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POLAND AND THE

POLITIGOS

WE opened our last editorial (last year!)
by sniffing the ‘great sigh of relief ... ex-
haled by all the world’s right-thinking
people over the ... declaration of martial
law in Poland’. And we have been grati-
fied to see the word ‘relief’ used by
other commentators since — not least by
E P Thompson in The Times just before
Christmas, and surely, as an ex-Stalinist,
he must know the value of ‘%knowing
where you are’.

The trouble for most people, both of
Right and Left, is that Poland’s Solidarity
movement was rocking a boat, the
stability of which outlined in grand
terms their own political positions,
which between Right and Left, are not
all that different in fundamentals. It
was precisely fundamentals that Soli-
darity was challenging.

A working class in a dictatorship is
supposed to be helpless — because both

Right and Left believe that the working
class can only act through leaders. When
they are being led astray, they are falling
for the blandishments of agitators,
terrorised by terrorists, deluded by
idealists, hounded by hooligans, taken in
by tricksters, fooled by foreigners,
zonked out by Zionists, etc, etc.

When the people are being led properly,
however, then it is just and proper and
correct that they should follow their
Emperor, King, Prince, Czar, Fuhrer,
Duce, Caudillo, Colonel, Commissar,
Mahatma, Ayatolla, President, Pope,
Chairman of the Party, Chairman of the
Board, Managing Director, Prime Minister
of the Day and Father of the Chapel.
And, oh, sorry, we forgot: God.

Follow any one of these and you are
automatically expected to reject all the
others, while at the same time accepting

‘YES OF COURSE
| AM IN
FAVOUR OF
FREE TRADE
UNIONS IN
POLAND/.

‘YES, | THINK
WORKERS’
CONTROL IS
ASPLENDID |
\DEA IN

POLAND %/i(@ BK@

AN BRITAIN?
BUT, YOU SEE,
WE DO HAVE
FREE TRADE |
UNIONS 1

N

HERE ALREADY \m
DON'T WE? /¢ ’/3\ g

Ui T

‘INFACT,
THEY VE

the correctness of being a follower. You
may even, at times, respect those who
follow any one of the others, while
knowing that they are wrong. What you
are usually asked to respect among the
others is their strength. And if they ever
look like getting to be stronger than you,
you must do something about it. It’s OK
for them to be strong — but not stronger
than you. Unless, of course, they happen
to be, temporarily, in cohorts with you
against one of the others.

When everything is going as it should,
everybody knows their place. Basically,
one way or another, it’s on your knees,
keeping your head down. Then, every-
body knows where they are and, as every
good child guidance adviser will tell you,
this is what every child wants to know.
You may recall that the Czar always
referred to all the Russian people as ‘My
Children’ and the Bolsheviks have taken
great care to continue the great Russian
concern — though, of course, with
different jargon. The Pope, though, as
temporary representative of an eternal
organisation, sees no reason to change
the words.

You may be thinking that we have
wandered from the point. Weren’t we
talking about Poland? Yes, we were —
and still are. For what has happened in
Poland is that a working class which has
been moulded by socialist centralism for
35 years has broken that mould (if we
may coin a cliche) by building their own
organisation without a vanguard telling
them how to do it, and without an
ideology, without an analysis of the
correct position, without giving a mon-
key’s for materialistic determinism or the
historical role of the working class.

What the Polish working class has had is
35 years of a squalid perversion of social-
ism forced upon them by a State which
declared itself to be operating Marxist
principles — and to the extent that it was
statist, replacing the capitalist bourgeoisie
by ‘the dictatorship of the proletariat’, it
was Marxist — at least as interpreted by
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the Bolsheviks, the most successful of the
squabbling cults of the Marxist church, in
terms of gaining and holding power — by
the most ruthless use of state terror.

Stalin has been dead now for nearly 30
years, but Stalinism lives on and not only
in the countries where the Bolsheviks,
directly or by proxy, still hold sway. At
the CND rally in London last October, a
Marxist sect, with its eyes on more funda-
mental issues than the Bomb, was selling
a paper called The Spartacist, bearing a
headline calling for the crushing of ‘The
Solidarity ~Counter-Revolution’. Ques-
tioned on its meaning, the seller said that
they opposed Solidarity because it was
working for the Catholic Church!

Presumably the Spartacists are now de-
lighted at the establishment of martial
law by the State’s forces, led by a dedi-
cated Communist leader, who had es-
caped to Russia after the German in-
vasion of 1939 and came back as a leader
of a Polish army formed by refugees in
Russia, fighting alongside the Russian
army in 1944 — and presumably waiting
outside Warsaw with the Russians while
the Nazis wiped out the partisans of the
Warsaw uprising and destroyed the old
city — leaving a power vacuum for the
Soviet Government to fill with Poles of
its own choosing — Jaruzelski among
them.

If the Spartacists seem extremists,
however, within the Marxist spectrum,
we must not forget that for all Marxists
the establishment of a Marxist State is
more important than the wellbeing of
individual workers — albeit millions of
individual workers! The working class
only truly becomes the proletariat when
it is organised for revolution by a van-
guard of politicos who really and truly
understand its historic mission and can
see when the time is ripe for the anti-
thesis to join the thesis in the synthesis,
or the socialist state in its first transition
stage is on the way to eventual commun-
ism. Got it?

On this rocky road there may be many
hold-ups, breakdowns, obstructions, and
other reasons for not letting the reins of
power change hands. But most important
of all is to prevent the proletariat itself
coming into control of anything. That,
direct workers’ control, after all, is their
final goal — after the State has withered
away, the Party becomes redundant and
the privilege comes to an end. A prospect
they can’t abide!

Although Marx himself might have said
something about the emancipation of the
workers being the task of the workers
themselves — all Marxists are agreed that
this can only come about through the
guidance of a party that not only under-
stands the game, but can change the rules
as it goes along. And thus ensure the state
doesn’t wither away.

Direct action on the Solidarity model,
therefore, is unacceptable, except for
upstart Trotskyist parties who strive to be
populist — supporting any cause which

can bring them in members, help them
build up an organisation which, sometime,
through whatever means, will enable
them to challenge the existing establish-
ment — and become the establishment
themselves. Like the SWP, which,can find
Solidarity acceptable as a means to an
end — like the Anti-Nazi League, Right to
Work, etc, etc.

Certainly we must be on our guard
against the reactionary organisation
which is the only powerful ally that Soli-
darity has — the Catholic Church. Eternal
enemy of human freedom, many times in
its history the Roman Church has had to
play a waiting game while more tempo-
rary rivals have strutted the stage of
history, while at the same time very
happy to use equally temporary forces as
levers against the main enemy.

When engaged in a power struggle, the
Church uses exactly the same kind of tac-
tics as its enemies. Hence we see in
Poland now, General Jaruzelski pro-
nouncing fervently on the radio that his
brand of martial law entails no shooting
of workers — while on the streets and in
the factories and mines, workers are
killed by his rank and file soldiers.

But at the same time, Archbishop
Glemp, the Catholic leader, appeals for
calm and no resorting to violence by
Solidarity — while in village pulpits
and city churches, the footsoldiers of
the church preach hate against ‘Godless
communists’ and their ‘atheistic material-
ism’ — and, on the other side of the
power fence, the Party’s radio stations
are discovering Jewish capitalists and
Zionist plots behind Solidarity.

Poland is a country where 95% of the
population are born catholics. It also has
an unsavoury reputation with regard to
anti-semitism — as, indeed, has Russia,
where the Communist Party has never
hesitated to use Jews as scapegoats when
the situation favoured that. Anti-semitism
therefore, is something that both Church
and State could agree upon when the
haggling begins, just as they have in fact
agreed to live side by side for many
years — many Communist Party members
being practising Catholics also.

In the circumstances it would be very
odd (nice, but odd) if many members of
Solidarity were not Catholics, too. We
have remarked before on the embarrass-
ment we feel on seeing all those films of
Lech Walesa taking communion, attend-
ing mass, consulting with the Archbishop
and so on. No doubt those among our
comrades who believe in the revolution-
ary potential of the IRA are equally em-
barrassed by that organisation’s obvious
and close connections with the Irish
Church.

What matters to us is the way these
Polish workers behave as workers. Just
as Catholic workers in Northern Ireland
have had decades of oppression by
Protestant bosses, so the Polish Catholic
workers have had decades of oppression
by Communist bosses — and have found a

way of resisting which does not entail the
indiscriminate slaughter of fellow-workers.

Much more than the struggle in Ireland,
Solidarity’s struggle has been a class
struggle, just as the struggle in Kronstadt
in 1921 was a class struggle against Bol-
shevik tyranny. The similarity doesn’t
end there, either, for the demands made
by Solidarity (which have brought down
the wrath of the State upon them) are
surprisingly similar to those of the
Workers’ Soviet of Kronstadt, which had
the same result, only worse.

It was worse then, because the whole of
Russia was a closed society. Today, the
spread of mass communications has made
it more difficult, not less, for dictator-
ships to keep their misdeeds to them-
selves — but still those who close their
minds by ideology will see what they
want to see and will believe what they
want to believe.

This applies of course not just to
those of the hard Left, who still cannot
see what harm Stalin did to their own
cause and to the cause of world revolu-
tion in general, but also to those of the
hard Right who betray their own hypo-
crisy by picking and choosing among the
tyrannies of the world no less than the
Marxists.

Thus at a recent press conference, US
Secretary of State, Alexander Haig,
announced that his mind ‘was boggling’
when asked how he could denounce the
military actions in Afghanistan and
Poland, while supporting those in Chile
and El Salvador. And what made his mind
boggle, he said, was not the dilemma this
presented to him — but that anybody
could ask the question itself!

Clearly for Alexander Haig, just as for
the Marxists (or Catholics) for whom
theory is more important than working
people, it is a matter of ‘My State right or
wrong!’, or is it ‘My power right or
wrong’?, or ‘My orthodoxy right or
wrong’?, or ‘My religion right or wrong™?

For anarchists, the Polish question is
straightforward. Here is an entire working
class fighting a totalitarian State for its
freedom — and for its responsibility. It is
fighting for workers’ rights which we have
always considered essential to our own:
the right to organise their own affairs,
their own communities, in their own
places of work and of living. The right to
elect their own delegates in their own
organisations — and so on.

Governments in some so-called demo-
cracies have been forced to yield some of
these rights — and the workers haven’t
even started struggling for others. In so-
called socialist states, none of these are
granted. Only hypocrisy, fed by power-
lust explains support for Solidarity by
democratic governments and its denun-
ciation by Marxists. For anarchists, our
impotence to do anything in support of
Solidarity, our total lack of organisation,
our inability to express our own inter-
nationalism in practical terms, should be
a source of shame.
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‘The future of Poland is being decided
this month, not by the Kremlin, the
Polish Communist Party, or the militant
trade union Solidarity — but by a handful
of western bankers.’

Sunday Times, 13 December 1981.

OF course, Sunday Times feature articles
are written at least a week in advance, but
their forecast came true on the day the
paper was published.

On 13 December, 1981, the military
took over in Poland and since then have
ruled the country with martial law. The
reports of those arrested and detained
since then range from the official figure
of 5,000 to the unofficial of 50,000.

By 31 December the military govern-
ment was to pay 500 million dollars, the
interest ‘due’ to the bankers on vast loans
lent by the ‘West’. Although Poland was
forced back to work at gunpoint, despite
harsh weather, the flooding of the Vistula
and general hostility to the regime, the
banks have not been paid.

If further reprisals are threatened by
Western Banks against the entire Soviet
bloe, which is reputed to owe them
80,000 million dollars, the only course of
action which the banks can possibly
suggest is for the Soviet Union to occupy
Poland for, as a London banker declared,
(Sunday Times, 13 December) ‘It would

What can anarchists do? We must look
to our own organisation first, for any-
thing we might wish to do very much
depends on our available numbers and
specific organisation.

Nevertheless, anarchists did gather
spontaneously (how else?) in recent
London marches and demonstrations,
forming a very lively contingent on 20
December.

The march itself needs to be described
in some detail. In the driving snow there
were about 10,000 people there. Red and
white Polish flags outnumbered all others,
the procession was led by an East Brent
Conservative Association car, not far be-
hind trooped world war veterans, medals
on their chest, saluting what I took to be
the doorman at Selfridge’s, an extra-
ordinary looking person with white
plumes on his tall black hat, then there
were women holding large ornate cruci-
fixes, Solidarity organisers with their
identity discs — it was an emotional scene
worthy of Bunuel. Nevertheless I was glad
to see the anarchists there, cheerful and
brave, singing ‘Solidarity for ever’ and
‘What shall we do with Jaruzelski — early
in the morning’.

The route of the march was craftily
planned by the organisers {o avoid going
past the Polish Embassy.

The anarchists noticed this and they

steel barriers. As the rest of the marchers
began to realise what was happening it
was amazing to see the numbers that
joined the anarchists until the entire
march ground to a halt. This in spite of
the pleas of the organisers and Ground
Control’s casual gift, a Polish speaking
police officer with loud hailer. “This way
marchers’, they shouted. ‘Stand still’, the
anarchists replied, ‘the Embassy is right
here.’

Here was a small but impressive re-
minder of people’s resentment at being
manipulated.

The tragedy in Poland suits the Soviet
rulers, as the success of Solidarity began
to threaten their own structure; the
Western governments are also pleased
for the defeat of the workers anywhere
keeps their own subjects in check.

When Mutual Aid raises its head, it
frightens the rulers everywhere. Tyranny
will never succeed against people who
have begun to organise for freedom. But
people who have never tried, might think
that it is impossible to dismiss their rulers.

The Polish people pressed hard, now
they are a subject people again, but they
will succeed in the end. If we can we
must help and that means helping to or-
ganise our own movement right here and
now.
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SENEGAL

BIRTH OF ANARCHISM

THE libertarian movement has never
managed to exist easily in the countries
of black Africa. The economic, social and
cultural context has rather favoured the
implantation of diverse varieties of
marxism-leninism. Is this situation chan-
ging now? Yes, if we are to believe the
text published here, whose very existence
is an event in itself.

In June a number of Senegalese met in
Goree (an island off Dakar) and decided
to create a legal association (anarchist
‘party’), since, in theory, the presidency
of Abdou Diouf (Senghor’s successor) has
introduced total political pluralism. They
published their first declaration in a more
or less satirical journal called Le Politicien,

or the Senegalese version of Canard En-
chaine. We reproduce this declaration
here.

The instigators of this ‘party’ are basic-
ally intellectuals (hardly surprising in an
African context of illiteracy). Among
others is Mam Less Dia, director of Le
Politicien.

Certain turns of phrase, expressions
and certain aspects of the list of signa-
tories could surprise our European
minds. We will return in the next issue
of Agora with more information on
this eventual birth of anarchism in
Senegal.

Agora

ANARCHISTS ORGANISE

Declaration of the anarchists of Senegal

The anarchists of Senegal, irrespective of
nationality, after a rigorous analysis of
the political, economic and social situa-
tion of our country, as well as of the
actual Senegalese political formations of a
more or less antagonistic nature, which
tear each other apart in endless theoreti-
cal wranglings, which are hollow, more
anaesthetising than mobilising, and which
have only a minimal hold on the broad
masses, came to the following conclusions:
— The existing economic and social struc-
tures block the social mechanisms and
human progress of Senegal. In light of ex-
perience, the structures and plans for
society envisaged by these parties and
groups which are agitating at present,
have every chance of exacerbating this
blockage, but by other means, by simply
replacing one group or class of exploiters
by another.

— The parties that compete with and rile
each other in the Senegalese political
arena have paradoxically no other axe to
grind than the details which allow them
to create for themselves their individual
image. This deficiency helps to explain
their artificial divisions and their current
and future weaknesses before the
common enemy: western imperialism,
Soviet social imperialism and the hege-
mony of the superpowers.

— The clear deficiency of Senegalese
political groupings, their persistent ten-
dency to believe that only they can
claim the monopoly of truth and progress,
when the programmes they put forward
and their political practices are almost all
alike, gives an indication that, once power

has been ‘acquired’, they can only re-
establish a totalitarian state of right or
left, or else blind obedience will be de-
manded of the popular mass to bureau-
cratic chiefs who are more conspiratorial
than democratic.
— Considering the hegemonistic vision
which marks them, not one among the
various parties which are agitating at pre-
sent (in power or in opposition) is ca-
pable of promoting the kind of direct
democracy where the broad masses and
free workers would be in a position to
have their claims and their just needs res-
pected by their ‘directed’ directors/
leaders.

From the various conclusions of their
analysis, the original anarchists of Senegal
(from various countries) decided to pass
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Atenat in Paris

THE Imagine anarchist collective in Paris
report that:

— After numerous attacks against militant
bookshops, Imagine has been struck in its
turn.

The Imagine bookshop which has been
running for a year (it opened on 15 Novem-
er 1980) was totally destroyed on 19 De-
cember 1981 by a fire (doors broken, traces
of petrol). Imagine was run by anarchist
activists, and was a place for the distribution
of libertarian thought without copyright.

Now the whole of the stock, the material,
the archives have been entirely burned. We

from the stage where they were evolving
like a fish in the tank of the Senegalese
universe, to the stage of organisation.

The major constant preoccupation of
the anarchists of Senegal is not to take
power but to struggle persistently at both
practical and theoretical level against all
essentially infernal (manifestations of)
power, and against the private appropria-
tion of the means of production.

We are struggling for the establishment
of a decentralised and federalist self-
determining socialism. In our programme
we will explain in detail the fundamentals
and contents of this socialism, which has
nothing to do with imported ‘socialisms’
and other ‘African’, demagogic and au-
thoritarian ‘socialisms’.

We are struggling for the advent of a
society in which the means of production
will be communally exploited by Senegal-
ese workers organised in associations of
direct democracy.

In the conception of our projection of
society, we have kept our distance from
foreign theories and models for our in-
spiration, but without denying them
totally, however. We have done this par-
ticularly in respect of the content and
form of Senegalese and African social
formations analysed in their historic evo-
lution and taking account of their specific
historical context.

In this regard our projection of society
takes its inspiration from the organisation
and fundamentals of Lebous village fede-
rations, and from the social formation of
the Ballante people of Casamance
(Southern Senegal) and Guinea Bissau.
These social formations, which were by
no means primitive, were organised in
such a way that the societies concerned
had neither dominant classes nor exploit-
er chiefs. Besides, there prevailed a direct
type of democracy which was not im-
posed from above. This form of organi-
sation could, in our view, be perfectly
will adopted even with the current state
of our productive forces, if only the
exploiting classes could be unseated, and
if the possibility of the appearance of
totalitarian leaders could be removed.
This would be the model to guide our

don’t Intend to stop work, our projects are
unchanged, but in the immediate term we
can’t start off again without the practical
and financial solidarity of all the comrades.

Contact address:

Librairie ‘1984°,

22 Boulevard de Reuilly’

75012 Paris.

Tel 628 - 08 - 01.

NB We are taking part in the coordination of
bookshops which are the victims of attacks
and are preparing a dossier.







































