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Armed slruggle- the primacy of actio

The Open Road’s coverage
of armed struggle has always
been controversial. Last issue
we published a letter by Jim
Stodder calling for a dis-
cussion on the value of armed
actions. He felt that the OR
had a ‘‘vague idea of mutual
support between above-
ground and underground
an unstated

groups.
strategy that violent
propaganda by the deed, by
small groups, will inspire
popular resistance. . . an un-

critical admiration for flashy
violence itself.”” He pointed
to the Tupamaros, turn-of-
the-century anarchists and
Russian nihilists as examples

of guerrillas who had
weakened mass movements.
““The only strategy that

makes any sense to me,”” he
concluded, ‘‘is to push ahead
with organizing, with helping
people build organs of day-
to-day struggle that they can
control.”

In response to his call for
people to ‘‘consider and
reply to these issues,”” we’re
printing the following com-
ments from Mark
Brothers, a member of the
Open Road collective. They
do not represent the position
of everyone in the collective.
We look forward to running
other responses in future
issues.
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Amid the general con-
fusion of ideas, two diametri-
cally opposed trends emerge.
The first, of a more pacific
character, inclines toward
gradual action; the other
favoring insurrectionary
movements, tends directly to
prepare the people for revo-
lutionary warfare. . . to fight,

Terrorist stands guard

to revolt. We are confident
that this alone will bring
satisfactory results.

—Mikail Bakunin

Most North American lef-
tists have impulsively rejected
armed struggle, claiming
simply that “‘it turns off the
people.”” The emptiness of
their explanation is usually
matched by those on the
other extreme who profess,
‘“‘brothers and sisters in the
mother country gotta get
down and off the honky
fascist pig cause it’s the revo-
lutionary way to move.”> The
armed struggle debate has
been inundated, from both
sides, by a barrage of
thoughtless rhetoric. But
despite the rhetoric, it is the
guerrilla supporters who are

correct in their assertion that
armed struggle is an appro-
priate, effective form of revo-
lutionary action in contem-
porary North America.

The early Tupamaros pro-
vided an example of the pos-
sible effectiveness of
guerrillas who operated in a
society similar to that of
North America (the liberal
democracy of 1960’s
Uruguay).

The Uruguayan old left im-
mediately denounced
Tupamaro actions as counter-
productive. But the Tupa-
maros knew better. They
knew that the conservative
electoral tactics of the tradi-
tional socialists had failed to_
raise the level of struggle in
Uruguay. The stagnancy of
the old left is evidenced by

the fact that it received 7.2%
of the vote in 1946 and a
whopping 6.5% in 1966.

Through creative actions,
over a short period of time,
the Tupas sparked a quali-
tative leap forward in the
whole Uruguayan struggle.
Tupamaros won widespread
support because they conduc-
ted their actions in a tactically
tactful style. Actions were
organically tied to the daily
needs and desires of the entire
population through exposure
of financial corruption, by
backing striking workers, by
winning aid for schools and
hospitals, by reprimanding
torturers. . .

North American leftists of-
ten hypocritically endorse the
Tupamaros and other foreign
guerrillas while condemning
‘‘domestic’’ fighters. They
are legal revolutionaries,
people who permit the State
and its laws to define and
limit their tactics. They tell us
that ‘‘the people aren’t ready
for revolution yet. . . armed
actions only alienate them.”’
If one took their position to
its logical conclusion, revolu-
tionaries, before carrying out
any action, would have to
hold referendums to deter-
mine if a majority of the
population support what they
plan to do.

We can’t patiently wait un-
til the ‘‘consciousness of the
masses’’ mystically rises
before engaging in revolu-
tionary action. Action in it-
self raises consciousness. Not
merely geared toward
material damage (some left-
ists actually seem to think this
is the sole goal of armed
struggle), armed action direc-
tly intensifies the entire revo-
lutionary process. Each ac-
tion can be worth millions of
pamphlets, educationals,

Durrutti beftween covers

By Perry Shearwood

It would not be accurate to
say that the political life of
Spain has been in suspended
animation for forty years, for
even the most severe repres-
sion could not halt the
struggle for liberty. Neverthe-
less it is instructive to look
back to the time preceding
the Franco dictatorship if we
are to understand the present
reality. The publication of
Durruti, the People Armed
(an English translation of the
French work by Abel Paz) is
an important contribution to
this understanding.

Buenaventura Durruti was
one of the most loved and
respected figures of the
Spanish anarchist movement
until his death in 1936 during

the defence of Madrid against
the Fascists. A life lived to a
great extent underground, in
prison or in the front lines of
revolutionary struggle is not
one that is completely re-
corded. However, the author
has used durruti’s own wor-
ds, the recollections of his
comrades as well as contem-
porary and historical docu-
ments to give a full picture.

The book is profusely illus-

trated with photos of Durruti

in action and in repose, in jail
and speaking at massive

rallies. One criticism is that
the work is marred by a lack
of careful editing and proof-
reading and typographical
errors are plentiful.

Peasant Anarchism

The author begins by es-
tablishing the social context
within which the action of the
book takes place. The
traditional desire of the
Spanish peasants for a return
to the collective use of the
land coincided with the
spread of the ideas of
Bakunin and Proudhon to
produce a militant rural pro-
letariat. In the early 20th cen-
tury migration of the anar-
chist peasants to Barcelona,
Zaragoza and other industrial
centres in addition to the in-
fluence of French syndicalist
theories served to create the
situation in which the Con-
federacion Nacional del
Trabajo (National Confeder-
ation of Labour) was born
and grew strong. It was in
this anarcho-syndicalist trade
union that Durruti acted as a
militant for most of his
political life. :

Durruti was born in Leon,
Spain in 1896. His father’s
imprisonment for participa-
tion in a strike in 1904 exerted
a profound influence. His
ideas were further formed by
membership in the socialist

trade union, the Union
General de Trabajadores,
contact with the Asturian
miners and his exile in France
from 1917 to 1920. Through-
out the twenties Durruti, with
his friend Francisco Ascaso,
supported the CNT unionists
through a series of audacious
bank robberies and assassina-
tions. Any money obtained
this way went to support the
workers’ struggles. Fouyg
countries sentenced Durruti
to death during this period.

Mass Action

In 1931, with the procla-
mation of the Spanish re-
public, Durruti’s activities
underwent a transition from

sabotage to mass action. In

the pre-revolutionary situa-

tion he rejected banditry but
never the need for violent
struggle against the terrorism
of the State, be it monarchist
or republican. Durruti con-
tinued to play an important
role in strikes and uprisings
that called for libertarian
communism, and the
abolition of money and
private property. In 1936 the
resistance of Durruti and the
armed workers in Barcelona
prevented the seizure of
power there by the right wing
generals. The republican
government that had initated

Buenaventura Durruti

repression against the anar-
chists was forced to acknow-
ledge their strength. Paz gives
a graphic description of the
peasant takeover of the land
and the egalitarian nature of
the anti-fascist forces which,
along with worker self-
management of industry,
were the essence of the
Spanish revolution. Durruti
fought in the battle to wrest
Zaragoza from the fascists,
and when Madrid was
threatened the presence of
Durruti and the anarchist
columns was needed to raise

leaflets, newspapers. . . Guer-
rilla action can shake the con-
sciousness of the entire popu-
lation, awakening people to
the oppression and the vul-
nerability of the State.

For revolutionaries to be
successful they must appeal
to people’s irrational, emo-
tional impulses as well as
their rational, intellectual
motivations. Spectacular ac-
tions (mass as well as clan-
destine) can uproot national
consciousness, shaking
people up so they become
aware of the existence of
revolutionary alternatives.

Actions which rock
people’s consciousness, rattle
people’s thoughtless accep-
tance of this society and
make people aware, whether
they consciously realize it or
not, of such concepts as revo-
lution and socialism. Even if
initially rejected on a con-
scious level (as the Gaullist
victory in France after May
1968 indicated a rejection of
that revolt), the action im-
beds itself in people’s minds,
setting into motion anarchic
organizational and concep-
tual dynamics.

One cannot judge a society
by its self-image, its surface
consciousness. There is an
endless stream of subtle ob-
jective and subjective con-
sciousness determinants
which motivate the oc-
casional ‘‘spontaneous’’ up-
heavals that unfold to the
surprise of revolutionaries.
For instance, the revolution
Marx felt would happen in

- 1848 Germany has yet to oc-

cur, while the revolution
Lenin predicted would take
another generation in 1914,
swept Russia three years later.

In early 1968, the French
revolutionary struggle seemed
little more advanced than N.

the morale of the detending
forces. During a pitched bat-
tle Durruti was killed.

The funeral of Durruti was
an awe-inspiring tribute by
the ordinary people of Barce-
lona to a leader whose auth-
ority rested on his revolu-
tionary conduct. Throughout
his life he maintained a prin-
cipled position against the use
of bureaucratic and authori-
tarian forms and resisted any
attempts to make him the
subject of a cult of person-
ality. After forty years the
CNT continues to champion
the positions advanced by
Durruti and remain in the
heart of the working class in
the streets and the factories.
A decentralized structure that
is the essence of anarchism
has permitted a great degree
of resilience in the face of
repression.

Scrawled on a Spanish wall
are the words, ‘‘Courage,
grandparents, we are coming.
CNT.’’ The opportunities
opened up by the death of the
Caudillo are great and the
CNT is destined to play a
role. Truly the spirit of
Durruti is alive in Spain
today.

Durruti, The People Armed,
by Abel Paz, translated by
Nancy Macdonald, Black
Rose Books, Montreal. $5.95.
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America’s is today. But sud-
denly, after a handful of
students were arrested, De
Gaulle had a student/worker
insurrection on his hands.
Unexpected events can
create revolutionary situ-
ations which instantaneously
provide historic opportunities -
for freedom. If unable or un-
willing to pick up the gun and
move when these situations
arise, revolutionaries will be
thwarted as they were in
France in 1968. A member of

the Tupamaros elaborated:
‘‘Armed struggle,
revolutionary action, creates
the proper social conditions
for the revolution. If there is
no prepared group, the
revolutionary situations are
wasted or not taken
advantage of. An armed
group, no matter how small,
has greater possibilities of
converting itself into a great,
popular army than a group
that limits itself to issuing
positions.”’

A common argument of
the legal revolutionaries is
that armed struggle only
brings down repression on
the whole movement. Over
and over we’ve heard that the
SLA brought down repres-
sion on the left, when, in
fact, the left brought down
repression on the SLA.
Through its vindictive repu-
diation of the group, the left
set up a scenario in which the
State knew it could do any-
thing it pleased to the SLA
without fear of reprisals.

The SLA has borne the
brunt of much of the left’s
anti-guerrilla sentiments.
While some of the group’s ac-
tivities deserve principled cri-
ticism, the SLA. all things
considered, was successful. It
appeared during a period of
leftist inactivity and, as the
only revolutionary show in
town, they demonstrated
how one small clandestine
group can rock national con-
sciousness and prompt a re-
evaluation or armed struggle
as a revolutionary tactic (in
the Bay Area alone, many
guerrilla units and above-
ground support groups ap-
peared shortly after the
SLA).

Armed struggle is a
complement—not an alter-
native—to mass organizing.
Tactics must be flexible,
arising out of the conditions
of any given situation. At one
point the best tactic may be
to throw a flower; later it
may be more appropriate to
throw a bomb. Those who at-
tempt to predefine another.
revolutionary’s tactics are
completely unjustified.
Especially when one con-
siders many of the guerrilla’s
-are motivated by experiences
that few of their critics have
gone through (prison for in- '
stance) and that those under
attack will, if we are success-
ful revolutionaries,
ultimately have to be dealt
with in any case.

Anarchists, and other
socialists, who live in a capi-
talist society are, above all,
revolutionary fighters. To the
legal revolutionaries, the
Huey Newton/Tom Hayden
democrats, and the liberal-
tarians, let me stress that
revolutions are not legal. .

_revolutions are not polite. . .

and revolutions are not made
in Leonard Bernstein’s living
room.




