their villages and put without reason in a
camp, obliged to pass the winter under wet tents, away from
their families; those who could not survive these conditions died.
Little children (10-12 years) are equally found under these con-
ditions. Similarly sick people, some with tuberculosis, languish
in these camps under conditions which, while fine for healthy
individuals, will certainly lead to their death if we do not find a
solution to this problem. For a long time, we have demanded that
the Jewish authorities release those civilians who are sick and
need treatment to the care of their families or to an Arab hospital,
but we have not received a response” [8]

With tens of thousands of Jewish men and women called
up for military service, Palestinian internees constituted
an important supplement to the Jewish labor employed
in maintaining the Israeli economy during the war under
emergency legislation. According to a November 1948 re-
port, civilians were being interned for what appeared to be
the express purpose of aiding the Israeli economy. Thus,
the report goes on, Atlit was “essentially a camp for workers.”
[9] Even before the establishment of the official POW labor
camps, captured civilians were put to work. Reporting on
a visit to Acre on 30 May 1948, ICRC delegate de Meu-
ron stated that the men, “whether soldiers or not,” were being
“employed under the orders of the Haganah for public work, dry-
ing of wetlands, and military” [10]

At the end of the war these people were expelled. Ironi-
cally the Arab members of the Stalinist party were among
these forced laborers even though they supported the for-
mation of Israel and their party helped the Zionist war by
bringing weapons from Stalinist Czechoslovakia.

When we read the Holocaust Encyclopedia, we find the
following:

Middle East 7

Forced Labor: An Overview

“Forced labor played a crucial role in the wartime German
economy. German military, SS, and civilian authorities brutally
exploited Jews, Poles, Soviet civilians, and concentration camp
prisoners for the war effort. Many forced laborers died as the
result of ill-treatment, disease, and starvation” [11]

While Israel is not a Nazi state but an apartheid state it
is very similar on the national question to Hitler's regime
until 1942.

Down with the criminal apartheid state from the river to the sea!
For a Palestine red and free from the river to the sea!

Endnotes:
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[7] Statement by Marwan ‘Iqab al-Yahya published in Muham-
mad Nimr al-Khatib, Nakbat Filastin

(Beirut: Dar Maktabat al-Hayat, 1951), pp. 203-14.

[8] ICRC, Emile Moeri, “Report on the Situation of the POWs in
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Books of the RCIT

Yossi Schwartz: Palestine and Zionism

The History of Oppression of the Palestinian People.
A Critical Account of the Myths of Zionism

In Palestine and Zionism Yossi Schwartz provides a critical analysis
of numerous Zionist myths about the Jews as well as about the
Palestinians. He demonstrates that the Zionist claim that Pales-
tine is the historic homeland of the Jews lacks any serious basis.
Palestine and Zionism shows that the history of Zionism in the
20th century is a history of colonialism in the service of the Great
Powers and directed against the native population — the Arabs.
In Palestine and Zionism Yossi Schwartz deals with key events
— the “Nakba” in 1948, the wars in 1956, 1967 and 1973, more re-
cent events like the Lebanon War, etc. — which were decisive for
the expulsion of most Palestinians from their homeland.

Yossi Schwartz also shows that the Palestinian people have he-
roically resisted against the occupation resulting in two Intifa-
das as well as the successful defense of Gaza against the Israeli
aggression in three wars (2008/09, 2012, 2014). The author also
analysis the shameful betrayal by the PLO leadership by signing
the Oslo Agreement in 1993.

In Palestine and Zionism Yossi Schwartz defends the right of na-
tional self-determination for the Palestinian people and outlines

a socialist perspective. He emphasizes that the only solution is
the right of millions of Palestinian refugees to return to their
homeland and to replace the Zionist entity with one democratic
state from the river to the sea — a Free Red Palestine with equal
civil rights to the Arabs and the Is-
raeli Jews.

The book contains an introduction
and 7 chapters (112 pages) and in-
cludes 7 Tables and 3 Maps. The au-
thor of the book is Yossi Schwartz,
a leading member of the Revolu-
tionary Communist International
Tendency and its section in Israel /
Occupied Palestine..

You can find the contents and
download the book for free at
https://www.thecommunists.net/
theory/palestine-and-zionism/

Palestine
and Zionism

1y Vianna Schiwaris




: COVID

RevCom NS#86 | February 2023

COVID-19: What Did Authentic Marxists

Say about China’s Lockdown Policy in Spring 2020?

In contrast to the Lockdown Left, the RCIT opposed
chauvinist state bonapartism from the very beginning
By Michael Pribsting, International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 22.12.2022

China a few weeks ago achieved an important partial

victory. The largest mass protests since the Tiananmen
Square uprising in 1989 had spread throughout the coun-
try and forced the Stalinist-capitalist regime to retreat from
its totalitarian Zero-COVID policy which did put millions
of people under Lockdown for long periods.

The Revolutionary Communist International Tendency
(RCIT) has called for support of these protests from the
very beginning. ' We did so because we fully share the
popular outrage against the Lockdown policy in general
and against the Zero-COVID policy in particular. Further-
more, authentic Marxists have always rejected the reac-
tionary idea that the Stalinist-capitalist regime would rep-
resent a progressive factor whatsoever. 2

Many socialist forces who oppose Stalinism have also
stated their support for the protests of the Chinese masses.
They even raise slogans against Lockdowns and against
the Zero-COVID policy. While this is a welcome develop-
ment, it is astonishing that, at the same time, the very same
organisations remain mum about their support for the au-
thoritarian Lockdown policy (or even for the ultra-reac-
tionary Zero-COVID strategy) in the past three years. As
we did show in some articles, they had explicitly referred
to the supposedly successful pandemic policy of the Xi re-
gime and/or praised the Zero-COVID strategy. 3

In contrast to numerous reformist and centrist organisa-
tions, the RCIT characterized the reactionary Lockdown
policy as COVID Counterrevolution and opposed it from
early February 2020 onwards. We advocated a health-ori-
entated socialist response to the pandemic * and a strategy
of popular uprising in defence of social and democratic
rights.

We are proud of our record since we understood the reac-
tionary political character of the capitalist COVID policy
from the very beginning. In this article we want to show
what the RCIT did say in February and March 2020 about
the official pandemic policy of the Xi regime. At that time
the public opinion of the ruling class (as well as of the
Lockdown Left) was full of praise for Beijing’s policy.

Already in the very first RCIT article on COVID, written
by our comrade Almedina Guni¢ on 2 February 2020, we
emphasised the political and anti-democratic character of
the Lockdown policy. At the same time, we denounced all
forms of chauvinism — at that time by Western imperialist
governments against Chinese citizens. °

“First, revolutionaries have to oppose any form of chauvinism
that occurs against people from Asia (or any other part of the
world). This chauvinism can appear openly articulated like in
the newspaper “Courrier picard” and the Yellow peril ideology.
But it can also be far more hidden like it is in the case of the dou-
ble standard towards dealing with diseases coming from China
with the 2019-nCoV and diseases coming from the U.S. like the
(HIN1)pdm09. Therefore revolutionaries should even oppose

It has become clear by now that the popular rebellion in

general travel bans and forced quarantine. This doesn’t mean to
ignore the necessity of protection against 2019-nCoV and other
diseases. However, the answer is to implement health screens
for all travelers and to offer immediate health care for free if any
case of infection is detected. (...) Third, the general quarantine
for all people in Wuhan and other places has to be lifted and
replaced by systematic and complete health screening of all peo-
ple who might have had contact with the virus. This screening
must be free for all people but should be mandatory. The same
is necessary for any potential treatment which should include
quarantine if necessary. The results however, should only be
accessible for the health staff and the patients. All information
must be protected by the workers movement in order to prevent
any outrage against infected people.” 7

We confirmed such a first assessment in an official state-
ment of the RCIT three days later in which we explained
that the bourgeois COVID policy is not based “on health
precautions but rather on political calculations.” We empha-
sized that the hysteria around the pandemic “objectively
serves the following objectives:

a) The ruling classes in China as well as in many other coun-
tries exploit the hysteria in order to justify the vast expansion of
surveillance and control of its population.

b) They also utilize this hysteria in order to wipe up patriotism
and suspicion against “foreigners”, people “from outside” or
simple “others”.

c) China’s regime utilizes the hysteria also in order to create a
climate of fear so that anxious people put all their hopes in the
state forces.

d) The ruling classes in other imperialist states utilize the glob-
al hysteria in order to wipe up anti-Chinese chauvinism and to
advance their stakes in the ongoing rivalry between the Great
Powers. (...)

e) Likewise, reactionary forces outside China exploit the crisis
in order to foster suspicion and hatred against Chinese or, more
generally, against Asian migrants.

f) The ruling class will exploit the 2019 Corona Virus (and sub-
sequently China) in order to find a culprit for the Great Reces-
sion which has recently begun.”

As a positive program we raised the following demands:

“* No to the lockdown of people in Wuhan and other cities by
China’s Stalinist-capitalist regime!

* For systematic and complete health screening of all people who
might have had contact with the virus. This screening must be
free for all people but should be mandatory. The same is neces-
sary for any potential treatment which should include quaran-
tine if necessary.

* Oppose any entry ban for people from China!

* For health screens for all travelers and for immediate health
care for free if any case of infection is detected.

* No to general travel or trade restrictions on China!

* Rally to stop any campaign against Chinese or Asian mi-
grants!

* Create international teams of experts and medical staff in or-
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der to develop cure and preventive vaccination as soon as possi-
ble! All developments in this field must be accessible to the global
public and have to be monitored and controlled by workers and
popular organizations.

* Build additional health care facilities and hospitals! (China
has demonstrated how fast such construction projects can be re-
alized if the will for it exists!)

* All necessary projects in the struggle to protect public health
must be financed by taxes of the rich!

* Nationalize the pharmaceutical corporations under workers
control and utilize the resources in a centralized and effective
way to develop drugs against widespread illnesses like influence,
corona virus, cholera, HIV/IAIDS, etc.!” 8

Of course, we further developed our analysis and our
program in the following two years when the whole world
was in the grip of the COVID Counterrevolution. But our
basic principles — for a health-centred approach based on
a public health program under workers and popular con-
trol, against the anti-democratic Lockdown and surveil-
lance policy — these principles constituted the fundament
of the RCIT’s approach from the first days of the pandem-
ic.

The Lockdown Left who cheers the Chinese masses rebel-
ling against the Lockdown policy today, what did they say
when the Xi regime imprisoned many millions of workers
and oppressed in spring 2020? What did they say when
the Chinese masses protested already at that time — for ex-
ample in Hubei in late March of that year?! Here is what
the RCIT said on these protests:

“The RCIT fully supports these protests. We have stated nu-
merous times that the regime — not only in China but all over
the world — uses the COVID-19 crisis as a pretext to increase
the state repression. Wuhan — a major working class city of 11
million people with a large manufacturing industry — was the
centre of important popular protests in summer 2019 against
the horrible air pollution. In addition, the regime in Beijing was
terrified about the mass uprising in Hong Kong and the possi-
bility of provoking similar events in other Chinese regions. The
RCIT has emphasized in numerous documents that the mass
lockdown of the whole population — in China as well as global-
ly — is a counter-revolutionary strike against the working class
and the popular masses. It is primarily not motivated by health
considerations but by political calculations. If the regimes would
be primarily interested in containing and eliminating the pan-
demic they would focus on free mass testing of the population,
in expanding the resources of the health sector and in providing
free medical treatment to those infected. But in fact the main
interests of the capitalist regimes are to paralyze, terrify and
confuse the workers and oppressed, to launch a gigantic wave of
austerity attacks, mass sackings and factory closures as well as
to massively build-up the state repression apparatus. (...) The
RCIT has therefore warned from the beginning that the COV-
ID-19 crisis is utilized by the ruling classes as a cover for a ma-
jor global counterrevolutionary offensive. They are launching
huge authoritarian attacks on democratic rights like the mass
lock downs and the suppression of the right to demonstrate and
to assemble. Unfortunately, the opportunistic left has largely ca-
pitulated to this pressure of the ruling classes around the world.
Many of them even share the admiration of various capitalist
politicians and journalists for the draconic methods of China’s
Stalinist-capitalist regime. However, the mass protests in Hubei
demonstrate that the working class is not prepared to accept the
state repression. The situation is highly symbolic: while large
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sectors of the so-called left support mass lock down and state
repression under the cover of the COVID-10 crisis, the workers
and oppressed rebel against these attacks of the Bonapartist re-
gimes.” ®

We continued to analyse the reactionary pandemic policy
of the Xi regime in various works. *°

Compare our consistent opposition to the Lockdown pol-
icy of capitalist governments in general, and in China in
particular, from early 2020 until today with the coward
stance of the opportunist left which cheers the protests in
China today but were silent in the past two years!

The revolutionary character of a Marxist organization is
not demonstrated when it opposes a counterrevolutionary
policy only three years after its inception and only after
the masses enter the streets and break down the chains of
the totalitarian regime! No, an authentic Marxist organiza-
tion recognizes the reactionary character of such a policy
from the beginning and offers the vanguard a program
and a strategy!

We call all socialist organisations who support the recent
Chinese mass protests to make a self-critical balance sheet
of their advocacy of the Lockdown policy in the past three
years. The RCIT would strongly welcome such a develop-
ment and is ready to open a dialogue on this issue!
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Books of the RCIT

Michael Probsting: The COVID-19 Global Counterrevolution

What It Is and How to Fight It. A Marxist analysis and strategy for the revolutionary struggle

In The COVID-19 Global Counterrevolution Michael Probs-
ting analyses the dramatic events in spring 2020 which
have opened a new historic era. A triple crisis has shocked
the world. The Third Depression has begun, characterized
by a devastating economic slump of the capitalist world
economy which is certainly no less dramatic than the crisis
which started in 1929.

In addition, there is a wave of anti-democratic attacks of a
scale which has not been seen in the imperialist countries
since 1945. This has triggered a global turn towards Chau-
vinist State Bonapartism and the creation of a monstrous
Leviathan-like state machinery.

And finally, the world faces COVID-19 — a pandemic
which endangers many lives and which is exploited by the
ruling classes in order to spread fear, to deflect attention
from the capitalist causes of the economic crisis and to jus-
tify the turn towards chauvinist state bonapartism.

The COVID-19 Global Counterrevolution also shows that
large sectors of the reformist workers movement and the

so-called left fail to understand the meaning of this triple
crisis. Similar to the situation in 1914 after the beginning
of World War I we can observe a gigantic wave of oppor-
tunist capitulation by many self-proclaimed socialists as
they support or at least do not denounce the global lock-
down and the suppression of de-

mocratic rights which the ruling e

classes are imposing in the name

of combat against the pandemic. gﬁm'lg

The COVID-19 Global Counterre- .
Counterrevolution

volution offers a Marxist analysis
of this historic crisis and elabo-
rates a revolutionary perspective
for the struggles ahead.

The book contains an introduc-
tion and 6 chapters plus an ap-
pendix (176 pages) and includes
5 figures and a diagram.

Foy Michael Prodasing
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Ukraine War: Once More on Military Aid
and Inter-Imperialist Rivalry

A critical contribution to a debate among Trotskyists in the U.S.
By Michael Probsting, International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 7 January 2023

event in world politics in 2022 and will remain to be

so for the foreseeable future. It's therefore only log-
ical that this war has provoked major debates both within
as well as between socialist organizations. Most of these
discussions center on the character of the war resp. of the
powers involved and, related to this issue, if socialists
should call for military aid for the Ukrainian resistance.
The Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT)
and its section in Russia — Socialist Tendency — have sided
with the national war of defence of the Ukraine against
Putin’s invasion from the very beginning. While we lend
no political support for the bourgeois Zelensky govern-
ment, we call for material support — including military aid
— for the Ukrainian resistance. At the same time, we em-
phasise the dual character of the conflict and the necessity
for socialists to oppose both camps in the inter-imperialist
rivalry between Russia and NATO. Hence, we advocate
an internationalist and anti-imperialist position which we
summarise in the slogan: “Defend the Ukraine against Pu-
tin’s invasion! Against Russian and against NATO imperial-
ism!"” 1
There has been a debate for some time between Left Voice,
the U.S. affiliate of the Trotskyist Faction (FT, with the Ar-
gentinean PTS as the leading party), and Workers Voice,
which is the U.S. section of International Worker League
(LIT, with the Brazilian PSTU as the leading party). While
the FT characterises the Ukraine War as a “proxy war” and
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The Ukraine War has been the most important single

refuses to support any side, LIT correctly sides with the
Ukrainian resistance.

We do not intend to repeat all our criticism of the FT's and
LIT’s policy as we did already elaborate such in several
articles. > Furthermore, we already wrote a contribution to
the debate between Left Voice and Workers Voice. * Recently,
three socialist organisations in the U.S. — the Revolutionary
Socialist Organizing Project, Denver Communists and Seattle
Revolutionary Socialists (RSOP/DC/SRS) - intervened in
this debate with a statement titled “No U.S./NATO Arms to
Ukraine!”. * While we do not agree with their conclusions,
we think that the comrades make an interesting contribu-
tion which we want to discuss critically in this article.

The wrong thesis of the “proxy war”

Let us begin with a brief summary of the RSOP/DC/SRS
statement. The main point of this document is — as the title
already suggests — their opposition to any military aid for
the Ukrainian resistance fighting against Russia’s inva-
sion.

While the comrades correctly oppose any U.S. military
intervention and sanctions against Russia, their position
unfortunately “also means opposing any U.S. arms shipments
to Ukraine.” However, we should also take note that they
somehow relativize this statement by saying: “Opposing
U.S. arms to Ukraine is not the same as criticizing Ukrainians
for accepting arms from NATO. We should not do that.”

Publications of the RCIT

COVID-19: The Current and
Historical Roots of Bourgeois
Lockdown “Socialism”

Police State, Universal Basic Income & a new version of “War Socialism” of 1914

By Michael Probsting, January 2021

Introduction * 1. An Overview of the Policy of the Lockdown Left * 2. A Marxist Critique of

Lockdownism and Universal Basic Income * 3. The Bourgeois Ideology of the “Caring State” (The
Capitalist Handout State) * 4. The Objective Basis for Lockdown Socialism: Changes within the
Political and Economic Physiognomy of Capitalism * 5. A Historical Analogy: The Mobilization of the
Imperialist State for World War I * 6. War Socialism in 1914: The Social-Chauvinist Lensch-Cunow-
Haenisch Group in German Social Democracy * 7. Lenin and other Marxists Declare War on War
Socialism * 8. The Lockdown Left: A Worthy Successor of Social-Chauvinist War Socialists * 9. Once

Again, the State Question: Marxism versus the Opportunist Left

A RCIT Pamphlet, 32 pages, A4 Format
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They justify their position by arguing that socialists in the
U.S. should focus on opposing their “own” imperialism.
“The primary role of U.S. revolutionaries regarding foreign
policy is to win as many workers as possible away from support
of U.S. imperialism. (...) As an organization in the U.S., Work-
ers’ Voice has forgotten this primary objective. It is so concerned
about winning support from Ukrainian workers that it ignores
its primary duty of opposing U.S. imperialism.”

In addition, the RSOP/DC/SRS statement shares with
the FT the analysis, albeit with some ambiguity, that the
Ukraine War is primarily a “proxy war” between NATO
and Russia. “The Workers’ Voice position is wrong on two
counts: First, the war in Ukraine is not only a war of national
independence. It is also an inter-imperialist conflict.”

Based on such a wrong assessment, the comrades argue
that the Ukraine’s right of national self-determination is
only a subordinated factor. “If a call for self-determination of
a nation was used primarily to back the interests of one imperi-
alist power against another, Marxists opposed it. One clear ex-
ample was the case of Serbia in 1914. (...) The analogy of Serbia
1914 and Ukraine 2022 may not be exact, but it does have strong
common elements. Marxists today would like to see Ukraine de-
feat Russia and win its independence. However, we cannot sup-
port U.S. imperialist intervention in this conflict. We must first
oppose “our own” imperialist power.”

Here too, the comrades’ position is somehow contradic-
tory as they also express their sympathy for the Ukrainian
cause: “Of course we want Ukrainians to defeat the Russian
invasion but we cannot sacrifice our opposition to U.S. imperial-
ism to try to bring that about.”

We should finally also note that the RSOP/DC/SRS state-
ment distinguishes itself positively from the FT analysis
by suggesting that not only the U.S. but also Russia is an
imperialist power. °

On national wars and imperialist interference

As we did explain on numerous occasions, it is wrong to
characterize the war in the Ukraine primarily as a “proxy
war”. Of course, it is true that such an element exists since
it takes place against the background of an accelerating
inter-imperialist rivalry where both camps attempt to uti-
lize the war to their advantage.

However, this has been the case in nearly all national wars
which took place in periods of Great Power rivalry. Just
think about France’s support for the U.S. War of Indepen-
dence against Britain in 1775-83, the support of France and
other Western power for the Polish insurrection against
Russian occupation in 1863-64, the support of Napoleon
III for the Italian Risorgimento, Russia’s support for the Bal-
kan peoples in their war against the Ottoman Empire in
1912, Western and Nazi Germany’s support for Ethiopia
against Italy in 1935-36, Western support for China as well
as for various partisan struggles in South East Asia as well
as in Europe during World War II, etc. Such kind of inter-
ference by one or several Great Powers did not remove the
legitimate character of such national wars. °

The comrades’ reference to Serbia and its role in World
War I is misplaced. This was a World War with all Great
Powers participating so that % of the world population
was affected by this catastrophe. The Entente powers sent
armies to the Balkans where the Serbian troops fought as
part of their joint command. Today, no Western Power has

Ukraine War
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deployed its troops to wage war against Russia — neither
in the Ukraine nor anywhere else. Of course, this could
change in the future and, as we have repeatedly said since
24 February, this could change the character of the Ukraine
War and, consequently, our tactics. But it would be utterly
wrong to define our tactics for today on the basis of possi-
ble developments tomorrow.

Furthermore, the comrades should take into account that
the relationship between Russia and the Ukraine has been
historically shaped by national oppression. The Ukraini-
ans fight Putin’s invasion not because Western govern-
ments tell them to do so but because they want to keep
their fundamental national rights. Surely, Western weap-
ons make their struggle militarily more effective. Without
such weapons they would be forced to wage a more “prim-
itive” war with a larger component of guerrilla struggle.
But their goals would be pretty much the same as they are
currently: defeating the Russian occupiers and liberating
the occupied territories.

We ask those comrades criticising our analysis: what
would the Ukraine do differently without Western sup-
port? Would they stop fighting the Russian invaders and
rather welcome them? Would they support Russification,
pardon “Denazification”? Would they not trying to lib-
erate their territories? The answers to such questions are
obvious!

We repeat that this does not mean that we deny that there
exists a “proxy element” in this conflict. This is why we
have always insisted that revolutionaries in both imperi-
alist camps must reject all forms of chauvinist-militarist
policy. This includes strong opposition to economic and
financial sanctions as well as to all forms of chauvinist
hatred against “Russian culture”, “Western LGBT deca-
dence”, etc.

Does support for deliveries of arms mean
support for U.S. military intervention?

As we already said, the RSOP/DC/SRS statement claims
that socialists should oppose military aid for the Ukraini-
an resistance because that would represent a form of “ULS.
imperialist intervention in this conflict.” This is a wrong ar-
gument.

First, if military aid would transform a national war into a
proxy war in the service of this or that Great Power, there
would have been hardly any national war in history. As
we noted above, such a form of intervention of one or the
other imperialist power has happened many times in his-
tory. We ask the RSOP/DC/SRS comrades: were the U.S.
Trotskyists wrong in supporting the Chinese national war
against Japanese imperialism from 1937 onwards? Were
they wrong to do so despite the material support which
Washington lent to China and despite the economic sanc-
tions which it imposed against the Land of the Rising Sun?
Were they wrong to do so during World War II when U.S.
imperialism was at war with Tokyo? And we could ask
the same question about the national war of the Yugosla-
vian partisans and various other struggles during World
War II, about the Ethiopian War in 1935-36 when the West-
ern powers imposed sanctions against Italy, etc. In our
opinion, the Fourth International was absolutely right in
continuing their support for all these just wars of national
defense.
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The comrades might object that one must not be naive as
the Western powers give weapons not because they are in-
terested in the Ukraine’s national self-determination but
for their own reason. Obviously, this is true. However, this
is not the whole story. It is the same with the Ukrainian
side. They ask for weapons not because they want to serve
Western interests but because they need such to fight back
against Putin’s invasion. Both sides have their “egoistic”
reasons. In one case, these are imperialist motives. In the
other case these are the motives of a people in a semi-co-
lonial country resisting the occupation of another Great
Power. In the case of the Ukraine War, these two interests
overlap. In such a situation, Marxists have to differentiate.
While we oppose the interests of U.S. imperialism, we also
support national self-determination of oppressed nations.
Hence, we consider Ukraine “egoism” as legitimate and,
therefore, support military aid for their cause.

Another objection might be that military aid is just anoth-
er form of imperialist intervention like imperialist sanc-
tions. We think this is also a mistaken view. In our opinion,
support for military aid must not be confused with sup-
port for imperialist sanctions and expropriation as there
is a clear difference between these two things. Imperial-
ist sanctions and expropriation hands over, or increases,
economic power of an imperialist state and its monopoly
bourgeoisie. In contrast, military aid hands over weapons
to the Ukraine. One measure strengthens an imperialist
state, the other strengthens a semi-colonial country under
attack by a Great Power. In other words, there exists a dif-
ference in class character between these measures.

A critique might object that military aid might increase
the influence of the donor. Surely, this is the case to a cer-
tain degree. But this does not mean that such aid automat-
ically transforms the relationship into one of a master and
his servant. There are numerous cases where such military
aid did not result in such a relation. Think about the U.S.
Independence War, about the partisans on the Balkans,
etc. The task of socialists is not to oppose such military
aid for a just war but to oppose any political conditions
attached. Likewise, socialists in a country like the Ukraine
have to counter any influence of imperialist “friends” and
to advocate a policy of working-class independence.

Supporting military aid means
voting for military budget?

The RSOP/DC/SRS statement also raises another criticism:
“If Workers’ Voice had representatives in Congress, its voting
position would be very similar to the pro-imperialist members of
the DSA! They would presumably vote for continuing the U.S./
NATO arms shipments to Ukraine. This would be like Social
Democratic parliamentarians in 1914 Germany voting for “war
credits” for World War I. (...) This is not a revolutionary Marx-
ist position!”

We are not without criticism of the LIT comrades (to
which Workers Voice belong) as they advocate imperialist
sanctions against Russia — and at the same time deny the
latter’s imperialist character! But on this issue, the RSOP/
DC/SRS comrades are mistaken. Supporting military aid
does not mean one would have to vote in the parliament
for the governments’ bill. This would be a grave opportun-
ist mistake since such a vote would reflect confidence in
the (imperialist) governments foreign and military policy
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towards the Ukraine.

Leon Trotsky had a similar discussion with Shachtman in
1937, at that time a leader of the U.S. section of the Fourth
International. He reported about this discussion in his
well-known book “In Defense of Marxism”.

“On September 18, 1937, Shachtman wrote me:

“You say, ‘If we would have a member in the Cortes he would
vote against the military budget of Negrin.” Unless this is a ty-
pographical error it seems to us to be a nonsequitur. If, as we all
contend, the element of an imperialist war is not dominant at the
present time in the Spanish struggle, and if instead the decisive
element is still the struggle between the decaying bourgeois de-
mocracy, with all that it involves, on the one side, and fascism on
the other, and further if we are obliged to give military assistance
to the struggle against fascism, we don’t see how it would be
possible to vote in the Cortes against the military budget. ... If a
Bolshevik-Leninist on the Huesca front were asked by a Socialist
comrade why his representative in the Cortes voted against the
proposal by Negrin to devote a million pesetas to the purchase of
rifles for the front, what would this Bolshevik-Leninist reply? It
doesn’t seem to us that he would have an effective answer. ...”
(My emphasis.)

This letter astounded me. Shachtman was willing to express
confidence in the perfidious Negrin government on the purely
negative basis that the “element of an imperialist war” was not
dominant in Spain.

On September 20, 1937, I replied to Shachtman:

“To vote the military budget of the Negrin government signifies
to vote him political confidence. ... To do it would be a crime.
How we explain our vote to the anarchist workers? Very sim-
ply: We have not the slightest confidence in the capacity of this
government to conduct the war and assure victory. We accuse
this government of protecting the rich and starving the poor.
This government must be smashed. So long as we are not strong
enough to replace it, we are fighting under its command. But on
every occasion we express openly our nonconfidence in it: it is
the only one possibility to mobilize the masses politically against
this government and to prepare its overthrow. Any other politics
would be a betrayal of the revolution.”

The tone of my reply only feebly reflects the ... amazement
which Shachtman’s opportunist position produced in me. Isolat-
ed mistakes are of course unavoidable but today, two and a half
years later, this correspondence is illuminated with new light.
Since we defend bourgeois democracy against fascism, Shacht-
man reasons, we therefore cannot refuse confidence to the bour-
geois government.” ”

The RSOP/DC/SRS comrades basically repeat Shacht-
man’s logic and conclude from this that one must not sup-
port weapon deliveries for the Ukraine.

U.S. revolutionaries need to break with “Americanism”!

We shall conclude our article with pointing to a method-
ological problem in the RSOP/DC/SRS statement. It seems
to us to that the comrades suffer from an extraordinary
national-centredness which they disguise by displaying a
hard-core anti-imperialist approach against their “own”
ruling class.

As we noted above, the comrades recognise not only the
imperialist character of Russia but express also their sym-
pathy for the Ukrainian people (“we want Ukrainians to
defeat the Russian invasion “). They even say that they do
“not criticize Ukrainians for accepting arms from NATO.” At
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the same time, they oppose such military aid and accuse

Workers’ Voice for its supposed “support for U.S. imperialist
intervention”.

How do the RSOP/DC/SRS comrades justify such a con-
tradictory position? Basically, by reducing a key issue of
world politics and of internationalist struggle to a nation-
al, American issue. A war in Eastern Europe is viewed
with American glasses and subordinated to what these
comrades consider as tasks of American socialists. Com-
rades, this is not internationalism, this is Americanism!

From where did you get the idea that U.S. socialists
should subordinate their international solidarity to their
policy of fundamental opposition against their own ruling
class? Certainly not from Marx, Lenin or Trotsky! Marx
and Engels called the labor organisations in Western Eu-
rope to support the Polish insurrection in 1863-64 against
Russia despite the pro-Polish sympathies of Napoleon III
and other governments. As we did show in other works,
U.S. Trotskyists continued their support for China despite
the fact that Washington also sided with the Middle King-
dom. ®

No, comrades, surely, the U.S. is a beautiful country but,
sorry to say so, it is not the centre of the world! You should
derive your tactics from an analysis of world politics and
from the internationalist tasks of international socialism
- not from national considerations of American socialists!
Trotsky’s words against some ultra-leftists which demon-
strated a similar mechanistic approach have not lost their
relevance. ,,In ninety cases out of a hundred the workers actu-
ally place a minus sign where the bourgeoisie places a plus sign.
In ten cases, however, they are forced to fix the same sign as the
bourgeoisie but with their own seal, in which is expressed their
mistrust of the bourgeoisie. The policy of the proletariat is not
at all automatically derived from the policy of the bourgeoisie,
bearing only the opposite sign — this would make every sectarian
a master strategist; no, the revolutionary party must each time
orient itself independently in the internal as well as the external
situation, arriving at those decisions which correspond best to
the interests of the proletariat. This rule applies just as much to
the war period as to the period of peace.” °

Furthermore, comrades, proletarian internationalism
does not mean that every socialist organization focuses on
opposing its “own” bourgeoisie. Surely, socialists in im-
perialist countries must never defend “their fatherland”
and neither must they support the policy of their respec-
tive ruling class. But their tactics towards this or that class
struggle in another country, this or that national liberation
war on another continent — all this must be derived from
an international and not from an American perspective!

If opposition against one’s “own” bourgeoisie is sufficient
for internationalism, what for do socialists need an Inter-
national? This basically means “everyone for himself’ but no
joint strategy, commonly elaborated and subordinated to
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common international priorities in the class struggle! Such
an approach is typical for national-centered groups but
must not be the starting point for internationalist social-
ists!

We hope that the RSOP/DC/SRS comrades reconsider
their position. This would be all the more urgent because
the coming period will see more such kind of national wars
combined with one or the other form of Great Power inter-
ference. Revolutionaries need to take an internationalist
position, elaborated with comrades in other countries, so
that they can jointly intervene in these class struggles.
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Russia: A Disguised Support for Imperialist Armament

The RRP (Russia) deepens its opportunist adaptation to the social-chauvinist KPRF
By Michael Probsting, International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 9.11.2022

ya (Revolutionary Workers Party, RRP) published

a new, comprehensive resolution about Putin’s
war against the Ukraine. The RRP is not much known
outside of Russia as it is a sizeable but a nationally isolat-
ed Trotskyist organisation which split from Alan Woods’
IMT two decades ago. !

The new statement, adopted at a conference in Moscow
on 30 October, elaborates the RRP’s approach to the war, to
anti-war protests as well as to Zyuganov’s KPRF. ? Basical-
ly, the document confirms and deepens the organisation’s
past line which our comrades in Russia rightly character-
ise as “capitulation to social-chauvinism”. As we did already
deal with the policy of the RRP in a recently published
article, we will limit ourselves at this place to discussing
the main issues of the new Moscow resolution. ?

Again, the RRP statement distinguishes itself by its fail-
ure to say a critical word about the war resp. the “Special
Military Operation” as it is officially called in Russia. * Like-
wise, it does not even mention the imperialist character
of Russia. ® This is not because of security reasons since
the RCIT section in Russia — “Socialist Tendency” — as well
as another Trotskyist organisation (“Socialist Alternative”)
take a clear internationalist and anti-imperialist position
against Putin’s war in their publications. ¢ Neither is there
any excuse for being silent about Russian imperialism.
Even large Stalinist parties like the RKRP manage to speak
out this obvious truth!’

However, the remarkable thing about the new RRP reso-
lution is not only that it repeats the organization’s serious
political flaws but also that it starts to raise social-chauvin-
ist, pro-war slogans.

ﬁ few days ago, the Revolyutsionnaya Rabochaya Parti-

“More ammunition, more high-tech weapons”

In dealing with the recent protests of soldiers, the RRP
shamefully combines support for legitimate demands
with reactionary slogans to strengthen Putin’s army and
its combat readiness. “We need to support the demands of the
workers at the front, concerning the improvement of their situ-
ation, to achieve fulfillment by the authorities of their promises:
credit vacations, credit amnesty for the seriously wounded and
the dead; provision with all necessary ammunition at the ex-
pense of the state; provision with high-tech equipment.”

While the first slogans are legitimate economic demands,
the latter are nothing but undisguised slogans calling the
state to provide the army with more ammunition and with
more high-tech weapons. Effectively, these are social-impe-
rialist demands as a better armed Russian army is capable of
killing more Ukrainians!

Surely, the RRP leaders will hide themselves behind the
argument that some soldiers might raise such slogans and
that they are only relating to these demands. However,
this is an excuse only for rotten opportunists! In an im-
perialist war, Marxists can not necessarily support all de-
mands of the soldiers of an imperialist army! This is par-
ticularly true, if this army is invading and colonializing a

semi-colonial country like the Ukraine!

The social-chauvinist character of the RRP policy is also
revealed by another omission. While they mention the eco-
nomic demands of soldiers, they don’t say a single word
about the democratic demands which were raised at these
protests. Among the popular slogans of the protesting
soldiers from the Chuvash Republic (the Chuvash people
is one of the many oppressed national minorities of the
Russia Empire) was the demand to see their relatives and
be able to leave. In fact, the soldiers could enforce several
of their demands and many of them were able to leave
the army and to go home. The Chuvash Republic was also
promised to get R500 million — R400 million for payments
to the mobilized and R100 million as humanitarian aid.

As our comrades of “Socialist Tendency” have demonstrat-
ed in their statement on the recent soldier protests, it is
the duty of Marxists to relate to legitimate demands which
undermine the combat strength of army. It is however
utterly counter-revolutionary to raise demands for more
weapons to kill oppressed people!

The RCIT’s approach is completely contrary to the so-
cial-chauvinist logic of the RRP. We do not desire to raise
the combat strength of the army of Russian imperialism.
No, we want to undermine and weaken it. We want to in-
crease the divisions and frictions between soldiers and the
military command not by outdoing the regime’s chauvin-
ism and militarism but by counterposing the elementary
interest of the soldiers against the imperialist goals of Pu-
tin’s army.

The RRP’s policy follows the footsteps of Zyuganov’s
KPRF and the right-wing milbloggers a la Igor Strelkov.
These reactionaries criticise the Kremlin and the army
command for not sufficiently providing the military with
modern weaponry, for not waging the war against the
Ukraine successfully enough.

In contrast to the RRP’s social-chauvinism, the RCIT’s
approach is based on our internationalist and anti-impe-
rialist program against Putin’s reactionary war against the
Ukrainian people — a policy which we summarise in the
slogan: Defend the Ukraine against Putin’s invasion! Against
Russian and against NATO imperialism!

From such an approach follows that we differentiate in
our support for soldiers demands. As we said in our state-
ment on the soldier protests:

“Therefore, socialists want to see the defeat of the Russian army.
All activists against this barbarous war therefore welcome such
a process of disintegration of the Russian armed forces. If this
imperialist army is less united and more divided, it becomes a
less effective instrument for Putin’s colonial war. We support
those demands which help to undermine and break the loyalty of
soldiers to the army command (which implements the directives
of the capitalist-bonapartist Putin regime). We do not support
those demands which help to strengthen the imperialist army
and to make it a more effective instrument of the Kremlin. So-
cialists should therefore support all demands which increase the
democratic rights of soldiers, and which weaken the character
of the army as a willing tool of the Kremlin. Hence, activists



RevCom NS#86 | February 2023
-]

should agitate for the soldiers’ right to receive visits from their
relatives and to get leave. We also defend their right to protest.
Furthermore, socialists should use these events as an opportu-
nity to explain the necessity for soldiers to self-organise (e.g.
building committees of action), to demand the right to elect their
superiors, etc.” 8

Calling the pro-Russian social-imperialist KPRF ...
to oppose NATO!

The RRP leadership continues its social-chauvinist policy
also in regard to its opportunist adaptation to the KPRF.
As we mentioned in our previous critique, the RRP has a
long-standing policy of supporting Zyuganov’s party. At
the recently held elections in early September, they called
for a vote for this party and even stood candidates on its
list in Moscow. (The Russian section of Alan Woods” IMT
followed the same shameful tactic. %)

They act as Zyuganovs servants despite the fact that the
KPRF - the second-largest party in the country behind Pu-
tin’s “United Russia” — has played the role of an ultra-reac-
tionary whip since the beginning of the war. It was Zyu-
ganov and his party which initiated the chauvinist bill in
the Duma calling for the recognition of the so-called “Don-
bass Republics”. ' It was Zyuganov and his party which
played a major role in pushing for Putin’s “mobilisation”
so that Russia could accomplish its imperialist goals in
the Ukraine. ' And it was this party which unanimously
supported the laws in the Duma which formally annexed
the four occupied regions of eastern and southern Ukraine
(Donetsk, Luhansk, Kherson and Zaporizhia). '* And, we
shall add, it is this party which supported the recently
adopted bill banning “LGBT propaganda”. 3

Even the RRP leadership canno longer hide the truth about
the reactionary character of Zyuganov’s social-chauvinist
party. “The CPRF leadership has adopted a chauvinist position
(...). Many CPRF members voluntarily left the organization in
protest, and many were expelled. These elections demonstrated
that patriotically-minded workers are voting for United Russia
[Putin’s party, Ed.], while the CPRF’s rating is declining. (...)
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For now, the CPRF is merging with United Russia. Instead of
going left, it is going right. There is no ground for a mass Marx-
ist platform within the CPRF. Worker internationalists are al-
ready woefully few in number. They will not waste their time
looking for like-minded people in the CPRF in its current form.

The development of a vanguard force may have points of contact
with elements within the CPRF, but will crystallize outside it.”

While the RRP leadership is forced to admit this uncom-
fortable truth (which authentic Marxists publicly stated
already long before), how does it justify its opportunist
support for the KPRF which even went so far as standing
on its electoral list?! Well, there is only one solution for
the RRP leadership: ignore the issue, avoid any self-criti-
cism and hope that critical members will not ask too many
questions!

Despite such a sobering balance sheet, the RRP leader-
ship still refuses to state what is the political character of
the KPRF. They still do not dare to call this party a “so-
cial-chauvinist and social-imperialist” force. The reason is
obvious. Such an omission allows Zyuganovs servants to
leave the door open for future collaboration.

But the RRP leadership does not confine itself to hopes for
a future realignment. Despite being compelled to criticise
the Zyuganovs policy, it still makes bizarre proposals to
this party. Leaving aside such absurd speculations like “if
the CPRF had taken a revolutionary stance”, the RRP’s Mos-
cow resolution states: “The CPRF could make an appeal for
solidarity with the workers of NATO countries, the most reliable
way to prevent the military aggression of Western imperialism is
to influence the working masses in the West. Today is the time to
refresh the memory of workers about Lenin’s thesis that it is not
enough to fight against one war, it is necessary to fight against
the origins of the war, which stem from the capitalist relations
of production.”

One has to admit that this is a realistic demand to Zyu-
ganov and his friends. One can criticise them for many
things but certainly not for failing to condemn NATO
and to appeal to Western workers! The KPRF is an utterly
Great Russian chauvinist and social-imperialist party since
many years. It has always supported the “fatherland”
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against NATO imperialism. Zyuganov does not need the
RRP blandisher to remind him about his patriotic duty!

It is also outrageous that the RRP leadership worries
about “preventing the military aggression of Western imperi-
alism” ... but does not say a single word about preventing
the military aggression of Russian imperialism! And this
at a time when Putin’s killers slaughter the Ukrainian peo-
ple and destroy their country!

It seems that the RRP leadership is a bit worried about
the fate of the imperialist “fatherland” which needs to be
defended against “the military aggression of Western impe-
rialism”. In any case, it is safe to say that it is much more
worried about Russia than about the Ukraine — the victim
of Putin’s imperialist war!

Socialists must break with the social-imperialists!

The RRP is deeply trapped in the policy of social-chauvin-
ism and opportunist adaptation to the social-imperialist
KPREF. In abstract, it praises the principles of Marxism, in-
ternationalism and everything which sounds and beauti-
ful! However, in their practice, the RRP supports weapons
for the imperialist army and votes for the social-chauvinist
party. It is a servant of Zyuganov, i.e. a servant of Russian
social-imperialism.

There is a gulf between the policy of authentic revolu-
tionaries and that of the RRP’s unprincipled and outra-
geous policy of opportunism. It is therefore obligatory for
authentic Marxists to break decisively with the forces of
social-chauvinism and their allies! Revolutionaries who
want to remain faithful to the principles of internation-
alism and anti-imperialism must categorically separate
themselves from the RRP and similar forces — in Russia as
well as internationally.

The supporters of “Socialist Tendency” — the RCIT section
in Russia — welcome all revolutionaries who join us in the
struggle against social-imperialism and chauvinist patri-
otism. We repeat our proposal which we outlined in an
“Open Letter to Russian Socialists” and in which we call all
revolutionaries to unite on the basis of a consistent inter-
nationalist and anti-imperialist program. **
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trade wars, and military tensions between these Great
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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 Probsting 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 Probsting 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 Probsting who serves as the
International Secretary of the RCIT.
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