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West some years ago becausc, according
to him, he feared for.his lifc after refusing
to kill as ordered, a Russian bitizen that the
Russian state considered an e'nemy and a
threat to "state security". For refusing to
carry,out an illegal death sentcnce. LiWi-
nenko.-himself was illegally sentenced to
death. His escape from Moscow to Loq-
&n:only gave him a rcprieve. Eventually
the *fong arms" of the Russian state
caugh up with him and his death sentence
was.eiecuted in a london resaurant. '

That event was the immediate inspira-
tion for this article. Among the titles I con- .

siderrd and then discarded, for the exer-
cise were "the state as embodiment of
criminality", "the state as a consummate
evill', "this evil called the state" and "the
state as a necessary evil"- Although these
captions were discarded in f,avour of the
one now used, they tfuew up ideas to be
explored and propositions tci be consid-
ered or retonsidered; The case of Litvi-
nenko seryes as a "peg" for this brief intro-
duction..

The state has not always existed; its
emergence in human history is bound up
with the emergence of privdte property in
the means of material production and
exgh.ange; and in the latter is rooted to the
enrergence of social classes. It, therefore,
follows that the state will contimie to exist
atleast as long as private propeny in the
incarrs of prociuction and exchange
rernains and hence. as long as social class-
es to rvhich it gave rise redrain. Bemoan-
ing the existence of the state or the crimes

. through which it perpetuates itself - as
long r35 i1r material and historical founda-
tions remain - is thercfore like barking at
tlrc moon. 'fhat i' a main con[enrion
between Marxism and Anarchism.

Conlersel1,. insisting that the state
will remain forevc'r' is the same as sa,ving

that private property in the meas of pro-
duction will remain forever, ed that social
classes as materially deterrnined:social cate-
gories, will rcmain. That is an'-age-long
debate between Marxists on.t}e-.one hand,
and non-Marxists and anti-Merists:of:vri-
ous tendencies, on the o&er. That debate
cannot be exhausted here.

But whatever position.,youioliloruhe
origins, nourishment and histoeicaliestiny
of the state, you are likely to silxbscdbe to
the following contemporary fuuctiom=of the
state. We may adopt Em€st Mildel'scliassi
fication of these firnctions. Acoding-to
Mandel, in his late Capitalism, there me
three broad groups of functions- Tle.fint is
the "pmvision of those general conditions
of production which cannot be-assured by
the private activities of the members of the
dominant class". This is clear enough - for
even in these days of total privatisalion, the
state still constructs and maintains roads
and irrigations and a wide range social-eco-
nomic infrastructure and institutions. These
are protected by the state against all possible
'encroachments".

The second group of state functions is
the "repression of any threat to the prevail-
ing mode of production from the dominated
classes or particular sections of the domi-
nant classes, by means of army, police, judi-
ciary and prison-sys1em". These are the
well-known coercive functions of the state.
The point here is that the threats envisaged
are not only from the dominated classes but
also from "particular sections of the domi-
nant classes" which may t'eel cheated. or
otherwise disaffected. Not onll' does the
state not represent thc interests of all thr'
people. it does not elen at even, point iii
time represent the interests of all sections oi
llre Jur;rirrurrr .la\\es cquxll). or even equi-
tably. Or else, how do we explain palace
coups or state-sponsored assassi-nations of
committed members of the ruling class')
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"integration of the dominaed classes, to
ensure that the ruling ideologSl of the soci
ety remains that of the nrling class, and
that consequently the exported classes
accept their own exploitation without the.
immediate exercise of rcpression against
them. These are the ideological functions
of the state carried out by the media, and
the school system in ttrc main. Whercas
"classical Marxism' focuscd more on the
second set of functions, laner Marxist
intellectuals, such as George Lukacs and

-Antonio Gramsci, elaborated on the third.
The refrain is this: The stale does not
maintain its power by force alone. It is the
second set of functions of the state - the
repressive functions - as elaborated above,
that is tragically illustrated by the story of
the Russid's ex-state spy, Al,exander Liwi-
nenko.

Alexander Litvinenko was bom in
1962 in Russia which was then the largest
of the 15 republics that made up the Union
of Socialist Soviet Republics (USSR), or
the Soviet Union. After graduating fmm
secondary school in 1980, at the age of 18,

. he was drafted into the state security
police. In other words,just out of school at
the age of 18, Alexander [iwinenko was
inducted into the state seCurity police, the
uncompromising enforcer of state security,
the "murder machine" of the state. Sec-
tions of this security force are open. others
secret. In I 985 . LitYinenko graduated from
a nrilitary college and was appointed a pla-
toon commander. The following year in
1986. ,,. .L- . .. ^f 
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ag!'nt. tirdr is. u) rllllcef ul UIe eelltlal
organisarion of Soviet State security. Thus..
at the age of 2-1, he acquired the licence to
kill in det-ence of the state.

The Soviet Union was succeeded in
l99l b1' Russia, and of{'icer Alexander
Litvinenko was absorbed by the new Russ-

ian security app@s. He was promoted
that same yeai orheCentrat Staff, *special-

ising in counter-ecorisuactivities and infil-
tration of organised-crimes2.He took pan in
several military actions and rose to the rank
of Lieutehant{olonel. He won several hon-
ours and promotions; His last rcsponsibility
was that of pruecting a-wealthy Russian
businqssman, Boris:Berezovsky, when tbe
latter was in tbe,gov.emment of the first
Russiao Presidat, -Bcris Yeltsin. Every-
thirg appearcd to be going-well for the bril-
liant young starc secmity officer until
November, 1998.

On Tueday Novernber 17. 1998, tbe
"gates of hell" opened in Moscow. Boris
Yeltsin was still presiderq and the currenf
president, Vladimir Putin, was head of Rus-
sia's security apparatus. On that day, five
officers of the apparatus, including Alexan-
der Litivinenko, addressed a press confer-
ence in which they accused their superiors
of ordering them, precisely a year earlier, to
assassinate Bqis Berezovsky who was then
Secretary of the Russia's Security Council.
It was a devastating indictment of Russia's
state security apparatus - the heart of 6e
state structure - and its leadership. With the
benefit of hindsight - in particular, the fact
that Putin, the head of that apparatus, was to
succeed Yeltsin within a year as President -
we can now say that it was an indictment of
the Russian state and two of its leading
functionaries: Boris Yeltsin and Vladimir
Putin.

Some questions can be asked he're.
Litvinenko was ordered to murder someone
and he refused. Was that likell' to be the fint
ri-..- hA q.3c ar{g1sd to cornmit such a

..- -.\'are. at that rank of Lt-
Colonel, that it was in rhe sphere of dut-v of
the counter-insurgency apparxtus to elimi-
nate "enemies of the state"? What urade th6
case of Bbrezovsky ditierent? ls it conccir -
able that Litvinenko had never elinrinared
an1one, orlradlot known of any statc elin-

ination,-before 'Berczovsky? I submit that
the Russian state did n ot become evil in
1998 when Liwenenko rose in rcbellion.
The state - every.state - has always been
evil.

The Russian government was thor-
oughly emban-assed by these allegations.
Then followed a period of hide-and-seek,
and arrcst-aad-release. Eventually, both
Berczovsky and Liwinenko fled to [on-
don. Liwinenko asked for asylum; and it
was'granted. He askel for British citizen-
ship; this was also granted. While in lnn-
don he devoted himself to investigating
and exposing crimes allegedly committed
by tbe Russian itate. He wrote books,
granted interviews, and attended meetings.
Beyond that, he systematically exposed the
links between the Russian intelligence
community and leading politicians in
Western Europe. In short; Litvinenko
declared war against the Russian state and
its perceived collaborators, and waged this
war with militant messianism.,

On Tuesday, Novembel 2l ,2a06, a
couple of days before his death, Alexander
Litvinenko dictated a statement from his

.hospital bed in [.ondon. In it he addressed
the Russian President Vladimir Putin:
"You may succeed in silencing me but that
silence comes with a
shown yourself to be as

price. You
barbaric and

value. You have shown

women.
may succeed in silencing one man btfi
howl of protest from around the world
reverberate Mr. Putin, in your ears for
rest of your life."

I subscribe to this statement, as I per-.
sonally mgum him. But, unfortunately and
tragically, it was like barking at the moon.
Similar barkings were heard after the mur-
der of President John Kennedy of America
in 1963, after the murder of Pope John Paul
I in 1978$tnd after the death of Abiola in
l 988.

The state and its crimindtty

#q

November


