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The extermination of the people in revolt 
 

Statement of the Revolutionary Left Current, 21 August 2013, Damascus 
 

The dictatorial regime continues its policy of extermination of our people. Hundreds of Syrians, 
including a significant number of women and children, died in the early morning of August 21, 2013, 
the victims of weapons of extermination using toxic gases and the undeniable use of chemical 
weapons, in the neighbourhoods of eastern Ghouta, a suburb of Damascus, in the context of the most 
violent military attack by the regime carried out this morning on the areas in revolt. 
 
For more than two years, the list of abuses and sacrifices suffered by the masses of our people has 
grown incessantly. It is impossible to count the hundreds of thousands of martyrs, the wounded, the 
imprisoned and the millions of exiles and refugees. The torture of our people continues. Their cries are 
lost in the air and a deadly silence engulfs human consciousness. 
 
The massacre and coercion of our people continues, perpetrated by the machine of death and 
destruction of a regime which transcends fascism in its savagery. It is a tragedy that the world has not 
known in a long time, the tragedy of a people insurgent for its freedom and its liberation from the grip 
of a dictatorial regime, savage in its repression and in its exploitation of the oppressed of our country, 
in the service of the interests of a small bourgeois clique. 
 
Our revolution has no sincere ally, except for the revolutions of the peoples of the region and the world 
and the militants who work to free themselves from obscurantist, oppressive and exploitative regimes. 
This odious criminal act by the ruling clique against isolated civilians reflects cynicism about human 
life and this at the very moment when the counter revolutionary forces have begun to organise their 
attack against the revolutions at the regional level, led by Saudi Arabia and its allies. The regime will 
have found there an opportunity to commit its abominable massacre. Yet our people, in revolt and 
determined, tested by their wounds, will continue their resistance against the criminal tyrants, will 
defeat them and punish them as they deserve for their crimes. 
 
We will bury our dead and tend to our wounded. We will be more determined and resolute in our 
struggle for the fall of the murderous and predatory regime and the victory of our popular revolution. 

 
For the building of a Syria of freedom, 
justice, equality and social justice! 
 
 

Neither Washington, nor Moscow!  
 
 

Neither Riyadh, nor Teheran! 
 
 

Glory to the martyrs! 
 
 

Recovery to the wounded! 
 

 
Victory to the popular revolution! 
 
 

All power and all wealth to the people! 



We Stand Behind the Syrian People’s Revolution -  

No to Foreign Intervention  
 
Published on Saturday 31 August 2013 
Over 150 thousand were killed, hundreds of thousands injured and disabled, millions of people displaced inside 
and outside Syria. Cities, villages, and neighborhoods were destroyed fully or partially, using all sorts of weapons, 
including warplanes, scud missiles, bombs, and tanks, all paid for by the sweat and blood of the Syrian people. 
This was under the pretext of defending the homeland and achieving military balance with Israel (whose occupa-
tion of Syrian land is, in fact, being protected by the Syrian regime, which failed to reply to any of its continuing 
aggressions). 
Yet, despite the enormous losses mentioned above, befalling all Syrians, and the calamity inflicted on them, no 
international organization or major country – or a lesser one – felt the need to provide practical solidarity or sup-
port the Syrians in their struggle for their most basic rights, human dignity, and social justice. 
 
The only exception was some Gulf countries, more specifically Qatar and Saudi Arabia. However, their aim was to 
control the nature of the conflict and steer it in a sectarian direction, distorting the Syrian revolution and aiming to 
abort it, as a reflection of their deepest fear that the revolutionary flame will reach their shores. So they backed 
obscurantist takfiri groups, coming, for the most part, from the four corners of the world, to impose a grotesque 
vision for rule based on Islamic sharia. These groups were engaged, time and time again, in terrifying massacres 
against Syrian citizens who opposed their repressive measures and aggressions inside areas under their control 
or under attack, such as the recent example of villages in the Latakia countryside. 
 
A large block of hostile forces, from around the world, is conspiring against the Syrian people’s revolution, which 
erupted in tandem with the uprisings spreading through a large section of the Arab region and the Maghreb for the 
past three years. The people’s uprisings aimed to put an end to a history of brutality, injustice, and exploitation 
and attain the rights to freedom, dignity, and social justice. 
However, this did not only provoke local brutal dictatorships, but also most of the imperialist forces seeking to per-
petuate the theft of the wealth of our people, in addition to the various reactionary classes and forces throughout 
those areas and in surrounding countries. 
 
As for Syria, the alliance fighting against the people’s revolution comprises a host of reactionary sectarian forces, 
spearheaded by Iran and confessional militias in Iraq, and, to much regret, Hezbollah’s strike force, which is 
drowning in the quagmire of defending a profoundly corrupt and criminal dictatorial regime. 
 
This unfortunate situation has also struck a major section of the traditional Arab left with Stalinist roots, whether in 
Syria itself or in Lebanon, Egypt, and the rest of the Arab region – and worldwide – which is clearly biased to-
wards the wretched alliance surrounding the Assad regime. The justification is that some see it as a "resilient" or 
even a "resistance" regime, despite its long history – throughout its existence in power – of protecting the Zionist 
occupation of the Golan Heights, its constant bloody repression of various groups resisting Israel, be it Palestinian 
or Lebanese (or Syrian), and remaining idle and subservient, since the October 1973 war, concerning Israel’s ag-
gressions on Syrian territories. This bias will have serious ramifications on ordinary Syrians’ position regarding the 
left in general. 

About this bulletin 
This collection of articles has been issued by socialists in the Midlands as a necessary corrective to the narrative com-
mon to much of the British left which views the situation in Syria as a brutal and sectarian civil war and which forgets 
the popular character of the initial uprisings, as part of the Arab Spring. 
At best, sections of the left limit themselves purely to opposing western military intervention, a position we agree with 
them on, or take a neutral stance in condemning both sides in the civil war. At worst they act as covert, or overt, cheer-
leaders for the Assad regime. 
For our part, we stand 100% on the side of the uprising- part of a chain of revolutions which have toppled tyrants in 
Tunisia, Egypt, Libya... 
Of course, within the Syrian Revolution, we stand shoulder to shoulder with the democratic, secular, progressive and, 
indeed, socialist elements- no matter how weak and beleaguered they may appear to be.  
Many of the articles here are re-published from International Viewpoint magazine or the Syria Freedom blog. They con-
tain statements from revolutionaries on the ground, actual participants in a life or death struggle with the Assad dicta-
torship. They deserve our solidarity. 
We are supporters of different left groups, and none, but we broadly agree with the sentiments expressed in the decla-
ration of four British socialist groups which is reprinted on the back of this bulletin.  
Get in touch with us: Rob- kazeliot@hotmail.com 



The United Nations and the Security Council, in particular, was unable to condemn the crimes of a regime, which 
the Syrian people rejected continuously and peacefully for more than seven months, while the bullets of the snip-
ers and shabbiha took demonstrators one by one and day after day and while the most influential activists were 
being detained and subjected to the worst kinds of torture and elimination in the prisons and detention centers. All 
the while, the world remained completely silent and in a state of total negativity. 
 
The situation persisted with small difference after the people in revolution decided to take up arms and the emer-
gence of what became known as the Free Syrian Army (FSA) – whose command and soldiers came, to a large 
extent, from the regular army. This led to the horrific escalation of crimes by the regime. 
 
Russian imperialism, the most important ally of the Baathist regime in Damascus, which provides it with all sorts of 
support, remains on the lookout to block any attempt to condemn those crimes in the Security Council. The United 
States, on the other hand, does not find a real problem in the continuation of the status quo, with all the apparent 
repercussions and destruction of the country. This is despite the threats and intimidation utilized by the US presi-
dent, every time someone in the opposition raises the question of the use of chemical weapons by the regime, up 
until the latest escalation, when it was considered crossing a "red line." 
 
It is clear that Obama, who gives the impression that he will go ahead with his threats, would have felt great em-
barrassment if he did not do so, since it will not only impact negatively on the president, but also on the image of 
the mighty and arrogant state that he leads in the eyes of subservient Arab countries and the entire world. 
The imminent strike against the Syrian armed forces is led by the US in essence. However, it occurs with the un-
derstanding and cooperation of allied imperialist countries, even without rationalizing it through the usual farce, 
known as international legitimacy (namely the decisions of the UN, which was and remains representative of the 
interests of major powers, whether in conflict or in alliance, depending on the circumstances, differences, and bal-
ances among them). In other words, the strike will not wait for the Security Council due to the anticipated Russian-
Chinese veto. 
Unfortunately, many in the Syrian opposition are gambling on this strike and the US position in general. They be-
lieve this would create an opportunity for them to seize power, skipping over the movement and of the masses 
and their independent decision. It should not be a surprise, then, that the representatives of this opposition and 
the FSA had no reservations on providing information to the US about proposed targets for the strike. 
 
In all cases, we agree on the following: The western imperialist alliance will strike several positions and vital parts 
of the military and civilian infrastructure in Syria (with several casualties, as usual). However, as it was keen to 
announce, the strikes will not be meant to topple the regime. They are merely intended to punish, in Obama’s 
words, the current Syrian leadership and save face for the US administration, after all the threats concerning the 
use of chemical weapons. The US president’s intentions to punish the Syrian leadership does not stem, in any 
way or form, from Washington’s solidarity with the suffering of children who fell in the Ghouta massacres, but from 
its commitment to what Obama calls the vital interests of the US and its homeland security, in addition to Israel’s 
interests and security. The Syrian army and its regional allies, led by the Iranian regime, will not have enough 
courage, most probably, to fulfil what seemed to be threats by their senior officials that any western attack on 
Syria will ignite the entire region. But this option remains on the table, as a final option with catastrophic results.  
 
The imminent western imperialist assault does not intend to support the Syrian revolution in any way. It will aim to 
push Damascus into the bargaining table and allow Bashar al-Assad to retreat from the foreground, but keeping 
the regime in place, while greatly improving conditions to strengthen the position of US imperialism in the future 
Syria against Russian imperialism. The more those participating in the continuing popular mobilization – who are 
more aware, principled, and dedicated to the future of Syria and its people – realize these facts, their conse-
quences, results, and act accordingly, the more this will contribute to aiding the Syrian people to successfully pick 
a true revolutionary leadership. In the process of a committed struggle based on the current and future interests of 
their people, this would produce a radical program consistent with those interests, which could be promoted and 
put into practice on the road to victory. 
 
No to all forms of imperialist intervention, whether by the US or Russia. 
No to all forms of reactionary sectarian interventions, whether by Iran or the Gulf countries. 
No to the intervention of Hezbollah, which warrants the maximum of condemnation. 
Down with all illusions about the imminent US military strike. 
Break open the arms depots for the Syrian people to struggle for freedom, dignity, and social justice. 
Victory to a free democratic Syria and down with the Assad dictatorship and all dictatorships forever. 
Long live the Syrian people’s revolution. 
 
Revolutionary Socialists (Egypt) - Revolutionary Left Current (Syria) - Union of Communists (Iraq) - Al-
Mounadil-a (Morocco) - Socialist Forum (Lebanon) - League of the Workers’ Left (Tunisia) - Socialist 
Workers Party (Algeria) - Left Worker-Communist Party of Iraq 



Can People Get What They Want?  

An interview with Gilbert Achcar 
Against the Current: To begin, we’d like to know something about your new 

book. Since you’ve been writing it in the midst of these amazing upheavals, in 
what ways has your perspective perhaps changed or developed during this 
time? 
Gilbert Achcar: I can’t say that my views changed while working on the book. I’ve been 
researching and working on the region for a long time, as you know. I was expecting 
this region to go through some social explosion at some point, although of course 
events themselves surprised everyone in their magnitude and the way they developed. 
The book is mostly about precisely explaining how these events are deeply embedded 
in the social, political and economic history of the region, with a strong emphasis on 
the dynamics of the uprising. 
The key distinguishing feature of the book is that it is, very plainly, a Marxist analysis. I 
apply the tools of the Marxist conception of history and analysis of revolutionary 
upheavals to the current events. 
From the beginning I have been emphasizing that this is a long-term revolutionary 
process, not a “Spring” or something that stops with the overthrow of this or that 
president. It’s a process that won’t stop before a radical change happens that can put 
the region back on the track of social and economic development. Short of such a 
change, the turmoil will be ongoing. 

 
Syria’s Civil War 

ATC: Do you see any way out of the Syrian catastrophe? What do you think remains of the 
popular democratic impulse that began the uprising? Given the sectarian bloodshed and the role 
of various external regional and global powers, is this a war that can last as long as the 15-year 
Lebanese civil war? Does Washington have the desire, the will or the capacity to resolve it? 
GA: Outside intervention, in the sense of direct military intervention by the United States, is very unlikely, either sending 
troops or even a ”no-fly zone” or the like. You have read the testimony of General Dempsey assessing the high costs and 
dangers of various intervention options. 
The only one that seemed feasible and seriously put forward as an option in Washington is granting military aid, delivering 
weapons to the rebellion. That’s about the limit of what Washington can do, and even that isn’t obvious because of the 
problems in making sure that weapons would not end up in the hands of enemies of the United States. 
Now, if we are speaking of direct foreign intervention in general, there’s a heavy one on the side of the regime from Iran and 
its allies in the region, Hezbollah and Iraqi Shia forces. Over the last few months this enabled the Syrian regime to launch a 
successful counter-offensive and regain a lot of the ground it had lost, giving the impression that it was victorious. 
Indeed Assad made a very boastful speech a few days ago that he would win the war. But only a few months ago he was 
losing ground to the point where people were expecting the regime’s collapse in the short term, the very fact that prompted its 
allies to intervene massively and directly. Otherwise, if the Syrian regime had been in good shape, they wouldn’t have done 
so — it’s particularly costly for Hezbollah’s image as a resistance force against Israel, of course, to get involved in a war 
against a popular uprising in Syria. 
Washington is very much worried about this intervention by Iran and its allies. It made the Obama administration appear weak 
— in fact confirming that the U.S. has been losing ground in the region to Iran. This indeed is what led to the administration 
changing its stance on arms delivery from its previous “non-lethal aid” stance. 
But the key point is that Washington is doing this not in order to give the uprising the capacity to overthrow the regime. It does 
not want the regime to be overthrown. It took them months even to say that Assad should “step down” in the context of some 
political compromise. They have been sending one mediator after another for precisely this purpose. 
Despite all their other problems with Russia, the U.S. administration cozied up to Moscow to pressure Assad for what Obama 
called the “Yemen solution.” 
This so-called solution was actually designed by the Saudis and the United States as a way of aborting the uprising in 
Yemen. The Yemeni dictator stepped down but remains in the country with his cronies in a very influential position, and the 
continuity of the state is fully preserved. 
The “Yemen solution” Washington is contemplating for Syria requires trying to change the balance of forces, because in the 
context of a successful counter-offensive Assad is certainly not going to “step down.” All this has been quite humiliating for 
Washington. 
Where it is going will be decided on the battlefield. Chances for any compromise or coexistence are extremely difficult after so 
much killing: over 100,000 people, which many consider a conservative estimate. 
The question of how long it can take is also difficult. Syria looks more and more like a three-part country as the northern 
Kurdish area is organizing its own autonomy similar to Iraqi Kurdistan. The rest of Syria is split between opposition and 
regime-held territories, but the boundaries are continually shifting. Just today, you have news of the opposition making 
inroads in previous regime-held areas. It’s not consolidating into separate regions such as to create a de facto partition. 
In the end, the Syrian regime is based on a sectarian minority — a small minority, in fact, from which are recruited men fully 
loyal to the regime. And even though the regime has supreme military forces, its human power is limited while the opposition 
has a much bigger human pool, a fact that can become determinant if it gets the weapons it needs – whether from outside, or 
from seizing them from Assad’s army as it has recently done by taking control of an important stock of antitank weapons. 
The opposition has been requesting antitank and anti-aircraft weapons, which is a very legitimate request for essentially 



defensive weapons in the face of a murderous regime. In this respect, I think the recent statement of USLAW (U.S. Labor 
Against War) opposing arms deliveries to the opposition is not logical when it claims that this will only increase the 
casualties: In the absence of adequate defensive weapons, the imbalance of forces is what allows the regime to destroy 
and kill massively. There is no doubt that the vast majority of killing and destruction is perpetrated by the regime. 

 
ATC: There are questions about the character of the rebellion itself at this point. What’s your 
reading of the balance of forces within the opposition itself? 
GA: This is difficult to assess. One thing that complicates the picture is that some groups have been pretending to be 
Islamist, growing beards and so forth, to get money — because the main sources of funding and weapons have been the 
oil monarchies. These monarchies do not support “democracy” to be sure; on the contrary, they want to turn the 
democratic uprising into a sectarian one of the Sunni majority (70%) against the 10% Alawite minority (a spinoff of 
Shi’ism) that constitutes the hard core of the regime. 
Most of what the oil monarchies send goes to Islamic forces, from the relatively “moderate” Muslim Brotherhood to the al-
Qaeda type. So in that sense the inaction of the West, combined with the privileged regional funding of the Islamists, has 
resulted in the increasing influence of such forces within the opposition, although for the first year to eighteen months the 
dominant character of the uprising was that of a popular, democratic, youth-led movement. 
It’s a fact of life that the only possible source for support of the rest of the Syrian opposition happens to be the western 
countries, with Russia and Iran heavily supporting the Assad regime and the oil monarchies privileging the Islamists. 
This said, the majority of the Syrian people remain attached to the democratic spirit they started with, and the recent and 
increasing role of the Islamist forces, especially the extreme Salafists who try to impose their moral codes where they 
prevail, leads to clashes between them and the population that has stood up against the regime. It is to be hoped and 
wished that the secular opposition will be able to improve the coordination and organization of its own forces. 
This is a country where Islamists were much weaker than in Egypt prior to the uprising. If the regime were to fall, the tens 
of thousands of young activists now in Assad’s prisons, who organized the coordination committees that launched the 
uprising, would hopefully be freed and contribute powerfully to change the balance of forces in favor of the secular 
democratic camp. 
The situation is shifting rapidly in all respects, militarily and politically. I don’t think anyone attached to left-wing values can 
be neutral in this confrontation, let alone support the bloody (and economically neoliberal) regime of Assad. 
Note that people on the left had much less hesitation supporting the Iraqi resistance to the U.S. occupation — although 

that resistance was much more heavily Islamist-
dominated than in Syria. 
In both cases, the people’s struggle is justified 
and legitimate, and must be supported as a right. 
Of course, defending the right of Iraqis to resist 
the U.S. occupation of their country, but not 
forces engaged in operations that were sectarian 
killings. 
So one must also condemn sectarian killings in 
Syria, including when these are done by forces 
fighting against the regime, but the struggle 
against the regime remains a legitimate fight that 
must be supported. 

The following websites often have useful and interesting articles on the Syrian Revolution 
and the Arab Spring from a socialist perspective: 
 
International Viewpoint: internationalviewpoint.org 
 
Syria Freedom: syriafreedomforever.wordpress.com 
 
Anticapitalist Initiative: anticapitalists.org 
 
International Socialist Network: internationalsocialistnetwork.org 
 
Socialist Resistance: socialistresistance.org 
 
Workers Power: workerspower.com 
 
North Star: thenorthstar.info 
 
Lenins Tomb: leninology.com 



Inside the Syrian Revolution and what the Left must do 
Radio interview of Yasser Munif Tuesday 10 September 2013 

 
Dr. Yasser Munif, professor at Emerson College, has recently visited Syria, wit-
nessed the revolution there, and spoken and written about it He talks about what 
he saw, the troubles facing revolutionaries in Syria, the very oppositional distinc-
tion between revolutionaries and jihadists, and more. And he talked about the 
Left’s perception of what’s going on, and how so many are getting it wrong on 
Syria. 
 
Yasser Munif: This summer I actually spent two months in Syria, in northern 
Syria, the liberated area, and it was a very humbling experience. I learned a lot 
and I saw a popular revolution, an ongoing popular revolution. People are rebuild-
ing institutions, they are managing their cities after the fall of the state and the re-
gime, and it is a very challenging task to do because there are no resources, there 
is no funding, and there are permanent attacks by the regime. Those areas I’m 
talking about in the north are liberated: there are no clashes on the ground. But 
there are constant airstrikes and missiles are launched on these cities. 
So people are coming up with creative solutions: they are creating political institu-
tions. There are local councils in each one of those cities and they meet on a 
weekly basis. They discuss everything in the city and they try to solve their prob-
lems. 
And so there are millions of people who hear the media in the West and elsewhere 
talking about civil war and so on, and most of these people reject those labels. 
They believe there is a popular revolution in Syria. It’s true that it’s at a critical pe-
riod and there are challenging tasks ahead of them, and there are jihadists who 
are trying to undermine their work, and obviously the regime. 

 
Jeff Napolitano: And the jihadists are often sort of clustered in or considered part of the “rebels” but they are, as you 
say, quite distinct from the revolution itself. 
 
YM: Right. It’s been about three or four months now. The revolutionaries are actually fighting on two fronts. On the one hand 
there is the regime, on the other hand there is the Al-Nusra and Al-Qaeda-created groups, the jihadists. And the jihadists are 
actually arresting, torturing, killing many activists — people who have been resisting since day one. Most of the Al-Qaeda-
created groups are not really fighting the regime. They are staying in those northern parts. They are letting the Free Syrian Army 
and other factions to fight the regime and they come behind them and take over whatever liberated cities or villages there are. 
So they’re very vicious. As I said, they’re arresting activists. Anyone who criticizes them is arrested, tortured, sometimes killed. 
Right now they have more than 1,500 activists in their prisons. 
So as you can see, there are two fronts in Syria right now: the jihadists on the one hand, and the regime on the other. And that’s 
why many people believe that the jihadists are in some way or another actually allied to the Syrian regime. Al-Qaeda is actually 
selling oil to the regime. The pipeline has to go through the region controlled [inaudible] between Al-Qaeda-created groups and 
the regime to get that oil to reach the coast. 
So things are much more complex than they seem here in the U.S. where most of the time you read articles about “Al-Qaeda” 
and “Al-Qaeda,” and Al-Qaeda is actually not part of the revolution. It is anti-revolutionary. 
 
JN: Right, the dominant debate in Congress it seems is, “Well, if we bomb Syria (and the fear isn’t actually bombing 
Syria) the fear is who is going to come to power if we bomb Syria.” So that’s sort of what the dialogue is. There are ap-
parently many people in Congress, Republicans particularly, who seem to think that the problem with bombing Syria is 
just that Al-Qaeda is going to take over the country, as opposed to the fact that bombing the country is just not a good 
idea. 
One of the popular myths (or I don’t know if it’s a myth, but you tell me), or impressions is that the rebels or revolution-
aries (they’re not referred to as “revolutionaries,” they’re referred to as “rebels”) is that the folks that oppose Asad and 
the regime are in favor of a strike on Syria. Is that the case? 
 
YM: You know, from far away I can’t really tell. I think that the population is split, many people are against. I think that some 
people, because of the destruction and the violence and the killing, they’re seeing the strike as a “way out,” but I don’t think that 
they are necessarily the majority. People have learned in the past 30 months that no one is really allied to their cause or cares 
about the Syrian population, that the Syrian people don’t really have any friends (because some people talk about the “Friends 
of Syria” and so on) and they understood that the West — Europe and the U.S. — are not necessarily in favor of the victory of 
the revolution. Actually, people know that — you know, when you talk to the average person in Syria in those liberated areas — 
they tell you that whenever they’re losing any territory or region when they’re fighting against the regime, they receive weapons; 
whenever they are winning, the weapons stop coming. And the reason why this is, is because the West and the U.S. want to 
see this war go on as a stalemate because that’s in their interest. They’re not necessarily in favor of the regime, and they’re not 
necessarily very favorable for the revolutionaries, or what they call “Al-Qaeda” to win. So the best thing for the U.S. has been so 
far to keep this conflict going. And that’s also in the interest of Israel, they don’t necessarily want to see the revolutionaries to 
win. And actually, for many Israeli politicians and U.S. politicians, they are in favor of a weakened Bashar in power. 
 
JN: I’m really curious because nobody ever talks about this, or at least not in popular media in the United States, in 



fact most of the stuff that I read on the Left is about why it’s a bad idea to bomb Syria, but they don’t actually talk 
about what the revolution actually looks like. 
 
And you’re talking about rebuilding institutions, and I’m sort of reminded the thing that I studied when I was in graduate school 
was the Spanish Revolution — the republican revolution that was fueled by the anarchists and the socialists in the 1930s — 
and they, too, were also struggling on sort of a war with two fronts: one being the fascists, and one the Communists, but 
that’s a different story. But what I was struck by are the descriptions of what the Revolution actually looked like in Spain, and 
sort of the egalitarian society that sort of just sprouted there. What does the revolution look like on the ground in Syria? 
YM: The revolution is very complex, it’s very multi-layered, there are actually different things happening and going on. The 
most dominant part, let’s say, is the popular revolution, but there is also an ongoing semi-Cold War between the U.S. and its 
allies on the one hand, and Russia and its allies on the other. There is also a conflict between Iran and its allies on the one 
hand, and Israel and the Gulf on the other. So there are all these different layers of this conflict, but the most dominant one — 
and that’s what many Syrians believe — is the popular revolution. And I think this is very important to understand. 
And another reason to compare the Syrian revolution to the Spanish War as you were saying is that every leftist, every pro-
gressive has an opinion about what is happening in Syria, as was the case with the Spanish Revolution many years ago. And 
most of the left, unfortunately, is taking the wrong position. They’re understanding the Syrian revolution in a very binary and 
reductive way 
 
JN: Is this the U.S. left or even the left in Syria? 
 
YM: Even the left in Syria, the Arab left, and the U.S. and European left is split. For the most part, they are understanding this 
conflict as a war between, on the one hand, the U.S. and [on the other hand] people who are against the U.S.: “anti-
imperialists” according to some people, so that would include Hizballah, Iran, Syria, and they believe that Syria has been 
helping Palestinians and so on. They have a very ignorant understanding of Syrian history and how violent the Syrian regime 
has been for the past 40 years, and how many times they betrayed the Palestinian struggle, and so on. And so in some ways 
those leftists or progressives are actually embracing the Bush doctrine: the either/or, where you don’t have any kind of com-
plexity in your position—- 
 
JN: The “either you’re with us or against us?” 
 
YM: Yes, the binary, the reductive way of thinking about the revolution. And I think this is very detrimental. It’s sending the 
wrong message to the Syrian people. Many Syrians believe that the left by default is for the regime. Recently we have seen 
demonstrations in New York and other cities with people demonstrating against the war, but also holding and carrying pic-
tures of Asad. 
 
JN: In Boston, for example, just the other day I saw pictures. There was a prominent picture in the Boston Globe in 
an article against the protests and they focused on a group of people in the crowd who were waving Syrian flags 
that had Asad’s picture emblazoned in the middle of it, and portrayed the entire march as not just being against the 
strike on Syria, but being in favor of Asad. But I know from inside knowledge from some of the organizations that 
sponsored it, that that was antithetical to the message of what they were trying to get across. 
 
YM: Right, right. And the left is — *that* left (I don’t want to generalize) — that part of the left is losing its credibility. People 
either in the U.S. or in the Arab world or in Syria won’t necessarily get the message that this is really a message against the 
war. They’re going to see the pictures of Asad and understand that this is really propaganda, it’s not really against the war. 
I think that the left has a real task ahead of it. It has to really formulate a new position, a more coherent position. A position 
where one can be at the same time against the war and also against dictatorship. And as long as they don’t do that, I think 
that they won’t have any kind of credibility. People in Syria will see that as almost a license to kill because the Syrian regime 
has been actually broadcasting those demonstrations on Syrian State TV, showing how much it is popular in the West and 
that people are demonstrating in the streets of New York and other cities showing those pictures of Asad. Actually the Syrian 
regime is not even able to organize such demonstrations or rallies in Syria, so it was very happy to see that emerging in many 
parts. And many of the people who are demonstrating actually don’t know anything about the reality that Syrians are living, 
and their struggles, and their fights, and their everyday resistance, and what they’re trying to build, and the creativity in what 
they’re doing. 
I think that one is very humbled when you go to Syria and see what people are doing. And I think there is also racism, and 
just denying any kind of agency to the Syrians and saying, “this is all a conspiracy, the U.S. has been planning this since the 
beginning, it is conspiring against Assad,” and so on. And that means that the Syrians don’t have any agency, they can’t 
really think for themselves, they can’t really make a revolution, and so on. And I think that this is a big mistake that the left is 
doing. 
 
JN: So I have the prescription that the General Secretary of the American Friends Services Committee put out in a 
letter to the President and to Congress, and what she calls for — and you let me know what you think of this — but 
what she calls for is a comprehensive arms embargo to all parties of the conflict, that the only solution in Syria is a 
political solution, and that we urge (“we” being the AFSC, “we” being the population of the United States), urge to 
provide full support to the efforts of Lakhdar Ibrahimi, the joint UN-Arab League envoy, into press for a rapid con-
vening of a Geneva II Conference, and that the U.S. should seek a transition that builds on existing institutions 
rather than replacing them, and does not alienate those people who have served the government or the army. So 
that is the top of my organization that prescribes those as what we should do from here. What would you think about 
that, and what do you think that we should do? “We” being the U.S. population, the left in the U.S. 
 



The woman in the Syrian revolution, viewed by revolutionary women 
 

From demonstration to demonstration they started to get to know each other. The common link between them was their 
sense of responsibility towards their country usurped by the tyrannical regime that has spent all its years in power to serve its 
own interests. This is what motivated them to form a working group to provide support, by all means at their disposal, to the 
revolutionary movement that aimed to overthrow the regime. 
 
They participated in the weekly peaceful demonstrations 
alongside men of their city Salamyeh. When, in August 
2011, the regime decided to stifle the free voice of the city in 
a violent campaign of mass arrests that affected most 
peaceful activists in Salamyeh, they organized 
women demonstrations to advocate the overthrow of the 
tyrannical regime and demand the release of their 
detained sons. They organized sit-ins and protest 
rallies in most streets of the city, the most famous being the 
sit-ins the central public square of the city just before 
Mother’s Day in March 2012. Their demand for the release of 
the detainees was not appreciated by the director of 
the security forces of the area that responded fiercely by 
going with shabbiha to beat and arrest all those who tried to 
prevent or defend the protesters. 
 
After tightening the repression and surveillance of 
the city and the increase of the risk of arrests, the women of 
the coordination of the city of Salamyeh had to find another 
way to make their voice heard to the world and to all of 
the sons of the nation by organizing sit-ins in solidarity on 
a weekly manner at their homes with all the children of 
the Syrian revolution and to write statements that explain 
their position regarding the events in Syria in general, and 
of the city of Salamyeh in particular. Statements were 
read during sit-ins, published on internet through their own page and distributed to the citizens of the city after printing. 
 
They were the first to take action in solidarity with the women prisoners on strike in Adra prison and devoted them a 
statement. They had also issued a statement following the prefabricated terrorist attack by shabbiha in Salamyeh against the 
committee offices, next to the house of the director of the security services of the area, which cost the lives of dozens of 

YM: I think the most important thing to do (for the 
progressive movement and for people who really 
care about the Arab revolution and they want to 
see them go somewhere, and support them, and 
show their solidarity) is basically move away from 
the alliances with different states, and build a so-
cial movement that supports the Syrian popula-
tion. 
And that solidarity of support can take many dif-
ferent forms. It can be through reporting: actually 
a responsible journalist who goes to Syria and 
sees what is happening on the ground, and try to 
take their job seriously. And not only report the in-
fighting and the military aspect of the revolution 
because I think that’s only the tip of the iceberg 
and that’s the most visible part, but this is not the 
most important part. I think what is happening in 
Syria is much more than that. There are many 
revolutions going on in every field: the political, 
the cultural, the social, the economic. People are 
really creating new institutions with new ideas, 

they are trying to tackle the most difficult problems and try to solve them. And so I think that’s part of what could be done. 
People need doctors, they need engineers, they need any type of activist that could help them. All this type of solidarity, basi-
cally trying to replicate what people have been doing in Palestine: trying to build a global solidarity movement that transcends 
the state-centric kind of politics that has been taking place in the past 30 months only revolving around governments, and 
states, and armies, and so on. I think that’s the most powerful message that we can send to the Syrian population: building an 
alternative social movement that’s global, and that really understands the complexity of the Syrian revolution and doesn’t re-
duce it to “jihadists” and “Al-Qaeda,” and understand that there are these different layers. Progressives and leftists should 
really push for the revolutionary part, and not just repeat this narrative of the “conspiracy” that just reduces it to what we’ve 
been seeing in the media 



innocent civilians. Their latest release denounced the indiscriminate shelling of the city of Salamyeh that cost the lives of 
innocent persons in the city, including men, women and children. They condemned the massacres committed by the regime 
in all Syrian cities brandishing placards dedicated to these cities and that focused on “the unity of the Syrian blood” and 
warned of the sectarian attempts by the regime to divide Syrians that certainly does not fool and mislead them, neither them 
nor the citizens of the city. Among the most important slogans that they chanted during the demonstrations we can find: “The 
girls of Salamyeh want freedom, reject sectarianism and aspire to a civil state”, it is because they have experienced a living 
together in a free city whose social fabric is a beautiful mosaic that includes most of the components of the Syrian people. 
Only in Salamyeh there are Ismaili, Sunni, Alawite, Christians and Adygeas. Even if their proportions are unequal, these 
communities constitute the beauty of citizenship that unites them in the love of their great motherland Syria and their small 
town Salamyeh. 
 
The women of the coordination of the city of Salamyeh by commitment and responsibility to all citizens without exception 
participated with activists of the city among the free rebellious youth in relief actions when their city was filled with affected 
refugees from other Syrian cities because of the criminal and treacherous regime. They offered what they were able to 
welcome them and meet their needs. 
 
Amel, one of the active women in this group said: “We participated in the funeral processions of our martyrs, although 
generally the exit of women in cemeteries is not a customary practice in our city, we wanted to break archaic customs, 
including this one. Each of us considered the martyr as a son, brother or father, any martyr is the son of the city and not just 
of his family”. She added:” What distinguishes this group of rebellious women, it is the team’s spirit with which they work to 
achieve their objective, which is also the objective of the revolution throughout Syria, that is to overthrow the dictatorial 
regime based on cliques and clans and the establishment of a civilian democratic state for all the Syrian people with all its 
components. “ 
 
Another, Yasmine, said that what distinguished our movement, it is its peaceful character. However the regime, by committing 
several massacres against civilians in many parts of Syria, forced people to take up arms to defend themselves. The 
constitution of the free syrian army pushed us to take a clear position on this issue. This is what we did because we are in 
favor of a free army organized with a single commandment in accordance with the political leadership of the revolution and 
whose objective is to establish a democratic, pluralistic civil state to serve all Syrian people, and which assumes the task of 
protecting civilians and work for the emancipation and the overthrow of the regime according to a thoughtful and responsible 
strategy. 
 
While Ahlam, she says: “We categorically reject all phenomena foreign to the society and hide both foreign agendas and 
agendas removed from the aspirations of the Syrian people, acting under different names and in the form of extremism that 
only serves the regime and give this latter arguments to hit the revolution and terrorize the population. “She continues:” As a 
group of women, we believe that the establishment of a free and modern state cannot be achieved without the existence of 
that citizenship. It is our responsibility today to prepare a new phase in the life of Syrian women. A woman who will enjoy full 
rights of citizenship in a new society. Our revolution is not only a revolution against a corrupt regime and archaic and obsolete 
laws that do not guarantee justice to women, it is also a revolution against all the customs and the habits that have delayed 
women and have prevented them of a full and effective participation in the construction of the state and society. 

 
Long live the revolution! 
Freedom for all prisoners!  
Women’s group of the coordination of Salamyeh 



Post Scriptum regarding foreign interventions and anti war mobilisations 

The Revolutionary Left Current in Syria, alongside 5 other socialists revolutionary organisations in the region(http://

syriafreedomforever.wordpress.com/2013/08/31/we-stand-behind-the-syrian-peoples-revolution-no-to-foreign-

intervention/), have declared their opposition to any possible future Western intervention, while also condemning the mas-

sive, murderous and destructive interventions of Iran, Russia and Hezbollah on the side of the Assad regime in its war 

against the revolutionaries. This declaration also opposed the interventions of jihadists reactionary and terrorist groups sup-

ported by gulf monarchies that want to transform this popular revolution into a sectarian war because they fear the victory 

and the spread of the revolution to the region and their borders. We know that the US intervention has no intention to over-

throw the regime, but merely to punish it, in Obama’s words, the current Syrian leadership and save face for the US ad-

ministration, after all the threats concerning the use of chemical weapons. and to push the regime towards negotiations. A 

US strike has to be understood in the framework of defending its vital interests, in addition to Israel’s interests and secu-

rity. We, the Revolutionary Left Current in Syria, demand instead the provision of arms without political conditions to the 

democratic components of the Free Syrian army and also the provision of humanitarian aids to the population in needs in-

side and outside of Syria. 

The FSA is not a an islamist force as portrayed in many medias, they are many battaillons representative of the richness of 

Syrian society composed with Sunni Muslims, Alawites, Christians, Druzes, Kurds, Assyrians etc.. In many regions, they 

submited and collaborated with civilian authority, working closely with local administrative councils. And they have strug-

gled to ensure that their fight against Assad will pave the way for a new democratic  society. In some regions controlled by 

the FSA  weekly forums ad gatherings are held in which citizens were able to speak freely, and have their concerns ad-

dressed directly by local authorities as we explained above. In the same time the Assad regime, so called protector of the 

minorities as presented by some, have destroyed more than 30 churches since the beginning of the revolution. 

We claim once again our support for the Syrian revolution and its objectives: democracy,social justice and no to sectarian-

ism. 

This said the so called solidarity with 

the Syrian people is a joke and more-

over an insult from organizations and 

people that are saying no to Western 

foreign interventions in Syria, while 

they have said and say nothing on mas-

sive foreign interventions of Russia, 

Iran and Hezbollah, and above all not 

give a shit or said a single word to con-

demn the more than 100 000 martyred, 

multiple massacres, millions of refu-

gees and destructions since the begin-

ning of the revolution in Syria and com-

mitted by the Assad regime, in addition 

to have not supported the popular 

movement for democracy and social 

justice against the Assad regime, on the 

opposite they have undermined it and / 

or tried to portray the movement as a 

conspiracy following the Assad regime 

propaganda lines most of the time. Soli-

darity has to be based first of all on the 

the support of the popular movement in its revolution for democracy and social justice in the case of Syria and elsewhere 

and on internationalism, in other words support the people in their struggle for emancipation and liberation. Only when 

this point is clear can you raise such slogans. 

Whatever happens, we believe as a Syrian Revolutionary Youth in Homs wrote on his placard 

“Obama’s and others’ statements do not matter to us. We started our revolution, and we will be the ones to finish it. Our 

unity is stronger than any foreign strike.” ‘ 

The revolution continues and still lives… and its need our solidarity! 



SOLIDARITY WITH THE PEOPLE OF SYRIA 

 

The defeat of the government pro-war resolution in Parliament is important. Even though Labour voted against the Tory motion, it 

too had submitted a pro-war resolution, albeit calling for a pause until after the report from the UN inspectors. That was also de-

feated. These votes reflect the anti-war mood in Britain. But as far as the USA is concerned, the threat of war is still on the agenda, 

possibly using bases in Britain. 

 

The regime of Bashar al- Assad is every day carrying out more massacres of increasing cruelty against the people of Syria, with the 

bombing of civilian areas or the use of chemical weapons. Two years into the uprising, over 100,000 have died, two million are 

refugees and many more are “displaced” out of a population of just 20 million. This tragedy fills us with horror and rage. 

 

We continue to extend our solidarity to the movement for democracy in Syria. We pay tribute to all those who have lost their lives in 

the fight against the brutal dictatorship and to all those who are continuing to resist. 

 

The hypocrisy of imperialist countries also makes us angry. They bear the primary responsibility in the tragedy and in allowing the 

murderous Assad dictatorship to remain in power by allowing the rebellion to be starved of arms whilst Assad is supplied by Russia 

and Iran. They wring their hands at the plight on the Syrian people but deny them the means to defend themselves. 

 

For over two years, Britain, the USA and France have stood by refusing to deliver defensive anti-aircraft and anti-tank weapons to 

the progressive and democratic components of the opposition, for fear that the toppling of the Assad regime may extend and 

deepen the revolution which started in Egypt and Tunisia in 2011. At the same time, they allowed Saudi Arabia and other Gulf 

states to support Islamist reactionary forces, in their attempt at transforming the Syrian revolution into a sectarian war. They know 

that the victory of the revolution in Syria could spread to the region constituting a major threat to their regimes. 

Now, Britain, the USA and France are discussing yet another “humanitarian intervention”, with targeted military strikes to warn 

Assad that they have the monopoly on the use of chemical weapons. 
 

We oppose with the utmost determination any foreign direct military intervention in Syria, be it that of the US, Britain, France and 

their allies or that of Iran and its allies. Those within the rebellion who support this are making a big mistake. We believe  that the 

people of Syria should be enabled to free themselves from the Assad dictatorship. For their struggle to be successful, they should 

receive all the necessary material aid, including arms and humanitarian assistance, without conditions imposed by the West. 

There has been a deafening silence from Western states in the face of the huge refugee crisis gripping Syria. This reflects the long- 

term racism and islamophobia against refugees and economic migrants. 

 

The Assad dictatorship has burnt all the bridges to a possible peaceful and negotiated transition to democracy. Both the USA and 

Britain on one side, and Russia and Iran on the other want a solution imposed from above: maintain the regime but remove Ba- shar 

al-Assad. 

We reject the idea that this rebellion has been co-opted by imperialism. This remains a popular revolution by a people struggling to 

free itself from oppression. It is a key component of the Arab spring which has inspired the masses of the region and beyond. 

 

We oppose both the “humanitarian intervention” of Britain, France and the USA, and the pro-Assad intervention by Iran and Russia. 

Instead, we choose to be on the side of the revolutionary masses struggling for their emancipation, and extend our soli- darity in 

particular to the democratic and progressive components of the revolution. 

 

Alongside the Stop the War Coalition, we will continue to campaign against intervention in Syria by Britain, France and the USA, and 

to send practical relief and humanitarian aid to the Syrian revolution. We also stand in solidarity with Syrian socialists such as those 

in the Revolutionary Left Current, who have stated that their ‘revolution has no sincere ally, except the popular revolutions of the 

region and of the world and of all the militants struggling against regimes of ignorance and servitude and exploitation’. 
 

No to imperialist intervention 

Solidarity with the revolution against the Assad dictatorship 

Let the people of Syria determine their own future, free from foreign intervention 


