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InClosing
Let’sclosewithoneofthetorturedpoemsthatSchwarzbardleftusfromhistime
inthemilitary.

AndlikethebonesofEphraim’sTribe
ThatwerescatteredintheValleyofJezreel,
Thedeadmennowstirredfromthetrenches,
Belted,andarmedwitharrowandbow
Driven,flushedoutbywildvengeance
AgainstGod,againstheaven,againstearthandagainstmen,
Againsteverythingthatdrovethemtotheirfate
Theymustnowdefendtheirbitterenemies
Tofightwiththeirownbrothers…

Thebottomlineisthatwehavetoensurethatthenexttimeawarbreaksout,
peoplelikethosewhoarefightingintheResistanceCommitteehaveabetteroption
thanorganizingunderastateformation.Thisisagiganticresponsibility.Ifwe
don’twant,likeSholemSchwarzbard,toendupdefendingourbitterenemiesand
fightingwithourownbrothers,ifwedon’twanttohavetochoosebetweentwo
nationalistarmies,weneedtobeworkingveryhardnowtoestablishaconcrete
alternative.Noamountofname-callingorhistoricalrevisionismcanaccomplish
thisforus.Itrequiresustobehumble,tolistencarefullytoeachother,tobeserious
aboutbuildingsomethingtogether.Despiteourdifferences,wehopetobepartof
thiswiththeauthorsof“NoWarbuttheClassWar,”withtheanarchistsfightingin
Ukrainerightnow,andwithyou.
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Werecentlyreceivedthisanonymouscontribution,andwepublishitasapartof
ongoingdiscussionontheRussianinvasionagainstUkraine.Textdoesnotnecessarily
reflectcollectiveviewsofAutonomousAction.

AtextrecentlyappearedonIt’sGoingDowndecryingsupportforanarchistsin
UkrainewhoarefightingagainsttheRussianarmy.Entitled“NoWarbuttheClass
War,”itbeginswithaquotationfromRosaLuxemburgandconcludeswithadedica-
tion:“InthespiritofSholemSchwarzbard.”Thesetwohistoricalfigures—aJewish
MarxistfromPoland,activeinGermany,andaJewishanarchistfromUkraine,ac-
tiveinFrance—areconscriptedtolegitimizetheauthors’polemic.

ThisjuxtapositionbetweenLuxemburgandSchwarzbardistypicalofthequal-
ityofthescholarshipofthewholetext.WhileLuxemburgindeedwrotethat“the
internationalproletariat”should“interveneinarevolutionaryway”inresponseto
theFirstWorldWar,Schwarzbard—contrarytotheauthors’implications—tooka
differentpath.Thoughananti-militarist,SchwarzbardenlistedintheFrenchmili-
taryassoonasWorldWarIbrokeoutandfoughtagainstGermanyforafullyear
andahalfbeforegoingtoUkrainetofightalongsideotherJewishpeopleagainst
pogromistsandalongsideotheranarchistsagainstthereactionaryWhiteArmy.

Let’sspelloutSchwarzbard’smilitarycareerindetail,sothereisnoconfu-
sionaboutthis.InAugust1914,assoonasGermanyinvadedBelgiumandFrance,
Schwarzbard—alreadylongananarchist—volunteeredfortheFrenchForeignLe-
gion.“Likethousandsofothers,”helaterwrote,“Ibelievedthatthelandwasthreat-
enedbyGermanmilitarism.”WhileexplicitlyopposingFrenchcolonialismandun-
derstandingthat(asheputit)“thewarwouldnotestablishjusticeintheworld,”
SchwarzbardnonethelessbelievedthatifGermanyconqueredFrance,itwouldbe
acatastropheevengreaterthanwar.Moreover,SchwarzbardregardedtheRus-
sianTsar—anallyoftheFrenchgovernment—asoneoftheforemostpropagatorsof
anti-Semitism;hemusthaveweighedthisconsiderationashemadehischoice,the
samewaythatmanyanarchistsinUkrainetodayweightheiroppositiontoNATO,
theAzovbattalion,andtheUkrainiangovernmentwhilenonethelessmobilizing
againstRussianbombsandtanks.

Inadditiontothesemotivations,accordingtohisbiographer,Schwarzbard
“revel[ed]inthepotentialforJewishpowerinthehundredsofthousandsof
soldierslearningtofightintheWorldWar.”

Wedon’thavetoagreewithSchwarzbard’sreasoningorwithhisdecisionto
enlist—orwithhisapparententhusiasmformilitarism.Butifwewanttohonorhis
memoryandgraspthecomplexityofthechoiceshefaced—letalonetoact“inhis
spirit,”shouldwedeemthatadvisable—weoweittohimnottomisrepresenthis
lifeforourownpurposes.

Amonthafterhisdeployment,SchwarzbardfoughtintheBattleofChampagne,
then,inMayandJune1915,intheSecondBattleofArtois.Atremendousnumber
ofhisfellowsoldierswerekilledandwoundedaroundhim.Afterwards,hisregi-
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ment in the Foreign Legion demanded the right to be discharged or transferred to
a regular unit of the French Army. Schwarzbard himself did not leave the military,
but accepted transfer to the regular French 363rd Infantry Regiment, with whom
he continued fighting for the next seven months.

Finally, on March 1, 1916, Schwarzbard was hit by a German bullet and nearly
killed. It took him a year and a half to recover, after which he went to Ukraine to
participate in the Ukrainian revolution and the defense of Jewish communities from
pogroms, drawing on the skills he had acquired in the French military. Some years
later, he assassinated Symon Petliura, former president of Ukraine, whom he held
responsible for the pogroms.

If youwant to learnmore about Schwarzbard’s life, you could start with “Sholem
Schwarzbard: Biography of a Jewish Assassin” arguably the most comprehensive
text available in English.

As anti-militarists, we can’t endorse Schwarzbard’s decision to serve in a state
military. But for the authors of “No War but the Class War” to imagine that they
are speaking on Schwarzbard’s behalf when they denounce anarchists fighting in
Ukraine today is the height of irony.

This error shows how quickly things can go wrong when you don’t bother to do
a little research—when you assume, as some anglophone North Americans tend to,
that you already know everything there is to know about a subject and those who
disagree with you must simply be “US/NATO-aligned” or “fascist-minimizing.”

The questions that the authors of “No War” raise are important for all anti-
militarists. Yes, “anarchists do not fight to create or defend the sovereignty of states.”
We can also agree with them when they say “to oppose Russian aggression must
not equate [sic] support for Ukraine”—provided that by “Ukraine” they mean “the
government of Ukraine,” not “human beings who live in Ukraine.” They don’t seem
especially concerned about what is happening to Ukrainians, Belarusians, or Rus-
sians as a result of the invasion.

Anti-militarism deserves advocates who can show that it is a way of solving
people’s real problems, not an excuse to pass moralistic judgments according to a
doctrinaire ideology. If we would prefer that anarchists like Schwarzbard not join
state militaries when the armies of other states attack them, we need to propose a
better alternative. It will not suffice to warn them that somebody in San Francisco
is going to call them “US/NATO-aligned” or “fascist-minimizing.”

Why Did Sholem Schwarzbard Join the Army?

Rosa Luxemburg was a Marxist. In the same text that the authors of “No War but
the Class War” quote, she proclaims blithely that “Imperialist world domination is
an historical necessity” and therefore that “imperialism ultimately works for us”
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pro-fascist. We should maintain dialogue with those who are trying out hypotheses
other than our own, the better to learn from the results and refine our own critiques.

What proposal do the authors of “No War but the Class War” make regarding
how to respond to invasions without participating in state-aligned military forma-
tions the way that Schwarzbard did? They speak abstractly about “condemn[ing]
invasion andmilitarization” and “solidaritywith anti-war protestors, defectors from
the armed forces, and conscription saboteurs.” Condemnations alone are not worth
the bytes they are printed on, and as for solidarity with anti-war protestors, the
authors’ chief contribution to that seems to be smearing the anarchist projects that
have been translating and publishing Russian anarchist perspectives.

The most concrete thing we have to go on from the authors about how they
intend to express this “solidarity” is the image they use to illustrate their article: a
screenshot of a video taken by an anti-war arsonist who set fire to a military reg-
istration and enlistment office in the city of Lukhovitsy. Once again, however, the
witness they have summoned testifies against them: the Russian anarchist venues
that have circulated news of this action, foremost of which is Anarchist Fighter,
are advocates of anarchist participation in the territorial defense of Ukraine. Nei-
ther Russian nor Ukrainian anarchists accept a false dichotomy between fighters in
Kyiv and arsonists in Lukhovitsy—that dichotomy is an import product from San
Francisco.

In this case, as well as in their ill-fated choice to invoke the spirit of Sholem
Schwarzbard, the authors appear to have made the classic insurrectionist error of
assuming that those they perceive as employing themostmilitant tacticsmust there-
fore share their politics. Somebody burned a recruitment center, so he or she must
agree that Ukrainian nationalism is as terrible a scourge as Russian militarism—
never mind that the arsonist spray-painted a Ukrainian flag as a part of the action!
Sholem Schwarzbard shot a former president—therefore he cannot possibly have
violated Rosa Luxemburg’s instructions and enlisted in the French army to fight in
the Second World War!

One of the most fundamental divides in the world is between ideologues who
assume that everything is simple and those who suffer the complications of the
world in their own communities, on their own bodies. It’s effortless to “refus[e] to
stand on any side of a war between imperialist states” when you’re ten thousand
miles away, but it is more complicated for people in Kharkiv, Minsk, and Moscow
right now. Do we have more to learn from dialogue with those for whom such
a question is easy because it is abstract, or from those for whom it is painfully
complicated?
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andelsewhere.Likewise,weoughttodoourbesttomaximizethelikelihoodthat
anarchistsinUkrainesurvivethewar,includingtheoneswhoarefightingagainst
theRussianinvasion.Itisagoodthingthattheanarchistswhohavechosentofight
inUkrainehaveaccesstomedicalIFAKs,platecarriers,andthelike.Weshould
haveraisedmoneyyearsagotosupplythesameresourcestoanarchistsfighting
inRojava,quiteapartfromthequestionofwhetherparticipatinginmilitaryaction
qualifiesas“anarchist.”Therearereallynotthatmanyofusandweshouldtreat
eachother’slivesaspreciousevenwhenwedisagree.Havingfailedtodosointhe
pastisnojustificationforfailingtodoitnow.

Weshouldopposealltendenciestodehumanizepeopleonallsidesofthewar,
whetherbycallingRussiansoldiers“orcs,”changingthesubjecttoAzovindiscus-
sionsaboutthesufferinginflictedonUkrainiancivilians,orcenteringthelivesof
Ukrainianrefugeesoverthelivesofrefugeeswhodonotbenefitfromwhiteprivi-
lege.

Finally,weshouldbeorganizingtosupportrefugeesandmigrantsofall
nationalities—asUkrainianandPolishanarchistsalignedwiththeprojectsat-
tackedin“NoWarbuttheClassWar”havealreadybeendoing,despitethe
authors’citationlessclaimthatanti-borderorganizinghasbeen“sidelinedby
thefetishisizingofmilitancyintheformofstate-backedmilitias.”Weneedto
organizewithrefugeesfromUkraine,Afghanistan,Syria,Sudan,andeverywhere
else,learningfromtheirexperiencesandanalyses,notimmediatelybrandingthem
as“defen[ders]oftheWesternliberal-democraticproject”whentheirperspectives
differfromours(asthe“NoWar”authorsdointheireffortstodiscreditSyrian
refugeeswhofledthePutin-backedmassacresinWesternSyria).

SolidaritywithrefugeesshouldalsoextendtotheUkrainiancitizensthatthe
UkrainiangovernmenthasforbiddenfromleavingUkraineonaccountoftheirage
andascribedgender.

TheonlyhopeforlastingpeaceinUkraineliesinnotmilitaryconflictbutin
mutinyandrebellion—especiallyonthesideofRussia,whichinitiatedthiswar.A
unilateralmutinyintheUkrainianmilitaryalonewouldonlyguaranteethatKyiv
andLvivenduplookinglikeMariupol(andthattherewouldbeendlesssequelsto
theNetworkcaseintheterritoriesofUkraine,Belarus,andKazakhstanaswellas
Russia).Wehavetofomentrebelliononbothsidesofthebattlelines;asAndrewar-
gued,itwilltake“amassmovementonbothsidesofthefrontlineandinthearmies
themselves.”Presumably,thatisjustwhatRussianandBelarusianandUkrainian
anarchistsareworkingtowardsintheirvariouseffortstocooperate,noneofwhich
receivedamentioninthe“NoWar”text—eitherbecausetheauthorsareoblivious
ofthemorbecausetheyconsiderthemtobe“NATO-aligned.”

Mobilizinganinternationalresistancethatcanpreventwarsliketheonein
Ukraineisalreadychallenging.Itwillonlybecomemoredifficultifweneedlessly
writeoffmassivesegmentsoftheworldwideanarchistmovementaspro-NATOor
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[i.e.,theproletariat].Nonetheless,whenthegovernmentthatruledherinvaded
anothercountry,itwasclearenoughtoherthatshecouldnotendorsethis.Inthat
regard,shewaswiserthaneverytankiemakingexcusesforPutintodayandevery
liberalmakingexcusesforNATO.

Asananarchist,Schwarzbardhadnorecoursetodeterministframeworkslike
Luxemburg’s.Why,then,didheconclude—inAugust1914andthenagainandagain
forthenextyearandahalf,attremendousrisktohimself—thathisbestoptionwas
tofightintheFrenchmilitary?Ifwearegoingtosummonhisspirit,wehadbetter
hearouthistestimony.

Wecananswerthatquestionwithanotherquestion.Whichcitywouldyou
ratherliveintoday—KyivorMariupol?Kyivisthecitythathasbeensuccessfully
defendedagainsttheRussianinvasion;Mariupolistheonethathasnotbeensuc-
cessfullydefended.Takeaminutetofamiliarizeyourselfwitheverythingthathas
occurredinMariupolbeforeyouanswer.Pro-Putintrollsblamethevictim,saying
itwouldn’thavebeennecessarytodisplacehundredsofthousandsofpeopleifthey
hadwelcomedtheRussiantankswithopenarmsorthatitwasworthallthatsuffer-
ingtokillafewhundredAzovfascists,butifyouaskanarchistsfromDonbasand
Crimea,theywilltellyouveryclearlywhysomanypeopleinUkrainearerisking
theirlivestofighttheRussianarmy.Wemightaswellhaveurgedtheresidentsof
Kobanîtorejectmilitarismbackin2014whentheIslamicStatewasbesiegingtheir
city.Sometimesyoudonothavethechoicetooptoutofwar.

WecancriticizeSchwarzbardandotherslikehimforriskingtheirlivestodefend
statedemocraciesratherthanfightingtooverthrowthem.Wecanarguethatthey
shouldhaveformedananarchistmilitaryandimmediatelyattackedalltheother
(muchbigger)armies,orthattheyshouldhavefled,leavingtheentirebattlefield
(andtheirhaplessneighbors)tootherforces.ButifwewanttheSchwarzbardsof
theworldtorejectstatemilitarism,too,wehadbettermakeproposalsthataddress
theiractualneedsandconcerns.Otherwise,theywillrightlydisregardourcriticism
asidletalk,nomatterhowmanyRosaLuxemburgquotationswetossatthem.

It’sonethingtosaythatitisnot*anarchist*toparticipateinastatemilitarymo-
bilization.Ofcourseit’snot!Underduress,anarchistsdoallsortsofthingsthatare
notanarchistic,thatdonothingtoadvanceanyanarchistproject—laboringtoen-
richcapitalistbosses,forexample,orpayingrenttolandlords.Ifwecanunderstand
whyworkersalienatetheirlaborinreturnforawageinordertosurvive,wecan
understandwhytheymightjoinastatemilitaryinhopesofresistinganinvasion,
aswell.ThisisnottojustifywhatSchwarzbarddid,nortosuggestthatmilitarism
solvestheproblemsitpurportstoaddress;itisjusttogroundourdiscussionin
reality.

Butit’sanotherthingaltogethertoallegethatanarchistswhoparticipateinthe
territorialdefenseofUkraineagainstaninvadingarmy—andthosewhoprovide
thoseanarchistswithaplatformviawhichtocommunicateaboutwhattheyare
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doing—are necessarily “minimizing fascism” and “colluding with neoliberal and ul-
tranationalist war mongering.” This charge is decidedly not “in the spirit of Sholem
Schwarzbard.” If anything, the anarchists in the Resistance Committee in Ukraine
are attempting to improve on Schwarzbard’s example by establishing their own
group, drawing on anti-authoritarian models from Rojava. Their open clashes with
fascists—both before the invasion and since it started—are publicly documented for
those who care to look.

Seen through a Telescope, Hazily

Undeterred, the authors of “No War” sketch out a tenuous string of allegations in-
tended to discredit the Resistance Committee, seeking associate them vaguely with
Ukrainian fascists. If the Resistance Committee had meaningful ties to fascists, you
would think we would already have heard about it from other anarchists in Ukraine,
Belarus, or Russia. At the worst points in their text, the authors of “No War” em-
ploy the sort of methodology via which alienated information consumers create
conspiracy theories, associatively arranging random material they have encoun-
tered online. In one case, they link approvingly to an article by a writer for the Ron
Paul Institute in which the author (who lives in Chile and seems to have no partic-
ular credentials regarding Ukraine other than appearances on Russian state media
platforms Sputnik and RT) promotes bona fide conspiracy theories and puts “global
white supremacist terror threat” in scare quotes—arguably “minimizing fascism,” if
anyone is. This is an indication of what sort of echo chambers the authors have
been spending time in instead of communicating with anarchists in the affected
regions.

In their entire discussion of the Russian invasion and the Ukrainian response to
it, the authors cite only two contemporary anti-authoritarian sources from the for-
mer Eastern Bloc, neither of which corroborate their allegations about the supposed
fascist ties of the Resistance Committee.

The sole Ukrainian anti-authoritarian they cite in reference to the Russian in-
vasion, Andrew, makes a thoughtful, if bookish, argument in favor of focusing on
building solidarity structures and awaiting more promising opportunities for insur-
rection. He argues that “this war is unwinnable, and every minute of denying it
kills more and more people” and points out that “fighting in the regular army is
definitely not the way to defeat the state,” while allowing that “sometimes volun-
teering to fight might be a safer option than continuing to hide out.” By his own
account, Andrew is practically the only anarchist publishing from Ukraine who be-
lieves there is nothing to be gained by fighting against the invasion, though this
does not diminish the value of his perspective.

The only other anti-authoritarian author from the former Eastern Bloc that the
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not a matter of one nation ruling other nations; it is a structure, like the state itself,
that has multiple interconnected centers. Internationalism means fighting against
all the politicians and capitalists of the world and standing in solidarity with all
others who fight them, even if our comrades in warzones are forced by their dire
circumstances to prioritize which ones they confront first. If all of us had extended
proper solidarity to Russian anarchists starting in 2012, when the crackdowns there
began, perhaps things would never have reached this terrible juncture.

It’s not surprising when the lackeys of certain politicians and capitalists accuse
anarchists of serving rival politicians and capitalists. Their agenda is obvious. But
anarchists should not sling such accusations at other anarchists lightly. If all it
takes to be accused of being pro-NATO and pro-fascist is to defend yourself against
a government that is opposed by NATO and fascists, it will take very little to disrupt
our networks. Actual pro-Putin tankies would love to have such an easy means to
fracture our movements. So would the FBI and FSB.

If it’s awkward to find yourself opposing the same enemy that another of your
enemies is fighting, just wait until civil war arrives in the United States. Many anar-
chists have already experienced being called Nazis when they fight against the po-
lice and being accused of being shills for neoliberalism when they fight against the
Nazis. We know better than to pay anymind to the liberals and fascists who attempt
to reduce all conflict to a false binary between nightmarish alternatives. When peo-
ple who call themselves anarchists attempt to do the same thing, we should not be
cowed by their invective.

So what should we do, if we don’t look to armies to bring an end to wars? What
alternative can we propose to the Sholem Schwarzbards of our day, lest they join
the military?

If we want to stop the Russian invasion without legitimizing militarism, nation-
alism, and government, the first step is to support grassroots anti-war organizing
in Russia and Belarus, which is disproportionately anarchist, and to support anti-
authoritarian prisoners in Russia and Belarus, of whom there are many. The next
step is to target capitalists of all nationalities who continue to finance or benefit
from Putin’s imperial adventures—we should do this via direct action, sending the
message that social movements can address militarism directly without seeking pro-
tection from any rival militarist state. If we can do those things effectively, it will
position us well to exert pressure against NATO militarism, fascist recruiting, and
Ukrainian state repression. If we don’t do those things effectively, pro-NATO and
pro-nationalist critics will be able to argue persuasively that we are doing noth-
ing to halt the Russian assault on Ukraine, and they will consequently be able to
continue to use the Russian invasion to rally support.

We will be most effective in achieving our immediate aims and in building long-
term networks of international solidarity if we are communicating directly with an-
archists from a variety of tendencies and vantage points in Russia, Belarus, Ukraine,
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movementsandlabororganizinginRussiawillcontrolmoreterritoryandmore
people’slives.Russian,Belarusian,andUkrainiananarchistswhoareparticipat-
ingintheterritorialdefensehavebeenveryclearthattheyarenotfightingfor
theUkrainiangovernmentbutratheragainsttheRussiangovernment,inhopesof
stakingoutafootholdfromwhichtotransformUkrainian,Belarusian,andRussian
societyinthefuture.Theconsistentanarchistsamongthem,atleast,donotargue
thatUkrainiandemocracyisworthdefending,butratherthatitisimpossibleto
organizeintheconditionsthatprevailinRussiaandBelarusrightnow.Theydon’t
seektostabilizetheUkrainiangovernment,buttodestabilizetheRussiangovern-
ment,astheybelievethiswillcreatethegreatestpossibilityofupheavalintheentire
region.

Asanarchistsandanti-militarists,weoughttobecriticalofeveryundertak-
ingthatinvolvesanykindofcompromisewiththestate.Butourcritiqueswillbe
mostusefuliftheyarewell-informed.Towillfullyshutone’searstothepleasof
actualRussianandBelarusiananarchistswhohavefledfromrepressioninthose
countriestoUkraine—andwhocannoteasilyfleetoEurope!—inthenameofadoc-
trinaire“anti-militarism”isapoorexcuseforsolidarity.Toshoutovertheirvoices,
attemptingtodrownouttheirpleaswithignorantplatitudesfromtheothersideof
theocean,isstillmorereprehensible.

Yes,weshouldworktowardsthedefeatoftheRussiangovernment,butnot
bysomemorepowerfulgovernment,notbyNATO—andnotbynationalistsofany
country.IfwemakeitcleartothemillionsofordinarypeopleinUkraine,theBaltic
countries,Georgia,Poland,andforthatmatterSyria,Myanmar,andeverywhere
elseonthereceivingendoftheRussiangovernment’sthreatsthatanarchistsdonot
giveadamnwhathappenstothem—thattheycanalldieunderRussianbombsfor
allwecare,andthatiftheydoanythingtodefendthemselves,wewilldeclarethat
theyarefascist-adjacent—thenwewillputNATOandthenationalistsinamuch
strongerposition.Inthatcase,thevastmajorityofthosewhoareafraidofending
upliketheresidentsofMariupolwilloptfornationalismorcallformoreNATO-
backedmilitarization,seeingthatwehavenorealsolidarityorstrategytooffer
them.ProponentsofbothPutinandNATOwouldloveforanarchistseverywhere
toadoptsuchaself-defeatingposition.SowouldproponentsoftheAzovBattalion.

Yes,weshouldworktowardsthedefeatofNATO,butNATO’seventualcol-
lapsewillleavesomethingequallyterribleinitswakeunlessweorganizeonan
internationalbasisstartingnow.Supposedanti-imperialistswhoseresponsetothe
Russianinvasionistocallforisolationism—effectivelysayingthateveryoneshould
justfightagainsthisown(!)state,oragainstthebiggestimperialforce,andleave
theotherstatesalone—aregivingPutinafreehandtotortureeveryanarchisthecan
gethishandson.Theymisunderstandtheglobalcapitalistrulingclass,whichisan
internationalentityboundbyitsowninternalsolidarities,eveninthemidstofawar
likethis.Noproletarianhascapitalistsorpoliticiansofhisorher“own.”Empireis
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“NoWar”authorsciteinreferencetotheinvasionisaRussianspeakernamedSaša
KalužawhoappearstobewritingatsomedistancefromtheeventsinUkraine.
SašaKalužamadeanearnestcaseattheverybeginningofthewarthatanarchists
shouldfocusonorganizingsolidarityeffortswhileopposingboththeRussianand
Ukrainiangovernments:

“InitiativessuchastheResistanceCommitteeareformedwithinthemilitary
structureoftheUkrainianstate.Theyarenotanarchistinitiatives,evenifmost
oftheparticipantsareanarchists.Allterritorialdefensestructuresarecontrolled
bytheUkrainianArmedForces;theiractionsandcapabilitiesarelimitedbythe
strategyandpoliciesofthestateandtheMinistryofDefense.Wecanonlyhavea
dialogueorcompromisewiththestatewhenwehavestrengthandsufficientsup-
portfromthepeople,otherwisewewillenduprepressedinprisonsordestroyed
byanyoftheopposingforces,whetheritistheUkrainianarmedforcesandthe
nationalistformationsontheirsideortheRussianarmedforcesandtheFSB.Per-
hapswewillseemorepositiveexamplesofanarchistorganizinginUkraine,both
militaryandcivilian,inthefuture.”

Thisisareasonableandprincipledposition,wiselyforgoingspeculationand
hyperbole.Itoccasionedasimilarlyeven-handedresponsefromtheRussianinsur-
rectionistprojectAnarchistFighter.

It’sworthquotingtheresponseofAnarchistFighteratlengthforseveralrea-
sons.First,itaddressessomeofthemoresubstantivecritiquesin“NoWarbutthe
ClassWar.”Second,itwaswrittenafterSašaKaluža’stext,whichincludedsome
predictionsthatdidnotcometrue.Finally,itarguablypresentstheanalysisthat
ismostwidelyheldamonganarchiststhroughouttheformerEasternBloc—andas
AnarchistFighterwerewritingfromaRussianperspectiveratherthanaUkrainian
one,theirperspectivecannotbewrittenoffasUkrainiannationalism.Herearethe
concludingparagraphsofAnarchistFighter’sresponse:

“Wearereadytoagreewiththecomrade[i.e.,SašaKaluža]inmanyrespects.
Thisiswhatanarchistsshouldprioritize—notjustdefendingonecapitaliststate
fromanother,butusingthesituationofinstabilitytotransferpowertothepeople.

“Theonlyproblemhereisthatintheconditionsofongoinghostilities,while
thepartiestotheconflict[i.e.,theRussianandUkrainiangovernments]arestrong,
the‘third’forcewillbethetargetofanattackbybothofthemassoonasitgoes
beyondthelimitsof‘neighborlymutualassistance’andtriestopresentitselfasa
partytotheconflictwithitsownpositionanddecisions.Andalso,itwillbecome
theobjectofmassive[negative]propaganda,onthegroundsthatitisinterfering
withthedefenseofthecountryfromtheinvaders.[…]

“Here,wemoveontothecomrade’scriticismofinitiativesliketheResistance
Committee.Yes,formally,thecomradeisrightinthiscriticism.However,wemust
notforgetthathistoryisnotmadebykeepingyourhandsclean.Simplyput,ob-
tainingaweaponandtheabilitytoactwithoutfearofcatchingabulletfromthe
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Ukrainian Armed Forces represents a significant gain.
“As for the complete dependence of the territorial defense forces on the state

and their subordination to the Armed Forces, we think that there is a significant
exaggeration here. In conditions of war, such formations will inevitably have a cer-
tain autonomy within the framework of the tasks that, yes, the coordinating unit
sets before them.

“Due to this autonomy, they can promote the ideas of self-organization, and
promote them among the people of Ukraine with deeds as well as words. They can
carry out all the tasks that the comrade [Saša Kaluža] writes about in the article
(including assisting and organizing people), not on behalf of the Armed Forces of
Ukraine, but in their own name, as anarchists. At the same time, they can develop as
an organization in order to subsequently use the achievements and social influence
they have earned to transform the capitalist war into a class war.

“But yes, here it is extremely important not to lose your own identity and dis-
solve into the general patriotic forces.

“Moving on to the conclusion of the article. Yes, there is a capitalist war. And
yes, our goal is the destruction of both the Russian and Ukrainian states, and the
transfer of control of society into the hands of the people.

“However, one should not fail to act practically out of a simplistic desire to
keep one’s hands and ideals clean. In our opinion, at the current stage, assisting
the Ukrainian people, even if that means interacting with the Ukrainian state (for
the time being), will allow anarchists to more effectively accumulate the resources
and influence necessary to eventually overthrow both the Ukrainian and Russian
states.”

Here, Anarchist Fighter briefly explain what anarchists might hope to gain by
participating in the territorial defense of Ukraine and why it does not currently
seem timely to them to prioritize attacking the Ukrainian army. Nestor Makhno
and his comrades made similar calculations at various points in the course of their
fight against the armies of several different aspiring governments. Elsewhere, An-
archist Fighter have argued that the defeat of Russia would be the best outcome for
anarchists throughout the post-Soviet regions, since Putin has played the role of
backing the forces of repression in crushing labor struggles and social movements
in Russia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, and elsewhere.

Again, we need not agree with the assessment of Anarchist Fighter, any more
than we must agree with Schwarzbard’s decision to join the French military. But
neither should wemisrepresent it as a merely pro-NATO or pro-nationalist position.

In fact, there is a broad consensus among practically all of the significant Rus-
sian anarchist projects that anarchists in Ukraine, including those in the Resistance
Committee, have a right to participate in the territorial defense without being ac-
cused of being pro-state, pro-fascist, or pro-NATO. You can find this consensus
among practically all of the significant Belarusian anarchist projects, as well, and
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it is shared by anarchists in Latvia, Lithuania, Estonia, Poland, Finland, Sweden,
Czech Republic, Turkey, Iran and Afghanistan, and elsewhere.

There are fierce debates and conflicts between anarchists in all of these coun-
tries, and these will likely only intensify as the war drags on. But the critics from
Oakland and San Francisco appear to be out on a limb by themselves in claiming
that the Resistance Committee are fascist adjacent and that the only possible out-
come of their experiment is the further development of fascism and the expansion
of NATO’s power.

If the authors of “No War but the Class War” had found any credible statement
from anarchists in any of those countries accusing the anarchists of the Resistance
Committee, Black Flag, Operation Solidarity, Assembly, or some other Ukrainian
anarchist initiative of being pro-fascist, surely they would have directed us to it,
rather than linking to The Daily Star (a cheap tabloid from the UK) and someone
from the Ron Paul Institute. It’s also worth noting that no Russian, Belarusian, or
Ukrainian anarchists have republished or translated their article.

We could conclude that the discrepancy described here indicates that nearly all
the anarchists across the entire former Eastern Bloc are fake anarchists, and only a
handful of real anarchists in Oakland and San Francisco are keeping the faith. Or we
could conclude that we should not depend on a couple anarchists in USmetropolises
for a proper analysis of events in Ukraine, Russia, and Belarus, especially not when
we can hear from anarchists in the latter regions themselves.

To suggest this is not to argue for “ally politics” or to legitimize a politics of
representation. It’s a matter of basic common sense. If you think that Sholem
Schwarzbard was a staunch anti-militarist, if you think that you can understand
the decisions anarchists are making in the middle of a war on another continent
without communicating with them, you are bound to make mistakes.

If you’re concerned that people in the United States are payingmore attention to
what’s happening in Ukraine than to what’s happening in Yemen, Palestine, Sudan,
Tigray, or Myanmar, fair enough. The best solution might be to publish interviews
with anti-authoritarians in those countries and organize solidarity actions support-
ing them, rather than composing yet another text about Ukraine. Don’t berate other
English-speaking anarchists for publishing perspectives from anarchists in Ukraine,
Russia, Belarus, and the neighboring regions as if it would improve matters for peo-
ple to be even more ignorant about the situations there.

And What Should We Do?

Yes, anarchists must fight for the defeat of the Ukrainian government, but not by
somemore powerful government. If Ukraine is defeated by Russia, the same author-
itarian government that has systematically tortured anarchists and crushed social


