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In commemoration of the 18th annivers ary af the
formation of our People's /rmay we begin publica-

tion of this series of articles on rguerrilla

warfare, This series is a transcript of a talk
recently given by William Pomerocy to an ANC

discussion group, Willizm Pomeroy, an imerican,

iz a well~known writer on guerrilla warfare. He

took an active part in the 'Hulr' grerrilla move-

ment which was z2ctive in the Phillipines in the

1540s and 50s.

The subject of the discussion, as given to me, is "The
Politicz of Guerrilla Warfare', which is rathner a broz.d subject
and really has theoreticzl implications, but 1I'll try to avoid
toc nucn theory.

Actually, I don't think I would c=zll nyself an e:pert or
autuority on guerrilla warfaie, 1've hod experlence 1in nﬁly
one &rmec strug;le - ia the Fhillinines - as the Comrade Chai
man wentioned., But like you and your fellow riemoers, and the
liberaticn movement you belony to, my tendency is to learn from
oxperience and fron necessity. If you waited for everybody to
become an expert or an authority i the suoject Defore they did
anything or took zny wetizn n, no Htru'"lm vould prcbably ever
occur, People learn throush doling things, through their expe-
rience, through the necegsity th t is »resented to them, oefore
wiich they have to wori:,

50 I don't intend to speak from a standpoint of authority
to you, or to deliver what you would czull 'doctrine', but Just
to present some opinions, a few ideas, raise a few questions,
to stimulate some thought and some discussion.

Most of what I have to say you may have already heard
before, but even so I think it's importznt enough tu bear some
repetition,

I'd like to start with something that is probably very
familiar to you, and that is the statement that "War is the:
extension of politics by other means® - 2 very well-lmown
statement - but neverthelesgs it's a2 good starting point for
thig discussion, |
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It's a statement whicn is true of all wars - large oxr
sr-11, just or unjust. It means that warfare or wars are root-
ed in political or political-econonic reasons or motivations.
Al" wars ore of this charscter., 4nd this is also true of gue-
rrilla warfare. In Southein Africa today, for instance, the
pir:sent guerrilla wars that are occurring are an extension of
literation politics, an extension of those politics by other
meIs.

Incidentally, this fect (thot wars are an extension of
pclitics} did not stop some peonle a few years ago from advo-
caiing very strenuously that guerrilla warfare itself could
crcate a political situation - a revolwtionary pvoliticzl situ-
ation, ,

This theory, which is commonly known as the 'guerrilla
fcog' theory, became very popular, especially amongst some

"Lacin American peoples. Che Caevora, for instonce, was iden-
"ti"ied with this theory, znd he attenpted to put it into prac-
ltlue in the country of Bolivia - creusting firat an armed unit
conductinzg an armed struggle, with the intention of provoking
EtLL political situation to create a revolutionary situationm,
¢ The French theorist, uDWlH Debray, was also connected with thig
. theory.
B Essentially it was rooted in a rather distorted concept
% cof the guerrilla war for liberaztio:: in Cuba. The theory was
=wth4t the forces of Fidel Castro, in an armed way, provoked the
. gituation which led to the overthrow of the Batista regime.
’@hnﬂ, I think, is a distorted view of the Cuban strugge. It
really has a-much more complex characterr than that. Many more
aiurcea than those of Castro's guerrilla group were involved
#in the struggle azainst Batista.
' At any rate history and thce events of history have taken
"caﬂa of thig theory of the 'guerrilla foco! = that the guerri-
+ 1la struggle produces the political situation. In truth no
:Jrevulutlnnﬂry struggle (ﬂnL guerrilla warfare can be a form of
" revolutionary ﬂtruggle) can take place without very clearly
. defined conditions first existing - clearly defined political,
. economic and social conditions = which create a situation
~ whereby guerrilla warfare is possible, Furthermore, each
- guerrilla struggle that lias occurred, or ever will occur, ari-
. ses. from a setof conditions peculiar to the country where it
OoCCcurs,
In other words, it is not poseible to formulate a nnmplete

blueprint of guerrilla struggle that can be applied to all
countries and all situations., It simply cannot be. done, becaus
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cach guerrille struggle has its own character, its own iden-
tity, flowing from the conditions produced in the country where
it takes place, ;

In the decades of the 1960s a certain mystique developed -
about guerrilla warfare, especiclly anongst students and inte-
llectual groupc. People were impressed very nuch by the very
sreat victories of guerrilla strusgle that had occurred in
Vietnan, Cuba and Algeria, or wvere goiag on in the Portusuese.
colonies of Africa at the time. And the idea grew up thot
querrilla warfore is in itself revolutionary warfare., In other
words, guerrilla warfare iz jeonle'’s warfare - that was the
idea that develoned in the 1960s.

Jow this is not recally a2 true concept. The fact is that

his form of struggle - i.e, guerrilla struzyle, waich is con-
Jucted by comparitively small groups using conditions of sece
recy, surprise and very grezt mobility ~ ic used in a great
veriety of ways by all kinds of forces, both revolutionzry
forces and counter-revolutionary forces, both progressive
forces and recctionary forces.

Ffor exzmple, in Southern Africa today, guerrilla warfore
iz used by the ANC in South Africa; it is used by the Patrio-
tic r'ront forces in Zipbabwe; it's employea by SWAPQ
in ljanibia. But it's also emploved by sucn reactionary groups
and counter-revolutionary groups as UHITA in Angola, the anti-
FRILL:C armed group which has been publicised recently in
Mozambique, and even to some cxtent b7 the so-called 'Sellous
Scouts' in Zimbabwe = the counter-~insurgency unit of the Smithe-
‘luzorewa regime in Zimbabwe,

In other words, guerrilla warfare can be utilised by all
kinds of people -~ by revolutionzry forces ag well as by counten-
revolutionary forces. OS¢ it is really not correct to say that
Juerrilla warfare as such, as an entity, is revolutionary or
a form of people's warfare, It is not the form of warfare
itself that maltes it revolutionary, but the political aims of
its leaders, of its organisers -~ the political aims that are
represented in the guerrilla struggle, in the guerrille move-
nent - i,e. the politics of guerrilla warfare are its key
factor,

Not surprisingly, Marxists, with their very deep ideolo-
gical and political commitment, have been the most effective
practitioners of guerrilla warfare, although even Marxists,
at the beginning, were not go surc of its use,

' The first time that we saw a mcjor uge of guerrillza war-
fare by Marxist novements was during the 1905 revolution in
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Dussia. At that time armed groups were organised by the left-
- wing peasant and trade union movements and were conducting
zeerrilla warfzre against the Czarist regime. lMany of the
Mrrxiste in Russia at that time ﬂUEatIDHEd thia kind of war-
fare bLecause it was drawinz into itz ronks certain elements
w0 were not formslly mexbers of mass oirgenisations, even
limpen elcerents from the cities znd neoplc with rather unsa-
voury backgrounds who were willing to tclte up arms and fight
with the left against the Czarist regiune,

30 a lot of questions were teing asked about this, and
Lonin at that time wrote a very significant article called
'Cuerrilla Warfare'! (it was dated around 1905} in which he
defined what perrilla warfaze really was from the llarxist
standnoint and how it should be used, I'd lilze to quote a
scetion from this article by Lenin because it pertains to
the topic under discuuzion:

“It ig said th:it guerrilla warfare brings the
clags--conscious proletariat into close 2s80-
ciction with the preatest drunlken riff.-raff.
That is true, but it only.means that the
party of the proletariat can never regard
guerrilla warfare as the omly or even the
chief method of struggle. It meens that
this method must be subordinated to other
methodas, that this method must be commensu-
rate with the chief methods of warfare
and nmust be ennobled by the enlightening
and orsanising influciace of socialism,

And without this latter condition, all,
positively all, methods of struggle in
bourreois ncle+" bring the nroletariat
iato a close association with the various
non-proletarion strata, above and below 1t,
and if left to the continuous course of
events, it becomesz free, corrupted and pro-
gtituted.®

In other words, what Lenin is pointing out is that guerri-
.la worfore, if its going to be practised by the people, needs
a clear-cut, as he said, "ennoblin» influence of socialism™ -
i.e. a claar-cut pﬂlltlcal 1eaﬁeruhlﬂ - in arder for it to
become a revolutionary novement. _
To be continued,..
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