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EDITORIAL
Welcome to the second issue of
Touch of Class.

Three of the articles in this issue focus on topics affecting 
us in our everyday lives: community policing, pubs and 
gentrification. Little has been written by anarchists about 
the recent changes in neighbourhood policing, and Edward 
McKenna’s piece goes some way towards remedying that. 
Although not as widely discussed as topics like public order 
policing, community policing gives most people their first 
unwelcome taste of the cops, and as such should receive 
greater examination - a fault remedied here.

Leon Wilton takes Wetherspoon’s to task.The pub chain’s 
certainly not received the attention it deserves despite 
being a high street staple up and down the country. 
Although he doesn’t mention the chain’s antipathy to 
beermats, Leon gives the company a good going over - and 
CAMRA aren’t ignored either as their role in supporting 
Wetherspoon’s is scrutinised.

Edward McKenna returns with a look at affordable 
housing, a motive force behind November’s Bash the Rich 
demo.The spread of gentrification over the last few years 
has left only the rich in a position to be able to buy a 
house. But there’s somewhat more to gentrification and 
affordable housing than that, and Edward looks at both the 
theory and practice of gentrification, which might be more 
honestly called social cleansing.

And Paul Stott analyses the Red Army Faction’s 
revolutionary potential, as well as the threat it posed 
to the West German state. Springing out of Germany’s 
radical ferment at the end of the 1960s, the Red Army 
Faction made headlines throughout the 1970s and ‘80s, 
only disbanding in the 1990s. Strangely little’s been written 
about them in English from a class struggle anarchist 
perspective - something Paul sets right for us here. 

The next issue ofTouch of Class will be out next Easter; 
and will comprise six or so articles on religion.To find out 
more, please email us at: londoncwf@yahoo.co.uk 

Sam Price

September 2007

Class War 
PO Box 467 

London E8 3QX 
email: londoncwf@yahoo.co.uk 

www.classwar.org
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RETURN OFTHEYUPPIES
A

The Bash the Rich demonstration in November marks the start of a new campaign for 
affordable housing and against gentrification. Here Edward McKenna takes a look at the 
issues behind the initiative.

Gordon Brown recently said that affordable housing was 

one of the great causes of our time. For a change, he’s 
right. Only his solution - shipping the working class out to 

the flood plains of the Thames gateway, out of sight and 
out of mind - is wrong. What we at Class War want is, 
affordable housing for the working class in working class 

areas and an end to the influx of yuppies who distort and 
socially cleanse whole districts of Britain’s cities. Of course, 
gentrification’s no new thing: in 1964, Ruth Glass described 
the process of gentrification thus:

One by one, many of the working class quarters of 
London have been invaded by the middle classes - 
upper and lower... Once this process of‘gentrification’ 
starts in a district it goes on rapidly until all or most of 
the original working class occupants are displaced and 
the who social character of the district is changed.1

Gentrification, then, is a process driven by the middle class, 
in which they ‘invade’ and conquer an area, expelling the 

original inhabitants. Il is an aggressive manoeuvre in the 
class war. And since Glass' description of gentrification it 
has become, if anything, even more forceful.

What were previously staunch working class areas in 
London have now suffered the blight of yuppie infestation. 
From Limehouse to the Angel, yuppie flats are going up at 
an unprecedented rate. But it’s not just in London: areas 
of Leeds, Manchester and Birmingham are all suffering the 
same fate. The social cleansing inherent in gentrification 
has never been such a threat to so many working class 
communities before. c

The very term ‘community’ is indicative of several 
characteristics: shared heritage, shared values, shared 
status - and shared culture. It isn’t just about keeping 
an eye on your neighbours or helping people, it’s about 
the equivalence between people. Although we recognise 
that no community is free from conflict, and that few 
communities are homogenous, there is a tradition of 
working class solidarity which scares the middle and ruling 
classes: hence their attempts to divide us to rule us more 
easily. Like shipping working class people off to the new 
towns in the past, or decanting people into soulless estates, 
gentrification is a tactic to disperse our communities and 
marginalise the class.

The pursuit of gentrification is seen as laudable - from 
a middle class perspective. It's a bit like moving abroad 
for them, as our class and the areas in which we live are 
effectively a foreign country to them.This was made pretty 
explicit in 1890, when the founder of the Salvation Army, 
William Booth, writing about the working class, echoed the 
title of Henry Stanley’s book about exploring Africa, calling 
his own ‘In Darkest England’. In this book, the working class 
are depicted as degenerate savages:

As there is a darkest Africa is there not also a darkest 
England? Civilization, which can breed its own barbarians, 
does it not also breed its own pygmies? May we not 
find a parallel at our own doors, and discover within 
a stone's throw of our cathedrals and palaces similar 
horrors to those which Stanley has found existing in the 
great Equatorial forest?2
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Little has changed since Booth wrote. Indeed, for today’s 
yuppies, moving into our areas is seen as a civilizing 
process, an uplifting process, and the modern equivalent 
of the imperialist ‘white man’s burden’. Areas in the first 
stage of gentrification are said to have been ‘discovered’, 
as though no one had lived there before. Areas infested 
with yuppies are seen as ‘up and coming’, where once 
they were ‘downmarket’. The entire exercise is touted as 
an excellent investment, which is precisely how English, 
French and Spanish colonial ventures were described. 
Where once the middle and ruling classes chanced their 
money on despoiling foreign lands, now they often take 
the safer option of despoiling working class areas. So 
safe, in fact, that their latest wheeze is buying homes in 
the names of their children, often when their offspring are 
barely out of nappies, as an investment for their future. 
Returning to the similarity between gentrification and 
imperialism, the yuppies who invade our areas frequently 
live apart, regarding themselves as a superior caste, in the 
same way that colonial settlers in Africa kept themselves 
separate from the natives. They’re quite happy to live 
among us, as long as we know our place. And, of course, 
the yuppies frequently have second homes where they can 
recharge their batteries: as one yuppie put it, about living 
in Islington’s Barnsbury, ‘it might be more difficult to live 
here if we didn't have the escape to Somerset that we 
have, the house down there’.3 So, at one fell swoop they're 

managing to screw two working class communities, in this 

case one in Islington and one in the West Country.

And, as colonists sought out dominions for natural resources 

to exploit, so yuppies follow not just the ‘up and coming' 

area, but also good state schools. A good school will attract 
yuppies to its catchment area like wasps to jam.

What all this means in concrete terms is that the working 
class are priced out of areas in which we grew up, that the 
amenities on which our communities were founded - shops, 

pubs, post offices, venues - are either sold off for yuppie 

flats or shops, or transformed into hideous caricatures 
of themselves. Locals’ pubs have been especially affected, 

as they can fetch higher prices for development as flats 

than they can should they remain pubs. And over the past 

ten years many, if not most, pubs have changed beyond 
recognition. I he introduction of every ‘gastropub’ and 

winebar means the destruction of one more community 
hub. I very yuppie boutique or coffeeshop means one less 

space for a shop which caters to working class people. 

Working class success in school can be self-defeating as 
it can lead to an influx of the middle class, seeking to 

capitalise on our children's achievements. And all this adds 

up to a cultural alienation from what was once a working 

class area, where working class people feel excluded from 

streets we’ve known for years.

4



Changing patterns in land tenure also play a part in excluding 
working class people. Private rented accommodation is 
bought up, reducing the housing stock available for locals. 
The influx of yuppies also drives prices out of ordinary 
people’s reach - effectually preventing locals affording a 
property they find. It’s telling that this has now gone so far 
that many middle class people are no longer in a position 
to easily afford to buy a house or flat in their own areas, 
which in turn fuels another cycle of gentrification.

But gentrification could not exist without a range of 
service providers, most obviously estate agents and 
property developers. Any campaign which focuses on 
affordable housing will have to address these facilitators, 
who smooth the path of gentrification and play a large 
part in making working class areas attractive for yuppie 
invasions. Estate agents like Foxtons, well-known for their 
crested minis, actively promote gentrification.They seek to 
extend it throughout London - and beyond - probably 
without thinking, and certainly without caring, for the social 
consequences of their actions. What they desire is what 
Ruth Glass feared, when, in 1973, she warned that ‘the real 
risk for Inner London is that it might well be gentrified 
with a vengeance, and be almost exclusively reserved for 

selected higher class strata'.4 This is the dystopian end to 
which yuppie estate agents and property developers wish 
to take us.

It is a vision which can be seen coming into reality, for 
example as the yuppie colonies along the canal near Angel 
spread further east to join up with the other colony in the 
Limehouse Basin. In north and east London this is creating 
a lattice-work of gentrified areas which live alongside 
sizeable working class populations, but where the economic 
force wielded by the yuppies exerts an influence out of 
all proportion to their numbers. In these situations the 
gentrification process takes on a life all its own in which 
businesses catering for the incomers survive while the 
yuppies rarely spend any money in the local pre-existing 
independent supermarkets, tending to drive instead to large 
Tescos or Sainsburys miles away. So, when yuppies move 
in, there is, counterintuitively, a reduction in the amount of 
money spent in local small businesses not catering for the 
middle class newcomers, as one yuppie moving in often 
means one family moving out. By these means, yuppies 
shape the local economy in a negative fashion, simply by 
withholding their money from nearby businesses. This is 
reinforced by the sort of shops which follow them into
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a new area, which only in few cases cater for the local 

•working class - boutiques, posh hair salons, gastropubs, 

winebars and so on. This reinforces the spiralling decline 

of the invaded working class area as rents rise because 

landlords see what they can get away with. Yuppie shops 

thus proliferate, and often with the connivance of the local 

council.

Councils are by no means neutral bystanders or honest 

brokers in all this. They frequently actively support the 

gentrification process. In Hackney, for example, the council’s 

leaping into bed with property developers to profit from 

their greatest asset: social housing and the other buildings 

the council owns. In recent years many buildings, formerly 

council offices or community amenities, have been 

flogged off by the council for changing into yuppie flats, 

which is what happened to the old education services 

offices. Up the way in Islington, a top primary school 

in the Angel was sold to property developers, despite 

widespread opposition, including from Tory magazine The 

Spectator. Breaking up working class communities through 

development of estates can be done in a variety of ways, 

which can clearly make large sums of money for someone: 

and a bit of digging will frequently find councillors with 

their snouts right in the trough?

To sum up, then.The working class is, as ever, under attack 

on a variety of fronts. These coalesce in two immediate 

threats: to our areas and amenities from gentrification, and 

to our health and well-being through a lack of affordable 

housing. Though this article’s concentrated on the role 

yuppies buying property play, the public and private rented 

sectors are also very important.The ‘right-to-buy’ scheme 

has seen stocks of social housing decline, at a time when 

the growing number of households mean there should 

be an increase in provision. The knock-on effect from 

this growth in demand, and from the increasing yuppie 

property speculation, has seen rents in the private sector 

rise to an exorbitant level. Areas like Notting Hill see this 

taken to extremes: part of London which, well within living 

memory, was a working class district, is now the home of 

chinless wonders, yuppie scum and the ruling class, with 

the working class sidelined. Notting Hill isn’t where our 

campaign finishes, but where it starts. It will be continued 

in working class communities across Britain.

FOOTNOTES

' Ruth Glass, Introduction to London: aspects of change (London: Centre for 

Urban Studies, 1964), p. xviii

2 General William Booth, ‘The Way Out’, in Sally Ledger and Roger Luckhurst, 

The Fin de Siecle:A Reader in Cultural History c.1880 - 1900 (Oxford: 

Oxford University Press, 2000), p. 46

3 Quoted in Tim Butler, ‘Living in the bubble: gentrification and its 'others’ in

North London’, in Urban Studies 40.12 (2003), pp. 2477-78

4 Ruth Glass, ‘The mood of London', in D. Donnison and D. Eversley (eds.), 

London: Urban Patterns, Problems and Policies (London: Heinemann,

1973), p. 423

A subject we look forward to returning to in the future.
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WHAT’S WRONG WITH 
WETHERSPOONS?
Leon Wilton takes a look.

Since opening their first pub in 1979, J D Wetherspoon 
has become one of the UK’s most popular and successful 
high street free house brands, and one of the biggest pub 
chains in England offering cheap prices with a no-frills pub 
atmosphere;no wonderWetherspoon’s became everyone’s 
friend overnight. But if we look behind the cheap facade 
and shabby furniture fittings we will see some ugly dealings 
and realise not all is rosy with Wetherspoon’s.

The local is a vanishing sight in the areas where we live, 
and for many people there is no longer anything very 
local, as we live in an increasingly uniform, anonymous 
environment of identikit shops, chain stores, multi-national 
fast food outlets and shopping centres. Now pubs can be 
added to this list of Legoland amenities. At the moment 
at least 20 pubs close every month. Half of those that 
remain are in the hands of pub corporations. Rural pubs 
are disappearing, leaving many villages empty, not just of a 
place to drink but of a focus for the community. In towns, 
giant high street drinking sheds - known in the trade as 
‘high-volume vertical drinking establishments’ (try saying 

that after a few ropy bevies in Wetherspoons!) opened in 
their place. Unlike other chain theme pubs like O'Neill’s, 
All Bar One,The Slug & Lettuce and so on, Wetherspoon’s 
targeted their pubs at working class towns across England. 
By doing this, they attracted a lot of working class people 
who had been priced out of other bars; and of course 
Wetherspoon’s welcomed their customers with open 
arms.

When Wetherspoon’s moved in, not only did they offer 
cheap drinks but they made sure that they undercut every 
local in the area, mainly the independent pubs. This has 
been described by critics as the ‘McDonaldisation’ of the 
traditional pub.Tim Martin, founder of the Wetherspoon’s 
empire, claims the late Sam Walton, creator of the Wal- 
Mart retail giant, as his top hero: something which shouldn’t 
surprise many people.

Wetherspoon’s would notice that a lot of local pubs were 
already suffering a loss of trade as beer prices rocketed 
each time there was a budget and a lot of people 
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decided to drink at home with their contraband from 
France and supermarkets. How could they compete with 
Wetherspoon’s prices? The tactic by Wetherspoon’s was 
to approach little breweries all over England who, like the 
free houses, are suffering and demanded that they only sell 
them beer closes to the sell-by date at knock down prices 
- and they could afford to buy big amounts. The little 
breweries, who are proud of the quality of their beer, had 
to give in to Wetherspoon’s tactics, despite being disgusted 
at their devious ways.The same tactics are used with the 
big breweries by: all very well, but again the customer is 
the one being ripped off. One former landlord recently 
reported how embarrassed he was when the food was 
delivered: it was always on the sell-by date, which is how 
they manage to keep food prices low.By renting and not 
buying their large pubs they can shut up shop when they 
want, putting profit before people.

"Most of the time, [customers] don't actually know what they’re 
drinking, most of the time it’s just another beer”, according 
to Tim Martin, showing his contempt for Wetherspoon’s 
customers.

Customers Care

Although Wetherspoon’s make themselves out to be a 
caring company, the way they treat their staff is appalling. 
Wetherspoon’s workers are not allowed to join any kind 
of union and are paid the minimum wage despite working 
long and often anti-social hours. The staff, who mainly 
consist of students, have a high turnover and are therefore 
easily browbeaten by management. Another policy 
Wetherspoons has introduced is TV in their pubs without 

the sound on, or only on for major football matches.They 
believe that they are losing out after their strict policy of 
o music,TV or footy's backfired, as increasing numbers of 
middle class people want to watch sport.

This is irritating: but their ban on hats is a ridiculous tactic. 
Take, for example, the case of Christopher Wardell, who is 
boycotting Wetherspoon’s William Stead pub in Darlington 
after being told he won’t be served wearing his ‘beloved’ 
bowler hat. OAP cancer sufferer Margaret Bartlett lost her 
hair during chemotherapy: Wetherspoon’s Square Peg, in 
Birmingham, barred her for wearing a hat. Bans on caps 
have been imposed across entire towns - take Bolton, for 
example - in an effort to make sure‘anti-social’ people can 
be caught on CCTV. Even in these cases, Wetherspoon’s 
is ahead of the competition in enforcing a ban on hats, no 
matter how ridiculous it makes them look.

And their attitude to the rest of people’s dress is just 
as authoritarian and arbitrary: a case in point is that of 
toddler Charlie I lliott, who was with his parents at a 
Wetherspoon's-owned Lloyds Bar in Leicester, when 
the family were approached by staff who demanded the 
removal of his England shirt. It seems that a two year-old’s 
footy top could provoke trouble... In another daft decision, 
the Square Peg - again! - operates a ban on England or St 
George’s shirts - on St George’s day, whilst being happy 
to host St George’s day drinks promotions. Other similar 
cases of nonsense include those of Glenys Steele, 60, who 
was halfway through a meal at her local Wetherspoons 
with two elderly ladies with learning difficulties when she 
was banned from ordering a pudding because she was 
wearing tracksuit pants. She had been working out at the
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gym! There’s also the case of granddad-of-five Eddie St 
Leger; 67, who was a regular at his local Wetherspoon’s 
until he was asked to leave, again because of wearing 
sportswear.

No-frills pubs operator JD Wetherspoon is considering 
allowing TVs in its bars in a bid to lure football-loving 
drinkers away from rival ale houses. Here we see a tactic by 
Wetherspoons that can only get worse when we see our 
locals disappear and all we have left are the pub-companies 
telling us what to wear; what we should drink and how 
much we should drink even what we should say, as we saw 
when Wetherspoon’s proposed banning swearing in their 
Coventry pubs. And as for being told what to think, who 
can forget when Tim Martin, Wetherspoon’s chairman, 
spent tens of thousands of pounds of his own money 
to fill Wetherspoon’s pubs with anti-euro beer mats and 
posters? And at the same time maintaining that politics is 
of little interest to him.

Not all the blame should be put onto Wetherspoon’s as we 
see our locals disappear and maybe one day some of them 
will become a museum just to remind us what we have 
lost, as we see the government force a no-smoking policy 
on all pubs. Coupled with unnecessary noise restrictions 
and strict licensing laws, the place of the pub as a central 
focus of the working class community’s disappearing. And 
just as we are surveyed at work, so we are at play: all 
Wetherspoon’s pubs are festooned with CCTV, sometimes 
also covering the toilets, as at the Wetherspoon’s in the

Elephant and Castle. A pub in which you can relax without 
appearing on camera for posterity is increasingly becoming 
a rarity.

The Gastro Experience

In the free Wetherspoon’s magazines recently was a two- 
page article praising the smoking ban and claiming that 
they would like to attract more families for a great eating 
experience in a healthy smoke-free atmosphere - do we 
see another dodgy tactic? Contrary to the impression 
they try to give, that all the food's freshly prepared by a 
chef, in reality the food’s along the lines of a pre-cooked, 
ready-frozen and heated-up baked potato shipped from 
a factory in some other part of the country. Does that 
appeal to you that much? Add some frozen pre-packaged 
chilli, squeeze out some little packets of foil-wrapped butter, 
complemented with a bit of soggy lettuce ...The meals are 
nothing more than microwave meals, little packets of frozen 
pasta dishes, frozen curries and rice, frozen everything. 
They only have to go in the microwave, so you can’t even 
call it cooking - so much for the healthy experience, but 
with a lot of pubs doing this, with two meals for a fiver you 
are certainly getting what you paid for.

"We were charged for two main meals and drinks with only 
the waiter offering any apology. A very poor and dangerous 
[with the risk of food poisoning] experience. A total disaster 
from start to finish. Bad manners bad service and, to boot, a 
health risk.”

- Customer from the Wetherspoon’s in Windsor

‘And that’s before we even get onto the subject of the food. 
Truly, the Landlord knows little of real ale and thinks a top-up 
is something to do with his mobile phone. “

- Sheffield CAMRA branch on Wetherspoon’s

The Special Relationship

The pub revolution won’t be started by half hearted 
campaigners like CAMRA (Campaign For Real Ale). Not 
only have CAMRA taken it upon themselves to invest in 
the pub giant but at the recent 2007 CAMRA beer festival 
in Earl’s Court they invited Wetherspoon’s to have a stall at 
the event. Recently a trend's developed where they praise 
Wetherspoon’s outlets highly on their real ale guides. It's a 
bit like invitingTescos to a farmers’.

The Campaign for Real Ale, producers of the ‘Good Beer 
Guide’ for 30 years, must hold the record for the shortest 
time between public ignorance and public ridicule of a
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British institution. The real-ale bore was an instant British 
stereotype. Bearded and jerseyed, he mutters darkly about 
nitro-kegs and short measures - ‘a scandal that cost millions 
of pounds a year in lost beer’, as Roger Protz duly rumbles in 
this year’s ‘Good Food Guide’.

“Can someone please have a word with the management in 
this pub, the beer is constantly shite, as is the usually waste of 
space managers. I noticed on the wall a new beer award! How 
on earth did this pub get it, are you backhanding CAMRA ? I 
will not be going back there again, for another 30p I can get 
a drink that is in date by friendly bar staff"

- Bristol CAMRA group

Why CAM RA has started a relationship with Wetherspoons 
is anyone’s guess. Maybe it is because in 1990 there were 
more than 6,000 breweries in the UK.Today, there are just 

over 500.Thirty-three have closed since 2001 .taking more 

than 130 beer brands with them. With dwindling real ale 

drinkers the membership must have dwindled so much 

that they had to take sweeteners from Wetherspoon’s, 

maybe to pay for their printing costs and beer festivals. We 

did ask CAMRA why they have shares in Wetherspoon’s 

- and also Punch Taverns, another of Britain's biggest pub 

companies - but they didn't reply.

Surely it’s time for people who enjoy their locals where 

there is still a sense of community to start to realise that 

this will all disappear overnight unless some action is taking 

to prevent it. Support your local, tell the big pub chains 

that they are not welcome and start organising. But don’t 

forget your enemies like Wetherspoon’s will be lurking 

around the corner.

Mortis *
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NOTWAVING BUT DROWNING
In the last Touch of Class we looked at public order policing. In this issue we examine 
the increasingly pervasive presence of the police in society.

On 3 May ten year-old Jordan Lyon saved his step-sister 
from drowning, and in doing so lost his own life. A recent 
inquest heard that two Police Community Support Officers 
- PCSOs - had attended the scene but had done nothing 
to attempt to rescue Jordan. What’s come out since has 
brought home just how poorly trained these so-called 
police really are, and how little most people know about 
them. This article aims to shed light on this neglected 
subject.

The last decade has seen an expansion in both the 
‘traditional’ police and also in a range of auxiliary policing 
bodies. There has been little comment on this in the 
anarchist - or socialist - media, perhaps because it isn’t 
as sexy as looking at the growing arsenal of repressive 
technology to which the cops have access. However, the 
Territorial Support Group and its tactics are at one end 
of a policing continuum, an end relatively few people ever 
come into contact with. Most people who encounter 

the police do so at the other end of the spectrum, the 
end occupied by the likes of bog-standard plod, Police 
Community Support Officers and Special Constables.The 
changes made to this area of policing have a far greater 
effect on the lives of working-class people than the arcane 
details of the police’s public order strategy.

For many years the policing family simply consisted of cops 
and Special Constables, who were generally wannabe cops 
or do-gooders like racing driver Nigel Mansell.1 However, 
the number of people prepared to join up as Special 
Constables - voluntary part-time police - dwindled in 
the late 1990s and early 2000s: for instance,Thames Valley 
Police saw the number of Specials halve between 1996 and 
2004.2 It seemed, briefly, that the penny had dropped, that 

finally everyone knew that being a Special Constable was a 
wanker’s game.Yet just a year later, in 2005, the police were 
announcing the first rise in the number of Specials since 
1945 after a successful recruitment campaign.3This was on 
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the back of the introduction of Police Community Support 
Officers in 2002.4

Police Community Support Officers, according to the 
North Yorkshire Police website, support the police by 
performing‘primary roles of “eyes and ears" and “observe 
and report’”.5 In other words, they act as scouts and spies for 
the traditional police. Bereft of proper powers, PCSOs are 
there to make up the numbers - to make up the numbers 
of ethnic minority cops, targets for which are impossible 
for their‘proper’ cop colleagues to meet. London’s PCSOs 
have been ordered not to touch people, which rather 
makes a mockery of them.6 However, their complete and 
utter worthlessness was highlighted by recent revelations 
about their effectiveness. Figures released in August showed 
that PCSOs in West Midlands, Northumbria, Staffordshire, 
Dorset and Dyfed Powys failed to detect any offences: and 
their colleagues elsewhere also performed dismally. Their 
ability to ‘observe and report’ may be exaggerated. And 
the Met’s 3,650 PCSOs managed to hand out a paltry 
340 fixed penalty notices between them in the past year
- so far they don’t appear a great asset to the police.7 But 

appearances can be deceptive: criminologist Les Johnston 
has pointed out that while the Met are struggling to get 
people from black and Asian communities to join up as 
‘proper’ plod, there is not such difficulty attracting ethnic 
minority PCSOs.8 Police forces desperate to meet their 
ethnic minority recruitment targets by the 2009 deadline, 
and PCSOs appear to be the way they’ve decided to 
achieve this.This is not to say that they are giving up on 
recruit plod, or that they are going to find it easy, but it is 
a rather devious and underhand way of approaching the 
problem, a policing version of creative accounting.

While PCSOs are supposed to act as ‘eyes and ears’ for 
the ‘proper’ police, Specials really are out there observing 
and reporting. The 14,021 Special Constables in England 
and Wales go out on patrol, deal with minor incidents 
and conduct house-to-house enquiries - the recruiting 
propaganda says they ‘get involved in all aspects of police 
work’.9 Although anyone can join the Specials, there 
are a number of schemes aimed at specific trades and 
professions. For the private sector in London, there is 
Employer Supported Policing. People who join up under 
this scheme patrol ‘key areas’ of the city, and, depending 
on their job, around their workplace.10 Though the police 

identify a range of benefits for the Special, these - such 
as increased confidence, assertiveness, conflict resolution
- could be better gained under other; more socially 
acceptable, circumstances.

One troubling aspect of the new policing is the emphasis 
on recruiting council and NHS staff as Special Constables. 
Last summer, for example, the Met launched the Borough 
Beat scheme, which aims to get council employees to 
sign up to become Special Constables. Although so far 
it has been remarkably unsuccessful - for instance, in 
Barking and Dagenham, only one person, Jason Britchford, 
has so far signed up - the Borough Beat scheme is the 
latest in a series of initiatives focussing on getting public 
sector workers to join up.11 Elsewhere in the public sector, 
Hospital Watch, a scheme in which the Met trained NHS 
staff to become Special Constables so they could increase 
hospital security, was piloted at the Royal Free Hospital in 
Hampstead in 2005, with the aim of rolling it out across 
the NHS.12 Although little has since been heard of the 
project, the police's aim is clear: to recruit volunteers 
from the public sector - and, more, from services which 
can provide useful information to the police. However, if 
someone’s working for both the police and an employer, 
where does their policing role end? When someone 
serves two masters, one of them has to lose out. Would 
it be the Special's employer? Or the police? Quite possibly 
the former. However, you don’t need to be a Special to 
be working ‘with’ the police. Binmen, road sweepers and 
dog wardens in South Gloucestershire have agreed to act 
as mobile Neighbourhood Watch representatives.13 This 
follows a report from government spending watchdog
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the Audit Commission, which said ‘frontline workers’ had a 
role to play in making neighbourhoods safer.

The Specials and the PCSOs link together in the new Big 
Idea in community policing: Safer Neighbourhood Teams. 
These are teams of one sergeant, two constables and three 
PCSOs, based in every council ward.They were launched 
by former Met commissioner John Stevens in 2004 in 
London, and have since started being rolled out across 
the country. SNTs are meant to be the policing arm of 
the local community, prioritising the community's concerns. 
For instance, it was reported in September that the Nags 
Head SNT in Islington, north London, was targeting the 
sale of counterfeit cigarettes using a sniffer dog, after‘local 
residents and businesses’ said they felt cigarette sellers 
were their‘number one problem’.14 Yet there appears to 
be some confusion about the role of‘the community' in 
working with the SNTs. September also saw the expulsion 
of a member of a Citizens’ Panel,the body which determines 
the community’s priorities, in Camden, north London.15 
The vice chair, one Beverley Gardner, was thrown out after 
speaking to the press without police permission, scandalous 
behaviour described by SNT leader Sgt Mark Harries as 
‘reprehensible, bordering on the criminal’. In other words, 
the Safer Neighbourhood Teams are the senior partners 
in any relationship with the community, that should the 
community's interests coincide with the police's then all well 
and good; if not, the community’s interests will be ridden 
over roughshod. In any case, who are the community? In 
parts of the country, the part of the local population the 
SNTs listen to will be those who materially support them. 
Take south London’s Eltham, for example, where a Co­
op supermarket is providing a police office for the local • *
SNT.16 One would assume that the cops based there will 
take a stiff line on shoplifting from their benefactors, and 
their priorities may be skewed in more subtle ways too, 
pursuing crimes which affect businesses more than those 
which affect local residents.

There are two apparently divergent trends in British 
policing today. On the one hand there is ‘a visible drift 
to a militaristic domain ... surveillance, body armour, an 
increasing use of firearms by armed response units, riot 
shields, CS spray, DNA databases, the introduction of 
longer; side-handled truncheons, CCTV systems, and a 
drift towards compulsory ID cards’, all of which ‘impinge 
upon the public vision at every turn’.17 On the other; there 
is a range of new, civilianised members of the policing 
family, supposedly serving the community by responding 
to their concerns more readily than the traditional police 

force. Yet these latter groups ft easily into the idea of a 
militarised force, albeit not performing the role of what 
RAJ. Waddington described as‘the strong arm of the law’.18 

SNTs, PCSOs, Special Constables and so on fill the role of 
scouts, aiming at - if not yet fulfilling - providing low-level 
intelligence on the communities they operate within.The 
visible presence they provide is not really all that useful in 
terms of preventing crime - SNTs are not 24-hour entities, 
finishing work for the day in the early evening. And PCSOs 
and Special Constables don’t get involved in public order 
work, essentially doing donkey work the ‘proper’ cops 
don’t want to. SNTs, too, are restricted in the sort of work 
they do, being exempt from policing football matches or 
demonstrations.19 Instead of those areas, they concentrate 

on getting to know one area - which will, in future, mean 
that there are local specialists on call should a large public 
order operation take place in unusual territory.The SNT 
role also links into ‘political’ and security policing: as Sir 
Ian Blair, in his typically banal style put it,‘national security 
depends on neighbourhood security'.20

Another lesser known para-police formation is the Police 
Cadets. 7 he Metropolitan Police Volunteer Police Cadets 
caters for people from 14 to 21 and, according to the 

Met’s website, the cadets‘often perform duties in support 
of local policing plan objectives’.21 These tasks are things like 

‘crime prevention initiatives, message/leaflet delivery, test 
purchase of alcohol, fireworks and knives and involvement 
in non-confrontational local events’. Other forces run 
similar schemes, though the particulars vary from place 
to place.They have quite a membership for such a little- 
known organisation, claiming more than 1,000 members 

in London alone.The Police Cadets appear similar to the 
scouts, only with a more sinister agenda: among their 

proclaimed objectives is to ‘create a uniformed group of 
young men and women who have a suitable level of fitness’. 
But fitness for what? The question is not answered.
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As the family of Jordan Lyon have found out to their 
cost, PCSOs are really just there to make up the police’s 
numbers.Yet they are going to increasingly be a first point 
of contact between working class people and the police 
proper - many thousands are due to be recruited in the 
next few years. And although their powers have been 
derided above, they do have some powers denied the 
normal cops - foremost among which is the power to 
require a name and address under certain circumstances, 
like suspecting someone of ‘anti-social behaviour’. Plod 
can’t do this: pseudo-plod can. Their powers are more 
likely to be augmented, rather than diminished, which may 
spark incidents in the future. Safer Neighbourhood learns, 
with their PCSO component, will be one facet of policing 
to watch in the future, as the way they develop will affect 
the use of higher force options on the policing continuum. 
Will they use their local knowledge to defuse potential 
trouble? Or will they call in the heavier policing options in 
tense times?

Until the next time - keep 'em peeled.
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THE RED ARMY FACTION: 
A REVOLUTIONARY THREAT TO 
THE GERMAN STATE?
Paul Stott examines the Red Army Faction.

I will examine their history, actions, size, influence, and the 
response of the German state to the group. I make use of 
communiques from the RAF, and some of the standard 
books on German left-wing terrorism. Please note it is not 
the intention of this article to debate the deaths of RAF 
members in prison, nor the various theories that surround 
those events.

With the collapse of the German Democratic Republic 
(GDR) in 1989, Germany was unified in 1990. Whilst 
concerns existed, particularly on the left about this, the 
RAF did not prosper in the newly unified Germany.To find 
out why, it is necessary to note the arrests of members 
following the collapse of the Berlin Wall, the groups final 
attacks and their 1998 closing statement. I will suggest 
that if a motivating factor for the RAF was guilt about the 
Second World War, that issue remains, in different forms, 
in German politics today. Did the RAF articulate this, or 
merely reflect an on-going issue in Germany?

(n

Given the working relationships with terrorist organisations 
from the Middle East, those from elsewhere in Europe, and 
more seriously the evidence that has emerged of support 
(and direction?) from within the old GDR, were the RAF

merely puppets in Cold War games? Here it is necessary 
to cite the views of GDR spymaster Markus Wolf, and 
revelations that have emerged from the break up of East 
Germany.

So, the three questions this article examines are:

• Did the RAF constitute a genuine threat to the Federal 
Republic of Germany (FRG)?

• Have the ideas and ideals of the RAF endured in Germany, 
especially since reunification?

• Can the RAF be considered a truly revolutionary 
grouping?

Introduction

The Red Army Faction’s story came to an abrupt end in 
1998 with the publication of a formal closing statement 
-‘the urban guerilla in the form of the RAF is history'.'This 
eight-page statement traced the groups course from 1970, 
explained failings but offered no apology - ‘we stand by 
our hi story'.To wards the close 26 names were respectfully 
listed, many familiar to most Germans, some, like Andreas 
Baader or Ulrike Meinhof, probably known to all. It was a 
list of RAF members who had not survived to be a part 
of the group’s dissolution. Discussing her photographic 
memoirs of her time in the RAF, former member Astrid 
ProIl commented ‘they are witnesses of deaths in an 
undeclared war and witnesses of tragedy. They show 
vividly how a ruthless and useless struggle developed from 
a spontaneous rebellion which the state answered with 
exaggerated severity’.2

Going Underground►

The RAF emerged from the street battles of the student 
left in the late 1960s. As Bommi Baumann argues in his 
memoirs of his time as an ‘urban guerilla’, from taking part 
in riots there existed the potential to take things further: 
‘you can see the possibilities, a small determined group can 
further conflict like that a little more, can throw terrible 
wrenches in the works'.3
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Individual RAF members appear to have been 
radicalised by both the German police’s willingness to 
shoot demonstrators and the specific history of their 
own country After the June 2, 1967, police shooting of 
student demonstrator Benno Ohnesorg, Gudrun Ensslin 
commented ‘they’ll kill us all. You know what kind of pigs 
we are up against. This is the Auschtwitz generation. You 
can’t argue with the people who made Auschwitz. They 
have weapons and we haven’t. We must arm ourselves’.4 

Terrorism expert Bruce Hoffman sees the RAF as part 
of the revolutionary spirit of left wing terrorists at that 
time, but stresses that they were particularly influenced 
by the fact that the Americans had military bases in West 
Germany, used to service the Vietnam War Once more 
death and destruction was being spread from Germany, 
but this time there was to be opposition. Tom Vague 
argues the actual name Red Army Faction emerged as an 
anti-fascist joke, due to what the Royal Air Force and Red 
Army had done to the Nazis.

*
From these roots, small-scale fire bombings began, and by 
1970 two groups of young Germans had already traveled 
to Jordan for arms training with the Palestinians.5 By way 
of conclusion, Joanne Wright comments ‘police action in 
the years 1967-72 is recognised by most commentators as

being a significant, perhaps even the most significant factor 
in attracting people to the RAF in the early years’.6

The main RAF communique explaining the move from 
open to underground activity is ‘The Concept of the 
Urban Guerilla', written by Ulrike Meinhof in 1971.This 
argues that although they had wished to combine guerilla 
activity with grassroots work, this had not proved possible, 
due to state surveillance of meetings and discussions.The 
document goes on to say that if revolutionary war is being 
waged against American imperialism, no territory should 
be ruled out of this struggle. People are also warned 
against getting involved with the left for reasons of fashion 
or trendyness.The route they are taking is clear: ‘we have 
learned that individuals cannot combine legal and illegal 
activity’.7

The Temperature Rises

In May 1972 the RAF detonated five bombs across the 
FRG, aimed at American, police, legal and media targets. 
Four people were killed. Hans Josef Horchem sees such 
violence as a threat that no sovereign state could ignore: 
‘it challenges the state institutions responsible for security. 
They have to respond’.8The response had in fact arguably 
begun in 1971 when Horst Herold was appointed Chief
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Commissioner of the FRG’s criminal investigation service, 
the BKA. He began reconstituting its work, and in particular 
developing surveillance and computer systems to record 
vast amounts of data. On May 3 I 1972 the entire police 
force of the FRG was mobilised fora national anti-terrorist 
sweep search - Operation Watersplash. Such actions 
would be unusual in any liberal democracy, but in one with 
such weak roots as West Germany, less than 30 years after 
the collapse of the Nazis, they raised serious questions. 
Published in Germany in 1976,Sebastian Cobler’s Law, Order 

and Politics in West Germany expresses real concern at the 
expansion of the FRG's security apparatus, especially during 
in a time of industrial peace and high levels of prosperity. 
He sees a country uncomfortable with democracy to the 
extent of banning the Communist Party in 1956, an act 
that other European democracies would surely not have 
contemplated. Joanne Wright argues the FRG was on the 
front line of the Cold War (in fact Germany was literally 
divided by it) and this could easily lead to a siege mentality: 
‘the West Germans felt their state under a more extreme 
threat than it actually was’.9

As the police became increasingly militarised and the 
hunt was on for the RAF, instances emerged of innocent 
civilians being shot by jittery officers. When terrorists were 
arrested the media, police and politicians railed against 
‘sympathisers’ who offered support to activists such as 

the RAF. As some RAF members, like Horst Mahler, came 
from legal backgrounds, the lawyers of terrorist suspects 
were soon seen as particularly suspect, especially when 
it came to spreading communication between jailed and 
free members.

The government’s most controversial legal measure, from 
1972, was known as Berufsverbote (roughly‘to ban from 
their profession’). This restricted jobs in the large public 
sector to those who were not members of groups 
considered a threat to the state. However Cobler sees this 
as being used in practice as a stigma, with people’s friends 
and acquaintances coming under suspicion. A substantial 
bureaucratic apparatus developed to examine candidates’ 
job applications and to interview people about their 
political opinions. Inevitably it developed a life of its own, 
spreading through the private sector.10 Although Cobler 
did not see this as fascism he argued ‘West Germany is on 
the way to becoming a Big Brother police state'.11

Peter Merkl contrasts, unfavourably, the West German 
government’s response to the size and nature of the 
actual threat. ‘A good dozen RAF terrorists seemed 
to have the state over a barrel and the public in such a 
desperate state of mind that only the most extreme 
and often constitutionally dubious means were capable 
of calming the exaggerated fears of the moment’, he 
wrote.12 Perhaps worse, Merkl sees the RAF as becoming 
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a political football in the FRG’s party system.The Christian 
Democrats looked for the opportunity to abuse the Social 
Democrats (and any liberal intellectuals who dared speak 
up) as terrorist sympathisers, whilst the Social Democrats 
and their coalition partners ‘felt that it had to prove its 
dedication to the anti-terrorist campaign by building up 
the police apparatus and by a show of toughness and quick 
success’.13

This was a heady brew, but it did not translate into political 
support for the RAF. Indeed, Jeremy Varon argues that in 
terms of winning support to their already tiny numbers, 
the events of May 1972, and the state response, were in 
fact a disaster for the RAF.The left found little to agree with 
ideologically in the RAF’s description ofWest Germany as 
fascist, and was concerned that the group’s violence would 
both encourage state repression and alienate the mass of 
Germans.

There was also more withering criticism for the RAF. 
Anarchists viewed the RAF as vanguardist, and having only 
one possible method of development - an escalation of 
armed actions, which could not be expected to result in 
victory. Even if it somehow did, this argument insists 'you 
can't blow up a social relationship.The total collapse of this 
society would provide no guarantee about what replaced 
it’.14 Eqbal Ahmed takes the view of the classic debate 
between Marxists and Anarchists on violence:‘the Marxists 
argued that the true revolutionary does not assassinate. 
You do not solve social problems by individual acts of 
violence’.15 Perhaps not surprisingly Varon concludes ‘in 
the wake of the May actions, the RAF suffered a double 
marginalisation, first from the mainstream of German 
society, and second from the very movement to which it 
looked for support’.16

Round Two

As serious as events had been, the German authorities 
had reasons to be satisfied. Most of the RAF’s core was 
in prison, with Albert Parry stating that ‘soon the police 
asserted that the RAF was reduced from its former 
strength of 60 members to 20 or less’.17 It is perhaps worth 
reading those figures again - whatever the RAF were, 
they surely could not be considered a mass revolutionary 
threat, as themselves, to the West German state. Indeed 
in numerical terms, they could probably have fitted into a 
railway carriage.

Given where most of its number now resided, it was 
perhaps inevitable that the RAF and its supporters, turned 

attention to its prisoners. Behind bars, a serious situation 
was emerging. Varon sees the RAF as having a valid point 
when it comes to political status for its members in prison 
- RAF suspects were treated entirely differently from 
all other prisoners, even pre-trial. Astrid ProIl and Ulrike 
Meinhof for example, were both placed in complete 
isolation for some months. Such conditions eventually 
led to a developing protest movement and hunger 
strikes, culminating in the death, by force-feeding, of RAF 
prisoner Holger Meins in 1974. The formation of prison 
support organizations like Red Aid and the Committee 
Against Torture By Isolation brought the RAF into contact 
with wider activists again, although this was arguably not 
political activity that looked to reach out to the masses 
on the issues directly affecting them.‘By the mid 1970s the 
RAF had virtually ceased producing anything approaching 
a systematic geopolitical analysis or programme of action’, 
one observer notes.l8The group was turning inwards.

Some support had been rekindled however, especially 
by iconic (and deeply unpleasant) images such as the 
autopsy photograph of the starved body of Holger Meins, 
who weighed under six stones at the time of his death.19 
Although still small,Tom Vague argues the RAF’s numbers 
were increasing: ‘from 1970 to 1972 the cops were after 
about 40 people, by 1974 this figure had leaped to 300 
and the BKA has 10,000 names on its sympathisers fie’.20 

Perhaps the most unusual of these new activists were 
the Socialist Patients Collective (SPK) a group of mental 
patients from Heidelberg, radicalised by their doctor, Dr 
Huber, who believed it was capitalist society making them



sick. As terrorist actions began to be launched to demand 
the release of RAF prisoners, in 1975 SPK members were 
amongst those involved in a deadly siege at the German 
Embassy in Stockholm.

The events of 1977, often referred to as 'the German 
autumn’, were to bring to an end the lives of the several of 
the RAF’s founders, and to involve the West German state 
in arguably the greatest crisis it was to face. After an often 
farcical trial held at a specially constructed courtroom at 
Stammheim Prison in Stuttgart,the'first generation PAF’was 
convicted of a range of terrorist offences, including murder, 
attempted murder and bomb attacks. On 5 September 
what Vague terms the 'second generation RAF’ kidnapped 
the German employers leader Hans Martin Schleyer; killing 
three policemen and his driver in the process.2'The release 
of 10 RAF prisoners was demanded. With the government 
of Chancellor Schmidt playing for time, on 13 October a 
Lufthansa holiday flight returning from Palma de Mallorca 
to Frankfurt was hijacked.The hijackers, from the Popular 
Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP) demanded 
the release of the RAF prisoners, plus $15 million. As the 
plane moved around a succession of airports with terrified 
crew and passengers, the German government prepared 

commandos to storm the plane.The murder of one of the 
pilots indicated the threat to all involved. On October 
I 6 the plane was successfully stormed at Mogadishu in 
Somalia, with all the passengers being liberated unharmed, 
and three of the four terrorists killed.

At some stage that night, or in the early hours of the 
morning, Baader, Ensslin and Jan Carl-Raspe allegedly 
committed suicide in their cells at Stammheim, whilst 
Irmgard Moller was found, alive, in her own cell with four 
stab wounds to the chest. Demonstrations broke out across 
Europe, the hostage Schleyer was killed by his captors, and 
there were angry scenes at the huge police operations 
that surrounded the dead prisoners’ funerals.

If the RAFhad hoped that provoking the government would 
lead to some form of sustained revolt, they had however 
been disappointed. Former German guerilla Hans Joachim 
Klein argues that the RAF’s aims were always clear - to 
make the fascism that was latent in the FRG open.22 When 
that happened the masses would rally round. In her analysis 
of the RAF’s propaganda, Joanne Wright concursfthe RAF’s 
strategy for revolution is based on its continuing use of 
violence which it hopes will provoke enough government
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repression that the people will regard the RAF as their 
defenders and saviours and thus rally to their cause’.23 

Whatever had happened at Stammheim.the RAF’s theory 

was not proved correct.Albert Parry comments‘in all such 
battles, little sympathy for terrorists is evidenced by broad 
strata of West Germans'24 Chancellor Schmidt appeared 

to have won the day.

The group’s closing statement of 1998 admits the problems 
the Lufthansa hijacking caused for both its reputation and 

its actual existence - ‘the RAF had gambled everything and 
suffered a huge defeat ... the RAF had neither the political 
nor the military might to direct the situation after the 
subsequent reaction'.25 In fact, they had arguably broken 

with society as a whole.This was not violence in support of 

the Vietnamese or Palestinian liberation struggles, or even 

the German working class. Instead the RAF’s Palestinian 
supporters were seemingly willing to murder German 

holidaymakers to get RAF members out of prison and get 
their hands on 15 million dollars. A more generous, but 

hardly different viewpoint comes from the German anti­

fascists Autonome Antifa: ‘The RAF could never recover 
from its defeat in 77.The state had succeeded in creating 

a permanent gulf between the guerilla and the extra 

parliamentary-left, and solidarity from the general public 
was now completely out of the question’.26

This was perhaps a problem though, not of the state’s 

making, but the RAF’s. In her study of terrorist propaganda, 

Joanne Wright argues that for a group to receive public 
support it must show that its objectives are important 

enough to justify the tactics it has adopted, and that other 

methods are not available. Had the RAF done so? Varon 
thinks not: ‘from the start its writings were fragmentary, 
sloganistic and on important points, contradictory’.27

The RAF’s Endurance and Influence

Perhaps surprisingly the RAF was to survive after 

Stammheim, and to re-emerge in the 1980s, with a 
strongly anti-NATO perspective. They began to look not 

towards the Palestinians, but to comrades in arms from 

neighbouring European terrorist groups. Given this it is 

necessary to look at the RAF’s influence over the wider 

left, and to ask whether ties with organisations like France’s 
Action Directe were potentially revolutionary, or merely a 

case of small, isolated groups coming together for comfort 
and ideological sustenance.

The American Georgy Katsiaficas carried out a major 
study of what he refers to as ‘Europe’s autonomous social 

movements' in the period from the late 60s to the late 1990s
- virtually the entire lifespan of the RAF.28 To Katsiaficas 

progressive political forces emerged that were challenging 
the conservatism that had run in Germany from the 

extreme days of Hitler to the more recent Berufsverbet. 
He traces the roots of Europe’s current anti-capitalist 

protests back to Germany, to a 1980s political group 
known as the Autonomen. Mostly young, they practiced 
direct action, were staunchly anti-fascist, and amongst many 
other actions supported squatting campaigns and the anti­

nuclear movement. When President Reagan visited West 
Berlin in 1987, the Autonomen put 50,000 people on the 
streets, effectively closing much of the city. Their political 

activity was mass based, even to the extent that they often 

lived in group houses - they did not drop out of society as 
the RAF had, but sought to do political work in their own 

communities.

Looking towards the political mainstream, the Greens were 
even more different to the RAF - rejecting violence per se, 

and stressing the need for peace, healing and sustain ability. 
Despite only being formed in 1979, the German Greens 
took two million votes in the 1983 federal elections. Peter 
Merkl concludes that the RAF failed to adapt as Germany 

become more progressive and moved to the left overtime

- society becoming more liberal whilst the RAF was stuck 
in a groove.Varon concurs with this, pointing out that not 
only did the left come to gain influence across the country 

in the years after the German autumn, but that low level 
political violence - such as May Day riots - became a 
part of the German political environment, without any 

great crises comparable to 1977. As German democracy 

became stronger; so the RAF became weaker

Some RAF activity occurred in the late 1970s - most notably 

a 1979 attempt on the NATO Supreme Commander 
Europe, General Alexander Haig in Belgium. Vague argues 
that RAF attempts to rebuild were damaged by arrests 

and the discovery of an arms cache in 1982, but that ‘as 

Andreas Baader predicted in his final statement, after the 
deaths of the RAF founders things internationalised’.29 

Come January 1985 the RAF announced a pact with the 

French Action Directe organization, looking to concentrate 
on fighting NATO and American imperialism. Within a 

month the group had carried out its first killing since 1977. 

Joanne Wright comments‘the RAF’s concentration on this 

tactic coincided with the rising tide of anti-Americanism 
and anti-nuclear feeling beginning to sweep many 
countries in Western Europe’.30 With links also developing 

with Belgium’s Communist Combatant Cells (CCC) and 
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an Italian splinter group from the Red Brigades, could a 

substantive internationalist movement be built, on anti­
imperialist principles?

The answer; quite simply, was no. Firstly this was not 
internationalism as Marx or Lenin intended it, with 
the mass of workers or peoples uniting around agreed 

principles of solidarity or socialism. There is no evidence 
that the huge numbers of Europeans opposing US bases 
and nuclear deployment looked to these groups with any 

serious degree of admiration or support. In fact the same 
structural problems around size and influence remained, 

whether the RAF had links to similarly based organisations 
in neighbouring countries or not.The Belgian police were 
able to sweep up the CCC’s four-strong leadership in 

1988, and the French authorities did the same to Action 
Directe a year later.The RAF was alone again.

The Collapse of East Germany

Rapid political change was to come to Germany in the 

late 1980s, but it was to come from the East, not in the 

West. With significant numbers leaving East Germany, the 
economy stagnant and the government wavering without 
clear direction from the USSR, the Berlin Wall fell on 9
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November 1989, and on 3 October 1990 Germany was 

reunited.These were difficult times ideologically for many 
on the left in both parts of Germany. Some people in the 
East, at least, had believed in the idea of East Germany as a 

barrier against any rekindled fascism. In the West the idea 
of a Greater Germany was one that worried many anti­
fascists, especially when reports emerged of racism and 

violence in the old east. Would a revanchist Germany look 
to regain even more territory further east?31

From the start the RAF had stressed their anti-fascist 
credentials.Varon observes how often RAF communiques 

talked of‘fascism’, and their belief that Germany had not 
been properly de-nazified after the war. In West Germany 

‘the RAF was fighting a new behemoth that bore tracks of 
the old’.32 Given this background, could the RAF stimulate 

resistance to a unified Germany, or perhaps even lead 

such resistance? An August 1990 statement threatened 
to launch an offensive against a ‘Greater Germany’ which 
would become a ‘fourth Reich’. On November 30 1989 

the RAF killed Alfred Herrhausen, the head of Deutsche 
Bank. Herrhausen was set to play an important economic 
role in the reunification of Germany.

• • •

Yet again however the RAF’s military activities were 
arguably far in advance of the political reality. Germans 
who had been divided by the Cold War for some forty 
years were not looking to put the wall back up again.There 
was also a second reason why the RAF was not to lead 
any opposition to the prospect of a united Germany, and it 
was to raise serious questions about just what, and whom, 
had motivated the group.

The RAF and Its Independence

Between June and July 1990 a serious of arrests occurred of 

RAF members, by an emboldened BKA. As the authorities 

had failed to convict a single RAF member since the 

early 1980s this would have been significant anyway, but 

the importance of the arrests of figures such as Susanne 

Albrecht and Sigrid Sternebeck is that they were all 

arrested in the old east, having been there for some time. 

In his major study of the Stasi, John Koehler devotes a 

whole chapter to the Red Army Faction.33 Koehler sees 

three distinct RAFs-the one of the Andreas Baader/Ulrike 

Meinhof era, those active in the 1980s (who often ‘retired’ 

to East Germany), and those committing acts following the 

collapse of GDR. He cites the ‘obvious skill’ of this third 

group as indicative of serious military training.
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Using evidence from plea bargaining, Koehler concludes 
that RAF members received training from Stasi experts 
at the Objekt 74 camp in Briesen, East Germany in 1981. 
In April 1991 charges were laid against six former GDR 
counter-terrorist experts for aiding the RAF, although only 
one was eventually convicted.To Koehler such behaviour 
was not private adventurism on behalf of the officials 
concerned. He quotes GDR defector Colonel Rainer 
Wiegand on the RAF: ‘their asylum and training were the 
results of deliberate political considerations by the East 
German state and party leaders’.34

A similar viewpoint emerges from the KGB defector Vasili 
Mitrokhin. He makes the accusation that with KGB leader 
Andropov’s knowledge, the Soviet’s ally, East Germany 
became a state sponsor of terrorism. Due to this support 
the RAF was able to regroup after the disasters of 1977: 
‘with training, weapons, funds and false identity documents 
provided by the Stasi, the Red Army Faction launched a new 
offensive during the early 1980s’.35 Perhaps a definitive view 

could be expected from the Stasi’s best known spymaster, 
Markus Wolf. As head of its foreign intelligence division, 
was he sending RAF members west to wreak havoc? If he 
was, he disguises it successfully in his memoirs.36

Wolf makes clear his distaste for the RAF’s tactics, arguing 
class-based politics left no room for random violence. Having 
accepted that Department XXII of the GDR security forces 
looked after RAF members given sanctuary, he stresses his 
first concern was that any individuals arriving in the East 
may in fact be Western agents. For safety reasons, they 
were thus required to live quiet lives. Perhaps paradoxically 
though, Wolf concurs with Koehler’s description of military 
training, and adds that this occurred under Stasi control in 
South Yemen as well as East Germany. He also admits that 
the relationship between RAF members and their hosts 
was somewhat fraught, quoting RAF member Helmut Pohl: 
‘there was a climate of constant irritation between us. By 
the end, we were probably as unbearable for them as they 
were for us’.37

Some other points need to be considered here. Koehler 
names the first RAF member to seek safe haven in the East 
as Inge Viet, in March 1978 - that is, some eight years after 
the RAF’s foundation and, perhaps significantly, less than six 
months after the RAF’s crushing defeat of autumn 1977. 
Taking eight years to cross a few miles east is an indication 
that the RAF were not ideologically taken with the East, 
nor were they a creation of East Germany. Indeed this 
timeline would appear to absolve the GDR regime of any 
direct involvement in the German autumn or the attacks 

that preceded it. Attacks after 1981 however, have to be 
considered a different matter Secondly, it is important 
to note that ideologically the RAF did not promote the 
Eastern regime. If, as Pohl and Wolf suggest, any relationship 
between the GDR and the later RAF was one of mutual 
irritation, it may be stated that even if the GDR provided 
much more than a ‘port in a storm' for the RAF, it was 
not a particularly profitable relationship for either party. If 
elements in the former GDR looked to the RAF to disrupt 
German unification, they backed a loser Those who read 
the RAF’s statements however; and saw condemnations of 
imperialism as also including the imperialism of the Soviet a •
bloc surely cannot read Koehler or Wolf’s revelations 
without feeling a sense of disappointment.

Further questions exist about the RAF’s autonomy. 
Discussing its formative era, Bommi Baumann raises some 
disturbing questions about the German state’s attitude 
towards leftist groups who were willing to use violence. 
When a bomb was found in a West Berlin squat in 1969, 
prior to Richard Nixon’s visit to the city, Baumann alleges 
that it had been supplied by a police agent provocateur, 
Peter Urbach. On another occasion weapons were handed 
over.l his man went on to sell dope with a morphine base 
- Baumann regarding this as a deliberate police strategy to 
spread hard drug addiction amongst activists.38 If this was 

happening in 1969, did it happen later? It is worth noting, 

however that despite the allegations that have emerged 
across Europe - some substantial - about secret state 
manipulation of groups like the Red Brigades in Italy as 
part of Cold War machinations, no comparable evidence 
exists that the West German secret services guided or 
manipulated the RAF.39 Indeed, the usual pattern was for a 

number of arrests to be followed by lean years for those 
involved in fighting German terrorism.

The issue of the RAF and Middle Eastern groups also 
deserves consideration. These links existed from the 
groups formative days, indeed in her highly critical history 
of the RAF Jillian Becker argues it was the Palestinian 
cause that gave the RAF a ‘moral excuse’ to commit 
violence in the spirit of‘self-righteousness’.40 J Bowyer Bell 

sees an ideological bond between first and third world 
revolutionaries: ‘they shared the same dreams, and thus 
employed the same tactics, appropriate or not, against a 
single enemy’.41

Training was provided by Palestinians, and several acts 
of solidarity occurred between the two parties - most 
famously the unsuccessful 1977 Lufthansa hi-jacking. Was 
this a partnership of equals? Hans Joachim Klein suggests 
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not, arguing that it was not Palestinian organisations that 

were essential to the RAF, but Arab governments: ‘for 
every action in support of the liberation of prisoners the 

guerillas are dependent on others because they need 

countries where they can seek refuge. They depend on 
others for their money and weapons.’ 42 Speaking in 1978, 

Klein’s view is that the need for unmolested exile in Arab 

countries meant the RAF had become dependent on 

PFLP leader Waddi Haddad, and that the price for this was 
German involvement in PFLP attacks - one's which Klein 

argues were sometimes unprincipled and anti-Semitic.

As the 1980s developed though, the Palestinian/German 

relationship appeared to fade. Indeed the RAF’s move 

towards anti-NATO targets within Germany arguably 

took them into the sphere of more suitable ideological 
bedfellows. It is noticeable that when the RAF developed 

links in the mid-80s with groups from France and Belgium, 

it was as an openly declared partnership. It is such factors 

that lead Merkl to conclude that the RAF has not been 

led or manipulated: ‘the RAF has always maintained its 
autonomy’.43

What Did You Do In The War Daddy?

No discussion of post war German politics, especially when 

it concerns a group as overt in its statements as the RAF, 
can avoid discussing German conduct in the Second World

War. Jeremy Varon comments that ‘historians generally 
concur that post war Germany avoided systematically 
confronting its fascist path’.44 Although the East German 

state talked up the German resistance to Hitler, in the 
West ex-Nazis were to be found throughout the ruling 
elite. When discussing a meeting between Chancellor 
Schmidt and his intelligence chief Herold about the 
Schleyer kidnapping,Tom Vague points out‘the two former 

Wehrmacht officers agreed not to deal over the former 
SS man’.45

Sixties counter-culture had a unique twist in Germany. 
Radical youths questioningtheirfamilies’values were not just 
questioning those who may have lived bourgeois lives, but 
often those who had run Germany during its darkest days. 
Looking at the holocaust and anti-Semitism, Jocelyn Hellig 
considers the view that ‘ordinary Germans, therefore, 
tortured and killed Jews without scruple and indeed with 
sadistic enjoyment, often going beyond the call of duty 
in performing their tasks’.46 That is a heavy psychological 

burden for subsequent generations to bear.

Merkl comments that analysis of data on RAF and other 
left-wing prisoners found that they tended to come 
from ‘good’ backgrounds, and the immediate post-war 
generation, i.e. born between 1941-55.47 Was guilt about 

the war the motivating factor for the RAF? Certainly their 
actions were dominated by talk of imperialism, fascism 

MT** KIM
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and avoiding a fourth Reich, although noticeably their 

ideological position on the Jewish state of Israel was one 
of unfaltering opposition.The difficulty with accepting this 

position is that many other Germans were racked with 

guilt about their country’s war record, and felt the need 
to avoid any repetition of the Second World War. Rather 

than articulate views of guilt concerning the war, the RAF 

arguably reflected on-going debates and issues within the 

country. The peace activists of the Greens, and the anti­
fascist Autonomen held such opinions, but they did not, on 

the whole, denounce the West German state as fascist.

On I May 2006 I was in Leipzig for the May Day 
commemoration and anti-fascist protests. Due to fierce 

street clashes between anti-fascists and the police, a 

planned march by neo-nazis was curtailed after only a few 
hundred yards. Amongst those harrying the fascists were 

a group of young Germans waving Israeli flags, shouting 

the refrain ‘nie mit Deutschland' 'never with Germany’. 

When I met some of these activists at a squat I noted they 

sported small Star of David lapel badges, and even Israeli 
Defence Force pins. When I jokingly asked whom they 

would be supporting in the 2006 World Cup, the answer 
‘England’ came back immediately. I his is the Anti-Deutsche 

Antifa - anti-German anti-fascists.

The Anti-Deutsche Antifa may not share the same position 
on the Middle East as the RAF. But their determined anti­

fascism, rejection of the country of their birth and fear of 

its militarism is equally striking.Volker Radke articulates this, 
arguing that rather than being deservedly punished and 

dismantled afterWorld War 2, the FRG was needed to fight 
off the Eastern Bloc.48 De-nazification ended abruptly, and 

the fascist elite was given a second chance. Re-unification 

was equally wrong, and worse gives Germany credible 

ambitions to be a world power again.

Over sixty years after the Second World War, certainly 

for these Germans, it remains the event that shapes their 

political identity. That at least is something today's Anti- 

Deutsche Antifa share with yesterday’s Red Army Faction. 

The RAF’s Legacy

The RAF’s course ran from the days of student rebellion, 
through domestic and international terrorism peaking in the 

hostage crises of the German autumn of 1977. Seemingly 

defeated, the RAF was to remerge in a series of attacks 
in the 1980s, before a fresh wave of arrests weakened 

the group as the political division of Germany ended. In 
1992 cessation, and a devastating attack on Weiterstadt 

prison in 1993, proved to be final blips, before formal 
dissolution in 1998.The RAF did endure - in the terms of 
a terrorist group 28 years is a long time. At several times 
when the group could have been written off- 1972, 1977, 

1982 or 1990 - it did continue to operate and attack its 
perceived enemies. However this was endurance at a very 
low level - Wright points to some of the inconsistencies in 

estimations of the group’s size - which seem to vary from 
a low point of 10 to a highpoint of 500.49

Although the FRG clearly felt threatened by the RAF, that 

is not the same thing as actually being threatened. The 

crisis that came was arguably one that was at least in part 
of the government’s making. On the Cold War fault line of 
Europe, and having failed to properly address its Nazi past, 
for all its prosperity West Germany presented a large, soft 
underbelly to sixties radicals who questioned its values.The 
touchy nature ofWest German democracy reacted so badly 
when challenged, it is tempting to speculate how the FRG 

would have survived if threatened by a greater numerical 
force than the RAF. In time however German democracy 

proved itself less brittle, and as more progressive elements 
emerged, it was the RAF themselves who were unable to 
adapt and appeared rooted in Germany’s past.

Reading the interviews and writings of former German 
Guerillas, common themes emerge. Bommi Baumann, 
Hans Joachim Klein and Helmut Pohl all stress how the 
activism of the terrorist lifestyle separated the individual 

guerilla from those he or she was supposed to represent. 
As Klein observes,‘to begin with you tell yourself that you 

are going to master the pistol, but in time it’s the pistol 
which dominates you.'50 Forthose on the German left,the 

RAF exists as an example of how not to struggle.

At one level the RAF has no other legacy in modern Germany, 
there is no political party, publication or group that traces 
its lineage to the RAF. The prisoners who disbanded the 
group were not able to create a political organization in its 
place. RAF prisoner Helmut Pohl had hoped as far back as 

1996 for an organisation to emerge from the RAF’s 1992 
cessation, but nothing came of his wishes.51 This failure was 

perhaps to be expected - ‘for people involved in concrete 
social confrontations, like unemployed people, the Latin 
American solidarity movement or anti-fascists, there was 
little common ground for discussion with the RAF’.52

Indeed only two links appear to remain between the RAF 
and contemporary German activism. Andreas Baader’s 
former lawyer and eventual RAF prisoner Horst Mahler 

remains a controversial figure in German politics - but on 
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its far right, not its left. At the 2006 Anarchist Bookfair in 
London, I met several German members of the Socialist 
Patients Collective. Whilst once the group laid siege to 
the German embassy in Stockholm, before blowing it up, 
today they seem more concerned with selling tapes of Dr 
I luber’s speeches, and the latest reprint of‘Turn Illness Into 
A Weapon.’

I imes change, and people change with them.
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