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As the class war hots up, the state increasingly turns its
attention to putting down its political opponents. Legal
repression becomes the order of the day. The political
police are given a free hands tougher laws are passed;
blatantly political charges like "conspiracy" and "incitement"
are suddenly the rage; sentencing becomes more and more
vindictive .

Singled out for special attention is "public enemy number one
- the Angry Brigade. óThe state has shown it will stop at nothing
to find someone guilty of belonging to it. Already they have
made a victim of Jake Prescott - although acquitted of actually
causing explosions Jake was cóonvi:nctJe.dibn a charge of conspiracy
to cause explosions. The evidence against him was incredibly
thin, consisting of his having admitted to addressing in h1s
undisguised handwriting three envelopes without knowing that
they were going to be used to post copies of one Angry Brigade
communique. For this the judge sentenced him to a savage 15
years .

But the Prescott/Purdie trial was only a dress-rehearsal for
an even bigger trial. This June eight militants are in the
dock at the Old Bailey facing charges intended to expose them
as the nucleus of the Angry Brigade. The Stoke Newington Elght
conspiracy trial will be the biggest show trial yet
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What is the left doing about this trial, already begun at the
Old Bailey? Their response to the Prescott/Purdie conspiracy
trial was woeful. A "serious failing on the part of the
revolutionary movement in Britain", a Red Mole editorial was
candid enougi to call it. Despite a few occasional and token
paragraphs about solidarity and the need to "attack and expose
all the Old Bailey frame-upsò, the left is still sitting sign.
It seems set on repeating the same errors conmitted over the
issue of the Prescott/Purdie trial. What is needed is active
solidarity aimed at extending the struggle beyond the totally
unreal confines of the courtroom. What we are getting is a
half-hearted solidarity, Comrades seem to concentrate on
raising doubts: What are the politics of the Angry Brigade?
Do the Stoke Newington Eight include any members of the Angry
Brigade? Are any of the Eight guilty of the charges against
them? Can the left actively defend unaligned militants?

Such doubts are out of place here. They should be_:-ibsolutely
irrelevant to the question of active solidarity with those
presently facing trial. Revolutionary solidarity should embrace
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it will consider victory in future political trials a matter
of course. If the state can effectively silence our eigit
then not a single revolutionary can escape the blame. what
is really on trial is the state's ability to railroad who it
likes, when it likes, no matter what the evidence. In the
E1811? S OW! Words, We are the harbingers of the coming storm
and the treatment we receive is the foretaste for all who stand
in their way They are up for trial because they resisted.

There is a further special reason for giving solidarity to
the 8 Their resistance involved them in identifying themselves
as militant opponents of the system. All of them were active
-In different sections of the movement-è their involvement
covers things as diverse as Claimants Unions, Women's Liberation
Gay Liberation, tenants and squatters campaigns, I'&d1C&l student
politics, experiments in communal living, international
organising in defence of political prisoners

But here ironically we touch on the root reason for the left
disquiet about giving solidarity The magority of the left
regect Angry Brigade politics as they understand them. But

all those on the left who become victims of state persecution, they also recoguse that both the Angry Bngade and the stoke
whether innocent or guilty, whether bombers or not. The state Newington 8 identify themselves as members of the llbertanan
assault on the Stoke Newington Eight is part of a general
-campaign of legal repression. If the state wins in this case
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left and repudiate orthodox or straight socialist politics.
Behind the .left ódisquiet lies the whole question of what is
the revolutionary movement in this country. *

The relevance of this larger question means that it's not
enough for the straight left to raise the question of
solidarity for itself solely. in tóerms..of asking what is the
Angry Br*Ãgade's part in the movement. Its ideological
assumptions about the revolutionary movement and its
development make such terms far too narrow. The straight
left also óneeds to ask what is i'tsH__part in the movement. _
Like it or not, the stra.ig1t.lef't must face up to the _, fact that
many recent developments have arisen quite independently

_ . I . n e - '

of it and have alS0_'been_ in part hostile to it - e.g. Women's
Liberation critique of leadership and hierarchy on the
left; Claimants Union resistance to centralised left
organisational patterns .

So long as the left does 'nt respond to these and other
I _ , _ , - _ . 1 1 -

similar developments in a self-critical manner, the problem
of solidarity with those who don't accept its1,.p~arti cular set
of lines will recur and recur. S0 long as the left feels it
has nothing to learn from either the Angry Brigade or the
Stoke Newington 8 no real debate can take place. The libertarian
left needs to be listened to, not spoken at. Instead of
responding with a prefabricated line on "terrorist adventurists"
(taken straight from thepages of Lenin or Trotsky), the left
must also develop a live and concrete analysis about such groups
as the Angry Brigade, an analysis which must also involve the
questioning of the left's own praxis.

The left must ask itself"; how far do we want to enter into a
dialogue with the Angry Brigade? How prepared are we for illegal
structures? How much do we see our own tactics and strategy in
terms of present realities? If these issues continue to be
skirted, only the state will benefit.

Is there as-óway through? Judging from what has appeared in print, the A
straight left is only slightly less mystified by "terror", 5

ll 1| II "b' "armed struggle , urban guerrillas , ombers"',etc. than the
overground press. For most of us such terms conjure up highly
sinister and specialised vocations that are exclusive of any
other activities. Thus "armed struggle" conjures up professional
soldiers, "bombers" conjures up people - always ómadô - with e
stick of geligiite constantly in their pockets, "urban guerrillas"
conjures up a highly organised military vanguard with complex
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The Sl0g8IlS.-..@'8.l'l.d stereotypes have been thýker on the ground
than the banbs and bullets ever were. Let's look at some of
them and show why they are unconvincing as they stand.

The Angry Briggdee is called "terrorist" (this term often itself
standing as a condemnation) and limped together with organis-
ations like the IRA and the FLQ. The trouble with this is that
in present leift usage "terrorism" chieþy denotes actions like
indiscriminate killing and/or intimidation by violence of
civilian population. But if terrorism refers to actions of
this sort, then how on earth is the Angry Brigade terrorist?
Angry Brigade violence has been directed solely against
property. T'he bombs have not been directed against persons.
Clearly great care has been taken to avoid any danger to life.
But even assuming that under some different notion of terrorism
the Angry_Brigade could be called terrorist, in what way is
this damning in itself? No revolutionary can dismiss terrorism
in the abstract. The problem of evaluating it has always got
to be a complex one, of judging terrorist behaviour in the
light of the particular features of the historical setting in
which it occurs, of comparing different forms of socially
prevalent violence, of assessing terrorism in terms of its
consequences, remote as well as immediate,etc.

The Angry Brigade has been written off as a g1'0U.p of individual
terrorists. By qualifying "terrorism" with the word "individual"
left critics can damn it automatically since individual terrorism
is defined by them as something isolated from the backbone of
any revolution - the masses. But in fact it's not so simple.
For a start the criticism plays very heavily on myths aroimd
nineteepth century propaganda-by-the-deed anarchists such as
Ravachol, exploiting prejudices against them to obscure not
only their theory and practice but also that of anyone they
get compared with.

Second the criticism overlooks that the
arming of the revolution always has to begin somewhere and

hierarchy and networks. The way we use these terms is'INCREDIBLY ó this may sometimes be with small groups of guerrillas, as was
MYSTIPIED. And by failing to develop any clear analysis of our. V the case in the Cuban revolution. Armed groups only deserve to

giving our consent to it.
own ,4-rev repeatedly fall back on the state '3 púI'SP9Ct1Ve9 1"1P11Â1ôÁ1Y I be condemned as individual if they fail to develop and forge

4  5

1

1

l

r
|
!

i

I
l

i
J
I

.4

F






























