
of revolution — the working class among us is already
privileged and takes part in the exploitation of the
Third World. The only possibility for those who build
the vanguard here, who take part in the struggle here,
is to destroy the infra-structure of imperialism, destroy
the apparatus. (p.36)

It would be hard to find a ‘‘strategy”’ that was less
anarchistic, less libertarian. The third-hand Lenin on the
labour aristocracy, the vanguardism, the profoundly elitist
millenarian vision of total destruction etc., all absolutely
exclude anything but a dictatorial outcome.

Baumann described how after Vietnam their line was
“people should get involved in Palestine” (p. S0) — and the
various German and Japanese terrorists have certainly
appeared in Palestinian actions. But this only reveals all the
more clearly their total removal from the real struggle in their
homeland. And it does not display any substantial concept of
internationalism, as they were acting totally above the heads
and completely out of the control of the people they were
supposedly representing. They were content to work with
groups which themselves were merely acting as ‘“‘terrorist
pressure groups’’ attempting to gain concessions from various
ruling classes. For example, the creation of Black September
was a result of the defeat of the Palestinians at the hands of the
Jordanian forces in 1970 and of the failure of the various
organisations to successfully mobilise the people — instead,
they turned to international publicity. Now that the PLO has
successfully organised itself as a state amongst the Palestinians,
terrorism is used as an instrument of state policy. It is the
avenue through which the PLO can threaten to explode the
situation in the Middle East.

On the whole, struggles revolving around groups oppressed
as a culture or nationality are those in which terror against the
public and terrorism as a sole 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
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controlling a movement, then the more counter-productive 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 dehumanized concept of the enemy from
another nationality (or religion), which justifies immoral
actions against them and excludes the idea of real unity. In
South America the groups typically rely on denunciations of
tyrants and US imperialism. It would be hard to overestimate
the role of US 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 guerrilla creed is that
successful military operation is the propaganda. Born of
reaction to the stultifying South American communist parties
which opposed all action which could possibly get out of their
control, guerrilla-ism is a philosophy of action, an irrational
faith in action and the purity of violence which propounds few
ideas and produces programmatic statements mostly dedicated
to the need for more action of the same kind.

Worse, guerrilla-ism reproduces the old trap of a passive
people who are being fought for, struggling vicariously through
the guerrilla 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
guerrillas lie dead about the stage, the audience 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 individ-
uals who continue to object and call on the audience to storm
the stage are dragged out, struggling, to the concentration
camps. Guerrilla-ism is in the tradition of vanguardist strat-
egies for revolution. While in general it merely leads to repres-
sion, should the strategy succeed it can only produce an
authoritarian left 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 guerrillas and terrorists. But in
looking to these examples the imitators made little realistic
adjustment to the general conditions in their own countries.
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