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ARallyAgainstResistance
Firstly,I’dliketogivemythankstoDennisMorganatCounterpunchforstating
succinctlytheexactfundamentalproblemwiththe“RageAgainsttheWarMachine”
rallythattookplaceonFebruary19th,2023.InDennis’ownwords,“Wehaveto
demandthatthesupplyofweaponsshippedtoUkrainestopimmediatelyandthat
allNATOtroopsstanddownandwithdraw,asapreconditionfornegotiationwith
theRussians.”(emphasisadded)

Let’sriskbeingpropheticforamomentandmakeageneralstatementabout
theimmediatefutureofthewarinUkraine.WhetherornottheUSsendsmore
weaponsandaid,Ukrainianswillcontinuetosuffer,fight,anddieastheyresist
theirRussianattackers.Atthesametime,Russiancitizenswillcontinuetosuffer,
fight,anddieasPutincontinuestothroweverythingintohisdesiredinvasion.Such
willbethecaseregardlessofanyinterventionbyanycountryintheworld.How
doesthiscoalitionstraddlethatnuance?Simple:pulloutallmaterialsupportfor
UkraineandnegotiatewithRussia,nonuancerequired.Theincorruptiblegoodness
ofdiplomacywillensureapeaceful,mutuallybeneficialsolutionisdiscovered,so
theysay.Thatwouldallbeverynicewereitnotforwhatwejustwentover:Ukraine
willnotstopresistingandRussiawillnotstopaggressing,nomatterwhattheUS
does.WhethertheyhaveAbramstanks,bargain-binartillery,orplainoldsticksand
localknowledge,theywillviolentlyresistviolentaggressionuntiltheyareforced
tostopbecausetheirinterests(Ukraine’sindependence)arefundamentallyhostile
tothoseofRussia(Ukraine’ssubmission),andthere’slittleweyankeescandoto
changethat.

Ofcourse,thisisakeyelementof“anti-interventionism”—atermfrequently
employedbythecoalition’swebsiteandmanyoftheirspeakers;theUSshouldnot,
andperhapsmoreimportantlycannot,betheworld’spoliceman.Forlibertarians,
whoseradicalskepticismtowardsstateactiononthewholedefinestheirpolitics,
thisisfamiliarterritory.I’mwillingtobetthatthisissofamiliarthatmanyofus
don’tthinkveryhardabouttheissuebeyond“statebad,stopusingitforanything
everinallcircumstances.”

Inisolation,thissoundsveryanarch-ish;thestateisbadandweanarchists
andradicallibertariansdoindeedwantitgone,butIreckonveryfewofuswould
considerthisasufficientlynuancedperspective.Takeforexamplethelegalization
ofrecreationaldrugs;inonesense,decriminalizationisagreatthingsincepeople
withouteasyaccesstoblackandgraymarketscanexercisebodilyautonomybyac-
cessingsubstancesoftheirchoosing.Ontheotherhand,manylegalizationefforts
involveheavytaxation,licensing,andzoningrestrictions,implicatingthesespecific
projectsas“statist”toacertainextent.Doesthismean“real”libertariansshouldn’t
supportanyformofdecriminalizationlesttheywalkintoastatism-shapedtrap?
Shouldwealwayswelcomealllegalizationofeveryformknowingit’stippingthe
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overton window in the direction of “less government”? In addition to being incred-
ibly annoying, framing the discussion in this way does a disservice to the issue
of prohibitionism by filing off the relevant contextual details that make the war on
drugs such a sweeping, complicated phenomenon. Such is the case with the present
conflict in Ukraine.

The definitively correct anti-war position, assuming we agree such a thing can
meaningfully exist, is context-dependent. Context in every respect of the word is
vital if we want to adequately address the problem of war, but for our purposes here,
the primary relevant context is the dynamic of resistance. Russia wants Ukraine to
let the Kremlin do what they please, a demand that understandably was not met
with open arms — especially considering this didn’t start as a negotiation; it started
as an attack, a “special military operation” by Russia for the explicit purpose of
taking over Ukraine. From there, Ukraine chose not to cede physical or symbolic
ground to Russia, engaging in an ongoing resistance that may continue for years —
decades, even, should it come to that. On the other side of the conflict, Putin and
his government were making choices too. Throwing more human and financial
resources at a failing war effort and funding a global fascist propaganda machine
to justify it, rather than retreating in light of their relative stagnation in military
capacity — both tactically and infrastructure-wise — is an active choice worthy of
much greater derision from the “anti-war movement.” Where are their protests at
the steps of the Kremlin to protest Putin’s lethal pouring of blood andmoney into his
war machine? Why is it that US support for Ukraine is evidence of “warmonger”
behavior and Russia’s alleged reaction to NATO expansion isn’t? As with many
aspects of the coalition’s platform, it’s very simple: they see Ukraine’s resistance
as an obstacle to “peace,” and want to see Russia’s security concerns affirmed while
its targets silently disappear from the discussion. These people do not want an
end to the interconnected system of warmongers they claim to take issue with, but
an end to resistance against the “un-evil” empire, a peace secured by might and
governed by rightful rulers. Nowhere in human history has such an arrangement
led to anything but further war under the guise of peace given to the world.

A Movement for a Wasteland

The conservative solution to war is letting one side lose and conceding to the de-
mands of the reigning victor, sometimes with the hope that “peace” will follow. This
is, more or less, the goal of reactionary conservatism: to undo the so-called “egal-
itarianism” of the present social order and return to a natural state of competition
and immutable, irreconcilable difference through which the deserving are granted
legitimate power by the exercise of might — a socioethical darwinism where the
warriors and warrior-states who fought the best get to enjoy the most freedom. In
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that anarcho-capitalists and alt-imperialists share virtually no overlap generally —
many alt-imperialists come fromMarxist-Leninist and adjacent anti-capitalist back-
grounds, generally affirming the sovereignty of nominally socialist nations and
scoffing at the free market as a neoliberal plot to empower finance capital — but
their respective criticisms of authoritarian regimes share this fundamental feature;
their diagnosis of the present system is that it’s bad because only one power, the
United States, has outsized control over the world stage, and their proposed solu-
tion is not the abolition of tyranny itself, but the distribution of domination. The
problem for the alt-imperialist isn’t the preconditions for polarity, the existence of
powerful nation-states with competing “national interests,” but who sits atop the
pyramid of competing autocracies and how freely they allow those despots to rule.
Alt-imperialists see this as the only alternative to US hegemony, hence their support
for Russia, Iran, and China. This binarism is, of course, wrong.

What we as libertarians and anarchists have the tools to recognize is that a
“multipolar world” isn’t the only option, that the goal for the anti-war movement
is a nonpolar world, a globe ruled by no one, a free society based on autonomy and
cooperation. The path towards meaningful freedom involves not only the disman-
tling of the military industrial complex, intelligence agencies, and the nation-state
as a whole, but the rejection of the reactionary logic that supports those structures.
Without the radical rejection of domination in all domains, there is no end to power
worship, and, by extension, no end to war. No one said being anti-war was easy,
and as tensions rise, fights break out, and people die, it will only get harder to stick
to our principles, especially as those who seek to undermine our resistance become
adept at using our language to justify future wars.
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freedomhasbeensystematicallydenied.Nottoimplythattherealwarmachine
istheenemieswe’vemanufacturedalongtheway,butinordertodismantlethe
globalwarindustry,weneedtorecognizehowweoutsidetheformal“machine”
canbemadecomplicitintheproductionoffuturewarsandchooseinsteadtobe
activeproducersofcooperationandpeace.

SoMuchfortheTolerantAnti-WarMovement

Conservatismhasneverknownthemeaningof“peace”beyondanabsenceofresis-
tance,andforthisreasonitwillalwaysbeanexistentialthreattoanti-warorganiz-
ing.Thepointhereisnottoproposeareactive“eradication”ofconservatism,but
todrawalineinthesandoverthepreconditionsforconsistentanti-waraction.If
youarehesitanttosupportresistancetotyranny,tomateriallyaidthoseseeking
shelterfromoppression,tomerelyspeakoutagainstthepropagandaandliesspread
intheserviceofpower,youarenotreadytoevencomprehendthewarmachine.
Unambiguoussympathyforthosewhoresistpowerisnecessaryifyouwantto
perceivethehorrorofwarandtheinstitutionsthatperpetuateit,asanyhesitance
willbeusedbythewarmachinetoturnyouintoamouthpieceforthepowersthat
be.Youwon’tbemadecomplacentthroughdarkmoneyorpsychologicalwarfare
orformalrecruitmentintoafascistgang;ifthereisuncertaintyinyourmind,the
complacency,whataboutism,andconspiracismwillfollownaturallywithoutyou
evenknowingyou’vebeenpressingyourtonguetoapairofboots.Lingeringanx-
ietiesaboutangryfeminists,transandqueeractivists,oran“Israellobby,”ifleft
uninterrogated,willblossomintoareactionaryagendafocusedonsilencing,ignor-
ing,anderadicatingthoseseenasenemiesofthemovement,disruptorsofthe“true
peace”soughtbythecoalition.

Theword“anti-war”isandalwayswillbeappealingtobasicallyeveryonesave
forthemostardenthawks.Whilethiscanmakeourinitialpitcheasy,itdemands
alevelofcareandgoodjudgmentthat’softenabsentfromeventhebest-meaning
anti-warorganizingefforts.Broadappealbringswithitavastpoolofaspiring
activists,manydedicatedtotheconsistentsupportofresistancetotyranny,and
manyotherswhosemisguidedcontrarianismwillreducetheanti-warpositionto
advocacyforconservativeisolationism,culturewarconspiracytheories,andhand
wringingaboutthe“wokeagenda”allegedlydividingthemovement.Ifthey’re
trulycommittedtothelatterpath,theymaypushfora“multipolarworld,”unseat-
ingUShegemonythroughanymeansnecessarybyanypartyornation,regard-
lessofpresentorhistoricalassociationswithfascists.What“multipolarity”means
differsbetweencommentatorsonthealt-imperialistspectrum,butforthesakeof
brevityI’lldrawadirectparalleltoDavidFriedman’shilariouslyhonestdescrip-
tionofhisidealformofgovernment:“competitivedictatorships.”Ishouldstress
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theUS,thishashistoricallybeencouchedinaninsistencetofocusondomestic
policy,arguingthatthestate’sfocusonforeignaffairsnecessarilydetractsfromat-
tentionpaidtoAmericancitizens.Thisrhetoricis,ofcourse,nativistinfoundation
(asisthenotionofcitizenshipitself);insistencethat“our”governmentbelongsto
“us”asnationalsubjectshaslongfueledargumentsagainstimmigration,freetrade,
andcollaborationwithinternationalgoverningbodies.Ofcourse,thisideaisn’tex-
clusivetothereactionaries,astonsofcentristliberalsandevenprogressiveleftists
continuetoviewtheworldthroughthelensofcitizenship,insistentthatmember-
shipinagivennationismeaningfulinitself,materialcontextbedamned.What
separatesthereactionaryfromthenormieinthisinstanceistheextenttowhich
ownershipinformstheirviewofthestate.
Toillustratethispoint,I’llquotethecoalition’slistofdemandsfromtheirwebsite:

TheCIAanddeepstateareanunelectedpermanentgovernmentofin-
telligenceagenciesthatrunourcountryoutsideofconstitutionaland
democraticcontrol.TheysurveilleAmericans,manipulatethemedia,
curtailfreespeech,blackmailpoliticians,infiltrateactivistorganiza-
tions,torturepeople,overthrowgovernments,andassassinatedPres-
identJohnF.Kennedy.AbolishtheCIAanddeepstateandrestorea
governmentof,by,andforthepeople.

Onpaper,thisseemsoddforacoalitionwhosestatedintentionistonegotiate
withanunelectedpermanentgovernmentofintelligenceagencies(i.e.theKremlin)
totakeissuewith.Whatcouldbemorebasedandredpilledthananundemocratic,
absolutegovernmentwithoutconstitutionalrestriction?Theanswerliesinthehid-
denmeaningof“of,by,andforthepeople”asdeployedbyreactionaries.Obviously
thesepeopledon’twantdemocracy—iftheytrulydid,theywouldn’tplatforma
self-described“MAGACommunist,”allowneo-nazistotableattheirevent,orfly
Russianflags.Thethrustoftheir“deepstate”anxietyisthefearthatgovernment
hasdeviatedtoofarfromsimple,directrulership,asoversightentitiesandinves-
tigationeffortsgainedbroadpublicsupportintheaftermathofDonaldTrump’s
criminalpresidencyandtheJanuary6thcoupattempt.Tothereactionaryconser-
vative,thisisallovercomplication,astheirvisionfor“governmentof,by,andfor
thepeople”isapopulistsuperstructureinwhichasmallgroupof“people’srulers”
governfreely,absentoversightlimitationsthatmightpreventthewillofthepeople
frombeingswiftlyadministeredbytheirpersonalgovernment.Inthisidealworld,
USimperialismends,therebyendingallimperialismsaveforthatperpetuatedby
foreignautocrats,whosevictorieswecanassumetohavebeenearnedthroughthe
rightofforce.

Thisisnoblueprintforpeace;it’stherecipeforawasteland.It’snowonder,
then,thatprominent“anti-war”voicessuchasDanielMcAdams,theexecutive
directoroftheRonPaulinstitute,havecomeoutinsupportofPutin’scampaign
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against queerness:

Do you want your kids to be forced to go to drag queen shows with
perverts or do you want to live in a country where it is illegal for
adults to sexually attack your children? I’m with Russia. 100%. Let the
“libertarians” lose their shit over this: I’m with Putin!

These people do not care about individual liberty, the shadowy undemocratic
machinations of intelligence agencies, or the human damage inflicted by the war
machine. They are unapologetic supporters of any regimes that put their authori-
tarian conservative ideals into practice — whether they be foreign nations, fascist
terrorist organizations, or even US states. Every time oppression is given rightful
scrutiny by the ideological opponents of war, these people come to the defense
of the oppressors by branding dissidents as aggressors, nazis, and child predators.
What’s the result of such branding? A gaggle of nazis and child predators come in
droves to paint themselves as allies in this hip new “anti-war” movement.

Rage Against the War Machine and similar paleoconservative trojan horse op-
erations are not about opposing war consistently. They’re part of a selective exer-
cise in presenting only specific war machines as legitimate. In case it wasn’t clear
enough, this coalition takes no issue with Russia’s war on Ukraine, taking sole issue
with the willingness of others to collaborate with Ukrainian resistance.

“Typical Deep State Pro-NATO Propaganda”

If the only options you can fathom are total US isolationism or unchallenged global
military mobilization, you aren’t ready to discuss war. War is complicated at ev-
ery conceivable level, from discussing its origins, unraveling ongoing conflicts, and
picking up the pieces in the aftermath. At no point is there a “comfortable” anti-
war position so simple as merely being “against war” — almost everyone on the
face of the planet is, on some level, opposed to war in most circumstances, so just
saying “I’m against war” doesn’t mean anything without further clarification. The
coalition’s aim in positioning themselves as anti-war is to push the alt-imperialist
notion of the war machine: an export by the US military industrial complex to line
the pockets of the wealthy defense contractors at the expense of its cold war ene-
mies. By this framing, the solution to war is to get rid of the US military industrial
complex and dismantle our role as world policeman, after which “peace” (i.e. rec-
ognizing the sovereignty of states opposing “the west”) would be the natural result.
In the abstract, I’m sure it’s clear why this is appealing; the US military industrial
complex is one of the biggest contributors to global militarization, and no anarchist
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or libertarian worth their salt would suggest keeping it intact or ignoring its on-
going impact. Defunding and abolishing the military are, as the kids say, “based,”
and on this level you could say we and the coalition are in broad agreement. As
we’ve spent paragraphs discussing, however, the alt-imperialist perspective lacks
all nuance, seeing the US as the sole perpetrator of militarization, the only country
capable of imperialism, and the one nation that can do anything about it. It’s inverse
exceptionalism, claiming we as a world power have the ability to shape the world
for the better as America, the most powerful and important nation in the world (big
citation needed) — so powerful it can, if it takes the necessary executive actions,
stop all wars forever.

Here’s the disheartening truth of the matter; we as one country, influential,
armed, and very, very rich though we may be, can’t stop all the wars because war
happens for other reasons than CIA dark money. That lack of control does and
should sound scary as hell. There isn’t just one singular war machine; every coun-
try has their own war machine, and some are much more eager to deploy theirs
than others. Ukraine has a war machine, Russia has a war machine, China has a
war machine — every major global power has a war machine, and none of them
get along particularly well. They may have their respective differences and threat
distinctions that are important to note, but the fact remains that most major play-
ers in the international stage have their own war machine. How, then, do we as
opponents of militarization, advocates of peace, and war abolitionists address the
reality of the many war machines that threaten our very existence? It sounds like
a Lovecraftian task, a mission to defeat the Great Old Ones themselves, and the
existential nightmare of international military capacity is genuinely a challenge to
fully comprehend — all this to say nothing of the millions of people living in the
crossfire of active conflicts and their myriad valid concerns. To the immeasurable
cost and complexities of war, there can be no simple answer, no single “solution”
that can solve every problem posed, especially not a shift in foreign policy by one
nation state.

Anarchists have employed methods of resistance such as dismantling Russian
rail supply lines, disrupting the function of Russia’s war machine and aiding
Ukrainian resistance, as well as building support networks for individuals living in
the conflict zones and refugees alike. Vital efforts in resisting the Russian invasion,
yes, but on their own no sweeping solution to the continued proliferation of war,
and certainly no “quick fix” to the conflict at hand. These are the realizations we
who are interested in resistance have to face constantly: the fact that nothing
is enough, but we can always do something, and in so doing we may make the
world a little more free. That might not sound like a hammer to the war machine,
but that’s how a world without war comes into being: a radical change in how
we relate to one another, in the wake of systemic collapse, that empowers the
marginalized, aids those in need, and enables the autonomy of those whose


