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Recent political and military developments in east 
Ukraine, which have led to the present stalemate 
and ceasefire, raise the question of whether a new 

situation has been created. Specifically, has the legitimate 
popular insurrection which started in March – after the 
reactionary overthrow of the Yanukovych government by 
pro-US/EU right-wing forces – been transformed into a 
tool of Russian imperialist foreign policy?
This issue is important for several reasons. First, the upris-
ing in east Ukraine was a significant reaction against the 
right-wing offensive of the Maidan movement which ulti-
mately took power on 23 February 2014. This marked the 
first time since 1945 that fascist forces have become part 
of a government in Europe. Hence, the uprising was an 
important reaction to such a historic event.
Second, the uprising marked the beginning of a lengthy 
civil war in Europe’s largest country geographically and 
the continent’s sixth most populated country (if we ex-
clude Russia which spans two continents – Europe and 
Asia).
Third, this conflict marked a turning point in the inter-
imperialist rivalry between Russia (and its allies) and the 
great Western powers. It opened a period of escalating 
threats and sanctions from the US and the EU against Rus-
sia (as well as counter-sanctions by Moscow) and led to 
the annexion of the Crimea and the de-facto annexion of 
significant parts of Donbass by Russia.
For the above reasons, in various statements and theoreti-
cal publications the RCIT has analyzed the nature of the 
current political crisis in the Ukraine as well of the inter-
imperialist rivalry between the great Western and Eastern 
powers behind it. 1 In order to continue our serious and 
concrete analysis of the Ukrainian civil war, we must rein-
vestigate the situation after the tumultuous events of the 
past six months.
In this essay we will demonstrate how the uprising in east 
Ukraine was a progressive and democratic struggle against 
the reactionary Kiev regime, one which revolutionaries 
were obliged to support. With this support, the RCIT of-
fered sharp criticism of the petty-bourgeois leadership of 
the Donbass republics as well as a socialist program for the 
expropriation of the oligarchs, national self-determination 
for all minorities, and working class power.
From its start the uprising was hampered by a leadership 
dominated by Greater Russia chauvinists (including sev-
eral Russian politicians and militia leaders). These leaders 
tried to transform the Donbass republics into a territory 

controlled by Russian imperialism. However, this process 
was contradictory because the uprising was a spontaneous 
movement and remained chaotic and decentralized for a 
long time. In addition, Russia’s ruling class did not follow 
a consistent line in its foreign policy.
One wing of Russia’s monopoly capital – the “Eurasians” 
who advocate an aggressive foreign policy to expand the 
Russian empire – vocally advocated full military interven-
tion and supported the uprising as much as they could. 
The Putin government cautiously supported the uprising 
and hoped to use it to bargain for a better deal with the 
new Ukrainian government.
With the Ukrainian army’s huge military advances in July/
August which brought the Donbass republics close to de-
feat, the Putin government decided on massive interven-
tion. Moscow replaced the leadership of the “Peoples’ 
Republics” and put in their stead Russian politicians who 
had previously served as loyal instruments of Moscow. 
In addition, the Putin government sent into east Ukraine 
thousands of troops whose presence tipped the military 
balance and helped the Donbass republics regain sub-
stantial ground. In early September, Moscow imposed a 
ceasefire. Thus, the August intervention of the Russian im-
perialist state marked a qualitative turning point. While 
the Eurasian wing of Russia’s monopoly bourgeoisie was 
already strongly influential from early on in the conflict, 
the real turning point took place in August with the full 
political and military intervention of the Putin regime.
From that moment, the dominant character of the uprising 
has been its transformation into a tool of Russian imperial-
ist foreign policy. With this change, revolutionaries should 
continue the struggle for democratic rights against the 
austerity attacks of the Kiev regime and against the fascist 
threat, without making a military bloc with the Donbass 
separatists. In essence, revolutionaries must now pursue 
a dual defeatist position, i.e. wage a struggle on two fronts: 
against the imperialist bourgeoisie of the US and the EU 
and their Kiev puppet and, at the same time, against Rus-
sian imperialism and their stooges at the top of the Don-
bass republics. 2

The Uprising in East Ukraine
and Russian Imperialism

An Analysis of Recent Developments in the Ukrainian Civil War and their 
Consequences for Revolutionary Tactics

By Michael Pröbsting, Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 22.October 2014
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The civil war in the east was preceded by a reaction-
ary overthrow of Yanukovych’s government by the 
pro-Western Euromaiden movement. This political 

crisis originated as a conflict between different factions of 
oligarchs, whose respective orientations reflected the on-
going rivalry between US/EU imperialism on the one hand 
and Russian imperialism on the other for influence in the 
country. While the Yanukovych government represented 
the interests of a reactionary group of oligarchs with a pro-
Russian orientation, at no time did the Euromaiden move-
ment display a progressive, democratic nature.
As we noted in a statement at that time, this movement 
“was founded, top-down by pro-Western parties, on the very day 
that President Yanukovych refused to sign the association agree-
ment with the EU. While undoubtedly the movement contained 
some liberal, middle class elements hoping for more democracy, 
as a whole it was dominated from start to finish by an unstable 
coalition of two right-wing conservative parties (Fatherland and 
UDAR), the fascist Svoboda party, and the Neo-Nazis of the 
Pravy Sektor. These reactionary elements attacked progressive 
and trade union forces as soon as the latter openly intervened 
with flags and banners. In sum, the Maidan movement differed 
in a number of ways from a democratic mass movement with 
a non-revolutionary leadership like those which have arisen in 
other countries: (1) it came into being as a movement support-
ing a reactionary goal (joining the imperialist EU) instead of, 
for example, one fighting for democratic rights against a dicta-
torship; (2) from its emergence until its accession to power, the 
movement was tightly controlled by a small group of reaction-
ary leaders (including fascists); and (3) the only time the masses 
identifying with the movement refused to follow its leadership 
was when the Pravy Sektor Nazis called for the cancellation of 
the compromise with the Yanukovych government. For these 
reasons, the RCIT maintains that the dominant character of 
the Maidan movement was not the desire for democratic rights 
(while this certainly played an important role among some sec-
tors of the movement); rather we see this movement as having 
been a reactionary tool which fought for a reactionary goal (join-
ing the EU) and for the interests of a pro-Western sector of the 
ruling class as well as those of Western imperialism. (…) The 
overthrow itself was the result of the Pravy Sektor’s military 
initiative following their rejection of the compromise which the 
other three parties of the Maidan movement signed with the 
Yanukovych government. (…) However, it would be inaccu-
rate to denounce the present government in Kiev as a “fascist 
government.” Rather, it is a pro-Western coalition government 
composed of right-wing conservative parties and fascists, the lat-
ter being a minority: Svoboda and Pravy Sektor hold eight out of 
the twenty-seven governmental portfolios, and account for four 
out of twenty-four regional governorships.” 3

From our analysis we drew the conclusion that revolution-
aries must not give any support to the reactionary Euro-
maiden Movement. At the same time, they could not sup-
port the reactionary Yanukovych government.

i) Reactionary Character of the Kiev Regime

The reactionary character of the Kiev regime was subse-
quently confirmed by its deeds. Soon after taking power 
it announced a 50% rise in the price of gasoline as well as 
plans to sack many public sector workers, reflecting its de-
sire to join the European Union (as well as NATO). In fact, 
one of the driving forces behind its overthrowing of the 
preceding regime in late February was aggressive pushing 
on the part of the Western imperialist powers.
The only obstacles for the rapid integration of the Ukraine 
into both the EU and NATO are the civil war in the east of 
the country and the determined opposition of Russia. This 
development came as a surprise to the arrogant leaders of 
the Western imperialist powers. As the US journal Foreign 
Affairs, a highly prestigious imperialist publication close to 
the US State Department, commented: “U.S. and European 
leaders blundered in attempting to turn Ukraine into a Western 
stronghold on Russia’s border.” 4

As a result of the escalating civil war and inter-imperialist 
rivalry, this has caused a certain hesitance on the part of 
the ruling circles in the EU and the US. The EU’s monop-
oly bourgeoisie is now reluctant to quickly integrate the 
Ukraine, not only because of the resistance to this move 
by the rebels and Russia, but also because it would oblige 
the West to provide huge financial assistance to a country 
whose economy is bankrupt. And while NATO is pursu-
ing an aggressive line against Russia, it does not want to 
light-mindedly provoke the big bear by quickly integrat-
ing the latter’s largest neighboring country in Europe.
In addition, we have witnessed a tremendous rise of ex-
treme right-wing chauvinist and fascist forces in Kiev. As 
noted above, the fascists of Svoboda and Pravy Sektor got 
a number of posts in the government after the takeover. 
According to Borotba Union the fascists of the Pravy Sek-
tor took over three ministries – education, anti-corruption, 
and national security. Svoboda got the ministries of de-
fense, prosecutor general, agriculture, and environment. 
In addition, Svoboda’s leader Oleksander Sych became 
one of three vice prime ministers. 5

In the presidential elections of 25 May 2014, these par-
ties received only relatively few votes. However, another 
extreme right-wing chauvinist candidate, Oleh Lyashko, 
leader of the Radical Party, received 8.32% of the vote, 
ranking him in third place.
Since then the fascists have expanded their forces and their 
influence. In the current opinion polls for the upcoming 
parliamentary elections on 26 October, Pravy Sektor gets 
about 1-2% of the votes, Svoboda about 5%, and the Radical 
Party between 10-14%.
Lyashko as well as Pravy Sektor leaders have founded 
the notorious Azov Battalion, which is an openly neo-Nazi 
paramilitary formation. Lyashko and other Azov com-
manders have released videos, made during the civil war 
in the east, in which they themselves humiliate and torture 

I . The Uprising in the Donbass:
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prisoners. Lyashko’s Radical Party has successfully inte-
grated several leading neo-Nazis members and has placed 
them as candidates on their electoral list. For example, 
Asov Battalion’s second in command, Ihor Mosiychuk, 
was elected to Kiev’s Municipal Council on the electoral 
list of Lyashko’s Radical Party. 6

However the fascists are also increasing their influence 
outside the extreme right-wing chauvinist Radical Party 
which itself is moving towards fascism. The People’s Front, 
a recently-founded party which split in August from Yulia 
Tymoshenko’s right-wing Batkivshchyna party and is lead 
by Prime Minister Arseniy Yatsenyuk and former transi-
tional president Oleksandr Turchynov, is also recruiting 
fascists for it list of candidates. It has founded a special 
“military council” to which it has brought, among others, 
the Azov battalion’s commander Andriy Biletsky. Biletsky 
is also head of two neo-Nazi political groups, the Patriot of 
Ukraine and Social-National Assembly.
In addition, they placed Andriy Parubiy in the second slot 
of the party’s list of candidates. Parubiy was a co-founder 
of the Social-National Party of Ukraine which later became 
Svoboda. In 1998-2004 Parubiy led the paramilitary organi-
zation of SNPU, the Patriot of Ukraine. While he left these 
organizations in 2004 to make career with Tymoshenko’s 
Batkivshchyna party, he kept his convictions and connec-
tions with the fascists. During the riots this past spring, he 
commanded the Euromaidan milita. After the overthrow 
of the Yanukovych government he was then appointed 
Secretary of the National Security and Defence Council of 
Ukraine.
Another leading candidate of the People’s Front list of 
candidates, in fourth place, is Tetiana Chornovol. In the 
early 2000s she worked as press secretary for the fascist 
UNA-UNSO organization. While she later affiliated to 
Batkivshchyna, she kept her views. She became the head of 
Ukrainian government’s National Anti-Corruption Com-
mittee, but later resigned and joined the Azov battalion. 
Chornovol’s husband, Mykola Berezovyi, recently died as 
a volunteer fighter in the Azov Battalion during the fight-
ing in eastern Ukraine. 7

However, at the same time it is important to recognize that 
the new regime, while containing fascist elements, is not 
fascist in its entirety. The fascists are not even the domi-
nant factor in the Kiev government. Hence, when various 
pro-Russian leftists or Putin advisor Sergei Glazyev – 
himself a Eurasian right-wing chauvinist – calls Ukraine’s 
President Poroshenko or the whole Ukrainian government 
as “Nazis” this is simply nonsensical rhetoric.  8

In fact the Poroshenko is a right-wing neoliberal, pro-US/
EU regime which – primarily – represents the oligarchs. In 
fact, Poroshenko himself is one of the richest oligarchs of 
the country and is widely known as the Chocolate King be-
cause of his large-scale confectionery business. His regime 
has a bonapartist-authoritarian character which is preserv-
ing a limited bourgeois democracy. It includes fascists but 
the latter are not dominant. There are also various conflicts 
between the government and fascists, as is evidenced by 
the repeated clashes of fascist demonstrators and the po-
lice in front of the Rada in Kiev.
If we take an overall picture of the situation, we can iden-
tify four major axes of struggle which characterize what’s 
occurring in the Ukraine since the spring of this year:
a) A national conflict where the Russophone minority in 

the east is faced with the treat of discrimination;
b) An antifascist struggle defending democratic rights 
against the rapidly growing fascist and semi-fascist forces 
which have gained influence via the Euromaidan move-
ment; however, this struggle is made more complex by the 
fact that there are also a number of pro-Russian fascist and 
semi-fascist forces taking part in the Donbass republics;
c) An economic struggle on the backdrop of the massive 
austerity attacks by the new Poroshenko regime which 
were dictated by the IMF, US and EU;
d) An inter-imperialist rivalry between the imperialist US/
EU powers on one side and Russia (and its allies in the 
BRICS) on the other.
Naturally these axes of conflict are intermingled and influ-
ence each other. Hence it is necessary to update our con-
crete analysis of the conflict.

ii) Uprising in the East Ukraine:
The National Question

In contrast to the Euromaidan movement, as well as the 
new regime which came to power following the coup in 
late February, from the start the uprising in the east had a 
progressive, democratic, and proletarian character. In our 
statement from 17 April we wrote:
“We therefore support the popular rebellion of the workers and 
poor in the east. (…) This movement has a contradictory na-
ture but, overall, it is predominantly democratic, which becomes 
obvious if one compares it with the Maidan movement: i) The 
uprising in the east is overwhelmingly proletarian in its class 
composition in contrast to the Maidan movement. (…) ii) The 
uprising in the east is much more spontaneous than the Maidan 
movement was, and is thus a more authentic expression of the 
popular will. (…) iii) The uprising in the east was launched as 
a struggle for democratic rights – against the discrimination of 
the Russian language and against the dominance by the right-
wing regime in Kiev, which included fascists. (…) iv) The pow-
erful influence of fascist forces in the Maidan movement ensured 
that socialist and progressive forces were beaten and expelled as 
soon as they openly intervened. Contrary to this, socialist forces 
like Borotba and others are openly intervening in the proletar-
ian uprising in the east and have achieved some influence in the 
movement.” 9

We think that subsequent events confirmed this assess-
ment. The uprising was a spontaneous reaction to the right-
wing takeover in Kiev. Its spontaneous character became 
obvious by the chaotic and localized process of the upris-
ing. While the Euromaidan movement had a centralized 
leadership from the start, for a long time the uprising in 
the east lacked any centralized structures.

Origins & Character
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It was a democratic uprising because it was driven by the 
justified fears of the people in the east that they would be 
discriminated against by the new regime because of the 
latter’s hatred for the Russian-speaking population in the 
east. This hatred was manifested in one of the new re-
gime’s first acts: the abolishing of Russian as an official 
language. These legitimate fears of oppression were rein-
forced by the fact that the new regime included a number 
of open supporters of the Nazi-collaborator in WWII, Ste-
pan Bandera.
The conflict between the Russophone population in the east 
and the central government in Kiev also reflects the con-
tradictory and incomplete nation-forming of the Ukraine. 
This becomes obvious in light of the fact that, according to 
a survey released by the Donetsk Institute for Social Research 
and Political Analysis, “only a third like to identify themselves 
as “citizens of Ukraine.” More prefer “Russian-speaking resi-
dents of Ukraine” or “residents of the Donets Basin”. 10

Another reflection of the deep division between the peo-
ple in the east and west of the country is the issue of the 
political and economic orientation of the country. Accord-
ing to a poll conducted in April by the Kiev Institute of In-
ternational Studies, in the eight, majority Russian-speaking 
regions of Ukraine (in the east and south of the country) 
“only 25 percent of respondents favor closer economic ties to Eu-
rope. Forty seven percent want closer ties in the opposite direc-
tion - with Russia. Eighty percent said that ties between Ukraine 
and Russia should be friendly and, unlike with other countries, 
borders should be completely open.” 11

A poll by the International Republican Institute, a right-wing 
US institute, conducted in March 2014, reached the conclu-
sion that 90% of the residents of Western Ukraine and 70% 
of those living in Central Ukraine thought that the country 
should join the EU. On the other hand, only 29% in the 
south and 20% in the east of the country shared this view. 
Alternatively, while only a small minority in the western 
and central parts of the country wanted to join the Eur-
asian Customs Union with Russia, Belarus, and Kazakh-
stan, the relative respectively absolute majority did so in 
the Russophone part of the country (37% in the south and 
59% in the east). 12 All this reflects that the Ukraine has not 
become a unified and homogenous nation.
As a side note we draw our readers’ attention to the fact 
that the above does not necessarily mean that all Ukraini-
ans want the country either to ally itself either with the EU/
NATO or Russia. According to an opinion poll conducted 
by ComRes for CNN, 37% of residents of the three eastern 
regions (Donetsk, Lugansk and Kharkov) favor an alliance 
with Russia, while 14% back an alliance with the European 
Union and nearly a half (49%) say Ukraine would be better 
off, if it did not ally with either. 13 This shows, by the way, 
that the RCIT’s slogan which we promoted from the be-
ginning of the crisis in autumn 2013 – “Neither Brussels nor 
Moscow! For an independent workers’ republic in the Ukraine 
which guarantees full and equal rights to all national groups!” 
– could reflect the real sentiment among large sections of 
Ukrainian working class.
The fact that the Donbass people side with the pro-Russian 
separatists and against the Kiev regime and hence identify 
more with the Ruskiy Mir 14 than with the Ukrainian state 
is also reflected by the following. According to an UNHCR 
report from early August, more than 730,000 Ukrainians 
have left the country and sought refuge in Russia since 

the beginning of the civil war. A further 117,000 people 
are displaced inside Ukraine. We can assume that a part 
of those displaced people did seek refuge in the areas con-
trolled by the Peoples’ Republics. 15 Another, more recent 
report from the UN, states that more than 1 million Ukrai-
nians have been displaced by the fighting. About 875,000 
people fled to Russia, of which about 300,000 have applied 
for temporary residence. 16

Since the civil war is localized to the Donbass region in 
the east, these refugees could potentially have also gone 
to central or western Ukraine to escape the horrors of war. 
But the fact that ¾ of a million Donbass Ukrainians fled to 
Russia instead to other areas of their official “fatherland” 
(only a few tens of thousands having done so) once again 
emphasizes that the people in the east identify more with 
Russia, respectively the Ruskiy Mir, than with the Ukrai-
nian state.
There have been many reports about the broad support of 
the majority of the Donbass people for the rebels. The reb-
els claim that around 75% of the population participated 
in the referendum on 11 May of which 89% voted “yes.” 
While it is possible that these figures were exaggerated 
by the separatist organizers of the referendum, it is un-
deniable that the huge majority of the population in the 
Donbass region supported at that time – and still does – 
the drive towards independence or at least a substantial 
autonomy where Kiev could no longer interfere. This tre-
mendous support for the Donetsk and Lugansk People’s 
Republic has even been confirmed by surveys made by 
major Western bourgeois papers at the time of the referen-
dum. 17 It goes without saying that the popular support for 
state separation from Kiev was tremendously reinforced 
after the barbaric massacres perpetrated by the Pravy Sec-
tor fascists in Odessa and other places.
In short, all this reflects the complicated process of nation 
forming in what is called the Ukraine. Historically, this 
process was characterized by oppression from Moscow 
and Greater Russian chauvinism (including in its Stalinist 
version). However, since the Ukraine became independent 
in 1991, after the collapse of the USSR, the situation for 
the Russian-speaking minorities in the Ukraine and other 
countries (like the Baltic States) has changed. Since then, 
they find themselves more or less discriminated against, 
which in turn has pushed them to identify with the Ruskiy 
Mir. The recent developments in the Crimea and the Don-
bass underline how powerful these dynamics are. In the 
final analysis we see that the Russophone Donbass people 
have not become an integral part of the Ukrainian nation.

iii) The Uprising in East Ukraine:
Proletarian Tendencies

Unsurprisingly, given the fact that the Donbass region is 
the industrial heartland of the Ukraine, the uprising had a 
proletarian character from the start. This was manifested 
in numerous ways. 
In contrast to the middle class-dominated Euromaidan 
movement, the industrial workers collectively came out to 
oppose the military offensive and support the resistance. 
On 27 May, Rabkor (“Worker Correspondent”) site reported: 
“Coal miners in the Donbass region have declared an indefinite 
strike, demanding an end to armed operations in the south-east 
and the withdrawal of Ukrainian government forces from Do-
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netsk Province.” 18 The next day, three thousand worker 
from five different mines marched to Lenin Square in the 
centre of Donetsk under the slogan “Fascism will not pass!” 
and were received by the Minister of the Donetsk People’s 
Republic Boris Litvinov who came out to support the min-
ers. 19

The uprising clashed soon with the interests of the oli-
garchs. Rinat Akhmetov, one of the richest man in the 
Ukraine and the owner of coal mines, steel works, and 
power stations in Donetsk, called on his 300,000 employ-
ees to demonstrate against the militants on 20 May. How-
ever, despite the huge pressure from management on the 
workers, according to a correspondent of the British impe-
rialist newspaper Financial Times “turnout at the rallies was 
low and a number of workers in attendance said they supported 
the insurgents.” The report quoted Vladimir Sadovoy, the 
head of the factory’s workers’ union: “Ninety-nine per cent 
of the workers are against the Kiev authorities. (…)Some want to 
be part of Russia, others want to be part of Ukraine, others want 
to be independent. But everyone is against the Kiev authorities, 
absolutely.” 20

There have been many more workers’ protests against the 
Kiev regime. On 18 June, for example, a thousand miners 
and relatives, from sixteen different mines, demonstrated 
in Donetsk demanding an end to Kiev’s “anti terrorist op-

eration” and the withdrawal of troops from the Donbas. 
They shouted slogans like: “Donetsk Republic” and “Don-
bass – that’s us!”. According to a report, “the main demand of 
the speakers on the stage was the immediate withdrawal of troops 
from the Donbass.” 21

Another example is the call of Mikhail Alexeevich Krylov, 
a leader of the Independent Donetsk Miners’ Trade Union, 
who was the co-chairman of the City Strike Committee in 
Donetsk during the big miners’ strikes in 1991 and later 
on in the 1990s. In an appeal to the international workers 
movement he stated:
“In Donbas, there is a real war in which civilians are killed: in-
cluding the elderly, women and children. You are blatantly be-
ing lied to that that war is between Ukraine and Russia. But it is 
not so! The war is between the people and a handful of oligarchs 
with the support of the EU and U.S. authorities. The tragedy 
in Ukraine is that, those in power, managed to infect the people 
with certain fascist ideas. We, the residents of Donbas, fight 
against all manifestations of Nazism and Fascism. We fight with 
weapons in hand, for our lives and the lives of our loved ones. 
We have nowhere to retreat – this is our land! We appeal to you, 
the workers of the European countries, asking for your help and 
solidarity: help us break the stronghold of fascism in Ukraine. 
This will be our common victory!” 22

This proletarian support for the uprising, as well as the 

Origins & Character

Cartoon by Carlos Latuff 



RevCom#28 | Novermber 20148 Origins & Character
hostility of all oligarchs of the Ukraine, led to a number of 
anti-capitalist sentiments and demands. As a result, for ex-
ample, the railway system in Donetsk region was national-
ized by the Ministry of Transport of the Donetsk People’s 
Republic. 23 It was also reflected in widespread demands 
for the nationalizations of the enterprises owned by the 
Rinat Akhmetov. This was, however, opposed by Alexan-
der Borodai, the prime minister of the Donetsk People’s 
Republic. 24

Other expressions of this were various public statements 
by some leading figures of the People’s Republics in Don-
bass. For example Nikolai Solntsev, a founding father of 
the Donetsk People’s Republic, was quoted by the New 
York Times to be a supporter of the Soviet Union and while 
the People’s Republic had not had time to work out its 
own economic policy, it would focus on supporting “the 
working class, not the bourgeoisie.” 25

At rallies, socialist forces like Borotba could openly in-
tervene and many red flags with the hammer and sickle 
emblem were visible. However one has to caution against 
a too rosy picture of such pro-Soviet and pro-socialist 

sentiments. In a number of cases, such sentiments were 
combined with or even entirely replaced by expressions of 
pro-Russian nostalgia for a time when the „Russkiy Mir“ 
was strong and powerful in the form of the USSR.
Recently a Communist Party of Donbass has been found-
ed. Its leader is Boris Litvinov, Chairman of the DPR Su-
preme Council and a former local KPU official. However, 
it immediately demonstrated its arch-Stalinist policy by 
declaring its support for DPR Prime Minister Alexander 
Zakharchenko’s candidacy in the upcoming elections for 
premiership. 26 In addition, Litvinov calls for the repub-
lic to join the Eurasian Union, an economic association led 
by imperialist Russia which also includes Belarus and Ka-
zakhstan. 27

Fyodor D. Berezin, a deputy defense minister, is another 
Stalinist who has a leading position in the government 
the Donetsk People’s Republic. However, as we will see 
below, these Stalinists don’t have any independent role 
in the People’s Republics and integrate themselves in the 
right-wing Great Russian outlook of the mainstream. 28

Source: Wikimedia, http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/thumb/0/03/Map_of_Ukraine_en.svg/1280px-Map_of_Ukraine_en.svg.png
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Having enumerated the progressive aspects of the 
uprising, it is no less important to see its reaction-
ary elements. This is particularly so, given the 

subsequent degeneration of the Donbass republics into 
tools of Moscow’s foreign policy. From the beginning, the 
RCIT has warned against the danger to the uprising from 
reactionary pro-Russian chauvinist forces as well as from 
interference by Russian imperialism.
“Recognizing the fundamentally democratic and progressive 
character of the uprising in the east must not cause socialists 
to overlook the contradictory and reactionary elements partici-
pating in this movement (…). The spontaneous nature of the 
movement also has the negative consequence that the working 
class cannot democratically control the movement and its local 
leaders. As a result, various adventurer and chauvinist bonsai 
warlords are able to take leading positions in the movement. The 
movement also contains Great Russian chauvinist and semi-
fascist elements, albeit they do not dominate the movement as 
was the case in the Maidan movement. In addition, openly pro-
Russian imperialist forces and agents are trying to influence 
the movement. The RCIT repeats that Ukraine’s subjugation to 
Russia is in no way better than its subjugation to Western im-
perialism.” 29

Indeed, these reactionary tendencies existed from the 
beginning of the uprising and only increased during the 
course of time. Before we elaborate on this more in detail, 
it is important to elucidate the background of these devel-
opments. As we stated above, at the beginning the move-
ment had a very spontaneous character. This was rein-
forced by the huge political vacuum which existed at that 
time in the east. President Yanukovych fled the country, 
his Party of Regions simply collapsed and disappeared, and 
the Communist Party became completely paralyzed after 
it was “betrayed” by its ally Yanukovych. As a result, there 
was not a single mass political force which could lead the 
protests.
The development and ultimate degeneration of the Don-
bass uprising demonstrates dramatically the devastating 
consequences of the lack of a revolutionary leadership. If 
a substantial revolutionary party would have existed in 
the Ukraine, it could have given the uprising a perspective 
which would not have been focused in founding Donbass 
republics, but rather in launching a country-wide struggle: 
against the reactionary Kiev regime; against the interven-
tion of all imperialist powers; for the equality of all na-
tional groups; and for a socialist perspective which aims 
for the expropriation of all oligarchs, the nationalization 
of the industries and banks, and a workers’ government. 
However, the lack of any revolutionary party opened the 
door for right-wing adventurers and Russian chauvinists 
to take over the leadership of the uprising.

i) Reactionary Greater Russian Chauvinist Leadership 
of the “Peoples’ Republics”

The uprising started with various local protests and the 
storming of public administration buildings. Soon political 
obscurantists and adventurers took leadership positions. 
Examples of this are Denis Pushilin or Pavel Gubarev (a 
former member of the Progressive Socialist Party of Ukraine 
as well as of the neo-Nazi Russian National Unity) who pro-
claimed the Donetsk People’s Republic (on 7 April) and the 
Lugansk People’s Republic (on 27 April). 30 From early April 
onwards a wave of Russian politicians and fighters joined 
the uprising and – irrespective of their inner conflicts – in-
creasingly centralized and took over the uprising.
This led to a growing influence of extreme Greater Russian 
chauvinist, reactionary forces. When Pavel Gubarev, lead-
er of the Donetsk People’s Republic, founded the Partiya 
Novorossiya (New Russia Party) on 22 May, the founding 
congress was attended by leading figures of Russia’s ex-
treme right-wing and fascist camp. The following people 
participated in the congress:
* Alexander Dugin, advisor to Putin, former supporter of 
the fascistic National-Bolshevik Party, founder of the Eurasia 
Party and leading intellectual of the extreme right-wing 
and aggressive chauvinist Eurasian movement which in-
cludes also leading fascists from Western Europe. 31

* Alexander Prokhanov, the editor of the extreme Russian 
chauvinist and anti-Semitic paper Zavtra
* Valery Korovin, another right-wing ideologist who writes 
for Zavtra. He too is a supporter of the Eurasian movement 
because “the construction of a Eurasian Empire can be the ide-
ology of Russia”. 32

Both Prokhanov and Korovin are members of the notori-
ous right-wing Greater Russian chauvinist Isborsk Club. 
33 Dugin’s thoughts on the goals of the Novorussia state 
are quoted in the following report: “Dugin expanded his 
thoughts on the self-declared state later online, calling it a re-
sponse by those who “reject the Kyiv-Galician identity” in favor 
of an “ethno-social” Cossack way of life. The party’s purpose is 
also a rejection of “Jewish oligarchs,” “pro-American liberals,” 
and “Catholics, Protestants, and Schismatics.” He also describes 
an ongoing “war with liberal Nazis.”” 34

However, Russian politicians and military did not only 
play an influential role in the background but also took up 
leading positions in the Peoples’ Republics. Probably the 
most important figure is Alexander Borodai. He served as 
prime minister of the Donetsk People’s Republic and since 
August as the “first deputy prime minister” (in fact he is 
the strong man of the government). He is also a right-wing 
chauvinist who regularly writes for the anti-Semitic Rus-
sian newspaper Zavtra. He worked for some time as advi-
sor for the Russian oligarch Konstantin Malofeew.

II . The Role of Russian Imperialism
in the Donbass Republics



RevCom#28 | Novermber 201410 Russian Chauvinism
Malofeev is a Russian multimillionaire and founder of 
the international investment fund Marshall Capital. He is a 
key figure amongst the Russian monopoly capital and has 
close ties with President Putin. He calls himself a “monar-
chist” and applauds Putin for being a strong leader. As we 
showed in our latest publication on Russian imperialism, 
on 31 May Malofeev sponsored a meeting of European 
and Russian chauvinist and fascist politicians and intel-
lectuals in Vienna. He was also a key organizer – together 
with an Orthodox charity and the OAO Russian Railways 
chief Vladimir Yakunin, a longtime Putin ally – of a confer-
ence to defend “family values” which was held in Moscow 
in September and which was also attended by a number of 
right-wing and fascist politicians from Europe. 35

Other Russians who came to the newly founded Peoples’ 
Republics and soon played a leading role were Igor Girkin 
(aka Strelkov), who served as the commander-in-chief of 
the Peoples’ Republics defense forces until his resignation 
in mid-August. Strelkov is a right-wing Russian monar-
chist who claims to have served in the rank of colonel in 
Russia’s FSB security service until resigning at the end of 
March. He was active in Russian imperialist interventions 
in Transdniestria in neighboring Moldova, in the Serbian 
chauvinist war in Bosnia, as well in Moscow’s two reac-
tionary wars of aggression in Chechnya. Like Borodai he 
also worked for the oligarch Malofeew. 36

Another Russian who took over a leadership position in 
the Donetsk People’s Republic is Vladimir Antyufeyev 
who was named “deputy prime minister” by Borodai on 
10 July. Like Strelkov he served in the Russian security ser-
vice in the pro-Russian region of Transdniestria, in Chech-
nya as well as in the breakaway regions of South Ossetia 
and Abkhazia in Georgia.
Aleksandr Karaman, former vice president of Transdnies-
tria and partner of Antyufeyev, also arrived and became 
DPR deputy prime minister for social issues. According 
to Antyufeyev, Karaman is a protégé of Russia’s Deputy 
Prime Minister Dmitry Rogozin, who supervises Transd-
niestria for the Russian government. 37 In addition a num-
ber of other Russian siloviki (security services personnel) 
have been put in leadership positions during the summer, 
as we shall see below.
Another Russian politician in the Donbass leadership was 
Alexander Proselkov who was shot and killed on 31 July. 
He served as deputy foreign minister of the Donetsk Peo-
ple’s Republic and as an aide to Pavel Gubarev. Proselkov 
was a member of the fascist International Eurasia Movement 
and Eurasian Youth Union which are closely linked with 
Alexander Dugin’s ultra-nationalist Eurasia Party. Other 
Russian politicians who have been named as leading fig-
ures in the Donbass republics are Alexei Khudyakov, for-
mer head of the Russian anti-immigration group Shield 
Of Moscow, and Ravil Khalikov and Rostislav Zhuravlev, 
from Edward Limonov’s “Other Russia’ Party. 38

It is only logical from this composition and their close re-
lations with Russian oligarchs that the leadership of the 
Donbass republics, in its majority, has an extremely right-
wing chauvinist, pro-capitalist, and pro-Russian imperi-
alist character. It is only because of the collaboration of 
all Ukrainian oligarchs with the new regime in Kiev that 
Pushilin and others sometimes threatened to nationalize 
the property of Rinat Akhmetov:
“Enterprises belonging or previously owned by oligarchs who 

refuse to co-operate with the DPR and to pay their taxes here, 
who continue paying them to Ukraine, will be nationalized (…) 
Those enterprises who clearly stated that the DPR is unaccept-
able to them – those are Rinat Akhmetov’s enterprises. Natu-
rally, if they do not start co-operating closely with the DPR, 
then we have no other choice.” 39

However, despite the open struggle of Akhmetov against 
the republic’s leadership, until now his property has not 
been nationalized.
The bourgeois and pro-capitalist orientation of the Peoples’ 
Republics leadership is also reflected in their constitutions. 
For example, the constitution of the Donetsk People’s Re-
public guarantees the right of private property and states 
nothing about the socialization of the economy.
“Article 5.1: Private, state, municipal and other forms of prop-
erty are recognized and equally protected in DPR.”
“Article 28.1.: The right of private property is protected by 
law.”
“Article 27.1.: Every person has the right to freely use their abil-
ities and property for entrepreneurial and other economic activi-
ties not prohibited by the law.”
In addition the constitution lays down the orientation to – 
or better says the subordination to – the great imperialist 
power Russia:
“…feeling itself like an integral part of the “Russian World” as 
Russian civilization …”
“Article 6.5.: Public authorities in Donetsk People’s Republic 
while exercising its powers and performing of its duties, fully 
consider and respect traditional religious, social, cultural and 
moral values of “Russian World”.”
The reactionary character of the constitution is also ex-
pressed in its making the Russian Christian Orthodox 
faith the official state religion and by open linking of the 
republic with the Russian Orthodox Church:
“Article 9.2.: In Donetsk People’s Republic leading and domi-
nant belief is the Orthodox faith (Christian Orthodox Catholic 
faith of Eastern Confession) professed by the Russian Orthodox 
Church (Moscow Patriarchate).”
“Article 4.2.: Social policy of Donetsk People’s Republic aims to 
create conditions, ensuring a decent life and free human develop-
ment, people’s welfare, access to the main material and spiritual 
benefits, based on understanding of the traditional religious, so-
cial, cultural and moral values.”
This is also reflected by the open suppression of homo-
sexual relations between people.
“Article 31.3.: Any forms of perverted unions between people of 
the same sex are not acknowledged and not allowed and will be 
prosecuted in DPR.” 40

Finally, it is also characteristic of the Greater Russian chau-
vinist outlook that the leadership of the Peoples’ Republics 
chose to name their federation Novorossiya which was the 
term for the region in the Russian Empire under the Tsar.
The choice of the name Novorossiya reflected an important 
element in the nature of the uprising. The more the Great-
er Russian chauvinists gained influence, the more they 
transformed the uprising from a struggle for a democratic, 
federal Ukraine into one for the secession of the Donbass 
region from Ukraine and its annexation by imperialist 
Russia.
The increasingly strong, one might even say dominating, 
presence of extreme right-wing forces in the leadership of 
the Donbass republics naturally undermined the antifas-
cist character of the uprising in the east against the Kiev 
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regime. It increasingly became, instead, primarily a na-
tional, Russophone uprising against the threat of the new 
Ukrainian chauvinist regime.
From this analysis, the RCIT drew tactical conclusions 
for the period following the beginning of the uprising in 
March: revolutionaries had to defend the national rights 
of the Russian-speaking population in the east and south, 
without giving any support to Russian imperialism. While 
the mass uprising of sectors of the Russian-speaking pop-
ulation in the east contained contradictory elements, its 
dominant character was its democratic resistance against 
the looming oppression by the pro-Western, pro-IMF, 
Russophobic, and right-wing and fascist regime in Kiev. 
Therefore, the RCIT supported the popular rebellion in the 
east and called for its victory against the Kiev-loyalist mili-
tary forces. At the same time, revolutionaries had to fight 
inside this movement against reactionary, pro-Russian im-
perialist and chauvinist forces. The overall perspective had 
and has to be the formation of democratically-controlled 
action councils and workers’ militias in order to advance 
the struggle for a workers’ government.

ii) The Contradictory Role of Russian Politicians
in the Donbass Republics and

the Interference of Imperialist Russia

It is crucial to understand the relationship of the Donbass 
Peoples’ Republics with the Russian government. Those 
centrist forces who supported the Kiev regime in the civil 
war stress that the Peoples’ Republics are simply tools of 
Putin and his expansionist plan (e.g., the Mandelite Fourth 
International, the Morenoite LIT-FI and UIT-FI, AWL in 
Britain). On the other hand, the centrist supporters of the 
Donbass separatists reduce the problem to their “back-
ward nationalism” which often occurs in national libera-
tion struggles (e.g., IMT, WPB/LFI, Counterfire). We think 
that both positions are one-sided and simplistic and fail to 
comprehend the extremely complex nature of the concrete 
relationship.
As we have already explained, the uprising in east Ukraine 
was a spontaneous process. Later, numerous politicians 
and hundreds or even thousands of volunteers arrived 
from Russia. Were they all under the command of Putin? 
No, we don’t believe that this is the correct explanation, as 
could be seen in various incidents. For example, on 7 May 
President Putin called for a de-escalation of the Ukrainian 
crisis and announced that he will “ask the representatives 
of Southeast Ukraine [who] support federalization to delay 
the referendum planned for May 11, to create conditions for a 
dialogue.” However, the leader of the People’s Republics 
replied on the same day that they, with “all due respect,” 
rejected Putin’s “advice” to postpone the referendum or 
begin any “dialogue with Kiev.” 41

Similarly, the leadership of the separatists insisted on a 
certain independence from the decisions of the Putin gov-
ernment. When Russia’s foreign minister, Sergei Lavrov, 
agreed to a deal in Geneva, Denis Pushilin declared: “He 
(Lavrov) did not do it for us - he did it in the name of the Russian 
Federation. (…) Nobody asked us, but all the actions of the Rus-
sian Federation are for a peaceful resolution of the conflict.” 42

Another separatist leader, the separatist mayor of 
Slavyansk, Vyacheslav Ponomaryov, said, “Whatever had 
been decided in Geneva has been decided without our participa-

tion.” 43

Another obvious proof of their not simply being Putin’s 
tools is the permanent lack of unity in the policies adopted 
by the republics’ leaderships, constituting in fact a chaotic 
lack of centralization. Instead of unity we repeatedly wit-
nessed open rivalry between different leaders and militias. 
All this has lead to repeated resignations, arrests, and new 
appointments. In addition, there have been numerous re-
ports about incompetent militia leaders who caused many 
soldiers’ death. This is clear proof that the Peoples’ Repub-
lics were not being centrally managed by Moscow. An ex-
cellent, diametrically opposed example is how things were 
handled in March when Russia annexed the Crimea. This 
was clearly a highly-disciplined affair, centrally organized 
by the Russian state and its armed forces.
So, is what we have seen been a purely locally determined 
process without any serious interference by Russian im-
perialism? No, this would be an equally wrong assertion. 
First, as we have shown, the leading figures in the Peoples’ 
Republics are close to – or, better put, agents of – figures 
like Russia’s Deputy Prime Minister Dmitry Rogozin, the 
oligarch Konstantin Malofeew who again is close to the 
Kremlin, or influential ideologists like Alexander Dugin. 
In other words, they are agents of the Eurasian wing of 
Russia’s ruling class.
The Russian monopoly bourgeoisie is – like all ruling 
classes – divided into different factions. While there are 
groups which have a more globalist and less-confronta-
tional outlook concerning Russia’s Western rivals, there is 
also the Eurasian wing which consciously pushes to re-
build and expand the Russian empire as an open rival to 
the US. Putin is enthroned above these factions and rules 
and maneuvers like a Bonaparte between them. 
Given the close relationship of the Eurasian faction to Pu-
tin, and given the authoritarian character of the Russian 
state, it is impossible to imagine that their substantial op-
erations in east Ukraine – including the regular material 
support as well as many volunteers – would have been 
possible without the approval of the central authorities in 
Moscow. Yet additional proof in this direction is the great 
support which the separatist leadership receives from the 
state and pro-Putin media.
In addition, one cannot avoid but seeing that the leader-
ship of the separatists is openly pro-imperialist and has 
called from the very start for a military intervention of 
Russia. The meaning of the repeated calls for the interven-
tion of “Russian peacekeeping soldiers in eastern Ukraine” was 
nothing else than a call for imperialist intervention.
To summarize, what we witnessed in the period between 
April and August of this year was a process of increasing 
interference and domination by a wing of the bourgeoi-
sie of imperialist Russia. This influence, however, was not 
decisive and strong enough, seeing as it could not suffi-
ciently strengthen the military capabilities of the Donbass 
republics (both in terms of manpower and of military 
equipment). Neither could it create a centralized and con-
solidated political and military leadership.
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Let us now deal with a peculiar aspect of the uprising 
of the Russophone minority in the east Ukraine. As 
we know, the history of the imperialist epoch since 

the beginning of the 20th century is replete with national 
liberation struggles. Usually these struggles, of oppressed 
or discriminated minorities, take place under the leader-
ship of petty-bourgeois or bourgeois nationalist leader-
ships. Such national liberation struggles most often have 
as their goal the gaining of autonomy inside the state or 
the formation of an independent state. However, in some 
cases, the aim of the struggling national minority is to join 
another state.
Many times Lenin and the Bolsheviks stated that social-
ists must support the liberation struggles of oppressed 
or discriminated-against nations against their respective 
oppressors. Similarly, they explained, the defense of the 
right of national-self-determination of oppressed nations 
also includes the right of an oppressed nation to secede 
from its oppressor state and form an independent one. The 
Bolsheviks not only fought for such a revolutionary-dem-
ocratic and internationalist program in general but did 
do specifically in their own country against their “own” 
Greater Russian ruling class. As Lenin explained many 
times, such struggles are linked with their perspective of 
the socialist revolution:
“The Russian proletariat cannot march at the head of the people 
towards a victorious democratic revolution (which is its immedi-
ate task), or fight alongside its brothers, the proletarians of Eu-
rope, for a socialist revolution, without immediately demanding, 
fully and “rückhaltlos”, for all nations oppressed by tsarism, the 
freedom to secede from Russia. This we demand, not indepen-
dently of our revolutionary struggle for socialism, but because 
this struggle will remain a hollow phrase if it is not linked up 
with a revolutionary approach to all questions of democracy, 
including the national question. We demand freedom of self-de-
termination, i.e., independence, i.e., freedom of secession for the 
oppressed nations, not because we have dreamt of splitting up 
the country economically, or of the ideal of small states, but, on 
the contrary, because we want large states and the closer unity 
and even fusion of nations, only on a truly democratic, truly 
internationalist basis, which is inconceivable without the free-
dom to secede. Just as Marx, in 1869, demanded the separation 
of Ireland, not for a split between Ireland and Britain, but for a 
subsequent free union between them, not so as to secure “justice 
for Ireland”, but in the interests of the revolutionary struggle of 
the British proletariat, we in the same way consider the refusal 
of Russian socialists to demand freedom of self-determination 
for nations, in the sense we have indicated above, to be a direct 
betrayal of democracy, internationalism and socialism.” 44

After the October Revolution of 1917, the Bolsheviks 
proved in practice that they were ready to implement their 
program of national self-determination. 45

i) The Peculiar Aspect of the
Legitimate National Struggle of the

Russophone Minorities in the East Ukraine

The peculiarity of the uprising of the Russophone minority 
in the east Ukraine is that it is a national struggle of a na-
tional minority in a semi-colonial country which considers 
itself – at least a significant part of it – as part of the same 
nationality (the Russkiy Mir) as the dominant nation of the 
imperialist neighboring state. This peculiarity makes it 
much easier for the bourgeoisie of the Russian imperialist 
state to increasingly control the struggle so that it objec-
tively leads to the annexation of the territories claimed by 
the struggling national minority to this imperialist state.
Various leftists refuse to consider ethnic Russians in the 
Ukraine, in the Baltic states, etc., as minorities which are 
discriminated against. These leftists point to the dominat-
ing, privileged status which the Russians had in the Stalin-
ist Soviet Union. This is obviously true. Trotsky pointed 
out repeatedly that the Stalinist bureaucracy has reestab-
lished national oppression by Greater Russian chauvin-
ism. For this reason he called upon Marxists to support the 
oppressed people’s right of national self-determination 
which he concretized by calling for an “independent Soviet-
Ukraine”:
“After all, even the constitution of the USSR acknowledges the 
right of its component federated peoples to self-determination, 
that is, to separation. Thus, not even the incumbent Kremlin oli-
garchy dares to deny this principle. To be sure it remains only on 
paper. The slightest attempt to raise the question of an indepen-
dent Ukraine openly would mean immediate execution on the 
charge of treason. But it is precisely this despicable equivocation, 
it is precisely this ruthless hounding of all free national thought 
that has led the toiling masses of the Ukraine, to an even greater 
degree than the masses of Great Russia, to look upon the rule of 
the Kremlin as monstrously oppressive. (…) We reply that the 
weakening of the USSR is caused by those ever-growing cen-
trifugal tendencies generated by the Bonapartist dictatorship. In 
the event of war the hatred of the masses for the ruling clique 
can lead to the collapse of all the social conquests of October. 
The source of defeatist moods is in the Kremlin. An indepen-
dent Soviet Ukraine, on the other hand, would become, if only 
by virtue of its own interests, a mighty southwestern bulwark 
of the USSR. The sooner the present Bonapartist caste is under-
mined, upset, crushed and swept away, the firmer the defense of 
the Soviet Republic will become and the more certain its socialist 
future.” 46

However, the collapse and break-up of the USSR in 1991 
and the creation of a number of new, independent states 
has changed the situation. The ethnic Russians in the 
Ukraine, in the Baltic States, etc., were no longer the ruling 
nation. In some states, today they are severely discriminat-
ed against like; for example, the Russians in Latvia and Es-
tonia. In these latter-day republics, many ethnic Russians 

National Question

III . Imperialism and National Question:
The Peculiarity of the

Russophone Minorities
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do not even have citizenship, despite the fact that they 
constitute substantial minorities of the republics’ popula-
tions – 27.6% in Latvia and 24% in Estonia, respectively.
Thus, local members of the former ruling nation have 
been transformed into discriminated minorities in these 
new states. Given this situation, it is hardly surprising that 
the Russophone population in the eastern Ukraine rose up 
spontaneously when Ukrainian chauvinists and fascists 
took power in Kiev and threatened to abolish Russian as 
an official language.
However, at the same time it is important to recognize 
that – particularly in a situation of civil war with the loom-
ing threat of open military intervention by the imperialist 
neighboring state – that the character of the uprising can 
easily be transformed due to this interference.

ii) An Historical Analogy:
The German Minorities in Eastern Europe

in the 1920s and 1930s

There are only a few parallels in history to such a situation. 
One such analogy is the struggle of German minorities for 
national rights in eastern and south-eastern Europe in the 
1920s and 1930s. At the time, the communists, in the tradi-
tion of Lenin and Trotsky, recognized the oppression of 
German minorities in countries like Yugoslavia, Czecho-
slovakia, Poland, etc., and fought for their national rights. 
However, given the failure of the Communist parties at 
that time, these German minorities could not be won to a 
revolutionary and internationalist perspective, and their 
struggles were utilized by Nazi-Germany in the later 
1930s. As a result, most Germans initially welcomed the 
Wehrmacht when it invaded their oppressor countries.
In the period when it was led by Lenin and Trotsky, the 
Communist International considered the German minori-
ties in Eastern Europe as oppressed national groups.
“Aside from France, there exist its vassal States, all of which by 
the peace of Versailles and the succeeding treaties were allotted 
territories inhabited by alien and hostile populations. Poland has 
a great many Ukrainian, Little Russian, and German inhabit-
ants, while Czechoslovakia may be likened to the former Austri-

an Empire, because, apart from Czechoslovakians, it is populated 
by Germans and Hungarians. A great many Hungarians and 
Bessarabians have been enslaved by Rumania. Large numbers of 
Bulgarians have been brought under Rumanian and Yugoslav 
rule. The status quo in central, southern, and eastern Europe 
rests today on bayonets.” 47

Later, Stalinism denied the oppressive character of the 
Czechoslovakian state with regard to the latter’s national 
minorities, because Moscow was looking for an alliance 
with French imperialism and its allies in Eastern Europe. 
48 Trotsky resolutely opposed this strategy and the derived 
popular front tactic because it led to a political bloc with 
sectors of the bourgeoisie antagonistic to the interests of 
the working class. As a result, while Stalinists defended 
Czechoslovakia as a “democratic” and “anti-fascist” state, 
Trotsky denounced it as an imperialist oppressor state 
which subjugated and exploited its national minorities as 
“internal colonies”:
“The Slovaks, numbering about 3.5 million, feel like oppressed 
people and fight for autonomy. Then the Germans, the Sude-
ten Germans, number 3.5 million, and the Hungarians almost 
a million. (...) You see that they have 6 million Czechs and 9 
million of different minorities who are oppressed by the Czechs 
– severely oppressed. You see that if they don’t have foreign colo-
nies they have internal colonies (…). Now the Stalinists want to 
force these 15 million to defend democracy but they do not speak 
of the fact that the Czech democracy is one of the shabbiest in 
this epoch in which all democracies have doubtful status. These 
national minorities under the national oppression of Czech de-
mocracy should no more defend democracy than the Algerians or 
the Moroccans or the Hindus in their relation to England. (...) 
the German workers, who are oppressed doubly as a class and as 
a nationality, cannot become Czech patriots.” 49

Similarly the Trotskyists recognized the national oppres-
sion of the various minorities – including the Germans – 
in other Eastern European countries. They did do so irre-
spective of the fact that Germany – the “mother country” 
of the local German minorities – had an imperialist char-
acter and in various cases the German minorities wanted 
to join Germany.
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Let us now move on to analyze the qualitative change 
in the nature of the uprising which occurred in Au-
gust when the Donbass leadership basically became 

a tool of Russian imperialism’s foreign policy. Obviously, 
from the beginning, Russia’s ruling class gave the uprising 
tacit support. However, Moscow did not view the uprising 
as an instrument by which it could annex the Donbass re-
gion (as it did with the Crimea). Rather, it saw the uprising 
as a means to put pressure on the new regime in Kiev and 
to get it to agree to compromises with Moscow (i.e., the 
Ukraine would not join the EU and NATO; favorable com-
mercial conditions for Russian companies trading with 
Ukraine; etc.) It is for this reason, as well as because of the 
spontaneous origin of the uprising and its subsequently 
chaotic nature, that the Donbass “Peoples’ Republics” re-
tained a certain degree of independence.
However, the Donbass republics were clearly outnum-
bered. Together, the provinces of Donetsk and Lugansk 
were the home of only 6.5 million people before the start of 
the civil war. Ukraine as a whole (without these two prov-
inces) has 37.5 million inhabitants. While the Ukraine’s 
army was certainly in a relatively antiquated and poor 
state, the condition of the new militias in Donbass were 
hardly any better, given that they started out with noth-
ing. The fact that the Donbass uprising could hold out for 
so long has to be explained primarily by the separatists’ 
superiority in terms of morale: they were defending their 
homeland and had the support of the local population as 
opposed to most soldiers of the Ukrainian army who had 
no motivation to fight for the interests of a reactionary re-
gime in a territory where the local population was hostile 
to them.
Nevertheless, in the end the separatists had to face the 
superiority of Kiev’s army in terms of numbers. About 
50,000 Ukrainian military personnel participated in the 
operation to conquer the Donetsk and Lugansk provinces. 
In addition, they have – in contrast to the separatists – an 
air force, helicopters, and far heavier artillery. 50 Pavel 
Gubaryev, one of the leaders of the Peoples’ Republics, 
claimed in August that their militias number some 20,000 
soldiers. However this number is most likely an upward 
exaggeration. Gubarev himself admitted that only 2,300 
Donbas residents enlisted in their militias from the start 
of mobilization in mid-May until 1 August. Ukrainian 
military sources put the number of armed separatists in 
Donbas at 7,000. Probably the real number is somewhere 
in between. 51

i) Summary of the Military Developments
in the Summer of 2014

Therefore, it was hardly surprising that the Ukrainian 
army went on the offensive from late June. From this point 
until mid-August they conquered huge swaths of terri-
tory of the Peoples’ Republics. On 5 July, they captured 
the rebel strongholds of Sloviansk and Kramatorsk. Chief 

rebel commander Igor Girkin/Strelkov decided to give up 
the northern sector of the rebels’ territory and withdrew 
his forces to Donetsk city.
In the following weeks, the Ukrainian army advanced fur-
ther. On 18 August, Ukrainian units captured the heavily 
fortified crossroads town of Ilovaysk, southeast of Donetsk. 
De facto, they had split the rebel territories of Donetsk and 
Lugansk and nearly cut off access of the Donetsk People’s 
Republic to their supply lines with Russia. Both the cit-
ies of Donetsk and Lugansk were nearly encircled by the 
Ukrainian army.
However, at this point, as we will detail further below, the 
Russian army massively intervened. Russian regular force 
consisting of paratroopers and mechanized units sudden-
ly crossed the border on 24–25 August and drove back the 
Ukrainian army. Barrages of Russian artillery and multi-
ple rocket launching systems (MRLS) fired from across the 
border also harassed the Ukrainian military. In addition, 
the rebels received a number of tanks and heavy artillery 
from the Russians. The Ukrainian joint-force operational 
group “South” near Ilovaysk was annihilated. In this way, 
the Ukrainian encirclement of the cities of Donetsk and 
Lugansk was broken. The land corridor between the two 
“Peoples’ Republics” was restored. Additional territory 
on both sides of the Russian-Ukrainian border fell to Rus-
sian and rebels control, enabling unrestricted cross-border 
movements of troops and supplies.
At the same time, Russian armored force, moving from 
Russia’s Rostov oblast, crossed the border and captured 
the border town of Novoazovsk near the Azov Sea coast-
line south of Donetsk region. They advanced until they 
reached the vicinity of the strategically important coastal 
town, Mariupol. According to Ukrainian President Po-
roshenko, the army lost 60-65% of its total active equip-
ment. At this point, 5 September, Putin forced the advanc-
ing rebels to accept a ceasefire. As a result, the Russian and 
rebel forces now hold about 40% of territory – including 
the more industrialized areas as well as the major cities 
– and one half of the population in the Donetsk and Lu-
gansk provinces. 52

To summarize, Russia’s massive intervention radically 
changed the course of war. In only twelve days the Don-
bass republics went from near military collapse to a full-
scale offensive during which they drove back the Ukraini-
an army, re-conquered much territory and destroyed two 
thirds of their enemy’s military equipment.

ii) Evidence for Russian Intervention:
The Political Aspect

Various groups which correctly supported the uprising in 
east Ukraine – like the IMT, Counterfire, WPB/LFI, LCFI 
etc. – have failed to recognize the implications of the Rus-
sian intervention and, hence, the transformation of the 
nature of the civil war. However, it is pretty obvious that 
such an intervention took place. Furthermore, it was po-
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litically prepared in advance.
Let us first go back to the political goals of the Putin re-
gime. As we stated above, Moscow did not intend to an-
nex the Donbass region but rather only wanted to utilize 
the uprising as a means to put pressure on the new regime 
in Kiev and to get an advantageous deal in their bilateral 
relations. At the end of August, the Russian publication 
Novoye Vremya published an enlightening interview with 
Vladimir Lukin. Lurkin is a veteran policymaker who 
served as ambassador to the United States and was Putin’s 
human rights commissioner from February 2004 to March 
2014. He also represented Russia in the West’s negotia-
tions with Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovych and the 
right-wing opposition on February 20. In this interview, 
Lurkin explains that the Donbas isn’t Russia’s goal at all: 
“No one in the Kremlin needs the Donetsk People’s Republic, 
the Lugansk People’s Republic, or New Russia,” he said. In-
deed, “to win the Donbas and to lose Ukraine would be a defeat 
for the Kremlin.” When pressed further about the purpose 
of the Kremlin’s agitation in the region, Lukin responded 
that one should “forget the Donetsk and Lugansk People’s Re-
publics. The goal is to demonstrate to Poroshenko that he cannot 
win.” Russia, he said, would “introduce as many [troops] as 
necessary to persuade Poroshenko that he must negotiate with 
whomever Putin chooses.”
Moscow hopes to pressure the Poroshenko regime into 
federalizing the Ukraine, a situation which would give 
much more power to the provinces, meaning that pro-
Russian regions could block any pro-Western move by 
Kiev. Lukin elaborated in that interview that under such 
circumstances “any referendum on joining any bloc would 

have to take place in every region, and if only one were against, 
then the country could not join.” Therefore, the Kremlin sees 
its influence in Donetsk and Lugansk as a guarantee that 
Ukraine will not join NATO. The Kremlin’s ideal outcome, 
according to Lukin, is that “everything should go back to as it 
was under Yanukovych, but without Yanukovych.”
When asked how long the civil war would continue, Lukin 
explained: “We’re in no hurry. [Poroshenko] is the one who 
needs to hurry. Or else the girl with the braid [former Prime 
Minister Yulia Tymoshenko] will eat him up. Poroshenko’s chair 
is on fire beneath his butt, not ours.” He added: “It was because 
of the false certainty of the Ukrainians that they could win that 
they proceeded so actively with the Anti-Terrorist Operation.” 
Now, Lukin explained, “everyone sees they cannot win” and 
so “the most militarily active stage has passed.”
The US journal Foreign Affairs, commented on this inter-
view: “Lukin’s statements make some sense. First, they provide 
an answer to the question of why Putin didn’t seize the oppor-
tunity to invade Ukraine earlier in the conflict. The Ukrainian 
government and army were completely disorganized after the 
Maidan revolution, and a quick strike could have won Putin 
Kiev. If Lukin is right, an invasion may never have been in the 
cards. Instead, Putin may have placed his hopes on the secession-
ist movements that formed the Donetsk and Luhansk People’s 
Republics as a way to get him what he wanted at lower cost. 
When those failed to win a decisive victory and to prevent a 
Ukrainian rollback, Putin intervened. In the last few days, he 
seems to have halted and partially reversed the Ukrainian ad-
vance.” 53

The Russian regime’s readiness to intervene militarily was 
also expressed by statements of Sergei Glazyev. Glazyev, 
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a supporter of the Eurasian faction, was appointed by Pu-
tin in July 2012 as presidential aide for the coordination of 
the work of federal agencies in developing the Customs 
Union of Belarus, Kazakhstan, and Russia. Currently he 
also serves as Putin’s economic advisor in charge of the 
Ukrainian situation. Glazyev told journalists in an inter-
view with the Russian publication Pravda: “Time is on the 
side of the Nazis [referring to the authorities in Kiev, includ-
ing Poroshenko].” The “Kiev Nazis,” according to Glazyev, 
armed, financed and directed by Washington, are swiftly 
building up a formidable war machine: “In February, they 
had 20,000 armed men, by September they may have 200,000.” 
Glazyev argued that armed action must be taken before 
the pro-Russian separatists are defeated and Moscow 
is facing a hostile army ready to invade and “liberate” 
Crimea. Glazyev advocated an imposition of a no-fly zone 
over Ukraine, while the Russian air force may knock out 
Ukrainian armor “like the Americans [did] in Libya”. 54

When the Ukrainian army advanced in summer, it was no 
longer “only” the Eurasian wing of Russia’s ruling class 
which insisted on a robust intervention in order to avoid 
a collapse of the Donbass republics. Putin himself under-
stood that if he would continue to tolerate the chaos in the 
republics and not intervene, military defeat for them and 
diplomatic defeat for him were certain. Hence he had to 
put the leadership of the “People’s Republics” under full 
control. To achieve this, Moscow ordered their agent Alex-
ander Borodai, the prime minister of the Donetsk People’s 
Republic, back to Moscow to give him new instructions. 
When he returned home in early August, Borodai initi-
ated a number of changes in the leadership personal of 
the Donbass republics. Colonel Igor Strelkov/Girkin, who 
had increasingly acted independently, was stripped of his 
power. Borodai stated in his public declarations that he 
supports a “nativization” of the leadership, i.e. putting 
more native Donbass representatives at the top (which, by 
the way, is a remarkable admission of the strong foreign 
influence at the top of the “People’s Republics). Consis-
tent with this policy, he resigned as prime minister and 
appointed locally-born Vladimir Zakharchenko as his suc-
cessor. In addition Borodai appointed another Donetsk 
native, Vadimir Kononov – a hitherto mid-ranking para-
military fighter who uses the nickname “Tsar” – as the new 
DPR defense minister.
Despite such formal “nativization” of the leadership, Mos-
cow in fact took over full control. Borodai remained “first 
deputy prime minister” and “senior advisor to the prime minis-
ter and government” and continues to act as the strong man 
in the Donbass republics. He put a whole team of siloviki 
in charge of key positions. Lieutenant-General Vladimir 
Antyufeyev, the long-serving state security minister in 
Moldova’s secessionist Transdniestria, came in as DPR 
deputy prime minister on 10 July and became first deputy 
prime minister in late July, with supervisory powers over 
the “security sector.” With his arrival in Donetsk came an 
entire team. He also became acting defense minister in late 
July, for reasons not stated, but foreshadowing Strelkov/
Girkin’s demotion. Antyufeyev’s confidants from Transn-
istria, Andrei Pinchuk and Oleg Bereza, became “state se-
curity minister” and internal affairs minister, respectively, 
of the Donetsk Peoples Republic.
Another Russian agent, outside the security sector, is Alek-
sandr Karaman who became the new DPR deputy prime 

minister for social issues. Karaman is the former vice pres-
ident of Transnistria and, as mentioned above, a protégé 
of Russia’s Deputy Prime Minister Dmitry Rogozin. 55

It is noteworthy that Borodai explained the need to place 
more native persons in top position with the prospects of 
possible negotiations to end the civil war. In that even-
tuality, the DPR’s leadership would need to show native 
faces to the world. This motivation makes clear that these 
personal changes were part of a broader plan of the Putin 
government: first putting the republics leadership under 
full control of Moscow, then intervening militarily to cre-
ate better conditions for negotiations from a position of 
strength and establishing a favorable political solution.
The disempowerment of the Donbass republics’ leadership 
also became obvious during the conclusion of the ceasefire 
process. The Kremlin established a direct channel with the 
Poroshenko government and in this way negotiated the 
details of the ceasefire. The results were only presented to 
the rebel leaders as a fait accompli:
“The Kremlin seeks to: 1) Entangle Poroshenko into a bilateral, 
non-transparent relationship with President Vladimir Putin’s 
administration. This process is an incipient one. Putin’s top ad-
visor Vladislav Surkov has visited Kyiv repeatedly and covertly 
for talks on the terms of the armistice, post-armistice and post-
election political developments. According to some Kiev insiders, 
the armistice terms were worked out in that bilateral channel 
between the presidential administrations, before being formal-
ized in Minsk on September 5 and September 19–20. Ukrainian 
presidential administration head Borys Lozhkin maintains per-
manent contact by telephone with his counterpart Sergei Ivanov 
in the Kremlin, apparently beseeching the latter to act as a ref-
eree on ceasefire violations by Russia’s proxies in Donbas.” 56

Another indication that the Kremlin is consolidating its 
grip over the Donbass republics has been the recent assas-
sination attempt on the life of Pavel Gubarev, which left 
him in a state of coma in hospital. Gubarev’s car was at-
tacked at midnight on 12 October when he was returning 
from a meeting in Rostov-on-Don in Russia. This assassi-
nation attempt was most likely the work of some Kremlin 
agents since it took place only a few days after his party 
was disqualified from participating in November presi-
dential elections by the electoral commission of the Do-
netsk People’s Republic. Gubarev, an ally of the deposed 
Igor Strelkov, posted only hours before the assassination a 
message on his Facebook page announcing he was due to 
make “a very important statement”. The ambush came only 
days before Poroshenko and Putin met in Milan to discuss 
the Ukraine crisis. 57

iii) Evidence for Russian Intervention:
The Military Aspect

After the political preparations in the Donbass leadership 
were made, the Russian army intervened and dramatically 
changed the course of the war. As we already mentioned, 
the rebel forces have relatively few local fighters, Gubarev 
having giving the figure of only 2,300 Donbas residents 
enlisted in their militias.
Another separatist leader, Fyodor Berezin, complained 
in a mid-August interview: “To hell! Nobody wants to fight! 
(…) The Ukrainian army is shooting at the city, people are fall-
ing -- and only because the men of Donetsk don’t want to go to 
the front.” 58

Kremlin



RevCom#28 | Novermber 201418

Igor Strelkov, the defense minister at the time, frequently 
went on a separatist television channel to complain about 
the lack of volunteers for the militia saying they needed at 
least 10,000 more troops. 59

This proves that the Donbass republics did not themselves 
have sufficient manpower to radically change the course 
of war in twelve days as occurred in late August/early Sep-
tember. Recall that it was then that the Donbass republics 
went from near military collapse to a full-scale offensive 
and defeated the Ukrainian army thanks to the massive 
intervention of the Russian army.
As is well-known, thousands of Russians are fighting on 
the side of the separatists. Of course, many of them are 
volunteers. However, it has been shown proven that there 
are also many active regular Russian soldiers amongst 
them, troops which could only be there by the order of 
the Russian military command. Prime Minister Alexander 
Zakharchenko indeed admitted the presence of Russian 
soldiers in east Ukraine, but claimed that are there on va-
cation: “Among us are fighting serving [Russian] soldiers, who 
would rather take their vacation not on a beach but with us, 
among brothers, who are fighting for their freedom.” 60 Sergei 
Baryshnikov, a local ideologist of the Donbass republics, 
also claimed that there are “thousands” of regular Russian 
soldiers who had “volunteered” to come. 61 It goes without 
saying that this can only be considered a joke.
In addition, ten Russian paratroopers were captured by 
the Ukrainian army. On video, the prisoners quickly ad-
mitted that a) they were Russian, and b) they had been 
ordered to cross the border. The Russian Defense Ministry 
then stated that they had accidentally wandered across the 
border. “The soldiers really did participate in a patrol of a sec-
tion of the Russian-Ukrainian border, crossed it by accident on 
an unmarked section, and as far as we understand showed no 

resistance to the armed forces of Ukraine when they were de-
tained.” 62 Since the captive solders they were caught 20 
kilometers inside Ukrainian territory, such claims are once 
again merely ridiculous.
Various Russian human rights organizations have also 
provided concrete evidence about the Russian interven-
tion. The organization Zabyty Polk (Forgotten Regiment), 
which specializes in conducting research on lost combat-
ants and assisting their families, published an approxi-
mate description of the Russian forces that are fighting in 
eastern Ukraine. According to the organization, the total 
number of the Russian forces fighting in Ukraine and sta-
tioned along the border is estimated at about 12–15,000. 
“A breakdown reveals that Russian servicemen from various 
military units based in Chechnya, Dagestan, Stavropol region, 
North Ossetia, Ingushetia, Karachaevo-Cherkessia, Adygea, Ab-
khazia and Kabardino-Balkaria are participating in the Russian-
Ukrainian conflict. Several military units based in Krasnodar 
and Rostov regions, which are adjacent to the North Caucasus, 
are also taking part in the conflict. In fact, the majority of the 
Russian forces fighting in Ukraine appear to have come from 
Russian military units based in the North Caucasus.” 63

Another organization, the Committee of Soldiers’ Mothers 
of the Stavropol region, independently compiled a list of 
Russian army losses in Ukraine at the end of August. It es-
timated that about 400 Russian soldiers have been killed or 
wounded. “Most of them came from three Russian motorized 
brigades—the 19th Separate Motorized Rifle Brigade, based in 
Vladikavkaz, North Ossetia; the 17th Separate Guards Motorized 
Rifle Brigade, stationed in Shali, Chechnya; and the 8th Separate 
Guards Motorized Rifle Brigade, stationed in Shatoi, Chechnya. 
Chechen and Dagestani soldiers fighting in Ukraine reportedly 
suffered massive losses. As Russia has not officially declared war 
on Ukraine, the authorities have tried to cover up these stories by 
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promising to pay large amounts of money to the relatives of the 
slain servicemen to keep them quiet.” 64

Additional evidence for Russia military intervention in 
the Ukraine is the fact that there are hundreds of Chechen 
and Dagestani soldiers fighting there who are under the 
command of Putin’s Quislings in Chechnya and Dagestan, 
Ramzan Kadyrov and Ramazan Abdulatipov respectively. 
These lackeys of Moscow would never send their soldiers 
far away without the consent of the Kremlin. The presence 
of these notorious butchers, responsible for the killing, tor-
ture, and rape of thousands of Chechen resistance fighters 
and civilians is yet further proof of the increasingly reac-
tionary character of the Donbass leadership.
According to Ella Polyakova and Sergei Krivenko, both 
members of the Russian presidential human rights coun-
cil, more than 100 Russian soldiers were killed in eastern 
Ukraine in a single battle near the town of Snizhnye. In 
the same incident, 300 people were wounded. Contradict-
ing Zakharchenko’s claim that the soldiers were in the 
Ukraine “on vacation,” Polyakova claimed that not one 
of the soldiers she or her colleagues had spoken to had 
filled out a form to go on vacation, standard procedure 
for contract soldiers. Krivenko added that he said that had 
received complaints from parents of the soldiers who were 
unable to contact their sons. 65

The final proof that Moscow has taken full over control 
over the Donbass republics is that, on 5 September, their 
leadership was forced to agree to the ceasefire which the 
Russian government had negotiated in Minsk. It is well 
known that, previous to signing, the Donbass leaders were 
unhappy with the ceasefire because the rebel forces (to-
gether with the Russian army) were advancing and could 
have conquered much more territory. However, for politi-
cal reasons, the Kremlin imposed the ceasefire. 66

iv) Conclusions for Revolutionary Tactics

To summarize, from the beginning of the uprising in the 
east Ukraine, sectors of Russia’s imperialist bourgeoi-
sie supported the insurgency. They did so because US 
and EU imperialism is actively attempting to subjugate 
the Ukraine as a semi-colony of the West. In the period 
of capitalist decay, the rivalry between the Great Powers 
inevitably accelerates. Thus, Russia’s monopoly capital is 
desperately fighting to keep its influence in the Ukraine.
However this increasing inter-imperialist rivalry and Rus-
sia’s struggle to retain its influence in the country did not 
eliminate the progressive and legitimate character of the 
spontaneous rebellion which received support from the 
mass of Donbass’ population. However, the absence of any 
revolutionary leadership allowed right-wing and reaction-
ary Greater Russian forces to take over the uprising.
While the Kremlin provided some political and mate-
rial support to the movement and gained considerable 
influence on the ground, the struggle of the Donetsk and 
Lugansk republics managed to retain some forms of in-
dependence. This all changed during the summer 2014 – 
beginning in July and culminating in late August – when 
Moscow replaced the local leadership, placed Russian 
agents into the decisive positions, and sent thousands of 
regular troops to successfully drive back the advancing 
Ukrainian army. When it fit Putin’s plan, Moscow im-
posed a ceasefire – despite the dissatisfaction of the rebels. 

Since then the leaderships of the Donbass republics have 
been made mere puppets of Russian imperialism. The up-
rising in the east Ukraine no longer has an independent 
dynamic.
Hence, revolutionaries today must continue the struggle 
for democratic rights, against the austerity attacks of the 
Kiev regime, and against the fascist threat; but they can-
not continue participating in a military bloc with the Don-
bass separatists. Instead, revolutionaries, must pursue a 
dual defeatist position, i.e. they have to wage a struggle 
on two fronts: against the imperialist bourgeoisie of US 
and EU and their Kiev puppets, as well as against Russian 
imperialism and their agents at the head of the Donbass 
republics.
The RCIT is by no means surprised by these development, 
and we actually pointed out this possible turn of events 
several months ago. In one of our earlier statements we 
warned:
“The democratic uprising in the east is another validation of 
RCIT’s position that every democratic and national movement 
has to be thoroughly studied, and must not automatically be 
viewed simply as a proxy in the intensifying inter-imperialist 
rivalry. In a world dominated by imperialist monopolies and 
states, it is unavoidable that these great powers will try to utilize 
national and democratic struggles to advance their influence. 
However, one has to analyze concretely whether or not a given 
movement has become totally subordinate to and a proxy of an 
imperialist power. Given that the development of movements is 
determined by the living laws of class struggle, they can natu-
rally also change their character. If, for example, Russian troops 
would invade the Eastern Ukraine, the local uprising would lose 
its popular character and become a proxy of Russian imperial-
ism. In such a situation, revolutionaries could no longer support 
the rebellion.” 67

This is exactly what happened in August 2014 and it is for 
this reason that the RCIT must take into account this devel-
opment when deriving its tactic. A change in the character 
of the civil war requires a change in the revolutionary tac-
tic. We can no longer support the struggle of the Donbass 
republics against the Kiev regime. Naturally, neither can 
we can support the Kiev regime against the pro-Russian 
camp, since it is a reactionary marionette of NATO and EU 
imperialism. The conflict in the east Ukraine has became 
a proxy war between two imperialist camps – NATO and 
Russia.
Is it conceivable that revolutionaries will have to change 
their position yet again? Yes, of course. This could hap-
pen if, for example, the Putin regime – out of a position 
of weakness – would change its mind and drop any sup-
port for the separatists in order to close a deal with the 
Poroshenko regime and the Western imperialists. In such 
a situation, the Kiev regime will certainly try to crush the 
rebels with full military force. Under such conditions, the 
Donbass republics would be fighting for survival against 
annihilation by the reactionary Kiev regime, and would 
hence be defending the national and democratic rights of 
the local population. At the same time they would have 
regained a certain independence – not because of their 
political will but because Putin abandoned them. In such 
a situation, Bolshevik-Communists might be forced to re-
sume their revolutionary defensist tactic and support the 
military struggle of the Donbass republics.

Kremlin
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Many times in the past we have pointed out that it 
is crucial for Marxists to understand that libera-
tion struggles often take place in the shadow of 

attempts by imperialist powers to interfere and utilize the 
struggles for their own power interests. While revolution-
aries have to fight against such imperialist interference, 
they should not automatically refuse to support and par-
ticipate in such liberation movements. Quite the opposite, 
Bolshevik-Communists should fight inside the liberation 
movement, advance the struggle, and work for its inde-
pendence of any bourgeois faction or imperialist power.
At the same time it is necessary that Marxists continue to 
analyze the relationship between a given liberation move-
ment and those imperialist powers which are trying to 
bring it under their control. They have to assess at what 
point the imperialist interference becomes sufficiently 
large that its quantitative measure becomes qualitative 
in significance, and the liberation movement basically 
becomes a tool of the imperialist power’s foreign policy 
interests. This method of ours was elaborated by Lenin 
and Trotsky, and we have applied it to various liberation 
struggles in the past. The RCIT summarized the Marxist 
method in its program:
“Particularly, where authoritarian regimes or the military 
openly trample on democratic rights, mass movements rise and 
fight with determination for their rights. Other states and even 
great imperialist powers try to exploit such domestic crises and 
are only too happy to expand their influence. The Bolsheviks-
Communists support any real movement of the popular masses 
against the suppression of democratic rights. We reject any in-
fluence of reactionary forces and defend the national sovereignty 
of semi-colonial countries against imperialism. This can not 
mean that revolutionaries renounce the support of revolution-
ary-democratic movement. In reality, the imperialist meddling 
is no help for the revolutionary-democratic struggle, but threat-
ens to undermine it. That is why we have supported progressive 
liberation struggles of the masses against dictatorships, but at 
the same time rejected sharply imperialist interventions. (E.g. 
the struggle of the Bosnians 1992-95, the Kosovo Albanians in 
1999, the uprising against the Gaddafi dictatorship in Libya in 
2011). Only when the imperialist intervention is becoming the 
dominant feature of the political situation, revolutionaries must 
subordinate the democratic struggle to the fight against such an 
intervention. 68

While this approach was both correct and important in the 
past, it is even more so now, during the new historic peri-
od of capitalist decay which began in 2008, when political 
and economic contradictions are intensifying inter-impe-
rialist rivalries at an accelerated pace. On the backdrop of 
this rivalry between the great powers, it is more and more 
likely that this or that imperialist power will try to use lo-
cal conflicts and wars to advance its own interests.
In a longer essay – Liberation Struggles and Imperialist Inter-

ference – we have explained the approach of the Bolshevik-
Communists to the contradictory relationship of liberation 
struggles and imperialist interference. We explained that 
many centrist pseudo-revolutionaries fail to grasp this 
problem and therefore tend to commit the following mis-
takes:
a) They negate the existence of any imperialist interference 
in a given liberation movement. Consequently, they op-
portunistically adapt to the pro-imperialist leadership of 
this movement and hence fail to fight against this reaction-
ary interference.
b) Or, conversely, they recognize the imperialist interfer-
ence but, as a result, they refuse to take into account the 
progressive character of the liberation struggle. Hence, in 
a sectarian fashion, they denounce the liberation struggle 
as a tool of a given imperialist powers interest and refuse 
to support it. (Usually such sectarianism is just a hidden 
form of opportunism to this or that faction of the ruling 
class or an imperialist power.)
The Bolshevik-Communists’ understanding of the contra-
dictory relationship of liberation struggles and imperialist 
interference has aided us in the past to correctly judge the 
development of many national and democratic struggles 
and wars. Understanding this method is crucial in reach-
ing the correct conclusions in the civil war in east Ukraine 
as well as – as we can expect – in the many other similar 
conflicts and wars in the future.
Let us now elaborate the Marxist method on this issue as 
we outlined it in our essay Liberation Struggles and Imperial-
ist Interference. 69

i) The Marxist Classics on Progressive Struggles,
Wars, and Imperialist powers

Lenin repeatedly explained that in the epoch of imperi-
alism the great powers will always try to interfere and 
utilize national and democratic conflicts. However, he 
added, this must not lead Marxists to automatically take 
a defeatist position in such conflicts. Rather, what is de-
cisive is  which factor becomes the dominant aspect – the 
national, democratic liberation struggle or the imperialist 
war of conquest.
„Britain and France fought the Seven Years’ War for the pos-
session of colonies. In other words, they waged an imperialist 
war (which is possible on the basis of slavery and primitive 
capitalism as well as on the basis of modern highly developed 
capitalism). France suffered defeat and lost some of her colonies. 
Several years later there began the national liberation war of the 
North American States against Britain alone. France and Spain, 
then in possession of some parts of the present United States, 
concluded a friendship treaty with the States in rebellion against 
Britain. This they did out of hostility to Britain, i.e., in their own 
imperialist interests. French troops fought the British on the side 

Liberation Struggles
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of the American forces. What we have here is a national libera-
tion war in which imperialist rivalry is an auxiliary element, one 
that has no serious importance. This is the very opposite to what 
we see in the war of 1914-16 (the national element in the Austro-
Serbian War is of no serious importance compared with the all-
determining element of imperialist rivalry). It would be absurd, 
therefore, to apply the concept imperialism indiscriminately and 
conclude that national wars are “impossible”. A national libera-
tion war, waged, for example, by an alliance of Persia, India and 

China against one or more of the imperialist powers, is both pos-
sible and probable, for it would follow from the national libera-
tion movements in these countries. The transformation of such 
a war into an imperialist war between the present-day imperial-
ist powers would depend upon very many concrete factors, the 
emergence of which it would be ridiculous to guarantee.“ 70

In another article, Lenin compared the possibility of im-
perialists’ interference in national liberation struggles for 
their own aims with the possible interference of sections 

Liberation Struggles
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of monopoly capital in democratic struggles in imperialist 
countries. In both cases, Lenin argued, it would be wrong 
to refuse support for theses struggles because such inter-
ference:
„On the other hand, the socialists of the oppressed nations must, 
in particular, defend and implement the full and unconditional 
unity, including organisational unity, of the workers of the op-
pressed nation and those of the oppressor nation. Without this it 
is impossible to defend the independent policy of the proletariat 
and their class solidarity with the proletariat of other countries 
in face of all manner of intrigues, treachery and trickery on the 
part of the bourgeoisie. The bourgeoisie of the oppressed nations 
persistently utilise the slogans of national liberation to deceive 
the workers; in their internal policy they use these slogans for 
reactionary agreements with the bourgeoisie of the dominant 
nation (for example, the Poles in Austria and Russia who come 
to terms with reactionaries for the oppression of the Jews and 
Ukrainians); in their foreign policy they strive to come to terms 
with one of the rival imperialist powers for the sake of imple-
menting their predatory plans (the policy of the small Balkan 
states, etc.). The fact that the struggle for national liberation 
against one imperialist power may, under certain conditions, be 
utilised by another “great” power for its own, equally imperial-
ist, aims, is just as unlikely to make the Social-Democrats refuse 
to recognise the right of nations to self-determination as the nu-
merous cases of bourgeois utilisation of republican slogans for 
the purpose of political deception and financial plunder (as in the 
Romance countries, for example) are unlikely to make the Social-
Democrats reject their republicanism.” 71

The Trotskyists have continued to apply this approach 
and developed it further. Rudolf Klement, a secretary of 
Trotsky and a leading member of the Fourth International, 
elaborated the position of the Fourth International in an 
article called Principles and Tactics in War. In this article 
Klement: wrote:
“Class struggle and war are international phenomena, which 
are decided internationally. But since every struggle permits of 
but two camps (bloc against bloc) and since imperialistic fights 
intertwine with the class war (world imperialism—world prole-
tariat), there arise manifold and complex cases. The bourgeoisie 
of the semi-colonial countries or the liberal bourgeoisie menaced 
by its “own” fascism, appeal for aid to the “friendly” imperi-
alisms; the Soviet Union attempts, for example, to utilise the 
antagonisms between the imperialisms by concluding alliances 
with one group against another, etc. The proletariat of all coun-
tries, the only internationally solidarity—and not least of all 
because of that, the only progressive—class, thereby finds itself 
in the complicated situation in wartime, especially in the new 
world war, of combining revolutionary defeatism towards his 
own bourgeoisie with support of progressive wars.” 72

Klement defends a dialectical approach, arguing that “the 
proletariat, especially in the imperialist countries, requires, 
in this seemingly contradictory situation, a particularly clear 
understanding of these combined tasks and of the methods for 
fulfilling them.” Later, at the end of his article, he goes on 
to emphasize: “Thus we see how different war situations re-
quire from the revolutionary proletariat of the various imperial-
ist countries, if it wishes to remain true to itself and to its goal, 
different fighting forms, which may appear to schematic spirits 
to be “deviations” from the basic principle of revolutionary de-
featism, but which result in reality only from the combination of 
revolutionary defeatism with the defence of certain progressive 
camps.”

ii) Imperialist Interventions and Military Tactics

It is such a concrete, dialectical method which the Marxists 
classics developed and which we apply today to the dif-
ferent types of wars which take place in a world situation 
characterized by increasing contradictions and rivalry.
Let us now elaborate our approach. We are anti-imperialist 
because we consistently support the liberation struggles of 
the working class and oppressed peoples for which impe-
rialism is the biggest enemy. Our anti-imperialism is a conse-
quence of our fundamental position on the class struggle and not 
an overriding principle, which resides above the class struggle.
Our method is that during such just democratic or nation-
al liberation struggles we are on the side of the liberation 
fighters (who, given the absence, of revolutionary leader-
ship are mostly under bourgeois or petty-bourgeois lead-
erships) and support their military victory. We sharply 
differentiate between these progressive liberation strug-
gles and the interests of the imperialist powers. While we 
support the first, we totally oppose the later. Hence we 
Bolshevik-Communists reject any imperialist interference 
and call for the defeat of the imperialist forces. 
If we take the examples of the liberation wars in Bosnia 
1992-95, Kosova 1999, Libya 2011, and Syria since 2011, 
we see that these struggles – while the Western imperial-
ist powers obviously interfered – retained their character 
of primarily authentic democratic and national liberation 
struggles. 73

We explained in our essay: “Of course imperialist interfer-
ence can change the character of a national liberation struggle. 
But this is not necessarily and always the case. In our book on 
the Arab Revolution we already referred to the examples that 
the imperialists also interfered in the Chinese national liberation 
struggle in the 1930s and 1940s or in the guerilla mass move-
ments in Eastern Europe against the Nazis during World War 
II. For example the British sent arms and officer to the Stalinist 
partisans of Tito and the USA sent even military aircrafts with 
US pilots to support the bourgeois Chiang Kai-chek forces. Did 
these lead the revolutionaries of the Fourth International to stop 
supporting these struggles?! No, and they would have been very 
wrong to do so. One has to concretely analyze if a given demo-
cratic or national liberation struggle becomes fully subordinated 
to the imperialist maneuvers and doesn’t possess any significant 
internal dynamic of a workers and peasant liberation struggle. If 
this is the case, Marxists must change their position and give up 
critical support for the national liberation struggle.” 74

As we elaborated above, these conditions apply to the civil 
war in the Ukraine. The legitimate national and democrat-
ic character of the uprising in the east Ukraine remained 
the dominant aspect – despite the Russian imperialist in-
terference from early on – from its beginning in March un-
til August. With the taking over of the direct control of the 
leadership of the Donbass republics, by putting Russian 
agents (in the literal sense of the word) in the crucial posi-
tions and by deploying thousands of soldiers and tanks, 
heavy artillery, etc., the character of the uprising changed. 
The national liberation struggle in the east Ukraine became 
fully subordinated to Russian imperialist foreign policy 
and doesn’t possess any significant internal dynamic of a 
workers’ and popular liberation struggle.

Liberation Struggles
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The RCIT took a clear and unequivocal position in the 
Ukraine crisis. In the first period we refused to sup-
port either the pro-Western, reactionary Euromaidan 

movement nor the reactionary Yanukovych government. 
We said in our first statement in December 2013: “Neither 
Brussels nor Moscow! For an independent Workers’ Republic! 
A reactionary opposition mobilizes against a reactionary gov-
ernment. For independent working class mobilizations against 
both factions of Ukraine’s ruling class!” 75 When a right-wing 
regime with fascists elements in its ranks took power in 
later February and threatened the working class in general 
and the Russophone population in the Donbass region in 
particular, the RCIT immediately supported the popular 
rebellion in the east and called for its victory against the 
Kiev-loyalist military forces. We argued that the central 
task was to build action councils based on regular mass as-
semblies in places of work and neighborhoods. On such a 
basis, the movement should call a democratic congress to 
coordinate the resistance and to form the basis for a work-
ers’ government. Equally, such democratic mass organs 
should control the workers’ and popular militias.
We recognized the Ukraine conflict was impossible to un-
derstand without recognizing the context of the increas-
ing rivalry between the imperialist powers. In the RCIT’s 
document Thesis on the World Situation from April 2014 we 
stated:
“The heightening of inter-imperialist rivalry will inevitably lead 
to destabilization of international relations between the Great 
Powers. It will multiply the political, diplomatic, and economic 
conflicts between the imperialist states and will provoke an ac-
celerated armaments race, militarism, and chauvinism on all 
sides. While, in the short term, the Cold War may not turn into 
a shooting war in Europe, open clashes between Japan and Chi-
na are quite possible in the next few years. If the international 
working class does not succeed in overthrowing the ruling class 
in time, a Third World War is the most likely outcome of the 
escalating inter-imperialist rivalry on the backdrop of capital-
ism’s decline. This rivalry and militarism will most likely in-
crease qualitatively with outbreak of the next, and probably even 
deeper, Great Recession some time in the next few years. This 
further deepening of capitalism’s crisis will also increase the de-
sire of the desperate ruling classes to look for a military solution 
to their problems, i.e., by launching a new war.” 76

We emphasized that socialists must oppose the great pow-
er’s imperialist militarism and all kind of their sanctions 
against one another.
“The RCIT restates its Leninist position on conflicts between 
imperialist states: We defend the program which is associated 
with the term revolutionary defeatism. In both camps, revolu-
tionaries must develop propaganda along the lines “The main 
enemy is at home!” and “Turn the imperialist into a civil war!” 
The international workers’ movement must oppose all forms of 
sanctions issued by the imperialist states against their rivals. 
They must also resolutely oppose NATO’s expansion towards 
the East as well as Russia’s threats of invasion and its economic 
pressure against the Ukraine, which takes the form of raising gas 
prices and aggressively calling in debts.” 77

Out of this Leninist position of revolutionary defeatism 
against all imperialist powers, we always made it abso-
lutely clear that the workers’ movement in the Ukraine 
must neither support the imperialist NATO camp nor the 
imperialist Russian camp. In our joint declaration with the 
Russian comrades from MAS, we stated:
“On the background of the February 22 right-wing coup in the 
Ukraine, the rivalry between the imperialist powers has danger-
ously escalated. Now in power is a right-wing coalition – the 
so-called “Euro-Maidan” movement – composed of pro-Western 
conservative parties and fascist forces. This coalition overthrew 
the former government of Viktor Yanukovych who acted as a 
lackey of most Ukraine oligarchs as well as of Russian imperi-
alism, and who ruled with increasingly authoritarian methods. 
(…)
At the same time, the RCIT and the MAS denounce the saber-
rattling by the Putin regime. The Russian president has been 
granted the authority to use the country’s armed forces in the 
Ukraine as pro-Russian militias continue their seizure of state 
buildings in the country’s southeastern region of Crimea. The 
Federation Council, the upper house of the Russian parliament, 
voted overwhelmingly to back a proposal to use “the armed forc-
es of the Russian Federation on the territory of Ukraine until the 
normalization of the socio-political situation in that country.” 
According to Ukrainian sources, Russia has already deployed 
6,000 troops in the Crimea. These latest developments are noth-
ing but the implementation of an aggressive, imperialist policy 
by Russia under the pretext of defending the Russian-speaking 
majority in Crimea. The present military maneuvers and the de-
ployment of Russian forces in Crimea is the continuation of the 
Russia’s imperialist policies of the past by other means. They by 
no means constitute “fraternal aid for their Russian brother and 
sisters.”
Equally, we denounce the reactionary saber-rattling by the 
Western imperialist powers. Under present conditions, the new 
Ukrainian regime is not an independent actor, but only the mar-
ionette of Obama, Merkel, and Hollande. In any military conflict 
between the Ukraine and Russia, the Ukrainian state would rep-
resent the Western imperialist powers. Hence, socialists in the 
Ukraine, Russia, and internationally should not support either 
of these two imperialist camps.” 78

Out of our awareness about such dangers we warned 
against the reactionary influence of the pro-Russian chau-
vinist forces inside the uprising. We wrote: “It is equally 
central that revolutionaries fight inside this movement against 
reactionary, pro-Russian imperialist and chauvinist forces. 
These forces are reactionary henchmen of Russian imperialism. 
While the Maidan slogan “Glory to the Ukraine” is reaction-
ary, hailing Russian imperialism and its President Putin is no 
more progressive. This is particularly true given the history of 
the Ukrainian nation which for centuries has been character-
ized by systematic oppression by Greater Russian chauvinism – 
first under Tsarism until 1917 and subsequently, from the early 
1930s onwards, by Stalinism. The popular uprising in the east 
must be transformed into an independent working class move-
ment which expels all chauvinist and semi-fascist elements.” 79

Subsequent events have confirmed that the RCIT was 
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rights to warn against the reactionary influence of the 
Greater Russian chauvinist forces. The degeneration of the 
uprising in the east Ukraine has dramatically shown the 
devastating consequences of the lack of a revolutionary 
leadership. If a sizeable revolutionary party would have 
existed in the Ukraine, it could have given the masses a 
perspective to take power in their own hands. It could have 
shown a perspective without Greater Russian chauvinism 
but with an outlook for a country-wide struggle against 
the reactionary Kiev regime, against the interference of all 
imperialist powers, for the equality of all national groups 
and for a socialist perspective which strives towards the 
expropriation of all oligarchs, the nationalization of the 
industry and banks and a workers’ government. Unfor-
tunately, the socialist forces proved too weak to resist the 
hijacking of the uprising the Russian imperialism.
We argued against the breaking-up of the Ukraine and for 
full autonomy of the Russophone region in the East. We 
wrote: “Socialists should advocate complete equality for the 
Russian-language in the Ukraine and full autonomy and the 
right of self-government for the Russian-speaking provinces. 
While we defend the right of self-determination, including the 
right of secession, all indicators show that the huge majority of 
the population in the eastern part of the country does not desire 
such separation but rather more autonomous rights. Hence, rev-
olutionaries should oppose the breaking up of the Ukraine and 
the annexation of its eastern provinces to Russia. Under current 
conditions, calling for the annexation of the east to Russia is 
simply propaganda for Russian imperialism. It is equally impor-
tant that socialists struggle against Greater Russian animosity 
against the population of western Ukraine – even when such 
animosity disguises itself as ‘anti-fascism.’” 80

It is possible that this element of the RCIT program for the 
Ukraine has become obsolete. After the fascist massacres 
and the brutal war of the Kiev regime, it is unlikely that 
the Donbass population wants to remain part of the same 

state. Under such conditions, it might be necessary to com-
bine the struggle for working class power in the Ukraine, 
Donbass and Russia with the call for a voluntary socialist 
federation of workers republics.
Whatever will be the form of the future Ukraine or a pos-
sible Donbass republic, the anti-capitalist program of the 
RCIT remains fully valid. It is vital that the struggle against 
the looming fascist threat and for the defense of the rights 
of the Russian-speaking population of the Ukraine be 
combined with mobilizations against these social attacks. 
Ukrainian socialists must link this struggle with a call for 
an immediate break with the IMF, NATO, and the EU 
as well as the nationalization of the country’s industries 
and financial sector under workers’ control. Equally, they 
must fight against any subjugation to Russian imperial-
ism like the Eurasian Union. The goal has to be the over-
throw of the present government and the formation of a 
workers’ government. To fight for the implementation of 
such a program, it is absolutely incumbent upon Ukrai-
nian workers to establish an independent, revolutionary 
workers’ party.
We can summarize the RCIT program in the present situa-
tion in the following main slogans:
* Down with the reactionary, pro-Western imperialist regime 
in Kiev! Down with the Putin regime and its puppets in the 
Donbass republics!
* For the right of national self-determination for the Russian-
speaking regions including the right to form their own state!
* Build workers’ and popular councils and militias to defeat the 
reactionary regime in Kiev and Donetsk!
* Down with US/EU imperialistic expansion towards the East! 
No to Russian imperialism!
* Expropriate all oligarchs! For the nationalization of industries 
and the banks under workers’ control!
* Neither Brussels nor Moscow! For an independent workers’ 
republic!

Program
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In this essay we have reexamined the nature of the 
uprising in the east Ukraine. We have shown that the 
struggle against the reactionary Kiev regime had a 

progressive and democratic character from its onset until 
August. We have also explained that the development of 
this conflict can only be understood in the context of the 
increasing rivalry between the imperialist powers U.S./EU 
and Russia (and their allies).
The uprising was hampered from the beginning by the 
lack of substantial revolutionary party which could have 
given the masses a socialist perspective. As a result, the 
Donbass leadership became dominated by Greater Rus-
sian chauvinists (including many Russian politicians and 
militia leaders). They tried to transform the Donbass re-
publics into a territory controlled by Russian imperialism. 
This process was contradictory because the uprising had 
a spontaneous character and remained chaotic and decen-
tralized for a long time. One wing of Russia’s monopoly 
capital – the “Eurasians” which advocate an aggressive 
foreign policy to expand the Russian empire – strongly 
advocated a full military intervention and supported the 
uprising as much as they could from the beginning. How-
ever, the Putin government as such did not follow a con-
sistent line in its foreign policy.
The RCIT correctly supported the uprising from the be-
ginning. We combined this support with sharp criticism 
towards the petty-bourgeois leadership of the Donbass 
republics and a socialist program for expropriation of the 
oligarchs, national self-determination for all minorities, 

and working class power.
When the Ukrainian army made huge military advances 
and brought the Donbass republics close to defeat in July/
August, the Putin government decided to intervene mas-
sively. Moscow replaced the leadership of the People’s 
Republics and put in charge Russian politicians who had 
a history of being loyal instruments of Moscow. In addi-
tion, the Putin government deployed thousands of troops 
in east Ukraine which tipped the balance and helped the 
Donbass republics to regain substantial ground. In early 
September, Moscow imposed a ceasefire. The August in-
tervention of the Russian imperialist state marked a quali-
tative turning point.
From that moment the dominant character of the uprising 
has been its having become a tool of Russian imperialist 
foreign policy. From then on, revolutionaries must contin-
ue the struggle for democratic rights, against the austerity 
attacks of the Kiev regime, and against the fascist threat 
without making a military bloc with the Donbass separat-
ists. Instead, they have to pursue a dual defeatist position, 
i.e., they have to wage a struggle on two fronts: against the 
imperialist bourgeoisie of US and EU and their Kiev mari-
onette as well as against Russian imperialism and their 
stooges at the head of the Donbass republics. Today social-
ist have to combine the struggle for democratic and social 
rights and against the oligarchs and imperialist interfer-
ence in the Ukraine and Donbass with an internationalist 
perspective for creating independent workers’ republics 
and a voluntary federation between them.

VII. Summary
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הסקת מסקנות ושינוי כיוון הכרחי 

הפך לסמל המאבק ההמוני של   –יום האדמה    –למרץ    30-ה 
הפלסטינים, אזרחי מדינת האפרטהייד הציונית, כנגד הנישול 
והדיכוי. השאלה הניצבת לפני הפעילים הפוליטיים המתנגדים לדיכוי 
ולמתקפה על רמת החיים ועל הזכויות הדמוקרטיות היא כיצד ניתן 
להפוך סמל חשוב זה למאבק מנצח. לשם כך יש להסיק מסקנות 
מהפכניות מהמצב הפוליטי העולמי האזורי והמקומי. אם לא נוציא 

 מסקנות ונפעל לפיהן ימשיך יום האדמה להיות מאבק סמלי בלבד.

הזהרנו כי המאבקים האדירים המתרחשים   2013ביום האדמה בשנת  
ברחבי העולם למען זכויות דמוקרטיות, חייבים להפוך למאבק למען 
מהפכה סוציאליסטית בהנהגת מפלגות פועלים מהפכניות, ולא 
הבורגנות האימפריאליסטית ומשרתיה יקימו בתגובה משטרים 

 טוטליטריים ואף פשיסטיים ויסכנו בכך את המשך קיום האנושות.

נאמר לנו כי אנו חולמים, כי אנו מנותקים מהמציאות וכי הדרך 
מוליכה למאבק בשלבים קודם כל מהפכה דמוקרטית ורק בשלב 
ההיסטורי הבא אולי תתכן מהפכה סוציאליסטית. השנה ניתן לראות 
עד כמה צדקנו כאשר כתבנו זאת. במצרים, לב העולם הערבי, 
המהפכה הדמוקרטית בה השתתפו מיליוני בני אדם שדרשו לחם 
ודמוקרטיה הגיעה בשלב זה למבוי סתום. הממשלה של האחים 
המוסלמים שהייתה מכשול למהפכה הדמוקרטית הופלה בהפיכה 

אימפריאליסטים רווי -צבאית ובמקומה עלה שלטון הגנרלים הפרו 
הדם שהחזיר את מצרים לתקופה של מובארכ. בסוריה המשטר 

 הרצחני של אסד ממשיך לטבוח בבני עמו. 

 –המהפכה הדמוקרטית לא ניצחה בשום מקום. הסיבה לכך פשוטה  
בתקופת שקיעת הקפיטליזם, המעמד הבורגני החלש, במדינות שלא 
עברו את המהפכה הדמוקרטית, חושש מאוד מאפשרות שהמאבק 
ההמוני ייצא משליטתו ויפרוץ את הדרך למהפכה סוציאליסטית. 
חשש זה גובר על החשש מהשליטה של האימפריאליסטים, הזורקים 

 הניצול של המוני העם.-לו פרורים מסופר

דוגמא ברורה אחרת המעידה על אופייה של התקופה בה אנו חיים 
היא האירועים באוקראינה, שם ממשלה פשיסטית עלתה לשלטון 
בתמיכת המערב האימפריאליסטי בהנהגתה של ארצות הברית. 
באותה עת, רוסיה האימפריאליסטית של פוטין השתלטה על קרים. 
כתוצאה מהתחדדות הסתירות שבין האימפריאליסטים השונים, 
קיימת סכנה כי הסתירות בין המעצמות האימפריאליסטיות במאבקן 

מנוצל תביא -על השליטה על שווקים, חומרי גלם וכוח עבודה סופר 
בסופו של דבר למלחמת עולם שלישית. ריסוקה של ברית המועצות 
על ידי ההנהגה הסטליניסטית המסואבת, והעדר הנהגה מהפכנית של 
מעמד הפועלים פתחה, כפי שאנו רואים היום, את השער לעליית 
הממשלה הפשיסטית באוקראינה ולהתחזקות מפלגות הימין הקיצוני 
לא רק במזרח אירופה, אלא במדינות אירופה המערבית, כמו למשל 

 יוון.

מצב השמאל באזור 

תנועות השמאל באזור נושאות גם הן באחריות לכישלון המהפכות. 
במצרים, תנועות ומפלגות השמאל סירבו ליישם את האמור לעיל, 
המשקף את תקפותה של תיאוריית המהפכה המתמדת של המהפכן, 
ממנהיגי המהפכה הרוסית, ליאון טרוצקי. כתוצאה מכך, הן הזדנבו 
אחר כוחות הבורגנות והבורגנות הזעירה, במקום להיאבק להקמתה 

 של מפלגת פועלים מהפכנית הנלחמת למען מהפכה סוציאליסטית. 

בסוריה, המפלגה הקומוניסטית הכניעה את מעמד הפועלים למשטר 
הסורי ומנעה ממנו התארגנות עצמאית מהפכנית. היא ממשיכה 
במדיניות זאת כאשר היא תומכת במשטר הדמים בטענה שהוא נאבק 
כנגד האימפריאליזם. זאת בעוד הוא נהנה מתמיכת האימפריאליזם 
הרוסי והסיני ואילו המערב מסרב לחמש את תנועת ההתנגדות 
שברובה אסלאמיסטית, ובכך מחזק את משטרו של אסד. קבוצות 
שמאל אחרות מסרבות לעשות חזית צבאית עם האיסלמיסטים בטענה 
שהם ריאקציונרים. זה נכון שההנהגה האסלמיסטית ריאקציונית, 
אולם האויב היותר מסוכן כיום הוא משטרו של אסד. שמאל מהפכני 
היה משתתף במאבק הצבאי נגד אסד, אך נאבק על הנהגת התנועה, 
שהינה חלק מהמהפכה הדמוקרטית הבלתי גמורה, במטרה להשלימה 

 במהפכה סוציאליסטית.

למרות נסיגות אלו, הזעם של ההמונים בכל רחבי העולם יכול 
להתפרץ מחדש וברמה גבוהה יותר. עלינו להכין את עצמנו 
להתפרצות זאת ולהסביר ללא לאות תוך השתתפות בכל מאבק ולו 
חלקי כי הדרך היחידה למחוץ את הפשיזם ולמנוע מלחמת עולם 
שלישית היא מהפכה סוציאליסטית. בניגוד לקבוצות שמאל התומכות 
ברוסיה, או בממשלה הפשיסטית באוקראינה, אין למעמד הפועלים 
ה  ברוסי ולא  ת  שלה הפשיסטי לא בממ תמוך  אינטרס ל כל 
האימפריאליסטית. הצורך הוא להתנגד לשני כוחות ריאקציונרים אלו 
על בסיס פרוגראמה מהפכנית למען אוקראינה סוציאליסטית כחלק 

 מפדרציה סוציאליסטית של כל אירופה וכחלק ממהפכה עולמית.

כשהימין מתחזק זה אומר שישראל נחלשת 

באותה עת אנו עדים להתחזקות הימין בישראל המבקש לחסל כל 
גילוי של ביקורת על הפשעים שישראל מעוללת לעם הפלסטיני. 

כאשר   67ישראל מחריפה את הדיכוי של העם הפלסטיני גם בגבולות  
קורבן בולט לרדיפה הפוליטית הוא ח"כ מחמד ברכה. ברכה הורשע 
בתקיפה, בעוד הוא מגן על אורי אבנרי, בהפגנה שנערכה לפני שבע 
וחצי שנים בזמן מלחמת לבנון השנייה. בעזה ובגדה המערבית 
ישראל רוצחת בדם קר את מתנגדי הכיבוש והיא מחממת את 
הגבולות עם לבנון וסוריה כאשר היא ממשיכה לאיים במלחמה נגד 
אירן. הדיכוי הגובר הוא תוצאה של בידודה הגובר של ישראל 
ן  ום רק לתמיכה של הימי הי ם  ני פו טי ישראל  בעולם. שלי

 האיסלמופובי בעולם, התומך בדיכוי העם הפלסטיני.

בידודה של ישראל מתבטא לא רק בהעמקת החרם על ישראל על ידי 
תנועת החרם העולמית באוניברסיטאות ועל ידי האיגודים 
המקצועיים, אלא אף התפרסם כי המועצה לזכויות אדם של האו"ם 

ישראליות, -בז'נבה עומדת להצביע על חמש החלטות גינוי אנטי 
ת  שקעו ה טת  והס ם  חר דוד  לעי ה  קריא ת  כולל הן  מ ת  ח שא
מההתנחלויות. אין מה לסמוך על גינוי זה משום שהאו"ם הוא זרוע 
של האימפריאליזם התומך, למרות הביקורת הנשמעת לפעמים, 

 בישראל חזקה המזוינת מכף רגל ועד ראש. 

אולם עצם האפשרות שגוף זה יגנה את ישראל משקפת את העובדה 
כי ישראל נמצאת למעשה במצב בו היה משטר האפרטהייד של דרום 
אפריקה, אחותה התאומה של ישראל בסוף שנות השמונים של המאה 
הקודמת. בידוד זה הוא המוליך למתיחות מסוימת בין ארצות הברית 
של אובמה לישראל כאשר משטרו של אובמה, שבאופן יסודי תומך 
בישראל, מבין שעליו לקחת מרחק מסוים מישראל במטרה להמשיך 
לשלוט באזור. כדי להמשיך ולמצוץ את אוצרותיו הטבעיים כנפט 
ולשמור על עליונות אסטרטגית כנגד האימפריאליזם הרוסי והסיני. 

 נמאס ממחאות סמליות! למען מאבק עממי ממשי!

Read the RCIT‘s statements, articles and leaflets
during the Gaza War 2014 at www.thecommunists.net
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 اوقفوا الفاشية وسفك الدماء في غزة!
نحن رفاق الرابطة الاشتراكية الأممية نحيي أولئك الذين ل�دي�ه�م 
الشجاعة للتعبير والتضامن مع اهل غزة الذي يتعرضون لهجوم 
وحشي، هجوم ليس بينه وبين أمن الج�م�اه�ي�ر الإس�رائ�ي�ل�ي�ة أي 
صلة. الجيش الإسرائيلي هو الذراع العسكري للح�ك�وم�ة وال�ت�ي 
تستخدم الإرهاب تجاه  الفلسطينيين وشعوب المنط�ق�ة, ب�ت�م�وي�ل 

 من الشعب الذي يعاني الازمات الاقتصادية.

نرحب المحاولة لتوحيد ك�ل أول�ئ�ك ال�ذي�ن ي�ع�ارض�ون س�ي�اس�ة 
الارهاب من قبل الحكومة الاسرائيلية والقوات ال�ف�اش�ي�ة، ل�ك�ن�ن�ا 
نرى بالمطالبة لتوحيد الشعارات في ال�م�ظ�اه�رات خ�ط�أ ف�ادح. 
أفضل أساس للتوحيد والتكاتف هو حرية في التعبير ع�ن ال�رأي 

وفقط في هذه ال�ط�ري�ق�ة س�ي�ت�م�ك�ن   –لجميع الأفراد والمنظمات 
الجمهور لفحص واختيار الوسيلة الافضل لوقف جرائم ال�ح�رب 
ضد الشعب, والعنف ضد أولئك ال�ذي�ن ي�ت�ع�اط�ف�ون م�ع م�ع�ان�اة 

 الفلسطينيين.

العديد يقارنون دول�ة إس�رائ�ي�ل ل�دول�ة "الاب�رت�ه�اي�د" (ال�ف�ص�ل 
العنصري) في جنوب أفريقيا، ولكن العمل�ي�ة ال�ت�ي ت�ج�ري ه�ي 
أكثر مماثلة لعملية الطرد والتطهير العرقي لل�س�ك�ان الأص�ل�ي�ي�ن 
في أمريكا وأستراليا. العملية تصبح م�م�ك�ن�ة وواق�ع�ي�ة ب�رع�اي�ة 

 عملية السلام وحل الدولتين الذي هو ليس سوى وهم خطير.

أجل, أم�ام إس�رائ�ي�ل ت�ق�ف الآن م�ن�ظ�م�ة ب�رج�وازي�ة م�ظ�ل�م�ة 
"حماس"، والتي تقف عقبة في الطريق لتحرير فلس�ط�ي�ن لأن�ه�ا 
تجعل المدنيين أهداف لتزويد اسرائيل ذريعة لمذبح�ة ال�م�دن�ي�ي�ن 
العزل. حماس تمتنع عن تجنيد الحشود في غزة ليقاتلوا المحت�ل. 
لو نظم واستثمر حماس ب�م�ئ�ات الآلاف م�ن ال�رج�ال وال�ن�س�اء 
المسلحين بدلاً عن التزود بأسلحة ممثلة بصواريخ ب�دائ�ي�ة, ف�إن 
الجيش الإسرائيلي ل�ن ي�ج�رؤ ال�ق�دوم إل�ى أرض غ�زة. ول�ك�ن 
إسرائيل هي دولة إمبريالية مدججة بالسلاح، بينم�ا ح�م�اس ه�ي 
 القيادة المنتخبة لشعب مُحتل ومضطهد يحارب من أجل الحرية.

نرى انه هناك مجالاً لوقف إطلاق النار، بشرط إزالة ال�ح�ص�ار 
الإجرامي على غزة وإطلاق سراح جميع السجن�اء الس�ي�اس�ي�ي�ن 
الفلسطينيين. مطالبة حماس لنزع سلاحها، في حين أن إسرائ�ي�ل 
تملك واحد من أقوى الجيوش في ال�ع�ال�م، ه�ي م�ط�ال�ب�ة م�ث�ي�رة 

 للسخرية والشفقة.

الشعب الفلسطيني قد لا يكون قادرا بالفوز من تلقاء نفسه، ل�ك�ن�ه 
ليس وحيدًا. بجميع أنحاء ال�ع�ال�م ال�ح�ش�ود ي�ح�ت�ج�ون وي�دع�ون 
لمقاطعة إسرائيل، التي تصبح أكثر عزلة ي�وم�ا ب�ع�د ي�وم. إن�ن�ا 
نقول إن هذه المقاطعة سوف تثمر فقط إذا ترأسه جماهير العمال 
والمضطهدين في العالم. الطريقة الأكثر فعالية لذلك هي الرفض 
 لتحميل أو تفريغ البضائع، وخاصة الأسلحة من إسرائيل واليها.

للإسرائيليي�ن ن�ق�ول: ل�دي�ك�م ال�ح�ق ف�ي ال�ع�ي�ش ب�أم�ان، ول�ك�ن 
المخاطرة المباشرة بسلامتكم هي دولة إس�رائ�ي�ل ال�ت�ي ت�ن�ص�ب 
الفخ لسكانها اليهود. في حين أن أطفال 'سدي�روت' ي�ع�ان�ون م�ن 
الصواريخ، أطفال غزة يذبحون بطريقة بشعة. جرائم إس�رائ�ي�ل 
الوحشية تثير شيطان معاداة السامية وتعرضكم للخطر بالإضافة 

 إلى تعريض السكان اليهود للخطر في العالم بأسره.

الطريق الوحيد للفوز في هذا النضال م�ن أج�ل الس�لام والأم�ن 
بالنسبة لكم ولأطفالكم في والنضال من أجل ال�م�س�اواة وال�ع�دال�ة 
الاجتماعية، هو توحيد النضال مع الشعب ال�ف�ل�س�ط�ي�ن�ي لإق�ام�ة 

 دولة اشتراكية وديمقراطية من البحر إلى النهر.

 للحديث بقية..

 www.the-isleague.comلاستكمال موقفنا: 

  من أجل فلسطين حرة ديموقراطية حمراء!

 

1. A spectre is haunting Israel and the Middle 
East – the spectre of the Third Palestinian Intifada. 
The Palestinian masses have entered the streets since 
several days to protest against the brutal killing by 
burning alive of Mohammed Abu Khdeir, a 16-year-
old Palestinian teenager. His 15 year old cousin Tariq 
was subjected to a brutal beating by Israeli police. At 
least 600 Palestinians have been arrested in the West 
Bank during the past weeks. At the same time Israeli 
society is full of racist hatred and calls for lynching 
since the death of three young Jewish settlers. In 
addition the Israeli air force is bombarding Gaza 
daily and killed nine Palestinians on 6 July. The army 
has also mobilized forces at the border to Gaza and 
threatens another massive military strike against the 
Palestinian population. In short, the Israeli state is 
mobilizing all its forces to prepare the annihilation of 
the Palestinian resistance.
2. The Revolutionary Communist International 
Tendency (RCIT) and its Section in Israel / Occupied 
Palestine (Internationalist Socialist League) are in 
full solidarity with the Palestinian uprising which 
could become the Third Intifada. The Palestinians 
experience terror by the Israeli occupation forces 
every day. Hundreds have been killed in the last 
years, thousands are hold in prison, and millions 
live in hunger, humiliation and poverty. In Gaza, 
nearly two million Palestinians are cut-off from the 
world and are living in an open-air prison since 
2007. How can one expect such an oppressed people 
to vegetate in passivity and agony?! The oppressed 
Palestinian people have every right to rise up and 
we are in full solidarity with their struggle! Equally 
we support the military struggle of the Palestinian 
people in Gaza against the all-powerful Israeli army. 
The international workers movement must mobilize 
for the support of the Palestinian struggle. It is 
encouraging that the biggest single trade union in 
Britain UNITE has decided recently at its congress to 
support the international boycott campaign against 
the Apartheid state Israel.
3. Characteristically Western imperialism has 

supported Israel since the beginning of its existence 
in 1948. Israel is Number 1 among the recipients of 
U.S. foreign aid. Germany provided Israel in the last 
years with several Dolphin-class submarines, which 
are capable of launching cruise missiles with nuclear 
warheads. Imperialist Russia too has improved its 
relationship with Israel in recent years. It is urgent that 
the international workers movement and solidarity 
campaigns fight for an immediate end of financial 
aid and military support for the Zionist state.
4. While the enemy is the Zionist state, the 
Palestinian masses face also major obstacles within 
their own camp. The Palestinian Authority led by 
President Mahmoud Abbas and the bourgeois-
nationalist Fatah party serves as collaborators 
of Israel and the imperialist powers. Hamas, a 
bourgeois Islamist party, is resisting Israel under 
the pressure of the masses. However, they too look 
for an agreement with the Israeli government. They 
all fear a Third Intifada since it would imply the 
danger that the masses get out of their control and 
that they would begin to organize independently. 
It is therefore urgent that the Palestinian masses 
organize themselves independent of their bourgeois 
leaderships in popular committees. These committees 
should meet regularly and organize the resistance 
activities. They should organize self-defense groups – 
which should also include progressive Jews who are 
prepared to defend the Palestinians – to resist against 
the terror of the Israeli army. The masses must force 
the Palestinian Authority to serve its cooperation 
with the Israeli state. They must demand from their 
leaders to organize popular mobilization and general 
strikes of protest. Most importantly, the formation of 
a revolutionary workers party is highly overdue in 
order to build a political alternative to the existing 
rotten leaderships.
5. The Palestinian masses themselves are not 
strong enough to defeat the powerful Israeli state. 
The central task is to build a region-wide anti-
imperialist popular resistance of the Arab workers, 
poor peasants and youth which is independent of the 

Palestine: Forward
to the Third Intifada!

www.thecommunists.net - rcit@thecommunists.net

Organize the Uprising in Workers, Peasant and Youth Popular Committees! Revitalize the Arab 
Revolution! Smash the imperialist Apartheid State Israel! For a Free and Red Palestine!!

Statement of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT) and the Internationalist Socialist League 
(RCIT- Section in Israel / Occupied Palestine), 7.7.2014, www.thecommunists.net



RevCom#28 | Novermber 201426

We refer readers also to the RCIT’s past statements on 
the Ukraine crisis: 
RCIT: After the Fascist Pogrom in Odessa: Advance 

the Struggle against the Counterrevolution in the Ukraine! Com-
memoration for the Fallen Fighters in the Struggle against the 
Counterrevolution! All Out for the International Day of Antifas-
cist Solidarity on 8 May! 6.5.2014, in: Revolutionary Communism 
No. 23, http://www.thecommunists.net/worldwide/europe/
after-odessa-pogrom/ 
RCIT: Counterrevolution and Mass Resistance in the Ukraine, 
17.4.2014, in: Revolutionary Communism No. 22, http://www.the-
communists.net/worldwide/europe/mass-resistance-in-ukraine/ 
Joint Statement of the RCIT and the Movement to Socialism 
(MAS, Russia): Ukraine: Rivalry between Imperialist Powers es-
calates after Right-Wing Coup: Stop the Imperialist Saber-Rat-
tling! 2.3.2014, in: Revolutionary Communism No. 21, http://www.
thecommunists.net/worldwide/europe/ukraine-war-threats/ 
MAS: Ukraine/Russia: The victory over the imperialist colonial-
ism is impossible without the proletarian revolution! in: Revo-
lutionary Communism No. 21, http://www.thecommunists.net/
worldwide/europe/mas-declaration-5-3-2014/ 
RCIT and MAS: Right-Wing Forces Take Power in the Ukraine: 
Mobilize the Working Class against the New Government! 
25.2.2014, in: Revolutionary Communism No. 19, http://www.
thecommunists.net/worldwide/europe/right-wing-coup-in-
ukraine/ 
MAS: No to the Terror of the Bandera-Fascists! Stop the Repres-
sion against the Communists of Ukraine! 22.2.2014, in: Revolu-
tionary Communism No. 19, http://www.nuevomas.blogspot.
co.at/2014/02/no-to-terror-of-bandera-fascists-stop.html 
RCIT: “Ukraine: Neither Brussels nor Moscow! For an indepen-
dent Workers’ Republic!” 18.12.2013, in: Revolutionary Commu-
nism No. 18, http://www.thecommunists.net/worldwide/europe/
ukraine-neither-brussels-nor-moscow/ 

For an outline of our approach to the complex issues of progres-
sive struggles and imperialist interference see: 
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The Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT) 
is a fighting organisation for the liberation of the working 
class and all oppressed. It has national sections in various 
countries. The working class is the class of all those (and 
their families) who are forced to sell their labour power 
as wage earners to the capitalists. The RCIT stands on the 
theory and practice of the revolutionary workers’ move-
ment associated with the names of Marx, Engels, Lenin 
and Trotsky.
Capitalism endangers our lives and the future of humani-
ty. Unemployment, war, environmental disasters, hunger, 
exploitation, are part of everyday life under capitalism as 
are the national oppression of migrants and nations and 
the oppression of women, young people and homosexu-
als. Therefore, we want to eliminate capitalism.
The liberation of the working class and all oppressed is 
possible only in a classless society without exploitation 
and oppression. Such a society can only be established in-
ternationally.
Therefore, the RCIT is fighting for a socialist revolution at 
home and around the world.
This revolution must be carried out and lead by the work-
ing class, for she is the only class that has nothing to lose 
but their chains.
The revolution can not proceed peacefully because never 
before has a ruling class voluntarily surrendered their 
power. The road to liberation includes necessarily the 
armed rebellion and civil war against the capitalists.
The RCIT is fighting for the establishment of workers’ and 
peasant republics, where the oppressed organize them-
selves in rank and file meetings in factories, neighbour-
hoods and schools – in councils. These councils elect and 
control the government and all other authorities and can 
always replace them.
Real socialism and communism has nothing to do with 
the so-called “real existing socialism” in the Soviet Union, 
China, Cuba or Eastern Europe. In these countries, a bu-
reaucracy dominated and oppressed the proletariat.
The RCIT supports all efforts to improve the living condi-
tions of workers and the oppressed. We combine this with 
a perspective of the overthrow of capitalism.
We work inside the trade unions and advocate class strug-
gle, socialism and workers’ democracy. But trade unions 
and social democracy are controlled by a bureaucracy. 
This bureaucracy is a layer which is connected with the 
state and capital via jobs and privileges. It is far from the 
interests and living circumstances of the members. This 
bureaucracy’s basis rests mainly on the top, privileged 
layers of the working class - the workers’ aristocracy. 
The struggle for the liberation of the working class must 
be based on the broad mass of the proletariat rather than 
their upper strata.
The RCIT strives for unity in action with other organi-
zations. However, we are aware that the policy of social 
democracy and the pseudo-revolutionary groups is dan-
gerous and they ultimately represent an obstacle to the 

emancipation of the working class.
We fight for the expropriation of the big land owners as 
well as for the nationalisation of the land and its distribu-
tion to the poor and landless peasants. We fight for the 
independent organisation of the rural workers.
We support national liberation movements against op-
pression. We also support the anti-imperialist struggles of 
oppressed peoples against the great powers. Within these 
movements we advocate a revolutionary leadership as an 
alternative to nationalist or reformist forces.
In a war between imperialist states we take a revolution-
ary defeatist position, i.e. we don’t support neither side 
and advocate the transformation of the war into a civil 
war against the ruling class. In a war between an imperial-
ist power (or its stooge) and a semi-colonial country we 
stand for the defeat of the former and the victory of the 
oppressed country.
The struggle against national and social oppression 
(women, youth, sexual minorities etc.) must be lead by 
the working class. We fight for revolutionary movements 
of the oppressed (women, youth, migrants etc.) based 
on the working class. We oppose the leadership of petty-
bourgeois forces (feminism, nationalism, Islamism etc.) 
and strive to replace them by a revolutionary communist 
leadership.
Only with a revolutionary party fighting as its leadership 
can the working class win. The construction of such a 
party and the conduct of a successful revolution as it was 
demonstrated by the Bolsheviks under Lenin and Trotsky 
in Russia are a model for the revolutionary parties and 
revolutions also in the 21 Century.
For new, revolutionary workers’ parties in all countries! 
For a 5th Workers International on a revolutionary basis! 
Join the RCIT!

No future without socialism! No socialism without a revolution! 
No revolution without a revolutionary party!

Revolutionary Communist International Tendency:

What does the RCIT stand for?
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