
They especially did not make an analysis of the link between
the type of governments established by these struggles and the
methods used. Of course, for most of these groups the
authoritarian 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 revolution and war and the
urban warfare that continued there even past the end of the
Second World War. For our argument the civil war in Spain is
exemplary because the slogan of ‘“‘win the war first” was used
against politics, to halt the revolution and then to force it back
under Stalinist dominated but willing 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 farmlands
and placing them under collective control and co-ordinating
them through co-operative means.

The defeat in war necessarily followed the defeat of the
revolution. Furthermore the popular army was reorganised into
an ordinary military and the original egalitarianism was

stamped out under typical militaristic discipline and hierarchy.
The post-war libertarian guerrillas were aware of this, but they
did not analyse the experience sufficiently. They did not see the
absolute primacy of politics over armed struggle. They did not
sec the vanguardist nature of armed groups seizing the
initiative. They did not see the need for whatever armed activity
1s necessary to be organised from an existing democratic
movement and to remain under that movement’s control.

One libertarian movement in Spain, the Iberian Liberation
Movement (MIL), founded itself on the theory of guerrilla-ism
(though it was involved in political activity). It carried out a
number of bank robberies and during arrests a policeman was
killed. As a result an MIL member was garrotted in 1974. The
reason the MIL is mentioned here is because they dissolved
their organisation 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
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anarchist communist perspectives of the social movement.

Surely a lesson for all.

“Nothing Radicalizes like Pigs in
the Park”

A democracy can only be produced if a majority movement is
built. The guerrilla strategy depends on a collapse of will
in the ruling class to produce the social crisis out of which
revolution occurs, whether the majority favours it or not. Any
reading of guerrilla strategists reveals that it is a philosophy of
impatience. While a collapse of will in the ruling class is surely
avital element in any revolution, unless a mass movement with
democratic structures for running the country exists, then an
elite will take power. Always lurking in the background and
sometimes boldly stated is the idea that guerrilla warfare or

terrorism aims to produce a fascistic reaction which would
radicalize the people. The Provisionals (IRA) quite obviously
followed this strategy. But groups like the RAF and June 2nd
also shuffled this idea with their third-worldism, especially as
the third world stabilized into dictatorships and state
capitalism and Western collapse appeared a receding prospect.

Of the state apparatus, Bommi Bauma~n says, ‘“We knew
that if it was touched anywhere, it woula show its fascistic face
again.” As horrible as many aspects of the West German state
are, it is not fascist. A clearer understanding of the situation
would reveal that it is yet another example of the fact that
dictatorial methods have always been and will continue to be
part of the arsenal of social control in a capitalist parliamentary
democracy. Such methods will be used with abandon in a social
crisis. More important still is the revelation that these guerrillas
are completely unable to understand in a social-psychological
sense that oppression is maintained by consent, and that
violence is a secondary phenomenon.

In general it can be seen that these groups are

unembarrassed by any awareness of how major events have
changed leftist thought on a whole range of issues (or
confirmed elements of libertarian thought which had been
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