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A Revealing Document of Great Russian Totalitarianism

On an article published by the Russian state-owned news agency RIA Novosti
By Michael Probsting, International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 7 April 2022

a second English-translation of the RIA Novosti article,

with which we deal at this place, was published. ! There
are two things worth noting. The new translation contains only
minor stylistic changes but no political alterations of this dis-
gusting document of Great Russian totalitarianism. However,
what is much more remarkable is the publisher of this second
translation. It is the website “A Socialist In Canada” which is
run by Roger Annis. Annis is a former Trotskyist who was af-
filiated with James Barnes and his SWP in the U.S. This is the
organization which was part of the Mandelist “Fourth Inter-
national” until the early 1980s and which runs the prestigious
“Pathfinder Press”. After he left this tendency two decades ago,
Roger Annis has trod a path of shamefully adaption to Stalin-
ism. Today, he ends up as cheerleader of Great Russian totali-
tarianism who serves the counterrevolution. In other words, he
has become another political corpse. What a powerful confirma-
tion of the political truth that formal affirmation of “Marxism”
has no relevance in politics! The decisive issue is if one supports
and participates in the liberation struggle of the working class
and the oppressed people — or if one just stands aside or, worse,
becomes an agent of counterrevolution! (9 April)

Postscript: One day after we published this commentary,

* %k ok % %

The Putin regime tries to justify its imperialist invasion
of the Ukraine by instigating an arch-reactionary wave of
Great Russian chauvinism. Moscow does not only call for
“the defense of the motherland” against NATO. It also dis-
seminates extremely poisonous propaganda against the
Ukraine and the Ukrainian people. Effectively, Putin and
his ideologists deny the very existence of the Ukrainian
nation and its right to have a separate state. We did al-
ready deal somewhere else with Putin’s explicit denial of
the right of national self-determination for non-Russian
people and his wild denunciation of the Bolshevik’s pol-
icy.?

The war and the setbacks for Russia’s troops have exac-
erbated the Great Russian chauvinist policy of the Krem-
lin, on some occasions reaching even the level of fascist
genocidal propaganda. This becomes evident if we take a
lengthy article published by RIA Novosti — a Russian state-
owned domestic news agency — on 3 April. Titled “What
Russia should do with Ukraine”, the article does not only re-
peat the Putinist denial of the existence of the Ukrainian
nation. ?

This article goes further as it characterizes the Ukraine
as “Nazi, Banderite Ukraine”. It calls the Zelensky govern-
ment, all state institutions as well as all armed formations
as “Nazis”. Since it is obvious that the majority of the
Ukrainian support its government and its armed forces,
it means that the majority of the Ukrainian population
are “Nazis” who have to be dealt as enemies by Russian
forces. “Denazification is necessary when a significant part of
the people - most likely its majority (!) - is mastered and dragged
by the Nazi regime into its politics. That is, when the hypothesis
“the people are good - the government is bad” does not work. The

recognition of this fact is the basis of the policy of denazification,
of all its activities, and the fact itself constitutes its subject.”

RIA Novosti calls for the widest-possible killing of all
Ukrainian armed forces. “Nazis who have taken up arms
must be destroyed on the battlefield to the maximum extent pos-
sible. No significant distinction should be made between the
AFU [Armed Forces of Ukraine] and the so-called Natsbat (na-
tional battalions), as well as the territorial defense that joined
these two types of military formations. All of them are equally
complicit in outrageous cruelty against civilians, equally guilty
of genocide of the Russian people, and do not observe the laws
and customs of war.”

It also advocates the creation of a totalitarian regime in
order to “de-nazify” the Ukrainian population. “The further
denazification of this mass of the population consists in re-edu-
cation, which is achieved by ideological repression (suppression)
of Nazi attitudes and severe censorship: not only in the political
sphere, but necessarily also in the sphere of culture and educa-
tion.”

According to these Great Russian fanatics, a future
Ukraine under Russia’s control must not even retain the
name “Ukraine”! “The name “Ukraine” apparently cannot be
retained as the title of any fully denazified state entity on terri-
tory freed from the Nazi regime.”

The unconcealed goal of the Great Russian propagandists
is the liquidation of any Ukrainian national consciousness.
The supposedly “brotherly people” should recognize that
it is part of the “Ruskij Mir” — of the Russian world. “De-
nazification will inevitably be de-Ukrainization - a rejection of
the large-scale artificial inflating of the ethnic component of the
self-identification of the population of the territories of histori-
cal Little Russia and Novorossia, which was started by the So-
viet authorities. (...) It [the Ukraine, Ed.] must be returned to
its natural boundaries and stripped of its political functional-
ity. Unlike, say, Georgia and the Baltic states, Ukraine, as his-
tory has shown, is impossible as a nation-state, and attempts
to “build” one lead inevitably to Nazism. Ukrainianism is an
artificial anti-Russian construction, which has no civilization-
al content of its own and is a subordinate element of a foreign
and estranged civilization. Debanderization by itself will not be
enough for denazification - the Banderite element is only a per-
former and a screen, a disguise for the European project of Nazi
Ukraine, so the denazification of Ukraine is also its inevitable
de-Europeanization.”

It hardly needs any explanation that such a project is not
only totalitarian-fascist in its character. It effectively legiti-
mizes the annihilation of everything “Ukrainian” in the
Ukrainian people. It opens the road to a policy of geno-
cide.

The remarkable thing about this article is not only its un-
concealed totalitarian views. What makes this article ex-
traordinary is that it has not been published by right-wing
extremists in the tradition of Alexander Dugin. No, this
has been published by RIA Novosti — a state-owned do-
mestic news agency. It therefore does not reflect the views
of some fringe elements but of the Russian regime itself!
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Stalinist accomplices

As we did show in other documents, the “Communist Par-
ty of the Russian Federation” (KPRF), led by its long-time
General Secretary Gennady Zyuganov, has fully support-
ed Putin’s war against the Ukraine since the very begin-
ning. It even shares his extremely chauvinist Great Rus-
sian rhetoric and talks about the desired “Denazification”
of the Ukraine. For example, in its statement published at
the beginning of the war, the KPRF wrote: “Following an
appeal of the leadership of the DPR and LPR the Russian au-
thorities have commenced a military-political operation aimed
at coercing Nazi provocateurs into peace. The steps taken aim
to guarantee peace in Donbass and to secure Russia against in-
creasing threats on the part of the USA and NATO. (...). Only
demilitarization and denazification of Ukraine can ensure last-
ing security for the peoples of Russia, Ukraine and the whole of
Europe.” *

In another statement, the KPRF wrote: “The need to de-
militarize and denazify Ukraine in order to stop it becoming a
hotbed of Nazi ideology should become the main concern of the
world community in order to prevent the country from turn-
ing into a Nazi state, a bridgehead of the aggressive imperialist
USA-NATO alliance spearheaded against Eurasian countries.
We call on all the progressive and political forces in Russia and
the world to use the mechanisms of people diplomacy for the sake
of the centuries-old friendship between Russians and Ukraini-
ans.” 3

As one can see, the Russian Stalinists not only “defend
their motherland” in occupying the Ukraine, but they also
even adopt the whole arsenal of unconcealed Great Rus-
sian chauvinism against “Nazi-Ukraine”!

Today, many Stalinists around the world have become
embarrassed by the unconcealed Great Russian chau-
vinism of their comrade Zyuganov. But this creature has
never made a secret about his support for the chauvinist
concept of “Ruskij Mir”. In reality, many Stalinist parties
around the world did join the KPRF in social-imperialist
support for Russia (and China). ¢

The RCIT is proud that its Russian comrades are stead-
fast opponents of Russian imperialism and its chauvinist
propaganda. Together, we stand for the defense of the
Ukraine against Putin’s invasion and for the defeat of Rus-
sian imperialism. At the same time, we oppose both imperi-
alist camps — Russia as well as NATO. ’

Footnotes

1 What should Russia do with Ukraine? Analysis by
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On the attitude of revolutionary Marxists to Imperialist War
Yossi Schwartz, ISL the RCIT section in Israel/Occupied Palestine, 24.03.2022

End the war of Russia in the Ukraine which is a paci-

fist position. When the masses raise pacifist demands
it is a step in the right direction. It is a different story when
organizations claiming to be revolutionary Marxists adopt
pacifism. Different Stalinists and centrist organizations adopt
their position to this pacifist mood rather than being inter-
ested in a revolutionary program of revolutionary defeatism
for Russia and revolutionary defense of Ukraine — namely
military victory of the Ukrainian people without giving Zel-
ensky’s government any political support.

While the actual war in Ukraine is between Russia, which
is an imperialist state and Ukraine which is not an imperi-
alist state, WWI was a war between two imperialist camps.
Nevertheless, we can learn a lot about the revolutionary
attitude to imperialist war by studying the positions of
Lenin and Trotsky to WWI.

The resolutions of the Socialist International about the First
World War were adopted at the Stuttgart Congress in 1907
and reaffirmed at Copenhagen in 1910 and Basle in 1912.
They outlined the responsibility of socialists to prevent the
outbreak of war and added: ‘ Should war nonetheless break out,
they must intervene and bring it to an end, and with all their ener-
gies to use the political and economic crisis created by the war to
rouse the masses of the people and to hasten the fall of capitalist
domination’. Lenin wrote on Stuttgart congress:

“Bebel’s resolution (moved by the Germans and coinciding in
all essentials with Guesde’s resolution) had one shortcoming —it
failed to indicate the active tasks of the proletariat. This made it
possible to read Bebel’s orthodox propositions through opportu-
nist spectacles, and Vollmar was quick to turn this possibility
into a reality. That is why Rosa Luxemburg and the Russian
Social-Democratic delegates moved their amendments to Bebel’s
resolution. These amendments (1) stated that militarism is the
chief weapon of class oppression; (2) pointed out the need for
propaganda among the youth; (3) stressed that Social-Demo-
crats should not only try to prevent war from breaking out or to
secure the speediest termination of wars that have already begun
but should utilize the crisis created by the war to hasten the over-
throw of the bourgeoisie” [i]

As we know while the Bolsheviks, Trotsky, and Rosa Lu-
xemburg carried out this program the other parties of Socia-
list International betrayed the working class and supported
their ruling classes, proving to be social imperialists.

During the war, The Zimmerwald conference in Septem-
ber 1915 brought together for the first time since the out-
break of the war socialist groups in the different countries
at war to call the working class to ‘begin the struggle for
peace’, as the conference manifesto written by Trotsky who
was a centrist at that time stated. This manifesto advanced
the slogan of a peace without annexations or war indem-
nities and based on self-determination for all peoples. Ho-
wever, it left out the connection between peace and social
revolution. Lenin voted for the Zimmerwald manifesto be-
cause he considered it would have been sectarian to stand
aside. But he reserved full freedom to criticize the wea-
knesses of the manifesto, and the Bolshevik group issued
a declaration regretting the absence of a clear declaration
as to the methods of fighting against the war.

After Zimmerwald, Lenin advanced his “defeatism’ the-

The masses in Europe at this moment raise the demand:

sis, which was valid for all countries participating in the
war. In “The War Program of the Proletarian Revolution’
Lenin wrote:

“Firstly, socialists have never been, nor can they ever be, op-
posed to revolutionary wars. The bourgeoisie of the imperialist
“Great” Powers has become thoroughly reactionary, and the war
this bourgeoisie is now waging we regard as a reactionary, slave-
owners and criminal war. But what about a war against this
bourgeoisie? A war, for instance, waged by peoples oppressed
by and dependent upon this bourgeoisie, or by colonial peoples,
for liberation? In Section 5 of the Internationale group these we
read: “National wars are no longer possible in the era of this
unbridled imperialism.” That is wrong” [ii]

“Secondly, civil war is just as much a war as any other. He who
accepts the class struggle cannot fail to accept civil wars, which in
every class society are the natural, and under certain conditions
inevitable, continuation, development, and intensification of the
class struggle. That has been confirmed by every great revolution.
To repudiate civil war, or to forget about it, is to fall into extreme
opportunism and renounce the socialist revolution” [iii]

“Thirdly, the victory of socialism in one country does not at one
stroke eliminate all wars in general. On the contrary, it presup-
poses wars. The development of capitalism proceeds extremely
unevenly in different countries. It cannot be otherwise under
commodity production. From this, it follows irrefutably that so-
cialism cannot achieve victory simultaneously in all countries.
It will achieve victory first in one or several countries, while
the others will for some time remain bourgeois or pre-bourgeois.
This is bound to create not only friction but a direct attempt on
the part of the bourgeoisie of other countries to crush the socialist
state’s victorious proletarian” [iv]

“Theoretically, it would be wrong to forget that every war is
but the continuation of policy by other means. The present im-
perialist war is the continuation of the imperialist policies of
two groups of Great Powers, and these policies were engendered
and fostered by the total of the relationships of the imperialist
era. But this very era must also necessarily engender and foster
policies of struggle against national oppression and proletarian
struggle against the bourgeoisie and, consequently, also the pos-
sibility and inevitability; first, of revolutionary national rebelli-
ons and wars; second, of proletarian wars and rebellions against
the bourgeoisie; and, third, of a combination of both kinds of the
revolutionary war, etc” [V]

In November 1916 Lenin wrote: “The “socialist” who un-
der such circumstances delivers speeches to the people and the
governments about a nice little peace resembles the clergyman
who, seeing before him in the front pews the mistress of a brothel
and a police officer, who are working for hand in glove, “prea-
ches” to them, and the people, love of one’s neighbor and obser-
vance of the Christian commandments... Whatever the outcome
of the present war, those who maintained that the only possible
socialist way out of it is through civil war by the proletariat for
socialism will have been proved correct. The Russian Social-De-
mocrats who maintained that the defeat of Tsarism, its complete
military smash-up, is, “in all cases’, the lesser evil, will have
been proved correct. For history never stands still; it continues
its forward movement during this war too. And if the European
proletariat cannot advance to socialism now, cannot cast off the
social-chauvinist and Kautskyite yoke in the course of this first
great imperialist war, then East Europe and Asia can advance to
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democracy with seven-league strides only if Tsarism is utterly
smashed and deprived of all power” [vi]

Lenin clashed with Trotsky over the demand for Peace
without annexation, and Lenin’s line on ‘defeatism’.
Trotsky opposed Lenin’s line that the defeat of Russia is
the less evil. In his 1914 pamphlet on The War and the In-
ternational Trotsky wrote: “If we presuppose a catastrophic
Russian defeat, the war may bring a quicker outbreak of the Re-
volution, but at the cost of its inner weakness. And if the Revolu-
tion should even gain the upper hand under such circumstances,
then the bayonets of the Hohenzollern armies would be turned
on the Revolution. Such prospect carts hardly fail to paralyze
Russia’s revolutionary forces; for it is impossible to deny that
the party of the German proletariat stands behind the Hohen-
zollern bayonets. But this is only one side of the question. The
defeat of Russia necessarily presupposes decisive victories by
Germany and Austria on the other battlefields, and this would
mean the enforced preservation of the national-political chaos in
Central and South-Eastern Europe and the unlimited mastery of
German militarism in all Europe” [vii]

In the summer of 1915, Lenin and Zinoviev, in their pam-
phlet Socialism and War wrote:

“Both the advocates of victory for their governments in the pre-
sent war and the advocates of the slogan “neither victory nor
defeat”, equally take the standpoint of social chauvinism. A re-
volutionary class cannot but wish for the defeat of its govern-
ment in a reactionary war, cannot fail to see that its military
reverses facilitate its overthrow. Only a bourgeois who believes
that a war started by the governments must necessarily end as
a war between governments and wants it to end as such, can
regard as “ridiculous” and “absurd” the idea that the Socialists
of all the belligerent countries should wish for the defeat of all
“their” governments and express this wish. On the contrary, it
is precisely a statement of this kind that would conform to the
cherished thoughts of every class-conscious worker and would
be in line with our activities towards converting the imperialist
war into civil war. Undoubtedly, the serious anti-war agitati-
on that is being conducted by a section of the British, German,
and Russian Socialists has “weakened the military power” of the
respective governments, but such agitation stands to the cre-
dit of the Socialists. Socialists must explain to the masses that
they have no other road of salvation except the revolutionary
overthrow of “their” governments, and that advantage must be
taken of these governments’ embarrassments in the present war
precisely for this purpose” [viii]

Trotsky, to be sure, opposed bourgeois pacifism. With the
outbreak of World War I, the pacifist philosopher Bertrand
Russell became involved in anti-war activities and in 1916
he was fined 100 pounds for authoring an anti-war pam-
phlet. Because of his conviction he was dismissed from his
post at Trinity College, Cambridge. [ix]

‘Only very slight injury can be done to the machinery of war
of the ruling class by pacifism. This is best proved by the coura-
geous but rather futile efforts of Russell himself during the war.
The whole affair ended in a few thousand young people being
thrown into prison on account of their conscientious objec-
tions... In the old Tsarist army the sectarians, and especially the
Tolstoyans, were often exposed to persecution because of their
passive resistance to militarism; it was not they, however, who
solved the problem of the overthrow of Tsarism.” [X]

“Bourgeois pacifism and patriotism are shot through with de-
ceit. In the pacifism and even the patriotism of the oppressed,
there are elements which reflect on the one hand a hatred of de-
structive war and on the other a clinging to what they believe to

be their good elements which we must know how to seize upon
to draw the requisite conclusions. Using these considerations as
its point of departure the Fourth International supports every,
even if insufficient, demand if it can draw the masses to a certain
extent into active politics, awaken their criticism and strengthen
their control over the machinations of the bourgeoisie” [xi]

These Days the Stalinists and the centrists are spreading
pacifist illusions about the war in the spirit of Kautsky.

The American Stalinists wrote:

“We, the members of the CPUSA, unequivocally join with peace
forces around the world in demanding: No expansion of NATO,
No deployment of troops, No war on Ukraine, No war on Russia,
and No war period! The future of the planet depends on it” [xii]

Very nice, very nice but how to achieve peace without so-
cialist revolutions?

The Communist party of Israel stated “We are against war
and the Russian invasion. However, I will not take sides in un-
necessary wars that harm innocent civilians, strengthen those
in power and enrich the masters of war,” said Hadash MK Ofer
Cassif. “I do not support nationalists and persecutors of the
communists in Ukraine, and no, neither do I support Putin and
the Russian communist-hating nationalists. No to war — yes to
peace.” added. “Very sad that good leftists are being deceived
after false propaganda — and even expect my friends and me to
align with the lies being fed to us,” Cassif said in a tweet.” [xiii]

A typical reformist position that put on the same level an
imperialist state and non- imperialist state.

The Stalinist Party of Cyprus on March 2, stated:

“A fruitful and constructive debate took place in the Parlia-
mentary Foreign and European Affairs Committee, examining
all the facts surrounding the Ukrainian crisis. We would like to
express our satisfaction because the Foreign Minister appeared
to fully share the views we have expressed in the Committee on
Foreign and European Affairs. We would like to take this oppor-
tunity to stress the following: The need for an immediate end to
the Russian invasion of Ukraine and a return to dialogue and di-
plomatic efforts to find a solution to the Ukrainian crisis” [xiv]

Really? And how dialogue and imperialist diplomacy
will stop the imperialist’s drive for wars?

The ISA wrote: “Will arms deliveries — Swedish or from
other states — ensure peace and freedom?

In the last 12 months, the United States has sent weapons wor-
th one billion dollars (9 billion kronor) to Ukraine. Now there
are drones from Erdogan’s Turkey, missiles from Germany, and
body armor from the Swedish military. The Swedish military
has previously trained Ukrainian soldiers. The Finnish Parlia-
ment and the Danish Parliament have unanimously decided to
send weapons.

The fact that governments are now sending weapons to Ukrai-
ne is not happening for humanitarian reasons. We witnessed a
stark demonstration of this in Afghanistan. Military operations
were prioritized for over 20 years with devastating results.

The weapons now being sent may slow down the Russian at-
tack, but few believe it can decide the war; rather, it is a revolt
against the war at home in Russia, mass protests international-
ly, and a global workers’ blockade against Putin’s war machine
that can have the greatest effect. It is unlikely that the Western
powers will deploy air force and soldiers, which would create a
major war. But the pressure will grow for escalated efforts.

The fact that public opinion massively favors ending the horrors
of war means that the governments can initially get support for
weapons shipments to Ukraine. This will also be used for even
greater investment in the military in the country after country
and for both Finland and Sweden to join NATO.” [xv]
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The British SWP wrote in the same spirit:

“The first reply is that the genuine horrors of Vladimir Putin’s
invasion are no reason to escalate to an even more appalling war.
NATO's increasingly aggressive demands and its arms ship-
ments threaten a reckless march towards a wider conflict that
could be fought with nuclear weapons.” [xvi]

Both centrists oppose the sending of weapons to the
Ukrainian people against imperialist invasion. Demon-
strations against the Russian invasion are important and
so is the growing opposition in Russia and among the
Russian soldiers in Ukraine, but the interest of the inter-
national working class is for the resistance to the invasion
to win in the war and for this, the Ukrainian fighters need
sophisticated weapons. There is no doubt that Western im-
perialism is sending weapons to Ukraine for its imperialist
reasons, but this does change the need for the Ukrainian
fighters to have weapons. In addition, these weapons can
be used by working-class militias that can and should be
organized in Russia and Ukraine.

Trotsky wrote on this question of weapon:

“Let us assume that rebellion breaks out tomorrow in the French
colony of Algeria under the banner of national independence and
that the Italian government, motivated by its imperialist interests,
prepares to send weapons to the rebels. What should the attitude
of the Italian workers be in this case? I have purposely taken an
example of rebellion against democratic imperialism with inter-
vention on the side of the rebels from a fascist imperialism. Should
the Italian workers prevent the shipping of arms to the Algerians?
Let any ultra-leftists dare answer this question in the affirmati-
ve. Every revolutionist, together with the Italian workers and the
rebellious Algerians, would spurn such an answer with indigna-
tion. Even if a general maritime strike broke out in fascist Italy
at the same time, even in this case the strikers should make an
exception in favor of those ships carrying aid to the colonial slaves
in revolt; otherwise, they would be no more than wretched trade
unionists — not proletarian revolutionists. At the same time, the
French maritime workers, even though not faced with any strike
whatsoever, would be compelled to exert every effort to block the
shipment of ammunition intended for use against the rebels. Only
such a policy on the part of the Italian and French workers consti-
tutes the policy of revolutionary internationalism. Does this not
signify, however, that the Italian workers moderate their struggle
in this case against the fascist regime? Not in the slightest. Fa-
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scism renders “aid” to the Algerians only to weaken its enemy,
France, and to lay its rapacious hand on her colonies. The revo-
lutionary Italian workers do not forget this for a single moment.
They call upon the Algerians not to trust their treacherous “ally”
and at the same time continue their irreconcilable struggle against
fascism, “the main enemy in their own country”. Only in this
way can they gain the confidence of the rebels, help the rebellion
and strengthen their revolutionary position” [xvii]

The only way out from the danger of Western and Ea-
stern imperialists and their wars leading eventually to the
WWIII unless we get rid of them, their economic crisis,
their inability to fight the Covid-19, the disaster to the
ecology they create, the starvation they cause to close to
1 milliard people is to turn the war to an armed civil war
of the working class against the ruling classes in a world
socialist revolution.

Turn the imperialist war to a civil war!

Military victory for the Ukrainian people!

No political support for the Zelensky government!

Down with the US and NATO! Down with Russian imperia-
lism!
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Russia’s Monopolies: An International Comparison

On some interesting data which confirm the imperialist character of Russia
An Article (with 3 Tables) by Michael Probsting, International Secretary of the RCIT, 21 April 2022

in the current debate among Marxists. The RCIT has

elaborated in a number of works, that Russia is not
only a capitalist state but also an imperialist Great Power.
We have explained that Russia’s imperialism has some pe-
culiar features. ' For example, its share in the global econ-
omy is smaller than its political or its military role.

However, we insisted that even from a purely economic
point of view there can be no doubt that Russia is an im-
perialist state. This is in full accordance with the Marxist
theory of imperialism as it was developed by Lenin and
later defended by Trotsky. The starting point of the Marx-
ist analysis of imperialism is the formation of monopolies
and their dominating role in the economy. Such Lenin
wrote in Imperialism and the Split in Socialism — his most
comprehensive theoretical essay on imperialism:

,,We have to begin with as precise and full a definition of im-
perialism as possible. Imperialism is a specific historical stage
of capitalism. Its specific character is threefold: imperialism is
monopoly capitalism; parasitic, or decaying capitalism; mor-
ibund capitalism. The supplanting of free competition by mo-
nopoly is the fundamental economic feature, the quintessence of
imperialism. Monopoly manifests itself in five principal forms:
(1) cartels, syndicates and trusts—the concentration of produc-
tion has reached a degree which gives rise to these monopolistic
associations of capitalists; (2) the monopolistic position of the
big banks—three, four or five giant banks manipulate the whole
economic life of America, France, Germany; (3) seizure of the
sources of raw material by the trusts and the financial oligarchy
(finance capital is monopoly industrial capital merged with bank
capital); (4) the (economic) partition of the world by the inter-
national cartels has begun. There are already over one hundred
such international cartels, which command the entire world
market and divide it “amicably” among themselves —until war
redivides it. The export of capital, as distinct from the export of
commodities under non-monopoly capitalism, is a highly char-
acteristic phenomenon and is closely linked with the economic
and territorial-political partition of the world; (5) the territorial
partition of the world (colonies) is completed. “ 3

The class character of Russia is one of the key issues

Dominating role of monopolies in Russia’s economy

For these reasons, we have emphasized that the domina-
tion of an economy by monopolies is a key indicator for
the imperialist character of a state. A recently published
essay by Professor Stephen Crowley provides some inter-
esting statistics which demonstrate the monopolistic char-
acter of Russia’s capital. In this essay, the author compares
the degree of concentration of capital in Russia with that
in other imperialist countries. As a measure for concentra-
tion of capital, Prof. Crowley looks at the size of manu-
facturing enterprises in terms of numbers of employment.
He divides enterprises into several categories — those with
more than 250 employees, those with 50-249 employees
and those with less than 50 employees. *

The result of his analysis is that Russia has a substantial
higher share of large enterprises (with more than 250 em-

ployees) than any other imperialist state! In Russia 80%
of all manufacturing employees work in enterprises with
more than 250 employees. This share is only 63% in the
U.S., 54% in Germany, 49% in Japan and 45% in France.

Even if we add the second category - enterprises with 50-
249 employees — Russia still has a much larger concentra-
tion of capital. (See Table 1)

Various self-proclaimed Marxists characterize Russia as
a “dependent” or “peripherical” and suggest that Rus-
sia is dominated by or dependent of foreign monopolies
(corporations, banks, etc.). ¢ Of course, if it would be true
that Russia’s economy is dominated by foreign (instead
of domestic) monopolies, one could hardly talk about an
imperialist state.

However, as we did demonstrate in our works, the op-
posite is the case. Russia’s economy is first and foremost
dominated by Russian monopoly capital. A recently pub-
lished academic book about Russia’s economy arrives at
the conclusion that “the proportion of investment in Russian,
foreign, and joint venture companies kept the same for the past
five years: 86.3%, 7.3%, and 6.4%, respectively.” 7 (See Table
2)

This is also the case in the banking sector. Here too, it
is Russian capital which dominates while foreign owners
play only a subordinated role. In fact, in the past decade,
the role of domestic capital has even increased. (See Table
3)

In summary, we can conclude that Russia’s economy is
totally dominated by domestic monopolies. The extraor-
dinary monopolization of its manufacturing sector (i.e. the
core of capitalist value production) is the economic basis
for the imperialist character of Russia’s economy. Hence,
this is another confirmation of the RCIT’s analysis of Rus-
sia as an imperialist power. Its imperialist character is evi-
dent not only from its political and military features but
also from its economy.

A brief historical analogy

Let us add, at the end, a brief discussion about an inter-
esting historical analogy about similarities and dissimi-
larities of the global position of Russia’s economy. As it
is well known, Marxist theoreticians considered Russia
before 1917 as an imperialist power despite the backward
development of its economy. Here are a few quotes from
Lenin and Trotsky.

“In Russia, capitalist imperialism of the latest type has fully re-
vealed itself in the policy of tsarism towards Persia, Manchuria
and Mongolia, but, in general, military and feudal imperialism
is predominant in Russia. In no country in the world are the
majority of the population oppressed so much as in Russia.” °

“The last third of the nineteenth century saw the transition to
the new, imperialist era. Finance capital not of one, but of sever-
al, though very few, Great Powers enjoys a monopoly. (In Japan
and Russia the monopoly of military power, vast territories, or
special facilities for robbing minority nationalities, China, etc.,
partly supplements, partly takes the place of, the monopoly of
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modern, up-to-date finance capital.)” !

“Only idiots or shrewd persons can deny that the war from Rus-
sia’s part has an extraordinary imperialist character. The whole
political order of 3 June has been an attempt to bring together
the capitalist bourgeoisie with the bureaucratic machinery and
the nobility — under the condition that the monarchy succeeds
satisfying the international ambitions of Russian capital. (...)
Russian imperialism, whose extraordinary counter-revolution-
ary character has been beyond doubt for all Russian social dem-
ocrats, has played a huge role in the preparation of the present
war.” 12

In his major study about the history of the Russian Revo-
lution, Trotsky pointed out the peculiar features of Rus-
sia’s capitalist economy. He emphasized the extraordinary
concentration of capital in large enterprises — similar to
the current configuration of Russian capital as we demon-
strated above.

“But it is just in the sphere of economy, as we have said, that
the law of combined development most forcibly emerges. At the
same time that peasant land-cultivation as a whole remained,
right up to the revolution, at the level of the seventeenth century,
Russian industry in its technique and capitalist structure stood
at the level of the advanced countries, and in certain respects
even outstripped them. Small enterprises, involving less than
one hundred workers, employed in the United States, in 1914,
35 percent of the total of industrial workers, but in Russia 17.8
percent. The two countries had an approximately identical rela-
tive quantity of enterprises involving one hundred to one thou-
sand workers. But the giant enterprises, above 1000 workers
each, employed in the United States 17.8 percent of the workers
and in Russia 41.4 percent!” 13

However, Trotsky also emphasized another characteris-

tic of Russia’s economy. “The confluence of industrial with
bank capital was also accomplished in Russia with a complete-
ness you might not find in any other country. But the subjec-
tion of the industries to the banks meant, for the same reasons,
their subjection to the western European money market. Heavy
industry (metal, coal, 0il) was almost wholly under the control
of foreign finance capital, which had created for itself an auxil-
iary and intermediate system of banks in Russia. Light industry
was following the same road. Foreigners owned in general about
40 percent of all the stock capital of Russia, but in the leading
branches of industry, that percentage was still higher. We can
say without exaggeration that the controlling shares of stock in
the Russian banks, plants, and factories were to be found abroad,
the amount held in England, France, and Belgium being almost
double that in Germany.” **

As we demonstrated above, this feature is largely absent
today. Russia’s economy is no longer dominated by for-
eign capital but rather by domestic monopolies. This dif-
ference can be explained historically by the fact that capi-
talism in Russia was annihilated after 1917 by a successful
socialist revolution. Hence, after the collapse of Stalinism
and the restoration of capitalism in 1991, the new regime
— in particular after Putin took power in 1999 — managed
to consolidate a domestic monopoly bourgeoisie and to re-
build Russia as an imperialist power.

We repeat that recognizing the imperialist character of
Russia is essential to understand its role in world politics
in the context of the inter-imperialist rivalry between the
Great Powers. ¢ It is equally essential in order to under-
stand the necessity to defend the Ukrainian people against
Putin’s reactionary invasion. 7

Table 1. Russian Labor Employed in Manufacturing °
Enterprises with Number of Employees (Percentage of Total Employment)

>250 50-249 <50
Russia 80 18 2
u.s. 63 18 19
Germany 54 24 22
Japan 49 25 26
France 45 22 33

Table 2. Share of Investment in Russia by Russian, Foreign,

and Joint Venture Companies, 2015 ®
Origin of Investment

Share of Investment in Russia

Russian Companies 86.3%
Foreign Companies 7.3%
Joint Venture Companies 6.4%

Table 3. Share of Foreign Banks in Russian Banking Sector, 2014 and 2018 °

2014
23%

Share of Foreign Banks

2018
13.44%
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Once Again on Russian Imperialism (Reply to Critics)

A rebuttal of a theory which claims that Russia is not an imperialist state
but rather “comparable to Brazil and Iran”

By Michael Probsting, International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 30.3.2022

lating conflict between the imperialist Great Powers

(U.S., Western Europe and Russia) has provoked de-
bates among Marxists about the question of Russia’s class
character: Is it an imperialist power or is it rather a country
dependent on imperialism?

The RCIT defends the Marxists thesis that Russia is an im-
perialist power. As a consequence, the RCIT considers it as
imperative that socialists refuse to take a side in conflicts
between the Great Powers (U.S., China, EU, Russia and
Japan). Our tendency has elaborated this analysis in much
detail in a number of pamphlets and essays.

We have demonstrated in our works that Russia is an
imperialist Great Power. Its economy can not rival with
China’s or that of the U.S.. Still, it is the world’s eleventh-
largest by nominal GDP, and the sixth-largest by PPP. At
the same time, it has the largest number of nuclear war-
heads — together with the U.S. — and is the world’s second-
largest arms exporter. !

As aresult, Russia plays a crucial role in world politics as
one of the five veto powers in the United Nations. While
Russia plays less a global role — compared to the U.S. or
China - it wields important influence in the Middle East,
Africa, in Eastern Europe as well as in Asia. *

In the past decade we have been engaged in several de-
bates with critiques who reject our analysis. Since the be-
ginning of the Ukraine War, our position was also attacked
by various centrists — mostly by Putinistas, i.e. pro-Russian
social-imperialists. Usually, our critics limit themselves to
denouncing our anti-imperialist opposition against the
Putin regime and its reactionary foreign policy as “support
for NATO”. However, one of these polemics attempts to
provide a serious criticism and to refute our analysis on
the basis of facts and statistics.

This article has been written by Robert Montgomery and
Davey Heller and was published on the website of class-
conscious.org. * This website recently hosted a public
zoom meeting which brought together various organiza-
tions which agree on supporting Russian imperialism in
its war against the Ukraine. * The article itself starts with
the statement that the authors extend “critical support to
Russia’s invasion of Ukraine. This is because we classify Rus-
sia, not as imperialist, but rather as a nationalist and depen-
dent bourgeois regime in conflict with imperialism. We support
Russia’s right to defend its national sovereignty against NATO
imperialist agqression on its borders, up to and including the
use of military force. (...) This is why Marxists must support
Russia’s right of self-defence against imperialism and extend
military support as it fights imperialism in defense of its own
national sovereignty.”

In contrast to the Putinistas, the RCIT recognizes the dual
character of this whole conflict. Hence, it is necessary for
socialists to apply a dual tactic which can be summarized
in revolutionary defensism of Ukraine against Putin’s inva-
sion and revolutionary defeatism against NATO as well as

It is not surprising that the Ukraine War and the esca-

Russian imperialism. °

At this place we will not repeat our analysis of Russian im-
perialism and we refer interested readers to our works. We
will rather deal with the main arguments put forward by
the article on classconscious.org as it is representative for
the logic of the deniers of Russia’s imperialist character.

Lack of scientific approach

The main failures of the article can be summarized by the
following:

* It doesn’t meet the basic standards of a scientific re-
search.

* The authors are not familiar with Lenin’s analysis of im-
perialism and his criteria of Great Powers.

* The authors misinterpret the meaning of the facts which
they provide as support for their thesis.

At a first glance, the article makes a serious impression in-
sofar as it provides several statistics and figures. However,
a closer look shows embarrassing deficits of elementary
research.

The key chapter of the article — titled “Is Russia imperial-
ist?” — begins with a quote from the US State Department
which the authors claim is from a report published in 2020.
They conclude from this quote: “This picture is one of a back-
ward, stagnating capitalist country not investing in new roads,
ports, bridges, schools, hospitals or physical and human capital
of any kind. The Russian economy is living off of outdated capi-
tal stock constructed before the restoration of capitalism in the
USSR. So much for Russia having reached the ‘highest stage of
capitalism.”” However, a click on this report reveals that the
study of the US State Department was not published in the
year 2020 — as the authors claim — but rather in the year
2000! While it is true that Russia’s economy had many def-
icits in the 1990s, it is hardly a fact relevant for an analysis
of this country today, nearly a quarter of a century later!

The authors also claim that Russia has a capital short-
age and is a capital importer. As the source for this claim
they publish a graph from an article by Michael Roberts.
However, while this graph is indeed from Roberts, it does
not deal with capital at all but rather with primary income
credit per person!

It is also striking that nearly all facts and figures — as far as
sources are provided — originate from works which were
published about one decade ago! In itself, there is nothing
wrong in using older material. But in discussing Russia’s
class character today, it might be helpful to rely not exclu-
sively on outdated figures!

In general, there are strong indications that the authors
basically rewrote old articles without much original or
new research. They also criticize and quote from a study
which the author of these lines published in 2014 — ignor-
ing the works published since then. Our study is, by the
way, the only work defending the thesis that Russia is an
imperialist state to which the critics refer in their article.
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Lenin’s analysis of imperialism
and its distortion by the Putinistas

However, the weakness of our critics is not limited to their
unserious dealing with scientific research. They also seem
to be not very familiar with Lenin’s analysis of imperial-
ism. Like other deniers of Russia’s imperialist character,
they refer to Lenin’s well-known five characteristics of the
epoch of imperialism (monopolies, finance capital, export
of capital, international monopolist associations, territo-
rial division of the world).

However, like all pro-Russia and pro-China falsifiers of
Lenin’s imperialism analysis they misinterpret this quote
from Lenin in several ways. First, in this quote Lenin ba-
sically dealt with the economic features of the imperialist
epoch, but not so much with its political characteristics.
The reason for this is that in his main book on imperialism
(to which the authors refer), he was forced to limit himself
mostly to the economic analysis of imperialism because
the book was written “with an eye to the tsarist censorship.” ¢

However, Lenin had always a combined, economical and
political, understanding of imperialism. This is why he
attacked the revisionist theoretician Karl Kautsky. Lenin
criticized the German theoretician that he “divorces imperi-
alist politics from imperialist economics, he divorces monopoly
in politics from monopoly in economics in order to pave the way
for his vulgar bourgeois reformism, such as “disarmament”,
“ultra-imperialism” and similar nonsense. The whole purpose
and significance of this theoretical falsity is to obscure the most
profound contradictions of imperialism and thus justify the the-
ory of “unity” with the apologists of imperialism, the outright
social-chauvinists and opportunists.” ”

Following Lenin’s approach, the RCIT has always em-
phasized that the class character of a given state is based
not solely on a single criterion (like the volume of capi-
tal export) but rather on the totality of its economic, political
and military features. As we have elaborated in a number of
works, the RCIT considers the following definition as most
appropriate: An imperialist state is a capitalist state whose mo-
nopolies and state apparatus have a position in the world order
where they first and foremost dominate other states and nations.
As a result they gain surplus-profits and other economic, politi-
cal and/or military advantages from such a relationship based on
super-exploitation and oppression.

We think such a definition of an imperialist state is in ac-
cordance with the brief definition which Lenin gave in one
of his writings on imperialism in 1916: ,,... imperialist Great
Powers (i.e., powers that oppress a whole number of nations and
enmesh them in dependence on finance capital, etc.)...” 8

It is exactly because Lenin had such a combined political
and economic understanding of imperialist powers, that
he characterized not only the most modern und strongest
Great Powers as imperialist (like e.g. Britain) but also oth-
ers, less developed, less strong ones. Among these were
Russia before 1917, Japan, Italy, Austria-Hungary and oth-
ers. Such Lenin wrote in 1916: “The last third of the nine-
teenth century saw the transition to the new, imperialist era.
Finance capital not of one, but of several, though very few, Great
Powers enjoys a monopoly. (In Japan and Russia the monopoly
of military power, vast territories, or special facilities for robbing
minority nationalities, China, etc., partly supplements, partly
takes the place of, the monopoly of modern, up-to-date finance
capital.)” ° Later, Trotsky followed this approach.

And so do we today in our analysis of Russian imperial-
ism. It is the totality of its political, economic and military
features which make it one of the key Great Powers in the
world today.

Is Russia really a backward economy
suffering from super-exploitation?

However, even if we limit ourselves to the analysis of
Russia’s economy, it is impossible to agree with the au-
thors claim that it lacks imperialist features. First, the au-
thors are forced to reluctantly admit that Russia’s econo-
my is dominated by domestic monopolies. (“Monopolies do
dominate the economy.”) They try to relativize this fact by
stating: “The monopolies contribute a large share of the GDP
but they are not large by US standards.” Well, many impe-
rialist monopolies around the globe are “not large by US
standards.” In fact, this argument reflects the approach
which many Western “Marxists” do assume — openly or
concealed — that the U.S. would be the only imperialist
Great Power and every country which is weaker than it
does not meet the standards of an imperialist state. Obvi-
ously, the Marxist law of uneven development is a closed
book for these people!

Another argument of the authors is that Russia’s econ-
omy would be characterized by capital flight instead of
capital export. Albeit there is an element of truth in it, this
argument is a great distortion of reality. First, capital flight
— i.e. transferring money out of the country by declaring
it as “foreign direct investment” (“Phantom FDIs”) - is a
global phenomenon, not something unique for Russia. As
we demonstrated in our latest study on Russia, research-
ers estimate that the share of such “Phantom FDIs” has in-
creased to 40% of all global FDI. Most of this “Phantom
FDIs” come from Western imperialist countries. '°
Furthermore, we also demonstrated in this pamphlet that
a significant share of this so-called “Phantom FDIs” are in
fact not money parked in off-share destinations. There are
estimations that up to half of foreign investment in Russia
is in fact not “foreign” but comes from Russian monopo-
lies which try to pay less taxes by such operations. This is
also relevant for foreign investments in other countries. To
give one example: the largest foreign investor in Kazakh-
stan is the Netherlands (more than 40%). In contrast, Rus-
sia-originating FDI adds up to only 2.5% of total inward
stock. However, in fact, a significant share of Dutch for-
eign investment comes from Russian corporations which
are officially registered in the Netherlands. "

Likewise, we can not agree with our critics that Russian
foreign investment in Eastern Europe and Central Asia
would not extract super-profits but would rather result in
“value transfer” to these countries. At one point, the au-
thors even claim that “Russia does not appropriate value from
Ukraine, rather it transfers value to Ukraine.” Do the authors
want to suggest that it is not Russia which exploits the
Ukraine, but rather the Ukraine exploiting Russia?! An ex-
traordinary claim! How do these people explain that Rus-
sia supposedly transfers value to Eastern European and
Central Asian countries? Do these states have so much
power that they can force Russia to such generosity? Obvi-
ously, our critics have not thought about the bizarre logic
of their arguments!

As a matter of fact, most Russian outward FDI — about
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% — come from private Russian multinationals. Are these
generous charities which are giving money as a present?!
Russian monopolies play an important role in Eastern
Europe and Central Asia. ? In addition, our critics ignore
the imperialist super-exploitation of migrants living and
working in Russia. **

Another argument put forward by the authors against
our thesis of Russian imperialism reads as follows: “Rus-
sia is not in the association of the leading capitalist powers.” As
proof they refer to the fact that Russia is not part of the
OECD and the G7, has been admitted to the WTO only in
2012 and “is encircled up to its borders by NATO, the impe-
rialist military alliance.” The fact that Russia is not part of
traditional Western imperialist alliances proves only that
it is not a Western imperialist power. But is it not logical
that Western imperialist do not welcome new rivals from
the East in their ranks?

And the classic Putinista argument that Russia “is encir-
cled up to its borders by NATO” appeals only to people with-
out elementary knowledge of geography. As a short look
at the map demonstrates, NATO countries do not encircle
Russia at all but only exist at its Western borders.
Furthermore, as we pointed out in our pamphlet about
“Putin’s Poodles”, U.S. imperialism is in decline since at
least one decade and, by now, it has lost its absolute hege-
mony. It suffered a number of setbacks in the Middle East
and Afghanistan. As a result, it has been Russia and China
which expanded their influence in the past decade. China
possesses enormous political and economic influence on
all continents. It tries to control the whole South Sea (or
“East Sea”, as it is called by Vietnam) irrespective of the

claims of all other littoral states. Beijing also threatens to
invade Taiwan which has been allied with U.S. imperial-
ism since the end of the civil war.

Russia, which is economically weaker than China but mil-
itarily stronger, wields important influence in the Middle
East, in North, East and Central Africa, in Europe as well
as in Asia. Its troops are stationed - officially or concealed
— in various other countries and regions (e.g. in Central
Asia, Eastern Ukraine, Syria, Libya, Mali, Central African
Republic, etc.) As Moscow’s military intervention in Ka-
zakhstan has demonstrated recently, Russia acts as the im-
perialist Gendarme of Eurasia.

In short, it is simply a denial of reality to present Russia as
an encircled victim while Western powers are constantly
expanding their spheres of influence.

A confused theory provoking utter distortion of reality

Lenin always insisted that theory must be a guide to ac-
tion. Hence, a Marxist theory must be able to explain the
reality and provide revolutionaries with a method which
allows them to elaborate correct strategies and tactics for
the class struggle.

The Putinistas face the challenge that Russia (as well as
China) are so obviously global powers that many people
recognize that these are key players in world politics.
In addition, even Putinistas have to admit that Russia is
obviously a capitalist state. As a consequence, they face
the problem to explain how a capitalist state can wield so
much influence within a capitalist world order without be-
ing imperialist!

Books of the RCIT

Michael Probsting: Anti-Imperialism
in the Age of Great Power Rivalry

The Factors behind the Accelerating Rivalry between the U.S., China, Russia, EU and Japan.
A Critique of the Left’s Analysis and an Outline of the Marxist Perspective

In Anti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry Mi-
chael Probsting 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 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.

Anti-Imperialism
in the Age of Great
Power Rivalry

By Michael Predsting
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The result are bizarre theories which artificially present
Russia as a victim of the capitalist world order. In their
conclusions, our critics claim: “In summary Russia is not
imperialist. It is a mid-range capitalist economy comparable to
Brazil, Iran, or South Africa. On balance Russia transfers more
value to the world economy than it appropriates from it.”

In reality, it does not make sense to compare these states
with Russia. In contrast to Brazil, the largest of the named
countries, Russia’s economy is not dominated by foreign
monopolies. As we did demonstrate in other works, im-
perialist corporations control since decades nearly half of
Brazil's foreign trade and more than half of the largest 500
private Brazilian companies. In contrast, 86.3% of invest-
ment in Russia comes from Russian companies (with 7.3%
resp. 6.4% coming from foreign and joint venture compa-
nies). 1

And can any serious person compare the role of Russia in
world politics with that of Brazil, Iran, or South Africa?!

The wide gulf between the reality and such bizarre theo-
ries is also revealed in one of the concluding statements of
our critics. “We will leave the final word on Russian imperial-
ism to the economist Tony Norfield who combines economic size,
foreign assets, international banking, foreign exchange, and mil-
itary expenditures in a single graphic. Russia is just behind S.
Korea and ahead of Belgium.”

In fact, the figure which the authors provide is titled
“World Power Rankings: Top 20 in 2020”. According to this
figure, China is number 2 behind the U.S. This must be a
damned uncomfortable truth for the authors (as well as for
the author of the figure, the Marxist economist Tony Nor-
field) since they all deny the imperialist nature of China! ¢
But we shall not dwell about the intellectual problems of
the Putinistas.

What does the figure, provided by our critics, tell us
about Russia as a “world power”? According to it Russia
is a world power on the level of Belgium and is ranked
below Switzerland, Australia, Singapore and Spain! What
a bizarre caricature of reality! Russia is a Great Power with
veto power in the UN, with one of largest militaries, send-
ing military to a number of countries, etc. It is currently
engaged in the invasion of a large semi-colonial country
in the heart of Europe and - at the same time — confronts
the united front of Western imperialists? Could any of the
above-mentioned states do such things?!

All this is a brilliant example of an artificial theory elabo-
rated by petty-bourgeois intellectuals without any under-
standing to the real world! With such a theory, it is impos-
sible to understand the world and to find a correct politi-
cal orientation!

We are hardly wrong in assuming that it is not their theo-
ry which leads the authors and similar-minded Putinistas
to supporting Russian imperialism. It is rather their po-
litical appetite for such a political crime which motivated
them to construct such a theory in order to justify their
political views! Marxists can only sharply refute such mis-
leading ideas!

Footnotes

1 The RCIT has published numerous documents about
capitalism in Russia and its rise to an imperialist power. See on
this e.g. several pamphlets by Michael Probsting: The Peculiar
Features of Russian Imperialism. A Study of Russia’s Monopo-
lies, Capital Export and Super-Exploitation in the Light of Marxist

Theory, 10 August 2021, https://www.thecommunists.net/theory/
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See various other RCIT documents on this issue at a special sub-

page on the RCIT’s website: https://www.thecommunists.net/the-
ory/china-russia-as-imperialist-powers/.
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ter-imperialist rivalry of the Great Powers. See e.g. the RCIT docu-
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Global Situation, 22 August 2021, https://www.thecommunists.
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imperialist-war-on-taiwan/; The Meaning of the AUKUS Pact.

The U.S. escalates the inter-imperialist Cold War against China
and provokes the EU, 18 September 2021, https://www.thecom-
munists.net/worldwide/global/the-meaning-of-the-aukus-pact/;
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wide/global/us-china-alaska-meeting-shows-continuation-of-in-

ter-imperialist-cold-war/; Servants of Two Masters. Stalinism
and the New Cold War between Imperialist Great Powers in East
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servants-of-two-masters-stalinism-and-new-cold-war/; for more
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nists.net/theory/china-russia-as-imperialist-powers/ and https://
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cord straight: Ukraine, Russia and imperialism, 9 March 2022,
https://classconscious.org/2022/03/09/ukraine-russia-and-imperi-
alism/. All quotes are from this article if not indicated otherwise.

4 Marxists speak out on the conflict between Rus-
sia and imperialism, 28.3.2022, https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=mobShsobzg7c. We shall note at this point that there are
also comrades with whom we share the revolutionary defense of
the Ukraine against Putin’s invasion but who reject our thesis of
Russia is an imperialist power. See on this e.g. Michael Probst-
ing: LIT-CI “Would Undoubtedly Defend Russia”. Recent articles
of LIT-CI reveal a dangerous step towards social-imperialism, 29
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lit-ci-would-undoubtedly-defend-russia/
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more than 50 RCIT documents on the current NATO-Russia con-
flict and the Ukraine War are compiled: https://www.thecom-
munists.net/worldwide/global/compilation-of-documents-on-
nato-russia-conflict/. The most important documents are: RCIT
Manifesto: Ukraine War: A Turning Point of World Historic Sig-
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Neither Russia nor NATO - against all imperialist powers! For an
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sanctions! For an independent socialist Ukraine! 24 February 2022,
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(V. I Lenin: Imperialism. The Highest Stage of Capitalism (1916);
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“This pamphlet was written with an eye to the tsarist censorship. Hence,
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retical, specifically economic analysis of facts, but to formulate the few
necessary observations on politics with extreme caution, by hints, in an
allegorical language” (p. 187)
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LCW Vol. 23, p.107
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Economism (1916); in: LCW Vol. 23, p. 34
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in: LCW Vol. 23, p. 116

10 See chapter “’Phantom FDI': No Russian Peculiarity but a

Global Phenomenon” in the above-mentioned pamphlet The Peculiar
Features of Russian Imperialism.

11 See chapter “Capital Export and the Problem of “Round-
Tripping” Foreign Direct Investments” in the above-mentioned pam-
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phlet The Peculiar Features of Russian Imperialism.

12 See chapter “Imperialist Super-Exploitation via Capital
Export” in the above-mentioned pamphlet The Peculiar Features of
Russian Imperialism.

13 See chapter “Imperialist Super-Exploitation via Migration”
in the above-mentioned pamphlet The Peculiar Features of Russian
Imperialism.

14 See on this the pamphlet by Michael Probsting: Putin’s
Poodles (Apologies to All Dogs). The pro-Russian Stalinist parties
and their arguments in the current NATO-Russia Conflict, 9 Feb-

ruary 2022, https://www.thecommunists.net/theory/nato-russia-
conflict-stalinism-as-putin-s-poodles/

15 We provided the sources for the Russian figures in the
above-mentioned pamphlet The Peculiar Features of Russian Imperi-
alism. For Brazil see the above-mentioned book by Michael Prébst-
ing: Anti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry (p. 152).

16 The RCIT has published numerous documents about
capitalism in China and its transformation into a Great Power.
See on this e.g. the above-mentioned book by Michael Probsting:
Anti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry; see also by
the same author an essay published in the second edition of The
Palgrave Encyclopedia of Imperialism and Anti-Imperialism (edited
by Immanuel Ness and Zak Cope), Palgrave Macmillan, Cham,
2020, https://link.springer.com/referenceworkentry/10.1007%
2F978-3-319-91206-6_179-1; China: An Imperialist Power ... Or
Not Yet? A Theoretical Question with Very Practical Consequenc-
es! Continuing the Debate with Esteban Mercatante and the PTS/
FT on China’s class character and consequences for the revolution-

ary strategy, 22 January 2022, https://www.thecommunists.net/
theory/china-imperialist-power-or-not-yet/; China‘s transforma-

tion into an imperialist power. A study of the economic, political
and military aspects of China as a Great Power (2012), in: Revo-
lutionary Communism No. 4, http://www.thecommunists.net/pub-
lications/revcom-number-4; How is it possible that some Marxists
still Doubt that China has Become Capitalist? (A Critique of the
PTS/FT), An analysis of the capitalist character of China’s State-
Owned Enterprises and its political consequences, 18 September
2020, https://www.thecommunists.net/theory/pts-ft-and-chinese-
imperialism-2/; Unable to See the Wood for the Trees (PTS/FT and
China). Eclectic empiricism and the failure of the PTS/FT to rec-
ognize the imperialist character of China, 13 August 2020, https://
www.thecommunists.net/theory/pts-ft-and-chinese-imperialism/.
See many more RCIT documents at a special sub-page on the
RCIT's website: https://www.thecommunists.net/theory/china-
russia-as-imperialist-powers/.

Publications of the RCIT

The Peculiar Features

of Russian Imperialism

A Study of Russia’s Monopolies, Capital Export
and Super-Exploitation in the Light of Marxist Theory

By Michael Probsting, August 2021

* Another Denial of Russia’s Imperialist Character * The Methodological Failure of our

Critics * Russia’s Economy: Dominated by Domestic, not Foreign, Monopolies * Capital Export and the

Problem of “Round-Tripping” Foreign Direct Investments * “Phantom FDI”: No Russian Peculiarity but

a Global Phenomenon * Russia’s Leading Multinational Corporations and their Foreign Investments *

Imperialist Super-Exploitation via Capital Export * Imperialist Super-Exploitation via Migration *

Conclusions * Footnotes

A RCIT Pamphlet, 20 pages, A4 Format
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LIT-CI “Would Undoubtedly Defend Russia”

Recent articles of LIT-CI reveal a dangerous step towards social-imperialism
By Michael Pribsting, International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 29.3.2022

which takes a basically correct position in the cur-

rent Ukraine War and the escalating conflict between
NATO and Russia. Albeit we have differences with them
on some issues, they support the defense of the Ukraine
and — at the same time — do not support the imperialist
policy of NATO. ! For this reason, the RCIT could sign a
joint statement with this organization on this issue.

However, we have also explained on various occasions
that the approach of LIT-CI sufferers from profound weak-
nesses. Among these are an adaption to pacifism (they call
for nuclear disarmament which is illusionary as this is im-
possible as long the imperialist system exists) as well as
a concession to the Western imperialist Cold War policy
(they call governments to break diplomatic relations with
Russia).

However, the most important weakness of the LIT-CI
position is their refusal to recognize the imperialist class
character of Russia. They claim that Russia (as well as Chi-
na) is not dominating other countries but is rather “depen-
dent on imperialism”. Consequently, they put Russia in the
same category with Brazil and Mexico (countries which
are semi-colonies).

In contrast, the RCIT defends the Marxist analysis of Rus-
sia as an imperialist Great Power. We have demonstrat-
ed in several substantial studies that Russia has peculiar
features. While it is economically weaker than the U.S. or
China, it is clearly a global power with one of the largest
armed forces in the world. As a result, it wields impor-
tant political influence in the Middle East, in North, East
and Central Africa, in Eastern Europe as well as in Asia. Its
troops are stationed — officially or concealed — in various
countries in these regions. *

Since we have dealt with LIT-CI’s mistaken analysis on
Russia in other works, including a recently published arti-
cle®, we will not repeat our critique in the present article. ¢

At this place we want to focus on the dangerous politi-
cal consequences of LIT-CI’s refusal to recognize the im-
perialist class character of Russia. In our last article, we
did already draw attention to the strange logic of a LIT-CI
statement (from 5 February 2022) in which the comrades
gave advise to the Putin regime how it could best “defend
itself against the NATO troops on its borders.” 7 We warned
that if LIT-CI does not correct its wrong analysis, it would
“run into danger of joining the camp of pro-Russian social-im-
perialism in the future.”

LIT-CI is one of the few Trotskyist organizations

Defending Russia only on Russian territory?

In two new articles, the LIT-CI leadership unfortunately
goes further and openly states that it would defend Rus-
sia in a conflict between NATO and Russia on the latter’s
territory.

“This [the Ukraine War, Ed.] is not a NATO military invasion
of Russian territory. In that case, we would undoubtedly posi-
tion ourselves in defense of Russia, both because it is an economy
dependent on imperialism and because it has been invaded.” ®

This statement reflects the confused logic of LIT-CI’s poli-
cy and, worse, represents an extremely dangerous conces-
sion to the policy of social-imperialism!

First, we have to ask, why the LIT-CI comrades want to
defend Russia only on Russian territory but not outside?
Marxists have always rejected the bourgeois approach ac-
cording to which it would be relevant who attacks first
or on which territory such a war takes place. Lenin and
the Bolsheviks made this very clear in their programmatic
documents. In a resolution adopted at the Berne Confer-
ence in February 1915, the Bolsheviks explained.

. The question of which group dealt the first military blow or
first declared war is immaterial in any determination of the tac-
tics of socialists. Both sides’ phrases on the defence of the father-
land, resistance to enemy invasion, a war of defence, etc., are
nothing but deception of the people.” °

Later, Lenin and Zinoviev elaborated this statement in
more detail: ,By a “defensive” war socialists have always un-
derstood a “just” war in this particular sense (Wilhelm Lieb-
knecht 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 legitimate,
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 “defensive”
wars, irrespective of who would be the first to attack; any so-
cialist would wish the oppressed, dependent and unequal states
victory over the oppressor, slaveholding and predatory “Great”
Powers.” 1°

Let us a give a more recent example. The Baathist regime
of Saddam Hussein attacked and conquered Kuwait in
August 1990. The US Administration of George Bush ex-
ploited this attack as a pretext to mobilize its troops in the
Middle East and to wage a war against the Iraqi forces.
While we did not support Saddam Hussein’s aggression,
it was clear to us that socialists had to defend the Iraqi
forces against the U.S. attack from the very beginning — ir-
respective of the fact that this war did mostly take place on
Kuwait’s territory.

Our approach was based on the Marxist analysis of the
class character of the states involved. While Iraq has been
a capitalist semi-colony, i.e. a country dependent on impe-
rialism, the U.S. and the European powers are imperialist
states. In such a conflict, Marxist defend the semi-colonial
country against the imperialist power.

The policy of revolutionary defeatism

For Marxists, the decisive question is not who starts a
war or on which territory such military confrontations
take place. The decisive question is rather what is the class
character of the states involved and what are their goals.
In the case of the current conflict between the U.S., the EU
and Russia it is obvious that it is a product of the inter-
imperialist rivalry between the Great Powers.

For this reason, the RCIT advocates the policy of revo-
lutionary defeatism on both sides. This means that social-
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ists oppose both imperialist camps in any political, eco-
nomic or military conflict and denounce the chauvinist
campaigns and the warmongering of all governments in-
volved. Such an anti-imperialist strategy has found its ex-
pression in the famous phrase of Karl Liebknecht in World
War I “The main enemy is at home” as well as in Lenin’s for-
mula of the “transformation of the imperialist war into civil
war”. In other words, the only authentic socialist program
in such conflicts is the independent and internationalist
stance against all imperialist Great Powers. 12

The question which we pose to the comrades of LIT-CI
is the following: if Russia is really “dependent on imperial-
ism” (like Brazil or Mexico), is it not obligatory that you
“defend Russia” not only on Russian territory but also on
Ukrainian territory? What would be the position of LIT-CI
if NATO - as some of its member states propose — deploys
troops (“peacekeepers”) to the Ukraine? It is evident that
in such a case, clashes between NATO and Russian troops
are likely.

The RCIT and other authentic socialists will take a defeat-
ist position against both imperialist camps in such a con-
flict. What will be the approach of LIT-CI? If the comrades
do not side with the Russian troops but take a correct, i.e.
defeatist, position, we would strongly welcome this. But
we would also point out that such a position is completely
inconsistent because Marxists defend a country “dependent
on imperialism” against the aggression of a Great Power on
its own territory as well as outside! If the LIT-CI comrades
would be consistent (we hope that they are not!), they
should “defend Russia” against NATO not only on Rus-
sian territory but also in the Ukraine!

An eclectic lack of logic

The best test of a theory is the reality. LIT-CI claims that
Russia is “dependent on imperialism”. In their opinion, only
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the U.S., Western Europe and Japan qualifies as imperial-
ist powers. If that would be true, how do the LIT-CI com-
rades explain the fact that “dependent” Russia has entered
a major confrontation with its supposed “masters” by its
own initiative? If it would be really a country “dependent
on imperialism”, why does it ignore the wishes of its mas-
ters, why does it ether a strategic confrontation with these,
and why does it dare to provoke the danger of a nuclear
war with American imperialism?! Is it not a — to put it dip-
lomatically — an extraordinary behavior of a semi-colony
towards the united front of Western imperialism?! It is not
the case that Putin’s bold, extremely aggressive, foreign
policy is much more characteristic to an imperialist Great
Power and not to a semi-colony which is “dependent on im-
perialism”?!

Furthermore, comrades of LIT-CI, if your thesis of Russia
being “dependent on imperialism” would be true, it would
mean that the current conflict represents a rebellion of a
subordinated country against the dominating powers.
Would it not be the duty of LIT-CI to side with Russia
in such a supposedly “anti-imperialist” struggle already
now — during the Ukraine War?

It seems to us that the LIT-CI comrades are not aware of
the contradictions of their position and its consequences.
As a result, these contradictions push them sometimes in
this and sometimes in the opposite direction.

A reflection of the eclectic methodology of LIT-CI is the
fact that today, it calls Western imperialist governments to
break off diplomatic relations with Russia — as step which
is usually associated with the declaration of a Cold War or
even a hot war. So, if — according to LIT-CI - the U.S. and
the EU are imperialist powers but Russia is not, it means
that the comrades’ call to Western governments to rup-
ture diplomatic relations with Russia represents an appeal
to Great Powers to launch political aggression against a
country “dependent on imperialism”! In other words, follow-
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ing their own logic, LIT-CI becomes an accomplice in im-
perialist warmongering!

The eclecticism of the LIT-CI policy becomes even more
evident by the fact that today it appeals to the West to de-
clare diplomatic war on Russia. At the same time, it prom-
ises to defend Russia against the very same Western pow-
ers if the current political-diplomatic war transforms itself
into a military conflict!

Conclusions

The fundamental problem is that LIT-CI ignores Russia’s
imperialist character and therefore fails to recognize the
inter-imperialist nature of the rivalry between Washing-
ton, Brussels and Moscow. It is therefore incapable of con-
sistently applying the necessary dual tactic in this conflict
— defending the Ukraine against Putin’s invasion and, at
the same time, taking a defeatist position against both im-
perialist camps (NATO and Russia).

As every observer of world news knows the issues under
discussion in this article are by no means abstract spec-
ulation. Some sectors of the ruling class in NATO coun-
tries did already propose to send troops forces into the
Ukraine. At the moment, these voices represent only a mi-
nority, but this can change. If the conflict between NATO
and Russia escalates (e.g. because of Russian advances in
the Ukraine, or because of the escalating sanctions), it is
quite possible that NATO governments change their mind
and send troops to the Ukraine. We can’t say if this will
happen or when but surely this is an issue at stake in the
coming weeks.

In such a period full of explosive tensions in world poli-
tics, it is imperative for revolutionary socialists to take a
have a clear analysis of the class character of the states in-
volved in this conflict and to possess a consistent interna-
tionalist and anti-imperialist program. It is highly unfortu-
nate that LIT-CI lacks one as well as the other. Currently,
it’s policy has an eclectic and vulgar character. It suffers
from the lack of a serious Marxist theoretical foundation
as well as a coherent program. It is urgent that the com-
rades in LIT-CI overcome these deficits. Otherwise, this
organization could become a social-imperialist defender
of Russia with the next sharp turn in world politics!

Footnotes

1 We refer readers to a special page on our website where
more than 40 RCIT documents on the current NATO-Russia con-
flict and the Ukraine War are compiled: https://www.thecom-
munists.net/worldwide/global/compilation-of-documents-on-
nato-russia-conflict/. The most important documents are: RCIT
Manifesto: Ukraine War: A Turning Point of World Historic
Significance. 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/; RCIT: Ukraine War: An Action Program for Authentic
Socialists, 1 March 2022, https://www.thecommunists.net/world-

wide/global/ukraine-war-an-action-program-for-authentic-so-

cialists/; Medina Guni¢: A new turning point in Russia’s invasion

of the Ukrame 25 February 2022, https [[www thecommurusts
lobal

sion-of-the-ukraine/; RCIT: Down with Putin’s Imperialist War
against the Ukraine! Neither Russia nor NATO - against all im-
perialist powers! For an independent popular struggle to defend

the Ukraine! For a workers government to defeat the Russian
invaders! No to imperialist sanctions! For an independent social-

ist Ukramel 24 February 2022 ttps Mwww thecommumsts net/
lob

the-ukraine/.

2 Ukraine War: Joint Statement of UIT-CI, LIT-CI and
RCIT, 13 March 2022, https://www.thecommunists.net/rcit/joint-
statement-on-ukraine-war-13-3-2022/; see also https://uit-ci.org/
index.php/2022/03/14/ukraine-international-appeal-by-various-
organisations/?lang=en

3 See on this the “Note from the RCIT” at the end of the
above-mentioned Joint Statement.
4 The RCIT has published numerous documents about

capitalism in Russia and its rise to an imperialist power. See on
this e.g. several pamphlets by Michael Probsting: The Peculiar
Features of Russian Imperialism. A Study of Russia’s Monopo-
lies, Capital Export and Super-Exploitation in the Light of Marx-

ist Theory, 10 August 2021, https://www.thecommunists.net/the-
ory/the-peculiar-features-of-russian-imperialism/; by the same

author: Lenin’s Theory of Imperialism and the Rise of Russia as
a Great Power. On the Understanding and Misunderstanding of
Today’s Inter-Imperialist Rivalry in the Light of Lenin’s Theory
of Imperialism. Another Reply to Our Critics Who Deny Russia’s

Imperialist Character, August 2014, http://www.thecommunists.
net/theory/imperialism-theory-and-russia/; Russia as a Great

Imperialist Power. The formation of Russian Monopoly Capi-
tal and its Empire — A Reply to our Critics, 18 March 2014, in:

Revolutionary Communism No. 21, http://www.thecommunists.

net/theory/imperialist-russia/; Russian Imperialism and Its Mo-
nopolies, in: New Politics Vol. XVIII No. 4, Whole Number 72,

Winter 2022, https://newpol.org/issue_post/russian-imperialism-
and-its-monopolies/. See various other RCIT documents on this
issue at a special sub-page on the RCIT’s website: https://www.
thecommunists.net/theory/china-russia-as-imperialist-powers/.

5 See Michael Probsting: Is Russia “Dependent on West-
ern Imperialism”? Critical remarks on the LIT-CI statement on
the current NATO-Russia conflict, 14 February 2022, https://
WWW. thecommumsts net/worldw1de/210bal/cr1t1cal remarks-

6 See e.g. chapter X in the above-mentioned book An-
ti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry.
7 LIT-CI: Statement on the U.S.-NATO-Russia-Ukraine

Conflict 5 February 2022, https://litci.org/en/statement-about-
the-usa-nato-russia-ukraine-conflict/

8 Eduardo Almeida: El estalinismo, la crisis del orden
mundial y la invasién rusa, LIT-CI, marzo 7, 2022, https:/litci.
org/es/el-estalinismo-la-crisis-del-orden-mundial-y-la-invasion-

rusa/. This quotes has been also reproduced and confirmed in
another important article by Alejandro Iturbe, a leader of LIT-
CI: Controversy over the “No to War” in Ukraine slogan marzo

ukraine-slogan/. The English translatlon of the quote is taken
from the latter LIT-CI article.

9 V. L. Lenin: The Conference of the R.S.D.L.P. Groups
Abroad (1915); in LCW 21, p. 159

10 V.I. Lenin and G. Zinoviev: Socialism and War (1915);
in: LCW 21, pp. 300-301

11 See on this chapter 12 and 13 in our book by Michael
Probsting: The Great Robbery of the South. Continuity and Changes
in the Super-Exploitation of the Semi-Colonial World by Monopoly
Capital Consequences for the Marxist Theory of Imperialism, RCIT
Books, Vienna 2013, https://www.thecommunists.net/theory/
great-robbery-of-the-south/.

12 See on this, in addition to the above-mentioned book
Anti-Imperialism in the Age of Great Power Rivalry, the following
document of the RCIT: Theses on Revolutionary Defeatism in
Imperialist States, 8 September 2018, https://www.thecommu-
nists.net/theory/theses-on-revolutionary-defeatism-in-imperial-

ist-states/




RevCom NS#74 | May 2022

19

No to Workers Boycott against Russia but Yes to Boycotting the Ukraine?

On the support of the PTS/FT for boycott actions against arms shipments for the Ukraine
By Michael Pribsting, International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 26.3.2022

ars and revolutions are the sharpest tests for so-
Wcialists. They force all organizations of the work-

ers and popular movement to develop their pro-
gram concretely and to elaborate its consequences in face
of dramatic clashes between classes and states. The cur-
rent Ukraine War and the escalating tensions between the
imperialist powers of NATO and Russia are a powerful
confirmation of this old Marxist truth.

The Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT)
and other authentic socialists have pointed out since the
beginning of the war that the current conflict has a dual
character. We therefore support the Ukrainian people and
their resistance against the invasion of imperialist Russia.
At the same time, we oppose both camps in the ongoing
inter-imperialist rivalry between the Great Powers — Rus-
sia as well as NATO. We summarized our position in the
following slogans: !

* Defend the Ukraine! Defeat Russian imperialism! Interna-
tional popular solidarity with the Ukrainian national resistance
— independent of any imperialist influence!

* Down with all imperialist powers — NATO and EU as well
as Russia! In all conflicts between these powers, revolutionaries
fight against both camps!

Many socialists have failed the test of war and take a
confused or even reactionary position. Unfortunately, the
comrades of the Fraccién Trotskista (with the PTS in Argen-
tina as its leading section) are among those who fail to ap-
proach the war in a revolutionary fashion.

It is true that the comrades have stated their opposition
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against Putin’s invasion — in contrast to various pro-Rus-
sian Stalinists and pseudo-Trotskyist forces. > In a key
statement on the war, the FT demands “Russian troops out
of Ukraine” and makes clear that it “completely repudiates the
military occupation of Ukraine by Russia”.?

However, at the same time, the PTS/FT refuses to support
the Ukrainian resistance against the Russian invasion. In
other words, they oppose the occupation but do not sup-
port those who fight against this occupation! They explain
this by the reactionary nature of the Ukraine’s President
Zelensky. It is of course true, as we have pointed out for
long, that socialists must intransigently oppose Zelensky
who is a thoroughly bourgeois pro-NATO figure. But the
war is not limited to Zelensky and his wishes. It is first
and foremost a popular war which mobilized the masses.
There exist many reports, and this has also been confirmed
by comrades in the Ukraine, that many people volunteer to
take up arms or to support the resistance by other means.
Even political forces which were initially Russophile, have
condemned the invasion.

There can be no doubt: this is first and foremost a war of
the Ukrainian people for national self-determination and against
foreign occupation by an imperialist power!

Of course, Zelensky pursues bourgeois and pro-imperi-
alist goals. True, NATO hopes to exploit the war in the
Ukraine to expand its sphere of influence against its Rus-
sian rival. But it would be utterly wrong to imagine that
the Ukrainian resistance struggle is simply an extension of
the NATO war machinery!
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True, it is a possible scenario in the future that NATO in-
tervenes in such a way that it would transform the char-
acter of the war. We have seen such a development, for
example, in the Kosova War in 1999 when NATO troops
entered the country and effectively subordinated the na-
tional liberation struggle of the Albanian people to its im-
perialist goals. But this is not the situation today and Marx-
ists have to apply tactics on the current reality and not on
possible developments in the future. For now, NATO does
not wish to take the risk of sending troops to the Ukraine
which would, most likely, provoke a war with Russia.

Hence, the reality today is that Russian imperialism in-
vades the Ukraine — a semi-colonial country — and tries to
totally subjugate it. No doubt, NATO tries to exploit this
situation for its own interest. It is a well-known truth that
Great Powers always try to utilize difficulties of their ri-
vals. But this does not change the character of the current
war. The situation in the Ukraine today is first and fore-
most characterized by the fact that it is the Russian army
— and not NATO troops — which fight on Ukrainian soil,
kill thousands of people and destroy Ukrainian cities. So-
cialists must give an answer to this concrete situation and
this can only mean to support the defense of the country
and the defeat of the Russian invaders.

Progressive wars led by reactionary forces in the past

In our view, the reactionary nature of the political leader-
ship does not negate the legitimate character of the resis-
tance struggle of the Ukrainian people! In fact, it is often
the case that democratic and national liberation struggles
against dictatorships and foreign occupation take place
under the leadership of bourgeois forces. As we did elabo-
rate in our works, it is obligatory for socialists, to side with
the oppressed people — irrespective of the current political
leadership — and to call for the defeat of the oppressors. *

This has always been the approach of Marxists. To name
only a few examples we refer to the Chinese struggle
against the Japanese invaders in 1937-45 which was led
by Chiang Kai-shek (who killed tens of thousands of com-
munists). Or take the resistance of Ethiopia against the
Italian occupation 1935-37 which was led by the absolutist
regime of Emperor Haile Selassie. More recent examples
are the struggle of Iraq — led by the Baathist dictatorship of
Saddam Hussein — against the US aggression in two wars
(1991 and 2003) and the resistance of the Taliban against
the US invasion in Afghanistan in 2001. Or, to add one last
example, the Chechen liberation war against the Russian
invasion in 1994-96.

In all these wars, authentic Marxists supported the op-
pressed people against the reactionary aggressors despite
the bourgeois nature of the leadership of this struggle. On
various occasions, these forces received political, diplo-
matic and sometimes also military support from imperial-
ist powers. In a recent article, we pointed to the US sup-
port for Chiang Kai-shek. > Likewise, did Ethiopia receive
weapons from Nazi-Germany during the war with Italy as
a military historian noted. “Nazi Germany, eager to thwart
Italian objections to its occupation of Austria, secretly sent mili-
tary aid to Ethiopia that included 3 airplanes; 10,000 Mauser
rifles; and 10 million rounds of ammunition.” ¢

Trotsky and the Fourth International explicitly sided the
legitimate resistance struggle of the Chinese resp. Ethio-

pian people. They refused to drop their support because of
the reactionary character of their leaderships. In arguing
against ultraleft sectarians who opposed support for the
Chinese struggle, Trotsky stated: ““But Chiang Kai-shek?
We need have no illusions about Chiang Kai-shek, his party, or
the whole ruling class of China, just as Marx and Engels had no
illusions about the ruling classes of Ireland and Poland. Chiang
Kai-shek is the executioner of the Chinese workers and peasants.
But today he is forced, despite himself, to struggle against Japan
for the remainder of the independence of China. Tomorrow he
may again betray. It is possible. It is probable. It is even inevi-
table. But today he is struggling. Only cowards, scoundrels, or
complete imbeciles can refuse to participate in that struggle. (...)
In participating in the military struggle under the orders of Chi-
ang Kai-shek, since unfortunately it is he who has the command
in the war for independence-to prepare politically the overthrow
of Chiang Kai-shek ... that is the only revolutionary policy.” ”

Trotsky took the same approach in the case of the Italo-
Ethiopian War in 1936. He explicitly argued that socialists
must support all forms of aid — including weapons — to
the Ethiopian forces. ,,Of course, we are for the defeat of Italy
and the victory of Ethiopia, and therefore we must do everything
possible to hinder by all available means support to Italian im-
perialism by the other imperialist powers, and at the same time
facilitate the delivery of armaments, etc., to Ethiopia as best we
can.” 8

PTS/FT opposes workers boycott
against Russian imperialism ...

It is a shame that the PTS/FT effectively refuses to sup-
port the Ukrainian resistance against the invasion by Rus-
sian imperialism. In their above-mentioned statement of
3 March, the FT comrades say: “At the same time, we must
encourage the emergence of an independent position within the
Ukrainian population facing the occupation, one that does not
throw its lot in with the pro-imperialist government of Zelen-
sky and reactionary nationalist forces that are subordinated to
NATO. (...) In Ukraine itself we propose that the resistance to
the Russian occupation take a path independent of the subordi-
nation to NATO preached by Zelensky.” Fine. But for now,
the Ukraine war of defense is carried out by the existing
army and the territorial militias. This is the reality. So,
while the PTS/FT defends the Ukraine in an abstract ideal
scenario in the future, it does not the defend the Ukraine
as it is today and in the war which currently takes place!

It is a well-known truth of Marxism that neutrality in a
war of an oppressed people against a foreign invasion is
impermissible for authentic socialists. Unfortunately, the
PTS/FT fails to take an anti-imperialist and internationalist
position in the Ukraine War.

Worse, they promote tactics which objectively result in
undermining the Ukrainian resistance struggle and sup-
port for Russian imperialism. This becomes clear when we
look to the position of this organization concerning work-
ers sanctions.

Trotsky and the Fourth International advocated actions
of the international working class in order to support the
liberation struggle of oppressed peoples. Among such ac-
tions were so-called “workers sanctions (or boycott)”. This
meant actions of boycott to undermine the war machin-
ery and economy of an aggressor state in order to aid the
liberation struggle of the oppressed people. Such actions
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are refusal to unload cargo, to blockade ships, to distribute
goods from such a country, etc. At the same time, Marxists
always opposed imperialist sanctions — as we see currently
with the Western sanctions against Russia. Our opposition
is not caused by sympathy for Russia (or any other aggres-
sor) but by our refusal to support any side in the rivalry
between imperialist powers.

Since we elaborated on this issue in detail in other recent
works, we will not repeat our arguments and the state-
ments from the Fourth International and refer readers to
the respective articles. °

Since the beginning of the Ukraine War, there have been a
number of actions by dockers who decided to show their
support for the Ukrainian people by boycotting Russian
cargo. '* Shamefully, the PTS/FT denounces such actions of
international working-class solidarity as “serving imperial-
ist interests”! A recently published article on their English-
language website — titled “Dock Workers Are Blocking Rus-
sian Cargo - and Inadvertently Bolstering Imperialist Interests”
states: “This month, dock workers from countries around the
world have decided to block Russian ships and cargo from ports.
Most recently, the Swedish Dock Workers” Union announced
on Thursday that they will refuse to unload, load, and tow Rus-
sian and Russian-affiliated ships. In the context of increasing
nationalism and Russophobia in these countries, these workers’
actions will harm the global working class rather than their war-
mongering leaders.” 1!

Hence, the PTS/FT denounces such workers boycott ac-
tions as “reactionary”. “The dock workers’ actions are also
wholly understandable. (...) But these aims, however laudable,
are deeply misquided. The current set of sanctions against Rus-
sia — even if they come from civil society — are reactionary, not
progressive. (...) Dock workers’ decision to block Russian ships
and goods is no exception: it serves imperialist interests and will
harm Russian workers.”
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... but supports the boycott
of military aid for the Ukraine!

At the same time, the PTS/FT advocates boycott actions
which are directed against the Ukraine and its ability to
resist the Russian invasion! The same article states: “For
example, the Swedish government has decided to send arms to
Ukraine — workers should refuse to load and transport them,
following the example of the Italian airport workers.”

Another article of the PTS/FT — published on their English
and German language websites — praises an action by Ital-
ian trade unionists which stopped the shipment of arms to
the Ukraine. “With their courageous actions, the workers not
only prevented these weapons from being used to kill, but also
provided an example for the entire working class on how we can
fight the war with our own means. Unionized workers in the
U.S. and beyond should take the action of their Italian colleagues
as a model. (...) They should serve as an example to workers
internationally on how to fight the war with their own means,
such as strikes or blockades of arms shipments.” 12
As we see, the PTS/FT praises this single action as a model
to be followed all over the world. This means that it calls
the international workers movement to obstruct arms de-
liveries to the Ukraine which effectively means to keep it
military inferior to the Russian armed forces.

The comrades of the PTS/FT should be fully aware about
the consequences of their policy. They themselves char-
acterized — in their above-mentioned statement from 3
March — Russia as “a power that has the third-most powerful
army in the world and nuclear arms”. Hence, the comrades
can not ignore the fact that stopping arms shipment to the
Ukraine means to keep its armed forces weak and to limit
their ability to eliminate the tanks, warplanes and military
helicopters which constantly bombard the Ukrainian cit-
ies. It means to harm the ability of the Ukraine armed forc-
es to resist the Russian occupation. It means, objectively, to
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aid the militarily superior force —i.e. Russian imperialism.

It is really a shame that the comrades of the PTS/FT get
it completely wrong. They oppose workers sanctions
against an imperialist power which invades a smaller
semi-colonial country ... but they welcome such actions
when these are directed against the very people defending
themselves against this imperialist power! This has noth-
ing to do with anti-imperialism and working-class inter-
nationalism! Objectively, even if the comrades might not
be aware of this, it represents a step towards pro-Russian
social-imperialism!

We should also add that it is difficult to imagine that the
PTS/FT leaders are not aware that their policy - if workers
would follow their advise — objectively aids Russia. It is
well-known to Marxists that workers sanctions are an in-
strument which is applied not in a war where both camps
are reactionary and where socialists do not take a side. It
is rather an instrument in order to aid the victory of one
camp against the other. This is why the Fourth Interna-
tional raised such tactics, as mentioned above, in the Italo-
Ethiopian War and in the Second Sino-Japanese War. In
both cases, the Trotskyists advocated the military victory
of the Ethiopian resp. the Chinese people.

Hence, the PTS/FT's advocacy of workers sanctions
against the Ukraine can only mean objectively that it wish-
es Russia to win this war!

It is symbolic and by no mean accidental that Global Times
— the English-language mouthpiece of the Stalinist-capital-
ist regime in Beijing — also cheered the same action in Italy
which the PTS/FT praises as “an example for the entire work-
ing class”! B In the case of Global Times, such appraisal is
hardly surprising since Russia is the most important stra-
tegic ally of Chinese imperialism. But what is the excuse
of the PTS/FT?!

Refusal to recognize
the imperialist character of the Russian state

Let us conclude this article by pointing out that we con-
sider it as not accidental that the PTS/FT refuses to sup-
port the Ukraine and, objectively, sides with Russia. As
we have noted in our book “Anti-Imperialism in the Age of
Great Power Rivalry” and other works, the PTS/FT refuses
to recognize the imperialist nature of the Russian state un-
til today. "

In contrast to the claims of these comrades, Russia is an
imperialist Great Power in its own right. As we demon-
strated in a number of studies, Russian imperialism has
peculiar features. It is economically weaker than the U.S.
and China (which is however also true for nearly all other
imperialist states). At the same time, it is dominated by
domestic monopolies, super-exploits a number of semi-
colonial countries in Central Asia and Eastern Europe,
possesses one of the largest armies in the world and in-
tervenes with its military in various countries not only in
Central Asia and Eastern Europe but also in the Middle
East and Africa.

A few years ago, the RCIT wrote: “It is only possible to un-
derstand the driving dynamic of the present period of capitalist
crisis and to take a correct position if one recognizes the impe-
rialist character not only of the US, EU and Japan but also of
the new emerging powers, Russia and China. Only on such a
basis is it possible to arrive at the only correct, anti-imperialist

program on this issue — proletarian internationalism and revo-
lutionary defeatism, i.e., the perspective of consistent struggle
of the working class independent of and against all imperial-
ist powers. (...) Those who fail to recognize the reactionary and
imperialist character of these Great Powers will inevitable fail to
take a consistent anti-imperialist, i.e. Marxist, line and will end
up, consciously or unconsciously, supporting one or the other
imperialist camp as a ‘lesser evil’.” ¢

The failure of the PTS/FT to recognize the imperialist
character of Russia and its refusal to defend the Ukraine
is a very concrete confirmation of our statement. 7 The
wrong understanding of Russia’s class character provides
the theoretical basis for its opposition to workers sanctions
against the imperialist aggressor and, at the same time, for
its advocacy of such sanctions against the Ukraine.
Finally, we want to note that the refusal of the PTS/FT to
defend the Ukraine against the Russian invasion reflects a
serious and dangerous shift to the right of its leadership.
We think such a treacherous position would have been im-
possible in the earlier days of this organization. It is worth
reminding that we did — in the predecessor organization
of the RCIT - issue joint statements with the PTS/FT on
wars which did bear important similarities with the cur-
rent conflict. For this we refer readers to a joint statement
on the Russian war in Chechnya (1996) '® and another one
on the U.S. war against Afghanistan in 2001. *° True, this
was a long-time ago — when gaining positions in the par-
liament did not play a role in the strategic considerations
of the comrades!

We strongly hope that the PTS/FT returns to such an anti-
imperialist and internationalist program!
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