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kind of strategies described above. The expected end results from these strategies
supposedly justify the means used. Enough has been said about these strategies.
But it should be emphasized again that foul means far from being justified by distant
ends, merely provide a guarantee that the ends achieved will be horrible.

YOU CAN’T BLOW UP A SOCIAL RELATIONSHIP. The total collapse of
this society would provide no guarantee about what replaced it. Unless a majority
of people had the ideas and organization sufficient for the creation of an alterna-
tive society, we would see the old world reassert itself because it is what people
would be used to, what they believed in, what existed unchallenged in their own
personalities.

Proponents of terrorism and guerillaism are to be opposed because their actions
are vanguardist and authoritarian, because their ideas are wrong and unrelated to
the results of their actions, because killing cannot be justified, and finally because
their actions produce either repression with nothing in return or an authoritarian
regime.

To those contemplating political violence, we say, first look at yourselves. Is
destructiveness an expression of fear or love? There are political traditions and
political possibilities you have yet to examine.

To the society which produces the conditions of poverty, passivity, selfishness,
shallowness and destructiveness in which the response of political violence can
grow, we say, take warning. These conditions must be overthrown. As a french
Socialist said in 1848:

“If you have no will for human association I tell you that you are exposing
civilization to the fate o dying in fearful agony.”
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Itisobviousthattheseaspectsosuchalifearecounter-productiveforlibertar-
ians.Onthewholethenitwouldseemthatsuchorganizationswouldonlyhavea
survivalfunctionforcertainpeopleunderthreatofmurderortorturebythestate.
AtonestagetheTupamaroswereabletostopsystematictorturebythreatening
torturers,butoncethestateresumedtheoffensive,torturewasresumed.Topre-
ventexecutionsandtorture,armedactivitymightbejustified,butitsanti-political
featureswouldhavetobeweighedcarefully.

Armedstrugglemeansthatpeoplewouldbekilledandthereisnogettingaway
fromthefactthatviolencethreatenshumans.Butlibertarianswouldhopetopre-
servetheirhumanitybyensuringthatarmedstrugglewouldmerelybeanexten-
sionofapoliticalmovementwhosemainactivitywouldbetospreadideasand
buildalternativeorganization.Theforcesofrepression(police,army)andtherulers
themselveswouldnotbeexcludedfromsuchefforts.Infactmucheffortwouldbe
devotedtosplittingthemwithpoliticstominimizethenecessityforviolence.In
thissituationeveryonewouldhaveachoice.Libertariansareextendingtopeople
thehopehattheycanchange.Weareextendingtopeopleourconfidencethata
self-managedsocietywillbemoresatisfyingforallpeople.Thisincludesourrulers,
eventhoughwerecognizethelimitationscreatedbythecharacterspeoplehavede-
velopedintheirlives,especiallythoseadaptedtotheexerciseofpower[infact,our
rulersandtheirfunctionariesarelikelytodiedefendingtheirprivilegeswhena
revolutiondoesbreakout—firthemtojustrolloverandsubmitwouldbecontrary
tothenatureandegoofthepowerful—itwouldrequirethemtoactagainsttheir
owninterestswhichtheyareunlikelytodo.].

Smallgroupsoperatingoutsidethecontrolofamassmovementandoftenin
theabsenceofanymassresistanceatall,whotakeuponthemselvesdecisionsof
“classjustice”inthenameofgroupswhoareunrepresentedbutwhoseinterests
areaffectedbyactionbasedonthesedecisions,arenothingbutdangerous.The
SLAkilledaschoolsuperintendentafteracommunitycoalitionfailedtoprevent
theintroductionofdraconiandisciplinarymeasuresinschools.Thisfailurewas
areflectionofthepoliticallevelofthecommunityandexactlytheoppositeofan
invitationfortheSLAtokillamerepawnoftheBoardofEducation.

“TheSLArecognizesbutitsownwillwhichidentifieswiththewillof
thepeopleinmuchthesamemannerthatmanypsychopathickillers
claimtobeinstructedbygod.Ithaskilledadefenselessindividual
whoseguiltisnotonlynotproved,butismainlyafantasyofhisexe-
cutioners.”

ThesecommentsinRampartsmagazineapplytomanysimilarincidents.
Ifinthesecasesguiltcanbeatleastattributedasajustification,whatcanbesaid

ofthoseactionsagainstthepublicatlarge(indiscriminatebombing,takinghostages,
hijackingplanes,etc.)?Usuallyterroristswillattemptjustificationintermsofthe
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Thisessaywaswaspublishedasapamphletaroundlate1978or1979,inthe
aftermathoftheSydneyHiltonBombing.Theblackhumourofthetimearound
theanarchistmovementwasthatthepoliceandsecurityforcesframedAnanda
MargabecausetheycamebeforeAnarchisminthealphabet.Theargumentsinthis
pamphletarestillasvalidtodayaswhentheywerewritten20yearsago.

“Youcan’tblowupasocialrelationship.Thetotalcollapseofthissocietywould
providenoguaranteeaboutwhatreplacedit.Unlessamajorityofpeoplehadthe
ideasandorganizationsufficientforthecreationofanalternativesociety,wewould
seetheoldworldreassertitselfbecauseitiswhatpeoplewouldbeusedto,what
theybelievedin,whatexistedunchal-lengedintheirownpersonalities.

Proponentsofterrorismandguerillaismaretobeopposedbecausetheiractions
arevanguardistandauthoritarian,becausetheirideasarewrongandunrelatedto
theresultsoftheiractions,becausekillingcannotbejustified,andfinallybecause
theiractionsproduceeitherrepressionwithnothinginreturnoranauthoritarian
regime.”

Introduction

YouCan’tBlowupaSocialRelationshipremainsastimelyandimportanttodayas
whenitwaswritten.Eventsinrecentyearshaveamplydemonstratedthecorrect-
nessofitsmainpoints:

1.Thatmeansdetermineends—theuseofhorrifyingmeansguaranteeshorrify-
ingends;

2.Thaturbanguerillaismalmostalwaysleadstorepressionandlittleelse—
whichmakesitverydifficulttoengageinconstructivepoliticalworksuch
asorganizingandeducation;

3.That“successful”urbanguerillaisminevitablyleadstoauthoritariansolu-
tions;

4.Thattheseresultsaredeterminedbythenatureofguerillaism.

Guerillaismreliesuponthecapitalistmediaformuchofitsimpact,presentingpo-
liticalactsasspectaclesdivorcedfromtheday-to-daylivesofordinarypeople(re-
ducingthemtopassivespectators)whileprovidingthecorporate-controlledmedia
withaperfectopportunitytofrightenthepublicintothe“protective’armsofthe
State.Toputitanotherway,guerillasattempttoactforthepeople—attemptingto
substituteindividualactsformassactions-thusperpetuatingthedivisionbetween
leadersandfollowers(inthiscase,spectators).

Whiletheauthorsofthispamphletrejectterrorism,itshouldbeemphasized
thattheyarenotarguingforpoliticalpassivity.Theyarenotarguingagainst
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the many forms of Direct Action which form an essential part of any mass move-
ment for fundamental social change; examples of such Direct Action include wild-
cat strikes, factory occupations and civil disobedience. Neither do they discount
the quieter but equally essential efforts of those doing educational work. Finally, it
should be noted that the authors are not passivists ; they believe that situations
may arise in which armed self-defense becomes necessary.

Chaz Bufe,
See Sharp Press, 1989

You Can’t Blow up a Social Relationship

The Sydney Hotel bombing of March 1978 raised the issue of terrorism in Australia.
The deaths of three innocent people gave this incident a human as well as political
significance. Statements of the press and politicians about this absurd and sinister
act amounted to a catch-cry for the erosion of democratic rights. Many statements
by public figures and articles in newspapers also showed an ignorance of the past
because, for some time now, Australia has had organized terrorist groups.

In fact, there have been numerous incidents over the last few years which only
by good fortune did not result in deaths. Has the attempted assassination of Arthur
Caldwell in 1966 really been forgotten? Australia has long been the base for over-
seas terrorist operations. The Croatian Ustasha had been carrying out arms training
and a number of bombings under what appeared to be the beneficent arm of Lib-
eral [Party] rule at the time. Yugoslav travel agencies and consulates have been
attacked and murders attempted in the Yugoslav community. In September 1972
sixteen people were injured by a bomb in a Yugoslav travel agency. Raids were
mounted into Yugoslavia by commandos trained in Australia. The September 1978
raid on an arms training camp indicates that Ustasha is still militarily active. As
well, Australian Nazis possessed extensive weaponry 9and undoubtably still do)
and petty Harassments and announcements of death lists have occurred frequently.
Bricks, guns and firebombs were all used by the Nazis to damage property, and ter-
rorism occurred when they bombed the Communist Party [CPA] headquarters in
Brisbane in April 1972. Another attempt was made in Perth. In the Brisbane bomb-
ing, people at a CPAmeetingwhen the bomb explodedwere lucky to escapewithout
injury. The origin of the letter bombs sent to Queensland Premiere Bjelke-Petersen
and Prime Minister Fraser in 1975 was not discovered and, though it was blamed
on the left and a number of left-wing households were raided on flimsy grounds,
it is by no means clear that it did not more truly serve the interests of the right at
the time. Certainly, no leftists were prosecuted. There have been some incidents
originating from the left as well. There were some incidents of property damage
during the Viet Nam War and, recently, there was the bombing of the wood chip
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disallow terrorist means. In fact, the majority of Marxist-Leninist groups oppose
terrorism, though, as Lenin says in Left-Wing Communism — An Infantile Dis-
order , “It was, of course only on grounds of expediency that we rejected individual
terrorism.” Leninists are the proponents of vanguardism par excellence. They also
are proponents of terrorism by the State — as long as they control it.

Libertarians look at history and at the ruling classes of the World and conclude
that a libertarianmovement will face sate violence and armed struggle will be neces-
sary in response. It is quite obvious that political activity could not even commence
in certain conditions without taking up arms immediately. Also in certain condi-
tions, as in peasant-based societies, it would be necessary to set up armed bases in
the countryside [a.k.a. Viet Nam]. But the aim here would be to carry out “exem-
plary” clashes with the military but to protect the political infrastructure to enable
the spreading of ideas to continue. This may involve some guerilla tactics, but it
cannot mean the strategy of guerillaism. Nor can it mean the creation of a sepa-
rate, hierarchical, military organization, which is not only anti-libertarian but is
also vulnerable and inefficient. The Tupamaros were, being Marxist-Leninists, hier-
archically organized. One of the factors in their defeat was the treason of Amodio
Perez, a “liaison director” in their organization, i.e. a second-level institutionalized
leader who knew so much that he was able to single-handedly put police onto large
sections.

In Baumann’s boo he makes it quite clear that the capture of members of groups
was often the result of betrayal by sympathizers. This was not even a result of
hierarchical structuring as this did not exist in the group he belonged to. Though
the police did use virtual torture methods on some sympathizers this was not the
main factor either. It rather follows from the life of illegality:

“Three people who were illegal would sit in one apartment and two or
three legal ones would take care of them … “ (p. 56)

“You only have contact with other people as objects, when you meet
somebody all you can say is, listen old man, you have to get me this or
that thing, rent me a place to live, here or there and in three days we’ll
meet here at this corner. If he has any criticism of you, you say, that
doesn’t interest me at all. Either you participate or you leave it easy
and clear. At the end it’s caught up with you — you become like the
apparatus you fight against.” (P. 98)

“Because you’re illegal, you can’t keep contact with the people at the
base. You can no longer take part directly in any further development
of the whole scene. You’re not integrated with the living process that
goes on. Suddenly you’re a marginal figure because you can’t show up
anywhere.”(P.98)
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(thoughhestillmissesthatthereisatraditionofhumanvalueswhichhassurvived
even“themachine”andthatthistraditionisasserted,forexample,inmany
episodesofmassrevolutionaryactivitysuchastheSpanishRevolutionin1936,the
HungarianRevolutionin1956,andtheFrenchrevoltin1968):

“Makingadecisionforterrorismissomethingalreadypsychologically
programmed.Today,Icanseethat—formyself—itwasonlythefear
oflove,fromwhichonefleesintoabsoluteviolence.IfIhadchecked
outthedimensionofloveformyselfbeforehand,Iwouldn’thavedone
it…Untilnowithasbeenassumedthatthereisnosimultaneityof
revolutionarypraxisandlove.Idon’tseethat,eventodayIdon’t.Oth-
erwise,Imighthavecontinued.ButIsawitlikethis:youmakeyour
decision,andyoustopandthrowawayyourgunandsay:‘Okay—the
end.’
Forme,thewholetimeitwasaquestionofcreatinghumanvalues
whichdidnotexistinCapitalism,inallofEurope,inallofwestern
culture—they’dbeenclearedawaybythemachine.That’swhatit’s
about:todiscoverthemanew,tounfoldthemanew,andtocreatethem
anew.Inthatway,too,youcarrythetorchagain,youbecomethe
bearerofanewsociety—ifitispossible.Andyou’llbebetterdoing
thatthanbombingitin,creatingthesamerigidfiguresofhatredatthe
end.Stalinwasactuallytypelikeus:hemadeit,oneofthefewwho
madeit.Butthenitgotheavy.[Stalinwasagangster(bankrobber,
etc.)fortheBolsheviksbeforetherevolution]
YoucanseehowbaditwasinSchmuecker’scase—theyshothimdown
(UlrichSchmueckerwasaformermemberoftheJune2ndMovement
whowasassassinatedin1974afterinforminginthegroup).Hewas
justasmallharmlessstudent.Theyforcedhimintooneofthosesit-
uations,notaskingthemselvesifhewasfarenoughalongtohandle
it.Hecouldn’thavetalkedthatmuchanyway,andtheydidhimin.
That’srealdestruction;youjustcan’tseeitanyotherway.Themurder
ofSchmueckerremindsonestronglyofCharlesManson.Itreallyis
murder,youhavetoseethat.”(pp.105–106)

MinimizingViolencebyEmphasizingPolitics
Theveryessenceoflibertarianrevolutionarystrategyistheideathatthereisanin-
extricablelinkbetweenthemeansusedandtheendsproposed.Whiletheremaybe
alinkbetweentherottenauthoritarianendsofnationalistsandMarxist-Leninists
androttenterroristmeans,itisunquestionablyclearthatlibertarianendsmust
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facilityinWesternAustralia.Theonlypersonalattackwasthebailing-up[holdup]
atgunpointofanofficialbyablackactivist.Noneoftheseincidentshasrevealed
thehandofanorganizedgroupofleftistterrorists.

Whatisnoticeable,theninthehistoryofterroristactivityinAustraliahasbeenthe
existenceoforganizedright-wingterrorism,thougheventhishasbeenofrelatively
minorsignificance.Itcertainlydidnotprovokeofficialormediacampaignsfor
militaryinvolvement,massivesecuritymeasuresorexpandedpoliceforces.

FrasertookadvantageoftheHiltonbombingforprecedent-settingmilitary
histrionicswhichevensecuritycommentatorsattacked.Heannouncedanewem-
phasisonsecuritywhichwillsoonbeseentobeattheexpenseof[civil]rights.
Finally,ageneralattemptwasmadetoexploitthedeathstotaketheheatoffpo-
liticalpoliceunderattackaftertheSouthAustralianinvestigationsoftheSpecial
Branch.Callsweremadeforastrengtheningoftheirorganizations.

Despiteallthis,insectionsofthepressandespeciallyinletterstotheeditor
andstreetinterviews(notablyatBowral),evidenceexistedthatmanypeoplewere
keepingthingsinproportion.Overseasexperiencehasshownthatthemostpow-
erfulweaponinthehandsofthosetryingtousetheexistenceofterrorismasan
excusetoweakendemocraticrightshasbeenthecreationbythemedia,police,and
politiciansofanatmosphereofhysteria.Thentherealimpactofterrorismcanno
longerbesensiblygauged.Butmorethanthiswillberequiredifpeoplearetostand
uptothepressuretoacquiesceinagradualgrowthofrepression.Forexample,jus-
tifyingpoliticalpoliceactivitybyinvokingthefearofsubversionwasnotreally
questionedinthe1978SouthAustralianinquiryintothestate’sSpecialBranch.

Subversiveactivities,accordingtoLiberal-Nationalgovernments[theLiberal
PartyandConservativePartycoalition-theconservative,nationalistandlaissez
fairecapitalist/bigbusinesspartiesofAustralia],havenotbeenthoseofUstasha
anotherextremeright-winggroups,butthoseofallleftist,unionistandreform
groupsandeventhoseoftheALP[AustralianLaborParty].Thiswasspelledout
bysacked[fired]SouthAustralianPoliceCommissionerSalisbury,whosaidata
pressconferencethat,beforetheSecondWorldwar,anASIO[AustralianSecurity
IntelligenceOrganization-thecentralgovernmentsecretpoliceforce]equivalentor-
ganizationwouldhaveconcentratedontheright-wing,butthat,sincethewar,the
lefthasdefinitelybecomethechiefobjectofconcernforintelligenceservices.We
havealreadypointedoutthatsincethewaritistherightthathasdominatedthefew
incidentsofterrorismthathaveoccurred.Thecurrentbalanceofforceswithinthe
LiberalParty(ALP)hasresultedinpoliceattentiontoCroatianrightists.Thishas
notchangedthefunctionofpoliticalpolice,whichistolimitpoliticaldebate,notto
preventviolence.Subversionfortoday’spoliticalpoliceisnotmerelyquestioning
thestatusquo-itisquestioningtheLiberal-Nationalstatusquowhichmakes
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the connection of the ALP with the setting up of the political police all the more
reprehensible. It seems that Dunstan’s will remain an isolated act in Australian
social-democracy. Despite Attorney General Murphy’s raid on ASIO headquarters
during the Whitlam government’s term of office, the ALP’s main concern regard-
ing the political police was not to question their function, but merely to make them
more efficient. What really upset some people about the South Australian revela-
tions was that judges and other “upright citizens” were being watched. “What a
waste of time,” they said,“when the police should be concentrating on those weird
folk who think that capitalism should be reformed or done away with.” If these
people cannot be awakened to a concern for basic rights, they should at least be re-
minded that one thing leads to another and that it might be their rights endangered
tomorrow. Subversion is in the eye of the beholder and the beholder is the Ruling
Class.

Furthermore, the recent past has shown that democracies will use the opportu-
nity created by political violence to disrupt or repress the left as a whole. They will
even incite or conspire in terrorism to justify their own actions. An ex-member of a
German terrorist group, now living incognito, has written a book critically apprais-
ing the guerilla experience [How it All Began , by Bommi Baumann]. In it he tells
how their first bombs and weapons were supplied by a police agent: “Unwittingly,
we were a vert specific element of the bulls’ (police) strategy.” (P. 37) Stupidly, he
does not follow the obvious implications of this: “It isn’t clear to me even today
what role one plays in that game.” (p.85)

The famous American Sacco and Vanzetti case of the 1920s is an archetypal case
of the preparedness of the police to frame dissenters on charges of political violence.
Theywere chargedwith robbery andmurder. It is now generally accepted that these
charges were trumped up. It is officially admitted that the Anarchists did not get a
fair trial. Despite massive international campaigns over a period of years for their
release, they were executed in 1927. Such was the determination of the rulers of
the time. Cases like this, and there are many others, should be kept firmly in mind
when assessing bombings and court cases from them. The State, therefore, can be very
ruthless in persecuting such people. However, when left-wing terrorism is being
carried out in a consistent way in society, it gives the State extra leverage in using
political repression against individuals and the left in general.

When by their own actions terrorists serve such ends, they are contributing to
the destruction of politics and the closing of various options for the spreading of
ideas before they have been fully utilized.

Of course, the State will readily use various repressive methods if it meets any
substantial resistance or if it has to handle a social crisis which is creating resistance.
Terrorism and guerillaism cannot be attacked just because they produce repression.
Even more important is the fact that there is nothing to have made it worthwhile.
In the end the guerillas get wiped out and there is nothing left but repression (and
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terrorists is an attempt to provide a justification for murderousness towards them
and fro the introduction of general repression.

Many of these people become involved in terrorism merely be circumstances
and associations as Baumann’s book shows. They get mixed up in an environment
of self-glorification and isolation from the World. Even their relationships with
supporters are one-sided rather than broadening. This unreal situation produces
features of madness such that an escalating series of acts is seen as justified and
rational. But any attempt by the3 media, police and politicians to create a caricature
of demonic blood-thirsty monsters will be for the purpose of excusing their own
barbarity and corruption (See the film or read the book by Heinrich Boll, The Lost
Honor of Katarina Blum .).

Erich Fromm has written:

“We can witness the phenomenon among the sons and daughters of
the well-to-do in the United States and Germany, who see their life in
their affluent home environment as boring and meaningless. But more
than that, they find the World’s callousness toward the poor and the
drift toward nuclear war for the sake if individual egoism unbearable.
Thus, theymove away from their home environment, looking for a new
lifestyle — and remain unsatisfied because no constructive effort seems
to have a chance. Many among themwere originally the most idealistic
and sensitive of the young generation; but at this point, lacking in tradi-
tion, maturity, experience, and political wisdom they become disparate,
narcissistically overestimate their own capacities and possibilities, and
try to achieve the impossible through the use of force. They form so-
called revolutionary groups and expect to save the World by acts of
terror and destruction, not seeing that they are only contributing to
the general tendency o violence and inhumanity. They have lost their
capacity to love and have replaced it with the wish to sacrifice their
lives (Self-sacrifice is frequently the solution for individuals who ar-
dently desire to love, but who have lost the capacity to love and see the
sacrifice of their own lives an experience of love in the highest degree).
But these self-sacrificing young people are very different from the lov-
ing martyrs, who want to live because they love life and who accept
death only when they are forced to die in order to not betray them-
selves. Our present-day self-sacrificing young people are accused, but
they are also the accusers, in demonstrating that in our social system
some of the very best young people become so isolated and hopeless
that nothing but destruction and fanaticism are left as a way out of their
despair.

Baumann shows that he has learned this lesson through harsh experience
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MilitaryMadness
Thereisundoubtedlymuchevidenceofatendencytowardglorificationofdeath
andviolencebyterroristsandguerillas.Jebril,oneoftheleadersofthePalestinian
rejectionfront,sendstroopsintoIsraelwithordersnottoreturn(thatis,todie)
andwasquotedassaying,“Welikedeathasmuchaslifeandnoforceonearth
canpreventusfromrestoringPalestine…”puttinghimselfinthesamecategoryas
theSpanishFalangists(Fascists)whoshouted“Longlivedeath!”Itmustbeadmit-
tedthatthistrendofloveofdeathhasbeenprominentamongstvariousterrorists.
WUOleader[Bernanrdine]Dohrnmadeapublicandpositivelygloatingraveof
supportforthemurdersoftheCharlesMansongang.Thereisanelementhereof
the“counter-culturalFascism”whichsawtheU.S.dividedbetween“pigAmerika
vs.woodstocknation.”Asectionofthecounter-culturemadeacultofManson.

Baumannmentionsthat,atthetime,theydidnotthinkMansonwas“sobad.”
Infact,theythoughthim“quitefunny.”

Whatshouldbeavoided,however,isatendencytoexplainterrorismbytheal-
legedinsanityofitsactors,becausetheactsariseinspecificsituationsofoppression
andprovocation—theobviousexamplebeingnationalitiessufferingembitteredop-
pression.

InWestGermany[now,westernGermany]therewerespecificincidentssuch
asexceptionallybrutalpolicebehavior,leadingtothedeathofademonstrator,the
attemptedassassinationofastudentleader,thevenalityofthemajorSpringerpress
(manytimesworsethanPackerorMurdoch[right-wingAustralianpublishers]),the
SocialDemocratBrandt’sintroductionofberufsvebotin1972(anemploymentban
[ingovernment]againstleftists,reformers,etc.whoarenot“loyaltotheconstitu-
tion”whichwaslaterappliedinsomestatestoSocialDemocratsthemselves),the
attempttosmashallextra-parliamentaryornonunionmovements[Germanlabor
lawsaysyoucantcallalabororganizationa“Union”unlessitfirsthas1Million
members—thisisintendedtocreateamonopolyinorganizedlaborforcompany
styleunionscontrolledbytheSPD(SocialDemocraticParty)]ofwhichthebanis
onlythebestknownpart.Allofthesethingsprovidedthebackgroundforpolitical
violence.

ThewholeNaziexperiencewasconstantlyenlivenedbythefactthatex-Nazis,
warcriminalsandNaziswhowerestillactiveinrightwingpoliticsallheldpositions
inthejudiciary,bureaucracy,business,etc.(anexpedientpolicyoftheallieswho
wantedreliablelawandorderpeopleinthepoliticalvacuumofthepost-warworld
[theyNEVERde-Nazifiedthegovernmentoranyotherinstitution]).Sincethis
wasthecaseinItalyitmaybenoaccidentthatthesetwocountriesarethemost
prominentareasforterrorisminEurope.

Allthisisnotanexcuseforterrorism,butsuchconsiderationsarepartofan
overallexplanation.Concentratingonthesupposedinsanityoftheguerillasor
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a“lawandorder”mentalityamongstthepeople).

Adevelopingmassmovementwillproducerepression,butitwillalsoproducenum-
bersofpeoplewithclearaimsandtheorganizedmeansofreachingthem.Itwillbe
abletobuildfarmorelastingmeansofarmeddefense.Inasocialcrisisinwhichall
sortsofpositivedevelopmentsbegin,aseparateguerillaorterroristgroupdashing
aboutcreatingultimatelyirrelevantconfrontationsconcentratespoliticaldebatein
toonarrowacompass-“havethey(governmentofguerillas)gonetoofar?”etc.
insteadof-“shouldtheworkershaveoccupiedthosefactories?”etc.Terrorism
andguerillaismdestroypolitics.

TerrorismbytheState
Terrorism,ofcourse,doesnotbelongtosmallbandsinItalyandGermany.The
mostbrutalandruthlessagentofterror,now,asthroughouthumanhistory,isthe
rulingclass.Readhistory.Alternativelyrecallthatthroughouttheworldourhu-
manerulershavethenuclearweaponrytokilleveryoneonEarth24timesover
(RuthLegarSivardinBulletinoftheAtomicScientist,April1975).Orthink
oftheimplicationsoftheproperty-preserving,life-destroyingneutronbomb.The
pointmustbemadethatStateterrorismisstronger,moreprevalentandmuchmore
destructivethanvanguardistterrorism.

ItisaquestionofthedegreetowhichtheStatefeelschallengedthatdetermines
itsuseofterror,notconstitutionsordemocraticprinciples.Whentheyarethreat-
enedbyaseriousorganizedrevolutionarymovement,theWesterndemocracieswill
displaythefullrangeofhorrificmethods.ThemassiveuseoftorturebyFrancein
Algeria,itsusebyBritaininAdenandNorthernIreland,[and]policeandarmymur-
dersandconspiraciesinItalyareafewexamplesoftheirreadinesstoapplyruthless
methodsinvaryingsituations.Thereadinessforbrutalityflowsfromtheveryna-
tureoftheStateasexpressedbytheFrenchAnarchist,PierreJosephProudhonin
1851[inGeneralIdeaoftheRevolutioninthe19thCentury]:

“Tobegovernedistobewatchedover,inspected,spiedupon,di-
rected,legislatedat,regulated,docketed,indoctrinated,preachedat,
controlled,assessed,weighed,censored,orderedabout,bymenwho
haveneithertheright,northeknowledge,northevirtuetodoso.
Tobegovernedmeanstobe,ateachoperation,ateachtransaction,
ateachmovement,noted,registered,controlled,taxed,stamped,
measured,valued,assessed,patented,licensed,authorized,endorsed,
admonished,hampered,reformed,rebuked,arrested.Itistobe,on
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the pretext of the general interest, taxed, drilled, held at ransom,
robbed,; then, at the least resistance, at the first word of complaint, to
be repressed, fined, abused, annoyed, followed, bullied, beaten, disarmed,
garrotted, imprisoned, machine gunned, judged, condemned, deported,
flayed, sold, betrayed, and finally mocked, ridiculed, insulted, dishonored.
Such is government, such is justice, such is morality.”

In South America State-sponsored undercover police death squads and the sys-
tematic use of torture have been recurrent. In the “white terror” in Guatemala
literally thousands died each year (2,000 to 6,000 was the estimate for 1967–1968).
The military dictatorships that have ruled Brazil since the coup in 1964 [Brazil has
had an elected government since 1989] are notorious for their police-based death
squads. The U.S. brought members of these squads into Uruguay to train police in
torture of urban guerillas. The U.S. is deeply involved in the development of torture
in this region. The police-based AAA [Argentite Anti-Communist Alliance] killed
1,000 people in 1975. the full mobilization of the Chilean regime into terror and
killing is probably the worst anywhere since the war. of course State terrorism is
not practiced by corporate-capitalist countries alone. It is also an integral part of
the practice of such State capitalist [Bolshevik] countries as the Soviet Union.

The Urban Guerilla Strategy of Revolution
Around the world the word “terrorism” is used indiscriminately by politicians and
police with the intention of arousing hostility to any phenomenon of resistance
or preparedness for armed defense against their own terrorist acts. Terrorism is
distinguished by the systematic use of violence against people for political ends.
Assassination, sniping, kidnappings, hijacking and taking of hostages from amongst
the public, and assaults and bombings deliberately aimed to kill, maim or affright
[scare] the populace are methods used particularly in non-State terrorism. Within
this category a distinction can be made between attacks on the public and those
on individuals in power, without approval in either case. Clearly attacks on the
innocent are worse than those on people guilty of some crime.

In general it is important to differentiate between terrorism and what could be
called intimidation. The State is constantly involved in trying to prevent the ex-
pression of political opinions by the threat of slander, harassment or disruption.
Much activity of the State falls under the term intimidation. Some elements of the
Australian left have attempted various types of intimidation against other leftists.
We must also be careful to differentiate between terrorism and the damaging of
property. Although it is clear that intimidation activity and property damage are
not usually as serious as terrorism, leftists should recognize the ease with which
a preparedness for such activities can lead to worse consequences. This is not to
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delayed action bombs so that people were killed during attempts to find survivors.
Ye the terrorist acts of Palestinians are the ones which people abhor because they
were acts extensively reported.

Before too long the killing of civilians by the Israelis in their incursion into
Lebanon will be forgotten. But you can bet that the killing of civilians by the PLO’s
terror squad will be remembered. In fact, the hypocrisy and cynicism of Israeli
planning relies on this amnesia.

The media seek to obscure politics further by treating incidents as spectacles.
This does suit the apolitical nature of guerilla strategy in which their struggle is
supposed to take on bigger and bigger proportions in the media in order to call
forth a ruling class response.

The real effect amongst the people, however, is to confirm the idea that politics
is a removed realm to be viewed passively — usually as dreary routine but occasion-
ally as a spectacle. Even if people ‘support’ the guerillas, this hardly has any real
meaning in terms of their own involvement in politics. Instead, the usual result is
to provide an organizing base of vicious attitudes for the rulers to exploit for their
ends.

The hypocrisy of the media is illustrated by their tendency to play up the sig-
nificance of political violence compared with their failure to raise any stir about
industrial accidents and disease. Car accidents are treated, even sensationalized,
but with a kind of primitive fatalism, when in fact they are a serious social and
political problem. Many people die of these causes, many more are maimed. Who
cares?

The existence of media manipulation should not, however, obscure its basis in
reality. Leftists are inclined to dismiss people’s outrage as “reactionary.” But the
killing of school children, placing of bomb in “underground” [subway] stations or
machine gunning people at an airport can never be dismissed no matter what the
context. People’s response is, on the whole, genuine moral outrage. This manipu-
lated into law and order hysteria which allows legislation to be passed and the left
to be crushed. But it is typical of the elitism of many passive leftists lacking in prin-
cipled ideas who sycophantly devote themselves to any active cause somewhere
else, carried out by someone else, to pour contempt on the reactions of people to
real outrages.

[In 1992, 70,000 people marched downMarket Street in San Francisco to protest
the Gulf War: They filled the street curb to curb from the Mission District to the
Financial District. 7,000 marched onto the Bay Bridge, sat down and paralyzed
San Francisco for most of the day until they were dispersed by the police. The Los
Angeles Manufacturing Consent for more information about how the Capitalist
system blacks out, filters and makes up the information they feed us.]
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stepfurtherwithoutlosingsupport?Theydependedontransitorysupportthat
wasimpressedwiththeirseeminginvincibilityandtheirrestraineduseofviolence.
Inevitablytheywouldprovebeatable,inevitablymuchbloodwouldflow.Thenis
wouldberevealedthattheyhadnomassbase.Aftertheelectionsthearmywaslet
looseandsoonupto40Tupamaroswerebeingtriedeveryday.Theyweredefeated
beforethemilitaryjuntacametopowerin1973.Justbecausetheyweregoodwithin
thelimitsofurbanguerillastrategytheyprovedthebasicallyflawednatureofthe
theory.ItwasquiteclearthattheRulingClassofUruguaywasgoingtorespond
totheeconomiccrisisbygravitationtodictatorship.Butiftheenergyexpendedby
theTupamaroshadgoneintothespreadingofideasencouragingpeopletoorga-
nize,theresistancewouldhavebeenlargerandmoreprofoundandthereforehad
morechanceofsuccess.

HeadlineHunters
Anothercomponentinthefoolishnessofguerillaismisthatitlookstothe[capital-
ist/corporate]mediaastheagencyofitspropaganda.AccordingtoBaumann:

“RAFsaidtherevolutionwouldn’tbebuiltthroughpoliticalwork,but
throughheadlines,throughappearancesinthepress,overandover
again,reporting:“HereareguerillasfightinginGermany.”Thisover-
estimationofthepress,that’swhereitcompletelyfallsapart.Notonly
dotheyhavetiimitatethemachinecompletely,andfallintothetrapof
onlygettingintoitpoliticallywiththepolice,buttheironlyjustifica-
tioncomesthroughthemedia.Theyestablishthemselvesonlybythose
means.Thingsonlyfloatatthispoint,theyaren’trootedanymorein
anything,noteveninthepeopletheystillhavecontactwith.”

Thisisespeciallyabsurdgiventheroleofthemostpopularnewsstoriesinstim-
ulatingandmaintainingthemostirrationalelementsinpeople’sresponsetoactsof
politicalviolence.Theydeliberatelytrytoobscurepoliticalissuesbyomissionand
commission.TaketheMiddleeastasanexample—Howmanypeopleremember
that106passengersandcrewwerekilledinacivilianplaneshotdownbyanIsraeli
jetoverSinai?HowmanypeopleknowthatIsraelibombskilled46childreninavil-
lageintheNiledelta?Howmanyknowthat1,500werekilledand3,000napalmed
inPalestinianrefugeecampsandvillagesbyIsraelfrom1969to1972?

InNovember1977rocketattacksbyPalestinianguerillasintoIsraelkilledthree
people.InresponseIsraeliplanesbombedninevillagesandthreerefugeecamps
whichtheyclaimedharboredguerillas.Morethan100civilianswerebelievedto
havebeenkilled.AGuardianreporter(November20,1977)visitedonevillage
andonecamptofindthattheywerenotguerillaoutposts.TheIsraelisalsoused
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arguethatrevolutionariesshouldhaveareverentattitudetowardprivateproperty
—merelythattheyshouldseethatthereisavastdifferencebetween,saythede-
structionofanuclearfacilitybuildingsitebyamassoccupationandtheblowing
upofthatsitebyafewindividuals.

Justastherulersprefertheword“terrorist,“terroristspreferthedescription“ur-
banguerilla”[or“armedresistance”]asitlendsthemaspuriousromanticair.Nev-
ertheless,webelievethatthereisadistinctionbetweenterroristsandthoserevolu-
tionarieswhoadopttheideologyandpracticeof“guerillaism”[otherwiseknown
as“lowintensityconflict”or“lowintensitywarfare”incurrentgovernmentmil-
itarydoctrine]whichistopromotearmedstruggleastherevolutionarystrategy.
Especiallyinruralwarfarethesepeoplecanusenon-terroristicarmedaction.This
usuallyinvolvesarmedclasheswiththepoliceorarmy.However,becauseofthe
circumstancesofurbanguerillawarfare,thismethodautomaticallyleadstoterror-
ismaswillbediscussedbelow.

InSouthAmericatheincreaseduseofurbanguerillawarfarewaslargelyaresult
ofthefailureoftheruralstrategywhichhadbecomeobviousbythesixties.Theru-
ralstrategywasbasedontenuoustheoreticalconclusionsdrawnfromanidealized
viewofwhathappenedintheCubanRevolution[of1959].However,thestrategy
oftheurbanguerillawasnotinessencedifferentfromthatoftheruralcampaigns.
Bothwerebasedonthevanguardistconceptofthearmedgroupwhosespecifically
militaryconfrontationswiththerulingregime’srepressiveforceswouldprovide
thesmallmotor9thewellknown“foco”)tostartthebigmotorofpoliticalrevolu-
tion.Inthisstrategysuccessfulmilitaryoperationisthepropaganda.

TheUruguayanMovementfornationalliberation(calledtheTupamaros),most
successfuloftheurbanguerillas,expressthisstrategythus:

“Theideathatrevolutionaryactioninitself,theveryactoftakingup
arms,preparingforandengagingintheactionswhichareagainstthe
basisofbourgeoislaw,createsrevolutionaryconsciousness,organiza-
tionandconditions.”

Whatamonomania!Whatsimplisticreasoning!Thetotaldefeatoftheurban
guerillasinVenezuelain1962–1963,whohadsupportfromthecountrysideand
eventheCommunistParty,shouldhavewarnedthemthatthestrategywasflawed.

Itisfracturedthinkingtoidentifytheessenceofrevolutionasillegalityoras
armedconfrontationwiththerepressiveinstrumentsoftheState.Thistotallyob-
scurestheessenceofourobjectiontothissocietywhichisnotsimplyadisgust
withStateviolence—theusesofjail,brutality,torture,murder,etc.—butwith
hierarchicalrelationshipsamongpeople,withcompetitioninsteadofcooperation.
The“veryactoftakinguparms”maydefythelawbutitsaysnothingaboutwhat
isbeingfoughtfor.Theessenceofrevolutionisnotarmedconfrontationwiththe
Statebutthenatureofthemovementwhichbacksitup,andthiswilldependonthe
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kinds of relationships and ideas amongst people in the groups, community councils,
workers councils, etc. that emerge in a social conflict.

the job for revolutionaries is not to take up the gun but to engage in the long,
hard work of publicizing an understanding of this society. We must build a move-
ment which links the many problems and issues people face with the need for rev-
olutionary change, which attacks all the pseudo-solutions — both individual and
social — offered within the society, which seeks to demystify those solutions of-
fered by the authoritarian left and instead to place the total emphasis on the need
for self-activity and self-organization on the part of those people willing to take up
issues. We need to present ideas about a socialism based on equality and freedom.

Political Rackets

Both in the corporate capitalist world and theThirdworld, guerilla movements have
made a very poor showing in the area of ideas. That the State is repressive and that
it can be fought is only a very small part of revolutionary ideas, but this constitutes
almost the whole content of what guerillas attempt to communicate to people. It is
based on the assumption that there is little to think about to make a revolution. All
that is required is to convince the people that they can defeat the State. Nothing
could be further from the truth. If people do not want to see repeated again and
again the old pattern of the revolution placing in power a new group of oppressors,
then they will have to realize that the responsibility for a new society rests with
them. They will have to think about how to structure this new society so that it
remains democratic.

Since it depends on them they will have to think about their attitudes and this
includes their attitudes in their personal lives.

It is often argued that such demands are ridiculous in the context of immediate
basic needs in the Third World. In fact, self-organization on cooperative lines is
becoming a feature of Third World struggles. The economistic arguments about
Third World struggles would seem to be linked with the idea that Western-style
leaps into industrialization are the solution, when in fact decentralization is the
key and this certainly makes the type of personal change we are thinking of easier.

A few leaflets scattered about the site of an action is as much as some groups
offer in the way of ideas. The communiques of the German Red Army Fraction
(Badder-Meinhoff ) never rose above the political level of slogans like “Expropri-
ate Sringer [a reactionary German press magnate], Fight class justice, Fight all ex-
ploiters and enemies of the people, Victory to the Viet Cong,” etc. . Their pamphlet
The Concept of the Urban Guerilla is a transference of the same strategy as
quoted above to Western capitalism. The same goes for the American Weather-
men (later Weather Underground), the British Angry Brigade, Japanese Red Army,
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The RAF put it this way:

“We don’t count on a spontaneous anti-fascist mobilization as a result
of terror and Fascism itself … And we know that our work produces
even more pretexts for repression, because we’re Communists — and
whether Communists will organize and struggle, whether terror and
repression will produce only fear and resignation, or whether it will
produce resistance, class hatred and solidarity … depends on the re-
sponse to repression. Whether communists are so stupid as to tolerate
such treatment … depends on this response.”

What is revealed completely in this quote is the absolute arrogance of these
groups — “Sure we’re hoping for a radical response to the state repression we bring
down on your head, but if that does not occur, well, that will go to prove you are
stupid.” They ignore the actual conditions, like all guerillas, demanding that every-
one else miraculously achieve their “advanced” consciousness, when as has already
been shown, their ideas are superficial and without value and merely a rallying cry
for a massacre.

The reason for the occurrence of this ugly strategy derives from the limitations
of urban guerilla warfare. Since they depend on armed action for their existence, all
guerillas can only develop their struggle by escalating their engagements. If they do
not they will be forgotten. Dynamism is everything. But rural guerillas can do this
by establishing and expanding their territory of action — liberated zones. They can
choose to take on army formations according to their situation. But urban guerillas
can hold no territory, for to attempt to hold a neighborhood or building is to take on
the entire armed might of the city. In any engagement the size of the army forces
cannot be ascertained since they arrive in minutes.

Urban guerilla warfare must become terrorism in order to develop. There is no
other avenue for escalating the struggle. Furthermore, the warfare cannot stretch
out indefinitely without withering away. This is the appeal of the polarization and
militarization of society strategy. It is the ultimate in manipulation — an intentional
attempt to create suffering among the people for the ends of the guerillas who as-
sume that they know best and that the people will be better off in the long run. Of
course the strategy usually results only in repression.

The Tupamaros came to prominence in 1968. In 1967 the democratic govern-
ment had begun responding to Uruguay’s first major economic crisis since the war
by attacking the Working Class and introducing repressive legislation. So they en-
tered the right social situation. They had also spent all the ‘sixties preparing. They
were always efficient and planned well. They had links in the unions and other
legal movements that were not only maintained but grew. They had elan, imagina-
tion and humanity. But by 1971, the year of elections, the paucity of their strategy
was becoming apparent and even they were indecisive. How could they go one
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“NothingRadicalizesLikePigsinthePark”
Ademocracycanonlybeproducedifamajoritymovementisbuilt.Theguerilla
strategydependsonacollapseofwillintheRulingClasstoproducethesocial
crisisoutofwhichrevolutionoccurs,whetherthemajorityfavorsitornot.Any
readingofguerillastrategistrevealsthatit[guerillaism]isaphilosophyofimpa-
tience.WhileacollapseofwillintheRulingClassissurelyavitalelementinany
revolution,unlessamassmovementwithdemocraticstructuresforrunningthe
countryexists,thenanelitewilltakepower.Alwayslurkinginthebackground
andsometimesboldlystatedistheideathatguerillawarfareorterrorismaimsto
produceafascisticreactionwhichwouldradicalizethepeople.TheProvisionals
(IRA)quiteobviouslyfollowedthisstrategy.ButgroupsliketheRAFandHune
2ndalsoshuffledthisideawiththeirthird-worldism,especiallyastheThirdWorld
stabilizedintodictatorshipsandStateCapitalismandwesterncollapseappeareda
recedingprospect.

OftheStateapparatus,BommiBaumannsays,“Weknewthatifitwastouched
anywhere,itwouldshowitsFascisticfaceagain.”Ashorribleasmanyaspectsof
theWestGerman[nowGerman]Stateare,itisnotFascist[…althoughthereaction
totherisingtideofneo-Fascismandtheirclearbiasagainstleft-wing(especially,
“Antifas”—theGermanAnti-FascistActionmovement)activistssuggeststhatGov-
ernmentofficialsarestillsympatheticwithsomeFascistideas.Anarchistsfrom
theFreiArbeiterinnenUnion-IAA(theGermanAnarcho-Syndicalistlaborfedera-
tion)attributethistotherefusalofalliedoccupationtroops,inallfourzonesof
occupation,tode-NazifytheGermangovernmentafterWorldWarII].Aclearer
understandingofthesituationwouldrevealthatitisyetanotherexampleofthe
factthatdictatorialmethodshavealwaysbeenandwillcontinuetobepartofthe
arsenalofsocialcontrolinacapitalistparliamentarydemocracy.Suchmethods
willbeusedwithabandoninasocialcrisis.Moreimportantstillistherevelation
thattheseguerillasarecompletelyunabletounderstandinasocial-psychological
sensethatoppressionismaintainedbyconsent,andthatviolenceisasecondary
phenomenon.

Ingeneralitcanbeeseenthatthesegroupsareunembarrassedbyanyaware-
nessofhowmajoreventshavechangedleftistthoughtonawholerangeofissues
(orconfirmedelementsoflibertarianthoughtwhichhadbeensuppressedbythe
dominanceofMarxism).Forexample,aninterpretationofFrance1968orHungary
1956seemstohavepassedthembyentirely.

InMarch1972theTupamarosstatedthattheywantedto“createanundeniable
stateofrevolutionarywarinUruguay,polarizingpoliticsbetweentheguerillasand
theregime.”Thereisevensomesuggestionthattheydiscussedthepossibilityof
carryingoutactionsdesignedtopromptaninvasionbyBrazilinthebeliefthatthis
wouldgalvanizethetotalpopulationintoaction.
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SimbioneseLiberationArmy(SLA),etc.[FrenchAccionDirecte(DirectAction),
ItalianRosseBrigade(RedBrigade)].Usuallythesegroupshaveshownasycophan-
ticthirdworldismwhichsawactivitywithinimperialistnationsassupportiveof
the“realrevolution”intheThirdWorld.TheWeatherUndergroundOrganization
(WUO)elevatedthisintotheirwholeideologyandstrategy.Theydeniedthetask
ofspreadingrevolutionaryideastothemajorityofpeopleintheirowncountry.
InsteadtheU.S.wastobemadeimmobilewhilethevictoriousThirdWorldrevolu-
tionariesbroughtrevolutionfromoutside.TheWUOwerelatertobecomeorthodox
Marxist-Leninists.

Baumann,authorofthebookmentionedbefore,wasintheJune2ndMovement.
Herevealsthesamekindofthinking;though,unliketheMarxist-LeninistRedArmy
Fraction(RAF),they[June2nd]calledthemselves“anarchists”:

“Theanalysisofimperialismtellsusthatthestrugglenolongerstarts
primarilyinthemetropolis,it’snolongeramatteroftheWorking
Class,butthatwhat’sneededisavanguardinthemetropolisthatde-
claresitssolidaritywiththeliberationmovementsofthethirdWorld.
Sinceitlivesintheheadofthemonster,itcandothegreatestdamage
there.EvenifthemassesintheEuropeanmetropolisdon’tputthem-
selvesonthesideoftherevolution—theWorkingClassamongusis
alreadyprivilegedandtakespartintheexploitationofthethirdWorld.
Theonlypossibilityforthosewhobuildthevanguardhere,whotake
partinthestrugglehere,istodestroytheinfrastructureofimperialism,
destroytheapparatus.”(p.36)

Itwouldbehardtofinda“strategy”thatwaslessAnarchistic,lesslibertarian.
Thethird-handLeninonthelaboraristocracy,thevanguardism,theprofoundly
elitistmillenarianvisionoftotaldestruction,etc.,allabsolutelyexcludeanything
butadictatorialoutcome.

NaumanndescribedhowafterVietNamtheirlinewas“peoplewouldgetin-
volvedinPalestine”(p.50)—andthevariousGermanandJapaneseterroristshave
certainlyappearedinPalestinianactions.Butthisonlyrevealsallthemoreclearly
theirtotalremovalfromtherealstruggleintheirhomelands.Anditdoesnotdis-
playanysubstantialconceptofinternationalism,astheywereactingtotallyabove
theheadsandcompletelyoutofthecontrolofthepeopletheyweresupposedlyrep-
resenting.Theywerecontenttoworkwithgroupswhichthemselvesweremerely
actingas“terroristpressuregroups”attemptingtogainconcessionsfromvarious
rulingclasses.Forexample,thecreationofBlackSeptemberwasaresultofthe
defeatofthePalestiniansatthehandsoftheJordanianforcesin1970andofthe
failureofthevariousorganizationstosuccessfullymobilizethepeople—instead
theyturnedtointernationalpublicity.NowthatthePLOhassuccessfullyorganized
itselfasastateamongstthePalestinians,terrorismisusedasaninstrumentofState
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policy. It is the avenue through which the PLO can threaten to explode the situa-
tion in the Middle east [since this was written, the PLO has renounced terrorism in
favor of the vastly more successful strategy of popular insurrection — the intifada.
Israel and the PLO signed a peace treaty which installed the PLO as a caretaker
government of Palestine and interim police force and promised a phased Israeli
withdrawal. Hamas, the right-wing fundamentalist Palestinian opposition move-
ment to the PLO which opposed the peace treaty, has continued terrorist attacks in
an attempt to provoke action against the Palestinian people by Israeli military and
police and destabilize the peace accord].

On the whole, struggles revolving around groups oppressed as a culture or na-
tionality are those in which terror against the public and terrorism as a strategy is
most often found. As a refuge for conservative, authoritarian or vanguardist ideas,
nationalism masks them as “progressivism.” Terrorism does not conflict with such
ideas. If the aim is to place a new group in power whose only requirement from
the people is that they are of the same culture or nationality, any method which
works will be consistent. The more one wishes to change existing relationships by
an aware, self-active populace initiating and controlling amovement, then themore
counterproductive and contradictory terrorism becomes because of the elitism and
manipulation inherent in it.

Nationalist ideas, as ruling classes know well, allow the presentation of a dehu-
manized concept of the enemy from another nationality [or culture], which justifies
immoral actions against them and excludes the idea of real unity. In South Amer-
ica the groups typically rely on denunciations of tyrants and U.S. imperialism. It
would be hard to overestimate the role of U.S. imperialism in the area, but when
the enemy is phrased simply in these terms and the goal is national liberation, real
liberatory ideas are excluded.

As has already been suggested, the guerilla creed is that successful military
operation is the propaganda. Born of reaction to the stultifying South American
communist parties which oppose all action which could possibly get out of their
control, guerillaism is a philosophy of action, an irrational faith in action and the
purity of violence which propounds few ideas and produces programmatic state-
ments mostly dedicated to the need for more action of the same kind.

Worse, guerillaism reproduces the old trap of a passive people who are being
fought for, struggling vicariously through the guerilla group suffering for them.
While the sympathetic masses watch this drama played out, time passes and with
it their own chance to develop their own response to the social crisis. By the time
the drama has become tragedy and the guerillas lie dead about the stage, the au-
dience of masses finds itself surrounded by barbed wire, and, while it might now
feel impelled to take the stage itself, it finds a line of tanks blocking it and weakly
files out to remain passive again. Those individuals who continue to object and call
on the audience to storm the stage are dragged out, struggling, to the concentra-
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tion camps. Guerillaism is in the tradition of vanguardist strategies for revolution.
While in general it merely leads to repression, should the strategy succeed it can
only produce an authoritarian leftist regime. This is because the people have not
moved into the building of a democratic movement themselves.

The Chinese and Cuban successes (and the Indo-Chinese and African struggles
of the time) were the great models inspiring assorted rural and urban guerillas and
terrorists. But in looking to these examples the imitators made little realistic ad-
justment to the general conditions in their own countries. They especially did not
make an analysis of the link between the type of government established by these
struggles and the methods used. Of course, for most of these groups the authoritar-
ian governments established in China and Cuba were entirely admirable. But for
libertarians and Anarchists this is not so.

Those armed groups in Spain and elsewhere who called themselves Anarchist
or libertarian drew much of their specific justifications from the Spanish Revolu-
tion and war [1936–39] and the urban warfare that continued there even past the
end of the second World War. For our arguments the civil war in Spain is exem-
plary because the slogan of “win the war first” was used against politics, to halt
the revolution and then to force it back under the Stalinist-dominated Republican
governments. In fact, the enthusiasm and determination of the people who first
threw back Franco’s 1936 coup was based on the fact that at the same time they
were seizing the factories and coordinating them through cooperative means.

The defeat in war necessarily followed the defeat of the revolution. Further-
more, the popular army was reorganized into an ordinary military and the original
egalitarianism was stamped out under typical militaristic discipline and hierarchy.
The post-war libertarian guerillas were aware of this, but they did not analyze the
experience sufficiently. They did not see the absolute primacy of politics over armed
struggle. They did not see the vanguardist nature of armed groups seizing the ini-
tiative. They did not see the need for whatever armed activity is necessary to be
organized from an existing democratic movement and to remain under that move-
ment’s control.

One libertarian movement in Spain, the Iberian Liberation Movement (MIL),
founded itself on the theory of guerillaism (though it was involved in political ac-
tivity). It carried out a number of bank robberies and during arrests a policeman
was killed. As a result an MIL member was garotted in 1974. The reason the MIL
is mentioned here os because they dissolved their organization after general defeat
by the police. But also because of the realization that their strategy was wrong, “It
is now useless to talk of politico-military organizations and such organizations are
nothing but political rackets.” (Congress of Dissolution) They decided instead to
work to deepen the Anarchist perspectives of the social movement. Surely a lesson
for all.


