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Preface to the First Edition

Except for chapter eight, which is based on first-hand research,
most of this book rests on published material, though sonw of it
is ruther hard to come by. For the numerous countries whose
languages I do not read or whose publications were inaccessible
to me, T am also indebted for information, extracted or more
likely voluntecred with enthusiasm, by friends and collcagues
aware of my interest in this subject. This applies to many of my
references to banditry in Bulgaria, Greece, Hungary, Russia,
Turkey and Tunisia, but also to some of what is written here
about various countries of Latin Americy, the Indian subcon-
tinent, Ttaly and Spain. My thapks to these learned aficionudos
of Robin Hood and to numerous seminars in Britain and the
U.S.A. which criticized the arguments of this book and put me
in the way of further sourccs. My thanks also to the Widener
Library of Harvard University, as good a place as T know for the
researcher to work in. My particulur debts are acknowlcdged in
footnotes, which I have kept to a minimum, the bibliography, and
at the end of this prcface. A special word of thanks to Enzo Crca
ofRome,to M. Antoine Tellezof Paris, und toSergeant José Avalos
of Pampa Grande, Chuco, Argentina, farmer and formerly rural
policeman, whos¢ reminiscences of the bandits of Corrientes and
the Chaco, whom he respected and pursued, confirm the analysis
of chapter three on almost all points. I can only regret that I did
not make his acquaintance until after the text of this book was
complete.

Two brief methodological notes: First, it will te clear that 1
have tried to cxplain why social banditry is so remarkably unij-
form a phenomenon throughout the ages and continents. Can
this explanation be tested? Ycs, in so far as it predicts, broadly
speaking, how bandits will act and what storics people will tell
about them in areas hitherto unstudied. The prescnt cssay
elaborates the ‘model’ originally sketched out in my Primitive
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Rebels, which was based exclusively on European — mostly
Spanish and Italian — malerial, but docs not, I hope, conflict
withit. Still, the wider thc generalization, the more likely it is that
individual peculiaritics are neglectexi.

Sccond, Lhave relied largely on & rather tricky historical source,
namely poems and ballads. So far as the facts of banditry are
concerned, these records of public memory and myth are of
course quite unreliable, however remotely based on real events,
though they give much incidental information about the social
environment of banditry, at least in so far as there is no reason
why this should be distorted. But there is a more serious diffi-
culty. How far does the ‘myth* of banditry throw light on the
real pattern of bandit behaviour? In other words, how far do
bandits live up to the social role they have been assigned in the
drama of peasant life? 'Lhere is plainly some connection. I hope
that in formulating it I have not gone bheyond the bounds of
commonp sense.

The above observations arc rcally addressed to the sociologists
and social historians who have begun to take a livcly interest in
bandits. However, I hope this book is not addressed only to them,
but can be read and looked at with pleasure ard profit by all
who share the view expressed by Charles Macfarlanc, an earlier
writcr on this subject, in words which may stand as its epigraph:
‘There are few subjects that intercst us more generally than the
adventures of robbers and bandir:.’*

For help in procuring and identifying illustrations, I am
indebted in addition to Prof. B. Cvetkova of Sofia, C. A. Curwen
of the School of Oriental and African Studies, Mrs Feci-ling
Blackburn and Richard Rogers, and to Mrs Georgina Briickner.

London, June 1969 F. J. HossBawM



Preface to Pantheon Edition

Pcople may not like to meet bandits, especially on a dark
night, but a taste for reading about them secms (o be univer-
sal. The present book has, since publication, been translated
into ten languages and published in countries ranging from
Norway in the North to Brazl in the South, from the USA
in the West to Japan in the Cast. This edition is somewhat
amplified and chunged compared with the original Amcrican
edition of 1969. Some extra material, notably about Latin
America, has been iucluded and an appendix on Women and
Banditry has been added. The Bibliography, which does not
claim 10 be more than a seleclive guide to further rcading, has
been brought up to date. The argument of the book remains
substantially as it was. The main criticisms which bhave been
madc of it arc¢ discussed in a postscript, which also briefly sur-
veys some later work in the ficld. I need not say that I owe
an cnormous debt of gratitude to the very large number of
friends, colleagues and other bandit-buffs who have, since
1969, sent me their work and thceir criticisms of minc, drawn
my attention to books and articles I would not have come
across otherwisc and to bandits in countrics and periods unfa-
miliar to me, or to those I might have known about but didn’t.
Oune such case study may serve as a useful introduction to the
complicated subject of ‘social banditry' which is the subject
of this book. It was compiled by an unknown student at the
University of Addis Ababa, Ethiopia, whose papcr was made
available to me by his teacher. At the time I received this
paper, based on local informants and periodical sources in
English and Tigrifia, I was not given the name of the author,
for reasons conneccted with the unccrtain political state of
Ethiopia and Critrea at the time. If he should chance to see
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this edition, and wishes to make himself known, 1 should be
more than happy to acknowledge my debt to him.

Here, then, in a rather summary form, is the story of Welde-
gabricl, oldest of the Mesazgi brothers (1902/3-1964). Let it
speak for itseif.

In the days when Eritrea was an Italian colony, Weldegabriel’s
father, a pcasant of the village of Beraquit in the district of
Mereta Sebene. dicd in prison, where he had been put as one
of the village representatives who oppaosed the appointment of
a ncw district governor because he was not a native of the dis-
trict. The widow blamexd the unpopular governor, and called
fur blood-vengeance, but her sons were too young, local opin-
ion was divided about the governor's guilt, and in any case
the Italians banned blood-feuds. Her four sons grew up and
settled pcacefully as farmers. Weldegabriel joined the colonial
troops as an askari, scrved the Italiuns in Libya during the
Italo-Ethiopian War of 1935-36 with two of his brothers,
and in the occupation of Ethiopia (1936-41). After the
British won they went home to farm again, with some cash
savings, a little Italian, and a good knowledge of weapons and
military skills. Weldegabriel was a good soldier, promoted to
noncommissioned officer.

The Italian colonial order had broken down and the British
were temporarily administering the territory. In the disturbed
postwar conditions benditry flourished, the large body of dis-
banded askari forming a natural reservoir of potential recruits.
Jobs were scarce and Fritreans continued to suffer discrimina-
tion as against the Italians. Tmmigrant Lthiopiuns bad cven
fewer chances. Ethnic groups raided one another in the high-
lands in competition for land and cattle. Blood-feuds revived,
since the Italian administrution no longer stood in the way of
the performance of this sacred duty. Moreover, in such condi-
tions banditry secmed to provide reasonable career prospects,
at least for a time. The Mesazgi brothers cntered it via their
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old family feud, though the hardships of civilian life may have
encouraged them to take this quarrel up again.

As it happcened the district governor, son of the man who
might have been held responsible for their father’s death,
made himsclf unpopular for much the same reason as his
father, by appointing to village office a member of a minority
clan settled in Beraquit village, but strangers by origin. Welde-
gabriel was jailed for opposing him on behalf of the village
and, liberated after a year, further threatened. The brothers
decided to kill the new governor — this was legitimate under
the feuding laws — and for this purpaosc divorced their wives
so that the police would not punish them, incidentally rcgain-
ing by thix means thc mobility without which outlaws cannot
operate. They shot him und went into a nearby forest, relying
on friends and rclatives for supplies. The majority of the vil-
lage supportcd them as champions of village rights, but they
could not in any casc have offended their former neighbours
by robbing them.

The minority clan, as well as the governor's kin, naturally
opposed them and helped the British authorities. The Mesazgis
avoided massacring them but tried, with fair success, to make
life impossiblec for them locally. Most of them left and the
brothers gained further local popularity since the land of the
emigrants was now available for other villagers. However,
the rest of the district considered them as ordinary bandits, be-
cause there was doubt about the legitimacy of the blood-feud.
They were tolcrated because they took care not to harin the
local people who left them alone.

Since they needed widor support, not least to harass the
governor’s family, the brothers took to going round the vil-
lages urging the peasants not to work the plots of land assigned
to the governor, and (o share them out. By a mixture of per-
suasion and suitably judged stroong-arm tactics they convinced
various villages to denounce these semi-feudal rights and thus
brought to an end the lords’ right to land und free labour in
the district of Mereta Sebcne. At this point they came to be
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regarded not as plain bandits but as ‘special’ or social bandits.
They thereforc enjoyed protection aguinst the police, who
were scnt to the area against them - at the expense of the
villagers.

As the police cut them off from their sources of supply, the
brothers had to go robbing along the regional main road. They
were joincd by other bandits. But since robbing fcllow-Eri-
treans could lead to new feuds, they preferred to rob Italians.
One of the brothers was Kkilled, and the remaining two there-
forc took to killing any Italian for vengeance, thus acquiring
a reputation as champions of the Eritreans, Though they prob-
ably killed no morc than cleven, their feats werc cxaggerated
by local opinion, which credited them with the usual heroic
attributes and invulnerability of the social bandit. They ac-
quired a myth, What is more, since the roads became unsafc
for lialian drivers, Eritreans who had previously not been
allowed to drive by the Ttalian administration or the British,
were authorised to do 50. This was welcomed as a rise in status
and for the jobs which now became availablc. Many people
said: “Long live the sons of Mesazgi. They enabled us to drive
cars.” The brothers had entered politics.

"At this point (1948) Eritrean politics were complicated by
the uncertainty about the future of the ex-colony. Champions
of unity with Ethiopia opposed supporters of various formulas
for cventual Eritrean independence. Prominent Unionists ap-
proached the bandits for support, and almost all Christian
ones accepted becausc it gave them a sense of identity and
sccurity against the predominantly Moslem independence
men. However, while thc brothers supported the union, as
sensible men they did not Kill Eritreans for political reasons
in order to avoid feuds. nor did Weldegabricl burn houses or
crops. Support from Ethiopia gave the bandits not only arms
and money but refuge across the border. However, while
Weldegabriel took his share in terrorizing Critrea into federa-
tion with Ethiopia and fighting the Moslems, he was careful
not to involve himself or his home district of Mereta Sebena
in fights which did not concern it directly.
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When the U.N. had finally voted for federation the bandits
lost the support of the Unionists and the Ethiopian govern-
ment. Most of them were amnestied in 1951, but Weldegabriel
held out until 1952, and was one of the fourteen bandits con-
sidered too infamous by the British to be allowed to stay in
Eritrea. The British therefore arranged for these to be given
asylum in Cthiopia, where they received some land from the
Emperor.in Ligré province and a monthly stipend from him.
Alas, they were strangers now themselves and the local peas-
ants were hostile, The Emperor’s promise of less troublesome
land, better allowances and free education for their children
never materialized. All of the bandits except Weldegabriel
drifted back to Eritrea.

He himself could have returned to Beraquit, since he was
a respected member of the community once he ceased to be-
come an outlaw. He had remarried his wife, since she was no
longer at risk nor he forced to rove. The kin of the dead
governor, his enemies, were still powerful in Mereta Scbene,
and he and his family were still ‘in blood' with them. So he
preferred to live out his life in Tigré. He died at the age of 59
in a hospital in Addis Abaha. A commemoration service was
held for him in Beraquit. As an Eritrean newspaper reported,
it was attended by many Eritrean notables, and funcral sing-
ers sang songs praising his achievements. Eritrecan putriots
are in two minds about the career of Wcldegabriel: a people’s
bandir, but one who was instrumental in making their country
into a part of Fthiopia. But his politics were not those of the
twentieth century. They were the ancient politics of Robin
Hood faced with the Sheriff of Nottingham,

American readers in the 1980s may find the career of men
such as the sons of Mesargi strange and difficult 1o understand.
The chapters which follow will, [ hope, help to explain it.






1
What is Social Banditry?

We are sad, it is true, but that, is because we have always been
persecuted. The gentry use (he pen, we the gun; they are the lords of
the land, we of the mountain.

An old brigand from Roccarmandolfit

For the law, anyone belonging to a group of men who attack
and rob with violence is a bandit, from those who snatch pay-
rolls ut an urban street corner to organized insurgents or
guerrillas who happen not to be oflicially recognized as such.
Historians and sociologists cannot use so crude a definition. In
this book we shall be dealing only with sume kinds of robbers,
nainely those who are not regarded as simple criminals by pub-
lic opinion. We shall be dealing essentially with a form of in-
dividual or minority rebellion within peasant societics. For the
sake of convenience we shall omit the urban equivalent of the
pcasant bandit-rcbel, and say little about the more numerous
rural desperadoes who are not peasants by origin or allegiance,
but impoverished genuemen-robbers. ‘Town and country are
too different as human communities to be casily discussed in
the same terins, and in any case peasunt bandits, like most peas-
ants, distrust and hate townsmen. Bandit gentry (most Guniliar
in the form of the ‘robber knights’ of late medieval Germany)
are much more mixed up with peasints, but the relationship,
which will be discussed below (pp. 91 and 93) is obscurc
and complex.

~ 'The point about gocial bandits is that they are peasant out-
* laws whom the lord and state regard as criminals, but who re-
main within peasant sociely, and are considered by their people
as herocs, as champions, avengers, fighters for justice, perhaps
even leaders of liberation, and in any case as men to he ad-
mired, helped and supported. This relation between the ordinary
peasant and the rebel, outlaw and robber is what makes social
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banditry interesting and sigrificant. It also distinguishes it from
two other kinds of rural crime: from the activities of gangs
drawn from the professional ‘underworld” or of mere freee
booters (‘common robbers’), and from communities for whom
raiding is part of the normal way of life, such as for instancc
the Bedouin. In both these cases victims and attackers are
strangers and enemies. Underworld robbers and raiders regard
the peasants as their prey and know them to be hostile; the
robbed in turn regard the attackers as criminals in their sense
of the term und not merely by official law. It would be unthink-
able for a social bandit to snatch the peasunts’ (though not the
lord’s) harvest in his own (erritory, or perhaps even clscwhere.
Those who do therefore lack the peculiar relationship which
makes banditry ‘social’. Of coursc in practice such distinctions
are often less clear than in theory. A man may be a social ban-
dit on his native mountains, a merc robber on the pluins.
Neverthceless, analysis requires us to establish the differcnce.

Social banditry of this kind is one of the most unpiversal social

phenomena known to history, and one of thc most amazingly
uniform, Pr. Mgsm belong to two or ihrec clearly
related types, and the variations within these are relatively
superficial, What is more, this uniformity is not the consequcnce
of cultural difusion, but the reflection of similur situations
within peasant societies, whether in China, Peru, Sicily, the
Ukraine, or Indoncsia. Geographically it is found throughout
the Americas, Burope, the Islamic world, South und East Asia,
and even Australia. Socially it seems to occur in all types of'
human society which lic betwcen the evolutionary phase of
tribal and kinship orguanization, and modern capitalist and
industrial society, but including the phuses of disintegrating
kinship society and transition to agrarian capitalism.

Tribal or kinship societies are familiar with rziding, but lack ;
the internal stratification which creates the bundit as a figure
of social prnleat and rebellion. However, when such communi-
tics, cspecially those familiar with fcuding and raiding such as
hunters and pastoralists, develop their own systems of class
diffcrentiation, or when they are absorbed into larger econo-
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mies resting on class conflict, they may supply a disproportion-
ately large nuinber of social bandits, as in Sardinia or the Hun-
garian Kuncsag (the region of the Cumans, one of the last
groups of Central Asian pastoral nomads to settle in Europe).
In studying such regions it is hard to say at precisely what point
the practice of raiding and feuding passes into social banditry,
whether in the form of resistance to the rich, to foreign con-
querors or oppressors, or to other forces destroying the trad-
itional order of things — all of which may be linked in the
minds of bandits, and indeed in reality. However, with luck
we may be able to fix the transition chronologicully to within
one or two generations, e.g. in the Sardinian highlands to the
hult-century from the 1880s to the 1930s.

At the other end of historic devclopment, modern agrarian
systems, both capitalist and post-capitalist, arc no longer those
of traditional peasant socicty and cease to produce social ban-
dits. The country which has given the world Robin Hood, the
international paradigm of social banditry, has no record of
actual sociul bandits after, say, the early seveateenth century,
though public opinion continucd to find a morc or less un-
suitable substitute in the idealization of other kinds of criminal,
such as highwaymen. In a broader sensc ‘modernization’, that is
to say the combination of economic development, efficient com-
munications 2nd public administration, deprives any kind of
banditry, including the social, of the conditions under which
it flourishes. In Tsarist Russiz, for instance, where brigundage
was endemic or epidemic over most of the counury until the
middle of the eighteenth century, by the end of that century it
had disappeuared trom the immediate neighbourhooud of towns,
and by the middle of the nincteenth it had, speaking generally,
retreated to unsettled and unpacified regions, ¢specially those
inhabited by minority peoples. The abolition of serfdom in
1861 1narked the end of the long serics of government decrecs
againgt banditry; the last seems to have been promulgated in
1864.

Otherwise social banditry is universally found, whercver
socicties are based on agriculture (including pastoral
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economies), and consist largely of peasants and landless
labourers ruled, oppressed and exploited by someone else —
lords, towns, governments, lawyers, or even banks. It is found
in one or other of its three main forms, each of which will be
discussed in a separate chapter: the noble robber or Robin
Hood, the primitive resistance fighter ar guerrilla unit of what 1
shall ca]l the hiduks, and possibly the terror-bringing avenger.*

How common such banditry is, cannot be casily discovered.
Though the sources give us plenty of examples of bandits, we
rarely find estimates for the total numbers active at any onc
time or quantitative comparisons between the amounts of
banditry at different times. Quite clearly its normal amount was
modest. ‘I'he most disturbed part of Colombia at the height of
the anarchic civil war of the years after 1948 supported less
than forty bunds of armed peasants which, reckoning the aver-
age robber band at between ten and twenty ~ a figure surpris-
ingly uniform over the ages and continents — would make
between 400 and 800 men for an area of some 23,000 square
kilometres, 166 rural settlements and perhaps 6-700,000 rural
inhabitants. 12 Macedonia in the early twentieth century sup-
ported a distinctly larger number of bands among its population
of, say, one million, but since these were largely financed and
organized by various governments, they also represent far more
than the spontaneous banditry to be expected in such an area.
Bven so0, it is doubtful whether there were ever more thun one
or two thousand.’ If we guess that bandits form no more than
0.1% of the rural population at the outside, we are almost cer-
tainly making an ultra-gencrous estimate.

There are, of coarse, notable regional variations. They are
partly due to gcography, partly to technology and administra-

* A possible or parliat exception might have to be made for the peculiac
caste-divided societias of Hindu southern Asin, where social bunditry is
inhibited by the tendency of robbers, like all other scctions of society, to
form self-contained castes and communitles. However, as we shall sco, there
arc affinities between some kinds of dacoits and social bandits.

$+The actual number of wrmed insurgents during this period was ratber
Jurger, but this is not a good measure of even the maximum of bandilry in
situntions other than those of clvil war or soclal breakdown.
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tion, partly to social and economic structure. It is « common-
place that brigands flourish in remote and inaccessible areas
such as mountains, trackless plains, fenland, forest or estu-
aries with their labyrinth of creeks and waterways, and are
attracted by trade-routes and major highways, where pre-
industrial travel is naturally both slow and cumbrous. ‘The
construction of good and fast modern roads is often enough to
diminish banditry notably. Administrative inefficiency and com-
plication favour it. It is no accident that the Habsburg Empire
in the nincteenth century managed its bandit problem more
successfully than the ramshackle and effectively decentralized
Turkish Empire, or that {rontier regions — better still, regions
of multiple frontiers like central Germany or the parts of India
divided between the British and numecrous princcly states —
were in perpetual difficulties. The ideal situation for robbery
is one in which the local anthorities are focal men, operating in
complex local situations, and where a few miles may put the
robber beyond the reach or even the knowledge of one set of
authorities and into the territory ol another, which does not
worry about what happens ‘abroad’. Lists of areas peculiarly
agsociated with banditry have been drawn up by historians, ¢.g.
for Russia.t

Ncvertheless, such obvious factors do not account entirely
for the marked regional disparities in banditry which are usu-
ally found, and which led the Imperial Chinese criminal law,
for instance, to establish the distinction betvieen ‘brigand areas’
(such as the provinces of Szechuan, Honan, Anhwei, Hupeh,
Shansi, parts of Kiangsu and Shantung) and others.” In the
Peruvian departments of Tacna and Moquegua, which were
otherwise very suitablc, there was no banditry. Why? Recause,
argucs a historian of the subject, ‘here there arc no landlords,
truck-masters or lubour contractors, no foremen, no full, ab-
solute or irrcvocable lordship over the water supplies’.f In other
words, because peasant discontent was lcss. Conversely, an area
like Bantam in North Java was a permanent centre of ban-
ditry in the nineteenth century, but it was also a permanent
centre of rebellion. Only careful regional study can show why
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banditry was endemic in some parts, weak in other parts of the
same country or region. Likewise, only detailed historical study
can account for all its ‘diachronic’ variations. Still, the follow-
ing generalizations can be made quite safely:

Banditry tended to become epidemic in times of pauperiza-
tion and economic crisis. The striking increase in Mediterrinean
brigandage during the late sixteenth century, to_which Fer-
nand Braudel has drawn attenfion, reflected the striking decline
in the peasants’ conditjon of lifc at this period. ‘The Ahcriya of
Uttar Pradesh (India), always a tribe of hunters, fowlers and
thieves, ‘did not take to highway robbery till the great famine
of 18337 On a much shorter time-scale, banditry in thc Sar-
dinian highlands in the 1960s reached its peak each year when
the shepherds’ rent fell due. These observations are so plati-
tudinous that they need merely be set down on paper to explain
themselves. From the historian’s point of view it js more illumi-
nating to distinguish between those crises which signify major
historical changes and those which do not, though the distinc-
tion will only bc grasped slowly and retrospectively by the
peasants congerned, if it ever becomes clear to them.

All rurul societies of the past were accustomed to periodic
dearth - harvest-failure and other natural criscs — and to oc-
casional catastrophes, unpredictable in themselves by the vil-
lagers, but likely to occur sooner or later, such as wars, con-
quests, or the breakdown of the administrative systcm of which
thev formed a small and remote part. All snch catastrophes
were likely to multiply banditry of onc kind or another. All were
likely to pass away, though political breakdowns and wars were
also likely to leave behind bands of marauders or other des-
peradoes for a considerable period, especially if governments
were weak or divided. An efficient modern state like France
after the Revolution could liquidate the hupge epidemic of (non-
social) brigandage which swept the Rhineland during the 1790s,
in a few years. On the other hand the social disruption of the
Thirty Years' War lelt behind in Germuny a network of rob-
ber bands some of which persisted for at lcast another century.
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Nevertheless, so far as rural society is concerned, things tend
to return to normal (including the normally expected amount
of social and other banditry) after such traditional disturbances
of equilibrium.

The situation is rather diffcrent when the events which pre-
cipitate an epidemic of banditry are not — to use geographical
similes = comparable to earthquakes in Japun or floods in the
Low Countrics, but reflect long-term changes like the advance
of glaciers in an ice-age, or irreversible ones like soil erosion. In
such_circumstances epidemics of banditry represent more than
the_gimple multiplication of able-bodied men who take what
they need by arms rather than starve. They may reflect the
disrnplion of an entire society, the rise of new classes and social
structures, the resistance of entire communities or’ peoples
against the destruction of jts way of life. Or they may reilect,
as in the history of China, the exhaustion of the ‘mandate of
heaven’, the social breakdown which is not due to adventitious
forces, but murks the approaching end of a relatively long cycle
of history, heralding the fall of one dynasty and the rise of
another. Banditry at such times may be the precursor or com-
panion of major social movements such as peasant revolytions.
Alternatively, it may itself change by adapting to the new social
and political sityation, though in doing so it will almost cer-
tainly ceasc to be social banditry. In the typical case of the
past two centuries, the transition from a pre-capilalist to a
capitalist economy, the social transformation may entirely
destroy the kind of agrarian society which gives birth to ban-
dits, the kind of peasantry which nourishes them, und in doing
so conclude the history of what is the subject of this book. The
ninetecnth and twentieth centuries have been the great age of
social banditry in many parts of the world. just us the sixteenth
to eighteenth probably were in'most parts of Burope. Yet it is
now largely extinct, except in a few areas.

In Europe it persists on any scale only in the Sardiniun bhigh-
lands, though the aftermath of two bouts of world war and
revolution revived it in several regions. Yet in southern Italy,
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the classic country of the banditi, it reached its peak only, a cen-
tury ago, in the great peasant rebellion and guerrilla war of
the brigands (1861-5). In Spain, the other classic country of
bandits, it was familiar to every nineteenth-century traveller. It
still occurs as an expected hazard of tourism in the Bdwardian
era in Bernard Shaw's Man and Superman. However, it was
already drawing to an end there. Francisco Rios ('El Pernales’)
who operated at this time is the last really legendary brigand of
Andalusia. In Greece and the Balkans it is an even more recent
memory. In north-east Brazil, where it entered its epidemic
phase after 1870, and reached its peak in the first third of the
twentieth century, it ended in 1940 and has not revived since.
There ure certainly regions perhaps mainly in South and East
Asia and onc or two parts of Latin America — where old-style
social banditry may still be found here and there, and it may
arisc in sub-Saharan Africa on a more significant scale than we
have had record of in the past. But on_the w whole socnal bandi-
try is a plluwmuxun of the past, lhuugh “often of the very re-
cent past The modern world has killed it, though it has sub-
stituted its own forms of primitive rebellion and crime.

What part if any, do bandits play in these transformations of
society? As individuals, they are not so much political or sacial
rebels, let alone revolutionarics, as pcasants who rcfuse to sub-
mit, and in doing so stand out from their fellows, or even more
simply, men who find themselves excluded from the usual
carcer of their kind, and therefore forced into outlawry and
‘crime’. En masse, they are little more than symptoms of crisis
and tension in their society — of famine, pestilence, wur or any-
thing else that disrupts it. Banditry itself is therefore not a pro-
gramme for peasant society but a form of self-help to escape it
in particular circumstances. Bandits. except for their willing-
ness or capacity to refuse individual submission, have no ideas
other than those of the peasantry (or the section of the peas-
antry) of which they form a part. They are activists and not
ideologists or prophets from whom novel visions or plans
of social and political organization are to bc cxpected. They
are leaders, in so far as tough and self-reliant men often with



1. The death ir. 1818 of Gactano Meomartino (*Vardarelli*) oi
Apulia, a revolutionary brigand who joined the Carbonari
c. 1816 -17.

strong personalitics and military talents are likely to play such
a role; but cven then their function is to hack out the way and
not to discover it. Severul of the brigand chiefs ol southern
Italy in thc 1860s, such as Crocco and Ninco Nanco,* showed

**Crocco’ (Carmine Donatellt), « furm-labourer i.na cowherd, had jpined
the Bourbon army, killcd a comrade in a brawl, deserted and lived as un
outlaw for tcn ycars. He joined the liberal irsurgents in 1860 in the hope
of an amnesty for his past offences, and subscquently became the most
formidable guerilla chief and leader of 1aen on the Bousbon side. He lutor
escaped to the Papal States, wus handed over Lo the Habian government and
sentenced Lo jife-imprisonment. In jail, many years Liter. ho wrote an in-
teresting autobiography. ‘Ninco Nanco' (Giuseppe Nicola Summa), a land-
Jess labourer from Avigliano, had escaped Irom juil during the Gasibaldian
liberation of 1860. As Crocco’s lieutenart ke also demounstrated brillinnt
gifts as a guerilla. Killed in 1364.



26 Bandits

gifts of generalship which won the admiration of the officers
who fought them, but though the ‘years of the brigands® are one
of the rarc examples of a4 major peasant rising captaincd by
social banditry, at no stage did the brigand lcaders appear to ask
their followers Lo occupy the lund, and sometimes they even
appeared incapable of conceiving of what would today be called
‘agrarian reform’.

Insofar us bandits have a ‘programme’, it is the defence or
restoration of the traditional order of things ‘as it should be’
(which in traditional societies means as it is helieved to have
been in some rea! or mvthical past). They right wrongs, they
correct and avenge cases of injustice, and in doing so apply a
more genera| criterion of just and &Elg_t_igis’bm men
in general, and especially between the rich and the poor, the
strong and the weak. This is 2 modest aim, which leaves the
rich_to exploit the poor (but no more than is traditionally ac-
cepted as ‘fair'), the strong to oppress the weak (but within the
limits of what is equitable, and mindful of their social and
moral duties). It demands not that there should be no more
lords, or even that lords should not be expected to take their
serfs’ women, but only that when they did, they should not
shirk the obligation to give their bastards an education.” In
this sense social bandits are reformers, not revolutionaries.

However, reformist or revolutionary, banditry itsclf docs
not constitute a so¢ial movemeni. It mav be a surrogate for it,
as when peasants admire Robin Hoods as their champions, for
want of any more positive activity by themsclves. It may cven
be a substitute for it, as when banditry becomes institutionalized
among some tough and combative section of the peasantry and
actually inhibits the development of other means of struggle.
Whether such cases occur has not been clearly established, but
there is some evidence that they may. Thus in Peru, the pres-
sure of the pecasantry for land rcform was (and in 1971 still
remained) notably weaker in the departments of Huanuco and
Apurimac, where agrarian problens were by no means less
acute, but where there was (and is) a very deeply rooted tra-

*1 take this example feom actual conversations with peasaats in Pero.
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dition of cattle-rustling and brigandage. Howevcr. the question
awaits serious investigation, like so many other aspects of
bunditry.*

Two_things may, however, turn this modest. if violent, social
objective of bandits — and the peasantry to whom they belong -
into_genuine_revolutionary movements. The firs( s, when it
becomes the symbol, even the spearhead. of resistance by the
whole of the traditional order apainst the forces which disrupt

and destroy jt, A social revolution is no less revolutionary be-
cause it takes place in the name of what the outside world
considers ‘reaction’ against what it considers ‘progress’. The
bandits of the kingdom of Naples, likc its peasantry, who rose
against the Jacobins and the foreigners in the name of PPope,
King und the Holy Faith were revolutionaries, as Pope and
King were not. (As an unusually sophisticated brigand lcader
in the 1860s told a captive lawyer, who claimed that he too was
for the Bourbons: *You're un educated man and u lawyer: do
you really believe we’re breaking our bones for Francis 11?7'$)?
They rose not for the reality of the Bourbon kingdom — many
of them hud indced helped to overthrow it a few months pre-
viously under Garibaldi — but for the ideal of the ‘good old’
society naturally symbaolized by the ideal of the ‘good old’
church and ‘good old” king. Bandits in politics tend to be such
revoluhonarx tradltmnahets CTmm

““The second reason why bandits become revolutionaries is in-
herent in peasant society. Even chose who accept exploitation,
oppression and subjection as the norm of human life dream of
a world without them: 3_world of cquality, brotherhood and
freedom, a totally new world without evil. Rarcly is this more
than a dream. Rarely is it more than an apocalyptic expectation,
though in many socictics the millennial dream persists, the Just
Bmperor will one day appear, the Queen of thc South Seas will

*] am grateful to Dr Mario Vasquez, Enricue Mayer, and various
officials of Zone X of Agrarian Reform (Central Teru) for some rclcvant
information.

1 Admittedly Cipriano La Gala, an illiterate ‘dealer’ from Nola, scu-

tenced for rdbhery with violence in 1855, escuped (romn jail in 1860, was not
tvpicat of the peasant-brigands.
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one day land (as in thc Javanese version of this submerged
hope), and all will be changed and perfect. Yet there are
moments when the apocalypse seemns imuninent; when the entire
structure of cxisting society whose total end the apocalypse
symbolizes and predicts, actually looks about to collapse in
tuins, and the tiny light of hope turns into the light of u possible
sunrisc.

At such moments bandits are also swept away, like evervone
else. Are they not blood of the people’s blood? Are they not
men who, in their own limited way, have shown that the wild
life in the greenwood can bring liberty, equality and fraternity
o thosc who pay the price of homelessness, danger and almost
certain death? (The Brazilian cangaceiro [bandit] bands have
been seriously compared by a modern sociologist to ‘a sort of
brotherhood or lay confraternity’, and observers were struck by
the unparallelled honesty of personal relations within the
bands.)® Do they not, consciously or unconsclously, recognize
the superiority of the millenial or revolutionary movement to
their own activities?

Indeed, nothing is more striking than 'this subordinate co-
existence of banditry with major peasant revolution, of which
it thus often serves as a precursor. The arca of Andalusia tradi-
tionally associated with bandoleros, ‘noble’ or otherwise, be-
came the area traditionally associated with rural anarchism a
decade or two after their decline. The sertdo* of north-eastern
Brazil, which was the classical home of the cangaceiros, was
also that of the santos, the rural mcssianic Icaders. Both
flourished togcther, but the saints were greater. The great
bandit Tampido, in one of the innumerable balluds which
cclcbrate his cxploits,

Swore to be avenged on all

Saying in this waorld 'l respect

Father Cicero and no one else.l”
And it was, as we shall see, from Father Cicero, the Messiah of
Juazeiro, that public opinion derived Lumpido's ‘official’ cre-

*The back country of north-castern Brazil beyond the frontiers of con-
centrated settlement.
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dentials. Social banditry and millenarianism - the most primi-
tive forins of refuorm and revolution go together historically.
And when the great apocalyptic moments come, the brigand
bands, their numbers swollen by the time of tribulation and
expectation, may insensibly turn into something else. They
may, as in Java, merge with the vast mobilizations of villagers
who abandon field and house to rove the countryside in exalted
hope; they may, as in southern Italy in 1861, find themselves
expanding into peasant armies. They may, like Crocco in 1860,
cease to be bandits and become soldiers of the revolution.

When bandiiry thus mcrges into a large movement, it be-
comes part of a force which can and does change society. Since
the horizons of social bundits are narrow and circumscribed,
like those of the peasantry itself, the results of their interven-
tions into history may not be those they expected. They may
be the opposite of what they expected. But this does not make
banditry any less of a historical force. And in any case, how
many of those who made the great social revolutions of the
world foresaw the actual results of their endeavours?



2
Who becomes a Bandit? .

In Bulguria only shepherds, cowmen and haiduks are free.
Panayor Hitov?

Banditry is freedom, but in a peasant society few can be free.
Most arc shackled by the double chains of lordship and labour,

the one reinfo ther. For what makes peasants the
victi authority and coercion is not so much their economic

vulngrability they are indeed as often as not virtually self-
sufficient — as thejr immobility. Their roots are in the land and
the homestead, and there they must stay like trees, or rather
like sca-anemoncs or other sessile aquatic animals which settle
down after a phase of youthful mobility. Once a man is married
and on his holding, he is tied. The fields must be sown and
harvested: cven peasant rebellions must stop for the getting in
of crops. The fences cannot be left too long unmended. Wife
and children 2aachor a man to an identifiable spot. Only catas-
trophe, the approach of the millennium, or the grave decision
to emigrate, can interrupt the fixed cycle of farming life, but
even the emigrant must soon settle down again on some other
holding, unless he ceascs to be a peusunt. The peasunt’s back is
bent socially, because it must generally be bent in physical
labour on his feld.

This seriously limits the recruitment of bandits. It does not
make it impossible for an adult peasant to turn bandit, but
nevertheless it is very difficult, all the more so as the annual
cycle of robbery follows the same rhythm as thut of agriculture,
being at its height in spring and summer, in recess during the
bare and snowy seasons. (However, communities for whom
raiding provides a regular part of their income must combine
it with agriculture or pastoralism, and hence their banditry
occurs during the off-scason. as with the tribal chuars* of

* Asricultural-cum-raidir.g tribesmen of the jungle districts in Midnapur
(Bengal).
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Midnapur [Bengal] in the early nineteenth century; or ¢lse it is
carried out by special raiding parties, who leave behind enough
people to carry out the zgricultural work.) If we want to under-
stand the social composition of banditry, we must thercfore
look primarily at the mobile margin of pessant society.

The first and probably the most important source of bagdits
is in those forms of rural economy or rural envirpnment which
have relatively small labour demands, or which ire too poor to
employ all their able-bodied me¢n; in other words in the rural
surplus population. Pastoral economies and areas of mountain
and poor soil, which often go togcther. provide a permanent
surplus of this kind, which tends to develop its own institution-
alized outlets in traditional societies: seasonal emigration (as
from the Alps or the Kabyle mountains in Algeria), the supply
of soldiers (as in Switzerland, Albania, Corsica and Nepal),
raiding or bunditry, *Minifundismr’ (i.e. the prevalence of hold-
ings too small to maintain a family) may have the same cffect.
So, for even mare obvious reasons, may landlessness. The rural
prolctarian, uncmployed for a large part of the year, is ‘maobi-
lizablc' as the pcasant is not. Of the 328 ‘brigands’ or rather,
rural insurgents and guerrillus) whose cases were up for review
in 1863 by thc Court of Appcal in Catznzaro (Calabria, 1taly).
201 were described as farm-hands or day-labourcrs, only fifty-
one as peasants, four us farmers, twenty-four as artisans? Tt
is obvious that in such cnvironmen’s there arc not only plenty
of men who can cut loose, at least for a period, from the rural
economy, bul who must look for other sources of income.
Nothing is morc natural than that somc of them should become
bandits, or that mountain and pastoral regions in particular
should be the classical zones for such vutlawry.

Even so, not everyonc in such regions is cqually likely to
become an outlaw. However, there are always groups whose
social position gives themn the necessary freedom of aclion. The
most important of them is the age-group of MAIC youth between
puberty and marrjage, i.c. before the weight of full family re-
sponsibilities has begun to bend men's bucks. (1 am told that in
countries which permit easy unilatcrzl divorcc, the time between
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the casting-off of one wife and remarriage may be another such
episode of relative freedom, but, as with the analogous situa-
tion of widowers, this can only be so wherc there are no small
children to be looked after, or where kinsfolk can be got to take
care of them.) Even in peasant societies, youth is a phasc of in-
dependence and potential rcbellion. Young men, often united
in formal or informal age bands, can move from job to job,

2. In Asian deltas and archipelagos there was no clear distinclion
between bandits and pirates. Note the watching Jack Tar. From
Banditi and Robbers (1833).

fight and rove. The szégeny légeny (‘poor lads’) of the Hun-
garian plains were such potential brigands; harmlcss enough in
isolation, though not disinclined to rustle a head of horse or
two, but when upited in bands of twenty to thirty with their
headquarters in some secluded spot, easily passing over into
banditry. It has even been argued (by Eberhard) that the basic
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stock of Chinese banditry consisted essentially of this tempor-
ary vouthful village dissidence. At all events there is no doubt
whatever that the typicul bandit was a young man. Two-thirds
ol the bandits in the Basilicata of the 1860s were under twenty-
five years old. Forty-nine out of fifty-nine bandits in Lam-
bayeque (Peru) were bachclors.” Diego Corricntes, the classical
bandit-legend of Andalusia, died at twenty-four, Jano3ik, bis
Slovak equivalent, at twenty-five, Lampiio, thc great can-
gaceiro of the Brazilian north-east, started his career between
the ages of seventeen and twenty, the rcal-lifc Don José of
Carmen at the age of eighteen. Writers can be good observers:
‘Slim Mchmed', the hero of a Turkish bandit-novel, went into
the Taurus mountains us a teenager.

The second most important source of frce men are those who,
for onc rcason or another, are not integrated into rurul] society
and are therefore also Torced 1nto marginality or outlawry. The
bands ol rasboiniki (bandits) who flourished in the trackless
and thinly-populated spaces of old Russiu were composed of
such marginal men - - oiten migrants making for the open spaces
of thc south and east, where lordship, seridomn and government
had not yet arrived. in search of what was later to become the
consciously revolutionary prospect of Zemilya i Volya (I.and
und Freedom). Some of them did not get there at all, and they
all had to live while moving wlong. So the gscaped serfs, ruined
freemen. runaways from state or seignorial factorjes, from juil,
xe[ninary, army or navy, [pen_with no detcrmined place in
sogiety such s pricsts’ sons, formed or joined brigand bands,
which might merge with the raiding of former frontier com-
munities of free peasants such as the Cossacks and national
or tribal minoritics. (For Cossacks, see Chapter £ below.)

Among sach marginals, soldiers, deserters and ex-servicemen

played a significant part. There was good reason for the Tsar
to conscript his soldiers for life, for what amounted to life,
80 that their kinsfolk read the funeral service over them as they
bade them farewell at the end of the village. Men who come
biack from afar, masterless and landless, are a danger to the
stubility of the social hierarchy. Ex-scrvicemen like deserters
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are natural material for banditry. Time and again the leaders
of the brigands in southern Italy after 1860 are described as
‘ex-soldier of the Bourbon army' or ‘landless labourer, ex-
soldicr’. Indeed in some areas this transformation was normal.
Why, asked a progressive Bolivian in 1929, do the ex-service-
men who return to their settlements among the Aymara Indians
not act as educators and agents of civilization instead of ‘turn-
ing into loafers and degencratcs who become leaders of the
bandits of this region’?* The question was just, but rhetorical.
Ex-servicemen can act as leaders, educators and village cadres,
and afl socially revolutionary régimes usc their armies as
training schools for this purpose, but who would havc really
expected this in feudal Bolivia?

Few except rcturncd cx-soldiers are entirely if temporarily
outside the village economy, though still part of pcasant society
(as gypsies, and other fahrendes ¥V olk or vagrants normally are
not). Howevcr, the rural economy provides for u number of
jobs which are outside the common routinc of labour and the
immediate range of yocial control, whether by the rulers or the
public opinion of the ruled. There are, once again, the herds-
men, alone or with others of their kind - a special, sometimes
a secret group — on the high pastures during the season of
summer pasture, or roving as semi-nomads across the wide
plains. There are the armed men and ficld-guards, whose job is
not to labour, the drovers, carters and smugglers, bards und
others of the kind. They are not watched, but rather watchers
themselves. Indeed as often as not the mountains provide their
common world, into which landlords and ploughmen do not
enter, and where men do not talk much ubout what they see
and do. Here handits mect shepherds. and shepherds consider
whether to become bandits.

The sources of potential bundits we_have considered so far

are all collectiveg, that is to say social catcgories of men any

onc of whom is more likely to become a bandit thuan uny one of

the members_of some other _category. They are clearly very

important. For instance, they enable us to make brief, approxi-
mate, but not fundamentally misleading gencralizations sach
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as: ‘The charucteristic bandit unit in u highland area is likely
to consist of young herdsmen, landless labourers and ex-soldiers
and unlikely to contain married men with children or artisans.’
Such formulae do not e¢xhaust the question, but they do cover
a surprisingly large part of the field. For instance, of the south
Italian band-leaders in thc 1860s, those for whom we have
occupational descriptions include twenty-eight ‘shepherds’.
‘cow-herds’, ‘ex-servicemen’, ‘landicss labourers’ and ‘field
guards’ (or combinativns of these occupations) and only five
others> Neverthcless, there is another category of pofential
bandits, in some ways the most important, membership _of
which is, as it werc, individual and voluntary, though it may
well overlap wi s. This copsi the men who arc
unwilling to accept the meck and passive social role of the
subject peasant; the stiffnecked and reculcitrant, the individual
rebels. They are, in the classic familiar peasant phrase, the ‘men
who make themselves respected’.

There may not bc many of them in ordinary peasant society,
but there arc always some. These are the men who, when faced
with some act of injustice or persecution, do not yield meekly
to force or social superiority, but takc the path of resistance
and outlawry. For we must remember that, if resistance to such
acts of oppression is the characteristic sturt of a ‘noble’ rob-
ber’s career, Lor every resister there must be scores who accept
injustice. A Pancho Villu who defends the honour of a raped
sister is the exception in societies in which lords and their hench-
men do as they will with peasant girls. These are the men who
establish their right to be respected against all comers, includ-
ing other peasunts, by standing up and fighting — and in so
doing automatically usurp the social role of their ‘betters’ who,
as in the classic medieval ranking system, have the monopoly
of fighting. They may be the toughs, who advertise their tough-
ness by their swagger, their carrying of arms, sticks or clabs,
oven when peasants are not supposed to go armed, by the
cnsual and rakish costume and manner which symbolize tough-
ness. ‘The ‘bare-stick' of the old Chinese villuge (commonly
translated as ‘villuge bully’ by old China hands) wore his pig-




36 Bandits

tail loose, its end coiled round head and necck; his shoes de-
liberately down-at-heel; his leggings open to allow the expensive
Lining to show. He was often said (0 provoke the magistrate
‘out of sheer bravado'.® The vaguero (or cowpuncher) outfit of
the Mexican herd-riders which has become the classic cowboy
costume of the Westerns, and the more or less cquivalent styles
of gauchos and llaneros on the South-American plains, béryars*
on the Hungarian puszta, majos and flamencost in Spain, are
examples of similar symbols of unsubmissiveness in the western
world. Such symbolism reached perhaps its most elaborate ex-
pression in the gold- and steel-festooned costume of the Balkan
haiduk or klepht. For, as in all traditional and slow-changing
societies, even the loose group of the non-conformist poor be-
comes formalized and recognized by outward signs. The
rural tough'’s outfit is a code-which reads: ‘This man is not
tame.’

‘I'hose ‘wwho make themselves respected” do not automatically
become bandits, or at least not social bandits. They may fight
their way outl of the peasant’s lot by becoming village guards,
lord’s rctainers or soldicrs (which mcans ofticial bandits of
various kinds). They may look after themselves and become a
strong-arm rural bourgeoisie, like the Mafiosi of Sicily. They
may also become the kind of outlaws about whom mecen sing
ballads: champions, heroes and avengers. Theirs is an indi-
vidual rebellion, which is socially and politicully undeterinined,
and which ander normal - i.e. non-revolutionary — conditions is
not a vanguard of mass revolt, but rather the product and
counterpart of the general passivity of the poor. They are the
exception which proves the rule.

“These categaries more or less exhaust the sources which
supply pcasant bandits. However, we must bricfly consider two
other reservoirs of rural violence and robbery, which are some-

* Gauchos, flaneros: Argentinian and Colombian cowboys. Bétyars:
masterless and outcast men,
t Majo and flamenco are descriptions of a style of dress and behaviour

summarized in an eighteenth-century Spanish dictionury as ‘the muan who
affects valour and panache in word and cction’.
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times rightly, but in most cases quite mistakenly, confused with
peasant banditry: ‘robber baruns’ und ¢riminals.

Tt stands to reason that i verished coun entlemen pro-
vide an cndless supply of toughs. Arms are their privilege, fight-
ing their vocation and the busis of their system of values. A
good deal of this violence is institutionalized in such pursuits
as hunting, the defence of personal and family ‘honour’ by
duels and vengeance and suchlike, or channclicd by careful
governments into politically useful or at least harmless outlets
such as military service and colonial adventure. Dumas’ys Mus-
keteers, the products of that well-known nursery of impecuni-
ous gentlemen, Gascony, were plainly little more than officially
licensed bullies with a pedigree, apalogous to the peasunt or
shepherd roughnecks hired as guards by Italian or Iberian lati-
fundists. So were many of the Spanish conquistadores. There
are, however, situations, in which such pauper squires become
actual outlaws and robbers (see Chapter 6 below). We may
guess that the outlaw gentleman is most likely to enter the realm
of popular myth and buallad (a) when he can form part of a
general movement of resistance by some archaic society against
outsiders or foreign conquest; or (b) when there is only a
feeble tradition of active peasant rebellion against seignorial
injustice. He is least likely to enter it where the element of class
struggle is most pronounced, though of coursc in countrics
with a high proportion of ‘gentlemen’, such as Poland, ITungary
nnd Spain, where they formed perhaps ten per cent of the total
population, they provided a lurge public for ballads and ro-
mances about themselves.*

There is an even sharper division between peasant bandits

*The classification o bandit songs an¢ ballads 15 complicated by two
factors. First, the tendency o’ 'ofticial’ culture to upgrade them socially as
the price of assirmlating tham, i.e. to turn Robin Hood into a wronged Darl
of Huntingdon; second, the tendency of all frcc men in feudal types of rural
socicty Lo assimilate thelr own s:atus to the only familiar model of ‘freedony’,
1,0, the status of ‘robility’. Possibly the latter accounts for the beliel thut
unquestiorcd Hungarian peasar.t bandits of the nineteenth century, like
Bundor Résza and Sobry JOszi, were noblemen of old family; possibly the
former.
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and the criminal underworld of yrbap or vagrant clemcnts,
which existed in the interstices of rural society but clearly did
not belong Yo it I traditional societies criminals are almost by
definition outsiders, who form their own scparatc socicty, if not
actually an anti-society of the ‘bent’ which mirrors that of the
‘straight’. They normally speak their own special language
(argot, cant, calé, Rotwelsch). Their associations are with other
outcast occupations or communities, like the gypsies, who sup-
plied so much of the argot of the French and Spunish under-
world, the Jecws who provided even more vocabulary to the
German. (The bulk of peasant bandits speak no kind of argot,
but simply a version of the local peasant dialect.) They are
non-conformists, or rather anti-conformists in practice and
by ideology; on the devil's side rather than God's,*” or if re-
ligious, Lhen on the side of heresy against orthodoxy. In the
scycnteenth century Christian villains in Germany petitioned
to join the religious services of the Jews in jail, and there is
quite strong evidence (echoed in Schiller’s play The Robbers)
that eighteenth-century German bands provided a refuge [or
libertinist or antinomian sectarians, such as survivors of central-
German anabaptism.? Peasant bandits are in no sense hetero-
dox, but share the value-system of ordinary peasants, including
their piety, and their suspicion of out-groups. (Thus, except in
the Balkans, most central and east European social bandits
were anti-semitic.)

Where bands of criminal robbers roam the countryside, as in
parts of central Europe in the seventeenth and eighteenth cen-
turies, or in Tndia, they cun therefore normally be distinguished
from social bandits both by their composition and their mode
of operation. They are likely to consist of members of ‘criminal
tribes and castes', or individuals from outcast groups. Thus the
Crefeld and Ncuss gang of the 1790s, like Keil's gang, was
composed largely of knife-grinders, while in Hesse-Waldeck
there was a gang composed mainly of rag-and-bone men. About

+ *‘A robber who had not made a pact with the devit was unthinkable,
especially in the sixteenth century, and until recent times the devil has oocu-
pied the first place ia tho dogmatic system of the robbers."
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half of the Salembier gang which made the Pas-de-Calais un-
safe in the same period were hawkers, dealers in second-hand
goods, fairground people and the likc. The formidable Low
Countries gang, with most of its various sub-units, was largely
Jewish. And so on. Criminal vocations were often hereditary:
the Bavarian woman robber Schattinger had a family tradition
of two hundred years to look back upon, and more than twenty
of her kin, including her father and sisler, were in jail or had
been executed.’ It is not surprising that they did not seck the
sympathy of the peasantry, since they, like all the ‘straight’
people, were their enemies, oppressors and victims. Criminal
bands thus lacked the lacal roots of social bandits, but at the
same time thecy were not confined by the limits of the territory
beyond which social bandits could rarely venture in safety.
They formed part of large, if loose networks of an underworld
which might stretch over half a continent, and would certainly
extend into the cities which were terra incognita for peasant
bundits who feared and hated them. For vagrants, nomads,
criminals and their like, the kind of arca within which most
social bandits lived out their lives was merely a location for so
many markets or fairs a year, a place for occasional raids, or at
most (for instance if strategically placed near scveral frontiers)
a suitable headquarters for wider operations.

Nevertheless, criminal robbers cannot be simply excluded
from the study of social banditry. In the first place, where for
onc reason or another social banditry did not flourish or had
died out, suitable criminal robbers might well be ideulized and
given the attributes of Robin Hood, especially when they con-
centrated on holding up merchants, rich travellers, and others
who enjoyed no great sympathy among the poor. Thus in
eighteenth-century France, England and Germany celebrated
underworld characters like Dick Turpin, Cartouche and Schin-
derhannes substituted for the genuine Robin Hoods who had
disappeared from these countries by that time.*

*Dick Turpin 1705-39Y; Carlouche 1693-1721; ‘Schindcrhannes’
(Johannes Pueckler) 1783 -1803. The other Fiench bandit-heto of tho
eightcenth ccatury, Robert Mandrin, 1724-55 was u somcwhat less
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In the second place, involuntary outcasts from the peasantry,
such as the ex-soldicrs, deserters and marauders who abounded
in periods of disorder, war or its aftermath, provided a link
between social and anti-social banditry, Such men would have
fitted easily into social bands, but attached themselves with
equal case to the others, bringing to them some of the values
and assumptivns of their native environment. In the third place,
old-establishcd and permanent pre-industrial empires had long
developed a double underworld : not only that of the outcast,
but also that of unofficial mutual defence and opposition, as
typificd by the great and long-lasting secret societies of Im-
perial China or Vietnam, or perhaps by bodies like the Sicilian
Mafia. Such unofficial political systeins and networks.. which
arc still very poorly understoud and known, might reach out to
all who were outside and against the official structure of power,
including both social bandits und the outsider groups. They
might, for instance, provide both with the alliances and re-
sources which, under certain circumstances, turncd banditry
into a nucleus of effective political rebellion.

However, though in practice social banditry cannot ulways be
clearly separated from other kinds of banditry, this does not
affect the fundamental anzlysis of the social bandit as a special
type of pcasant protest and rebellion. ‘This is what forms the
main subject of the present book.

unsuitable candidate for :dealization. He was u professinonal smuggler from
the Franco-Swiss border region, a trade never considered criminal by any-
body except governments; and he was engaged on a campaign of vengeance.
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The Noble Robber

On that night the moon was dim and the light of the stars filled the sky.
They had gone but a littlc more than threo milcs when they saw the
crowd of carts and upon the banners over them v/as written clearly *The
grain of the righteous and Loyal Robbers’ Lair’.

The Shul Hua Chuan'

WICKED: A maa who kills Christians without a deep reason.
From a word association test giver ia the fumous Calabrlan band!t Masolino.®

Robin Hood, the noble robber, is the most famous and uni-
versally popular type of bandit, the most common hero of
ballad and song in theory, though scarcely in praclice. * There is
no mystery in this disproportion between legend and fact, any
more than there is in the divergence between the realities of
medieval knighthood and the dream of chivalry. Robin Hood
is what all peasant bandits should be, but in the nature of
things, few of them have the idealism, the unscifishness, or the
social consciousness to live up to their role, and perhaps few
can afford to. Still, the ones who do - and gennine Robin Hoods
have been known - enjoy the vencration duc to herocs, even to
saints. Diego Corrientes (1757-81), the noble robber of Anda-
lusia, was, according to popular opinion, similar to Christ: he
was betrayed, delivered to Scville on a Sunday, tried on a I'ri-
day in March, and yet had killed nobody.® The reul Juro
Janodik (1688 -1713) was, likc most social bandits, a provincial
robber in some lost corner of the Carpathians whose existence
would barely attract the attention of the authorities in the capi-

* For the purposes of this book Robin Hood is pure myth. As it hup-
pens, thongh ballads about him go back to the fourtcenth centuny, he
was not commonly regaided as a here until the sixteenth centiy  The
question whether a real Robin Hood existed, or whar medicval Eaglish
bands were likc in the green woods, must be left to cxpeity in the his-
tory of the Middle Ages.



42 Bandits

tal. But literally bundreds of songs about him survive to the
present day. On the other hand, such is the need for heroes and
champions, that if there are no real ones, unsuitable candidates
are pressed into gervice. In real life most Robin Hoods were far
from noble.

It is thereforc as well to begin with the ‘image’ of the noble
robber, which defines both his sacial role and his relationship

3. 'Iiree heroes of the Robin Hoad cycle in the seventeenth-
century Roxburghe Ballads, Note the longbow, a commoner’s
weapon.

with the common peasants. His role is that of the champion,
the righter of wrongs, the bringer of justice and social equity.
His relation with the peasants is thal of total solidarity and
identity. ‘lhe ‘image’ reflects both. It may be summarized in
nine points.

First, the noble robber begins his career of outlawry not by
critne, but as the victim of injustice. or through being persecuted
by the authoritics for some act which they, but not the custom
of his people, consider as criminal.

Second, he ‘rights wrongs’.

Third, he ‘takes from the rich to give to the poor’.

Fourth, he ‘never kills but in self-defence or just revenge’.

Fifth, if he survives, he returns to his peoplc as an honour-
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able citizen and member of the community. Indeed, he never
actually leaves the community.

Sixth, he is admired, helped and supported by his people.

Seventh, he dies invariably and only through treason, since
no decent member of the community would help the authorities
against him.

Lighth, he is  at lcast in theory — invisible and invulnerable.

Ninth, he is not the enemy of the king or emperor, who i8 the
fount of justice, but only of the local gentry, clergy or other
OPPIessors.

Indeed, the facts largely confirm the image, insofar as it
represents reality and not wish-fulfilment. Social baadits do,
in the great majority of recorded cascs, begin their carcer with
some non-criminal dispute, affair of ‘honour or as victims of
what they and their neighbours fecl to be injustice (which may
be no more than the automatic consequencc of a dispute
between one of the poor and one of the rich and influential).
Angelo Duca or ‘Angiolillo’ (1760-84), a Neapolitun bamdit of
the cighteenth century, became an outlaw over some dispute
about strayed cattle with a field-guard of the Duke of Murtina;
Pancho Villa in Mexico rcvenging the honour of his sister
against a landowner; Labaréda, like practically all Brazilian
cangaceiros. over an affair of fumily honour; Giuliano as a
young smuggler - as honourable a trade as any in the moun-
tains - for resisting a revenue man whom he was too poor to
bribe. And so on. And indeed it i8 ¢ssential for the Robin Hood
to start in this way, for if he were to be a real criminal, by the
moral stundards of his community, how could he enjoy its
unqualified support?

To begin as the victim of injustice is to be imbued with the
need to right at least one wrong: the bandit's own. It is natural
coough that real bundits often demonstrate that ‘savage spirit
of justice’ which observers noted in José Maria ‘El Tempranillo’
(the original Don José of Carmen) who operated in the Andalu-
sian hills. Tn the legend this righting of wiongs often takes the
form of a literal transfer of wealth. Jesse James (1847-82) is
supposcd to have lent a poor widow $800 to mcct her debt to
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a banker, then to have held up the banker and taken the moncy
back; an imprabable story from all we know of the James
brothers.* In cxtreme cases, as in Schiller’s drama The Robbers,
the noble bandit offers his own life in exchange for justice for
some pnor man. Just so in real life (or was it in contemporary
legend?) Zclim Khan, the Robin Hood of early twentieth-
century Daghestan, corncred in a mountain cave, sent word
through a shepherd to the opposing commander :

‘Go tell the chief of the district that I shall give myself up 10 him
when he shows me a lelegram on a paper from the 'I'sar saying he
will withdraw all fines imposed on innocents; 2nd furthermore that
a [ree pardon will be issued to i1l detained and exiled on acrount of
me. But if not, then tell Prince Karavlov that this very night, before
midnight, 1 shall escape from this cave, in spitc of cverything and
everyone. 'Lill then I await his answer.’

In practice rough justice is more likcly to take the farm of
vengeance and retribution. Zelim Khan, to guote him again,
wrote to a Moslem officer, a certain Donugsyev :

‘Take note that I kill the representatives of authority because they
have illegally exiled my poor pcople to Siberia. When Col. Popov
was head of Grozniy district there was an uprising, and the repre-
scatatives of authority and the army fclt they had to assert therm-
selves by massacring several poor unfortunates. When I heard this
T assemblcd my band and looted a truin at Kadi-Yurt. There I killed
Russians for vengeance,”

Whatever the actual practice, there is no doubt that the bandit
is considered an agent of justice, indeed a restorer of morulity,
and often considers himself as such.

‘Whether he takes fromn the rich to give to the poor is a
much-debated question, though it is evident that he cannot
allord to take from the local poor if he is to retain their support
against the authorities. There is no question that ‘noble’ bandits
have the reputation of redistributing wealth. ‘Banditry in Lam-
bayeque has always been distinguished’, writes Colonel of the

* The identical story is told of Mat: Cosido, the leading soctal bandit of
the Argontine Chaco in the 1930s.
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Guardia Civil Victor Zapata, ‘by its gallantry, valour, finesse
and the disinterestedness of the brigands. Neither bloadthirsty
nor cruel, these used, in most cases, to distribute their booty
among the poor and hungry, thus showing that they were not
lost to feelings of charity and had not hardened their hearts."
The distinction between bandits who have this reputation and
those who have not is very clear in the mind of the local
population, including (as the above quotativn suggests) the
police itsclf. There is also no -question that some bandits do
sometimes give to the poor, whether in the form of individual
beneficence or indiscriminate largesse. Pancho Villa distributed
the proceeds of his first major coup as follows: five thousand
pesos to his mother, four thousand to the families of relatives
and

I bought a milor’s shop for a man named Antonio Retana who
had very poor eyesight and a large and needy family. I hired a
man to run it and gave him thc samc amount of money, And so
it went on. By the end of cight or tcn moaths all that [ had left
of the 50,000 pesos went to help people in need §

On the other hand Luis Pardo, the Robin Hood of Peruvian
banditry (1874-1909) scems to have preferred scattering hand-
fuls of silver among the crowds at fiestas, as in his native town
of Chiquian, or ‘sheets, soap, biscuits, tins of food, candles etc.’,
bought in the local shops, as in Llacla.” No doubt, many
bandits may have gained their reputation for generasity simply
through paying generously for the services, food and shelter
of the local population. This, at least, is the view of Esteban
Montejo, an unromantic ancient Cuban disinclined to sentimen-
talize the bandits of his youth.? Still, even hc admits that
‘when they robbed a good big sum, they went and shared it
out’. Naturally in pre-industrial societies liberulity and charity
are a moral obligation for the “‘good’ man of power and wealth.
Sometimes, as among the dacoits of India, they are formally
institutionalized. The Badhiaks - most famous of robber com-
munitics in northern India ~ set aside 4,500 rupees out of a
haul of 40,000 for sacrifice to the gods and charity, Thc Minas
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were celebrated for their charity.! Converscly, there arc no
ballads about the rather insolvent bandits of Piura, a fact which
the student of Peruvian bunditry explaing by their being too
poor to distribute their loot to the other poor. In other words,
taking from the rich and giving Lo the poor is a familiar and
established custom, or at lcast an ideal moral obligation,
whether in the grecn wood of Sherwood Forest or in the
American south-west of Billy the Kid who, the story goes, ‘was
good to Mcxicans. He was like Robin Hood; he'd steal from
white people and give it to the Mcxicans, so they thought he
was all right.’tt

Modcration in the use of violence is an equally important
part of the Robin Hood image. ‘He robs the rich, helps the poor
and kills nobody’, ran the phrase about Diego Corrientes of
Andsulusia. Ch'ao Kai, one of the bandit leaders in the classic
Chinese Water Margin novel, asks after a raid: ‘Was no man
killed?', and when told that nobody was hurt ‘Ch’ao Kai,
hcaring this, was mightilv pleased and said “From this day
on we are not to injure people”.”! Melnikov, an ex-Cossack
operating near Orenburg ‘killed but rzrely’. The Catalan
brigands of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, at least in
the ballads, must kill only in defence of their honour; even
Jesse James and Billy the Kid wcre required by their legend
to kill only in sclf-defence or for other just causes. This absten-
tion from wanton violence is all the morc astonishing, since
the sort of environment in which bandits operate is8 often onc
in which all men go armed, where killing is normal, and where
in any case the safest maxim is to shoot first and ask questions
later. In any case it is hard to suppose that any of their con-
temporaries Who knew them seriously believed that the James
brothers or Billy the Kid thonght twice about killing anyone in
their way.

Whether any real buandit was ever in a position to live con-
sistently up to this moral requirement of his status is therefore
very doubiful. Whether hc was ever really expected to, is
also by no means clear: for though the moral imperatives of
a peasant society are sharp and defined, men used to poverty
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and helplessness usnally make an equally sharp distinction be-
tween those commandments which are genuinely binding in
virtually all circumstances — c.g. not talking to the police —
and those which, from necessity or destitution, can be dispensed
with.* And yet, the very familiarity of killing and vialence
makes men extremely sensitive to moral distinctions which
escape more pacific societies. There is just or legitimate killing
and unjust, unnecessary and wanton murder; there are honour-
able and shameful acts. This distinction applics both to thc
judgement of those who are the potential victims of armed
violence, the peaceable submissive peasantry, and to the fighters
themselves, whose code may well be a rough chivalry, which
frowns on the killing of the helpless, and even on the ‘unfair’
attacks on recognizcd and open adversaries such as the local
police, with whom the bandit may be linked in mutual respect.
(The rules which apply to outsidcrs arc rather different.)t What-
ever the definition of ‘just’ killing, the ‘noble bandit’ must at
least seek to remain within it, and it is probable that the true
social bandit does. We shall have occasion later to consider
the type of bandit to whom this limitation does not apply.

Since the social bandit is not a criminal, he has no difficulty
in rejoining his community as a respected member when he
ceases to be an outlaw.} The documents are unanimous on this
point. Indeed, he may never actually leave it. In most cases he is

*Juan Martinez Alicr has made this point with great forcc on the basis
of a scries of interviews with rural labourers in Andalusia in 1964-5.1*

1 Yashar Kemal's novel Mehmed My Hawk gives some good illustrations
of this relationship, The hero warns the local sergeant, who spends maost of
his tisac pursuing bandits, to take cover when he happens to surprisc him.
Conversely, the sergeant has cornered Mehmed in a mountain cave, with
his wife, new-born baby and another woman, To save them Mehmcd offers
to give himself up. The sergeant advances to take his surrender, but one of
the women taunts him: ‘You think you have captured him in fuir fight, but
you have only won because he cannot et the child dic.’ And the sergeant
cannot bring himself to take the cclcbrated outlaw in, for there would be
no gloty in such a victory: be lets him escape.

11.uis Borrego, companion to the fumous ‘Pl Tempranillo®, even managed
subsequently to become the mayor of tho township of Benamoji; admittedly
a scttlement which has traditionally shown no bias against bandits.?
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likcly to operate within the territory of his village or kinsfolk,
being maintained by them as a matter of family duly us well
as common sense, for if they did not feed him, would he not be
obliged to become i common robter? The point is made with
equal conviction by a Habsburg student of Bosnia and a
Corsican official of the French Republic: “Better to feed them
than that they should steal.'* In remotc and inaccessible areas.
where the agents of authority enter only on occusional forays,
the bandit may actually live in the village, unless word should
come that the police are on the way; thus in the wilds of
Calabria or Sicily. Indecd in the real back country, where law
and government leave only the faintest trace, the bandit may be
not only tolerated and protccted, but a leading member of the
commuaity, as often in the Baulkans.

Consider the case of a certain Kota Christov of Roulia, in
the depths of late nincteenth<century Macedonia. He was the
most feared bandleader of the region, but at the same timc the
recognized leading citizen of his village, its heudinun, shop-
keeper, innkeeper und jack of all trades. On behalf of his village
he resisted the local (inostly Albanian) landowners and defied
the Turkish officials who came to requisition food for soldiers
and gendarmcs, with whom he always passcd the time of day
and who never attempted to disturb him. A devout Christian, he
knelt before the shrine at the Byzantine mon:stery of the Holy
Trinity after every one of his exploits. and deplored the wantan
killing of Cluwistians, though not, we may suppase, Albaniuns of
any rcligion.* Kota was unquestionably not a simple robber,
and though extremely shaky by modcern ideological standards —
he fonght first for the Turks, then for the Internal Maccdonian
Revolutionary Organization, luter still for thc Greeks - a
systematic defender of “his’ pcople’s rights against injustice and
oppression. Morcover, he seems to have made a clear distinction
between permissible and impermissible attacks, which may
reflect either a seasc of justice or of local politics; at all events
he expelled two of his band for killing o ccrtain Abdin Bey,

* Curiously enough, he became a hero umorg the Albanians, who have a
song about him,*?
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though he had himself dispatched a number of othcr local
tyrants. The only reason why such a man cannot be simply
classiticd as a social bandit is that in the political conditions of
Turkish Macedonia, he was hardly an outlaw at all, at least for
most ol the time. Where the bonds of government and lordship
were loose, Robin Ilood was a recognized community leader.
It is only natural that the people’s champion should not only
be, by local stundards, honest and respectable, but entirely
admirable. As we have seen, the Robin Hood ‘image’ insists on
morally positive actions such as robbing the rich and not killing
too much, but more than this, it insists on the standard attri-
butes of the morally approved citizen. Peasant societies make
very clear distinctions between the social bandits who deserve,
or are believed to deserve, such approval, and those who,
though sometimes celebrated, feared and even admired, do not.
Several languagcs indced have scparate words for these different
types of robbers. There are plenty of ballads v/hich end with
the famous robber confessing his sins on his deathbed, or
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4. Autograph of Musolino. 'The famous Calabrian brigand recalls
a dream in juil aml writes a prose close to poctry.

atoning for his awful deeds, likc the haiduk voivode Indje,
whom the earth vomited forth three times before he found rest
in his grave when a dead dog was placed in it with him.!® That
is not the fate of the noble robber, for he has committcd no
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sin. On the contrary, the people pray for his safety, like the
women of San Stefano in Aspromonte (Calabria) for the great
Musolino .

Musolino i3 innocent.

‘I'hey have condemned him unjustly:

Oh Madonna, oh Saint Joseph,

Let him always be under your protection ...

Oh Jesus, oh my Madonna,

Keep him from all harm

Now and forever, so let it be.
Tor the noble bandit is good. To take a case where reality and
image arc in some conflict, Jesse James was supposed never to
have robbed preachers, widows, orphans or ex-Confederates.
What is more, he was supposed to have been a1 devout Baptist
who taught in a church singing school. The dirt-farmers of
Missouri could hardly go further in establishing his moral bona
fides.

A man of this sort would naturally be helped by one and all,
and since nobody would help the law against himn, and he would
be virtually beyond discovery by clumsy soldiers and gen-
darmes in the country he knew so well, only treason could
lead to his capture. As the Spanish ballad has it :

Two thousand escudos of silver
They will give for his head alone.
Many would win the prize,

But nobwly can succeed,

Onlv a comrade couli,®

In practice as well as in theory bandits perish by trcason,
though the police may claim the credit, us with Giuliano. (There
is even a Corsican proverb about this: *Killed after death, like
a bandit by the police’.) The ballads and tules are full of these
execrated traitors, from the time of Robin Hood himself to the
twentieth century: Robert Ford, who betrayed Jesse James,
Pat Garrett, the Judas of Billy the Kid, or Jim Murphy who
gave away Sam Bass:

Oh what a scorching Jim will get
When Gabricl blows his horn.
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But so arc the documcnted storics of the death of bandits:
Oleksa Dovbus, the Carpathian bandit of the eighteenth cen-
tury, did not die through the betrayal of his mistress BrZika, as
the songs have it, but he was killed by the peasant Stepan
Dzvinka, whom he had ailed, shot in the buck. Salvatore
Giuliano was betrayed, and so were Angiolillo and Diego
Corrientes. For how else could such men die?

Were they not invisible and invulnerable? ‘People’s bandits’
arc always believed to be, probably unlike other desperadoes,
and the belief reflects their identification with the peasantry.
They are always going about the countryside in impenctrable
disguises, or in the dress of an ordinary man, unrecognized by
the forces of authority until they reveal themselves. For since
nobody will give them away and they are indistinguishable
from common men, they are as good as invisible. The anecdotes
merely give a symbolic cxpression to this relationship. Their
invulnerability seems to be a somewhat more complex pheno-
menon. To some extent it also reflects the security which bandits
havc among their people and on their own ground. To some
extent it expresses the wish that the people’s champion cannot
be defeuled, the sume sort of wish that produces the perennial
myths of the good king — and the good bandit — who has not
really died, but will come back one day to restore justice.
Refusal to believe in a robber’s death is a ¢certain criterion of
his ‘nobility’. Thus Sergeant Romano was not really killed, but
may still be seen roaming thc countryside secretly and in soli-
tude; Pernales (one of several Andalusian bandits about whom
such stories are tald) ‘really’ got away to Mexico; Jesse James
to California. For the bandit's detcat and dcath is the defeat
of his people; and what is worse, of hope. Men can live without
justice, and generally must, but they cannot live without hope.
~ However, the bandit’s invulnerability is not only symbolic. It
is almost invariably due to magic, which reflects the beneficent
interest of the divinilies in his affairs. South Italian brigands had
amulets blessed by Pope or King, and regarded themselves as
being unnder the protection of the virgin; thosc of southcrn
Peru appealed to Our Lady of Luren, those of north-eastern
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Brazil to the local holy men. In certain societies with strongly
institutionalized brigandage, such as south and south-eust Asia,
the magical element is even more highly developed and its
significance is perhaps clearer. Thus the traditfonal Javanese
‘rampok’ bznd is cssentially a ‘group formution of a magical-
mystical nature’, and its members arc united, in addition to
other bonds, by the ilinoe (elmu), a magical charm which may
consist of a word, an amulet, an adage, but sometimes simply
personal conviction, and which is in turn acquired by spiritual
exercises, meditation and the like, by gift or purchasc, or which
comes to a man at birth. designating him for his vocation. It is
this which muakes robbers invisible and invulnerable, paralyses
their victims or sends them to sleep, and allows them to fix, by
divinarion, the place, day and hour of their cxploits — but also
forbids them to vary the plan once it hzas been divinely deter-
mined. The interesting point about this Indoncsian bandit magic
is that it can under cerlain circumstances be generalized. At
moments of high millcnnial excitement, when the masses them-
selves rise in cxpectation, they also bclieve themselves to be
magically invulnerable. Magic therefore may cxpress the
spiritual legitimacy of the bzndit’s action, the function of leader-
ship in the band, the compelling force of the cause. But perhaps
it may also be seen as a sort of double insurance policy: one
which supplements human skill,* but which also explains
human failure. For if thc omens have been read wrongly, or
one or other of the magical conditions have not been fulfilled,
the defcat of the invulnerable hero does not imply the defeat
of the ideal which hc represents. And, alas, the poor and weak
know that their champions and detenders are not really in-

* {ndonesian bandit leaders have strong megic only if they also prove
their fitness to lead by succesy in action; the Aheriva dacoits of UP took
omens before their robleries, but very bravs jemadars {leaders) migh? not
bother to.1® A song about T.ampido puts the matier very clearly, as usual,
The gteat bandit was trcased by master Macuinba, a felticetro (witchdoctor
or magician) with the African magic which, us all kaow, is the strongest,
to make him invulnerable to guu and krife; but the wizard also told him,
n case of necd. to appeal to *Saint .egs, St Vigilant, St Rifle, St Suspicious,
St Lookout’, ctc.
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vulnerable. They may always rise again — but they will also be
defeuated und killed.

Finally, since thc noble robber is just, he cannot be in real
conflict with the fount of justice, whether divine or human.
There are a number of versions of the story of conflict and
reconciliation between bandjt and king. The Robin Hood cycle
alone contains several. The king, on the advice of evil coun-
scllors such as the Sheritf of Nottingham, pursues the noble
outlaw. They fight, but the king cannot vanquish him. Lhey
meet and the ruler, who naturally recognizes the outlaw’s virtue,
allows him to continue his good work, or even tukes himn into
his own service.¥* The symbolic meaning of these anccdotes is
clear. It is less evident that, if not actually true, they may still
rest on experiences which make them plausible enough to
people in the kind of environments in which banditry abounds.
Where the state is remote, incflective and weak, it will indeed be
tempted to come to terms with any local power-group it cannot
defeal. If robbers are successful enough, they have to be con-
ciliated just like any other centre of armed force. Every person
who lives in times when banditry has got out of hand knows
that local officiuls have to establish a working relationship with
robber chiefs, just as every citizen of New York knows that
the police has such relationships with the ‘mobs’ (se¢ below
p. 88). It is neither incredible nor unprecedented that famous
bandits should be pardoned and given official posts by thc
king, e.g. El 'Tempranillo (Non José) in Andalusia. Nor is it
incredible that Robin Hoods, whosc idcology is precisely the
same as that of the surrounding peasantry, should think of
themselves as ‘loyal and rightcous’. The only difficulty is that
the closer a bandit comes to the pcople’s ideal of a ‘noble
robber’, i.e. (0 being the socially conscious champion of the
rights of the poor, the lcss likely is it that the authorities will
open their arms to him. They are much more apt to treat him
as 2 social revolutionary and, hunt him down.

This should normally take thcm not more than two or three

* Historians have even tricd to autbenticate ths existence of Robin Hood
by scarching the royal accounts for wages paid to an R, Hood by tke king.
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5. The king pursues Robin Hood and then nukes his peace with
him: a familiar themc in the myth of the ‘noble’ robber.



1'he Noble Robber 55

years, the average span of a Robin Hood's career, unless he
operates in some very remote region and/or enjoys a very great
deal of political protection.* For if the authorities really bring
in enough troops (the effect of which is not so much to frighten
thc bandit but to make the life of the peasants who support
him miscrable), and if a sufficiently large reward is offered,
then his days are counted. Only modern, organized gucrrilla war
can resist under such conditions; but Robin Hoods are very far
from modern guerrillas; partly because they operute as leuders
of small bands, helpless outside their native territory, partly
because they are organizationally and ideologicilly too iarchaic.
Indeed, they are not even social or any kind of revolution-
aries, though the truc Robin Hood sympathizes with the revolu-
tionary aspirations of ‘his’ people and joins rcvolutions when
he can. We shall consider this aspect of banditry in a later
chapter. However, his object is comparatively modest. He pro-
tests not against the fact that peasants are poor and oppressed.
He sceks to cstablish or to re-estublish justice or ‘the old ways’,
that is to say, fair dealing in a society of oppression. He rights
wrongs. He docs not seek to establish a society of freedom and
equality. The stories that arc told about him record modest
triumphs: a widow's farm saved, a local tyvrant killed, an
imprisoned man sct frce, an unjust death avenged. At most ~
and the cdse is rare enough — he may, like Vardurelli in Apulia,
order bailiffs to give breud to their labourers, to permit the poor
to glean, or he may distribute salt frce, i.c. to cuncel taxes. (This
is an important function, which is why professional smugglers
like Mandrin, the hero of cighteenth-ventury French bandit-
myth, may acquire the Robin Hood halo without difficulty.)
The ordinarv Robin Hood can do little more, though, as we
shall see, there are societies in which banditry appears not
simply in the form of the occasional hero who gathers about
him the usual six to twenty men, but as i permanently estab-
Lished institution. Tn stich countries the revolutionary potential

¢ Janolik Iasted two yeurs, Diego Corrientcs three, Musolino two, most
of the south Italian brigands of the 1860s not more than two, but Giuliano
(1922~-50) seven, until he lost the goodwill of the Mafia.
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of robbers is considerably greater (see Chapter 5). The tradi-
tional ‘noble robber’ represents an extremely primitive form
of sociul protest, pcrhaps the most primitive there is. He is an
individual who refuses to bend his back, that is all. Most men
of his kind will, in non-revolutionary conditions, be sooner or
later tempted to take the easy road of turning into a simple
robber who preys on the poor as well as the rich (cxccept perhaps
in his native village), a rctdiner of the lords, a member of some
strong-arm squad which comes to terms with the structurcs of
official power. That is why the few who do not, or who are
believed to have remained uncontaminated, have so greal and
passionate a burden of admiration and longing laid upon them.
They cannot abolish oppression. But they do prove that justice
is possible, that poor men nced not be humble, helpless and
meek.*

That is why Robin Hood cannot dic, and why he is invented
even when he does not really exist. Poor men have need of him,
for he represents justice, without which, as Saint Augustine
observed, kingdoms are nothing but great robbery. That is
why thcy need him most, perhaps, when they cannot hope to
overthrow oppressicn, but merely scck its alleviation, even
when they half-accept the law which condemns the brigand,
who yct represents divine justice und a higher form of society
which is powerless to be born:

I the scriptures have fu:filled,

Though a wicked life T led

When the naked I beheld

I’ve clothed them and fed:

Sometime in a coat of winter's pride,
Sometime in russet grey,

The naked I've clothed and the hungry I've fed,
And the rich I've sent empty away.?

*1t iu significant that ths lcaders of legendary bunds are often presented
as personally weak or defective and :are ruraly supposed to be the strongest
membets of their vand. ‘For the J.ord wished (o prove by his example that
all of us, everyuna that is frightencd, humblc and poor, can do great deeds
if God will have it so.
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God himsclf almost repents
Having made the hwman race,
For all ix injustice,

Affliction and vanity,

And man, howiever pious,
Cannot but regard as cruel
The supreme Majesty.

Brazilian bandit-romance.*

Ah gentlemen, it T had heen able to read and write. I'd have destroyed
the human racc.

Michele Caruvo, shepherd and bandit,
captured at Denevento 1863

Moderation in Killing and violence belongs to the image of the
social bandits. We need not expect them as a group to live up
to the moral standards they accept and their public expects
from them, any more than the ordinary citizen. Nevertheless it
is at first sight strange to cncounter bandits who not only
practise terror and cruclty to an extent which cannot possibly
be explained as mere backsliding, but whose terror actually
forms part of their public image. They are heroes not in spite
of the fear and horror their actions inspire, but in somc ways
because of them. They are not so much men who right wrongs,
but avengers, and cxcriers of power; their appeal is not that of
the agents of justice, but of men who prove that cven the poor
and weak can be terrible.

Whether we ought to regard these public monsters as a
special sub-variety of social banditry, is not casy to say. The
moral world to which they belong (ie. which finds expression
in the songs, poems and chapbooks about them) countains the
values of the ‘noble robber’ as well as those of the monster. As
the bush poet wrote of the great Lampizo,
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Ho killed for play

Out of purs perversity

And gave food to the hungty
With love and charity.

Among the cangageiros of the Brazilian north-east there are
those, like the great Antonio Silvino (1875-1944, fl. as bandit
chict 1896-1914), who arc mainly rcmembered {or their good
deeds, and others, like Rio Preto, mainly for their cruelty. Ilow-
ever, broadly speaking, the ‘imape’ of the cangageiro combines
both. Let us illustrate this by following the account of onc of
the backwoods bards of the most celebrated cangageira, Virgu-
lino Ferreira du Silva (? [898-1938), universully known as ‘The
Captain’ or ‘Lampiio’. _

He was born, so the legend goes (and it is the image rather
than the reality which interests us for the moment). of respect-
able cattle-raising and farming parznts at the foot of the moun-
tains in the dry backlands of Pernambuco State ‘in that time
of the past when the back country was pretty prosperous’, an
intellectual — and therefore in the legend not a particularly
powerful — boy. The weak must be able to identify with the
great bandit. As the poet Zabele vrote,

Where Lampiio lives

Worms become brave

The monkey fights the jaguar,
The sheep stands his ground.

His uncie. Manoc! Lopes, said this boy must become a doctor,
which made people smile for

Never was seen a doctor

In that immense sertdo;

Therc men knew only cowhands,
Bunds of cangaceiros

Or bzllad-singers.

Anyway, young Virgulino did not want to be a doctor but a
vaqueiro or cowpuncher, though he learned his letters and the
‘Roman algorism’ after only three months at school and was
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an expert poet. The Ferrziras were expelled by the Nogueiras
from their farm when he vwas seventeen, being falsely accused
of theft. That is how the feud began which was to make him
into an outlaw. ‘Virgulino,® somcone said, ‘trust in the divine
judge,” but he answered: ‘The gonod book s:ys honour your
father and mother, and if [ did not dctend our name, I would
lose my munhood.” So

Hc bought a rifle and dagger
In thc town of Sdo Francisco

and formed a band with his brothers and twenty-seven other
fightcrs (known to the poet as to their neighbours by nicknames,
often traditional to thouse who took up the carcer of the bandit)
to autack the Nogueiras in the Serra Vermelha. From blood-
feud to outlawry wias a logical - in view of the superior power
of the Nogueirss a necessary — step. Lampiio became a roving
bandit, more famous even than Antonio Silvino, whose capture
in 1914 had left a voic in the backwoods panthcon:

He spared the skin

Ncither of soldier nor civilian,
His darling was thc dagger
His gft was the gun ...~

He left the rich as beggars,
The brave tell at his fecl,
While others fled the country.

But during all the years (in fact ¢. 1920-38) when he was the
terror of the north-east, he ncver ceased to deplore his fate,
szys Lthe poet, which had made him a robber instead of an
honest labourer, and destined himn for certzin death, tolerable
only if he had the luck to dic in a fair fight.

He was and is a hero to the people, but an ambiguous onc.
Normal caution might explain why the poct makes his bow to
formal morulity and records the ‘joy of the north’ at the death
of the great bandit. (By no incar:s all ballads take this view.)
The reaction of a buckwoodsman in the township of Mosquito
is probably morc typical. When the soldiers came by with
their victims’ heads in jars of kerosene, so as to convince all
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that Lampiio was really dead, he said: ‘They have killed the
Captain, because strong prayer is no good in water’.? For bis
last refuge was in the dried bed of a strcam, and how eclse
‘except by the failure of his magic could his fall be explaincd?
Ncvertheless, though a hero, he was not a good hero.

Tt is true that he had made a pilgrimage to the famous
Messinh of Juazeiro, Padre Cicero, asking his blessing before
turning bandit, and that the saint, though exhorting him vainly
to give up the outlaw’s life, had given him a document a2ppoint-
ing him captain, and his two brothers lieutenants.* However,
the ballad from which I have taken most of this account does
not mention any righting of wrongs (except those done to the
band itsclf), no taking from thc rich to give to the poor, no
bringing of justice. It records battles, and wounds, raids on
towns (or what passed for towns in the Brazilian backwoods),
kidnappings, hold-ups of the rich, adventurcs with the soldicrs,
with women, with hunger and thirst, but nothing that recalls
the Robin Hoods. On the contrary, it records “horrors’: how
Lampiio murdered a prisoner though his witfe had ransomed
him, how be massacred libourers, tortured an old woman who
cursed him (not knowing whom she entertaincd) by making her
dance naked with a cactus-bush until she died, how he sadis-
ticully killed onc of his men who had offended him by making
him eat a litre of salt, and similar incidents. To be terrifying
and pitiless is a more impartant attribute of this bandit than
to be the friend of the poor.

And curiously enough, though the real life Lampido was
undoubtedly capricious and sometimes cruel, he saw himself
as the upholder of right in at least one important respect:
sexual morality.

Seducers were castrated, bandits forbidden to rape women
(given the attractions of their calling, they would rarely need
to). and public opinion in the band was shocked at the order
to shave oif a woman’s hair and drive her naked away, cven
though she was being punished for treason. At least one member
of the band, Angelo Rogue, nicknamed T.abaréda, who retired

* For the real basis of this story, scc tclow p, 92.
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to become doorkeeper at the I.aw Courts in Bahia (1), seems
to have had the genuine instincts of a Robin Hood. Yet these
characteristics do not dominate in the myth.

Terror is indeed part of the image of numerous bandits:

All the pluin of Vich
Trembles as 1 pass.

says the hero of onc of thc numerous ballads celebrating the
Catalan bandoleros of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries,
in which ‘episodes of generosity do not abound’ (in the words
of their excellent historian Fuster), though the popular heroes
among them are in most other respects ‘noble’. They become
bandoleros through somc non-criminal action, rob the rich
and not the poor, must remain ‘honourable’ as they were at
the outset, e.g. kill only “in the discharge of honour’. ‘Terror, as
we shall sce, is an integral part of the image of the haiduks,
who do not give much to the poor ¢ither. Once again it is mixed
with some characteristics of the ‘noble robber’. Terror and
cruclty, again, are combined with ‘nobility’ in the character of
an eatirely fictional desperado, Joaquin Murieta, who cham-
pioned Mexicans against Yankees in ¢arly California —a literary
invention, but one credible enough to have entered Californian
folklore and even historiography. In all these cascs the bandit
is essentially a symbol of power and vengeance.

The examples of genvinely unqualified cruelty, on the other
hand, arc not normally thosc of charactcristic bandits. It is
perhaps a mistake to classify as banditry the epidemic of blood-
lust which swept the Peruvian depurtment of Huapuco from
about 1917 to the late 1920s, for though robbery formed part
of it, its motive is described as ‘not exactly this, but rather
hatred and blood-feud'. It was indeed, according to the evidence,
a blood-feud situation which got out of hand, and praduced
that ‘fever of death among men’, which led them to ‘burn, rape,
kill, sack and destroy coldly’ ¢verywhere except in their native
community or village. Rven more obviously the ghastly pheno-
menon of the Colombian violencia of the years aftcr 1948 gocs
far beyond ordinary social banditry. Nowhere is the element
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of pathological violence for its own sake more startling than in
this peasant revolution aborted into anarchy, though some of
the most terrible practices, such as that of chopping prisoners
into tiny fragments ‘in front of and for the entertainment of the
fighting men crazed by barbarity’ (later to be known as picar
a tamai) are alleged to have occurred in earlier guerrilla cam-
paigns in that bloodthirsty country.’ The point to note about
these epidemics of cruelty and massacre is that they are immoral
even by the standards of thosc who participate in them. If the
massacre of entire hus-loads of harmless passengers or villagers
is comprehensible in the context of savage civil warfare, such
(well-atiested) incidents as ripping the foetus out of a pregnant
woman and substituting a cock can only be conscious ‘sins’.
And yct, some of the men who perpetrate these monstrosities
are and remain ‘heroes’ to the lacal population.

Excessive violence and cruelty are thus phenomensa which
only overlap baaditry at certain points. Nevertheless, it is
sufficiently significant to require some explanation as a social
phenomenon. (That this or that individual bandit may bc a
psychopath is irrelevant; in fact, it is rather improbable that
many peasant bandits are psychologically derunged.)

Two possible reasons can be accepted, but are not sufficient
to account for the whole of ultra-violence. The first is that, in
the words of the ‘LT'urkish author Yashar Kemal, ‘brigands live
by love and fear. When they inspire only love, it is a weakness.
When they inspire only fear, they are hated and have no
supporters.Y In other words, even the best of bandits must
demonstrate that he can be ‘terrible’. The second is that cruelty
is inseparable from vengeance, and vengcance is an cntircly
legitimate activity for the noblest of bandits. To make the
oppressor pay for the humiliation inflicted on the victim in his
own coin is impossible; for the oppressor acts within a frame~
work of accepted wealth, power and social superiority which
the victim cannot use, unleys there has been a social revolution
which unseats the mighty as a class and elevates the humble.
He has only his private resources and among them violence and
cruelty are the most visibly effective. Thus in the well-known
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Bulgarian ballad of cruel banditry, ‘Stoian and Nedclia', Stoian
and the bandits raid the village in which he was once mistreated
as Nedelia's hired servant. He kidnaps her and mukes her the
bandits’ serving-maid, but the humiliation is not enough: he
cuts ofl her head for revenge.

Clcarly, however, there is more (o the outbursts of apparently
gratuitous cruelty than this. Two possiblc explanations may be
suggested with some hesitation, for social psychology is a jungle
into which only a fool ventures carclessly.

Several of the best-known cxamples of ultra-violence are as-
sociated with particularly humiliated and inferior groups (c.g.
the coloured in socictics of whitc racialism), or with the even
more galling situation of minorities oppressed by majoritics. It
is perhaps no accident that the creator of the noble but also
notubly crucl band of Joaquin Muricta, avenger of the Cali-
fornian Mexicans against the conquering gringos, was himself
a Cherokee Indian, that is to sav a mcmber of an even more
hopclessly dominated minority group. T.opez Albujar, who has
described the storm of blood which swept the Indian peasants of
Huanuco (Pcru), has seen the connection admirably. These
‘bandits’ robbed, burned and murdered, at bottom ‘in retaliation
against the insatiable rapacity of all men who did not belong
to their race’, i.c. the whites. The occasional savage jacqueries
of the Indian serfs ugainst their white masters in Bolivia,
before the revolution of 1952, show similar (temporury)
shifts from the normal stolid passivity of the peasant to cruel
fury.

A wild and indiscriminate retzliation: yes, but perhaps also,
and especially amung the weak, the permanent victims who
have no hope of real victory even in their dreams, u more
general ‘revolution of destruction’, which tumbles the whole
world in ruins, since no ‘good’ world seems possible. Stagolee,
the mvthical hero of the Negro ballad, destroys the entire city
like an earthquake, another Samson. Brecht's Pirate Jenny, the
lowest kitchenmaid in the sleaziest hotel, the victim of all who
meet her, dreamis of the pirates who will come in their eight-
sailed ship, capture the city, and ask her who shall be spared.
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None shall be spared, they must all die. and Piralc Jeony will
joke as their heads full. Thus in the romances of the oppressed
labourcrs of the Italian South the heroes of legend. such «s the
Calabrian bandit Nino Martino, dreamed of universal ruin. In
such circumstances to asscrt power, any power, is itself a
triumph. Killing and torture is the most primitive and personal
assertion of ultimate power, and the weaker the rebel feels him-
sell to be at bottom, the greater, we may suppose, the tempta-
tion to assert it.

But even when such rebels triumph, victory brings its own
temptation to destroy, for primitive peasant insurgents have no
positive programme, only the negative programme of getting
rid of the superstructure which prevents men from living well
and dealing fairly, as in the good old 'days. To kill, to slash, to
burn away everything thut is not necessary and useful to the
man at the plough or with the herdsman’s crook. is to abolish
corruption and leave only what is good, pure and natural. Thus
the brigand-guerrillas of the Italian South destroved not only
their enemies and the legal documents of bonduge, but un-
necessary richies. Their social justicc was destruction.

There is, however, another situation in which violence passes
the bounds of what is conventionally accepted even in habitu-
ally violent societies. ‘L'his occurs during periods of rapid social
change, which destroy the traditional mechanisms of social
control holding destructive anarchy at bay. The phenomenon
of feuds ‘getting out of hand' is familiar to observers of
societies regulated by blood vengeance. This is normally a social
device containing its own automatic brake. Once the score
between two fcuding families is ¢vencd. by another death or
some other compensation, a setllement is negotiated, guaran-
teed hy third partics, by inter-marriage or in other well-under-
stood ways, so that killing shall not proceed without cnd.
Yet if for some reason (such as, most obviously, the interven-
tion of thc ncw-fangled state in some way incomprehensible to
local custom, or by lending support to thc more politically
influential of the contending familics) the brake ceases to func-
tion, fcuds develop into those protracted mutual massacres
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which end either with the extirpation of one family or, after
yeurs of warfare, the return to the negotiated settlement which
ought to have been made at the outset. As we have seen in the
example of L.ampiio, such breakdowns in the customary mech-
anism of fcud-scttlement can among other things multiply
outlaws and bandits (and indeed feud is the almost invariable
starting-point of a Brazilian cangageiro’s career).

We have some excellent examples of more general break-
downs in such customary devices of sacial control. In his ad-
mirable autobiography Land Withour Justice, Milovan Djilas
describes the ruin of the system of values which governed the
behuviour of men in his nalive Montenegro, ufter the First
World War. And he rccords a strange episode. The Orthodox
Montenegrins had always been accustomed, in addition to their
intemal feuding, to raid or be raided by their neighbours, the
Catholic Albanians and the Moslem Bosnians. In the early
1920s a party set out to raid the Bosnian villages as men had
donc from time immemorial. To their own horror they dis-
covered themselves to be doing things which raiders had never
done before and which they knew to be wrong: torturing,
raping, murdering children. And they could not help them-
selves. The rules men lived by had once been clearly under-
stood; their rights and obligations, like the scope,' the limits,
the times and the objects of their actions were established by
custom and precedent. They were compelling not only for this
reason but because they were part of a systém, and one whose
elements did not conflict too obviously with reality. One parl
of the system had broken down: they could no longer regard
themselves as ‘heroes’ since (if we follow Djilas’s argument)
they had not fought to the deuth aguinst the Austrian conquest.
Hence the other parts ceased also to operate: when going out
to fight they could no longer behave as ‘heroes’. Not until the
heroic system of values was restored on a new and more viable
basis — paradoxically enough by the mass adhesion of the
Montencgrins to the Communist Party -- did the sociely recover
its ‘racntal balance’. When the call for a rising against the
Germans went ont in 1941, thousands of men with rifles went
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into the Montenegrin hills to fight, kill and die ‘honourably’
once again.*

Banditry, we have seen, grows and becomes epidemic in times
of social tension and upheaval. These are also the times when
the conditions for such explosions of cruelty are most favour-
able. They do not belong to the central image of brigandage,
except insofar as thc bundit is at all times an avenger of the
poor. But at such times they will no doubt occur morc fre-
quently and systematically. Nowhcre more so than in those
peasant insurrections and rebellions which have failed to turn
into social revolutions, and whosc militants arc forced to fall
back into the life of outlaws and robbérs: hungry, embittered
and resentful even against the poor who have left them to fight
alone. Or, what is even worsc, among that second generation
of ‘children of violence’ who graduate from the ashes of their
homes, the corpses of their fathers and the raped bodies of their
mothers and sistcrs to the life of outlawry:

‘What has impressed you most?
Sceing the houses burn.
What made you suffer most?

My mother and my little brothers weeping for hunger on the
mountain,

Have you been wounded?

Five times, all rifle shots.

What would you like most?

Let them leave me in peace and 1 shall work. I want to leamn to
read,

But all they want is to kill me. I'm not on¢ they will Jeave aliye.™

The speaker is the Colombian band chieftain Teofilo Rojas
(‘Chispas'), aged twenty-two and at the time of this intcrview
charged with about four hundred crimes: thirty-seven mas-
sacred in Romerales, eighteen in Altamira, cightecn in Chili,
thirty in San Juan de la China and again in El Salado, twenty-
five in Toche and again in Guadual, fourteen in Los Nuranjos
and so on.

*The Montepegrins, 1-4%; of the Yugoslay population, provided 17, of
the officcrs in the Partisan army.
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Monsignor German Guzman, who knows the violencia of
his native Colombia better than most, has described these lost
and murderous children of anurchy. For them

In the first place man and land, so essentially tied together in the
peasant’s life, have been torn apart. They do not till the soil nor
care for the trees.... They are men, or rather adolescents, without
hope. Uncertainty surrounds their lives, which find cxpression in
adventure, self-realization in mortal undertakings, which have no
transcendental meaning. Second, they have lost the sense of the
farm as an anchor, a place to love, from which to draw tranquillity,
a feeling of security and permanence. They are forever itinerant
adventurers and vagabonds. Instability and the loosening of bonds
come with outlawry. For them to halt, to grow fond of a place,
would be the cquivalent of giving themselves up; it would be the
end. Thirdly, their rootless lives take these young enemiies of society
into temporary, precarious and insecure environments very different
from thosc of thc lost home. Their nomadic life implies a dis-
ordered search for the occasions of emotional satisfaction, for which
they no longer have a stable framework. Here lies the key 1o theijr
sexual anxicty and the pathological frequency of their aberrant
crimes. For them love mesns mosl commonly rape or casual
concubinage. ... When they think the girls want to leave them for
any rcason, they kill them. Fourthly, they losc the sense of the
path as an element that integrates peasznt lifc. The highlander cares
for the paths along which men carry their countless loads, until
in a1 sense they become his own intimate posscssion. It is g sort of
love which makes men invariably come und go along them. But
the anti-social bandit of our day leaves the known footpath, because
the soldiers pursue him, or because guerrilla tactics compel him to
seck places for unsuspected ambush or scerct tracks to the surprise
assault.s

Only a firm ideology and discipline can prevent men from de-
generating into wolves under such circumstances, but neither
arc characteristics of the grass-roots rebel.

Still, though we must mention the pithological aberrations of
banditry, the violence and cruelty which is most permancnt
and characteristic is the one which is inscparable from revenge.
Revenge for personal humilintion, but also revenge on those
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who have oppressed others. In May 1744 the bandit captain
Oleksa Dovbui attacked the scat of Konstantin Zlotnicky,
Gentleman. He held his hands in the fire and let them burn,
poured glowing coals on his skin und refused any ransom. ‘I
have not come for ransom but for your soul, for you have tor-
tured the people long enough’; so the Cistercian monks of
Lwow report him. He also killed Zlotnicky’s wifc and balf-
grown son. ‘The chronicle of the monks concludes its entry with
the observation that Zlotnicky had been a cruel lord, who had
in his time caused many to be killed. Where men become ban-
dits, cruelty breeds cruelty, dblood calls for blood.”



5
Haiduks

Nemicho bas become an orphun,
without father, without mother,
and on earth he has no person
to givo counsel, to direct him,
how to till and how to barvest
on the land his facher left him.
But instead he is a haiduk,
standard-bearer of the haiduks,
and tho kecper of thelr treasure.

Haiduk ballad.?

In the mountuins and empty plains of south-castern Burope the
advance of Christian landlords and Turkish conquerors made
life increasingly burdensome for the peasants from the fifteenth
century on but, unlike more densely settled or firmly admini-
stered regions, left a broad margin of potential freedom. Groups
and communities of free, armed and combative men therefore
emerged among those expelled from (heir lands or escaping
from serfdom, at first almost spontancously, latcr in organized
forms. What a scholar has called ‘military strata sprung from
the free peasantry’ therefore became characteristic of this large
zone, groups called Cossacks in Russia, klephtes in Greece.
haidamaks in Ukraine, but in Hungary and the Balkan penin-
sula north of Greece mainly haiduks (hajdit, hajdut, hajdutin).
a word of either Turkish or Magyar origin whose philology
and original meaning is as usual hotly disputed. They were
collective form of that individual pcasant dissidence which, us
we have seen, produced the classical bandits.

As with the men among whom Robin Hoods and avengen
were recruited, haiduks were not automatically committed to
rebellion against all authority. They could, as in some parts of
Hungary, become attached to lords whom they provided with
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fighters against a recognition of their status as free men. By a
natural development of reality and language the term ‘hefduck’
describing the free robber-liberator par excellence could thus
also become the term {or one of the numerous types of flunkcy
of the German nobility. More commonly, as in Russia and
Hungary, they accepted land from thc emperor or tsar or other
prince against the obligation to maintain arms and horses, and
to fight the Turk under chieftains of their own choosing, and
thus became the guardians of the military frontier, a sort of
rank-and-file knighthood. Nevertheless, they werc essentially
free — as such superior 1o and contemptuous of servile peasants,
but constant magnets to rebel and runaway eluments, and with
a far from unconditional loyalty. The grcat peasant revolts of
scventeenth- and ecighteenth-century Russia all began on the
Cossack fronticr.

There was, however, a third typc of haidukdom, which re-
{used to attach itself to any Christian noble ot ruler, if only
because in the area in which it flourished most nobles and
rulers were unbelieving Turks. Neither royal nor signorial,
these free hniduks were robbers by trade, enemics of the Turks
and popular avengers by sociul role, primitive movements of
guerrilla resistance and libcration. As such they appear in the
fifteenth century, possibly first in Bosnia and Herzegovina, but
later all over the Balkans and Hungary, most notably in Bul-
garia, where a ‘haidor’ chieftain is recorded as early as 1454,
These are the men whose name 1 have chosen to typify the
highest form of primitive bznditry, the one which comes closcst
to being a permancnt and conscious focus of peasant insurrec-
tion. Such ‘haiduks’ existed not only in south-eastern Furope,
but under other numes in various other parts of the world, ¢.g.
Indonesia and, most notably, Imperial China. For obvious
reasons they were most common among peoples appressed by
conquerors of foreign language or religion, but not only there.

1deology or class-consciousness was not normally the motive
which drove men to become baiduks, and even the sort of non-
eriminal troubles which drove individual bandits into outlawry
werc not particularly common. We have examples of this kind,
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such as the Bulgarian haiduk chieftain Panayot Hitov (who has
left us an invaluable autobiography), who took to the moun-
tains at the age of twenty-five after a fight with a Turkish law
official, arising out of some ohscure legal trouble, in the 1850s.
In general, however, if we arc to belicve the innumerable haiduk
songs and ballads which are one of the chief sources for our
knowledge of this type of bunditry, the motive to become a
haiduk was strictly cconomic. The winter was bad, says one
such song, the summeér was parched, the sheep died. So Stoian
became a haiduk :

Whoever wanis 1o become a free haiduk,
step this way, stund up beside me.

twenty lads thus came together,

And we'd nothing, not a thing belween us,
no sharp swords, but only sticks.?

Conversely, Tatuncho the haiduk returned to the family hold-
ing because his mother pleaded with him, and anyway she said
a robber could not feed his [amily. But the sultan sent his
soldiers to capturc him. He killed them all and brought the
money in their belts back: “There’s the money, mother, who
will say that a bandit does not feed his mother?’ In fact, with
luck brigandage was a better financial propaosition than peasant
life.

Under the circumstunces pure social banditry was rare.
Panayot Hitov singles out one such rarity in his proud survey
of the celebrated practitioners of the calling which he himself
adorned: a certnin Doncho Vatach, who flourished in the
18403, only persecuted Turkish evildoers, helped the Bulgarian
poor and distributed moncy. ‘The classical ‘noble robber’ of
Bulgarin, obscrved the British authors of A Residence in Bul-
garia (1869), as so often inclined to sympathize with Islamic
heroism, were the chelibi, normally ‘well-born’ Turks, as dis-
tinct from the khersis or ordinary robbers, who enjoyed the
sympathy of their villages, and the haiduks, who were murder-
ing outlaws, crucl by nature and unsupported except in their
own band. This may be an exaggeration, bul certainly the
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haiduks were not Robin Hoods, and their victims were anyone

they, could catch. The ballads are full of variations on the
phrase

We have made many mothers wecp,
We have widowed many wivcs,

Many more have we made orphins,
For we are childless men ourselves.

Haiduk cruelty is a familiar theme. Unquestionably the huiduk
was far more permanently cut off from the peasantry than the
classical social bandit, not only masterless but also — at least
during their bandit carcer — often kinless men (‘without mothers
all, and without sisters’), living with the peasantry not so much
like Mao's proverbial fish in water, but rather like soldiers who
leave their village for the semi-permanent exile of army life. A
rather high proportion of them were in any case herdsmen and
drovers, i.e. semi-migratory men whose links with the scttle-
ments arc intermittent or tenuous. It is significant that the
Greek klephtes (and perhaps the Slay haiduks also) had their
special language or argot.

The distinction between robber and hero, between what the
pcasant would acccpt as ‘good’ and condemn as ‘bad’, was
therefare exceptionally difficult, and haiduk songs insist on their
sins as oftcn as on their virtues, as the famous Chinese Water
Margin novel insists on the inhumanity (¢xpressed in the fami-
liar anecdotes of several who eventually join the large and
varicgated company of the heroic outlaws).* ‘The definition of
the haiduk-hero is fundamentally political. In the Balkans he
was a national bandit, according to certain traditional rules,
i.e. a defender or avenger of Christians against Turks. Insofar
as he fought against the oppressor, his image was positive,
though his actions might be black snd his sins might lead him
to eventual repentance as a monk, or punish him with nine
years' illness. Unlike the ‘nable robber’, the haiduk does not

* However, I do not know of any halduks who are accused of the anthro.
pophagic practices - most commonly the slaughtering of travellers whose

meat is sold (0 butchers — which the public seems (0 reserve for criminals
genuinely regarded as autside normal society.
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depend on personal moral approval; unlike the ‘avenger’ his
cruelty is not his essential characteristic, but tolerated because
of his scrvices to the people.

What made this collection of the socially marginal, the men
who chose not so much freedom as against serfdom, but rob-
bery as against poverty, into a quasi-political movement, was
a powerful tradition, a rccognized collective social function. As
we huve seen, their motives for going into the mountains were

7. Mountain passcs are familiar hackgrounds for brigands - in
this case Bulgarian haiduks.

mainly cconomic, but the technical term for becoming a haiduk
was ‘to rebel’, and the hziduk was by dcfinition an insurrec-
tionary. He juined a recognized social group. Without Robin
Hood the merry men in Sherwood Forest are insignificant, but
‘the haiduks' in the Balkans, likc ‘the bandits' on the Chinese
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mouatain beyond the lake, arc always there to reccive the dis-
sident or the outlaw. Their chieftains change, and some of them
are more celebrated or nobler than others, but neither the
existence nor the fame of the haiduks depends on the reputa-
tion of any single man. To this extent they are a socially
recognized collection of heroes, and indeed, so far as I can tell,
the protagonists of the haiduk ballad-cycles are not the men’
who became famous chieftains in real life, but the anonymous
- or rather those called simply Stoian or Ivantcho like any
peasant; not even necessarily the leaders of bands. The klephtic
ballads of Greece are both kess anonymous and lcss socially in-
formative, belonging as they do to the literature of the praise
(and self-praise) of professional fighting men. Their heroes are
almost by definition celcbrated tigures, known to onc and all.

Permanent existence went with formal structure and organ-
zation. The orgunization and hierarchy of the great brigand
republic which is the subject of the Chinese Water Margin
novel, is extremely elaborate; and not only because it has, un-
like the illiterate lands of Europe. an honoured place for the
ex-civil-servant and the displaced intellectual. (In fact, one of
its main themes is the replacement of a low-grade intellectual
bandit chicf - onc of those failed examination-candidates who
were so obvious a source of political dissidence in the heavenly
eropire - by a successful intellectual one; as it were the triumph
of the first-class mind.) Haiduk bands were led by (elected)
voivodes or dukes, whose duty was to supply arms assisted by a
standard-bearcr or bairakrar, who carried the red or green
banner and also acted as treasurer and quartermaster. We find
a similar military structure and terminology among the Russian
rasboiniki and in some of the Indian dacoit communities, as
among the Sansia, whase bands of sipahis (sepoys, spahis==
soldiers) were led by Jemadars, who received two sharcs of loot
for every one distributed to the ranker, but also ten per cent of
the total for the provision of torches, spears and other tools of
the trade.*

*Indian dacoits were geacrally classificd as cither ‘criminal castes' or
‘criminal tribes’ by the Britigh. But behiad the familiar Indian penchant for



76 Bandits

Haiduk banditry was therefore in every respect 2 more
scrious, a more ambitious, permanent and institutionalized
challenge to official authority than the scattcring of Robin
Hoods or other robber rebels which emerged from any normal
peasant society. It is not easy to say whether this was so be-
cause certain geographicul or political conditions made possible
such permanent and formalized banditry, and therefore auto-
matically made it potentially more ‘political’, or whether it was
certain political situations (c.g. foreign conquest or certain types
of social conflict) which encouraged unusually ‘conscious’ forms
of banditry and thus structured it more firmly and permanently.
Both, wec may say, begging the question, though it still requires
an answer. I do not think that the individual haiduk would
have been able to give it, for he would rarcly if cver be able to
stcp outside the social and cultural frame which enclosed himn
and his people. Tet us try and draw a brict portrait-sketch of
him.

He would see himself, above all, as u free man — and as such
as good as a lord or king; a man who had in this sense won
personal cmancipation and therefore superiority. The kléphtes
on Mount Olympus who cuptured the respectable Herr Richter,
prided themsclves on their equality to kings, and rejected cer-
tain kinds of behaviour as ‘un-royal’, and therefore improper.
Just so the north Indizan Badhaks claimed that ‘our profession
has been a king's trade’, and — at least in theory — accepted the
obligations of chivalry. such as not insulling females, and
killing only in fair fight, though wc¢ may regard it as certain

giving every social and occupational group its scparate social identity — i.c.
what 55 vulgarly called the ‘castc systcm' — we can often detect something
not unlike haidukdom. Thus the most celebrated of the north Iodian bandit
‘tribes’, the Badhaks, were ot:ginally outcasts of Mcslem and Hindu pro-
venance, ‘a sort of Cave of Adullam for the reception of vagrarts and bad
characters of different tribes’; the Sensia, though perhaps deve'oped from
among hereditary bards and gencalogists — they still held this function
among some Rajputs at the end of the nineteenth century — freely accepted
outside recruits into theit community ; and the formidable Minas of centra
India are supposed to have been dispossessed peasants and village watch-
men who took to the hills and became professional brigands. :
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that few haiduks could actually afford to fight in this noble
manner. Freedom implied cquality among haiduks and there
are some impressive examples of it. For instance, when the
King of Qudh tricd to form a regiment of Badhaks, much as
the Russian and Austrian emperors formed haiduk and Cos-
sack units, they mutinied because the officers had refuscd to
.perform the same duties as the men. Such behaviour is un-
usual enough, but in a society so imbued with caste inequality
as the Indian, it ulmost passes belief.

Haiduks were always frce men, but in the typical case of the
Balkan haiduks they were not free communities. For the éeta
or band, being essentially a voluntary union of individuals who
cut themselves off from their kin, was automatically an ab-
normal social unit, since it lacked wives, children and land. It
was doubly ‘unnaturul’, for often the haiduk’s road back to
ordinary civilian life in his own native village was barred by
the Turks. The haiduk ballads sing of the men whose swords
were their only sistcrs, whose rifles their wives, and who would
shake hands silently 2nd sadly as the feta broke up, to disperse
as lost individuals to the four corners of the earth. Dcath was
their cquivalent of marriage, and the ballads copstantly speak
of it as such. Norauwul forms of social organization were there-
fore not. available to them, any morc than to soldiers on cam-
paigns, and unlike the great bands of marauding krdzali* of the
late eighteenth and eurly nineteenth century, who carried with
them male and female harcms in the usnal Turkish manncr, the
haiduks made no attempts to cstablish famnilies while they wero
haiduks; perhaps becuuse their units werc too small to defend
them. If they had any modecl of social organization, it was the
male brothcrhood or saciety, of which the famaus Zaporozhe
Cossacks are the best known example.

This anomaly comes out clcarly in their relation to women
Haiduks like all bandits had nothing whatever against them.
Quite the contrary, for as u confidential report on a Mace-

*Troops of disbanded soldicts and desperadoes who 1oamed Bulgarin at
the end of the eightcenth century.
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donian komitadji* chief observed in 1908, ‘like almost all
voivodes, he is a great lover of women'? Girls - curiously
enough in the ballads some scem to have been Bulgarian
Jewesses — sometimes joincd the haiduks and otcasionally some
Boyana, Yelenka or Todorka even became a volvode. Some re-
turned, after a ceremonial farewell, to ordinary life and
marsiage:

Penka went on to the mouatains,

On the mountain to the haiduks,

For she wanted to bnng gifts

For her time had come to marry:

To cach soldier she gave a hundkerchief,

In each cloth a piece of gold,

That the haiduks should remember

When their Penka had got wed.*
But it seems that for the time of their haiduk life, these runaway
girls were men, dressed in mcn’s clothes, and fighting like men.
The ballad tells of the girl who returned home {o thc woman’s
role, because her mother urged her, but could not stand it, put
away her spindle and took up her rific again to be a haiduk
man. Just as freedom meant noble status for a man, it meant
male status for a woman. Conversely, in theory al least, on
the mountains haiduks avoided sex with women. The klephti
balluds insist on the enonnity of touching women prisoncrs
held for ransom or other purposes, and both they and the Bul-
garian outlaws held the belief thut one who attacked a womun
was inevitably caught, that iy to say torturcd and killed by the
Turks. The belief is significant, even if (as we may well suspect)
the outlaws fefll short of it in practice’ In non-haiduk
bands, women are known, but not common. T.ampifio scems to
have been the only Brazilian leader who let them share the rov-
ing life; probably after he fcll in love with the beautiful Maria
Bonita, an affair much celebrated in the balluds. This was
noted as exceptional

Of coursc it might not limit them excessively, for, like the

usual robber’s lifc, the haiduk's was seasopul. ‘They have a

¢ Guerrillas cstablished by the Supreme Committec for Maoccdonta and
Adrianople of the Macedonian revolutionarics.
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proverb’, wrote an eighteenth-century German of the Dalma-
tian Morlacks, ‘Jurwew dance, aiducki sastance, come St
George's day, up haiduks and gather round (for then rob-
beries are made easier by the green leaves and the abundance
of travellers)’® The Bulgarian haiduks buried their arms on
the day of the Cross on 14/27 September until St George's Day
next spring. Indeed what could haiduks do ih winter when there
was nobody to rob except villagers? The hardiest might take
supplies into their mountain caves, but it would be more con-
venicnt to winter in some friendly village, singing heroic songs
and drinking, and if the secason had been poor - for how much
was there to rob on the by-roads of Macedonia or Herzegavina
at the best of times? - they might take service with rich
peasants. Or else they might return to their kin, for in some
highlund arcas there were “few large familics which did not send
some of their members among the haiduks’.’ If the outlaws
lived as strict male brotherhoods, recognizing no bonds except
thosc of the ‘truc and united band of comradcs’ it was only {or
the campaigning season.

Thus they lived their wild, free lives in the forest, the moun-
tain caves, or on the wide steppes, armed with the ‘rifle as tall
as a man’, the pair of pistols ct the belt, the yatagan* and ‘sharp
Frankish sword’, their tunics laced, gilded and criss-crossed by
bandoleers, their moustaches bristling, conscious that fame was
their reward among cnemics and friends. The mythology of
heroism, the ritualization of the ballad, tirned them into type-
figures. We know little or nothing about Novak and his sons
Grujo and Radivoj, about Mihat the herdsman, Rado of Sokol,
Bujadin, Tvan Visnic and T.uka Golowran except that they
were celcbrated Bosnian haiduks of the nincteenth century,
because those who sang about them (including themselves) did
not have to tell their public what the lives of Bosnian peasants
and herdsmen were like. Only occasionally docs the cloud of
heroic anonymity lift, and a haiduk career emerge at least
partly into the light ol hislory.

$ Mohammedan sword without guard 1o handle, ofien with a double-
curved blade.
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Such a one is that of the voivode Kordo, the son of a shep-
herd from near Strumica (in Macedonia), who scrved a Turkish
Beg. An epidemic killed the flock, and the Beg imprisoned the
father. The son went into the mountains to Lthreaten the Turk,
but in vain: the old man dicd ip jail. At the head of a haiduk
band Korco then captured a young Turkish ‘nobleman’, broke
his arms and legs, cul off his head and paraded it through the
Christian villages on a lance. After that he was a haiduk for
ten vears, until he bought soine mules, exchanged haiduk cos-
tume for the merchunt’s and vanished - at least from the world
of hcroic memories — for another ten. At the end of this timne
he appeared at the heud of three hundred men (lct us not in-
quirc too closely into the rounded numbers of epics) and touk
scrvice with the redoubtable Pasvan (Osman Pasvanoglu, a
Mohammedan Bosnian who became Pasha of Vidin), who was
in opposition to the Sublime Porte and led the savage forma-
tions of krdZali against the Sultun’s morc loyal servants. Kor&o
did not stay long in the service of Pasvan. Setting off on his
own again he attacked and captured the town of Strumica, not
only because peasant haiduks hated and distrusted cities, but
because it sheltered the Beg who had caused his father’s death.
He killed the Beg and massucred the population. Then he re-
turned to Vidin and history or legend loses track of him. His
end is unknown. Since the era of the krdzali raids was, approxi-
mately, the 1790s and 1800s, his carcer can be roughly dated.
His story is told by Panayot Hitov.

Their existence wis its own justification. It proved that op-
pression was not universal, and vengeance for oppression was
possible. Hence the peasants and herdsmen in the haiduks’
own home region identificd with thcm. We need not suppose
that they spent all their time fighting, let alone trying to over-
throw, the oppressors. The very existence of bands of free men,
or of those small patches of rock or reed beyond the reach of
any administration, was sufficient achievement. Those Greck
mountains proudly called Agrapha (the ‘unwritten’, because
nobody had ever succeeded in enrolling their population for
taxes) were independent in practice if not in law. So haiduks
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1. Dick Turpir ‘as he concealed Limse.f in a cave in Epping Forest’.
I'ngraving by J. Smith, 1739,
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2. Robin Hood transfuimeid 1: a balla¢ sheet probably dating from the
last third of :hc seventeenth certury.



. Robin Hood transformed 2: an cngravieg of ¢. 17€0.
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4, Robia Heod trunsformed 3: chapboox publish:ed 1in 1769, Hood and
his mother ‘ertertained by Squite Gainwe.l at Ganwell Hall' have been
absarbed by cigateerth-ceatury Englund.

S. Robin Hoad transfarmec 4: Eorol Flynr. in the role ot the noble
aulaw, as assintilated by Toilywoud.



6. Monarzh of the glen: the aarshress of Highlund cutiawry softered
down fer the Victorian public on the title-page ol 4 sheei of dance
music.



France and Germany




7. Louis-Domirique Cartoucte (born
Paris ?:693, executed 17213, the most
famous gangster of Lis time, much
celedrated :n popular literature and
iconography.

8. A contemporary German droadsheet
on Cartouche, illustzating his exploits,
pursuit, arrest and imprisonment. The
imagery is that normally surrounding the
urban criminal.




9. ‘Schinderhannes’ (J. Blickler
1783-1803), a crimina-robber
who acquired the halo of sozial
handit among the Rkineiand
pcasantry, shewn robbing a
Jew.

10. The execution of
‘Schinderhannes’, from a
CGerman popular biography.
Note the traditional ‘dving
declaration® pose.

I'l. The bandit in high
literature. Title-page of the
fird! edition of Schiller's drama
1he Robbers.
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i2. Modern Corsican bandits. N. Romuneth (1884 1926) of Vizzanova

succeeded Bellacoscia, who was killed fizhtiny, 1.5 the leading tancit of
the islend. ‘Top right: an earlicr band:t wearing traditior.al stecgirg cup
(Phrygian bonnet)



Spain and Ttaly

13. The bandoicre unromar.liviced: Geya's Bandits attacking a coach
(¢. 1792-1800). The panter treated this subject several tines.



14. The bandolera
romanticized ty John
ITayaes Williams (183¢—
15081, whosc every piclu.e
told a Victerizn story, eften
about Spanish bandits and
bullfighters.

135. Sicilizn theatre puppets:
on the right, the famous
baadit Pasquale Bruno
(subject of a novel by
Durias pére). Bandits
supplemented the Palading
of Fraace in the guppet
repertoire of the ninctecath
century.,



16. Popular view ¢f barditry in Catalonia. Ex-voto from Ripoll (Gerena
province) skowing the hubitual armed mer. in the habitual mcuntajns.
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19. Giuseppe Musolino. Born
in 1875 in San Stefanv,
Aspromon'e, he was wrongly
imprisoncd ir. 1897, escaped in
1896, and was recapsured in
1901. He was in jail for
forty-five years, where he went
mad und died ir 1956. He was
‘mmenscly pepular and
famous far beyond his native
Calabria.




20. Bandit territory: the Barbagia in Sardinia. From Dc Seta’s film
Bardiit ad Orgosoic (1961), which reconstructs the making of & bandnt
from. this legendary cenire of outlaws.

21. The brigand romanticized by Charles-Alphonse-Paul Beliny
(1826-1900), a copious exhibitor a: the Paris Salon, with u prenchant Lo
picturesque I:alian popula: types.



22, Sulvatore Giuliwno (1922 30 alive. Tac most eclebrated ba=dit of
the liclian republic was much, and Ja.tctingly, photographed ov
journalists.



23. Salvatore Giuliano dead, 5 July 1950, in a courtyard at
Castelvetrano. The pol.ce, improbably, claimed credit fer the killing.
Note the pistol and the Bren gun.

24. Salvatore Giuliano. An amtush by tae gang reconstructed in
Frarcesco de Rosi's magnificent tiim, Salvatere Ginliaro. The locations
urc actual.
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25. Sardinia in tac 196Cs. Posters of Lincils wanted Dy ke polive, with
rewards sanging from Lao .o ten mnllion lire o head. Bandi-y is still
endeiiv in the Barkagia highlands.



The Americas

e ther Band of
Sonk and Train Robbers

-

26. The James boys as heracs of popular fiction (Chicago. 1842;
Perhaps tacir habit of holding up trains helped to spread their tame




27. A photograph of Jesse
James (1847 82), with his
brother Frank (1843-1915) the
most famous actor of the sociul
tancit role in U.S. history.

He was born and died in
Missouri. He formed his band
after the Civil War (1860).

28. Jesse James as part of the
Woesterr legendé. Henry Fonda
in the film Jesse James (1939,

Henry King).
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29, Lompido (also spelt
[.amp:io, 1898-1218), the
great bandit-hero of Brazil.
Title-page of the frst part of a
th:ee part verse “emance by a
north-castern balladeer,
pubdlished in Sao Paulo (1962).

30. The bardic o5 national
myth, propagatcd by inzcllec-
tuals: a still from the Brazilian
tim: O Cungageiry (1953). ‘The
cecorated leather hats with
upturmned brims are the lecal
equivalent of the sombrero or
stctson.



3. 'Pancho’ Villa (born in L5377 in Durango. died it 1923 in Chibuahua).
I'he brigund as revolationary general, December 1913,



Russia and Eastern Europe
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32. An cighteenth-century cngraving of ths Cossack revoletronary
Yemelvan Puvgachov (1726-75}, leader of the vast popular 1cvolt of
1773-5. He came {rom the sume village as Stepan Razim, bacdr feader ol
the revolt of 1367-71, and hero of folxsong.
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24. The bandit of the plains: a
nincteer.th-century litkograph
of Sandor Roésza (1813-78),
the Great Hungerian brigand-
guerilia, in jail. A band-lcader
from ¢. 184i, a nationa!
guerilla zfter 1849, he was
captured in 1856 and pardoned
in 1867.

A7, Sandor Rosza as legend:

a scene from Miklos Jancso's
film The Round-Up, which
deals with the pursuit of Résza
by :he impenal authorities.




18. Wu Sung commander of
infantey of a bandit army in the
famous Water Margin Navel, in a
sixteenth-century illustration.

He becume an outlaw threugh a
vengeance killing. Te was
dcescribed as ‘tall, handsome,
powerful, heroic, expert in
military arts’ und drink.

Chieh Cten, a rank-and-file
bandit from the Water Margin
Novel probably based on carlier
themes. He came from Shantung,
an orphan and a hunter, and

was described as tall, wtanned, slim
and hot-tempered.






39. Exccution of Namoa Pirates, Kowloon 1891, with British sabibw
Namoa, an island off Swatow, was a great centre for piracy and, at the
time, the scene of a rebellicn. We do no: know whether the corpee. b
been pirates, rebels or hoth.



40. [olo tribal baadits from
Szechuan provinee (China),
chained together by caravuns.
Raiding was part of numerous
fiontier tribes® eccor.omics.

41. The Pindaris, described as
‘a well-known professional
class of frecbooters’, were
associated with the Marathas
in whose campaigns they took
part, looting. Afte- the British
pacification the remainder
settled down as cultivators.




The Expropriators

42 'Kamo' (Sentyon
Arzhakovich Ter Petrossian),
1882-1922. A Bolshevik
orofessional revolutioniry tran:
Armezaia, he was noted as an
immensely tough and
courapcaus man of action. He
was tae instigator of (he Tiths
ho.d-up of 1907,

43. *E. Quico’ (Trancisco
Sabaté), 1913 69, Catzlan
anarchist and expropriator.
‘The photo was taken in 1957
ard sacws him in frontier-
crossing equipmient.,



The Bandit in Art

44. Tac monumental bandit: Heads of Brigandy by Salvator Rosa
(1615-73).



43, Tac statucsque bandit: Capeain of Bunditi in an Loglish
cighteznth-century engravirg otter Salvatar Rosa,
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S0, The bandit as symbol: Ned Kelly (19506; by Sidney Nolun. Part of a
series cbout the famous bushranger (1859 80) with his home-made
armour.



Haiduks 81

would raid. In the naturc of their trude they would have to fight
Turks (or whoever else represented authority), hecause it was
authority's business to protect travelling goods and trcasurc.
They would no doubt kill Turks with especial satisfaction, since
they were unbelieving dogs and oppressars of pood Cliristians,
and perhaps also because fighting men are morc heroic when
they fight dangérous adversarics, whose bravery enhaaces their
own. However, left to themselves there is no cvidence thit, say,
the Balkan haiduks set out to liberate their land from the Turk-
ish yoke, or would have been capable of doing so.

Of course in times of trouble lor the people and crisis for
authority, thc number of haiduks and haiduk bands would
grow, their actions multiply and become more diring. At such
times the government orders to stamp out banditry would grow
mor¢ peremptory, the excuses of lacal administcators more
shrill and heartfelt, and the mood of the people tense. For,
unlike the epidemics of ordinary banditry which vwe retro-
spectively discover to be forerunners of revolution only beciuse
in fact they have preceded it, haiduks werc not merely symp-
toms of unrest but nuclci of potential liberators, recognized by
the people as such. Tf the times were ripe, the ‘liberated arca’
of the Chinesc bandits on some mountain of Liang Shan P'o
(locus of their ‘lair® in the well-known Waiter Margin novel)
would expand to beco:re a region, a province, the nucleus oZ a
force to topplc the throne of heaven. The roving bands of out-
laws, raiders and Cossacks on the turbulent fronlier between
state and serfdom on one hi:nd, the open spaces and frccdom
on the other, would cozlesce to inspirc and lead the gigantic
peasant risings surging upwards along the Volga, headed by a
Cossack peoples’ pretender, or champion of the true Tsar
against the false. Javanese pcasants would listen with height-
enced interest to the story of Ken Angrok, the robber who be-
came the founder of the princcly house of Modjopait. If the
signs are auspicious, the hundred days during which the maize
ripens are past, the time is right. perhaps the millennium of
freccdom, always latent, always expected, is about to begin.
Banditry merges with peasznt revolt or revolution. 1he haiduks,
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brilliant in their tunics, formidable in their arms and accoutre-
ments, may be its soldiers.

However, before we can consider the bandit’s role in pcasant
revolution, we must look it the economic and political factors
which mzintain him within the framework of existing society.



6
The Economics and Politics of Banditry

Cutious eaough, rcsults of a continuous observation and inquiry
coincide in this fact: That all bandits are propertyless und they aro
unemployed. What they may possess is personal and comes only with
the success of their reckless adventura.

‘dAn economic: intcrpretation of the increase of bandits in China.™®

The robber band is outside the social order which fetters the
poor, a brotherhood of the free, not a community of the subject.
Nevertheless, it cunnot opt out of society. Its needs and uctivi-
ties. its very existence, bring it into relations with the ordinary
economic, social and political system. This aspect of brigandage
is normally ncglected by observers, but it is sufficiently impor-
tant to require a little discussion.

Let us consider first the economics of banditry. Robbers
must eat, and supply themselves with arms and ammunition.
They must spend the money they robh, or sell their booty. Tt is
true that in thc simplest of cases they require very little other
than what the local peasantry or berdsman consume — locally
produced food, drink and clothing and may be contenl if they
cap get it in ample quantities without the ordinary man’s
labour. ‘Nobody ever refuses them anything,’ said a Brazilian
landowner. ‘It would be stupid to. People give them food,
clothes, cigarettes, alcohol. What would they need money for?
What would they do with it? Bribe the police, that's all.”® How-
ever, most bandits we know of live in a monetary economy,
oven if the surrounding peusantry does not. Where xand how do
they get Lheir ‘coats with the five rows of gold-plated butions’,
their guns, pistols and bandoleers, the legendary ‘damascenc
swords with the gilded hundle’ about which Scrvian haiduks
and Greek klephtes bragged, not always with considerable
cxaggeration?*

*The following is the police inventory of Lampido's equipment (Brazil
1938):
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What do they do with the rustled cattle, the travelling mer-
chant’s goods? They buy and sell. Indeed, since they normally
possess far more cash than ordinary local pcasantry, their
expcenditures may form un impaortant ¢lement in the modern
sector of the local cconomy, being redistributed, through local
shopkeepers, innkeepers and others, to thc commercial middle
strata of rural socicly; ull the more effectively redistributed
since bandits (unlikc the gentry) spend most of their cash
locally, and arc in any case too proud and too freehanded to

Hut: teathcr, of the backwoods lype, decorated with six stars of Solomon.
Leather chinstrap, 46 cin long, decorated with SO gold trinkets of miscel-
lancous origin, to wit: cull:r and slceve studs, rectangles engraved with the
wozds Memory, Friendship, Homesickness cic; rings set with various
precious stones; n wedding ring with the name Santinha engraved inside.
Attached to the front of the hat, a strip ofleather 4 by 22 cm with the follow-
ing ornaments: 2 geld medallions inscribed “The Lord Be Thy Guide’;
2 gold sovercigns: 1 old Brazilian gold picce with the cfigy of the Empercr
Pcdro I1; 2 others, even oldcr, dates respectively 1776 and 1802. At the back
of the hat, a strip of Icather of cqual size, also dacorated as follows: 2 gold
medallions, 1 small diamond cut in the clussic fashion, 4 others of fancy cut.

Gun: Brazilian army Mauser, model 1908, no. 314 scries B. Tke bandoleer
is dccorated with 7 silver crowns of imperial Brazilian coinage and 5 discs
of white metal. Safety catch is broken and reinforoed with a piece of
aluminium.

Knife: steel, length 67 cm. The handle is decorated with 3 gold rings. The
blade has bullct-marks. Sacath nickle-pluied lezther, also with bullet-hole.

Cartridge-pouch: leather, orramental. Can contain 12] rounds for Maurer
or mrusket. A whiste is attached by a silver chain. Bullet-hole on left
side.

Haversacks: 2, copiously embroidered. The ecmbroiderics 2re in vivid
colours and donc very tastcfully. One is closed by mceans of three buttons,
2 pold, 1 silver; the other has only 1 silver button. On the carrying-siraps,
9 buttons in siassive silver.

Neckerchicf: red silk, cmbroidered.

Pistnl: Parabcllum no. 97, 1915 model, holster, vamished black, very
wOm.

Sandals; onc pair, of the same type ns habitually wotn in the sertéo, but ul
excellent quality and finish.

Tunic: Blue, with three officer’s stripes on thc sleeves.

Blankets: 2, printed calico, lined with cotion.®
Tnventory of the possessions of the bardit Lampiio drawn up by the police
of Bahiz, 1938.



The Economics and Politics of Bandifry 85

bargain. “I'hc trader sells his goods to Lampiio at three times
the usual price’ it was said in 1930.

All this means that bandits need middlemen, who link them
not only to the rest of the local economy but to the larger
networks of commerce. Like Pancho Villa, they must have at
lezst one friendly hacicnda across the mountain which wifl take,
or arrangc to sell, livestock without asking awkward questions.
Like the semi nomads of Tunisia, they may institutionalize
armngements to return stolen cattle against a ‘reward’, through
sedentary middlemen, village innkeepers or dealers who
approach the victim to expiain, in terms perfectly understood
by all concerned, with the news that they know someone who
has ‘found’ the struycd beasts and only wishes their owner to
have them back again. Like so many of the Indian dacoit
groups, they may raise the money to finunce their more
ambitious expeditions from moneylenders and traders in their
hotne-base, or even rob some rich caravan virtually on com-
mission for the entreprencurs who have indicated it to them.
For where bandits specialize in robbing transient traffic — as
all sensible ones do if they have the luck to live within reach
of major routes of trade and commuanication — they need in-
formation about forthcoulng shipments or convoys, and they
cannot possibly do without some mechanis:t: {or selling the loot,
which may wcll consist of commodities for which there is no
local demand. Intermediurics are evidently also necessary for
kidnappers who demand ransom.

Tt is therefore a mistake to think of bandits as merce children
of nature roasting stags in the greenwood. A successful brigand
chief is ut leuast as closely in touch with the market znd the
wider cconomic universe as a small landowner or prosperous
farmer. Indeed. in cconomically buckward rcgions his trade
may draw him close to that of others who travel, buy and sell.
The Balkan cattle- or pig-dealers may well have doubled as
bandit leuders, just as merchaat captains in pre-industrial days
might well dabble in a little piracy (or the other way round),
even when not using the good offices of governments to turn
themselves into privateers, i.c. legitimate pirates. The history
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8. Impression of a brigand chief. The brigand image of early
nineteenth-century England owes more to the stage, and perhaps
Robin Hood ballads, than to experience.
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of Balkan liberation is familiar with heroic livestock-dealers
with a reputation as band-leaders, such as Black Gourge in
Serbia or Kolokotrones in Greece; and the history of Balkan
banditry is, as we have seen,. not unfumiliar with haiduks who
‘put on merchant’s garb’ for a spell and engage in trade. We
tend to be amazed at the transformation of rural toughs in
Corsica or inland Sicily into the Mafiosi businessmen and cntre-
preneurs who can recognize the economic opportunities of the
international drug-traffic or the construction of luxury hotels
ag well as the next man, but the cattle-rustling on which so
many of them cut their teeth is an activity which widens a
peasant’s cconomic horizon. At the very least it tends to put
men in touch with those whose horizons are wider than his.
Still, economically speaking the bandit is nol o very interest-
ing figure, and though he might well deserve a footnotc or two
in textbooks of economic development, he probably deserves
no more than this. He contributes to the accumulation of local
capital — almost certainly in the hands of his parasites rather
than in his own [ree-spending ones. Where he robs transit trade,
his economic effect may be analogous to tourist travel, which
also extracts income from foreigners : in this sense the brigands
of the Sardinian mountains and the developers of the Aga
Khan's Costa Smeralda may be economically analogous pheno-
mena.* And that is about all. 'The real significance of the ban-
dit’s economic relationships is therefore different. It lics in the
illumination it sheds on his sitnation within the rural society.
For the crucial fact about the bandit's social situation is its
ambiguity. He is an outsider and a rebel, 2 poor man who
refuses to accept the normal roles of poverty. and establishes

*Analogous even in the marginality of their effect on the surrounding
economy. For where there is n particulurly wide gap between the local
oconomy and the tourist enclaves, much of the income krought in by
tourists flows out again to pay for their own consumption of;, c.g., luxury
motos-boate, champagne and water-skis, which bave also to be bought in
foreign currency. Just so a brigand chief who robs merchants passing
through his region, and buys jewellery, ammunition and conspicuously
ofnamented swords with the procceds, or spends these an high living in the
capital, is making only a margmal contribution to the income of his region.
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his frcedom by means of the only resources within rcach of
the poor, strength, bravery, cunning and determination. This
draws him close to the poor: he is one of them. It sets him in
opposition to the hierarchy of power, wealth and influence:
he is not one of them. Nothing will make a peasant brigand into
a ‘gentleman’, for in the societies in which bandits flourish the
nobility and gentry are not recruited from the ranks. At the
same time the bandit is, inevitably, drawn into the web of
wealth and power, because, unlike other peasants, he acquires
wealth and exerts power. He is ‘onc of us’ who is constantly
in the process of becoming associated with ‘them’. The morc
successful he is as a bandit, the more he is dorh a representative
and champion of the poor -and a part of the system of the
rich.

Tt is true that the isolation of rural society, the slenderness
and intermittency of its relationships, the distances over which
they operate, and the general primvitivism of rural life, allow
the bandit to keep his roles apart with some success. His
cquivalent ia the tightly packed immigrant city slums, the local
gangster or political boss (who also, in a sense, stands for the
poor agzinst the rich, and sometimes gives to the poor some
of his loot from the rich), is much less the rebel and outlaw,
much more the boss. His conncction with the centres of official
wealth and power (¢.g. ‘City Hall") are much more cvident —
they may indeed he the most evident thing about him. The rural
bandit may be ostensibly quite outside the ‘system’. His personal
connection with the non-bandit world may be simply that of
kinship, of membership in his local village community, that is
to say he may apparently belong entirely to the independent
sub-world in which peasants live, and into which the gentry, the
government, the police, the tax-collectors, the foreign occu-
piers, only make periodic incursions. Alternatively, as the
leader of a free and mobilc armed band which depends on
nobody, his relations with the centres of wealth and power may
appear to be simply those of one sovereign body with others
which affect his standing no more than trade negotiations with
Britain affect the revolutionary status of Castro’s Cuba. And
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yet, the bandit cannot escape the logic of living in a socicty of
rule and exploitation so easily.

For the basic fact of banditry is that, quite apart fromn the
bandit’s need of business contacts, he forms a nucleus of armed
strength, and therefore a political force. In the first place, a
band is something with which the local systemn has to come to
terms. Where there is no regular or cffective machinery for the
maintenance of public order - and this is almost by definition
the case where banditry flourishes — there is not much point in
appealing to the authorities for protection, all the less so as
such an appeal will quite likely bring along an expeditionary
force of troops, who will lay waste the countryside far more
surcly than the local bandits:

‘T much prefer dealing with bzndits than with the police,’ said a
Brazlian landowner around 1930. ‘The police urc a bunch of ‘dog-
killers’ who come from the capital with the idea that all the back-
woodsmen protect bandits. They think we know all their escape-
routcs. So their chief object is to get confessions at all costs. ... If
we say we don’t know, they beat us. If we tcll thern, they still beat
us, because that proves that wc have becen tied up with the
bandits. ... The backwoodsman can't win. ... — And the bandits? ~
Ah, the bandits behave like bandits. Mind you, you have to know
how to handle them so that they don’t cause trouble. Still, leaving
aside a few of the lads who really are cruel, they cause no harm
except when the policc is on their tails."

Isolated estates in such regions have long learned how to
establish diplomatic relations with brigands. Ladies of good
birth recall in their memoirs how, when still children, they were
hustled out of the way as some troop of armed men arrived at
the hacienda at nightfall, to be welcomed politely and with
offers of hospitality by the head of the house, and to be sent on
jts mysterious way with equal politeness and assurances of
mutual respect. What clse could he be expected to do?

Everybody has to come to terms with large and well-estib-
Jished bundits. This means that thcy are to somc extent inte-
grated into established society. The ideal is of course the formal
conversion of poachers into gamekeepers, whbich is by no mcans



9 Bandits

uncommon. Cossacks are given land and privileges by lords or
tsar, in order to exchange freebooting for the protection of their
lord’s territory and interests. Gajraj, a chicf of the Badhak
dacoits, ‘risen from the profession of a monkey-showman to be
the Robin Hood of Gwalior® in the 1830s, *hiad made himself
so formidable that the Durbar appointed him to kecp the ghats
or ferrics over thc Chambal, which he did in a very profitable
manner to them.” The Minas, another famous ‘robber tribe’ in
ceatral India, were the terror of Alwar, but in Jaipur they rc-
ceived lands rent-frec in return for the duty of escorting con-
voys of treasure, and were celebrated for their loyalty (o the
Raja. In India as in Sicily the professions of village and field,
or cattle-watchmen, werc oftcn intcrchangeable with that of
bandit. The Ramosi, a small dacoit community in Bombay
Presidency, were given land, various other perquisites and the
right to charge a fee from all travellers in rcturn for guarding
the villages. What better safeguard against uncontrolled brigan-
dage than such arrangements?*

Whether such arrangements are formalized or not, the in-
habitants ot bandit-ridden areas often have no other option.
Local officials who want to carry out their jobs quictly and
wilhout fuss — as which of them do not? — will keep in touch
and on reasonablc terms with them, or else risk those painful
local incidents which give such unwelcome publicity to a
district, and cause superior officials to take a poor view of their
subordinates. This explains why in rcally bandit-infested areas
cumpaigny against banditry are so often carried out by special
forces brought in from the outside. Local merchants make their
own arrangements to safeguard their busincsses against con-
stant disruption. Even the locally stationed soldiery and police
may merely prefer to keep crime — by tacit or overt agreement
with the bandits — below the threshold which will attract the
attention of the capitul, which lcaves plenty of room for
banditry, for in the pre-industrial pcriod the cyc of central
governments does not penetrate too deeply into the under-
growth of rural society, umless its own special interests are
involved. '
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However, not only must local men of wealth or authority
come to terms with bandits, but in many rural socictics thcy
also have a distinct interest in doing so. The politics of arcas
ruled by pre-capitalist landowners tum on the rivalries and
relationships of the Icading landed families and their respective
followers and clients. The power and influence of the head of
such a family rests, in the last analysis, on the number of men
to whom he is patron, offering protection and receiving in turn
those services of loyalty and dependence which are the measure
of his prestige, and consequently of his capacity to make
aliances: fighting, voting or whatever else determines local
power. The more backward the areu, the more remote, weak
or unintcrested the higher authorities, the more vital in local
politics - or for that matter as regards local influence in national
politics — is this capacity of a magnate or gentleman to mobilize
‘his’ people. If he counts enough swords, guns or votes in the
caleulus of local politics, he need not cven be very rich, as
wealth is reckoned in prosperous and economically advanced
regions. Of course wealth helps to gain a larger clientele, though
only wealth freely, indced ostentatiously, distributed to demon-
strate a nobleman’s status and power of patronage. On the other
hand a large and formidable following will do more to get a
man cstatcs and money than a sound head for figures; though of
course the object of such politics is to accumulate not capital
but family infloence. Indeed, once the pursuit of wealth be-
comes separable from that of family interest and is superior to
it, this kind of politics breaks down.

This is a situation which is ideally suited to banditry. It pro-
vides a natural demand. and political role for bandits, a local
reservoir of uncommitted armed men who, if they can be in-
duced to accept the patronage of some gentleman or magnate,
will greatly add to his prestige and may well on a suitable
occasion add ‘to his fighting or votc-getting force. (What is
more, the establishments of retainers kept by noblemen provide
convenicnl employment for individual bandits, potential or
actnal.) A wise brigand chief will take care to attach himself
only to the dominant local faction, which can guarantec real
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protection, but even if he does not aceept patronage, he can be
fairly certain that most local bosses will treat him as a poten-
tial ally, and consequently a man to stay on good terms with.
This is why in arcas remote from ctiective central authority.
like the back country of north-east Brazil until 1940, celebrated
bands can flourish for surprisingly long periods: Lampiiio
lasted ncarly twenty yecars. But then Lampido had used such
a political situation to build up so strong a force as to constitute
not merely a potential reinforcement for any greut ‘colonel’ of
the backwoods, but a power in his own right.

In 1926 the Prestes column, a flying euerrilla formation led
by a rebellious army officer who was in the process of turning
himself into the leader of the Brazilian Communist Party,
reached the north-cast after two years of mobile operations in
other parts of the interior. The Federal Government appealed
for help to the Messiah of Juazeiro. Padre Cicero, whose
influence had made him the effective political boss of the state
of Ceara, partly because a Messiah might help to keep the
faithful immunc to the social-revolutionary appeals of Prestes
and his men. Padre Cicero, who was far from enthusiastic
about the presence of federal troops in his fief (he pointed oul
that his flock was unprepared to oppose anyone whom the
government chose to call ‘bandits’, and the Prestes column did
not strike the [aithful as anti-sociul at all), accepted the
suggested solution. Lampiio was invited to the Father's Jeru-
salem, the town of Juazeiro, received with all honours, given
an oflicial rank as captain by the most senior federal official in
residence (an inspector of the ministry of agriculture), together
with a rifle and 300 rounds for each of his men, and told to
harry the rebels.* The great bandit was immensely ¢xcited
about this sudden conversion to legitimate stztus. However, he
was atlvised by a friendly ‘colonel’ that he was mcrely making
himself a cat’s-paw of the government, which would certainly
claim, once Prestes had gone, that his commission was invalid,
and would cqually ccrtainly refusc to honour the promisc of

*This incidznt is the foundation for the passage in the romances about
Lampido mentioned above,*
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indemnity for past crimes. This reasoning seems to have con-
vinced Lampiio, who promptly gave up his pursuit of Prestes.
No doubt he shared the general feeling of all in the backwoods
that roving bands of armed men were something one knew how
to deal with, but thc government was both more incalculable
and more dangerous.

The only bandits unable to benefit from so favourable a
political situation were those with a reputation for social
rebelliousness so marked that any landowner and nobleman
would prefer to see them dead. There were never more than a
handful of such bands, and their number was kept. tiny by the
very ease with which peasant bandits could establish relations
with men of substance and standing.

Furthermore, the structure of politics in sirch roral societies
provided another, and perhaps an even morc formidable re-
inforcement to banditry. For if the dominant families or
faction protected them, the defeated or opposition groups had
no recourse except to arms, which meant in ¢xtreme cases, to
become band-leaders. There are innumerable examples of this.
Sleeman in his Journey through the Kingdom of Oude in
1849-50 gives a list of several, such as Iman Buksh, who still
kept up his band and his plundering ‘though restored (o his
estate on his own terms’. ‘Lhc practice was usual, if not inevit-

y able, in Java. A good example of such a situation was that of

D 3

the department of Cajamarca in Peru in the early twentieth
century which produccd a number of ‘opposition’ bandits,
notably Elecodoro Benel Zuloeta, against whom some rather
_elaborate military cunpuigns were mounted in the middlc
1920s.” In 1914 Bcenel, a landowner, had leased the hacienda

, Llaucdn, making himself rather unpopular with the local Indiun
' peasantry whose discontent was mobilized against him by the

. brothers Ramos, who already held the sub-lease of the estate
- Benel appealed to the authorities, who massacred the Indiuns
in the usual manner of the times, thus confirming those left in
‘tilelr hostility. The Ramos then felt in a position (o finish off
» Benel, but only managed to kill his son. ‘Unfortunatcly justice

¢ failed to act and the crime remained unpunished,” as the
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treasurc-transports like the rajas of Jaipur. And men whbose
power is based on the generation of wcalth by wealth, and who
do not need (or no longer need) to accumulate wealth by the
knitc or gun, hire policemen to protect it ruther than gzngsters.
The ‘robber barons’ of the wild era in Amcrican capitalism made
the fortunes of the Pinkertons, not of freelance gunmen. Tt was
small and weak business, labour or municipal politics which
had to negotiate with the mobs, not big business. What is more,
with economic development the rich and powerful are increas-
ingly likely to see bandits as threats to property to be stamped
out, rather than as one factor among others in the power-game.

Under such circumstances bandits become permanent oul-
casts, their hand against every ‘respectable’ man. Perhaps at this
stage the anti-mythology of banditry makes its appearance, in
which the robber appears as the opposite of the hero, as — 1o
use the terminology of Russian nobles at the end of the
eighteenth century — ‘a4 beast in human form’, ‘ready to pro

[ _ﬁ'{ri’ i ede

9. ‘Sharing the loot’. Note the costumes, the plain with Romun
ruins in the background, familiar props of romantic Italian
brigand iconography.
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fane all that is holy, to kill, to pillage, to burn, to violate the
will of God and the laws of the State’? (It seems certain that,
in Russia at lcast, this myth of the bandit as the negation of
humanity arose considerably later than the heroic myth of
folk-song and folk-cpic.) The mechanism for integrating ban-
ditry into normal political life disappears. The robber now
belongs only Lo one part of society, the poor and oppressed. He
can either merge with the rebellion of peasant against lord. of
traditional society against modernity, of marginal or minority
communitics against their integration into a wider polity, or
with that permanent pendant to the ‘straight’ or respectable
world, the ‘bent’ or underworld.* But cven this now provides
less scope for the life of the mountain, the greenwood, and the
open highway. Bonnic and Clyde, the heirs of Jesse James, were
not typical criminals of the American 1930s, but historical
throwbacks. The ncarcst the really modern strong-arm man gets
to the rural life is a barbecue on a country estate gained by
urbun crime.

“In cxocptional cases, a3 in Sicily and the immigrant ghettoes ol the
U.S.A., be may also merge with a new bourgeoisie.
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Bandits and Revolution

Flagellum Deci ct commissarius missus a Deo contra usurarios et
detineates pecunias otiosas. (Scourge of God and cnvoy of God
against usurers and the possessors of unproductive wealtb.)

Self-description by Marco Sciarra, Neapolitan brigand chicf of the 1590s}

At this point the bandit has to choose between becoming a
criminal or a revolutionary. What if he chooscs revolution? As
wc have seen, social banditry has an affinity for revolution,
being a phenomcnon of social protest, if not a precursor or
potential incubator of revolt. In this it differs sharply from the
ordinary underworld of crime, with which we have alrcady had
occasion to contrast it. The underworld (as its name implies) is
an anti-society, which exists by reversing the values of the
‘straight’ world - it is. in its own phrase, ‘bent’ — but is other-
wise parasitic on it. A revolutionary world i8 also a ‘straight’
world, except perhaps at cspecially apocalyptic moments when
even Lhe anti-social criminals have their access of patriotism
or revolutionary exaltation. Hence for the genuine underviorld
revolutions are littlc more than unusually good occasions for
crime, Therc is no evidence that the flourishing underworld of
Paris provided revolutionary militants or sympathizers in the
French revolutions of the eighteenth und nincteenth century,
though in 1871 the prostitutes were strongly Communard; but
as a class they were victims of exploitation rather than crimi-
nals. The criminal bandit gangs which infested the French and
Rhincland countryside in the 1790s were not revolutionary
phenomena, but symptoms of social disorder. 'The underworld
enters the history of revolutions only insofar as the classes
dangereuses are mixed up with the classes laborieuses, raainty in
certain quarters of the cities, and because rebels and insurgents
are often treated by the authoritics as criminals and outlaws,
but in principle the distinction is clear.
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Bandits, on the other hand, share the valucs and aspirations
of the peasant world, and as ontlaws and rebels are usually sen-
sitive to its revolutionary surges. As men who have already
won their freedom they may normally be contemptuous of the
inert and passive mass, but in epochs of revolution this pass-
ivity disappears. Large numbers of peasants become bandits. In
the Ukrainian risings of the sixteenth-seventeenth centaries they
would declarc themsclves Cossacks. In 1860--1 the peasant
guerrilla units were formed around, and like, brigand bands:
local leaders would find themselves attracting a massive influx
of disbanded Bourbon soldiers, deserters, or evaders of military
service, escaped prisoners, men who feared persecution for acts
of social protest during Guribaldi’s liberation, peasants and
mountain men secking freedom, vengeance, loot, or a combina-
tion of all these. Like the usual outlaw band, these units would
initially tend to form in the ncighbourhood of the settlements
from which they drew their recruits, establish a base in the
near-by mountains or forests, and begin their operations by
activities hard to distinguish from thosc of ordinary bandits.
Only the social setting was now different. The minority of the
unsubmissive were now joined in mobilization by the majority.
In short, to quote a Dutch student of Indonesia, at such times
‘the robber band nssociates itself with other groups and ex-
presses itself under that guise, whilst the groups which origi-
nated with more honest ideals take on the character of bandits’?

An Austrian official in the ‘Turkish service has given an ex-
cellent description of:the early stages of such a peasant mobi-
lization in Bosnia. At first it only looked like an unusually
stubborn dispute about tithes. Then the Christian peasants of
Lukovac and other villages gathered, left their houses and went
on to the mountain of the Trusina Planina, while those of
Gabela and Ravno stopped work and held meetings. While
negotiations went on, a band of armed Christians attacked a
caravan from Mostar ncar Necvesinye, killing seven Moslem
carters. The Turks thereupon broke off talks. At this point the
peasants of Nevesinye all took arms, went vn to the mountain
and lit alarm-fires. Those of Ravno and Gabela also took armw.
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It was evident that a major uprising was about to break out —
in fact the rising which was to initiatc the Balkan wars of the
1870s. to detach Bosnia and Herzegovina from the Ottoman
Empire, and to have a variety of important internationzal con-
sequences, which do not concern us here.’ What does concern
us is the characteristic combination of mass mobilization and
expanded bandit activity in such a peasant revolution.

Where there is a strong haiduk tradition or powerful inde-
pendent communities of aurmed outlaws, free and armed
peasant-raiders, banditry may impose an even more distinct
pattern on such revolts, since it may bave alrcady been recog-
nized, in a vague sense, as the relic of ancient or the nucleus of
future frecdom. Thus in Saharanpur (Uttar Pradesh, India), the
Gujars, an important minority of the population, had a strong
tradition of independence or ‘turbulence’ and ‘lawlessness’ (to
use the phraseology of the British officials). The great Land-
haurz estate of the Gujars was broken up in 1813. Eleven years
yater, when times in the countryside were hard, ‘thc bolder
spirits’ in Saharanpur ‘sooner than starve, banded themselves
together under 4 brigand chief named Kallua,” u local Gujar,
and engaged in banditry on either sidc of thc Ganges, robbing
hanias (the truding and moncylending caste), travellers and
inhabitants of Dehra Dun. ‘The motives of the dacoits,” observes
the Gazetteer, ‘were perhaps not so much mere plunder as the
desire of the return to the old lawless way of living, unencum-
bered by the regulations of superior authority. In short, the
presence of armed bands implied rebellion rather than mere
law-breaking."

Kallua, allying with an important talugdar® who controlled
forty villuges and other disgruntled gentry, soon extended his
revolt by attacking police pasts, capturing some treasure from
two hundred police guerds and sacking the town of Bhagwan-
pur. Thereupon he declared himself to be the Raja Kalyan
Singh and dispatched messengers in royal fashion to exact
tribute. He now had a thousand men, and announced that he

* Holder of hereditary estates or offlcer in charge of a talug (district) in
parts of India.
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would overthrow the foreign yoke. He was defeated by a force
of two hundred Gurkhas, having had ‘the incredible presump-
tion to await the attack outside the fort’. The rebellion lasted
into the next year (‘another hard season ... had given them an
accession of new recruits’), and then petered out.

‘The bandit chief who is regarded as a royal pretender or
seeks to legitimizc revolution by adopting the formal status of a
ruler, is familiar enough. The most formidable examples are
perhaps the bandit and Cossack chieftains of Russia, where
the great rasboiniki always tended to be regarded as miraculous
heroes, akin to the champions of the Holy Russian land against
the Tatars, if not actually as possible avalars of the ‘beggars’
tsar’ — the good tsar who knew the peoplc and would replace
the evil tsar of the doyars* and the gentry. The great pcasant
rebels of the seventcenth and eighteenth ceénturies along the
fower Volga were Cossacks - Bulavin, Bolotnikov, Stenka Razin
(the hero of folksong) and Ycmelyan Pugachov  and Cossacks
were in those days communities of free peasant raiders. Like
Raja Kalyan Singh, we find them issning imperial proclama-
tions; like the brigands of southern ltaly in the 18G0s we find
their men Kkilling, burning, pillaging, destroying the written
documents which signily serfdom and subjection, but lacking
any programme cXxcept that of sweeping away the machinery
of oppression.

For banditry itsclf thus to become the revolutionary move-
ment and o dominate it, is unusual. As we have seen (above,
PP- 25-6) limitations, bouth technical and ideological, are such
as to make it unsuitable for morc¢ than momentary operations
of more than a few dozen men, and its internal organization
provides no model which can bc generalized (o be that of an
entire society. Even the Cossacks, who developed quitc large
and structured permanent communities of their own, and very
substantial mobilizations for their raiding campaigny, provided
only leaders and not models for the great peasant insurrections:
it was as ‘people’s tsars’ and not as atamansy that they

¥ Privileged class of high nobles in Russia.

1 Elected Cossack chieftains.
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mobilized these. Banditry is therefore more likely to come into
peasant revolutions as one aspect of a multiplc mobilization,
and knowing ilself to be a subordinate aspect, except in ane
scnsc: it provides fighting men and fighting leaders. Belore the
revolution it may be, to use the phrasc of an able historian of
Indonesian peasant unrest, ‘a crucible out of which emerged a
religious revival on ane hand, and revolt on the other’.S As the
revolution breaks out, thcy may merge with the vast millennial
outburst: ‘Rampok bands sprang from the ground like mush-
rooms, speedily followed by roving groups of the populace,
possessed with the expectation of a Mahdi or a millennium.’
(This is a description of the Javanese movement after the defeat
of the Japanese in 1945.) Yet without the expected Messiah,
charismatic leader, ‘just king’ (or whoever pretends to his
crown), or — to coatinue our Indoncsian iflustration - the
nationalist intellectuals hcaded by Sukarno who grafted them-
selves upon this movement, such phenomenu are likely to sub-
side, leaving behind them at best rearguard actions by back-
woods guerrillag,

Still, when banditry and its companion, millennial cxaltation,
have reached such u peak of mobilization, the forces which turn
rcvolt into a state-building or society-transforming movement
do as often as not appear. In traditional socicties accustomed
to the rise and fall of political régimes which leave the basic
social structure unaffected, gentry, noblemen, even officials and
magistrates, may recognizc the signs of impending change and
consider the time ripe for a judicious transfer of loyalties to
what will no doubt turn out to end with a new set of authori-
ties, while expeditionary forces will think of changing sides. A
new dynasty may arise, strong in the mandate of heaven, and
peaceable men will settle down to their lives again, with hope,
doubtless cventually with disillusion, reducing the bandits to
the minimum of expected outlawry and sending the prophets
back to their hedge-preaching. Morc rarely, a Messianic leader
will appear to build a temporary New Jerusalem. In modern
sitnations, revolutionary movements or organizations will take
over, They too may well, after their triumph, find bandit ac-
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tivists drifting back into marginal outlawry, to join the last
champions of the old way of life and other ‘counter-revolution-
aries’ in increasingly hopeless resistance.

How indeed do social bandits comc to terms with modern
revolutionary movements, so remote from the ancient moral
world in which they exist? The problem is comparatively easy
in the case of national independence movements, sincc their
aspirations can be readily expressed in terms comprehensible to
archaic politics, however little they have in common with these
in fact. This is why banditry fits into such movements with
little trouble: Giuliuno turned with equal ease into the hammer
of the godless communists and the champion of Sicilian separat-
ism. Primitive movements of tribal or national resistance to
conquest may develop the characteristic interplay of bandit
guerrillas and populist or millennial sectarianism. In the
Caucasus, where the resistance of the great Shamyl to the
Russian conquest was based on the development of Muridism
among the native Moslems, Muridism and other similar sects
wcre said cven in the carly twentieth century to provide the
celebrated bandit-patriot Zelim Khan (see p. 44 above)
with aid, immnunity und idevlogy. He always carried a portrait
of Shamyl. In return, two new sccts which sprang up among the
Ingush mountaineers in that period, one of militants for holy
war, the other of unarmed quietists, both equally ecstatic and
possibly derived from the Bektashi, regarded Zclim Khan as a
saint.’

1t does not take much sophistication to recognize the conflict
between ‘our people’ and ‘foreigners’, between the colonized
and the colonizers. The peasants of the Hungarian plains who
formed the bandit-gucrrillas of the famous Sandor Rézsa after
the defeat of the revolution of 1848-9 may have been moved to
rebellion by adventitious sets of the victorious Austrian régime,
such as military conscription. (Reluctance to become or remain
a soldier is a familiar source of outlaws.) But they were never-
theless ‘national bandits’, though their interpretation  of
nationalism might have been very different from the politiciany',
The famous Manuel Garcia, ‘King of the Cub:n countryside’,
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who was reputed single-handed to keep ten thousand soldiers
occupied, naturally sent money to the father of Cuban indepen-
dence, Martf, which the apostle refused, with the habitual dis-
like of most revolutionaries for criminals. Garcia was killed by
treason in 1895, because — so Cuban opinion still holds — he was
about to throw in his lot with the revolution. )

National liberation bandits are therciorc common enough,
though commoncr in situations where the national liberation
movement can be derived from traditional social organization
or resistance to foreigners than when it is a novel importation
by schoolmastcrs and jourualists. Tn the mountains of Greece,
barely occupied, never cffectively administered, the klephtes
played u larger part in liberation than in Bulgaria, where the
conversion to the national causc of eminent haiduks such as
Panayot Hitov was notable news. (But then, the Greek moun-
tains were allowed a fair measure of autonomy, through the
formations of armatoles, technically policing them for the
Turkish overlords, in practice doing so only when it suited
them. Today's armarole captain might be tomorrow’s klephtic
chief, and the other way round.) What part they play in national
liberation is another question.

It is harder for bandits to be integrated into modern move-
ments of social and political revolution which arc not primarily
against forcigners. Not because they have any more difficulty
in understanding, at least in principle, the slogans of liberty,
equality and fraternity, of land and freedom, of democracy and
communism, if expressed in language with which they are
familiar. On the contrary, thesc are no more than evident
truth, the marvel being thit men can find the right words for
it. “Truth tickles everyone’s nostrils’, says Surovkov, the savage
Cossack, listening to Isauc Babel reading Lenin's speech from
Pravda. ‘The question is how it’s to be pulled from the heap.
But he goes and strikes at it straight off, likc a hen pecking at
a grain.’ It is that these evident truths are associated with towns-
men, educated men, gentry, with opposition to God and tsar,
ie. with forcecs normally hostile or incomprehensiblc to back-
ward peasants.
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Still, the junction can he made. The great Pancho Villa was
recruited by Madcro's men in the Mexican Rcvolution, and
became a formidable general of the revalutionary armies. Per-
haps of all professional bandits in the western world, he was
the ope with the most distinguished revolutionary career. When
the emissarics of Madero visited him, he was readily convinced.
Madero was a rich and cducated man. If he was on the side of
the people this proved that he was selfless und the canse there-
fore untarnished. A mun of the people himsclf, a man of
honour, and whose standing in banditry vas itself honoured
by such an invitation, how could he hesitate to put his men
and guns at the disposal of the revolution?®

Less eminent bandits may have joined the cause of revolu-
tion for very similar reasons. Not because they understood the
complexities of democratic, socialist or even anarchist thecory
(though the last of these contains few complexities), but because
the cause of the peoplc and the poor was self-cvidently just,
and the revolutionaries demonstrated their trustworthiness by
unselfishness, sclf-sacrifice and devotion - in other words by
their personal behaviour. That is why military service and
jail, the places where bundits and modern revolutionaries are
most likely to meet in conditions of equality and mutual trust,
have seen many political conversions. The annals of modern
Sardinian banditry contain several examples. That is also why
the men who became the Bourbonist brigand leaders in 1861
were often the same men who had flocked to the standard of
Garibaldi, who looked, spoke and acted like a ‘true libcrator
of the people’.

Hence, wherc the ideofogical or personal junction between
them and the militants of modern revolution can be made, the
bandits may join the new-fangled movements as bandits or as
individual peasants as they would have joined archaic ones.
The Macedonian ones became the fighters of the Komitadji
movement (the Internal Macedonian Revolutionary Organiza-
tion or Imro) in the early twentieth century, and the village
schoolmasters who organized them in wurn copied the tradi-
tional pattern of haiduk-guerrillas in their military structure.
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Just as the brigands of Bantam joined the communist rising of
1926, the gencrality of Javanese followed the secular national-
ism of Sukarno or the secular socialism of the Communist
Party, the Chinese ones Mao Tse-tung, who was in turn power-
fully influenced by the nativc wadition of popular resistance.

How could China be saved? The young Mao’s answer was,
‘Imitate the heroes of Liung Shan P'0’, i.e. the free bandit-
guerrillas of thc Water Margin novel. What is more, he sys-
tematically recruited them. Were they not fighters, and in their
way socially conscious fighters? Did not the ‘Red Beards', a
formidablc organization of horse-thieves which still flourished
in Manchuria in the 1920s, forbid its mcmbers to attack
womea, old people and children, but obliged them to attack all
civil servants and official personages, but *if a man has a good
reputation we shall leave him onc half of his property; if he is
corrupt we shall take all his possessions and baggage’? In 1929
the bulk of Mao's Red Army seems to have been composed of
such ‘declassed clements’ (to use his own classification, ‘soldiers,
bandits, robbers, beggars and prostitutes’). Who was likely to
run the risk of joining an outlaw formation in those days ex-
cept outlaws? “These people fight most courageously,” Mao
had observed a few years earlier. ‘When led in a just manner,
they can become a revolutionary force.' Did they? We do
not know. They certainly gave the young Red Army something
of the ‘mentality of roving insurgents’, though Mao hoped that
‘intensified education’ might remedy this.

Undoubtedly political consciousness can do much to change
the character of bandits. ‘Thc communist peasant guerrillas of
Colombia contain some fighters (but almost certainly not more
than a modest minority) who bhave transferred to them from
the former frecbooting brigand-guerrillas of the Violencia.
‘Cuando bandoleaba’ (when I was a bandit) is a phrase that
may be heurd in the conversations and reminiscences that fill
so much of a guerrilla’s time. The phrase itself indicates the
awareness of the difference between a man’s past and his
present. However probably Mao was too sanguine. Individual
bandits may be easily integrated into political units, but col-
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lectively, in Colombiu at least, they have proved rather un-
assimilable into left-wing guerrilla groups.

In any case as bondits their military potentinl was limited,
their political potential even more so, as the brigand wars in
southern Italy demonstrate. Their idcal unit was less than
twenty men. Haiduk voivodes leading mare than this were
singled out in song and story, and in the Colombian violencia
after 19438 the very large insurgent units werc almost invariably
communist rather than grass-roots rebels. Panayot Hitov re-
poris that the voivode Ilio, faced with two to three hundred
potential recruits, said this was far too many for a single band
and they had better form scvcral; he himself chose fifteen.
Large forces were, as in Lampiio’s band, broken up into such
gub-units, or temporary coalitions of separate formations. Tac-
tically this made sense, but it indicatcd a basic incapacity of
most grass-roots chiefs to equip and supply large units or to
handle bodies of men beyond the direct control of a power-
ful peryonality. What is more, each chicftain jealously pro-
tected his sovereignty. Even Lampiio’s most loyal lieutenant,
the ‘blond devil' Corisco, though remaining sentimentally
attached to his old chief, quarrelled with him and took his
friends and followers away to form a separdte band. The
various emissartes and secret agents of the Bourbons who tried
to introduce effective discipline and coordination into the
brigand movement in the 18605 werc as frustrated as all others
who have attempted similar operations.

Politically, bandits were, as we have seen, incapable of offer-
ing & real alternative to the peasants. Morcover, their tradition-
ally ambiguous position between the men of power and the
poor, as men of the people but contcmptuous of the weak and
the passive, as a force which in normal times opcrated within
the existing social and political structure or on its margins,
rather than against it, limited their revolutionary potential. They
might dream of u {xee society of brothers, but the most obvious
prospect of a successful bandit rcvolutionary was to becomo u
landowner, like the gentry. Pancho Villa ended as a hacendado,*

* Large landowner, owncr of cstate (haclenda).
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the natural reward of a Latin American aspirant caudillo,*
though no doubt his background and manner made him more
popular than the fine-skinned creole aristocrals. And in any
case, the heroic and undisciplined robber lifc did not fit 2 man
much for either the hard, dun-coloured organization-world of
the revolutionary fighters or the leaality of post-revolutionary
life. Few successful bandit-insurgents scem to have played much
of 2 role in Balkan countries they had helped to liberate. Often
enough the heroic memories of freedomn in the pre-revolutionary
mountains, and national insurrcction, merely lent an increus-
ingly ironic glitter to strong-arm gangs in the ncw state, at the
disposal of rival political bosses when they did not do a little
freelance ‘kidnapping and robbery for their private purposes.
Nineteenth-century Greece, nourished on the klephtic mystique,
became a gigantic spoils-system, whosc prizes were thus com-
peted for. The romantic poets, folklorists and philhellencs had
given the highland brigands a Furopcean reputation. M. Edmond
About, in the 1850s, was more struck by the shoddy reality of
the ‘Roi des Montagnes' than by the highflown phrases of
klephtic glory.

The bandits’ contribution to modern revolutions was thus
ambiguous, doubtful and short. That was their tragedy. As
bandits they could at best, like Moses, discern the promised
land. They could pot reach it. The Algeriin war of liberation
began, characteristically enough, in the wild mountains of the
Aurgs, traditional brigand territory, but it was the very un-
bandit-like Army of National T.iberation which finally won
independence. The Chinese Red Army soon ceased to be 2
bandit-like formation. More than this. The Mexican Revolution
contained two major peasant components: the typical bandit-
based movement of Pancho Villa in the north, the entirely
unbandit-like ugrarian agitation of Zapata in Morelos. In
military tcrms, Villa played an immeasurably more important
part on the national scenc, but neither the shape of Mexico nor
even of Villa’s own north-west was changed by it. Zapata’s

* Military chieftain establishing political powet, a sadly familiar figure
in Latin American history.
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movement was cntirely regional, its leader was killed in 1919,
its military forces were of no great consequence. Yet this was
the movement which injected the element of agrarian reform
into the Mexican Revolution. ‘The brigands produced a poten-
tial caudillo and a legend - not least, a legend of the only
Mexican leader who tried (o invade the land of the gringos in
this century.* The peasant movement of Morelos produced a
social revolution; one of the three which deserve the name in
the history of Latin America.

*The most dramatic cvidence of this comes from the village of San José
dec Gracie in the uplands of Michoacan, Mexico, which = like so many
Mexican villages — expressed its populut aspirations by mobilizing under the
banner of Christ the King againss the revolution (as part of the Cristero
movement, best known through Grabam Greene's The Power and the
Glary). Its excellent historian points out that it naturally ‘abhborred tho
great figures of the Revolntion’ with two cxeeptions: President Cardenas
(1934-40) for distributing the land and ending the persecution of religion
and - Pancho Villa. ‘Thesc have become popular idols.’*® Even in 1971 the
general stote in 2 very similar township of the same area, a place not visibly
much given to litecrature, contained The Memoirs of Pancho Villu.
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The Expropriators

Finally we must glance at what may be called ‘quasi-banditry’,
that is to say at revolutionaries who do not themselves belong
to the original world of Robin Hood, but who in one way or
another adopt his methods and perhaps even his myth. The
reasons for this may be partly ideological, as among the
Bakuninist anarchists who idealized the bandit as

the genuine and sole revolutionary - a revolutionary without fine
phrases, without learned rhetoric, irreconcilable, indefatigable and
indomitable, a popular and social revolutionary, non-political and
indcpendcat of any estate (Bakunin).

They may be a reflection of the immaturity of revolutionaries
who, though their ideologies are new, are steeped in the
traditions of an ancient world, likc the Andalusian anarchist
guerrillas after the Civil War of 1936-9 who fell naturally into
the ways of the old ‘noble bandoleros’, or the German journey-
men of the early nineteenth century, who — equally naturally
called their secrel revolutionary brotherhood, which eventually
became Karl Marx's Communist League, the Leugue of the
Outlaws. (The Christian-communist tailor Weitling actually at
one stage planned a revolutionary war waged by an army of
outlaws.) Or else the reasons may be technical, as in guerrilla
movements which are obliged to follow substantially similar
tactics as social bandits, and on the cloak-and-dagger fringe
of illegal revolutionary movements where the smugglers, terror-
ists, forgers, spies and ‘expropriators’ operate. In this chapter
we shall deal primarily with ‘expropriation’, the long-established
and tactful name for robhberies designed to supply revolution-
aries with funds.

The history of this tactic remains to be written. Probably il
appeared at the point where the libertarian and authoritarian
lines of the modern revolutionary movement, the sars-culotien
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and the Jucobins, crossed: by Blunqui out of Bakunin. The
place of birth was almost certaimly the anarchist-cum-terrorist
milicu of tsarist Russia in the 1860s and 1870s. The bomb,
which was the standard equipmcent of Russian expropriators
in the early twentieth century, points to their terrorist deriva-
tion. (In the Western tradition of bank-robbery, whether politi-
cal ur ideologically neutcul, the gun has always prevailed.) The
term ‘expropriution’ iself was origmmally not so much a
euphemisin {or hold-up jobs, as a reficction on a characteristic-
ally aparchist confusion between riot and revoll. between
crime and revolution, which regarded not only the gangster as
a truly libertarian insurrectionary. but such simple activities as
looting as a step towards the spontaneous expropriation of the
bourgeoisie by the oppressed. We need not blame serious
anarchists for the excesses of the lunatic fringe of declassed in-
tcllectuals which indulged in such fancics. Even among themn
‘expropriation’ gradually settled down as a technical term lor
robbing money for the good of the causc, normally — and sig-
nificantly - from those symbols of the impersonal power of
money, the banks.

Ironically enough it was not so much the local and scattered
forms of direct action by aparchists or narodnik*® terrorists
which made ‘expropriation’ a public scandal in the international
revolutionary movement, as the aclivities of the Bolsheviks
during and after the 1905 rcvolution; and more particularly
thc famous Tiflis (Tbilisi) hold-up of 1907, which netted the
party over 200,000 roubles, unfortunatcly mainly in large and
readily traced denominations which got the devoted cxiles like
Litvinov (subsequently Commissar for Foreign Affairs of the
U.S.S.R.) and L. B. Krassin (subscquently in charge of Sovict
foreign trade) into roublc with Western policemen, when they
tried to change them. It was a good stick with which to beat
Lenin, always suspect to other Russian sectors of social democ-
rucy for his alleged ‘Blanquist’ tendencies, just as later it was u
good stick with which to beat Stalin, who, as a leading

® Member of the Russiun populist revolutionary movements in the lates
nineteenth ccotury.
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Bolshevik in Transcaucasia, was deeply involved in it. The accu-
sations werc unfair. Lenin’s Bolsheviks dilfcred from other
social democrats merely in not condemning any form of revo-
lutionary activity, including ‘expropriations’ a priori; or rather,
in lacking the cant which officially condemned operations
which, as we now know, not only illegal revolutionarics but
also governments of all complexions practise whenever they
think them essential. Lenin did his best to fence off ‘expropria-
tions’ from ordinary crime and unorganized freecbooting with an
claborate system of defences: they were to be conducted only
under organized party auspices, and in a framework ol socialist
ideology and education, in order not to degenerate into crime
and ‘prostitution’; they were to be undertaken only against state
property, ctc. Stalin, though no doubt he went into these ac-
tivities with his usual lack of humanitarian scruple, was doing
na more thun applying party policy. Indeed, the ‘expropriations’
in turbulent and gun-happy ‘Irunscaucasia werc neither the
largest - the record was probably held by the Moscow hold-up
of 1906, which netted 875,000 roubles - nor the most frequent.
If anything T.atvia, in which the Bolshevik papers publicly
acknowledged at lcast some of the income from cxpropriations
(as socialist journals nsually record donations), was most given
to this form of selflcss robbery.

The study of the Bolshevik ‘expropriations’ is therefore not
the best way to grasp the nature of such quasi-bandit activity.
and this writer knows too little about the most prominent ¢x-
propriations of the 1960s, thosc undertaken by various forms
of revolutionaries in parts of Latin America to say anything
of intcrest about them. All that the hold-ups of official Marxists
demonstrate is the obvious fact that such activities tend to
atltract a certain type of militant, the sort of man who, though
often longing for the really high-stamus work such as drafting
theoretical statements and addressing Congress, feels happier
with a gun and a lot of presence of mind. The late ‘Kamo’
(Semyon Arzhakovich Ter-Petrossian, 1882-1922), a remark-
ably brave and tough Armenian terrorist who threw in his lot
with the Bolsheviks, was a splendid cxample of such a political
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gun-fighter. He was the chief organizer of the Tiflis expropria-
tion, though as a matter of principle never spending more than
fifty copecks a day on his personal needs. The end of the civil
war left him free to realize his long-cherished ambition to edu-
catc himsclf properly in Marxist theory, but after a bricf in-
terval he yearned once again for the excitements of direct
action. He was probably lucky to die in a bicycle accident when
he did. Neither his age nor the atmosphere of the Soviet Union
in subsequent years would have been congenial to his tvpe of
Old Bolshevism.

The best way to bring the phenomenon of ‘eXpropriation’ be-
fore readers who have no great acquaintance with ideological
gun-fighters, is to sketch the portrait of onc of themn. I choose
the case of Francisco Sabaté Llopart (1913-60),° one of the
group of anarchist guerrillas who raided Cataloniu from bases
in France after the Second World War, and almost all of whom
are now dead or in jail: the Sabaté brothers, José Luis
Facerias, the waiter from the Barrio Chino in Barcelona (prob-
ably the ablest and most intelligent), Ramon Capdevifa, named
‘Burntface’ or ‘Caraquemada’, the boxer (probably the toughest,
and one of the longest-lived — he [asted until 1963), Jaime Pures
‘El Abissinio’, the fuctory operative José Lopez Penedo, Julio
Rodriguez ‘El Cubano', Paco Martincz, Santiago Amir Gruana
‘El Sheriff’, Pedro Adrover Font ‘Bl Yayo', the young and
always bungry José Pedrez Pedrero “l'ragapanes’, Victor Es-
pallargas whose pacifist principles allowed him to take part
in bank-raids but only unarimed, and all the others whose names
now live only in police records and the memories of their
families and a few anarchist militants.

Barcelona, that hill-compressed, hard-edged, and p.laSlon’llc
capital of proletarian insurrection, was their magquis, though
they knew enough about the mountains to make their way there
and back. Commandecred taxis and stolen cars were their
transport, bus-queues or the gates of football stadia their ren-
dezvous. Their accoutrements were the raincoat so dear to
urban gunmen from Dublin to the Mediterranean, and tho
shopping bag or briefcase (o hide guns or bombs. ‘The idea’ of
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anarchism was their motive: that totally uncompromising and
hunatic dream which a great many of us share, but which few
except Spaniards have ever tried to act uponm, at the cost of
total defecat and impotence for their labour movement. Theirs
was the world in which men are governed by pure morality as
dictated by conscience; where there is no poverty, no govern-
ment, no jails, no policemen, no compulsion and discipline ex-
cept that of the inner light; no social bond except fraternity and
love: no lies; no property: no burcaucracy. In this world men
are purc like Sabaté, who never smoked or drank (except, of
course, a little winc with meals) and ate likc a shepherd cven
when he had just robbed a bank., In this world reason and
enlightepment bring men owt of darkness. Nothing stands be-
twecn us and this idcal cxcept the forces of the devil, bour-
geois, fascists, Stalinists, even backsliding anarchists, forces
which must be swept away, though of course without our fall-
ing into the diabolical pitfalls of discipline and bureaucracy. It
is a world in which the moralists are also gunfighters, both be-
cause guns kill enemies and because they are the means of
expression of men who cannot write the pamphlets or. make
the great speeches of which they dream. Propaganda by action
replaces that by word.

Francisco Sabaté Llopart ‘Quico’ discovered ‘the idea’, in
common with an entire generation of Barcelona working-
class youths aged between thirteen and cighteen, in the great
moral awakening which followed the proclamation of the
Spanish Republic in 1931, He was one of five children of an
unpolitical municipal watchman in Hospitalet de Llobregat,
just outside Barcelonu, and became a phunber. Except for Juan,
a highly strung boy who wanted to become a priest, the boys
looked to the left, following Pepe the fitter, the eldest of the
family. Three of them are now deud. Francisco himself was not
a great man for books, though later he was to make heroic
efforts to read, in order to be able to discuss Rousseau, Herbert
Spencer and Bakunin as a good anarchist should, and took
even greater pride in his two daughters at the lycée in Toulouse,
who merely read Express and France-Observateur. He was not
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semi-literate, and thc Franco accusation that he was rankled
bitterly.

He was seventeen when he joined the libertarian youth
organization, and began to absorb the marvellous truth in the
libertarian Athenaeums in which the young militants met for
education and inspiration; for to be politically conscious in
thosc days in Barcelona meant to become an anarchist as cer-
tainly as in Aberavon it meant to join the Labour Party. But n6
man can escape his fate. Sabaté was designed by nature for his
subsequent career. Just as there are some women who are only
fully themselves in bed, so there are men who only realize them-
selves in action. Big-jawed, thick-browed, looking smaller than
his size because of his stockiness — though he wus actually a
little less muscular thun he appcarcd — Sabaté was one of these.
In reposc he was nervous and awkward. He could barely sit in
comfort in an armchair, let alone in a café in which, like a
good gunfighter, hc automatically chose the seat with cover, a
view of the door and in reach of the back exit. As soon as he
stood ‘with a gun on a street-corner he became rclaxed, and in
a gruff way, radiant. ‘Muy sereno’ his comrades described him
at such moments, sure of his reflexes and insuncts, thosec
hunches which can be perfected but not created by experience;
sure above all of his courage and his luck. No man without
remarkable natural aptitudes would have lasted nearly twenty-
two years of unbroken outlawry, interrupted only by jail.

It scems that almost from the start he found himself in the
grupos especific:ox or action groups of young libertarians, which
fought duels with the police, assassinated reactionaries, rescucd
prisoners and expropriated banks for the purpose of financing
some small journal, the distaste of anarchists for organization
making rcgular fund-raising difficult. His activities were local.
In 1936, by that time married — or rather demonstratively not
married — to'u servant-girl from Valencia, whose character had
the same classic simplicity as his, he was still merely a member
of the revolutionary committee in Hospitalet. He went 1o the
front of the Los Aguiluchos (the ‘Young Fagles') column,
commanded by Garcia Oliver, as a centurion, responsible ny the



116 Bandus

name implies, for a centuria of a hundrcd men. As his gifts for
orthodox leadership were clearly small, he was soon side-
tracked into an armourer’s job, for which his familiarity with
guns and explosives fitted him. Also, he had a natural bent for
machinery, as for combat. He was Lhe kind of man who builds
himself a motorbike from scrap. He never became an officer.

Sabaté fought quietly with his column (later merged into the
28th Ascaso Division, commanded by Gregorio Jover) until the
battle of Teruel. He was not used for the special guerrilla units
of the army, which suggests that his gifts were unrecognized.
Then, during the battle, he deserted. The official cxplanation is
that he quarrelled with the communists, which is more than
likely. He returned to lead a clandestine existence in Barcelona,
and for practical purposes he never abandoned it for the rest of
his life.

His first activity in Barcclona against the ‘Stalino-bourgeois
coalition’ was to liberate a comrade wounded in a brush with
the (Republican) police; his second, still under orders from the
anarchist Youth Committee of Defence, to liberate four men
imprisoned after the rising of May 1937, who were being trans-
ported between those two poles of the anarchist militant’s globe,
the Madel Prison and the Fortress of Montjuich. Then he was
himself imprisoned in Montjuich and tried to escape. His wife
smuggled a gun to him in his next jail at Vich and he fought his
way out. By now he was 1 marked man. His comrades therefore
found a cover for him by sending him to the front with anothcr
anarchist unit, the 26th Durruti Division, with which he stayed
‘to the cnd. It should perhaps be added for the benefit of non-
anarchist readers that Sabaté’s attachment to the Republican
causc and hatred of Kranco never wavered throughout these
surprising proceedings. )

The war ended. After the usual spell in a French concentra-
tion camp, Sabaté found himsclf working as a fitter near An-
gouléme. (His brother Pepe, an officer, had been caught and
jailed in Valencia; young Munolo was barely twelve years old.)
There the German occupation caught him, and soon pushed
hirn back into clandestinity. But unlike many other Spanish
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refugees, his resistance activities were marginal. Spain, und
only Spuin was his passion. Around 1942 he was back on the
Pyrenean border, ill but already anxious to raid. From this time
be began to operate on his own, reconnoitring the frontier.

At first he went round the mountain farms as a travelling
mechanic and general mender-of-things. Then, for a while, he
joined a group of smugglers. Subsequently he established two
bases for himself, settling as a small {armer in one of them, the
Mas Casenobe Foubette ncar Coustouges, within sight of Spain.
The frontier between La Preste and Ceret was to remain ‘his’
beat ever after. There he knew the routes and the pcople and
had his bases and depots. This eventually doomed him, for it
defined the arca within which the police could expect him to
be within a few kilometres. On the other hand it was incvitable.
Eflicient organizations can route couriers or guerrillas anywhere
between Irun and Port Bau. A congeries of small craft enter-
prises, like the anurchist underground, is one of local men who
are in darkness outsidc the small area they have themselves
prospected. Sabaté knew his sector of the mountains. He knew
the routes thence to Barcelona. Above all, he knew Barcelona.
These were his ‘manor’. Therc and nowhere else in Sp.xm did
he operate.

He seems not to have raided before the spring of 1945,
though he did some guiding and perhaps liaison work. In May
of that vear he began (o muke a name for the rescue of a com-
rade from the police in the middle of Barcelona. And then
came the events which made him a hero. One¢ of his guerrilla
parties attracted the attention of the Civil Guard in Bafiolas, his-
dispersal point after crossing the mountains. ‘Ihe police flour-
ished their arms - Sabaté was punctilious about not shooting
until the other side made a move to draw — and one was killed,
the other disarmed. He by-passed the hue-and-cry by the simple
method of walking in easy stages to Barcelona. By the time he
arrived the police was informed. He walked struight into an
ambush at the habitual meeting place of the comrades, a milk-
bar in the Callc Santa Tercsa. Sabaté's hunch [or ambushes was
oxtraordinary. The four labourers coming slowly towards him
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chatting were, it was clear to him, policemen. He therefore
continucd slowly and carelessly walking towards them. At
about thirty feet he reached for his sub-machine gun and took
aim.

The war between police and terrorists is one of nerves as well
as of guns. Whoever is morc frightened has lost the initiative.
The key to Sabaté’s unique career after 1945 lay in the moral
superiority he established over the police by the conscious
policy of always, when possible, advancing towards them. The
four plain-clothes men were unnerved, made for cover, and
opened a rather ragged fire while he got away. He did not
shoot.

It was a sign of his relative inexperience that hc now went
home, to arrange {or a mecting with his brother Pepe, who had
just come out of prison in Valencia. The house was already
watched, but Sabaté only went in for a moment to leave a note,
und immediately left by the back to sleep in the woods. This
seems to have taken the police by surprise. When he returncd
next morning he smelled the ambush, but it was too late. His
route was alrcady barred by a couple of obvious police-wagons.
He strolled carelessly past them. What he did not know was,
that one of the waguns contained two captured anarchists who
werc to identify him. They did not. Sabaté strolled casunally on
to safety.

The hero needs bravery for his role, and he had proved it. He
needs guile and perspicacity. He needs luck, or in mythical
terms, invulnerability. Surely, the man who smclled and escaped
ambushes had proved these. But he also needs victory. He hud
not yet proved this — except by killing policemen — and by
rational standards could never prove it. But by the standards
of the poor, oppressed and ignorant men whose horizons are
bounded by their harrio* or at most their city, the mere capacity
for the outlaw to survive against the concentrated forces of the
rich and their jailers and policemen is victory enough. And
henceforth nobody in Barcelona, a city which breeds more

¢ City quarter or district.
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compelent judges of good rebels than most, could doubt that
Sabaté possessed this capacity. Leust of all himself.

The yeurs 1944 to the carly 1950s saw a systematic attempt to
overthrow Franco by private invasions across the fronticr from
France, but more seriously, by guerrilla action. This episode is
not widely known, though the attempts were serious ¢nough.
Official communist sources list a total of 5371 actions by
guerrillas in the period between 1944 and 1949, with a peak of
1,317 in 1947, and Franco sources estimate guerrilla casualties
of 400 in the largest maquis, in southern Aragon.! Though
guerrillas operated in virtually all mountain areas, especially
in thc north and in southern Aragon, the Catalan guerrillas,
who were almost wholly anarchist, unlike the others, were of no
military significance. They were too poorly organized and un-
disciplined, and their objectives were those of their cadres.
men with parish-pump perspectives. It was amaong such anar-
chist groups that Sabaté now operated.

Considerations of high politics, strategy and tactics, hardly
affected men of his kind. For them such things were always
shadowy unrealities, except insofar as they were vivid because
symbolic of inunorality. Theirs was an abstract world in which
free men with guns stoed on one side, policemen and jails on
the other, typifying the human condition. Beétween them
crouched the mass of undecided workers who would one day

perhaps tomorrovw,? — rise in majestic power, inspircd by the
cxample of morality and heroism. Sabaté and his friends found
political rationalizations for their exploits. He put bombs into
some Latin American consulites as a protest against a U.N.
vote. He fired leaflets out of a home-made bazooka over the
football crowds to make propaganda, und held up bars to
play anti-Iranco speeches on tape-recorders. Ile robbed hanks
for the cause. Yet thosc who knew him agree that what really
counted for him was the example of uction rather than its cfcet.
What moved him, irresistibly and obsessively, was the desite to
go raiding in Spain, and the eternal duel between the militanix
and the State: the plight of imprisoned comrades, the hatred
of policemen. An outsider may wonder why none of the groups
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ever made a serious attempt to assassinate Franco or cven the
Captain-General of Catalonia, but only Signor Quintela of the
Barcelona police. But Quintela was head of the ‘Social Brigade'.
He had, it was said, tortured comrades with his own hands. It
is highly typical, not least of anarchist disorganization, that
when Sabaté€ planned to assassinate him he found another group
of activists already indepcndently on the same trail

From 1945 on, therefore, the heroic exploits and demonstra-
tions multiplied. The official record (not altogether reliable)
credils Sabaté with five attacks in 1947, one in 1948, and no less
than fifteen in 1949, the year of the Barcelona guerrillas’ glory
and disaster. That January the Sabatés took charge of the job
of raising funds for the defence of some prisoners, a list of
whom a certain Ballester had brought out of jail together with
a police tail In Fcbruary Pepe Sabaté shot a policeman who
was ambushing the brothers at their rendezvous in the doorway
of the Ciné Condal, by the Paralelo. Shortly after this the police
surpriscd Pepe and José Lopez Penedo asleep in La Torrasa, a
suburb of flamenco-singing southcrn immigrants, and they
fought &4 gun-battle in their underwear between the front door
and the dining-room. T.opez died; Pepe, badly wounded, es-
caped almost naked, swam the river Llobregat, held up a passer-
by for clothes, and walked five miles to u safe refuge where he
was joined by his brother, who got him u doctor and saw to
his transport to France.

In March Sabaté and the Los Manos group of young
Aragonese joined up to kill Quintela, but only killed a couple
of lesser Falangists by mistake. (Someone had issued a general
threat to attack the police headquarters, which frightencd the
police, but also warned them.) In May Sabaté and Faoerias
joincd forces to put their bombs into the Brazilian, Pcruvian
and Balivian consulates, Sabaté calmly dismantling one after
the alarm had been given so as to exchange the time mechanism
for immediate detonation. Other bombs he placcd with the
simple help of a fishing-rod. By the autumn, however, the police.
had the situation under control. In Qctober Pepe fell in ambusb,
having just fought his way out of another over the dead body
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of a policcman. That month saw the end of the bulk of the
fighting men.

In December a third of the Sabaté brothers went. Young
Muoolo had never heen a man of ‘the idea’. His ambition was
to be a torero, and he had left home in his teens to follow the
novilladas* in Andalusia, but the adventure represcnted by his
brothers was equally tempting.They did not let him join them,
preferring him to study and better himself, but the Sabaté name
got him into the group of the redoubtable Ramon Capdevila
(‘Caraquemad=’ or ‘Burntface’), an ex-boxer who had aban-
doned the ring on getting ‘the ideca’ and was now @ considerable
expert in explosives. One of the few guerrillas whose activities
made some sense, he raided in the provinces, blowing up pylons
and suchlike. Inexperienced. Manolo lost his way in the hills
after a brush with the police, and was arrested. The Sabaté
name guarantecd his execution. He was shot in 1950, leaving
behind nothing but a French watch.

By this timc, however, Sabuté was no longer in Spain.
Troubles, mainly with the French police, were to keep him away
for nearly six years. They had begun in 1948 when he wus
stopped by a gendarme on one of his innumerable (rips to the
frontier in a hired car (Sabaté always liked transport which
allowed him to keep his hands frec.) He had lost his head.
broken and run. They had found his gun, and later a sizeable
collection of equipment, explosives, radios. etc. in his farm at
Coustouges. In November he was scntenced in abyentia to three
ycars in jail and a fine of 50,000 francs. On advice, he appealed
and in June 1949 got & harmless two months, which was later
raised to six, with five years' interdiction de séjour. Henceforth
his visits to the frontier were to be illegal even from the French
side, and he lived under police supervision far from the
Pyrenees.

In fact, he did not get out of jail for a year, for the French
police tied him to another and much more serious affair, a
hold-up at the Rhune-Poulenc factory in May 1948, as a result

¢ Bulifights for junior bulls and fighters.
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of which a watchman had dicd. It is characteristic of thc stag-
gering unrealism of the activists, whose very existence depended
on the benevolent blindness of the French authorities, that they
expropriated the bourgeoisic for the good of the cause with as
much readiness in Lyons as in Barcelona. (Only the intelligent
Fucenias avoided this; /e robbed his non-Spanish bunks in
Italy.) It is equally typical that thev left o back-trail as visible
as a landing-strip. Thanks to some very good lawyers, the case
against Subaté was never quitc proved; though the police had
at one point lost patience and actually extructed a confession
from him after beating him up for several days, or so his law-
yer claimed, not without plausibility. After four mon-lieus the
case was still pending at the time of his death. However, in ad-
dition to considerable worry, the affair cost him the best part
of another two years in jail.

When Sabaté got his hcad at least temporarily above these
rough waters, he found the political situation utterly changed.
In the early 1950s all parties abandoned gucrrilla warfare for
more realistic tactics. The militants were therefore alone.

It was a dcsperate blow. Sabaté, though quite incapable of
obeying any instructions with which he disagrecd, was a loyal

- man. Not to have the approval of the comrades hurt him almost
physically, and until bis death he made constant but unavailing
efforts to regain it. The blow was not softened by an offer to
settle him in Latin America. As wcll offer Othello a consular
post in Paris instead of un anny. And so, in April 1955 he was
back in Barcelona. Early in 1956 he teamed up with Facerias for
a joint operation — the two individualists soon split up — and
stayed for several months, publishing a small journal, EI Com-
bate, and holding up the Banco Central two-handed with the
aid of 2 dummy bomb. In Naovember he was buck again for a
hold-up of the large textilc firm Cubiertos y Tejados, which
netted almost a million pesetas.

After that the French police, tipped off by the Spaniards,
caught up with him again. He lost his base in La Prestc, and
was once again imprisoned. He got out of jail in May 1958,
but was ill for the next fcw months after a bad aperation f[or
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ulcers. Facerias had been killed meanwhile. Then he began to
plan his next and last raid.

By this time he was alone, except for a few friends. Even the
organization, by its silent disapproval, seemed to lend colour to
the fascists and bourgeois who thought of him as 1 mere bandit.
Even his friends told him, with complete accuracy, that another
raid would be suicidul. He had aged notably. All he had left
was his rcputation as a hero and the passionate conviction
which lent this otherwise not very articulate man a remarkable
power to persuade. This he carrled round the émigré meetings
of France in defiance of police regulutions, a stocky figure
with a bulging brief-case who shicd away from sitting in cor-
ners. He was not a bandit. The cause could not be left without
champions in Spain. Who knows, pcrhaps he would be the
Fidel Castro of his country? Could they not understand?

Hc got together a little money and talked a fair number of
men, mostly inexperienced, into taking arms. IIe went with the
first group, consisting of Antonio Miracle, a bank clerk rela-
tively fresh from clandestinity, two youngsters of barely twenty,
Rogelio Madrigal Torres and Martin Ruiz, and an otherwise
unknown married man of thirty, a certain Conesa; all from
Lyons and Clermont-Ferrand. The rest never made the journcy.
He saw his family again at the end of 1959, but without telling
them his plans. And then he went to what all. except pcrhaps
himself, knew to be death.

It can ut least be said that he died as he would have wished to.
The group was picked up by the police within a few milcs of the
frontier, doubtless on a lip-off. They broke away. Two days
Iater they were surrounded in a lonely farm and besieged for
twelve hours. After the setting of the moon Sabaté stampeded
the cattle with a hand-grenade and crept silently away after
killing his last policeman; but wounded. All his companiony
were killed. Two days later, on January 6th, he held up tho
6.20 train from Gerona to Barcelona at the small stop of For-
pells and ordered the driver to go straight through. It way
Impossible, for at Massanet-Massanas all trains switch to clec-
tric traction. By this time Sabaté’s foot-wound had tuined



124 Bandits

scptic. He limped, had a high fever, and kept himself going
with morphine injections from his first-aid kit. The other two
wounds, a graze behind the ear and an cntry-and-exit wound in
the shouldcr, were less serious. He ate the enginc-crcw’s break-
fast.

At Massanet he slipped back into the post-van, climbed on
the new electric engine and worked his way forward to the
driver’s cabin. Ile held up the new crew. They also told him
that it was impossible, short of risking accidents, to drive
straight to Barcelona in defiance of the timetable. At this stage 1
think he knew that he would die.

Shortly before the small town of San Celoni he made them
slow down and jumped off. By this time the police had been
alerted ull along the line. He asked a carter for wine, for his
fever made him thirsty, and drank it in great gulps. Then he
asked an old woman for a doctor. She directed him to the other
end of town. It seoms he mistook the house of the doctor's
servant — the surgery was cmpty — and knocked up a certain
Francisco’ Berenguer, who was clearly suspicious of the hag-
gard, unwashed figure in u boiler-suit with pistol and sub-
machine gun, and refused to let him in. They struggled. Two
policemcn appeared at the ends of the two streets at whose
corner the two men wrestled. Subaté hit. Berenguer's hand to
get at his pistol - he could no longer get ut the sten-gun - and
wounded one last policeman before he fell at the corner of the
Calle San José and San Tecla.

‘If he had not been wounded,’ they say in San Celoni, ‘they
would not have got him; for the police were afraid.’ But the
best epitaph is that of on¢ of his friends, a brick-layer in Per-
pignan, spoken before the Maillol Venus which graces thal
civilized town's centre. ‘When we were young, and the Republic
was founded, we were knightly though ulso spiritual (cabal-
leresco pero espiritual). We have grown older, but not Sabaté.
Hc was a guerillero by instinct. Yes, he was one of those
Quixotes who come out of Spain.' It was said, and perbaps
rightly, without irony.

But better than any formal epitaph, he received the final ac-
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colade of the bandit-hero, the champion of thc oppressed, which
is the refusal to believe in his decath. ‘They say’, said a taxi-
driver & fcw months after his end, ‘that they fetched his father
and sister to look at the hody. und thcy looked at it and said:
“It is not he, it is someone clse™.' ‘They’ were wrong in fact,
but right in spirit, for he was the sort of man who deserved the
legend. More: whose only possible reward could be heroic
legend. By any rational and realistic standards his career was a
waste of life. He never achieved anything, and indeed cven the
proceeds of his robberies were increasingly swallowed up by the
spiralling costs of semi-private clandestinity - fulse papers,
arms, bribes, etc. — so that little was left for propaganda. lHe
never even looked like achieving anything except a death-
sentence for anyone known to be associated with him. The
theoretical justification of the insurrcctionary, that the sheer
will to make 4 revolution can catalyse the objective conditions
for rcvolution, could not apply to him, since what he and his
comrades did could not conccivably have prcduced a larger
movement. Their own argument, simpler and more Homeric,
that since men are good, brave and pure by nature, the mere
sight of devotion and courage, repeated often enough, must
shame them out of their torpor, had equally little chance of
success. It could only produce legend.

By his purily and simplicity Sabaté was fitted to become a
legend. He lived and died poor; until the end the wife of the
celebrated bank-robber worked as a servant. He robbed banks
not simply for money, but as a torero fights buils, to demon-
strate courage. Not for him the discovery of the ustule Facerias,
that the safest way of collecting money is to raid a certain kind
of hotel at 2 a.m., certain that the solid bourgeois found there
in bed with a variety of mistresses would give up his cash wil-
lingly and not tulk to the police.* To take money without expos-
ing oneself to risk, was unmanly - Sabaté always preferred 1o
knock over a bank with fewer people than were technically
required, for this rcason — and conversely, to take moncy at the

* Actually, Spanishness defeated cven this plan; ore wealthy lover, pei
haps anxious to impress his youthful girl-fricod, resistedd tnd wis killed,
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risk of one's own life was, in some moral sense, to pay for it.
To walk always fowards the police was not only a sound
psychological tactic, but the hero’s way. He could no doubt
have forced the engine-crews of his train to drive through,
though it might not have done him much good; but he could
not, morally, risk the lives of men who did not fight him.

To become a public legend a man must have simple outlines.
‘To be a tragic hero everything about him must be pared away,
leaving him silhouctted against the horizon in the quintessen-
tinl posture of his role, as Don Quixote is against his windmills,
and thc gunfighters of the mythical West are, solitary in the
white sunlight of their empty midday streets. That is how
Francisco Sabaté Llopart stood. It is just that he should be so
remembered, in the company of other heroces.



9
The Bandit as Symbol

We have so far looked at the reality of social bandits, and at
their legend or myth chiefly as a source of information about
that reality, or about the social roles bandits are supposed to
plav (and therefore often do), the values they are supposed to
represent, their ideal — and thereforc oftcn also real - relation-
ship with the people. Yet such legends operate not simply
among those familiar with a particular bandit, or any bandits,
but very much more widcly and generally. The bandit is not
only a man, but a symbol. In concluding this study of banditry,
we must therefore also look at these remoter aspects of our
subject. They arc curious in at least two ways.

The bandit legend among the peasants thansclves is peculiar,
because the immense personal prestige of celebrated outlaws
does not prevent their fame from being rather short-lived. As
in so many other respects, Robin Hood, though in most ways
the quintessence of bandit legend, is also rather untypical. No
real original Robin Hood has ever been identificd beyond
dispute, whereas all othcr bandit-heroes I have been able to
check, howcver mythologized, can be traced back to some
identifiable individual in some identifiable locality. If Robin
Hood existed, he flourished before the fourteenth century,
when the cycle is first recorded in writing. His legend has there-
fore been popular for a minimum of six hundred years. All
other bandit-heroes mentioned in- this book (with the exception
of the protagonists of the Chinese popular novels) are much
more recent. Stenka Razin, the insurgent leader of the Russion
poor, dates back to the 1670s, but the bulk of such figures
whose legends were alive in the nincteenth century, when such
ballads were systematically collected, only dute back to the
cighteenth — which therefore appcars to be the golden age of
bundit-heroes: Jano8ik in Slovakia, Diego Corricnics in
Andalusia, Mandrin in France, Rob Roy in Scotlind, tor that
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10. The ritua] of public execu‘ion belongs to the myth of urban
crime rather than to social bandiiry. Here the distinction between
Hood and Turpin, Mandria and Cartouche, is lost.

matter the criminals adapted into the social-bandit pantheon
like Dick Turpin, Cartouche and Schinderhannes. BEven in the
Balkans, where the recorded history of haiduks and klephtes
goes back to the fifteenth century, the earliest klephtic heroes
who survive as such in the Greek buallads seem to be Christos
Millionis (1740s) and Bukovallas, who flourished even later. It
is inconceivable that men such as these should not have bhean
the subjects of song and story carlicr than this. Great brigand-
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insurgents like Marco Sciarra of the late sixtecnth century must
have had their legend, and at least one of the great bandits of
that extremely disturbed period — Serrulunga in Catalonia -
did become a popular hero whose memory survived into the
nineteenth century; but this case may be unusual. Why arc
most of them forgotten?

It is possible that there were some changes in the popular
culture of western Europe which explain this clilorescence of
bandit myths in the eightcenth century, but hard to account for
what seems to be the similar chronology in eastern Europe. One
might suggest that the memory of a purely oral culture — and
thosc who perpetuated the fame of bandit-heroes were illiterate
- is relatively short. Beyond i certain lapse of gencrations the
memory of an individual merges with the collective picture of
the legendary heroes of the past, the man with myth and ritual
symbolism, so that 2 hero who happens to last beyond this span,
like Robin Hood, can no longer be replaced in the context of
real history. This is probably true, but not the whole truth. For
oral memory can last longer than ten or twelve generations.
Carlo Levi records that the peasants of the Basilicata in the
1930s remembered two episodes of history vividly though
vaguely as ‘their own’: .the time of the brigands seventy yeors
ago, and the time of the great Hohenstaufen empcrors scven
centuries earlier. The sad truth is probably that the heroes of
remote times survive hecause they are not unly the heroes of
the peasants. The great emperors had their clerks, chroniclers
and poets, they left huge monuments of stone, they represent
not the inhabitants of some lost corner of the highlands (which
happcns to be like so many other lost corners), but states,
empires, entire peoples. So Skanderberg and Marko Kraljevic
survive from the Middlc Ages in Albanian and Serbian cpics,
but Mihat the Herdsman and Jubhasz Andras (Andras the
Shepherd) against whom

no gun has any power,
the balls which the Pandurs aim against him
he catches in his naked hand,!
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disappear in time. The great bandit is stronger, more famous,
his name lives longer than the ordinary peasant’s, but he is no
less mortal. He is immortal only because there will always be
some other Mihat or Andras to take his gun into the hills or
on to the wide plains.

The second peculiarity is more familiar.

Bundits belong to the peasantry. If the urgument of this book
is accepted, they cannot be understood except in the context of
the sort of peasant society which, it is safe to guess, is as remote
from most readers as ancient Egypt, and which is as surely
doomed by history as the Stone Age. Yet the curious and
astonishing fact about the bandit myrh is that its appeal has
ahvays been far wider than its native environment. German
literary historians have invented a speciul literary category, the
Rdauberromantik (‘bandit romanticism’) which has produced
large and by no means only Germanic supply of Réuberromanc
(‘bandit novels’), nonc of them designed for reading by either
peasants or bandits. The purely fictional bandit-hcro, a Rinuldo
Rinaldini or Joaquin Murieta, is its characteristic by-product.
But more remarkable still, the bandit-hero survives the modcrn
industrial révolution of culture, to appear, in his origina!
form in television series about Robin Hood and his merry
men, in a more modern version as the Western or gapgstel
hero. in the mass media of the late twentieth century urbun
life. .

That the officiul culture of countries in which social banditry
is endemic, should reflect its importance, is natural. Cervantes
put the cclebrated Spanish robbers of the late sixteenth century
into his works, as naturally as Walter Scott wrote about Rub
Roy. Hungarian, Rumanian, Czechoslovak and Turkish writers
devote novels to real or imaginary bandit-herocs, while .
slight twist — a modernizing Mexican novelist anxious to i
credit the myth, attempts to cut the hero down to size ul
ordinury criminals in Los Bandidos del Rio Frio.* In such

*1 am thinking of Zsigmond Moricz’s novel about Sandor Rasza. P
Istrati’s Les Haidoucs, Yashur Kemal's Me/imed My Hawk, and above il
the remarkable Der Rauber Nikola Schukaj of the Czech Ivan Olbraciv.
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countries both bandits and bandit myths are important facts of
life, impossible to overlook.

The bandit myth is also comprchensible in highly urbanized
countrics which still possess a few empty spaces of ‘outbuck” or
‘west’ to remind them of a sometimes imagmary heroic past,
and to provide a concrete locus for nostalgia, a symbol of
ancient and lost virtue, a spiritual Indian territory for which,
like Huckleberry Finn, man can imagine himself ‘lighting out’
when the construints of civilization become too much for him.
There the outdaw and bushranger Ned Kelly still rides, as in
the paintings of the Australian Sidney Nolan, a ghosuy figure,

AImour.

2

tragic, menacing and fragile in his home-made armour, crossing
and re-crossing the sun-bleached Australian hinterland, waiting
for death.

Nevertheless there is more to the literary or popular cultural
Image of the bandit than the documentation of contcmporary
life in backward societies, the longing for lost innocence and
adventurc in advanced ones. There is what remains when we
strip away the local and social (rumework of brigandage: @
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permanent emotion and a permancnt role. There is freedom,
heroism, and the dream of justice.

The myth of Robin Hood stresses the first and the third of
these ideals. What survives from the medieval greenwood 1o
appear on the television screen is the fellowship of frec and
cqual men, the invuolnerability to authority, and the cham-
pionship.of the wcak, oppressed and cheated. The classical
version of the bandit myth in high culture insists on the same
clements. Schiller’s robbers sing of the free life in the forest,
while their chicf, the noble Karl Moor, gives himsell up that
the reward for his capture can save a poor man. The Western
and the gangster lilm insist on the second, the heroic element,
even against the obstacle of conventional morility which con-
fines heroism (o the good. or at keast the morally ambiguous
gunman. Yct there is no denying it. The bandit is bruve, both
in action and as victim. He dies dcflantly and well, and un-
numbered boys from slums and suburbs, who possess nothing
but thc common but nevertheless precious gift of strength and
courage, can identify themsclves with him. In a society in which
men live by subservicnce, as ancillaries to machines of metal or
moving parts of human machinery, the bandit lives and dies
with a straight back. As we have seen, not every legendary
bandit of history survives thus, to feed the drcams of urban
frustration. In fact hardly any of the great bandits of history
survive the translation from agrarian to industrial soctety,
except when they are virtually contemporary with it, or when
they have alrcady been embalmed in that resistant medium for
time-travel, literature. Chap-books ahout Lampiio are printed
today among the sky-scrapers of Sio Paulo, because every onc
of the milljons of first generation migrants from the Brazilian
north-east knows about the great cangageiro who was killed in
1938, i.e. in the actual lifetimes of all who are more than thirty
years old. Contrariwise, twentieth-century Englishmen and
Americans know about Robin Hood ‘who took from the rich
and gave to the poor’ and twentieth-century Chinese about ‘the
Opportune Rain Sung Chiang ... who helps the needy and
looks lightly upon silver’, becausc writing and printing trans-
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formed a local and spoken tradition into a national and per-
manent form. One might say that the intellectuals have ensured
the survival of the bandits.

1n a sense, they still do so today. The rediscovery of the social
bandits in our time is the work of intellectuals — of writers, of
film-makers, even of historians. The book is part of the re-
discovery. It has tried to explain the phenomenon of social
banditry, but also to present heroes: JamnoSik, Sandor Rozsa,
Dovbui, Doncho Vatach, Diego Corrientes, Jancu Jiuno,
Musolino, Giuliano, Bukaovallas, Mihat the Herdsman, Andras
the Shepherd, Santanon, Scrralonga and Garcia, an cndless
battle-order of warriors, swift as stags, noble as falcons, cun-
ning as foxes. Except for a few, nobody ever knew them thirtly
miles from their place of birth, but they were as important to
their people as Napoleons or Bismarcks; almost certainly more
important than the real Napoleon and Bismarck. Nobody who
is insignificant has several hundred songs made about him, like
Janosik. They are songs of pride, and of longing:

‘T'he cuckoo has called
On the dry branch

They have killed Shuhaj
And times are hard now.?

For the bandits belong to remembered history, as distinct
from the official history of books. They are part of the history
which is not so much a record of events and those who shaped
them, as of thc symbols of the theorctically controllable but
actually uncontrolled factors which determine the world of the
poor: of just kings and men who bring justice to the people.
That is why the bandit Icgend still has power to move us. Let us
leave the last word to Ivan Olbracht, who has written beller
about it than almost anvone clse.

Man huas an ins:tiable longing for justice. In his soul he rebels
against a social order which denies it to him, and whatever the
world he lives in, he accuses either that social order or the entire
material universe of injustice. Man is filled with a strange, stubborn
urge to remember, to think things out and to change things; und in
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addition he carries within himself the wish to have what he cannot
have - if only in the form of a fairy tale. That is perhaps the basis
tfor the heroic sagas of all ages, all religions, all peoples and all
classes.?

Including ours. That is why Robin Hood is our hero too,
and will remain so.



Appendix:

Women and Banditry

Since bandits are notoriously given to womanizing, and both
pridc and status require such demonstrations of virility, the most
usual role of women in banditry is us lovers. Anti-social bandits can
supplement their sexual attractions by rape, which in certain cir-
wumstances can guarantee that the victims will not talk, (“They said
they were doing all this to us so that we would be too ashamed to
talk, and to show what they were capable of,” a2 Colombinn girl
reported to the guerrillas she subscquently joined! However, us
Machiavelll observed long ago, interfering with women is a certain
way to become unpopular, and bandits who rcly on popular support
or connivance must keep their instincls in check. The rule jo
Lampido’s band was never to rape, (‘except for good reasons', i.e.
presumably for punishment, revenge and terror). Palitical pensant
guerrillas apply this mile with the greatest rigour: ‘We explain the
rule: a gucrrilla who rapes a woman, any woman, is court-mar-
tialled.” But, among both bandits and guerrillas ‘If it’s a natural
thing, il the woman agrecs, then there’s no problem.™

Characteristically, women are visited by their bandit-lovers, a
fact which facilitates de facto polygyny. But cases of girls sharing
the roving life of the men are not unknown, though bands which
systematically allow this practice ase probably rare. Lampido’s
seems to have been the only one in north-eust Brazil. Even so, when
the men went on a particularly long and dangerous expedition they
preferred to leave the women behind, often against their will, since
the presence of s man's gl would inhibit his casual amorons
adventures ‘out of respect for the regular companion’?

The women in a band would not normally step outside their
accepted sexual rolc. They carried no firearms, and normally took
no part in the fighting. Maria Bonita, Lampido’s wife embroidered,
sewed, covked, sung, danced and had children in the middle of the
bush. . .. She was satisfied 10 follow hcr husband. When necessary
she took part in the fighting, but in general she mercly looked on,
urging her husband not to take too many risks Howcver, Dad{,
the wite of his Licutenant Corisco, had more of the Lady Macbeth
In her, and could well have commanded a band herself. "I'here arc
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obvious inconveniences in having what is virtually always a small
minority of women in a band of men. Fear of a redoubtable chiel
cun minimize them, or in groups with the high political conscious-
ness of peasant guerrillas, the disciplined morality of the cause.
This may be the main rcason for the rcluctance of bandis to take
women with them, or to interfere with women prisoners. Nothing
saps solidarity as much as sexual rivalry.

The second and less publicized role of women in banditry is as
supporters and Jinks with the outside world. Mosdy, it is to be
presumed, they hejp kinsmen, husbands or lovers. Not much needs
to be said aboul this.

The third role is as bandits themselves. Few women arc aclive
fighters, but e¢nough cases occur in the balladry of the Ralkan
haiduks (see Chapter 5)° to make us suspect that they are at least
in certain parts of thc world a recognized phenomenon. In the
Peruvian depactment of Piura, for instance, several flourished during
the period 1917-1937, including some band-leaders; notably Rosa
Palma from Chulucanas, who is sid to have earned the respect
even of the formidable Froildn Alama, the most famous chief of the
time, the lesbian Rosa Ruirfas from Morropén, a notably combative
community, and Bdrbara Ramos, sister of two bandits and com-
minion of another, from the hacienda Huapalas.*® These girls were
renowned as horsewomen, sharpshooters and for their bravery.
Except for their sex, there seems to huve been nothing to distinguish
them from any other bandits.

A cluc to this phenomenon may comic from Andalusia, where
such women-bandits are not only recorded (c.g. in the nineteenth-
century Torralba of Lucena [who worc malc dress] and Maria
Mairquez Zafra [I.a Marimuacho]), bt also occupy a special place in
the bandit legend as serranas (mountain women).$ The stereotypicul
serrana turns to outlawry in gencral and revenge on men in pai-
ticular, because she has been ‘dishonourcd’, i.e. deflowered. Such an
activist reaction to dishonour is no doubf relatively even rarer
among women than among men, but champions of the more
militant type of wommen's liberation may be gratiied to note that
even traditional socictics recognize it. However, like so much about
banditry, this subject awaits further rescarch.

*Nothing is known of their fate, and they are not recorded in the list of
bandits arrcsted and killed in this arca,? though this list contains some
other women.
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In so far as they are avenged, inost ‘dishonoured’ women in the
sacietics breeding banditry are likely to find champions in their
menfolk. Defence of ‘honour’, i.e. largely the sexual ‘honour’ of
women, is probably the most important singlc motive that has led
men into outlawry in the classical bandit regions of the Mcditer-
ranean and the overseas latin world. The bandit there combined
the functions both of the Statue¢ and of Don Juan; but in this, as
in 20 many other respects, he shared the values of his social universe.
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As bandits, or more exactly the old-fashioned bandits who are the
subject of this book, become rarer in the modern world, the learned
litcrature about them grows. In geographical terms it covers both
countriecs which have long showa an intensive intercst in their
bandits, such as Italy, Brazil and Spain, China and Australia, and
also regions whose banditry in the past was less explored, such as
Germany and black Africa, about whosc robbers I knew nothing
when this book was first written. They are still not at all well docu-
mented, though it is now clear that there have long been classical
‘social bandits' of various types in at least one purl of that conti-
nent, the Horn of Africa, the shiftas. (Dr Molvaer of the London
School of Oriental and African Studies informs me that the well-
known Ambharic Dictionary Kessate Birhun Tesenuna defines a
shifra as a bandit who, having renounced the authority of king or
emperor, the government, the land, the rules or regulations and
the law, lives in forests and the wildcrness and causcs disturbances,
and refuses to pay tax or tribulc: in short, a robber-rebel.) Indeced
the Emperor Tewodros (Theodore) II, who ruled the country
18551868, began life as a shifia; a remote descendant of the
Ethiopian bandits mentioned as early as the first centurics A.D.
in the Greek geographical literature. In short, recent work con
firms the remarkably global nature of sacial banditry.
Chronologically the new literature has not confined itself to the
study of classical banditry, which cssentially bclongs to the pre-
industrial perioil, but hus also tried to survey its more recent
changes and manifestations. This is an interesting subject which
was rather neglected in the first edition of my book, and in cer-
tain arcas such as Sardinia a crucial one. For here, in the lust
European stronghold of traditional banditry, the great global cupi-
talist boom has produced a significant modernisation of the phe
nomenon. There is now some useful work on this fusion of ancier:t
brigunduge with modern kinds of crime. For obvious reasons the
most characteristic and sclf<onscious ‘social banditry' of the pres-
ent, to which 1 alluded briefly in thc chapter on the Lxpropriators,
has also been — and still is . very much in the news. This consists
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of the activitics of illegal revolutionary and terrorisl groups, mostly
composed of young middle<lass intellectuals, who finance their
activities by robbery and ransom. Some have even attempted Robin
Hood-like redistribution. Most of the literature about these so far
is journalistic.

This extension of bandit studies into the present has tended to
blur the clear outlines of the historical phenomenon of social ban-
ditry which is the subject of my book. It deals with urban and big-
city brigandage as well as with rural robbery, with bandits whose
social origins 2nd ideological positions are a long way from peas-
ants, shepherds and labourers, and with the considerable uverlaps
between sociul bunditry and other kinds of crime. This blurring of
outlines and distinctions is reflected in the learned discussion of
the present book as it has developed over the past decade.

Who says scholarship says argument, Historians and social scien-
tists live by criticising one another, and especially their predeces-
sors, It is therefore natural that, as the literature has grown, so has
criticism. Thrce main lines of criticism of Bandits ought to be
noticed.

The first is typified by Dr Anton Blok, the eminent expert on
the Sicilian mafia, who challenges the concept of the ‘noble bandit’.
To put his point simply — perhaps too simply — he argues that
Robin Hood was always an invention of the public. In real life all
bandits, including peasant bandits, were closer to plain hoodlums
than to the bringers of justice and popular avengers, and they
should not be idealised. They robbed the poor as well as the rich,
and where necessary kept on the right side of the rich and power-
ful. This is or was probably so in practice most of the tine, and
indeed readery of this book will know how rare the genuine ‘noble
bandit’ was. Mareover, cven the Robin Hood who did not rob
among ‘his' people had plently of other poor to whom he felt no
obligation. Peasant worlds are small worlds, A Sardinian bandit
may avoid rustling the sheep of his fellow villagers from Orgosolo
— he may be wcll-advised not to - but it does not follow that he
feels equally inhibited about the live-sinck belonging to the shep-
herds of somc other settlement.

It is equally clear that the poor will look for Robhin Homls even
if none exist in reality. The drama of their lives requires spch n
character. As readers of this book will be aware, almost anyone
can be cast for the role: highwaymen, gangsters, cven the imngi-
nary figures of movies or TV serials, It is also cvident that no role
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is harder to sustain for any length of time than that of the real-
life ‘noblc robber'. If he survives, the temptation to {urn into some
other kind of bandit, official or unofficial, may be almost impos-
sible to resist, if only becausc being on the right side of the men
of power and wealth is the best guarantee of survival and success.
In most cases he will not survive as a noblc robber: he will die
young. '

And yet, the nature of the role is clear-cut. Few peasant so-
cietics - none that I know of - fail to make the distinction between
the ‘good’ robber and the ‘bad.’ The good robber is a legitimate
outlaw, by the criteria of his society, and he continues to abide by
the conventions of that society and does not prey upon its mem-
bers. He remains within it cven in the hills. The bad robber,
whatever his posilion in :0me other commuaity, breaks the rules
of society and Ircats its members as potential victims, His actions
turn him into a criminal and sn anli-social element, No doubt
there are less casily defined cuses. The world is full of poor men
who may take to rodbery because it offers prospects, rootless men
without housc, home, and community who have to manage as best
they can, and who may bc tolcrated so long as they do not harm
honest people. Still, in principle the distinction is clear. Maté
Cosido in the Argentine Chaco was scen as a ‘good’ robber, even
by the local police who pursucd him, Velasquez as a bad one. The
brothers Mesazgi, whose career is sketched in the introduction of
this edition, were of uncertain status by the critcria of local opin-
ion, since people disagreed about whether .the feud which. drove
them into outlawry was really legitimate. However, as we have
seen, once their actions helped the people, they were regarded as
‘special’ bandits. The only clear case of ‘social handitry' in eight-
eenth century Germany was that of the band of Mathias Kloster-
mayer in Bavarin (‘der bayrische Hiesel') who flourished around
1770. Since he specialised in poaching, an activity always regarded
as legitimate by the peasants — whuse fields were in any case threat-
encd by the deer — be was both admired aad helped. “Many hun-
dreds” he claimed “have told me: you should go to my fields,
there’s too much game, you can see a hundred head and more.”*

¢ Leben und Ende des beriichligten Anfihrers einer Wildchiitzen-
bunde, Mathias Klostermayers, oder des sogenannten Bayerischen
Rlesels, Augsburg, 1772, pp. 155-60.
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He waged his own private war against hunters, game-kecpers, law-
officers and other officials undisguised and in public, and had the
reputation of never robbing anyonc cxcept these, his ‘enemies’.
When he attacked and sacked the public office (‘Amtshaus’) in
Tafertingen near Augsburg in broad daylight, he regarded his raid
a8 ‘a lawful act’, and evidently the peasants shared his view.*

It docs not follow that ‘good bandits' of this sort were Robin
Hoods by conviction, They may simply, like the Mesazgis or
Hicscl, have made the rational calculation that they had enough
encmies, official and private, to nced as many fricnds as possible.
And the best way to win friends and influcnce people was (o abide
by local law and custom, not to rob from potential allies, and o
build up support by doing friends and ncighbours good turns which
could be reciprocatx]l. But would it not be natural for 4 man fa-
miliar like other countrymen with the role of the ‘noble robber’,
and who finds himself for whatever reason playing this part in the
scenario of rural life, actoally 10 put his heart into it? To take
from the rich and to give at least some largesse to the poor, to right
wrongs, to be the champion of his people? Perhaps the backwoods
policcman was mythologising Maté Cosido, long sincc dcad, when
he told the present writer that this bandit had been modcrate in
the use of killing and violence, helped widows, and never robhed
good Argentines, nal even Argenting bunks, but only ‘los cobra-
dores de la Bunge v de la Clayton® - i.e., the symbols of foreign
business. But perhaps he had actually found more satisfaction as
well as more approval in robbing the agents of forcign capital, as
thc Mecsazgi brothers did in attacking Italians rathcr than Eri-
trcans?

No doubrt it is difficult in these matters to distinguish between
myth and fact. especially in a world in which one turns so readily
into the other. Dead bandits, or even remote ones, are maore casily
turncd into Robin Hoods, whatever their actual behaviour. Yet
there is at least some evidence that some bandits have at leust
sometimes tried to live up to this role. In the late 1960s the fune
tionaries of the Communist Party (CPI) in Bihar, Indin, tred
vainly 10 dissuadc a pcasant activist who had graduated from (ree-
lance attacks on landlords to communist militancy from distiib
uting the money he collected for the Party dircctly to the peasinis
He had always distributed money: he could not pe: out ol the
habit., Rohin Hood is not & pure invention.
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Nevertheless, in one respect criticism of the ‘noble bandit' and
other such stereotypes is well taken. In no case can we infer the
reality of any specific ‘social bandit” merely from the ‘myth’ which
has grown around him. In all cases we need independent evidence
of bis actions. The Brazilian cungageiros have lately been surveyed
accordingly by sceptical eyes. Were they driven by the compulsion
to revenge an injustice done to themselves or their family? Fred-
erico Pernambucano de¢ Mcllo, whose position as a procurator-
general no doubt immuniscs him against the bandit equivalent of
public relations haad-vuts and fan-magazine journalism, observes
that Lampi%o never actually did anything to revenge himsclf on
the two men claimed to be his deadly enemies.* However, it is not
dcnied that scveral known bandits began their careers by taking
to outlawry because their acts of vengeance were pumnishable by
official law or private enemics. Did ‘the good bandit” Antonio Silvino,
often contrasted as a Robin Ilood with the admittedly ambiguous
Lampifo, live up to his rcputation? Dr Linda Lewin does not deny
that he distribuled money and booty to thc poor and was admired
by them for settling accounts with many a brutal back-country
chieftain. Yet she rightly points out that he, like Lampifio and in-
deed any backwoods band-leader who wished to survive and flour-
isb, had to manage their alliances and enmities primarily in terms
of the oligarchic politics of the region. The protection of a suitable,
and perhaps changing, selection of the powerful ‘colonels’ wus
more vital to him than the support of the poor.t Were the groat
cangageiros primarily rebellious victims of society? In the anarchic
and virtually stateless sertfic,, as in bighland Eritrea, brigandage
was also a promising career for tough young men, and Lampido
himself as well as others saw it as a profession or busincss, When
asked in 1926 by the newspaper @ Ceari why he did not give up
baaditry, he pointed out that nobody running a successful business
(negocio) would think of giving it up.i

None of this will surprise readers of this book. Nor do such

* F. Pernambucano de Mello, ‘Aspectos do banditismo rural nordcs-
uno’, Ciéncia & Trépico (Recife, Brazil), II, Jan—June 1974, pp. 67-112,
esp. p. 70 ff.

t Linda Lewin, “The case of the ‘gvod thiel" Antonio Silvino”, Past
& Presers 82, Feb 1979, pp. 116-46.

1 F. Pernambucano, Joc. cit., p. 69,
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observations challenge the existence of the kind of banditry who
not only gencrated the myth of Robin Hood but whose actions
justificd it. Ncvcertheless, it is important that myth and fact should
not be too readily confused in practise; that readers remote from
the hard-noscd and violent cnvironment in which back-country
peasant outlaws operaled, should not be tempted into excessive
idealisation; and that the complexities of social banditry as a phe-
nomenon should not be underestimated.

The sccond line of criticism is precisely the opposite of the first.
Whereas the onc denics that there are any genuine social bandits,
the other argues that all banditry is essentially social, or inore ex-
actly, an ¢xpression of social protest or rebeltion. Dr Carsten
Kiither's study of robbers and criminals in eightecenth<century Ger-
uny is among those which takc cssentially this view, and criti-
cises my book accordingly.* I am rcluctant to accept this argu-
ment, not leas! because of its political implications. However, it
cannot simply be dismissed, for it raises important qucstions about
the structure of society.

The present book has distinguished fairly sharply between so-
cial bandits who never ccase to be part of society in the eyes of
the pcasants (whatever the authorities say) aod the criminal un-
derworld which forms an out-group, and is largely recruited from
out-groups. (The distinction applies primarily to the sort of so-
ciety — now increasingly rare — in which social barditry devel-
oped.) I have said comparativcly little about this criminal under-
world, sub-culture or anti-society. In principle the distinction is,
as always, clearer than in practise. Social bandits, likc the rest of
the scttled peasant populution, belong to the ‘straight’ world of
‘honest’ people — the term inplies sociul as well as moral dist:nc-
tions — whereas criminals, who themselves often used to und still
somcetimes do describe themselves as ‘bent’ or ‘crooked’ (‘krunnn’)
do not. However, peoplc can readily be recruited from the first into
the second, cven though a large part of the pre-industrial vnder-
world consisted of members of traditional outcast groups or hercili-
tary criminal family networks, Thus in May 1819 a local bund of
c;imin;i']s in Swabin (West Germany) posted notices in the ficldn
with the following text:

* Cawsten Kather, Rauber und Gauner in Deutschland, Gitiingen,
1976, esp. p. 108.
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If you don't mind the gallows
And you don’t like to work
Come and join me:

1 necd stout fcllowst

Captain of a gang of 250 rogucs.*

And indeed, as might be expected, the gangs contained some people
described as the chikircn of ‘honest’ parents,

The question al issue is the nature of this nnderworld or fringe
world. It consisted essentially of two ovcrlapping components: mi-
norities of outcasts or ‘strungers’ living among the settled ‘honest’
folk and the footloose and vagrant. Onc might pcrhaps add the
handful of ‘unrespectable' individuals and [amilics which existed
in every village ~ the equivalents of Huck Fion's father, or for that
matter Hucklcberry Finn himself. To a large extent they were
functionally integratex! into ‘straight' or ‘respectable’ society,
though they did not form part of it: Jcws were needed to trade
cattle, knackers followed a necessary if despised trade, knife-
grinders, linkers, travelling hawkers were indispensable, nol to
mention the fair-ground folk who formed the pre-industrial enter-
tainment industry. Since European society did not formally recog-
nize castes, the separateness and the frequently hereditary character
of such outgroups is easily: recognizable only in ethnically definable
cases such as the Jews and the gypsies. Nevertheless unoflicially
they formed something like a stratum of outsiders and outcasts.
Curiously enough, they werc somctimes employed by the authori-
ties because of their very position outside the community: the ex-
ccutioner is a good ¢xample. In Bavaria, court bmiliffls, process
servers, and similar minor agents of government werc frequently
recruited from among these outcast (‘unehrliche') professions:
hence, it has bcen suggested (by Kiither), the particularly marked
hostility with which they were treated by the Bavarian Hiesc), who,
as a social bandit, represented the ‘honest’ worlil of the peasantry.

[’
¢ Anou., Der schwarze Veri und dle letzten Réuberbanden Oberschwa-
bens, Wangen im Allgiiu, 1977, p. 9. The book, to which Mrs Alice
Eisler has drawn my attention, appcars to be a reprint of a volume in

the library of the Princes zu Waldburg-Wolfegg. The gang or gangs
concerned were nowhere ncar 250 strong.
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To some extent these groups were not functionally integrated at
any given moment; cspeeially during the many times of fumine,
war, or otherwise generated crisis and social disorder, when the
roads of Europe were filled with uprootcd men and women, beg-
ging, stealing, and looking for work. There is no doubt that this
vagrant population could be enormously large. For Germany it
has been estimated at perhaps 10 percent of the lotal population in
the eightcenth century: a mass of men - and in bad times of
woinen — composed of the travelling professions, those looking for
work or, like journeymen artisans, passing through their institu-
tionalised yeurs of wandering, of ‘sturdy beggars' (45 percent of
French vagrant delinquents reached a height which only 10.5 per-
cent of the general population attained®), of what the French
called ‘gens sans aveu' — vagabonds without even a notional place
in the social order.

The view that the-criminal classes were social proicstors rests on
the argument that they were linked to this large, oppressed and dis-
criminatcd underclass, settled or vagrant, in ways analogous to
thuse which linked the social bandit to peasant socicty, and ‘repre-
sented’ their intcrests, It has even been argued that criminal ban-
dits were more socially revofutionary than Robin Hoods, since they
represented a challenge to the existence of authority and the stale
itself, whereas, a» we have scen, social bandits ip themselves did
not. :

There is indeed no doubt that the rogue bands found aid axl
support among the outcast population and the socially marginal.
There is also no doubt that almost any member of this population
might, and if vagrant probably would, be drawn at some time into
the sort of actions which not only the authorities but also the
seltled local population would regard as criminel. In times when
vagrancy rose steeply, “in spite of frequent demonstiations of soli-
darity with and acts of compassion for true misery, the image of
‘God’s pauper’ gave way (o the image of the dangerous stranper,
the person who had chusen the road that leads to crime™t. It wax
not only the rising bourgeois, with his puritan ethic, but the com
mon labouring pecople of the countryside, less well protecied thun
the townsmen, who called for draconian measures against the idle,
vagrant and forcign poor. Thirdly, there is no douht that the 1ogue

¢ N. Castan, 'La Justice Expeditive’, Annaics F£.S.C. V12, 10lo, p VK
+ N. Castan, loc. cit., p. 334.
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bands relied systematically and deliberalely, and could not have
operated without, » network of support, shelter, and supply mainly
among thc outsiders of the countryside.

Yet socinl and criminal.bandits are not comparable, even though
in the eyes of the official law they were eqnally delinquent, because
in the eyes of the common peuple’s morality the ones were crimi-
nal and the other wcre not. ‘The distinction belween acts which are
not regarded as anti-sociil and acts which are may be drawn very
differently according to time, place, and social environment, but it
exists in all societies. Mitigating circumstances for acts agreed to
ke anti-social or ‘immoral’ may usvally e recognized in certain
cases, and among the poor and weak or those who can sympathize
with them they may bc more generously recognized: but that docs
not change the anti-social charucter of such acls.* Some socictics
ar¢ more tolerant than others. Nevertheless all recognize the dis-
tinction between what is ‘criminal’ (immoral) and what is not.
Confusion arises in thc minds of observers whu apply the criteria
of other times and places, or those of other social groups (includ-
ing the ‘authorities’); and students who try 10 establish an analogy
between social and criminal banditry sometimes fall inlo such
confusion.

Let us consider a socicty — or sub-society — which was very
looscly structured, highly individualist - indeed virtually acephalous
in its rejection of internal and external authorily — and unusually
tolerant. “I don’t rcckon we was what you mought call parrer-
minded” recalled an old Arkie from the Ozarks in the 1930s,
* - not 'bout most things anyhow . . . We never done nothin’
hasty, but if a feller . . . kept on stealin’, he'd find a letter on
his door some mornin’ sayin' how folks was gettin’ sick and tired
o' sich goin’s on and advisin' him Cgit plumb out o'th’ district
aforc the moon changed. Some culled us bald-knobbers, somc
called us white-cappers, an® some called us night-riders, dut
'mongst th’ home folks we was jest th' committee.”t Hillbillies had

* In the ‘jurisprudence’ of peasant societies, in which people know
one another as familics and individuals, there is usually no sharp line
between judging the acts and the ‘character’ of the persors who commil
then.

* Vance Randolph, Nzark Mourntain Folks, New Yok, 1932, pp. 8,
91, quotedd in James R, Green, Grass-Ronis Socialism* Radical Move
menis in the Southwest 1895-1943, Baton Rouge and London, 1978, pp.
336-7.
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their own definition of crime — but they had one. On the other
hand the ‘epidemic of bank robbery" which swept the old Indian
territory in the hard times after 1914 was different. Not only ban-
dits but ordinary citizens robbed banks. The bankers of eastern
Oklahoma could not rely on insurance guards (many insurancc
companies cancelled policics because “public sentiment against
banks was so severe as to encourage robberies”) or local law offi-
cers, some of whom actually sympathised with the robbers. In
fact “there is no doubt of a most dangerous sentiment among a
large clement of the people that there is littlé crime in robbing a
bank."* Bank-robbery might be theoretically punishable by law,
like distilling moonshine or (for most citizens in the 1980s) smug-
gling goods through customs or illegal parking, but it was not a
real crime. Tt might in fact be an approved act of social justice.
As always, the distinction between the one kind of action and
the other, or between thosc who carry them out, is often hazy in
practise; cspecially when the actions are the same. This is why
hoodlums can 'be admired, or even acquire the rcputation of jus-
ticers if they rob unpopular institutions, or are belicved to, and
do not obviously victimise common folk. Bven today (ruin-robbers
are not oflcn regardéd as enemies of the pcople, though in recent
years there have been few cases like Al Jennings, the terror of the
railronds in Indian territory, who ran a strong populist campaign
for the Democratic gubernatorial nomination in Oklahoma in
1914, showing a film depicting his exploits as an outlaw through-
out the state to full houscs.t An anti-social hillbilly, expelled from
his Ozark community, might well turn up elsewhcre as an outlaw
bero. Moreover, there was no sharp line, especially in hard times,
and on the margin of settled society, between the regular folks und
thc outcusts, the vagrants,  the outsiders, Rcvolutionaries who
worked among them might, like thc Wobblies, succeed in ‘moral-
ising" many hobo jungle camps by banning drink and drugs in
them, but it is a fair guess that the freight trains were ridden by
many who would prey on anyone they could, rich or poor, even
if, for the sake of safc travelling, they took out the red card when
they had to. Even if, as is not unlikely, they svmpathised vagucly
with the struggle against injustice. It may be that in the scttled 1n-
ral world of pre-industrial society the line between ‘regulin’ and

¢ James R. Green, op. cit., pp. 339-42.
t James R. Green, op. cit., p. 340.
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‘irregular’ poople was more sharply drawn, if only because the
distinction between members of the community and ‘strangers’ was
much clearer, as also within the community the status of indi-
viduals and families. Below a ccrtain lcvel of status and livelihood,
there was incvitably some overlapping, tut the difference remuainad,
and pcople, including the outsiders, were conscious of it.

.So, whatever elements of social dissidence we detect in social
banditry and the criminal underworld, Macheath and Robin Hood
are not really comparable, and neither are their supporters. They
operated differently: Robin Hood could call on the goodwill of
every man who was not a personal enemy or an agent of author-
ity; for highwaymen the countryside was not so much a sca in
which they swam, but rather — at best — a desert through which
they rode, relying on a few known oases and places of sheler,
their network of thieves' inns and fences.? Social bandits we:e a
special form of countrymen, distinguished from the rest only by
the ability to straighten their bucks and above all by the willingnesy
to do so. They lived above ground -- and they continued to do o
cven if they exchanged the role of peasant bandits for that of tie
lords’ or the state’s retainers. Rogues lived in their underworld: an
underworld far morc distinct from ‘straight’ socicty than our urban
and business civilization can conceive, Social bandits could be, il
were, pcople of whom their socicty could be proud. Rogues were
heroes only among the marginal and the outeast, unless they
quired the reputation of social bandits, in which case the mvih
turned them into non-criminals. Even traditional communitics «f
outsiders, insofar as they were communities, hesitated to acknow!
edge them publicly. Even today Jcws, willing to claim revolution
aries who reject their Jewishpess as their own — a Marx o «
Trotsky — arc apologetic about their Meyer Lanskys.

Whether the criminal outsider was more of a social rebel than
the peasant bandit & a question which need not detain us herw
Neither in himself was much of a revolutionary by modern st
ards, as this book has tried to show for the social bandits. Peihagn
in revolutionary times both might find themselves fighting in the
ranks of the revolution, though the evidence that the rogucs (lul
50 out of conviction in the great revolutions of modern Europe e

* Even these often claimed to offer their services only under d.uiae
as may well have been the case in loncly and isolated taverns amd home
steads.
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extremely thin, China may have been different. The point to note
is that in the limes when both flourished, revolutions could be
made by appealing to the constituency of the social bandils but not
to that of the criminal rebels. This was not merely because settled
pcasant socicty contained a great many more people than the mar-
ginal rural underclass, fixed or vagrant, but becausc it was a su-
ciely: old or ncw, just or unjust. Insofar as it excluded or margi-
nalised the outsidery, it did not change its character. Insofar as
they excluded themselves from it, they still deflncd themsclves by
their relation to it and depended for their operations on it. If the
two lived in symbiosis, as they largely did, it was an uncqual sym-
biosis. ‘Straight’ socicty could function without more than marginal
rcliance on the outcasts. They could not function at all except in
the interstices of ‘straight’ society.

Hencc the ‘straight’ society of the peasants including the peasant
bandits functioned in terms of ‘law’ — God's law and the common
custom, which was diffcrent from the statc’s or the lord's law, but
nevertheless a social order. And insofar as it conceived of a better
society it thought of it as the return to an old law or even, at
moments, the advance 10 a new law which might bring not only
true justice but freedom. The outcasts, except to some extent those
who were members of permanent structured communities such as
gypsies and Jews, had only the option of rejecting the law  God's,
the pcople’s as well as the lords’ and the king's. That is what made
them potential or actual criminals. They had no alternative vision
of sociely and no implicit, let alone explicit, programme, only a
Justified resentment against the social order which cast them out,
und alienation from it, a knowledge of injustice. Therein lay their
tragedy.

There ar¢ no doubt good reasons why some recent students of
banditry have tried -to assimilate the criminal bandit to the social
bandit, though (like Kiither) wcll aware of the distinctions be-
tween them and their frequent mutual hostility. The similarity of
the modus operand! of rogue bands with that of some recent po-
lltical raiders and terrorists has not passed unperceived. They also
operated in conditions of clandcstinity, rarcly mobiliscd except
for specific operationx, between which they disappear into the
whonymity of urban middle-class society as the rogucs melted into
thnt of the marginal population. 'They alvo rely on a nationwide
or even intcrmational network of support and contact, small in
numbers but impressively wide and mobile. It may be that the
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neo-anarchist mood of some of the post-1960s ultra-left has en-
couraged the belief that crime as such is a form of rcvolutionary
activity, as Bakunin bad already suggested. Moreover, modemn
revolutionaries of the fringe, disillusioned with the mass of the
‘regular’ working population, which is now appuarently integrated
into the consumer society, and also apt to seek for the true and
irreconcitable enemies of the status quo among marginal groups
and outsiders, may well now look on the marginals of the past,
the ‘unrespectable’ underclasses, with more sympathy than did the
old-fashioned peasant rebels or organized proletarian militants.
And indecd, by any impartial standards. their condition was par-
ticularly oppressed and pitiful, their trcatment by the ‘honest’ world
was indefensible. The emancipation of humanity cannot be cun-
fined to respectable people alone. T'he uarespectable also rebel in
their [ashion. The point of my argument is not to disagree with
those who analyse the history of pre-industrial crime as a sort of
social protest. It is simply to point out that what there i3 of social
rebellion in the Macheath of the Threepenny Opera is not the
same as that in Robin }Hood. Nor arc the two comparablec.

The third and most profitable line of criticism can be dealt
with more briefly. It comes mainly from people studying characters
in nineteenth- and lwentieth-century America and Australin who
seem to fit my pattern of ‘social banditry’ but patently do not seem
to belong into a ‘traditional peasantry’ or into pre-capitalist or pre-
industrial social environments. Pat O’Malley, who has put these
criticisms most forcefully and lucidly,® is an expert on Ned Kelly
and the Australian bushrangers; Richard White rcassesscs Jesse
James, L. Glen Scrctan the public robbers of the 1930s Depres-
sion = Alvin Karpis, Bonnic and Clyde, Dillinger, Pretty BRoy
Floyd.t O'Mulley and, 1 take it, other students who have tuken
my analysis as their starting-point agree that a social bandit (to
use his formulation) is a person 1) who does not leave his com-
munity; 2) who reflects the moral values and ideology of that

* Pat O'Malley, ‘Social bandits, modern capitalism and the traditional
peasantry: a criique of Hobsbawny', Juurnal of Peusant Studies 6/4,
1979, pp. 489-99.

1 In what follows my debt to the so far unpublished papers they have
communicated to me should be clear: R. White, ‘Western Outlaws and
Social Bandits'; L. Glen Seretan, “The “new”™ working classes and social
banditry.'
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community; 3) whos¢ robberics are consistent with that idcology,
his victims being defined as enemies by the community; and 4)
who is supported in word and deed by (he community. What he
cannot accept is that Kelly's banditry, which like Jesse James' has
the classic features, has an organic connection with a pre-capitalist
or even pre-industrial economy. He docs not deny that in practice
social banditry was mostly found among traditional peasantries
before and ¢specially during the transition to the modern (indus-
trial) capitalist cconomy. Howcver, he regards this as a special
cuse of the more general situation which gencrates such a phe-
nomenon, namely a) ‘the presence of chronic class struggle which
is reflected in n unified conflict consciousness umong direct pro-
ducers' (in Kelly's case marginal settler farmers called ‘selectors’,
and hired labourcrs, against large bourgeois pastoralists called
‘squatters’, who controlled both land and legislature}, and b) ‘the
abscncc of institutional political organization of thc interests of
the direct producers which manifests a programme of effective
action for thc gencralised attainment of their cormmonly sought
ends’. This second condition is most usually found in the pre-
industrial era, but con also be found later. On¢ might add that
O'Malley also and for the same reason is scepticul of my sugpes-
tion that the decline of social banditry had much to do with the
technical improvement of modern transport and rural law enforce-
ment. He thinks it can flourish in spite of them. However, his own
so far unpublishcd work argues that Caglish highwaymen in the
carly ninctcenth century “disappeared in the face of improvements
in policing methods and organization”*, but hc ascribes this (o
“their lack of a unified social class basis”.

Clearly one must accept that “social banditry is more polymor-
phous and resilicnt than Hobshawm supposed and that the vaparics
of American (or any other FJH) histarical evolution were quite
capable of casting up authentic variants” (Scrctan) even as late
as the New Deal years, which are well beyond the ‘transition to
agrarian capitalism’ which I rcgarded as the last period of such
banditry (scc chap. 1 above). Clcarly a functional mode! of ban-
ditry is implied in my analysis, O'Malley and 1 agree, as he ac-
knowledges, that social banditry wanes as modern organized nd
collective modes of representing class interests become availible

¥ ‘The Class Production of Crime: Banditry and Cliss Stiateges o
Englund and Australia® (mimco n.d.)
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I accept that, where they arc not available, the altraction of tra-
ditional social banditry is not exhausted, cven if we are in an ob-
viously capitalist socicty such as the USA of the 1930s: provided
that it is a society in which the tradition of socinl handitry is part
of the popular culture. This was the casc in Depression America.
“The premicr outlaws of the carly thirlics were well aware that
they belonged to « iradition: they were weuned on it and influcnced
by it; they paid obeisance to it in word und deed; and the trujectory
of their brief spectacular careers was ultimately defined by it”
(Seretan). In the minds of such as Alvin Karpis and Bonnic
Parker, Robin Hood and Jesse James were alive and well and mov-
ing across the plains in automobiles.

Yet none of this changes the fact that in the iul'y capitalist so-
ciely the conditions in which social banditry on the old modcl can
persist or revive arc increasingly exceptional. Robin Hood is on
the way to ¢xtinction. In fact, to no onc's surprise, in most ‘devel
oped’ countrics — even in their culmarally most traditionalist rural
parts — he is by now extinct, for all practical purposes. The anaiysis
of my book was more concerned o cxplain the end of this age-old
and widespiead phenomenon than to define the possible conditons
of its occasional revival or survival.

Tt is not nccessary here to discuss the third line of criticism fur-
ther. However, it does draw attention to the fact that this book
has dealt only very sketchily with the period and regions of bandit
history which have most interested the critics, So it may be uscful,
to conclude this pustscript, to take a closer fook at the ‘post-classicul’
banditry which has been the subject of a growing literature. What
happens io social banditry when the world of the Robin Houods, the
Lampifos and the haiduks has become extinct? What happens to
it in its rural home and in the urbanising and suburbanising so-
cieties in which most pevple. even in many ‘developing’ countries,
already live?

The transition to a capitalist agriculture is complicated and
lengthy, and since much of this agriculture continues to be con-
ducted by family farmers who are really, technology apart, not all
that different from the old-stylc peasants from whom muny of
them are descended, there is plenty of overlap — certainly cultu-
rally — between the old and the new rural worlds. Even when these
new worlds are found beyond the occan. Farming, after all, re.
mains an indusiry of small enterprise compared to the scale of
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operations of industry and finance, not least in terms of workers em-
ployed per firm. Moreover, the ancient hostility of country to city,
of countrymen to outsiders, visibly persists in the form of conflicts
between the interests of farmers as a business group and the rest,
as witness the problem of the European LCoonomic Comrnunity.
In the countryside the advance of the capitalist economy therefore
provided some scope —~ for how long is a matter of argument - for
a certain ‘modernisation’ of social banditry.

It created novel targets for popular discontents (including that
of capitalist farmers) and consequently new ‘enemies of the people’
against whom bandits could champion the people. Brazilian and
US rural society did not shure the city enthusiasm for railroads,
partly because it wanted lo keep out government aad strangcrs,
partly because it regarded railroad companics as exploiters. Bra-
zilian cangageiros opposed railroad comstruction, and Governor
Crittenden of Missouri hailed the killing of Jesse James as “the
relief of the state from a great hindrance to its prosperity and as
likely to give an important stimulus to real estate speculation, to
railroad enterprise and forcign immigration™.

However, much the most obvious of the new plagues which
beset agriculturalists were banks and morlgages. As we have seen,
Australian ‘selcctors’, Argentinina and US frontier farmcrs were
acutely conscious of these. Ned Kelly’s bushrangers did not prac-
tise highway robhery at all, but concentrated on bank-raids. The
James brothers notariously specialized in banks and railroads. As
we have seen there was probably no redneck in the Southwast and
few prairie farmers anywhere in times of depression who would
not have regarded this as natural and just. The chief reason why
Maté Cosido did not rob Argentine banks, an equally natural tar-
get, was that local farmers rccognized an even more devilish agent
of impersonal capital than native finance, namely foreign financo.
While the admirers of Jano¥ik and Musolino knew about dcebt, it
was only in an essentially capitalist economy that bank credils,
mortgages and the like become central featurcs of what farmers or
peasants see as (heir exploitation, and incidentally fcatures which
link the discontent of country people to that of other clisses such
as artisans and small traders. To this extent the period which turny
institutions like banks into quintessential public villiins and bank
robbery into the most readily understood form of rohbing the rich
marks the adaptation of social banditry to capitalism.
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It could only be a partial and temporary adaptation, even though
it is ctear that the favourable image of the cuuntry or smalltown
boy (and, with Bonaie and Clyde, girl} as a sort of social bandit
survived in the USA deep into the Depression of the 1930s. It has
been shown to colour the image of figures like Dillinger and Pretty
Boy Floyd, which was peihaps one powerful rcason why these
rather minor and marginal figures on the scene of American crime
were singled out as ‘public encmies’. Unlike ‘the mob’, they repre-
sented a challenge to the all-American valucs of free enterprise,
though they believed in it. Yet, as has been pointed out in the casc
of the James brothers, by the time they flourished, Grangerism and
Populism were a morc coherent response to the problems facing
the rural Mid-West than robbery. As politics it was by now anach-
ronistic.* The ‘social’ scopc for bamdlitry was contracting, and,
while thc Jameses continued lo enjoy the ancient reputation of
Robin IHoods, which their popular reputation and to some extent
their career reproduce, a closer look at them shows them to be a
varicty or rural entrepreneurs - though “keeping most of the bakits
and prejudices of their class intact”. They certainly did not belong
to the poor, but (like most of the Confederate guerrillas of Jack-
son County, Mo., who gave birth to the James gang) were the elder
sons of well-to-do slave-holding [armers fighting against loss of
property and status.t

The impact of a modcm capitalist economy on a far more tra-
ditional type of banditry, that of the Sardinian highlands, has been
dramatized recently by the evident transformation of shepherd-
bandits into systematic Kidnappers extorting emormous ransom
payments. Kidnapping had until the 19603 been rathcr sporadic,
und for revenge as often as for ransom. The new kidnapping wive
was the direct consequence of the sudden and massive economic
development of that decade in the Sardinian lowlunds and coast-
lands; in some way it can be scen as part of the resistance of
traditional society ageinst modernisation, of lean and poor high-
landers, by-passcd by the great boom, against the new fat cats,
local and foreign, of the coast. And certainly it kept some of the

* My assessment of thc James boys owes a great deu! to a mos: vala
able paper by Richard White, ‘Western Outlaws and Sociul Bundit',
which 1 have freely pillaged.

+Don R. Bowen, ‘Guerrilla War in Weslern Missouri, 1862—65", Cour
parative Studies in History and Society 19, 1971, pp. 30-51.
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characteristics of the ancicnt shepherd banditry, narsh but with its
own cthical rules.® But it is clcar that the new techniquus was now
increasingly a meuns (if not for the actual shepherd-kidnappers
then for the prinzipales and othcr highland entrepreneurs whao
instigated and employed them) lo acquire large capital sums
quickly in order themselves (0 invest in thc now valuable coastal
real ¢state: banditry merged into mafia,~ social protest disappeared
behind criminal enterprise.

So, in ils final historical stages — and few people rcally belicve
that Robin Hood is not on the way to permanent extinction — the
role of the rurul social bandit is transformed, insofar as it is played
on a new stage, that of a modcrn capitalist/industrial society, amid
new social, economic and technological scencry, and possibly by
new actors, who can no longer be adequately described as tradi-
tional peasants, representatives of un old sucicty struggling against
the ncw, or champions of the rural poor. Litde by little the rural
bandil may even gently disentangle himself from the countryside
and transfer to the city. The James gang uafter 1873 visited their
home hase in western Missouri only occasionally and discovered,
as Frank James pointed out, that safety lay in anonymity rather
than support from rural admirers. The Jamcses did not let them-
selves be photographed, few men knew them by sight even in Clay
and Jackson counties, and they rclied largely on kinfolk rather
than the community at large for support, though probably tradi-
tional bandits also preferred blood relatives, But anoaymity was
easier in the city, and that is where the Jameses appear 10 have
gravitated. For it is the city which is the place of secrets, the coun-
try where, at least for its inhabitants, everything is immediately
known. There are times, cven today, when countiymen's knowledge
is collectively witheld from outsiders, as in North Wales, wheie
a consensus of silence protects thosc who burn the sccond homes
of Englishmen against police enquiries. But perhaps today such
rural omertd (as the Sicilians would call it) rests on forms of

* Cf. the treatment by their captors of a British mother and dauahter
kidnapped in 1979 80 and the local sense of outrage, which cont:ibuned
10 the liberation of the women, at the bandits’ breach of a duly ncgotimed
settlcment.

t Cf. Alberto Ledda, La civiltd fuorilegge: natura ¢ stoc del bandi
tismo sardo, Milan, 1971, pp. 94-106. On the economics of Traban 1ural
kidnapping in Calabria see P. Arlacchi, ‘The Mafia and Cupitalinm,'
New Left Review (no. 118, 1979, pp. 53-72).



156 Postscript

ideology, such as modern nationalism, on which traditional social
bandits were not yet, or only incidentally, able to call.

The bandit myth also survives in the modern urbanized world
as a sort of folk memory injected with new life periodically by the
public media and the privatc resentment of the weak, Everyonc
has personal experience of being unjustly treated by individuals and
institutions, and the poor, weak and helpless have it a ot of the
time, And insofsr as the myth of the bandit represents not only
freedom, hervisin and the dream of a gemeral justice, but mo:e
cspecially personal insurgence against personal injustice, the right
ing of my individual wrongs, the idea of the individual justicer
survives, particularly among those who lack the collective orga-
nizations which are the main linc of defence ugainst such wrongs.
There are plenty of people on the underside of modern urban so-
ciety who fecl this. Perhaps, as the state becomes more. remote and
such bodies as unions contract into sectional self-defence organiza
tions (as happens in suvme countries) the appeal of such drcams of
privatc insurgence and private justice will grow. 1 doubt whethcr
in our sucieties bandit-figures are the main ways of giving imagined
expression to it. Jesse James and even John Wayne cun no longet
compete with Batman and his like. Survivals of the classical ban.
dit dream in the big city need not thercfore detain us long.

However, in the 19603 and 1970s a curious postscript to the his
tory of traditional social banditry developed when its strategies and
in some ways its ethos and ideals were transferred to a new socia!
constitucncy, essentially of small bodies of middle<class youth who
formed the core of neo-revolutionary groups, found a mass reso
nance from time (o time on the enormously swollen university
cumpuses of these decades, and attemptcd to bypass the old work
ing classes and labour movements (of whatever political colour )
by appealing directly to the unorganized poor and especially the
alienated marginal and underclasscs of society. Similarities with
the Russian narodnik intellectuals have been suggested. A gooil
deal of the ncw youthful cultural and political dissidence has been
described as a kind of ‘primitive rebellion’, notably by the Frcnch
sociologist Alain Touraine. Some of it may actually have consid
crcd itself in this light.* And some examplcs of such neo-prinn

* For the concept of ‘primitive rebels’ see my book of the same niume
(New York: Norton, 1965) which is probably responsible for such cu
rency as the tcrm enjoys. I understand that some of the Berkclkey relwla
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tivism (swathcd in the ideological costume of the period) come to
mind.

The ‘Symbionese Liberation Army’ (1973-74), an otherwise
negligible episode on the wilder fringes of Californian alicnation,
may be compared with oklstyle private insurgency just because it
insisted so clearly on at least one public act of robbing the rich
(William Randolph Hearst, IJr.) in order 10 give to the poor (hy
blackmailing him into distributing food to them). It was similur
to traditional social banditry not only in treating such redistribu-
tion as symbolic* and in concentrating primarily on individual
wrong-righting - freeing individuals from jail is currently fushion-
able among political strong-arm groups — but in the brevity of its
career. Mher such aclivist groups, emerging out of thc ashes of
the worldwide student ferment of the late sixtics, havc also demon-
strated a taste for operations which Jesse James would have under-
stood, notably ‘expropriation’ (see chapter 8), which bhas therefore
reached epidemic proportions in the past ten or fiftecn ycars. How-
ever, unlike other such plunges into political outlawry, the SLA
was unattached to any wider revolutionary organization, strategy,
theory or movemcnt, and the neo-primitivism of its home-grown
thoughts and actions is therefore more obvious.

Traditional bandits were based on kin, neighbourhood and com-
munity. The Symbhionese were unattached individuals by origin,
none of whom had known or heard of cach other until thcy met
in the subcultural ghetto of the Fast Bay, as pcbbles meet on a
lowland sandbank, having been swept downstream along some
complicated river-system. Though most of the eleven chicf mem-
bers of the group belonged to a sort of stident intelligentsia, they
wcre not in fact united by that common catalyst of revolutionnry
groups emerging from student life, the bonds which link contem-
poraries studying in thc same university or faculty. Berkeley-

of the 1960s claim to have recognized themselves in the social bandits
and otbers described in that book, which was read by thc morc academ-
ically mindad left.

* When is was poinicd out that their demand would be beyond
Hearst's finances, they answered “It was pever intended that vou fecd
the whole stats . . . So whatever you come up with basically s OK.”
John Bryan, This Soldler Still 4t War, New York and London, 1975. My
information about the SLA is derived from this book, to which my
friend, the lato Ralph Gleason, drew my attehtion.
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Oakland was simply a place they gravitated to, wherever they had
originally studicd.

They lived less in a community — except in the purely geograph-
ical sense — than in an ambience of escape from ‘bourgeois’ values,
a latin Quarter or Montmartre, brought together by the informal
shifting sociability of street, lodging, demo or party, by the com-
mon lifestyle of a bohéme, by the common rhetoric of a dissident
sub-culture which saw itself as revolutionary, and by sexual at-
traction — probably the strongest single factor bringing together
this particular group of peuple. Hence women, usually irrelevant
to or disruptive of traditional bandit units, were the essential (het-
cro or homo) cement of this one. The only model of a genuine
mini-<community, apart from memorics of the bourgeois family,
was ‘the commune’ and the small, tight, intense groups of revolu-
tionary activists, of which several devcloped, by fission rather than
combination, on the margins of campus mobilization. The politicu)
phraseology of the SLA camc mainly from these.

Agein, traditional primitive rebels are united by » common and
inhcrited set of values and beliefs about society so strong as hardly
lo nced, or to be capable of, formal articulation. They only needed
to be applied. But except for the vocabulary of the Declaration of
Independence, which still echocs through the manifestoes of the
group, these neo-primitives had no such common stock of ideas
They had to translate their pcrsonal ¢xperience of alienation into
a formalised ideology, or rather rheloric, made up of n confused
selection of phrases from the revolutionary dictionary of the ‘new
left’ and Culiforniun orientalism and psychobabble. It took the
form of shadowy exercises in manifesto oratory, coming closc to
practice only in a few negative demands — the abolition of prisons,
the abolition of ‘the rent system of exploitation’ in houses and
apartments — and the call for a system “that will neither force
people into nor force them to stay in personal rclationships that
they do not wish to be in”.® It was a cry of lost people against o
cruel and atomiscd socicty, but it provided them only with a jus
tificatdon for symbulic gestures of violence, an assertion of their
existence as people to whom attention should be paid through thci:
veflection in the magnifving mirror of the media, and a legitima-
tion for the lifestyle of the small illegal activist group which was

* Bryan, op. cif, p. 312 The book contains a collection of the SLA
documents.
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their substitute for communily and society. The members were
personally ‘reborn’ in the group, chose new names, and evolved a
private symbolism.

Illegalitv as frce personal choice, illegal acts abstracted from
social and political reality: these, therefore, distinguish the tra-
ditional social bandit from his latter-day imitators or equivalents.
Most people in this book did not choose outlawry (except, where
banditry was an cstublished way of carning a living, as a profes-
sional careor). They were forced into it by what ncither they nor
their socicty regarded as a criminal act, and the rest followed. The
most that one might argbe is that tough kids who were unlikely
to take injustice or offence lying down, were also more than likely
to get into this sort of trouble. That links the traditional social
bandits to people like the black prisoners, who certainly were
among the inspirations and models of groups like the SLA, though
the sociely which brands a large proportion of its black subpro-
letariat with the mark of jail and jail cxpericnce has very little in
common with that which produced its small fringe of cangaceiros
or haiduks. Nevertheless, though the SLA and no doubt other simi-
lar and politically more serious groups may conlain a few people
of this kind — and may indeed, in their search for popular roots
and ideological legitimation make great efforts to include the token
blacks, chicanos or proletarians — the bulk of their members are
drawn from an cntircly diffcrent social constituency. They are
the sons and daughtcrs of the middle classes (however locally
defined), and often, though hardly in the casc of thc SLA, of the
upper middle classes. The institutions in Argentina decimaied by
the terrorism with which the military destroyed the armed insur-
rectionaries were the upper forms of the elite high schools. As 1
write this postscript (June 1980) Italian politics is in crisis be-
cause a leading terrorist, who happens to be the son of a former
and still potcntial cabinet minister and secretary-general of the
Demochristian Party, has been allowed to cscape, family loyalty
prevailing over politics. Such activists have freely chosen outluwry,
The most thut one can say is (hat in the 1960s and 1970y, for
reasons which are not the concern of this book, this free choice
was morec likely to be made by sons and daughiers of the middle
classes and elitcs. They did not have to any more than the young
Frederich Eangels had to become a communist.

Again, the traditional social bandit’s actions, whether profes-
sional or ‘political’, arc part of the fabric of his socicty and, in n
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sensc, derive logically from it. Much of this book has been devoted
10 showing how this is so. Indeed, as 1 have argued, they are so
enmeshed in that fabric thal they are not, in fact, revolutionaries,
though they may become so in certain circumstances. Their actions
may have symbolic value, but they are not directed against sym-
bols but against specific and, as it were, organic, targets: not ‘the
system”® but the Sheriff of Nottingham. 'I'here are, especially among
highly sophisticated and politically inlormmed terrorist groups, occa-
sional coups against specitic victims from which specific results
are expected, such as the killing of Carrero Blanco by the Basyue
ETA or the kidnapping and murder of Aldo Moro by the Italian
Red Brigades. In such cases the very sophistication of thes political
cakulations behind the coups, implying as it does n very high de-
gree of information about top-level national politics, remove the
perpetrators far from the sphere in which social banditry, old or
new, operates. ¥

On the other hand, in most cascs the lists of possible vicims
sometimes discovered in the papers of captured nco—-Robin Hoods,
including the SLA, are arbitrary, except insofar as they pursue that
private cops-and-robbers war, concerned primarily with the de-
fence, protection and liberation of arrested and imprisoned com-
rades, by which — for psychological reasons ~ the activities of such
groups tcnd to bhe increasingly monopolised. They have only an
increasingly indirect relation to the ostensible political objects of
the groups. Otherwise, since they are essentially symbols of ‘the
system’, other possible victims could be easily substituted for those
actually chosen: another banker for the late Ponto, another indus
trindist for the late Schleyer, victims of the ‘Red Army Fraction.’
Moreover, in the case of such symbolic victims, no specific political
consequence i3 expected to follow the action other (han a public
assertion of the presence and power of the revolutionaries, and
the presence of their causc.

* Thus the calculation that Aldo Muro's disappcarance might destroy
the chances of establishing a 'historic compmrnise’ between the Dema
christian and Communist partics, of which he was said to be the ch: |
Demochristian champion, is one which would be made in Italy only by
professional top-level politicians or intellectuals steeped in the sert of
subtleties which fill the columns of parliamentary juurnalism and .«
of littlc interest to the muss of Italians, even when comprehensible 10
them.
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At this point there is a similarity between the old bandits and
the new activists, though it underlines the fundamental difference
in their social contexts. In both cases ‘the myth’ is & primary ob-
ject of the action. For the classical bandit it is its own reward, for
the neo-bandits its value lies in the supposed propagandist conse-
quences, and in any case, by the nature of such illegal groups, it
has to be a collective myth, the individuals usually remaining
anonymous.” Yet in both cascs what we would today call ‘pub-
licity’ is of the cssence. Without it bandits or groups would have
no public existence. Yet the naturec of public cxistence is funda-
mentally changed by the appearunce of the mass media. The clas-
sical bandits established their reputation by direct contact with
their constituency and the grapevine of an oral society. They en-
tcred the primitive cquivalent of the mass media, bullads, chap-
books and the like, only once they had established it. Some of those
discussed in this book have never made the transition from face-
to-face and oral reputation to the wider myth - ¢.g. (so far as one
can tell), Maté Cosido in the Argeatine Chaco. There is a late stage
in the history of social banditry when somcthing like modern mass
media already catch and diffusc thc bandit myth: probably in the
Australia of Ned Kelly, the USA of Jesse James, possibly in twen-
ticth-century Sardinia (though the celebrated baadits of the region
like Pasquale Tanteddu, in spite of their penchant for publicity,
acquired famc outside their region only through and among intel-
lectuals), ccrtainly in the era of Bonnie and Clyde. Still, celebrity
in the media remained, by and large, an additional bonus on top
of the just reward of bandit fame.

Today the media are overwhelmingly the dominant, perhaps the
only, crecators of the myth, Moreovcr, they have the power to give
instant and, in the right circumstunces, worldwide exposure such
as no previous era of history could possess. (Warhol’s utopia of
a momeant'’s ‘celebrity’ for every citizen could not have been for-
mulated in a non-media world.) The media-created myth may
have the drawback of built-in impermanence, being the creation
of an economy geared to disposable souls as well as to disposable

* It is nlmost invariably the authorities or oppornents of the group whao
put names to anonymous actions — ¢.&,, who personalised the ‘Red Aoy
Fraction’ as the ‘Baader-Mcinhof gang.” How far the nnmeless prople
thus given names get $atisfaction from their public reputation w unothe
quesion. '
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beer cans, but this can be offset by repeating the actions which
ensure medin exposuwre. In this respect the traditional bandit tor-
toise may actually beat the eloctric hare of his successors. Nobody
ever asks “Whatever happened to Jesse James?" Many, even today,
have to be reminded who Patty Hearst. was. Nevertheless, the Sym-
bioncesc Liberation Army established its bricf celebrity with a speed
and on a scale which, while it lasted, far surpassed that of the live
Jesse James.

The political image and cffcctiveness of neo-Robin Iloods is
therofore achieved not through their actions as such, but through
their success in making headlines, and they arc planncd primarily
to achieve this object. Hence the paradox that some of the aclions
by which the classical bandit would expect (0 build his myth are
those which his successors prefer not ‘o advertise, because they
would create the wrong image (e.g., that of the criminal as distinct
from the political militant). The bulk of the ransom-kidnappings
and bank robberies by which militants accumulate the often very
substantial funds for their, under present circumstances, often very
expensive mode of operation. almost certainly rcmain anonyvmous
and indistingnishable from any other professional robberies or
kidnappings, in spite of the publicity value of attacks on the rich.®
Few ‘cxpropriations' are advertined as the waork of such groups,
unless specific political points can be mude by doing so - e.g., the
revelation of shady dealings by prominent depositors. (‘I'he ‘T

* Genuinely popular activists may not entirely resist the Rootn Hood
instinct even then, but, as it were, privately. Thus a working-class mili-
tant, retuming from 2 bank-raid to an illegal ‘safc housc': “Just in
front of the apartment , . . there's this begaar with his bat in his hand
and asks me, have I got moncy. *“Man,” I say ‘have I got itl’ So [ pout
all the small change in his hat, there’s so much it spills on the street,
and that guy, all hc can say is 'A long life to you, you're the best man
in the world,” and I say to him 'Man, ’m baving a good time. Lile is
simple, all you have to do is be in the right place at the right time. I've
just been lucky that way, now it's happening 1o vou, take it casy.! And
then 1 walk on.” (Bommi Bauman, Wie Alles Anfing, Munich, 1975,
p. 105). I'bis book, strongly critical of the Red Army Fraction, is i
valuable guide 1o the rack- blucs- and hash-conditioned subculture of
declasscd and marginal youth out of which something aot dissimilar to
an old anarchist-bohemian milieu can giow. But Baumann is unlypica!
of the West Germnan ‘urban guerilla’ scene and, as his book shows,
knnws himself (o be untypical
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pamaros in Uruguay were skilled in thus "politicising’ bank-raids
while distracting attention from the actual content of the action,
which was robbery.)

Conversely, the actions which win maximum medin publicily
may be actions directed against ‘enemies of the people’ who might
be recognized as such by the constituency to which the activists
seck to appeal, ns any bank was likely to be among Okie and
Arkie dirt farmers ducing depressions, though it is not ¢lear how
far such gut appeals are still powerful today. The name of Wil-
Ham Randolph Hearst, u target of the SLA, may still produce a
frisson among an older generation of US radicals and pcrhaps in-
tcllcctual movie buffs, but the fact that Ponto was a prominent
banker and Schleyer a representative spokesman of industrial capi-
tal almost certainly did not gain the Red Army Fraction any syma-
pathy in West Germany except among the very restricted circles
who already sympathised with such small-group armed action.
Perhaps the attacks on policernen may still achieve some such
effect. However, headlines may equally well be achieved by attacks
on entirely neutral or uninvolved persons - athlctcs during the
Munich Olympics of 1972 or drinkers at English pubs killed by
IRA bombs - or against persons who, while regardcd as suitable
targets for esotcric group purposes (e.g., police informers) are
mcrcly John Does for the remainder of the population. And 10 the
extent that the actual targets of action thus become incideninl and
arbitrary casualties in someone else's war, the similarity belween
old and new ‘social banditry’ is attenuated, All that remains is the
demonstration that small groups of nameless outlaws, known only
by abstract or menningless titles or initials, arc challenging the
official structures of power and law.*

It is noi part of the purpose of this book to consider the political
cflcctiveness or to assess the theoretical and other justifications
which have been put forward for the current revival of individual
and small-group armed actions. My object here is simply to note
the similarities and ditferences between them and ‘social banditry’
and their relation to its tradition, heritage and mode of action.
Therc is some relation, though only one or two of the groups of

* These obscrvations naturally do not apply to movements which cun
be properly described as urban or rural popularly based guerrilla move-
ments such as, e.g., the Provisionsl TRA in the Catholic areas of Ulster.
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this kind, in general (except the neo-mnarchist*) those furthest
removed from the most influential orthodoxies of revolutionary
ideology, strategy and organisation, show any marked characteris-
tics of neo-primitivism. For the purposes of this study of classical
social banditry, the relation is marginal, perhaps tangential. The
exploration of these phenomena may be left to students of capi-
talist society in the late twentieth century. On the othcr hand the
direct continuation of the myths and traditions of classical social
banditry in thc modcrn industrial world is relcvant to the purpose
of this book.

In some ways, it is still alive, In the late 1970s an enthusiastic
and - militant Mexican reader of this author’s Primitive Rebels,
whose chapter on banditry has been expanded into the present
book, encouraged the aclivists of a peasant movement in the North-
east of that country to read that work, I refrain from speculating
what his object was. The militants of the Campamiento Tlerra y
Liberiad thought, perhaps not unnaturally, that the book was hard
going. They did not understand much of it, and they could not
scc the point of much of what they rcad. But there was one part
of it they did understand and that made sense to them: the part
about social bandits. 1 mention this tribute from an unexpected
and unintended public not only hecause it is the sort of experience
which muakes an author feel goed, but because the inhabitants of the
Huasteca Potosina region may be regarded as a qualified, com-
petent, and no doubt, in the past, an experienced body of critics
and commentators on the subject, It docs not prove that the anal-
ysis put forward in Bandits is right, But it may give rcaders of the
book some coafidence that it is more than an exercise in anliquar-
ianism or in academic speculation, Robin Hood, even in his most
traditional forms, still means something in today’'s world, to people
like these Mexican peasants. There are many of them. And they
should know.

June 1980 E. J. HOBSBAWM

* It is worth observing that there appears to be virtually no dircct
and historical continuity between such neo-anarchist groups and the
tiny survivals of the old anarchisix to be found anywhere by 1968.
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The subject of ‘sucial banditry’ is generally discussed in connection
with E. J. Hobsbawm, Primitive Rebels, Manchester, 1959. Some
of the critical literature is mentioned in the Postscript. Compara-
tive studics other than by the present author arc scarce. In their
abscnce we must turn to national and regional monographs.

For 1TaLy, whose banditzi were long the most famous in litcra-
ture and art, thc monographic literatore is large; cf. the 18-page
bibliography in F. Ferracuti, R. Lazzari, M. Wolfgang, Violence in
Sardinia, Rome, 1970, which deals with only one region. ¥, Mal-
fese, Storiu del brigantaggio dopo I'Unitd, Milan, 1964 esp. pa:t
I chapter 3; Enzo d'Alessandro, Brigantaggio e mafia in Siciliu,
Messina and Florence, 1959; and Gactano Cingari, Brigantaggic
proprietart e contadini nel Sud (1799--1900), Reggio, Calabria, 1976,
are to be recommended. About 60 pages of the last work deal with
the Calabrian bandit Musolino. The Relazione delfla commissione
parlamentare d’Inchiesta sul fenomeno delle mafin, 3 vols., Rome,
1973, contains an immense amount of (confused) information
about Giuliano.

For spaIN: Juan Regla Campistol and Joan Fuster, El bando
lerisme catald Barcelona, 1962-3, and C. Bermaldo de Quiros, 1.uis
Ardila, El Bandolerisme Andaluz, 1933, repr. Madrid 1978, are usc-
ful. The last book, expanded as El Bandolerismo en Espana y
Mexlco, Mexico, 1959, has to serve for Mcxico.

In LATIN AMERICA, Peru and Brazl are especially well-supplied.
For the former, E. Lopez Albujar, Los caballeros del deliia, 1imn,
1936 —~ scc also the same author’s Cuentos Andinos (various edi-
tions) - J. Varallanes, Bandoleros en el Peru, Lima, 1937, and the
more esoteric studies by policemen and soldiers, some of them
mentioned in my footnotes, are hard to find, like most Peruviun
publications, For the latter Maria Isaura Pereira de Queiroz, Os
Cangaceiros, les bandits d'honneur brésiliens, Paris, 1968; Amaury
dc Souza, ‘The Cangago and the politics of violence in North-
eastern Brazil’ in R. Chilcothe ed., Protest and Resistance in Angola
and Brazil, Berkelcy and LA, 1972; and Linda Lewin, ‘The oli
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garchical limitations of social banditry in Brazil’, Past & Present
82, 1979, will serve as introductions.

EAST EUROPEAN banditry is discussed comparatively in 1. Réacy,
Couches militaires issues de la pavsannerie libre en Europe orien-
tale du quinziéme au dix-septiéme siécles, Debreczen, 1964. For
Russia, Denisc Eeckhoute, ‘Les brigands en Russie du dix-septieme
au dix-neuvidme siécle’, Rev. d'Hist. Mod. et Contemp. 2, 1965,
pp. 161-202. Philip Longworth, 7 he Cossacks, London, 1969, dis-
cusses a subject not unconnected with banditry. For Bulgaria, the
old but invaluable Georg Rosen, Die Balkan-Haiduken, Leipzig,
1878, and B. ‘I'svetkova, ‘Mouvements anti-féodaux dans les terres
bulgares . . . du seizitme au dix-huitiéme siécles', in Erudes His-
toriques, Sofia, 1965; for Bosnia, A. V. Schweiger-Lerchenfeld,
Bosnien, Vienna, 1878; for Serbia, G. Casicllan, La vie quotidienne
en Serbie au seuil de l'indépendence, Paris, 1967. For Carpatho-
Ukraine, Ivan Olbracht’s reporlage Berge und Jahrhunderte, E.
Berlin, 1952, the raw material for his wonderful novel (sce below).
For Greece the main experts appear to be Deanis Skiotis (cf.
‘From Bandit to Pasha: The first steps in the rise to power of Ali
of Tepelen’, Journ. Middle Lastern Studies 2, 1971, pp. 219-244)
and S. D. Asdrachas (cf. ‘Quelques aspects du banditisme social en
Greéce au XVille siecle’ Etudes Balkaniques, Sofia 4, 1972, pp.
97-112). Readers should be warned that no adequate study of
cast-Buropean banditry is possible withoul a knowledge of the
local languages, which the present author lacks.

For AsiaN banditry Jean Chesneaux, Les sociétés secrétes chi-
noises, Paris, 1965, has a chapter on the subject; scc also K. C.
Hsiao, Rural China, Seattle, 1960. Sartono Kartodirdjo, The Peas-
ant Revolt of Banten in 1888, Leiden, 1966, and P. M. van Wulfl-
ten-Palthe, Psychological Aspects of the Indonesian Problem,
Leiden, 1949, deal with Java. R. V. Russell, The Tribex and Castes
of Central India, 4 volks., London, 1916, may serve as a specimen
for the most accessible svurces on ducoity. Amy Carmichacl, Raj,
Brigand Chicf: the true story of an Indian Robin Hood driven by
persecution lo dacaoity: an account of his life of daring, fears of
strength, escapes and tortures, his robbery of the rich and gen-
erosity to the poor . . . eic, Loadon, 1927, is recommended, not
least to admirers of S. J. Perelman, as the only book ‘about a bun-
dit with prefaces by threc Episcopalian bishops and a member of
the 1924 Mount Everest expedition (“a true story about a real
sportsman - here it is”). ln fairness, David Amold, ‘Dacoity and
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rural crime in Madras 1860-1940’, Journ. Peas. Studies, V1/2,
1979, pp. 140-167, argues that “"Hobsbawm's remarks about South
Asia are unforlunate and mislcading”,

As for banditry in the developed countrics in the past, the Robin
Hood problem is discussed in Past & Present, numbers 14, 18, 19,
1958-61, in Maurice Keen, The Quilaws of Medieval Legend,
London, 1961, and more recently J. R. Maddicott, ‘The birth and
seutings of the Ballads of Robin Hood’, knglish Hist. Rev. 93, 1978,
PP. 276-299). Serious work on highwaymen has hardly begun.
For France, the fullest work on AMandrin, by F. Funck-Brentuno.
Paris, 1908, shows no insight, For Germany, Carsten Kiither,
Raéuber und Gauner in Deutschland: das organisierte Bandenwesen
im 18. und friihen 19. Jahrhundert, Gottingen, 1976, is interesting
and has a good bibliography. Paul Hugger, Sozialrebellen und
Rechrsbrecher in der Schweiz, Zurich, 1976, dcals with the un-
expected sabject of possible sacial bunditry in Switzerland, On
Australian bushranging, John McQuilton, The Kelly Qutbreak
1878 1880, Mclbourne, 1979, scems the fullest account.

Of the large NURTH AMERICAN literature, we need only mention
William Sellle, Jesse James Was His Name, Columbia, Missouri,
1966 - a full biography; Richard Maxwell Brown, Strain of Vio-
lence: Historical Studies of American Violence and Vigilantism,
New York, 1977; James R. Green, Grass-Roots Socialism: Radical
Movements in the Southwest, 1895 -1943, Baton Rouge, 1978; and
Kent L. Stcckmesser, 'Robin Hood und thc Amcrican Outlaw’,
Journ. Amer. Folklore, 79, 1966, which provides a basis for com-
parisons.

The literaturc on the latter-day transformations and imitations
of banditry is spurse or poor, especially so far as ‘terrorists’ and
‘expropriators’ are concerncd. Some titles are mentioned in the
Postscript. Interesting introductions to the ‘Tumpen’ underworld of
industrial/urban society are Charles Van Onsclen, ¢ “The Regiment
of the Hills”: South Africa’s T.aumpenproletarian Army 1890—
1912', Past & Present 80, 1978, pp. 91-121, and Jerry White,
‘Campbell Bunk, A Lumpen Community in [ ondon between the
Wars', History Workshop Jowrnal 8, 1979, pp. 1 49.

We are for(unale to possess several biographies, autobiographies
and documentary novels about or by bandits. Panayot Hitov's
memoirs are in G. Rosen, op. cit. M, L. Guzman, Memorias de
Pancho Villa, Mexico, numerous editions, arc trauslated con brio
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as The Memolrs of Pancho Villa, Austin, 1965. Alberto Carrillo
Ramirez, Lufs Pardo 'El Gran Bandido’, vida y hechos del famoso
bandolero chiquiano que acapard lu atencion publica durante varios
aRos, Lima, 1970, deals with the classical ‘noble bandit’ of Pecru,
and contuins numerous anecdotes and ballads. F. Cascella, 2/ bri-
gantaggio, ricerche sociologiche e antropologiche, Aversa, 1917,
includes an autobiography of Crocco; E. Morscllo and S. De
Sanctis, Biografia di un bandito: Giuseppe Musolino, Milan, n.d.,
is another of the products of the same school of Italian criminol-
ogy. There are various lives and reminiscences of Sardinian ban-
dits, cf. the bibliography cited above. Estucio de Limu, O mundo
estranho dos cangageiros, Salvador-Bahia, 1965, contains substan-
tinl memuirs by Angelo Roque; M. I, P. de Queiroz, op. cit., other
first-hand statements by Brazlian bandits. Though some of these
sources are virtually unobtainable, thcy arc mentioned here, be-
cause bandits are seldom heard speaking in their own voices. Guvin
Maxwell, God Protect Me from My Friends, Pan, 1957, is abowt
Giuliano.

Among the numcrous bandit novels, by far the best 1 know iy
Der Rauber Nikola Schuhaj, East Berlin, 1953, German trans. from
the Czech. Other revealing novels — among the many on this topic
—~ ure Yashar Kemal, Mehmed My Hawk, London, 1901, an
introduction to Turkish banditry, and the famous Shui /1w Chuan
(Water Margin Novel), translated by Pearl Buck as AN Mcn Are
Brothers, New York, 1937, essential reading for Chinese bandilry,
L. About’s Le Roi des Montagnes is a discnchanted picture of post.
liberation Greek brigandage; Waltcr Scott’s Rob Roy (with a use-
ful historical introduction) is much less misleading aboul its snb
ject than the swine unthor’s Ivanhoe is about Robin Howod.

Bandits have been the subjects of numerous films. Nonce of thewe
has value as a historical source, but at least two add greatly to ow
understanding of the bandit environment: V. dc Scta's Banditi ad
Orgosolo and Francesco Rosi's masterly Salvaiore Gindlana

It is impossible 10 study the songs of banditry unless one 1emibv
east-European languages, but G. Rosen, op. cit.. A, Doson, ( han
sons populaires bulgares inédites, Paris, 1875, and Adolf Stinnne,
Bulgarische Valksdichtung, Vienna-l1eipzig, 1899, wive a teasonahle
selection of haiduk ballads. For Greece, sce John Bappalay, (ireeh
Historical Folksongs: The Klephtic Ballads in Relution to (irevh
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History, Chicago, 1968. What linguistic ignorance debars us from
may be indicated by the English summary of J. Horak and K. Plicka,
Zbojnicke piesne slovenskoho Pudu, Bratislava, 1963, which con-
tains 700 songs about bandits, all from Slovakia. Therc are now
some studies of the bandit legend: Joan Fuster, op. cit.,, volL IL,
for Catalonia, R. Daus, Der epische Zyklus der Cangageiros in der
Volkspoesie Nordostbrasiliens, Berlin, 1969, and Julio Caro Ba-
roja, Ensayo sobre la Leteratura de Cordel, Madrid, 1969, esp. chap.
13. The last book also contains important data and reflections on
the bandit phenomenon in Spain,
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