
 
For Our Freedom 

and Yours! 

Anarchists, Anti-Fascists, 
and the War in Ukraine

Yes, anarchists must fight for the defeat of the Ukrainian government, 
but not by some more powerful government. If Ukraine is defeated by 
Russia, the same authoritarian government that has systematically 
tortured anarchists and crushed social movements and labor 
organizing in Russia will control more territory and more people’s lives. 
Russian, Belarusian, and Ukrainian anarchists who are participating in 
the territorial defense have been very clear that they are not fighting for 
the Ukrainian government but rather against the Russian government, 
in hopes of staking out a foothold from which to transform Ukrainian, 
Belarusian, and Russian society in the future. The consistent 
anarchists among them, at least, do not argue that Ukrainian 
democracy is worth defending, but rather that it is impossible to 
organize in the conditions that prevail in Russia and Belarus right now. 
They don’t seek to stabilize the Ukrainian government, but to 
destabilize the Russian government, as they believe this will create the 
greatest possibility of upheaval in the entire region.


As anarchists and anti-militarists, we ought to be critical of every 
undertaking that involves any kind of compromise with the state. But 
our critiques will be most useful if they are well-informed. To willfully 
shut one’s ears to the pleas of actual Russian and Belarusian 
anarchists who have fled from repression in those countries to Ukraine
—and who cannot easily flee to Europe!—in the name of a doctrinaire 
“anti-militarism” is a poor excuse for solidarity. To shout over their 
voices, attempting to drown out their pleas with ignorant platitudes 
from the other side of the ocean, is still more reprehensible.


--- In the Spirit of Sholem Schwarzbard:  
Addressing Confusion about the War in Ukraine 

 
Cover Photo: Ukrainian Anarchists take part in the  2014 Maidan Protests that 

toppled the Yanukovich dictatorship
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when you’re under attack
It’s an understatement to say that the war in Ukraine

has divided anarchist and antifascist opinion. But by lis-
tening to the voices of the people in Eastern Europe, it’s
clear that this is a war launched by one country ruled by a
fascist regime against a far from perfect but still relatively
free one.

Vladimir Putin’s authoritarian regime in Russia has
overseen the murder and imprisonment of thousands
of anarchists and antifascists. Wherever dictators have
needed support, in Belarus (where the most valiant
acts of the 2021 uprising were lead by anarchists), in
Syria (where Kurdish Anarchists and Socialists have
established an autonomous zone commonly referred to
as Rojava), in Myanmar (where anarchists are fighting an
authoritarian, genocidal military regime), or in Venezuela
where a ”socialist” regime has plundered the country’s
resources while millions starve, Putin has been the first
to help. In Putin’s Russia, antifascists and anarchists are
murdered with impunity by cops and fascists.1 That is the
future our Ukrainian comrades face, if Putin’s invasion
were to succeed.

1 eg., from 2005: the murder of Timur Kacharava (Rest in power
Timur!); or from 2014: ”Russian anti-war activists kidnapped and se-
riously injured”
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stand up, fight back!
Our comrades in Ukraine find themselves under at-

tack. And for those with the ability and the courage to
do so, they are standing up and fighting back. Not in
defense of a state, but in defense of their communities,
their families, and themselves. They are fighting for our
shared values as anarchists and antifascists. The
Anarchist Black Cross Dresden and others organized
Operation Solidarity to support anarchist and antifascist
fighters in Ukraine. Food Not Bombs chapters across
Poland have been cooking non-stop since the war began,
helping to feed the millions of refugees fleeing Putin’s
forces. Many of our Belarusian and Russian comrades
who aren’t already rotting in one of Lukashenka’s or
Putin’s torture chambers are in Ukraine to fight back.

Meanwhile, some comfortably in the so-called US or
Western Europe stand idly by, waiting for the second com-
ing of Nestor Makhno and the magical reappearance of
the Makhnovshchina in Ukraine. Or worse yet, they de-
nounce those who fight as traitors to our values, yelling
in an echo chamber with their jeremiads published on
It’s Going Down or some random noblogs.org site. Would
they feel the same if they were in Kyiv or Kherson? Would
they sit around in Kharkiv sipping espresso while Russian

4

SoZ: Thank you very much for your willingness to
give us this interview.

Long live international solidarity!

Retrieved on 2022-06-07 from Operation Solidarity

Originally published in German in the Sozialistische
Zeitung
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I would ask from the international community of the
left to support, or at the very least not to block the
shipments of weapons to Ukraine, as well as support
. I understand that this might be hard considering that
the left community had spent decades criticizing NATO
policies. However, the policy of some of the left ‘I would
support anyone as long as they are against the USA and
NATO’ had clearly showed its flaws, resulting in mass
war crimes of so-called ‘anti-American’ dictatorships.

So far, the international community has shown amaz-
ing solidarity with the refugees from Ukraine, and we
are grateful for that. I hope that such warm welcome
will be used as an example for all of the future crises.
And such crises will surely come in the nearest future:
Ukraine has exported millions tons of food to the Middle
East and Africa, feeding more than 300 million people
in those regions. The threat of hunger in those regions
is almost imminent. I suppose that we are on the brink
of numerous conflicts around the world with horrifying
consequences, which would echo through all other coun-
tries. The international left must prepare for them, both
in theory and practice.

As for now, you can support the refugees or the Oper-
ation Solidarity through https://www.nowar.help.
It is a website where you can find the way to do it, either
by donations or by any other means you see preferable.

48

bombs fall on apartment buildings and artillery rumbles
20 kilometers away? My guess is ’probably not.’

I am fortunate to count many Ukrainian antifascists as
my friends. The one I am still in frequent contact with has
been sending me occasional updates: how he’s holding
up, maybe a photo of him or a stray dog or whatever, noth-
ing revealing. I think about him often and how much I hope
that he and those in his unit avoid the worst of the war will
make it to the other side. It is because of him and those
he is fighting with that one thing about this war has be-
come so clear: resistance to the Russian invasion of
Ukraine is an antifascist act. The Russian government
now exhibits many of the characteristics that define fas-
cism. And while it may make us as anarchists uncomfort-
able to take one side over the other, we should follow the
lead of our Ukrainian, Russian, and Belarusian comrades
now fighting and dying for their lives and their freedom on
the front lines.2

Our solidarity is our strength.
— silberfuchs
summer, 2022

2 See especially ”Anti-Authoritarian Collective of Ukraine’s Ter-
ritorial Defense Forces Releases New Manifesto” and ”In the Spirit
of Sholem Schwarzbard”
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In the Spirit of Sholem
Schwarzbard

Addressing Confusion about the War in
Ukraine

Anonymous

2022

the population is supporting the Ukrainian military in one
way or another. Therefore, this is both a fight for survival
and for preservation of basic political liberties we have.
We consider this situation quite similar to that of Span-
ish anarchists, who fought under operational command of
Spanish Republican army against Franco’s dictatorship,
and who later joined the Free French army to fight against
Nazism. While a lot of people speak of ‘Ukrainian Nazism’,
the far right lost all of their seats in parliament during
the last election and decreased their presence on the
streets, Putin’s regime resembles the fascism more and
more each day.

SoZ: What do you expect from the international sol-
idarity of the left?

Despite of the proclaimed in 2014 ‘sanctions’ and
proclaimed support for Ukraine, NATO countries later
sold enormous amounts of military equipment to Russia,
worth of millions of Euros. Germany was the second
largest supplier of those weapons, with more than 130
million Euros in revenues in 2015-2020. Those weapons
are now used to kill Ukrainians. So much for the ‘NATO
arms Ukraine’ argument. Now, as the full-scale war has
started and the war crimes are committed by the Russian
army on a daily basis, there is no other option to prevent
further loss of civilian lives but by a military defeat of
the Russian units operating on Ukrainian territory. So
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the activists had his finger broken. However, even other
right-wing organizations didn’t approve this attack, calling
it stupid.

SoZ: You call yourselves anti-authoritarian resis-
tance. How do you manage to distance yourselves
from government policy – also with respect to the
time after the war?

Unfortunately, this is not a war where there is space for
ideological purity or any choices. Putin’s regime is an ex-
tremely authoritarian one, with no freedom of speech or
assembly, suppression and murder of political opponents,
fake criminal allegations against activists, including anar-
chists, prosecutions against LGBTQ+ community. When
the invasion started, I assumed that a lot of Ukrainian po-
litical activists, no matter if right, centrist or left – will be put
in jail by the puppet government which Putin would install,
and that the list would likely include me. After the mas-
sacre in Bucha it is clear that my assumption was too op-
timistic, all of political activists (or people who will be sus-
pected of activism) would be straight up murdered. More-
over, the massacres would likely increase to a scale of
genocide, as Russian propagandists are already openly
speaking that all who are in Ukrainian military or help it
should be considered ‘Nazis’ and therefore purged. That
involves at the very least hundreds of thousands peo-
ple, most likely number would be in millions, as most of
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A text recently appeared on It’s Going Down decrying
support for anarchists in Ukraine who are fighting against
the Russian army. Entitled “No War but the Class War,”
it begins with a quotation from Rosa Luxemburg and
concludes with a dedication: “In the spirit of Sholem
Schwarzbard.” These two historical figures—a Jewish
Marxist from Poland, active in Germany, and a Jewish an-
archist from Ukraine, active in France—are conscripted
to legitimize the authors’ polemic.

This juxtaposition between Luxemburg and Schwarzbard
is typical of the quality of the scholarship of the whole text.
While Luxemburg indeed wrote that “the international
proletariat” should “intervene in a revolutionary way” in re-
sponse to the First World War, Schwarzbard—contrary to
the authors’ implications—took a different path. Though
an anti-militarist, Schwarzbard enlisted in the French
military as soon as World War I broke out and fought
against Germany for a full year and a half before going
to Ukraine to fight alongside other Jewish people against
pogromists and alongside other anarchists against the
reactionary White Army.

Let’s spell out Schwarzbard’s military career in detail,
so there is no confusion about this. In August 1914,
as soon as Germany invaded Belgium and France,
Schwarzbard—already long an anarchist—volunteered
for the French Foreign Legion. “Like thousands of others,”
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he later wrote, “I believed that the land was threatened
by German militarism.” While explicitly opposing French
colonialism and understanding that (as he put it) “the war
would not establish justice in the world,” Schwarzbard
nonetheless believed that if Germany conquered France,
it would be a catastrophe even greater than war. More-
over, Schwarzbard regarded the Russian Tsar—an ally
of the French government—as one of the foremost
propagators of anti-Semitism; he must have weighed this
consideration as he made his choice, the same way that
many anarchists in Ukraine today weigh their opposition
to NATO, the Azov battalion, and the Ukrainian gov-
ernment while nonetheless mobilizing against Russian
bombs and tanks.

In addition to these motivations, according to his biog-
rapher, Schwarzbard “revel[ed] in the potential for Jewish
power in the hundreds of thousands of soldiers learning
to fight in the World War.”

We don’t have to agree with Schwarzbard’s reason-
ing or with his decision to enlist—or with his apparent
enthusiasm for militarism. But if we want to honor his
memory and grasp the complexity of the choices he
faced—let alone to act “in his spirit,” should we deem
that advisable—we owe it to him not to misrepresent his
life for our own purposes.
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ence, people who don’t have it can be transferred to some
auxiliary roles which don’t involve fighting. People who
came here are most often stating that they have come to
fight for democracy and to prevent Russian war crimes.
Obviously, there people from a large spectrum of political
background, either from left, right or center.

Of course, there is no guarantee that some people with
far-right views couldn’t find a way into but in general the
Foreign Legion is organized in a way that it is unlikely to
become a mass training ground for any mass organiza-
tions if they haven’t had such experience before.

Belarusian volunteers are very active. As I already
mentioned, some of them joined the Resistance Com-
mittee, however, people with lot libertarian but pro-
democratic believes joined a special Belarusian unit
which is the size of a regiment now and are making plans
of going to Belarus and start a revolution there in order
to overthrow Belarusian dictator Alexander Lukashenko
after the war in Ukraine is over.

SoZ: Are you being attacked by extreme right-wing
groups?

There was an attack of members of the “Misanthropic
Division” organization on two antiauthoritarian activists
in Lviv. The activists went to a military shop to search
for some bulletproof vests for their comrades and were
beaten by the “Misanthropic Division” members, one of
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regular army, they are sometimes used to make hit-and-
run attacks on Russian positions, in order to harass en-
emy lines and exhaust them. In other places, which were
the fighting didn’t took place, the Territorial Defense pro-
vides patrol duties, thus working as a deterrent for the
Russian army from trying to invade. In some sense, this
allows the regular forces to concentrate on tasks that are
more valuable.

SoZ: What is the relationship between your armed
actions and the Ukrainian army? Who is in com-
mand?

The Territorial Defense forces are under operational
control of the Ukrainian army and can be used as aux-
iliary units if the operational command decides so. They
are completely volunteer forces, however, they receive of-
ficial salaries. Most of the on-place commanders are ex-
army service members who retired but took arms again
after the full-scale invasion. Individuals who want it can
be transferred to the regular army on request if the army
agrees to their candidacy.

SoZ: Thousands of foreign volunteers have taken
up arms in Ukraine. What kind of people are they?

In Germany, the Office for the Protection of the Consti-
tution is worried that groups of the extreme right will learn
the art of war there. The Ukrainian Foreign Legion offi-
cially consist of people who already have military experi-
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A month after his deployment, Schwarzbard fought in
the Battle of Champagne, then, in May and June 1915,
in the Second Battle of Artois. A tremendous number of
his fellow soldiers were killed and wounded around him.
Afterwards, his regiment 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 partici-
pate 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 as-
sassinated Symon Petliura, former president of Ukraine,
whom he held responsible for the pogroms.

If you want to learn more 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 de-
cision to serve in a state military. But for the authors of “No
War but the Class War” to imagine that they are speaking
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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 im-
portant 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 happen-
ing to Ukrainians, Belarusians, or Russians 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 ex-
cuse to pass moralistic judgments according to a doc-
trinaire 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 al-
ternative. It will not suffice to warn them that somebody
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which were near them. Many Belarusians who had to
flee from Lukashenko’s dictatorship joined as well. The
experiences of the fighters wary depending on the place
they joined the units – from simple patrol duties to assis-
tance in destroying Russian tanks and artillery positions.
Operation Solidarity is a network of activists who didn’t
take arms but are working on providing equipment for the
antiauthoritarian activists in Territorial Defense forces,
such as bulletproof vests, medical kits and other tactical
equipment which the state is not able or is to slow to
provide. The initiative is also providing humanitarian
work in those places it can.

SoZ: On your website I can see that you participate
in the armed resistance. What does that mean? How
are you organized?

The Territorial Defense is organized similarly to regu-
lar military and act as light infantry, without any heavy
weapons. Generally, they stay in the city or village where
they were formed to defend it. There were numerous ex-
amples of various Territorial Defense successfully defend-
ing their cities from the regular Russian army on their own,
without any or with very little support from the Ukrainian
army. Also the Territorial Defense forces participated in
the numerous guerilla attacks on Russian convoys, most
often in the Northern regions of Ukraine. In the places
where the Territorial Defense is fighting alongside with the
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”this is not a war where
there is space for
ideological purity”

an interview with Resistance Committee

Resistance Committee

2022-05

Sozialistische Zeitung (SoZ): Can you introduce your
group? How did it come into being? Who is involved?
What are its tasks?

Resistance Committee: Resistance Committee is a
network of anarchist and antifascist activists who have
joined the Territorial Defense forces and resist the Rus-
sian imperialist aggression with arms. About 50 of them
joined one unit to fight together; others joined the units,
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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” [i.e., the proletariat]. Nonetheless,
when the government that ruled her invaded another
country, it was clear enough to her that she could not
endorse this. In that regard, she was wiser than every
tankie making excuses for Putin today and every liberal
making excuses for NATO.

As an anarchist, Schwarzbard had no recourse to de-
terminist frameworks like Luxemburg’s. Why, then, did he
conclude—in August 1914 and then again and again for
the next year and a half, at tremendous risk to himself—
that his best option was to fight in the French military? If
we are going to summon his spirit, we had better hear out
his testimony.

We can answer that question with another question.
Which city would you rather live in today—Kyiv or Mari-
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upol? Kyiv is the city that has been successfully defended
against the Russian invasion; Mariupol is the one that has
not been successfully defended. Take a minute to familiar-
ize yourself with everything that has occurred in Mariupol
before you answer. Pro-Putin trolls blame the victim, say-
ing it wouldn’t have been necessary to displace hundreds
of thousands of people if they had welcomed the Russian
tanks with open arms or that it was worth all that suffer-
ing to kill a few hundred Azov fascists, but if you ask an-
archists from Donbas and Crimea, they will tell you very
clearly why so many people in Ukraine are risking their
lives to fight the Russian army. We might as well have
urged the residents of Kobanî to reject militarism back
in 2014 when the Islamic State was besieging their city.
Sometimes you do not have the choice to opt out of war.

We can criticize Schwarzbard and others like him for
risking their lives to defend state democracies rather
than fighting to overthrow them. We can argue that they
should have formed an anarchist military and immedi-
ately attacked all the other (much bigger) armies, or that
they should have fled, leaving the entire battlefield (and
their hapless neighbors) to other forces. But if we want
the Schwarzbards of the world to reject state militarism,
too, we had better make proposals that address their
actual needs and concerns. Otherwise, they will rightly

12

11. Development of ecological consciousness and
responsibility. The implementation of ecological
human-proportionate technologies, configured for
the needs of local communities.

12. Common access to the means of self-defence as
a condition of freedom and opportunity to protect
oneself from aggressors. Simplification of access
to arms. Integration of education and military indus-
try development based on latest technologies. The
development of educational programs able to teach
specialists who will strengthen the country’s capac-
ity for defence. Opportunity to gain military skills in
the ranks of Territorial Defence, minimization of bu-
reaucracy, extension of the principles of horizontal
decision-making and transition to the normal work
week. Implementation of the system of nutritious
food for vegans in the military service.

This manifesto is by no means final. We are ready to
complement and correct it over the course of our practice.

Retrieved on 2022-06-07 from Resistance Committee
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6. To make accommodation accessible: to create ad-
equate system of social/municipal rent, accessible
cheap credit for real estate purchase, opportunity
for young families and other vulnerable groups to
get a flat for free.

7. Free health care, minimization of bureaucracy, as-
suring proper salaries for all levels of medical work-
ers.

8. Free public transport.

9. Social support/subsidies for the people with low in-
come: major discount or free access to basic goods
and needs.

10. To develop effective ways for the protection of
Women’s freedom. Most notably in context of
violence. We believe it is necessary to create au-
tonomous female structures in all municipal bodies
of the country independently from state institutions.
It is also necessary to form female defence forces,
suppressing violence against women. Women’s
autonomy and female units should be formed
inside the regular army as well. Gender-motivated
violence from the side of the occupiers as well
as from the side of all other criminals should be
stopped!
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disregard our criticism as idle talk, no matter how many
Rosa Luxemburg quotations we toss at them.

It’s one thing to say that it is not anarchist to participate
in a state military mobilization. Of course it’s not! Under
duress, anarchists do all sorts of things that are not anar-
chistic, that do nothing to advance any anarchist project—
laboring to enrich capitalist bosses, for example, or pay-
ing rent to landlords. If we can understand why workers
alienate their labor in return for a wage in order to survive,
we can understand why they might join a state military in
hopes of resisting an invasion, as well. This is not to jus-
tify what Schwarzbard did, nor to suggest that militarism
solves the problems it purports to address; it is just to
ground our discussion in reality.

But it’s another thing altogether to allege that anar-
chists who participate in the territorial defense of Ukraine
against an invading army—and those who provide those
anarchists with a platform via which to communicate
about what they are doing—are necessarily “minimizing
fascism” and “colluding with neoliberal and ultranational-
ist 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
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before the invasion and since it started—are openly
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 intended 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” employ the sort of method-
ology via which alienated information consumers create
conspiracy theories, associatively arranging random
material they have encountered 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 particular credentials regarding
Ukraine other than appearances on Russian state media
platforms Sputnik and RT) promotes bona fide conspir-
acy 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 in-
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Ukrainians’ fight against Putin’s regime. Cancel
of the external debt — would become one of the
examples of solidarity.

2. Implementation of credit amnesty for Ukrainian cit-
izens with low and medium income. The debt load
of the population is the result of shortcomings of the
economic system. Inhabitants of the resisting coun-
try should be freed from this burden.

3. To establish the system of assemblies — institu-
tions of the grassroots self-management. They
should become common practice. Assemblies
should be formed both on a local and professional
(trade-unions) basis. The development of the trade-
unions means that workers create tools for the
collective protection of their economic interests.

4. To give more tools and resources to the local com-
munities (hromada’s). In particular — to extend the
practice of organizing local self-defence which al-
ready showed its relevance in wartime.

5. To grant Ukrainian citizenship or a permanent res-
idence permit as well as full social services, medi-
cal insurance and accommodation to all foreigners
fighting the occupiers.
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What we do
Today in Ukraine anti-authoritarians participate ac-

tively in the main spheres of resistance against the
aggression:

1. In the theatre of war

2. In the sphere of civil volunteering

3. In Media-activities

The mission of the Resistance Committee is to assure
the communication and coordination of different groups
and individuals actively involved in these processes.

What can be done now apart from
fighting the occupiers?

The shape Ukrainian society will take is very important
to us. We have outlined changes which we want to imple-
ment:

1. To cancel the unjust external debt of Ukraine: this
is the noose around the country’s neck held by in-
ternational financial institutions and wealthy states.
Inhabitants of other countries also benefit from
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stead 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 former
Eastern Bloc, neither of which corroborate their allega-
tions about the supposed fascist ties of the Resistance
Committee.

The sole Ukrainian author they cite, Andrew, makes
a thoughtful, if bookish, argument in favor of focusing on
building solidarity structures and awaiting more promising
opportunities for insurrection. 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 volunteering to fight might be a
safer option than continuing to hide out.” By his own ac-
count, Andrew is practically the only anarchist publishing
from Ukraine who believes there is nothing to be gained
by fighting against the invasion, though this does not di-
minish the value of his perspective.

The only other author from the former Eastern Bloc
that the “No War” authors cite is a Russian speaker
named Saša Kaluža who appears to be writing at
some distance from the events in Ukraine. Saša Kaluža
made an earnest case at the very beginning of the war
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that anarchists should focus on organizing solidarity
efforts while opposing both the Russian and Ukrainian
governments:

Initiatives such as the Resistance Committee
are formed within the military structure of
the Ukrainian state. They are not anarchist
initiatives, even if most of the participants are
anarchists. All territorial defense structures
are controlled by the Ukrainian Armed Forces;
their actions and capabilities are limited by
the strategy and policies of the state and
the Ministry of Defense. We can only have
a dialogue or compromise with the state
when we have strength and sufficient support
from the people, otherwise we will end up re-
pressed in prisons or destroyed by any of the
opposing forces, whether it is the Ukrainian
armed forces and the nationalist formations
on their side or the Russian armed forces and
the FSB. Perhaps we will see more positive
examples of anarchist organizing in Ukraine,
both military and civilian, in the future.

This is a reasonable and principled position, wisely for-
going speculation and hyperbole. It occasioned a simi-
larly even-handed response from the Russian insurrec-
tionist project Anarchist Fighter.
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We don’t consider the peoples of Russia and Belarus
our enemies. We call all free-minded Russians and Be-
larusians to fight against the dictatorship with us.

We understand: until the nest of tyranny in Moscow
is removed, the whole region will constantly face harass-
ment against its freedom. Every local tyrant, suppress-
ing his rebellious people, will be assisted by the “tsar of
Moscow”. We want to see ourselves and our neighbours
free. It means that we should put an end to Putin’s regime.

Justice — we stand against all forms of oppression
among humans, domination-submission relations, social
inequality. All the oppressors must be defeated. Tyranny
should be replaced by free and equal cooperation by ev-
eryone in society. On this principle we base our current
activity.

There can be no justice until the imbalance of power
and wealth in society is overcome.

Justice is unimaginable for us without gender
equality, care for the environment and overcoming
all kinds of discrimination.

Solidarity — we give priority to cooperation before
competition. Closeness and collaboration before egoism
and atomisation. However we don’t reject the originality
and uniqueness of every individual. The freedom of ev-
ery human being lives in the freedom of others. Nobody
is free until everyone is free.
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Who we are
Resistance Committee is the space for dialogue

and coordination of anarchist, libertarian and anti-
authoritarian initiatives.

We believe that Ukraine and all Eastern Europe should
be free from dictatorship. Freedom, solidarity and equality
should become the main principles of the social organiza-
tion in the region.

Our task: to unite efforts of fighters against authoritari-
anism for the sake of effective struggle for our ideals and
values. We aspire to influence the future of Ukraine and
the whole region, to protect the freedoms which already
exist and to contribute to their extension.

Our principles
“For our freedom and yours!” — we are the enemies

of imperial rule, which is present now in Ukraine by the
brutal Putinist army. We fight for the sake of Ukrainian
society, against destruction and death which Russian oc-
cupiers make for it. If the Ukrainian state today participate
in this struggle it doesn’t mean that we became its sup-
porters.
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It’s worth quoting the response of Anarchist Fighter at
length for several reasons. First, it addresses some of
the more substantive critiques in “No War but the Class
War.” Second, it was written after Saša Kaluža’s text,
which included some predictions that did not come true.
Finally, it arguably presents the analysis that is most
widely held among anarchists throughout the former
Eastern Bloc—and as Anarchist Fighter were writing
from a Russian perspective rather than a Ukrainian
one, their perspective cannot be written off as Ukrainian
nationalism. Here are the concluding paragraphs of
Anarchist Fighter’s response:

We are ready to agree with the comrade [i.e.,
Saša Kaluža] in many respects. This is what
anarchists should prioritize—not just defend-
ing one capitalist state from another, but using
the situation of instability to transfer power to
the people.
The only problem here is that in the condi-
tions of ongoing hostilities, while the parties
to the conflict [i.e., the Russian and Ukrainian
governments] are strong, the ‘third’ force will
be the target of an attack by both of them as
soon as it goes beyond the limits of ‘neigh-
borly mutual assistance’ and tries to present
itself as a party to the conflict with its own po-
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sition and decisions. And also, it will become
the object of massive [negative] propaganda,
on the grounds that it is interfering with the de-
fense of the country from the invaders. […]
Here, we move on to the comrade’s criticism
of initiatives like the Resistance Committee.
Yes, formally, the comrade is right in this crit-
icism. However, we must not forget that his-
tory is not made by keeping your hands clean.
Simply put, obtaining a weapon and the abil-
ity to act without fear of catching a bullet from
the Ukrainian Armed Forces represents a sig-
nificant gain.
As for the complete dependence of the ter-
ritorial 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 in-
evitably have a certain autonomy within the
framework of the tasks that, yes, the coordi-
nating 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
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Context
What does Putin’s regime and imperialism bring with

them? We saw it in the grim example of Donbass and
Crimea. We saw it in the bloody suppression of the peo-
ples of Belarus and Kazakhstan, the destruction of protest
movements in Russia, bombardment of Syrian cities. It
appeared to be not enough for Putin. On February 24,
2022 he started full-scale war against Ukraine. Today the
epicenter of the resistance against enslavement is here.
The struggle of Ukrainians gives hope for liberation to ev-
eryone oppressed by Putinism.

For centuries the territory of modern Ukraine has lain
on the frontier of the interests of imperial ambition and
aggression. People of free spirit have flocked here away
from the despotism. Among those people were cossacks
and opryshki insurgents. Heroic makhnovists fought here
for the freedom of the people against all rulers.

Today’s war in Ukraine is the continuation of the
struggle for peoples’ freedom from all authoritarianism.
Residents of Ukraine as well as people from many other
countries fight together for the liberties and rights which
were gained by the ages of popular struggle and the
effort of revolutionaries. And even though today the
Ukrainian state is on stage, the resistance against the
invasion is being waged by the mass popular movement.
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Manifesto of Resistance
Committee

Resistance Committee

2022-05-20

in the article (including assisting and organiz-
ing people), not on behalf of the Armed Forces
of Ukraine, but in their own name, as anar-
chists. 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 dissolve 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 over-
throw both the Ukrainian and Russian states.
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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 calcula-
tions at various points in the course of their fight against
the armies of several different aspiring governments.
Elsewhere, Anarchist Fighter have argued that the de-
feat 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 we misrepresent it as a merely pro-NATO
or pro-nationalist position.

In fact, there is a broad consensus among practically
all of the that anarchists in Ukraine, including those in
the Resistance Committee, have a right to participate in
the territorial defense without being accused of being pro-
state, pro-fascist, or pro-NATO. You can find this consen-
sus among practically all of the significant Russian anar-
chist projects that anarchists in Ukraine, including those
in the Resistance Committee, have a right to participate
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organizing under a state formation. This is a gigantic re-
sponsibility. If we don’t want, like Sholem Schwarzbard,
to end up defending our bitter enemies and fighting with
our own brothers, if we don’t want to have to choose be-
tween two nationalist armies, we need to be working very
hard now to establish a concrete alternative. No amount
of name-calling or historical revisionism can accomplish
this for us. It requires us to be humble, to listen carefully
to each other, to be serious about building something to-
gether. Despite our differences, we hope to be part of this
with the authors of “No War but the Class War,” with the
anarchists fighting in Ukraine right now, and with you.

Retrieved on 2022-05-27 from avtonom.org
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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 be-
cause it is abstract, or from those for whom it is painfully
complicated?

In Closing
Let’s close with one of the tortured poems that

Schwarzbard left us from his time in the military.

And like the bones of Ephraim’s Tribe
That were scattered in the Valley of Jezreel,
The dead men now stirred from the trenches,
Belted, and armed with arrow and bow
Driven, flushed out by wild vengeance
Against God, against heaven, against earth

and against men,
Against everything that drove them to their

fate
They must now defend their bitter enemies
To fight with their own brothers…

The bottom line is that we have to ensure that the next
time a war breaks out, people like those who are fighting
in the Resistance Committee have a better option than
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in the territorial defense without being accused of being
pro-state, pro-fascist, or pro-NATO.3 You can find this con-
sensus among practically all of the significant Belarusian
anarchist projects4, as well, and it is shared by anarchists
in Latvia, Lithuania, Estonia, Poland, Finland, Sweden,
Czech Republic, Turkey, Iran and Afghanistan, and else-
where.5

There are fierce debates and conflicts between anar-
chists in all of these countries, 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 them-
selves in claiming that the Resistance Committee are fas-
cist adjacent and that the only possible outcome 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

3 see: t.me/rupression/4256; avtonom.org; t.me/b_o_ak; anti-
job.net

4 see: pramen.io; revdia.org; twitter.com
5 see: youtube.com; takku.net; takku.net; enoughise-

nough14.org; avtonom.org; twitter.com.
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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 US
metropolises 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 ba-
sic common sense. If you think that Sholem Schwarzbard
was a staunch anti-militarist, if you think that you can un-
derstand the decisions anarchists are making in the mid-
dle 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 paying more 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 supporting
them, rather than composing yet another text about
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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.
Neither 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 the most militant
tactics must therefore 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 in-
structions 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 sim-
ple and those who suffer the complications of the world
in their own communities, on their own bodies. It’s effort-
less to “refus[e] to stand on any side of a war between
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Mobilizing an international resistance that can prevent
wars like the one in Ukraine is already challenging. It will
only become more difficult if we needlessly write off mas-
sive segments of the worldwide anarchist movement as
pro-NATO or 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 with-
out participating in state-aligned military formations the
way that Schwarzbard did? They speak abstractly about
“condemn[ing] invasion and militarization” and “solidarity
with 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 solidar-
ity 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 screen-
shot of a video taken by an anti-war arsonist who set
fire to a military registration and enlistment office in the
city of Lukhovitsy. Once again, however, the witness
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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 people 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 some more power-
ful government. If Ukraine is defeated by Russia, the
same authoritarian government that has systematically
tortured anarchists and crushed social movements and
labor organizing in Russia will control more territory and
more people’s lives. Russian, Belarusian, and Ukrainian
anarchists who are participating in the territorial defense
have been very clear that they are not fighting for the
Ukrainian government but rather against the Russian
government, in hopes of staking out a foothold from
which to transform Ukrainian, Belarusian, and Russian
society in the future. The consistent anarchists among
them, at least, do not argue that Ukrainian democracy is
worth defending, but rather that it is impossible to orga-
nize in the conditions that prevail in Russia and Belarus
right now. They don’t seek to stabilize the Ukrainian
government, but to destabilize the Russian government,
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as they believe this will create the greatest possibility of
upheaval in the entire region.

As anarchists and anti-militarists, we ought to be criti-
cal of every undertaking that involves any kind of compro-
mise with the state. But our critiques will be most useful if
they are well-informed. To willfully shut one’s ears to the
pleas of actual Russian and Belarusian anarchists who
have fled from repression in those countries to Ukraine—
and who cannot easily flee to Europe!—in the name of a
doctrinaire “anti-militarism” is a poor excuse for solidarity.
To shout over their voices, attempting to drown out their
pleas with ignorant platitudes from the other side of the
ocean, is still more reprehensible.

Yes, we should work towards the defeat of the Russian
government, but not by some more powerful government,
not by NATO—and not by nationalists of any country. If we
make it clear to the millions of ordinary people in Ukraine,
the Baltic countries, Georgia, Poland, and for that matter
Syria, Myanmar, and everywhere else on the receiving
end of the Russian government’s threats that anarchists
do not give a damn what happens to them—that they can
all die under Russian bombs for all we care, and that if
they do anything to defend themselves, we will declare
that they are fascist-adjacent—then we will put NATO and
the nationalists in a much stronger position. In that case,
the vast majority of those who are afraid of ending up

24

and everywhere else, learning from their experiences and
analyses, not immediately branding them as “defen[ders]
of the Western liberal-democratic project” when their per-
spectives differ from ours (as the “No War” authors do
in their efforts to discredit Syrian refugees who fled the
Putin-backed massacres in Western Syria).

Solidarity with refugees should also extend to the
Ukrainian citizens that the Ukrainian government has
forbidden from leaving Ukraine on account of their age
and ascribed gender.

The only hope for lasting peace in Ukraine lies in not
military conflict but in mutiny and rebellion—especially
on the side of Russia, which initiated this war. A unilateral
mutiny in the Ukrainian military alone would only guaran-
tee that Kyiv and Lviv end up looking like Mariupol (and
that there would be endless sequels to the Network case
in the territories of Ukraine, Belarus, and Kazakhstan
as well as Russia). We have to foment rebellion on
both sides of the battle lines; as Andrew argued, it will
take “a mass movement on both sides of the frontline
and in the armies themselves.” Presumably, that is just
what Russian and Belarusian and Ukrainian anarchists
are working towards in their various efforts to cooper-
ate, none of which received a mention in the “No War”
text—either because the authors are oblivious of them or
because they consider them to be “NATO-aligned.”
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to do our best to maximize the likelihood that anarchists
in Ukraine survive the war, including the ones who are
fighting against the Russian invasion. It is a good thing
that the anarchists who have chosen to fight in Ukraine
have access to medical IFAKs, plate carriers, and the like.
We should have raised money years ago to supply the
same resources to anarchists fighting in Rojava, quite
apart from the question of whether participating in mili-
tary action qualifies as “anarchist.” There are really not
that many of us and we should treat each other’s lives as
precious even when we disagree. Having failed to do so
in the past is no justification for failing to do it now.

We should oppose all tendencies to dehumanize peo-
ple on all sides of the war, whether by calling Russian
soldiers “orcs,” changing the subject to Azov in discus-
sions about the suffering inflicted on Ukrainian civilians,
or centering the lives of Ukrainian refugees over the lives
of refugees who do not benefit from white privilege.

Finally, we should be organizing to support refugees
and migrants of all nationalities—as Ukrainian and Pol-
ish anarchists aligned with the projects attacked in “No
War but the Class War” have already been doing, despite
the authors’ citationless claim that anti-border organiz-
ing has been “sidelined by the fetishisizing of militancy
in the form of state-backed militias.” We need to organize
with refugees from Ukraine, Afghanistan, Syria, Sudan,
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like the residents of Mariupol will opt for nationalism or
call for more NATO-backed militarization, seeing that we
have no real solidarity or strategy to offer them. Propo-
nents of both Putin and NATO would love for anarchists
everywhere to adopt such a self-defeating position. So
would proponents of the Azov Battalion.

Yes, we should work towards the defeat of NATO, but
NATO’s eventual collapse will leave something equally
terrible in its wake unless we organize on an international
basis starting now. Supposed anti-imperialists whose re-
sponse to the Russian invasion is to call for isolationism—
effectively saying that everyone should just fight against
his own (!) state, or against the biggest imperial force, and
leave the other states alone—are giving Putin a free hand
to torture every anarchist he can get his hands on. They
misunderstand the global capitalist ruling class, which is
an international entity bound by its own internal solidar-
ities, even in the midst of a war like this. No proletarian
has capitalists or politicians of his or her “own.” Empire is
not a matter of one nation ruling other nations; it is a struc-
ture, like the state itself, that has multiple interconnected
centers. Internationalism means fighting against all the
politicians and capitalists of the world and standing in sol-
idarity with all others who fight them, even if our comrades
in warzones are forced by their dire circumstances to pri-
oritize which ones they confront first. If all of us had ex-
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tended 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 politi-
cians and capitalists accuse anarchists of serving rival
politicians and capitalists. Their agenda is obvious. But
anarchists should not sling such accusations at other an-
archists lightly. If all it takes to be accused of being pro-
NATO and pro-fascist is to defend yourself against a gov-
ernment 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 en-
emy that another of your enemies is fighting, just wait un-
til civil war arrives in the United States. Many anarchists
have already experienced being called Nazis when they
fight against the police and being accused of being shills
for neoliberalism when they fight against the Nazis. We
know better than to pay any mind to the liberals and fas-
cists who attempt to reduce all conflict to a false binary
between nightmarish alternatives. When people 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

26

to the Sholem Schwarzbards of our day, lest they join the
military?

If we want to stop the Russian invasion without legit-
imizing militarism, nationalism, and government, the first
step is to support grassroots anti-war organizing in Rus-
sia 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 protection 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 nothing 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 anarchists
from a variety of tendencies and vantage points in Rus-
sia, Belarus, Ukraine, and elsewhere. Likewise, we ought
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