Go and organize a truce. Stop your side for one day. I want a
twenty-four-hour truce during which there is no rape.

I dare you to try it. I demand that you try it. I don’t mind
begging you to try it. What else could you possibly be here to
do? What else could this movement possibly mean? What else
could matter so much?

And on that day, that day of truce, that day when not one
woman is raped, we will begin the real practice of equality, be-
cause we can’t begin it before that day. Before that day it means
nothing because it is nothing: it is not real; it is not true. But
on that day it becomes real. And then, instead of rape we will
for the first time in our lives — both men and women — begin
to experience freedom. If you have a conception of freedom
that includes the existence of rape, you are wrong. You cannot
change what you say you want to change. For myself, I want
to experience just one day of real freedom before I die. I leave
you here to do that for me and for the women whom you say
you love.
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that shame is to use it as an excuse to keep doing what you
want and to keep not doing anything else; and you’ve got to
stop. You’ve got to stop. Your psychology doesn’t matter. How
much you hurt doesn’t matter in the end any more than how
much we hurt matters. If we sat around and only talked about
how much rape hurt us, do you think there would have been
one of the changes that you have seen in this country in the
last fifteen years? There wouldn’t have been.

It is true that we had to talk to each other. How else, after all,
were we supposed to find out that each of us was not the only
woman in the world not asking for it to whom rape or battery
had ever happened? We couldn’t read it in the newspapers, not
then. We couldn’t find a book about it. But you do know and
now the question is what you are going to do; and so your
shame and your guilt are very much beside the point. They
don’t matter to us at all, in any way. They’re not good enough.
They don’t do anything.

As a feminist, I carry the rape of all the women I've talked
to over the past ten years personally with me. As a woman, I
carry my own rape with me. Do you remember pictures that
you’ve seen of European cities during the plague, when there
were wheelbarrows that would go along and people would just
pick up corpses and throw them in? Well, that is what it is like
knowing about rape. Piles and piles and piles of bodies that
have whole lives and human names and human faces.

I speak for many feminists, not only myself, when I tell you
thatI am tired of what I know and sad beyond any words I have
about what has already been done to women up to this point,
now, up to 2:24 p.m. on this day, here in this place.

And I want one day of respite, one day off, one day in which
no new bodies are piled up, one day in which no new agony
is added to the old, and I am asking you to give it to me. And
how could I ask you for less — it is so little. And how could you
offer me less: it is so little. Even in wars, there are days of truce.
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them in a world with rape. Ending homophobia is worth doing.
But you can’t do it in a world with rape. Rape stands in the way
of each and every one of those things you say you want. And
by rape you know what I mean. A judge does not have to walk
into this room and say that according to statute such and such
these are the elements of proof. We’re talking about any kind of
coerced sex, including sex coerced by poverty. You can’t have
equality or tenderness or intimacy as long as there is rape, be-
cause rape means terror. It means that part of the population
lives in a state of terror and pretends — to please and pacify
you — that it doesn’t. So there is no honesty. How can there
be ? Can you imagine what it is like to live as a woman day in
and day out with the threat of rape? Or what it is like to live
with the reality? I want to see you use those legendary bodies
and that legendary strength and that legendary courage and
the tenderness that you say you have in behalf of women; and
that means against the rapists, against the pimps, and against
the pornographers. It means something more than a personal
renunciation. It means a systematic, political, active, public at-
tack. And there has been very little of that.

I came here today because I don’t believe that rape is in-
evitable or natural. If I did, I would have no reason to be
here. If I did, my political practice would be different than it
is. Have you ever wondered why we are not just in armed com-
bat against you? It’s not because there’s a shortage of kitchen
knives in this country. It is because we believe in your human-
ity, against all the evidence.

We do not want to do the work of helping you to believe
in your humanity. We cannot do it anymore. We have always
tried. We have been repaid with systematic exploitation and
systematic abuse. You are going to have to do this yourselves
from now on and you know it.

The shame of men in front of women is, I think, an appro-
priate response both to what men do do and to what men do
not do. I think you should be ashamed. But what you do with
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of proof. We’re talking about any kind of coerced sex, including
sex coerced by poverty.

You can’t have equality or tenderness or intimacy as long
as there is rape, because rape means terror. It means that part
of the population lives in a state of terror and pretends — to
please and pacify you — that it doesn’t. So there is no honesty.
How can there be? Can you imagine what it is like to live as a
woman day in and day out with the threat of rape? Or what it
is like to live with the reality? I want to see you use those leg-
endary bodies and that legendary strength and that legendary
courage and the tenderness that you say you have in behalf of
women; and that means against the rapists, against the pimps,
and against the pornographers. It means something more than
a personal renunciation. It means a systematic, political, active,
public attack. And there has been very little of that.

I came here today because I don’t believe that rape is in-
evitable or natural. If I did, I would have no reason to be here.
If I did, my political practice would be different than it is. Have
you ever or with the economic degradation of women on any
level, in any way. It cannot coexist, because implicit in all those
things is the inferiority of women. I want to see this men’s
movement make a commitment to ending rape because that is
the only meaningful commitment to equality. It is astonishing
that in all our worlds of feminism and antisexism we never talk
seriously about ending rape. Ending it. Stopping it. No more.
No more rape. In the back of our minds, are we holding on to
its inevitability as the last preserve of the biological? Do we
think that it is always going to exist no matter what we do?
All of our political actions are lies if we don’t make a commit-
ment to ending the practice of rape. This commitment has to
be political. It has to be serious. It has to be systematic. It has to
be public. It can’t be self-indulgent. The things the men’s move-
ment has wanted are things worth having. Intimacy is worth
having. Tenderness is worth having. Cooperation is worth hav-
ing. A real emotional life is worth having. But you can’t have
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not just men and women together in a home, but men and men
together in a home and women and women together in a home
— if equality is what you want and what you care about, then
you have to fight for the institutions that will make it socially
real.

It is not just a matter of your attitude. You can’t think it and
make it exist. You can’t try sometimes, when it works to your
advantage, and throw it out the rest of the time. Equality is a
discipline. It is a way of life. It is a political necessity to create
equality in institutions. And another thing about equality is
that it cannot coexist with rape. It cannot. And it cannot coex-
ist with pornography or with prostitution or with the economic
degradation of women on any level, in any way. It cannot co-
exist, because implicit in all those things is the inferiority of
women.

I want to see this men’s movement make a commitment to
ending rape because that is the only meaningful commitment
to equality. It is astonishing that in all our worlds of feminism
and antisexism we never talk seriously about ending rape. End-
ing it. Stopping it. No more. No more rape. In the back of our
minds, are we holding on to its inevitability as the last preserve
of the biological? Do we think that it is always going to exist
no matter what we do? All of our political actions are lies if we
don’t make a commitment to ending the practice of rape. This
commitment has to be political. It has to be serious. It has to be
systematic. It has to be public. It can’t be self-indulgent.

The things the men’s movement has wanted are things
worth having. Intimacy is worth having. Tenderness is worth
having. Cooperation is worth having. A real emotional life is
worth having. But you can’t have them in a world with rape.
Ending homophobia is worth doing. But you can’t do it in a
world with rape. Rape stands in the way of each and every one
of those things you say you want. And by rape you know what
I mean. A judge does not have to walk into this room and say
that according to statute such and such these are the elements
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as to affect the actual institutions that maintain these abuses.
You don’t like pornography? I wish I could believe it’s true. I
will believe it when I see you on the streets. I will believe it
when I see an organized political opposition. I will believe it
when pimps go out of business because there are no more male
consumers.

You want to organize men. You don’t have to search for is-
sues. The issues are part of the fabric of your everyday lives.

I want to talk to you about equality, what equality is and
what it means. It isn’t just an idea. It’s not some insipid word
that ends up being bullshit. It doesn’t have anything at all to
do with all those statements like: “Oh, that happens to men
too.” I name an abuse and I hear: “Oh, it happens to men too.”
That is not the equality we are struggling for. We could change
our strategy and say: well, okay, we want equality; we’ll stick
something up the ass of a man every three minutes.

You’ve never heard that from the feminist movement, be-
cause for us equality has real dignity and importance — it’s not
some dumb word that can be twisted and made to look stupid
as if it had no real meaning.

As a way of practicing equality, some vague idea about giv-
ing up power is useless. Some men have vague thoughts about
a future in which men are going to give up power or an indi-
vidual man is going to give up some kind of privilege that he
has. That is not what equality means either.

Equality is a practice. It is an action. It is a way of life. It
is a social practice. It is an economic practice. It is a sexual
practice. It can’t exist in a vacuum. You can’t have it in your
home if, when the people leave the home, he is in a world of
his supremacy based on the existence of his cock and she isin a
world of humiliation and degradation because she is perceived
to be inferior and because her sexuality is a curse.

This is not to say that the attempt to practice equality in the
home doesn’t matter. It matters, but it is not enough. If you love
equality, if you believe in it, if it is the way you want to live —
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of feminism or the men’s movement. There is a cartoon I saw
that brought it all together nicely. It was a big picture of Ronald
Reagan as a cowboy with a big hat and a gun. And it said: “A
gun in every holster; a pregnant woman in every home. Make
America a man again” Those are the politics of the Right.

If you are afraid of the ascendancy of fascism in this country
— and you would be very foolish not to be right now — then
you had better understand that the root issue here has to do
with male supremacy and the control of women; sexual access
to women; women as reproductive slaves; private ownership of
women. That is the program of the Right. That is the morality
they talk about. That is what they mean. That is what they want.
And the only opposition to them that matters is an opposition
to men owning women.

What’s involved in doing something about all of this? The
men’s movement seems to stay stuck on two points. The first
is that men don’t really feel very good about themselves. How
could you? The second is that men come to me or to other femi-
nists and say: “What you’re saying about men isn’t true. It isn’t
true of me. I don’t feel that way. 'm opposed to all of this”

And I say: don’t tell me. Tell the pornographers. Tell the
pimps. Tell the warmakers. Tell the rape apologists and the
rape celebrationists and the pro-rape ideologues. Tell the nov-
elists who think that rape is wonderful. Tell Larry Flynt. Tell
Hugh Hefner. There’s no point in telling me. 'm only a woman.
There’s nothing I can do about it. These men presume to speak
for you. They are in the public arena saying that they represent
you. If they don’t, then you had better let them know.

Then there is the private world of misogyny: what you know
about each other; what you say in private life; the exploitation
that you see in the private sphere; the relationships called love,
based on exploitation. It’s not enough to find some traveling
feminist on the road and go up to her and say: “Gee, I hate it

Say it to your friends who are doing it. And there are streets
out there on which you can say these things loud and dear, so
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But I think that if you want to look at what this system does
to you, then that is where you should start looking: the sexual
politics of aggression; the sexual politics of militarism. I think
that men are very afraid of other men. That is something that
you sometimes try to address in your small groups, as if if you
changed your attitudes towards each other, you wouldn’t be
afraid of each other.

But as long as your sexuality has to do with aggression and
your sense of entitlement to humanity has to do with being
superior to other people, and there is so much contempt and
hostility in your attitudes towards women and children, how
could you not be afraid of each other? I think that you rightly
perceive — without being willing to face it politically — that
men are very dangerous: because you are.

The solution of the men’s movement to make men less dan-
gerous to each other by changing the way you touch and feel
each other is not a solution. It’s a recreational break.

These conferences are also concerned with homophobia. Ho-
mophobia is very important: it is very important to the way
male supremacy works. In my opinion, the prohibitions against
male homosexuality exist in order to protect male power. Do it
to her. That is to say: as long as men rape, it is very important
that men be directed to rape women. As long as sex is full of
hostility and expresses both power over and contempt for the
other person, it is very important that men not be declassed,
stigmatized as female, used similarly. The power of men as a
class depends on keeping men sexually inviolate and women
sexually used by men. Homophobia helps maintain that class
power: it also helps keep you as individuals safe from each
other, safe from rape. If you want to do something about homo-
phobia, you are going to have to do something about the fact
that men rape, and that forced sex is not incidental to male
sexuality but is in practice paradigmatic.

Some of you are very concerned about the rise of the Right
in this country, as if that is something separate from the issues
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thing that you know happens to someone else. That would in-
deed be new.

But mostly your guilt, your suffering, reduces to: gee, we
really feel so bad. Everything makes men feel so bad: what you
do, what you don’t do, what you want to do, what you don’t
want to want to do but are going to do anyway. I think most
of your distress is: gee, we really feel so bad. And I'm sorry
that you feel so bad — so uselessly and stupidly bad — because
there is a way in which this really is your tragedy. And I don’t
mean because you can’t cry. And I don’t mean because there
is no real intimacy in your lives. And I don’t mean because the
armor that you have to live with as men is stultifying: and I
don’t doubt that it is. But I don’t mean any of that.

I mean that there is a relationship between the way that
women are raped and your socialization to rape and the war
machine that grinds you up and spits you out: the war machine
that you go through just like that woman went through Larry
Flynt’s meat grinder on the cover of Hustler. You damn well
better believe that you’re involved in this tragedy and that it’s
your tragedy too. Because you’re turned into little soldier boys
from the day that you are born and everything that you learn
about how to avoid the humanity of women becomes part of
the militarism of the country in which you live and the world
in which you live. It is also part of the economy that you fre-
quently claim to protest.

And the problem is that you think it’s out there: and it’s not
out there. It’s in you. The pimps and the warmongers speak for
you. Rape and war are not so different. And what the pimps and
the warmongers do is that they make you so proud of being
men who can get it up and give it hard. And they take that
acculturated sexuality and they put you in little uniforms and
they send you out to kill and to die. Now, I am not going to
suggest to you that I think that’s more important than what
you do to women, because I don’t.
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First World Problems and First
World Revolution By Mike
Andrew

Don’t be deceived

When they tell you

Things are better now

Even if there’s no poverty to be seen
Because the poverty’s been hidden

Even if you never had better wages

And you could afford to buy

More of these new and useless goods
Which these new industries foist on you
And even if it seems to you

That you never had so much

That is only the slogan of those

Who still have much more than you.
Don’t be taken in

When they pat you paternally on the shoulder
And say

There’s no inequality worth speaking of
And no more reason

For fighting.

Because if you believe them

They will be completely in charge

In their marble homes and granite banks
From which they rob the people of the world
Under the pretense of bringing them culture.
Watch out

For as soon as it pleases them

They’ll send you out

To protect their gold

In wars

Whose weapons rapidly developed

By servile scientists

Will become more and more deadly
Until they can with a flick of the finger
Tear a million of you to pieces.



— Jean Paul Marat, in Marat/Sade by Peter Weiss

How many times have you heard someone brush off a con-
cern with the comment “1% World problems”? On one hand,
it’s good to remind ourselves of our relative privilege and the
fact that issues that seem important to us don’t even arise in
poorer and less industrialized countries. On the other hand, it’s
always seemed to me that there’s an underlying defensiveness
behind that expression, as if people somehow felt apologetic
for living in a 1% World country. Maybe the assumption is that
people in the 1% World don’t have genuine problems, don’t suf-
fer genuine exploitation and oppression, and won’t ever make
revolution. And that’s coming from 1% Worlders who call them-
selves as revolutionaries! That kind of inferiority complex is a
big problem for the revolutionary movement, not only in the
15t World but internationally.

1% World revolution is a necessary condition for the long
term success of revolutions in the rest of the world.

During China’s revolutionary war, Mao Zedong used to say
“The countryside surrounds the city” He meant that revolu-
tionary armies operating in rural China could surround gov-
ernment armies based in the big cities, cut off their supplies,
harass them, and ultimately force them to retreat or surren-
der. After the victory of the Chinese People’s Liberation Army,
Mao claimed that the same strategy could be applied globally —
that the 3" World countries could surround and defeat the 1°
World. This seemed plausible at the time, and the victories of
national liberation struggles in many countries, Vietnam being
only one example, seemed to prove Mao right.

Well, the countryside may surround and defeat the city, but
global capital seems to surround and defeat everybody! In the
30 years since the end of the Vietnam war, not only Vietnam
but even the People’s Republic of China itself has caved to
global capitalism.
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rape. Not too many hands will go up. It’s in life that men be-
lieve they have the right to force sex, which they don’t call rape.
And it is an extraordinary thing to try to understand that men
really believe that they have the right to hit and to hurt. And it
is an equally extraordinary thing to try to understand that men
really believe that they have the right to buy a woman’s body
for the purpose of having sex: that that is a right. And it is very
amazing to try to understand that men believe that the seven-
billion-dollar-a-year industry that provides men with cunts is
something that men have a right to.

That is the way the power of men is manifest in real life. That
is what theory about male supremacy means. It means you can
rape. It means you can hit. It means you can hurt. It means you
can buy and sell women. It means that there is a class of people
there to provide you with what you need. You stay richer than
they are, so that they have to sell you sex. Not just on street
corners, but in the workplace. That’s another right that you
can presume to have: sexual access to any woman in your envi-
ronment, when you want. Now, the men’s movement suggests
that men don’t want the kind of power I have just described.
I've actually heard explicit whole sentences to that effect. And
yet, everything is a reason not to do something about changing
the fact that you do have that power.

Hiding behind guilt, that’s my favorite. I love that one. Oh,
it’s horrible, yes, and I'm so sorry. You have the time to feel
guilty. We don’t have the time for you to feel guilty. Your guilt
is a form of acquiescence in what continues to occur. Your guilt
helps keep things the way they are.

I have heard in the last several years a great deal about the
suffering of men over sexism. Of course, I have heard a great
deal about the suffering of men all my life. Needless to say,
I have read Hamlet. I have read King Lear. I am an educated
woman. [ know that men suffer. This is a new wrinkle. Implicit
in the idea that this is a different kind of suffering is the claim,
I think, that in part you are actually suffering because of some-
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world that those injuries even exist. Those statistics are not ab-
stractions. It is easy to say, “Ah, the statistics, somebody writes
them up one way and somebody writes them up another way”
That’s true. But I hear about the rapes one by one by one by
one by one, which is also how they happen. Those statistics
are not abstract to me. Every three minutes a woman is being
raped. Every eighteen seconds a woman is being beaten. There
is nothing abstract about it. It is happening right now as I am
speaking.

And it is happening for a simple reason. There is nothing
complex and difficult about the reason. Men are doing it, be-
cause of the kind of power that men have over women. That
power is real, concrete, exercised from one body to another
body, exercised by someone who feels he has a right to exer-
cise it, exercised in public and exercised in private. It is the sum
and substance of women’s oppression.

It is not done 5000 miles away or 3000 miles away. It is done
here and it is done now and it is done by the people in this room
as well as by other contemporaries: our friends, our neighbors,
people that we know. Women don’t have to go to school to
learn about power. We just have to be women, walking down
the street or trying to get the housework done after having
given one’s body in marriage and then having no rights over
it.

The power exercised by men day to day in life is power that
is institutionalized. It is protected by law. It is protected by
religion and religious practice. It is protected by universities,
which are strongholds of male supremacy. It is protected by a
police force. It is protected by those whom Shelley called “the
unacknowledged legislators of the world”: the poets, the artists.
Against that power, we have silence.

It is an extraordinary thing to try to understand and con-
front why it is that men believe — and men do believe — that
they have the right to rape. Men may not believe it when asked.
Everybody raise your hand who believes you have the right to
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This isn’t surprising. Even where genuine revolutionary
movements have been able to seize power, they have to try to
survive in a world dominated by capital. And it isn’t easy. They
have to start from the basis of national economies distorted
by many years of domination by foreign capital, and often de-
stroyed by years of revolutionary warfare. Global capital will
use every means at its disposal — sanctions (Iraq), embargoes
(Cuba), and covert destabilization schemes (Chile) — to wreck
the economies of countries that refuse to go along with its pro-
gram. Even without that kind of obvious economic aggression,
global capital always seeks to penetrate local economies, to dis-
place local capital, to disrupt and ultimately destroy economic
relations not based on money.

The flaw in Mao’s strategic vision is that revolutions are
made country by country. This leaves global capital free to deal
with the challenges country by country, to its advantage. The
problems encountered by revolutionaries who have come to
power in 3'd World countries are, of course, only made more se-
vere by the deep contradictions of nationalist revolutions and
the weaknesses of the semi-Leninist, semi-nationalist Parties
which have typically led them. (But that’s a subject for another
discussion.) The only way to smash the matrix of capital is to
defeat capital in its historic homeland — the 1% World — and
in particular in the US which is the military and political base
area of global capital.

For many movement people here in the US this is not wel-
come news. In the 60s many people were attracted to Mao’s “3'¢
Worldism” precisely because it let them off the hook. If those
3™ World people were the engine of global revolution, then all
we (white people) had to do was “support their just struggles”
and sit around and wait to topple the tottering corpse. Today
many people call themselves “revolutionaries” but hope that
revolution will be made by other people elsewhere.

To be very frank, many white “Leftists” in the US have used
the discussion of privilege as an excuse to evade their own po-
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litical responsibilities. It’s far easier to talk about why their
material advantages make white male workers more conser-
vative, than it is actually to challenge their conservatism with
anti-racist anti-patriarchal class struggle politics. It’s far, far
easier (and safer) to explain why revolution must begin in the
colonies of US capital (external or “internal”) than it is to put
your ass on the line and work to do it here and in this historical
period. Even among real revolutionaries, many, many people
are demoralized by the apparent strength of US capital as the
Bush administration carries out its on-going war on the world.
They want to see revolution here, but they can’t believe it will
happen.

We should certainly support people fighting against the
domination of capital, wherever they are. How could we not?
Their enemies are our enemies. Their future is our future. And
their victories — no matter how tenuous or temporary — are
real victories that help to undermine the global hegemony of
capital. But the best way, and in the long term the only way, to
support others fighting against global capital is to defeat capital
here in the US. And it’s entirely possible for us to do that.

The apparent strength of US capital is just that — merely
apparent! Emma Goldman once wrote an essay, “War is the
Health of the State” Much as I love Red Emma, I think she’s
wrong. War does not indicate the strength of the capitalist
state. Just the opposite. War indicates deep political and eco-
nomic crisis for capital. Given the choice, the owners of capital
would very much prefer to control the planet thru contracts
and treaties and loans and the exchange of currencies — busi-
ness as usual. War is expensive. War is risky. War is unpre-
dictable. And war requires them to arm a lot of working class
kids and young people of color.

That fact in itself creates opportunities for revolutionaries
here in the US, and other opportunities will certainly arise out
of the economic and political crisis that gave rise to the war
in the first place, or out of the further economic and political
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The men reacted with considerable love and support
and also with considerable anger. Both. I hurried out
to get my plane, the first hurdle for getting to Idaho.
Only one man in the 500 threatened me physically.
He was stopped by a woman bodyguard (and friend)
who had accompanied me.

I have thought a great deal about how a feminist, like myself,
addresses an audience primarily of political men who say that
they are antisexist. And I thought a lot about whether there
should be a qualitative difference in the kind of speech I ad-
dress to you. And then I found myself incapable of pretending
thatIreally believe that that qualitative difference exists. I have
watched the men’s movement for many years. I am close with
some of the people who participate in it. I can’t come here as a
friend even though I might very much want to. What I would
like to do is to scream: and in that scream I would have the
screams of the raped, and the sobs of the battered; and even
worse, in the center of that scream I would have the deafening
sound of women’s silence, that silence into which we are born
because we are women and in which most of us die.

And if there would be a plea or a question or a human ad-
dress in that scream, it would be this: why are you so slow?
Why are you so slow to understand the simplest things; not
the complicated ideological things. You understand those. The
simple things. The cliches. Simply that women are human to
precisely the degree and quality that you are.

And also: that we do not have time. We women. We don’t
have forever. Some of us don’t have another week or another
day to take time for you to discuss whatever it is that will en-
able you to go out into those streets and do something. We are
very close to death. All women are. And we are very close to
rape and we are very close to beating. And we are inside a sys-
tem of humiliation from which there is no escape for us. We use
statistics not to try to quantify the injuries, but to convince the
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I Want a Twenty-Four-Hour

Truce During Which There Is
No Rape by Andrea Dworkin
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This was a speech given at the Midwest Regional
Conference of the National Organization for Chang-
ing Men in the fall of 1983 in St Paul, Minnesota.
One of the organizers kindly sent me a tape and a
transcript of my speech. The magazine of the men’s
movement, M., published it. I was teaching in Min-
neapolis. This was before Catharine MacKinnon and
I had proposed or developed the civil rights approach
to pornography as a legislative strategy. Lots of peo-
ple were in the audience who later became key play-
ers in the fight for the civil rights bill. I didn’t know
them then. It was an audience of about 500 men,
with scattered women. I spoke from notes and was
actually on my way to Idaho — an eight-hour trip
each way (because of bad air connections) to give
a one-hour speech on Art — fly out Saturday, come
back Sunday, can’t talk more than one hour or you’ll
miss the only plane leaving that day, you have to run
from the podium to the car for the two-hour drive to
the plane. Why would a militant feminist under this
kind of pressure stop off on her way to the airport
to say hi to 500 men? In a sense, this was a feminist
dream-come-true. What would you say to 500 men if
you could? This is what I said, how I used my chance.

dislocation that results from war. Historically, imperialist wars
have always brought periods of mass struggle. WW1 did, WW2
did, and WW3 will. That’s because people always resist oppres-
sion. They always resist the demands of the state. They always
try to take advantage of the crises that affect their masters to
fight for a better life. And they don’t need know-it-all “Leftists”
to tell them to do it either.

Middle class Leftists, who themselves come from a situation
of privilege, often fail to appreciate how thin the veneer of priv-
ilege really is in the US. The owners of capital like to brag that
US workers are the “most productive in the world” Well, in a
capitalist economy productivity is a virtue that benefits only
the owners of capital, not working people. “Most productive”
means “most exploited.” So even though US workers have many
material comforts 3" World workers lack, they have no reason
to be grateful to the owners of capital. Just the opposite.

Even among the most privileged sections of white workers,
there are many, many people who are just one or two pay-
checks away from the street. Even the most privileged sections
of the US working class have seen their real incomes decline
over the past 30 years and continue to see deterioration in their
wages, working conditions, and quality of life. Their ability to
secure even basic medical services for their families, or a good
education for their kids is slipping away from them. The con-
sumer goods that they create, and that give the illusion of ma-
terial privilege, sit on the store shelves and mock them.

For communities of color in the US (and for the poorest sec-
tions of white workers) even the illusion of material privilege
is often inaccessible. Communities of color have been called
“internal colonies” of US capital, and for good reason. The free
labor (of African slaves) and free land (of Native Nations) that
were stolen from them by white settlers formed the original ba-
sis for capital accumulation in the US. And since then the own-
ers of capital have relied on the ideology of white supremacy —
and on the occupation of communities of color by armed police

13



— to extort even more value from workers of color than from
white workers.

US capitalism in the 21%' century relies on white supremacy,
but also on patriarchy, heterosexism, and many other mutually
reinforcing layers of domination and oppression. While many
of these forms of oppression arose before capitalism, and many
are likely to remain after the rule of capital is overthrown, they
take on historically specific characteristics under capitalism,
they support the rule of the owners of capital, and together
with that class rule they add up to a whole culture of domina-
tion and death.

And they’re only made worse by the restructuring of interna-
tional capital that is usually described by the word “globaliza-
tion” and the accompanying political victory of Neo-Liberalism
in the US and other 1% World countries. Neo-Liberalism is not
just something the US does to other countries. The Neo-Liberal
agenda will have very serious consequences for working peo-
ple in the US itself — in particular for women workers and
workers of color. Already the “structural re-adjustments” that
mean misery and deprivation for 3*¢ World people are being
paralleled by “structural re-adjustments” in the US economy,
and this will only accelerate as more and more money needs to
be devoted to financing US militarization.

Since Reagan’s electoral victory in 1980, and continuing at
an accelerating pace over the past 20 years, US capital has con-
sistently shifted the burden of paying for the corporate state
onto working people. The “flattening” of federal income tax
brackets, the shift in the burden of paying for social services
from the federal government (financed by income taxes) to the
states and municipal governments (financed by sales and prop-
erty taxes which force poorer strata to pay a disproportionate
share of the cost), privatization of essential services and public
facilities — all these mean a deterioration in people’s conditions
of life. In particular, they mean a deterioration in the already
fragile life situations of the poorest strata (disproportionately
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as a phase one, we can accept. But that is as a preliminary phase
and not a permanent solution. You see, this man, [looking to
his left at another Hamas member] this man’s village is inside
of Israel. And I cannot convince this man that his village will
be finished and will always belong to the Israeli people. One
day, they should return our lands.
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point out to the American and English people that they look
out only from one eye. ... The support of the US and Europe has
killed innocent people. So it is a cycle that Sharon cannot win.
If Sharon will return here again, we will respond with more op-
erations. It is useless, these kind of politics that Sharon engages
in.

[AK] So what do you think people from outside of Palestine
and Israel can learn about Sharon from the invasion?

[JAA] The first lesson from the Jenin battle that the Arab peo-
ple should learn, is that little persons struggled alone against
the occupation and the Israeli soldiers for about 10 days and we
killed Israeli soldiers. We did what all the other Arab countries
did not do and should have done. I have a message for the Euro-
pean and American people. It’s hopeless, I suppose, to transmit
this message to them, but here it is. I will clarify first though,
that the Palestinian people were expelled by Israeli forces in
1948 to camps, such as here, in Jenin refugee camp. And then
they came in 2002, in this new century, they came again to
fight again against people that were expelled by Israeli forces.
So I want to point out to the American and English people that
they look out only from one eye. They close the other eye and
both of their ears. The support of the US and Europe has killed
innocent people. Most of the people who were killed inside the
camp, were killed by untrained Israeli soldiers, by auxiliary sol-
diers. That is, the people of the Jenin camp were mostly killed
by “innocent” Israeli people.

[AK] Would Hamas end all operations inside of Israel if it
had a Palestinian state with the 1967 borders and a right of re-
turn, a limited right of return and East Jerusalem as the capital?
Would that be enough to satisfy the demands of Hamas?

[JAA] We can accept and be satisfied with this solution, that
is, with the ’67 lands and to have some people returned as
refugees to their houses. We can be satisfied with this. In this
scenario, we will then be a peaceful political party that object
to our government in peaceful means, not by force, like now. So
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people of color and working women) but also, and significantly
from a strategic point of view, in the life situations of the more
privileged strata of workers with respect to their rulers.

These are 1% World problems, but not ones that can be
shrugged off as “1°* World problems”! The prospects for hu-
man life under the continued rule of capital are not bright. Of
course, no one can guarantee that a revolutionary situation will
develop in this country in this period. That depends in part on
factors outside of our control. In part it also depends on our
ability to understand the oppression of 1% World people — our
oppression — and the solution — revolution. And it depends in
part on our ability to articulate that understanding in a way
that the majority of people of all races who are oppressed by
capital understand it, agree with it, and act on it.

There will be real opportunities for revolutionary action in
the US in the coming period — even if these fall short of the
opportunity to seize power and begin to dismantle the rule of
capital and all the forms of oppression that reinforce it.

Our task is to prepare to take advantage of those opportuni-
ties as they arise, and to make the most of them. To do that, we
need a clear understanding of the strengths and weaknesses of
our enemies. The situation of US capital is, in fact, marked by
great tactical strength — they have a fuck of a lot of weapons
— but great strategic weakness.

It’s the tactical strength of US capital that creates the illusion
that it’s invincible. The cops can kick our ass when we go in
the street. The US army can win a war in a week or two, with
only a couple of hundred casualties, using weapons that can kill
thousands of people from miles away. This tactical superiority
is real, and we need to take it into account as we elaborate our
action program in this period. But it’s also temporary.

The tactical strength of capital is only temporary because of
capital’s greatest strategic weakness — it depends on the co-
operation of millions of people who have no real interest in
seeing it continue.
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That doesn’t mean US capital will collapse overnight, and
with out any effort on our part. During the 60s, many of us
imagined that revolution in the US was actually on the agenda.
As it turned out, US capital retained sufficient resources to
make strategic economic and social concessions to key sections
of the people, and to maintain civil order in this country (al-
though it did have to retreat from Vietnam, if only temporar-
ily).

But our enemies, the owners of capital, don’t have infinite
resources. The concessions they were forced to hand out in the
60s are being withdrawn now. In fact, the whole “New Deal”
compromise, which guaranteed social peace in the US since the
30s, has been unilaterally terminated. Their ability to make fu-
ture economic concessions is compromised by the necessity to
finance their program of global militarization. They have com-
mitted a huge portion of their military resources to warfare
outside the US. They cannot sustain that commitment over the
long term, and against determined opposition both in and out
of the US. They will be defeated.

Part of our task, then, is to work out an action agenda that
recognizes our enemies’ strategic weaknesses and uses them to
overcome their tactical strengths. Those of us who were alive
in the 60s often wished we were Cubans, or Vietnamese, or Chi-
nese so that we could be on the front lines of global revolution.
It may be that in this period we will be on the front lines —
but here in the US — and we’ll be able to fight a really decisive
battle against capital in its homeland. We just need to be ready
for it.
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kill our sons and brothers inside Jenin camp. Lastly, there are
scriptures for self-defense in three major religions. In Judaism,
in Christianity and in Islam there are scriptures that allow for
self-defense. We are only defending ourselves.

[AK] I wanted to ask Jamal what he thinks the meaning of
Jenin is, that is, what people can learn about the Israeli govern-
ment.

[JAA] The first thing I want to mention is that from this bat-
tle in Jenin, against the occupation and the Israeli soldiers, that
from this battle in Jenin, Sharon will learn that this land be-
longs only to Palestinians. Even if he does a lot more criminal
acts, more attacks against our people, I will not respond with
telling our people to leave our lands, to leave their lands. As he
puts it, the “transfers.” This state terrorism from Sharon and the
Israeli soldiers will not make the people here inside the West
Bank and Gaza leave their lands. We will stay here. We will
continue to stand and sit down, to sleep and to grow, and to
live in our houses. For example, in the last invasion of Jenin,
the Israeli soldiers asked the people to leave their houses. They
asked the civilians to leave their houses so that the Israeli sol-
diers could destroy our camp. But they refused. They want to
stand with the people who are struggling against the occupa-
tion. They don’t want to leave us alone. Because they are part
of us. And they believe that these are our lands, and not for
Sharon or the Israeli people. So, the first lesson from this bat-
tle, that the Israeli people and Sharon learned is that this land
belongs to Palestinians, not to Israel, and that we will not leave
this land. We will stay, forever! Sharon and the Israeli people
should not ignore the results of these invasions. Sharon entered
and invaded the Palestinian lands to kill and to destroy the in-
frastructure of the people in the struggle against the occupa-
tion. Not to destroy terrorism, because it is [not?] terrorism,
but instead a struggle against the occupation. After Sharon fin-
ished the invasion, the struggle responded to this crime and we
undertook more activities against state terrorism. So I want to
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cause of Hezbollah being successfully able to scare the Israeli
soldiers out of Lebanon, only through strikes. Also, if you want
to wait for the world to solve this problem and to ask Israel
to leave our land, this will not work. The Israeli government
does not care, they just want to continue to occupy our land.
Another example is the Golan Heights, Syria’s land. This has
been occupied territory by Israel since 1967. And what has the
world done about this problem? Nothing. If we wait for Israel to
do something, or for the world to force it to do something, we
cannot solve any problem. If the Israeli government does not
want to obey or to implement the UN resolutions, what can we
do? In Judaism, in Christianity and in Islam there are scriptures
that allow for self-defense. We are only defending ourselves. In
response to the point on young people: Yes, most of the young
men that did these operations inside of Israel range from about
18 to 20. These people did these operations because in their pre-
vious experience, they had done good work and have excellent
enthusiasm.

[AK] Are they volunteers or are they chosen?

[JAA] Both volunteers from inside and outside the organiza-
tion have done these operations. They do these operations as
a result of the Israeli aggressions. When they hear that the Is-
raelis have killed two Palestinians, or 10 Palestinians, or when
Israel commits crimes such as the invasion of the Jenin refugee
camp, they volunteer. The members of this movement want to
do something, because they want revenge; because the Israelis
killed their brothers and their sons.

[Raheb, another Hamas member who sat in on the inter-
view] I want to make a point about the operations against “in-
nocent Israelis” They are not innocent. They are not innocent
because when Sharon, the Israeli Prime Minister, called aux-
iliary soldiers, they are not official soldiers. They are [not?]
innocent because as you know, military work is obligatory in
Israel. When he called upon the auxiliary soldiers, within one
hour, they arrived with their tanks, their planes and started to
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Why aren’t they coming over
to our side?: Building a Mass
Base of Support by Chris
Pollina

Idon’t think there’s anyone that thinks a major change in the
world order is going to come about with the number of people
currently involved in the movement — many don’t even feel
there is anything cohesive enough to call a “movement”. People
know that we need bigger numbers to win bigger battles, but in
practice, are doing very little to meet the problems we face head
on. What it boils down to is that there is not enough strategic
thought about how we are going to advance our plans, solve
our problems, and ultimately win.

Let’s examine what constitutes outreach in many activist
groups; leaflets, fliers, pamphlets, etc. Propaganda has a lot of
potential to grab people’s attention and give them some infor-
mation, an idea, or what have you. So when every flat surface of
downtown is wheatpasted with fliers and extensive literature
is available at every radical bookstore and other hip location
in town, why aren’t more people getting involved? Sadly, this
question doesn’t even get asked most of the time and we’re not
even considering whether or not our outreach will be effective.

When making fliers, writing up leaflets, face-to-face talking
with folks, or in any way trying to attract people to the move-
ment, we need to remember what we are doing; marketing.
We're saying “Hey, we have something that you want, and if
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you don’t want it, after you see this you will!” Now obviously
marketing a good cause is a lot different than selling tampons
or cars, but there’s a lot of similarities too. Activists are living
in a fantasy world if they think they can just put their version
of the truth on a bunch of telephone poles and all different
kinds of people will start spontaneously getting involved in the
movement. The most important rule of marketing is to know
your target audience. Most people are scared off by molotov
cocktails and the word “Anarchy”. Most people just plain don’t
give a shit about what happens in other countries. Most people
are bored when stuff gets too long (for example, a coworker
of mine recently told me that although she was interested in
the topic, she didn’t want to read a % page article on the Law
Enforcement Intelligence Unit because it was “too long”...) If
this kind of stuff is too prevalent in propaganda, the only kind
of people who will more than glance at it will be people who
probably already know about the issue.

But let’s say you’ve got the perfect propaganda, propaganda
that could convince even the most tepid liberals to show up
to your meetings. John Smith from down the street reads it,
thinks about it, gets interested, and maybe (that’s a big maybe)
goes to a meeting. And when John Smith from down the street
takes his monumental first step to becoming politically active,
what does he find there? A bunch of people that seem to talk
a different language, wear different clothes, eat different food,
and are different from him in a million other ways. Too often,
he is put off from the group right from the start. This isn’t to
say you have to make yourself completely “normal” and trade
in your facial tattoos for dockers to interact meaningfully with
middle americans (though it wouldn’t hurt) — the point is that
John Smith needs to be approached very differently than all of
your already radicalized friends. The more different you look
and act from someone, the more you are going to have to prove
to them that you are an alright person. Step outside yourself
and think about what an average American is like, and try to
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[AK] He means that there have been a lot of resistance fight-
ers from Hamas who have defended Jenin?

[Translator] Yes, exactly, they have defended Jenin in resist-
ing the occupation.

[AK] But something that some people criticize is that resis-
tance should only be inside the green line. These people say if
they only resisted within the green line that their cause could
look better, less terrorist and more legitimate and that they
could then get more support.

[JAA] In the first year of the second Intifada, Hamas did not
undertake any operations inside Israel. In the previous Intifada,
the first one, in 1987, Hamas also did not undertake any opera-
tions. At the same time, the Israelis killed many of our people.
Hamas has been obliged to do this for many reasons.

The first reason is that the people here have been repressed
by Israeli politics. If you remember, during the first Intifada,
they followed the breaking of arms politics by Yitzhak Rabin.
This is during the first Intifada. The second reason is that the Is-
raeli government refused to comply with any important United
Nations resolutions. For example, Israel failed to implement
242,338 and 198. Another reason is that the investigation com-
mittee from the United Nations that was supposed to inves-
tigate the recent invasion was blocked by the Israeli govern-
ment.

[AK] Everybody agrees that the UN resolutions should
be implemented, everybody agrees that Israeli aggression is
wrong. For one, Palestinians die, the bombers. Secondly, they
have the terrorist excuse, they can more easily accuse the Pales-
tinians of being terrorists. So they question whether it is tacti-
cally effective.

These people are often dismayed about the fact that these
bombers are often young — young kids.

[JAA] Let me give you some good examples. For instance,
Hezbollah. The Israeli soldiers withdrew from these lands
[southern Lebanon] not because of the UN resolutions, but be-
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[JAA] A lot of people belong to Hamas — it is a mass move-
ment. Hamas has organized mass demonstrations and the peo-
ple have reacted positively to such demonstrations, which have
been against the Israeli occupation. They have also reacted pos-
itively to the other social and cultural activities that Hamas has
engaged in.

The first phase of [this second] Intifada, was to engage in
peaceful demonstrations. However, the Israeli army killed our
sons, our brothers and wounded thousands of our people. And
they killed a lot of people. I want to clarify that Hamas is
against the occupation. We are against the occupation because
we see our friends and our sons killed by the Israeli army...our
trees and our lands have been taken by the Israelis in light
of this aggression and with these victims, we have found our-
selves obliged to fight and struggle against the Israeli soldiers.

...we have found ourselves obliged to fight and struggle
against the Israeli soldiers. We are obliged to undertake op-
erations inside Israel, to stop the Israeli aggression. We don’t
like to do this, but we have found ourselves obliged to do as
much, to defend our sons, our lands, our people in our struggle
against the occupation. The Hamas movement wants to find a
strategy as to how to fight the Israelis. The strategy that we
have found to work now, is to sneak our people into Israel and
to undertake operations. The last strong operation was near the
Haifa airport, which was very successful against Israeli politics.
Another successful operation was undertaken in Jerusalem by
Azardine Amazray, which killed 22 or 25 people or so. Actually,
we don’t know exactly how many people were killed, but what-
ever the numbers may be, we want to match the same level of
Israeli aggression.

We also organized our members to fight against the last
Jenin invasion and many other previous invasions by the Is-
raeli army. You can visit many houses inside the camp and you
will discover that Hamas has a lot of martyrs and brave fighters
that Jenin depends upon.
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connect with that. If you can’t, or find you have nothing but
negative feelings for them, maybe you need to reconnect with
the reality of average Americans.

Many class privileged white activist/anarchist individuals
and organizations have developed a real knack for doing just
the opposite — alienating themselves from as many different
kinds of people as possible — especially the mainstream. When
Ernesto Aguilar was asked if the Anarchist People of Color or-
ganization has ties to any specific anarchist ideology, (anarcho-
communism, primitivism, etc.) he responded, “we don’t have
the power or privilege to start dividing up by ideology”. In
this respect, white anarchists are swimming in a sea of priv-
ilege, splitting themselves off from other activists and anar-
chists, but the middle class environment which they mostly
came out of, as well. Not to mention groups people of color!
Many activist/anarchist groups, while trying hard to maintain
that their groups are open, are really the furthest thing from it.

Basically, a lot of privileged white activists/anarchists don’t
consider what it takes to make the movement larger and more
effective because they don’t really care about making a change.
People that become politicized by reading a book rather than
lived experience often start out with lofty ideals, but once they
have food, shelter, and a group of friends that are on the same
righteous wave as them, don’t push to go outside that com-
fort (unless something is directly threatening them). People of
color, on the other hand, are on the receiving end of oppres-
sion. They don’t have the option to ignore or hide out from
oppression — if a campaign for affordable housing or police ac-
countability doesn’t find results, they will try something differ-
ent, because the problem isn’t going away for them. But when
the WTO or the FTAA leaves town, so do many white activists.
Why? Because, they can afford not to win. Revolution, class
war, freedom, anarchy — all these things are pushed off to the
side and become abstracts while symbolic gestures and circu-
lar discussions which never end in action take center stage. To
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have social justice be a hobby (and a half-assed one at that)
rather than a struggle is a reflection of white activists’ immense
amount of privilege.

The most preliminary step for white people looking to make
social change should be to make sure you want to win. If the
desire to win is there, then it’s time to get strategic. But if you
feel like you’re stuck in a rut or you can’t seem to get the mo-
tivation to do all the shit you wish you could, try some/all of
these things: Step back and think about what your group is
really doing — are you taking a step towards a victory or are
you just spinning your wheels in the air? Read some books by
people that have won victories, large or small. Get out of your
“white zone” and ask how you can help groups led by people
of color, people that have a real tangible stake in what they are
working for. Track down and talk to experienced organizers.
Ask yourself if you really value the ideals of anarchy enough
to do what it takes to realize them. Be honest. Get out of your
comfort zone and start getting down to the business of building
a movement.

Recommended reading:

Rules for Radicals by Saul D. Alinsky
Reveille for Radicals by Saul D. Alinsky.

Detroit: I Do Mind Dying by Dan Georgakas and
Marvin Surkin

Anarchist People of Color website —
www.illegalvoices.org/apoc

Colours of Resistance website —
colours.mahost.org
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Hamas Interview with Jamal
Abu Alhija by Andrew C.
Kennis, Independent Media
Center of New York City

[Andrew Kennis] I am here with a leader from Hamas in the
middle of the Jenin refugee camp, and my first question was
going to be, what is Hamas? This is an especially important
question because most Americans have one idea of Hamas, and
that is crazy, terrorist, Islamic people. I wanted to hear from
him a more accurate and comprehensive picture of Hamas.

[Jamal Abu Alhija] In fact, Hamas is a Palestinian move-
ment and it was founded to help the Palestinian people here,
to help them realize their rights. It is a movement that has in-
troduced many activities, not only political activities, but also
educational activities, sanitation projects, sports programs and
social projects. In terms of cultural activities, Hamas has been
active in maintaining sports programs. Hamas has contributed
to many activities in the Palestinian society. We have also par-
ticipated in many workshops, conferences and conventions in
calling for the peace process. During this Intifada, Hamas has
done excellent work and has distinguished itself from other
Palestinian movements and groups.

We are against the occupation because we see our friends
and our sons killed by the Israeli army...

[AK] What are the differences?
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stream newspaper every now and then. Or better yet having
real human relations with people around you!

For instance, if you’re at work and you’re trying to talk to
people about water being privatized in third world countries
while a thousand jobs within your company just got shipped
to Mexico, people might not care what you have to say about
free trade. But they would care about free trade if you show
them that it is effecting them in a very concrete way. Politi-
cal education doesn’t always have to start from pure self inter-
est...but that’s when it will have the most impact. When people
can feel how the issue relates to them, they will be much more
serious and passionate about fighting and winning struggles.
History confirms that the largest struggles in recent history —
civil rights, feminism, nationalist groups — were all movements
whose membership was mainly comprised of those affected by
the problems they sought to end.

It’s unrealistic to expect people to want to know everything
about every country’s situations. Honestly, when’s the last
time you read Z Magazine cover to cover? It’s hard. Chechnya,
Iraq, Bolivia, animals living and dying in factory farms, peo-
ple being murdered and tortured — it’s hard to deal with this
stuff when it’s not right in your face. In terms of mental health,
it’s much easier to just forget about it. And while some people
get some satisfaction by reading up on every bad situation in
the world, it’s not something most people enjoy doing. Why
would you want to? It’s hard stuff to confront when you don’t
feel powerful enough to stop any of it.

Service, Advocacy, and Power: Educating for
Action

This is another major point that activists often fail to address
when doing “education” work — is there anything we can do
about it? Even if you can relate to people, and you can get them
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Self Defense: If not now, when?
by Lore Axe

“If we are sitting upon a dying earth, and conse-
quently dying as a species solely as a result of the
nature of our society, if the technology we have de-
veloped is indeed depleting the earth, destroying
the air and water, wiping out entire species daily,
and steadily weakening us to the point of extinc-
tion ... then is it not time — long past time — when
we should do anything, indeed everything, neces-
sary to put an end to such madness? Is it not in fact
an act of unadulterated self defense to do so?”!

For those concerned with radical economic, political, and
social change, it should be apparent that ecologically speak-
ing time is very short. Scientists estimate that as many as 137
species disappear from the Earth each day, which adds up to
an astounding 50,000 species disappearing every year.? While
movements of the past may have had the luxury of putting off
an idealized Revolution far into the future, those who are op-
pressed now and those who desire an ecologically sustainable
world certainly feel the need for immediate action.

Fundamental change requires that the means to achieve
the desired end challenge the extreme violence of the present

! Ryan, Mike; On Ward Churchill’s “Pacifism as Pathology™ Toward a
Consistent Revolutionary Practice, pg. 161-162; 1998, Arbeiter Ring Publish-

ing
% Rainforest Action Network, WWWw.ran.org
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system. Mike Ryan’s assessment on the efficacy of nonvio-
lent resistance is poignant: “Do we really believe the state al-
lows small groups to engage in openly planned and publicized
protest actions because it is somehow powerless in the face of
our truth, superior morality, or whatever? Clearly, the state al-
lows us to engage in these actions because they are harmless,
or worse, because they reinforce the popular myth of ... democ-
racy.”® While nonviolence can be an effective tactic in some
circumstances, strict pacifism by itself will never threaten the
current system.

In modern civilized culture, the term “violence”, when ap-
plied to the actions of the oppressed struggling against the op-
pressors, is loaded with negative moral connotations beyond
the simple definition of “using great physical force.”*

The institutions controlling the media further manipulate
the term, as it pertains to protest and other forms of struggle,
by ignoring the violent acts committed by people and institu-
tions in power, demonizing acts of self-defense by protesters,
and justifying the force used by the authorities. This tactic in-
fers that those who are oppressed have no business being dis-
ruptive or violent (completely obfuscating the violence perpe-
trated by the state) and that the police are justified in defending
private property and suppressing free speech with violence.

The people in power are waging war against the poor,
women, children, people of color, and the environment. This
is nothing new and by now it should be clear to all that those
in power are not going to end their oppression simply by be-
ing asked, or because it is the rational and ethical thing to do.
Non-violent protest is simply a way of begging those in power
to voluntarily change behavior that they directly benefit from.
This groveling reinforces the hierarchy structure, promotes the

* Ryan, Mike; On Ward Churchill’s “Pacifism as Pathology” Toward a
Consistent Revolutionary Practice, pg. 140; 1998, Arbeiter Ring Publishing

* The Oxford Encyclopedic English Dictionary; Oxford University
Press, 1991
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is not the same as recognizing a good solution. If we’re really
down to make a change happen, there’s going to be some level
of discomfort that comes from honest self critique, and there’s
going to be hard work to do after we evaluate where we’re at.
Or we can just do “something” and hope that our efforts will
eventually add up to a Revolution. Personally, I don’t trust that
anything less than a combination of analysis and practice (aka
“praxis”) will get us to the big R. The yield of activist work not
informed by an analysis of current social conditions is slight. So
why do people continue to fall into this trap? Lots of reasons:
they feel less guilty if they just do something whether it’s ef-
fective or not, it makes them feel better than people that aren’t
doing something, it puts responsibility on others to make ac-
tions happen, they just don’t know a better way to do things —
when you get right down to it though, the only thing that’s im-
portant to understand is that random shots at victory will find
few victories and without victories people get demoralized and
go home.

When'’s the Last Time You Read Z Magazine
Cover to Cover?

When then is education an appropriate and effective tactic?
Simply put: When people can relate to it. When people relate
to what you’re saying they have a reason to get involved. Too
often anarchists/activists talk at people instead of talking with
them. Rather than engage in a discussion about what people
in our communities care about, we are telling them what they
should care about. This is where many people reach a stum-
bling block in activist/anarchist communities — they are many
times so enveloped in their own small world that they do not
know what problems oppressed people around them are facing.
To do any kind of work well, we need to know what’s going on
right now where we live, even if that means picking up a main-
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Lurther King Jr. and the SNCC started marching in the streets
during the Civil Rights movement it was a radical and effec-
tive act — black people congregating in the streets in Alabama
in 1968 means a whole lot more than white people marching
around in Seattle in 2003.

One main reason I see for this coming up is that for many
politically active people (most especially middle/upper class
white people), everything we learned was learned out of a book.
I know when I was growing up and first began finding out
about all the injustice in the world, I always wondered “Why do
people always talk about all the problems in the world? Why
isn’t there a book on what to do about all this?”. This is a ques-
tion that I struggled with for a long time, reading more and
more books to hopefully find an answer. It took a while to real-
ize that the answer isn’t in a book, and that I'd have to sit down
and take on problems of my size rather than try to focusing on
giant scale things like “capitalism” and “the state”.

This kind of intellectualizing makes us ineffective in our
work. Organizing means creating something relevant to your
unique time and place. Simply repeating actions that have
worked in the past shows a lack of understanding of the current
conditions, and confuses tactics for a strategy.

At Least They’re Doing Something!

Oftentimes I will hear “so what’s the problem? — at least the
liberals and the punks and the intellectuals are doing some-
thing!” And I would say that that’s both a good thing and a
bad thing. The good thing: they’ve got good intentions. They
could just be off somewhere gambling or browsing an Ikea cata-
log. But it’s also a bad thing: they’re just doing something. Not
the thing that will work specifically in the current historical
conditions. It’s like saying “Man, I really think the war in Iraq
sucks” I do too — but merely recognizing there’s a problem
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illusion of democracy and has never resulted in any fundamen-
tal social or political change. The inherent contradiction of a
strict pacifistic strategy for revolutionary change, in the words
of Ward Churchill, is:

Any nonviolent confrontation of state power must
ultimately depend either on the state refraining
from unleashing some real measure of its poten-
tial violence, or the active presence of some coun-
terbalancing violence of precisely the sort paci-
fism professes to reject as a political option. Ab-
surdity clearly abounds when suggesting that the
state will refrain form using all necessary physical
force to protect against undesired forms of change
and threats to its safety. Nonviolent tacticians im-
ply (perhaps unwittingly) that the ‘immoral state’
which they seek to transform will somehow ex-
hibit exactly the same sort of superior morality
they claim for themselves.”

Those who control the state and capital must essentially sup-
press their ethics in favor of adopting the principles neces-
sary for being successful in an exploitative system. To wage
war against humanity, and the rest of the biosphere, explicitly
reveals that those in power lack ethical compassion; to para-
phrase Craig Rosebraugh, appealing to the moral conscience
of the ruling class is flawed because they lack a healthy func-
tioning conscience.®

Those struggling against oppression desire a less violent,
more just world. It is not wanting more, but less, aggression
and destruction that leads people to challenge the violence of

° Churchill, Ward; Pacifism as Pathology, pg. 44; 1998, Arbeiter Ring
Publishing

% Rosebraugh, Craig; talk on Political Violence, Seattle Independent
Media Center, March, 2003
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the present system. To do nothing, or to engage in action that
does not change the present conditions, only allows the cur-
rent atrocities to persist and increase. Che Guevara put it best
when he said, “the true revolutionary is guided by great feel-
ings of love. It is impossible to think of a genuine revolutionary
lacking this quality.”” Che’s understanding of the revolutionary
is similar to Morihei Ueshiba’s belief that the true purpose of
budo, translated as “the way of the warrior,” is love.? The appar-
ent contradiction between love and fighting actually demon-
strates the balance necessary in the life of a warrior. Lack of
compassion can lead to the life of a thug, while the absence
of martial skills will result in the inability to defend one’s self
and community. The similarity between the revolutionary and
the martial artist is centered in the principle of self-defense.
There is no place within either set of ethics for violence based
on selfishness or personal gain; however, it is recognized that
violence is at times necessary to defend lives and rights.

The martial art Aikido is often referred to as nonviolent,
which sounds like an oxymoron; however, nonviolent conflict
resolution in Aikido is rooted in the ability to kill the oppo-
nent, and only when the option to do harm is present, can the
true choice between a violent and non-violent end be made. A
non-violent result also requires that the opponent desires to
live and that they are placed in a position where the only way
to survive the confrontation is to yield. If the opponent has no
concern for their own safety, or cannot recognize that they are
in a situation where they will be harmed if they continue to at-
tack, then a non-violent resolution is not possible. Only when
the power to take life is present, does the real choice not to take
it exist.

7 Guevara, Ernesto Che; Socialism and Man in Cuba; playagiron.org

8 Morihei Ueshiba was the founder of the Japanese martial art Aikido.
Aikido can be translated as “the way of harmony” or “the way of love” Budo
can be translated as “the way of the warrior”
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throw the American government. If you think about it in the
context of recent protests, it doesn’t make any sense to do an
action of this nature. The worldwide rally on February 15% in
which millions and millions of people opposed the war on Iraq
specifically didn’t work — good ol’ Bush Jr. simply said “T re-
spectfully disagree,” effectively giving the finger to the huge
masses of people around the world. If marching in the streets
proved ineffective in eliciting even more than a sentence from
Bush, why would anyone want to attempt it again, but with 4
times the number of demands and with less than 1% of the peo-
ple? This is a question that had it been asked in the planning of
such an event may have funneled valuable time and resources
to more concrete projects.

Another example is the highly limited tactics espoused by
various individuals under the CrimethInc banner. Many young,
white, class privileged CrimethIncers spread propaganda al-
most exclusively as a means for change. Examples of the bulk
of CrimethInc’s repertoire can be found in their DIY Guides,
and include such fun tricks as making stencils, wheatpasting,
and silk-screening. How do these arts and crafts activities re-
late to revolution? Well, it seems that once enough of these
shenanigans take place and enough punk bands are formed,
people will obviously begin to realize that the petit bourgeois
lifestyle is a pathetic replacement for an authentic existence
and will then spontaneously identify and rise up against their
common oppressors. Or, to quote one CrimethInc publication:
“Our project is to push you over the imaginary lines and out of
the (self-constructed and self-decorated) cages of this society”
Hmm. Interesting. I'm not saying that marching in the street
never does anything, or that wheatpasting fliers has no place
in organizing for social justice, or that people shouldn’t sing
their hearts out in a punk band — as far as I am concerned,
when it comes to tactics anything goes, whether it be taking
up arms or writing to your senators. But there’s a right place
and a right time for everything. For example, when the Martin
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A Question of Tactics

It seems like no matter what group, cause, or movement
you’re involved with, you will be very likely to hear that ed-
ucation, perhaps of “the masses,” perhaps of “the community,”
is of utmost importance in your campaign. Of course, there’s
no way anyone could contest this. Many people have a feeling
that something is wrong in the world but don’t have the words
or ideas to understand the root causes — without an under-
standing of a problem you can’t start to fight it. Many people
get involved with social justice movements because someone
bothered to write an essay, copy some literature, or most of-
ten, just sit down and talk with them, myself included. But I've
seen many different groups, liberals and radicals alike, misun-
derstanding the importance of education. It’s not that people
don’t have faith in education. Quite the opposite — people have
put all of their faith into it.

This kind of wishful thinking manifests itself in many ways.
One recent example is the protest put on by the liberal anti-
war group Not In Our Name (NION) in Seattle on October 5.
When I first heard about this protest I asked someone involved
in the organizing what the purpose of the protest was, what
specific demands they were making. She told me that it was
a protest to call for an end to harassment of immigrants, tak-
ing civil rights away under the guise of security, an end to
the occupation of Iraq by the US and an end to the occupa-
tion of Palestine by Israel. “Whew!,” I thought, “That’s quite a
list of demands!” I asked what exactly they hoped to accom-
plish by coming out to march and rally. Her reply was that
it was more of a symbolic thing, meant more to raise aware-
ness (educate) than to petition for any particular change. This
kind of thinking is pervasive in social justice work, especially
that done by groups of privileged individuals. Again, you see
the idea that if enough people are educated about a problem
it will either just disappear or people will spontaneously over-
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If we take the above principles and apply them to a large-
scale revolutionary movement, certain things become evident.
If there is no intent or ability to do harm to the system, then any
attempts to do so without the necessary skills will be fruitless.
Even with the skills to do significant harm, it’s evident that the
system is willing to sacrifice those employed in its defense, and
therefore not committed to the long-term survival of all of its
components. Nonviolent (sic) principles, when applied to rev-
olutionary strategy, look nothing like moral pacifism; rather
they appear as coercion by threat of violence, which when ap-
plied to the state and capitalism are generally labeled by the
ruling class as terrorism. Another aspect of this parallel which
needs to be addressed is that there should be no interest in hav-
ing the system survive the encounter in the first place. While
individuals within might yield and allow the power structure
to be destroyed, there are those whose identities are so tied into
it that they will do everything possible to stop the revolution.

When the rich and powerful exploit the rest of world by
use and threat of violent force, the only way to achieve a
relatively nonviolent world is through violent means, while
attempts to use a nonviolent strategy to achieve these same
ends would only result in catastrophe. The maxim that violence
begets violence is transformed into revolutionary (sic) nonvi-
olence begets violence, while revolutionary violence may re-
sult in a less violent world. This appears to be somewhat of
a koan; however, unlike the Zen riddles without rational an-
swers, there is an obvious answer to this apparent contradic-
tion. Violence is already being perpetrated on an extreme level
by the controllers of the state and capitalism. A nonviolent re-
sponse to this institutionalized violence in no way threatens
or challenges it; if anything, it only leads to increased violence.
What is needed is self-defense that protects against current at-
tacks and removes the ability for those in power to continue
their assault on humanity and the rest of the biosphere.
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One argument put forth to discourage militant action now is
that the state is too powerful. Waiting only gives the state time
to increase its power. The biosphere is being destroyed at an
apocalyptic rate. Telling the oppressed that they should wait
to defend themselves is siding with the oppressors. The state’s
response to the radical militant actions of AIM, the Black Pan-
thers, the Weather Underground, the George Jackson Brigade,
is often used as evidence of what the state will do to those who
take up arms against it. Ward Churchill provides an excellent
example of how pacifism can be divisive and aid the enemy:

As the Panthers evidenced signs of making signif-
icant headway ... the state perceived something
more threatening than yet another series of can-
dlelight vigils. It reacted accordingly, targeting
the Panthers for physical elimination. When Party
cadres responded (as promised) by meeting the vi-
olence of repression with armed resistance, the
bulk of their ‘principled’ white support evapo-
rated. This horrifying retreat rapidly isolated the
Party from any possible mediating or buffering
from the full force of state terror and left its mem-
bers nakedly exposed to ‘surgical termination’ by
special police units.’

What is needed is not an avoidance of militant tactics,
but rather organized solidarity between different groups or-
ganizing to abolish oppression. Without the necessary cross-
community support required for revolutionary acts, militants
will continued to be isolated and neutralized.

As long as the state is ignoring a method of resistance, it
isn’t being effective; however, directly engaging the enemy on
their terms, when they have superior numbers and firepower,

® Churchill, Ward; Pacifism as Pathology pg. 59; 1998, Arbeiter Ring
Publishing
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The Education Trap by Chris
Pollina

I was excited. This speaker was talking to a room full of
40 year old liberals, basically calling George Bush Hitler. He
wasn’t talking about the need for “justice” or “peace” or de-
nouncing Bush for lying — he was throwing out some scary as
hell stuff. The guy had obviously done his research and he had
pretty solid evidence that Bush’s regime had a good idea that
9/11 was going to happen before it did. Just as his speech was
reaching it’s climax, everyone in the room seething with emo-
tion, he pulled out an AK-47 and screamed “LET’S RUN UP ON
THIS MOTHERFUCKER TONIGHT! AHHH!!”

Well, at least that’s what I was hoping he’d do. For some-
one that had convictions in what they were saying, that would
seem like a more sensible reaction than what he actually did;
after speaking in a dead pan about the most serious issues imag-
inable for at least half an hour to this crowd, he recommended
that 300 people stand on street corners with signs and tell peo-
ple that walk by that Bush lied about 9/11. Once enough people
are educated, as the theory goes, there will be a critical mass
of dissent and the current order will, for some unexplained rea-
son, not be able to continue. While imagining launching a full-
out AK-47 assault on the government may be merely wishful
thinking at the present moment, at least it would get results
if it had popular support in its favor. But this fantasy that we
need only to learn and teach to get free seems to have little
grounding in reality. It’s an idea I like to call “The Education
Trap”.
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realistic and ultimately counter-productive sense of urgency.
Instead of making the revolution come quicker, it killed my
spirit, and the spirit of those around me. We need to be ac-
knowledging that this is a lifelong struggle. Build community
while making revolution in the streets. Have fun, laugh. It’s
not counter-revolutionary, I promise. Don’t take on too much
work for yourself. You might think you are the only one who
can do the work — but don’t flatter yourself. If you are over-
working yourself, then that means you probably aren’t build-
ing leadership within people who aren’t as experienced as you.
And what is organizing if you aren’t helping to instill confi-
dence in those who could learn from you? Slow down, think
strategically about the future, and then do the work.

Thank you to all those who put up with me, nurtured me,
or otherwise helped me through tough shit. I look forward to
a vibrant future fighting this system. A special thanks goes to
Emily for loving me so honestly and true. You know I got your
back. “DON’T FUCK WITH THE INTERLAKEN BLOC?”
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is suicidal. What is needed for victory is effective strategy and
tactics that recognize some of the points Churchill puts forth:

The tenets are: (1) the Napoleonic credo that ‘vic-
tory goes to the side fielding the biggest battal-
ions’; (2) that sheer scale of force can be offset
through the utilization of the element of surprise;
and (3) even more than surprise, tactical flexibility
(i.e. concentration of force at weak points) can of-
ten compensate for lack of numbers (this is a prime
point of ju jitsu).!

Considering the US military budget is larger than all other
countries’ military budgets combined gives it the advantage of
resources against any opponent. However, the military is com-
prised primarily of people from the lower economic classes, as
well as people of color, who have more in common with revolu-
tionaries than with the government whom they serve. Tenets
two and three are the key to taking on a superior force and that
is where the path to victory lies. While legal political protest
has its place as a tactic, it completely nullifies any element of
surprise or flexibility when the time, place, and methods are
revealed to the police.

Ignoring the oppression, exploitation and destruction will
not make them go away, and neither will pleading with those
who directly benefit from it. What is required for revolution-
ary success is long term strategy, including an escalation of
tactics that is proportional to the strength of the movement, as
well as the amount of support and solidarity provided by our
allies. Self-defense is a right, and to be effective it not only re-
quires the acquisition of technical skills, but on the larger scale,
real community organizing. There is no time like the present
to begin working on both.

1% Churchill. Ward; Pacifism as Pathology pg. 87-88; 1998, Arbeiter Ring
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Looking to the Future

My experience these last three years has been hectic and in-
sane. Anyone that knows me can vouch for that. This piece isn’t
a total condemnation of me or my behavior. It’s a reflection of
my experience, no more — no less. Much of the last three years
I wouldn’t change for a million dollars. I will cherish the mem-
ories of staying up all night chain smoking with my friends.
Making political banners until 5am. Sneaking around places
we weren’t supposed to be. Whispering softly into a beautiful
girl’s ear. Those are important moments. The point is that I
need to learn from my past. I did a lot right too, and it’s im-
portant to acknowledge that as well as all the things I would
change.

This is perhaps an extreme example of “burning out”, but the
point is clear. We all have issues, we all are far from perfect,
and we all need to work on our emotional health. This is far
from a complete autobiography, or an entire list of bad/good
shit I have done. I wanted to, without concern for my ego or
reputation, be open and clear about my thoughts and feelings
regarding my experience here in Seattle. I owe that to people I
have fucked over, as well as myself. I left a lot of examples out
that probably should be in here. But this isn’t about my regrets,
it’s about moving on. An important part of political work for
me is self-critique, and this was just a more public version of
that. I hope you took something from my experience, and can
apply it to your own life.

I always heard about activists “burning out”, but I never
thought it could happen to me. I did make it longer than the
usual two year hallmark, but that’s not much of an accomplish-
ment, considering the wake I left behind me. As a mentor of
mine told me once: “This is going to be a long war, don’t think
you have to do it all at once, or all by yourself” I am trying to
figure out a sustainable workload of organizing for myself. I,
like many other white activists do, harbored an extremely un-
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romantic relationship I was in started to suffer, and I neglected
the person entirely. As that relationship starting to go down
the toilet, I threw myself into a new one. My workaholism con-
tinued, and most of my housemates began to openly call me
out on unaccountable behavior almost daily. My housemates
organized meetings to discuss conflicts in the house that I was
usually at the center of.

I kept telling myself I needed to “take a break”, and promised
myself that after this demo was done, I would “calm down.” The
demonstration went off much different than envisioned, and
luckily no one got seriously hurt. I looked around at the white
anarchists I knew, and began to realize just how stupid the
whole thing was. White people’s Racism and militant rhetoric
had ruined any chances of effective action against the Confer-
ence, and I started to seriously reflect on my effectiveness as
an organizer. The period of reflection didn’t last long though,
because I was gearing up for a two month road trip. I told
myself that I would process and reflect on the trip. What was
planned as a vacation, and a break, ended up being the breaking
point. My main romantic relationship was disintegrating, but
I insisted on trying to “work it out” even though I was being
treated worse by the day.

The trip ended up an utter and complete disaster. I withstood
abuse of all kinds. Here is a big announcement I am making for
the first time publicly: I was sexually assaulted/raped (I still
don’t know what word is accurate for me) on the trip. Recov-
ering from trauma like that is an intense experience to say the
least. When concretely dealt with, trauma attacks the very fab-
ric of your psyche, and makes it almost impossible to function.
I survived, and the nightmare trip-from-hell finally ended with
me being ditched and left alone at a truck stop in New Jersey by
my “partner” Walking up Route 1 North, alone at 3am, I once
again thought to myself: “What the fuck happened to my life?”
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Smash Imperialism, at Home!
by Brady McGarry

Author’s Note: This piece is written by a white person, for
white people. The aim is to expose how white activists ignore
and neglect the struggles of people of color, and thus only dam-
age their own chances for liberation. The hope is that it helps
develop ideas about how white people can try to be account-
able to communities of color, and do their part in the struggle
against colonialism... right here at home.

In June 2003, two significant events happened in the United
States. One was a labor stoppage of a big city construction
project in Seattle. The other involved urban insurrection, a
small Michigan community in revolt. You didn’t hear much
about these events in most news sources, not even on left-
oriented or activist-oriented web sites. Both events involved
people of color and only people of color. These acts of re-
sistance passed without any public support or outreach from
white activist communities. The incidents are qualitatively dif-
ferent, but highlight the same principle of white supremacy
and the lack of support (or even notice) given to communities
of color from white communities. These two incidents are clear
examples that white people, even working class white people,
neglect the continuing struggles of people of color in America.

There was seldom mention of these two events on their re-
spective city’s Indymedia web site. During the riot in Benton
Harbor, and until at least the next day, there was only one post
on the Michigan web site. If we remember back to any riot or
militant action that involved white people, internationally or in

49



the United States, there was always a flurry of analysis praising
the “insurrection,” claiming that these isolated events were ev-
idence that “the movement” was growing. There are dozens of
armed conflicts between the Federal Government and Native
Americans, occurring right now on their land (like the strug-
gle of the Shuswap Nation in British Columbia, Canada.) But
these issues are rarely (if ever) talked about in white activist cir-
cles. Most white activists tend to focus on International Trade
Summits, and the international implications of them, instead
of focusing on the local or domestic effects of Neo-Liberalism.
An embarassing yet ongoing example of this kind of ignorance
is the pervasiveness of the “Black Bloc” debate in white circles.
Certainly militant tactics, and movement strategy are impor-
tant to discuss, but when there are armed conflicts involving
people of color, and the focus is on white kids who wear black
and smash windows, the contrast is clear. White activists often
inflate the importance of their own actions (or other white peo-
ple’s actions) even if they are strategically insignificant. These
same white activists, who tirelessly analyze and write about
exclusively white activism, ignore and thus make invisible the
resistance of people of color — even when that resistance is
in fact more important, more militant, more widespread, more
community-oriented, and more rooted in concrete social strug-
gle.

Incident #1

Benton Harbor is a small town of 12,000 residents, 92 per-
cent of whom are African American. It is also one of the poor-
est communities in Michigan and has a staggering 25 percent
unemployment rate. Its white and upper class neighbor, the
town of St. Joseph, has a miniscule two percent unemployment
rate. Whirlpool and Bosch are the two largest employers in
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Short Stories With Tragic Endings

In late 2002, President Bush started publicly planning on
bombing Iraq (again). I immediately threw myself into a fever
pitch of enthusiasm, and an unsustainable workload. I started
to organize against the potential War in Iraq. I started to sleep
less, and work even more. Most of my relationships that didn’t
immediately involve the political work I was doing began to
suffer. I burned a lot bridges, in and out of politics, simply be-
cause I valued “the work” more than I valued my comrades. I
was one of the main organizers of the N30 protest of that year,
and my workaholism and sexism had reached new heights. Al-
though there were attempts at trying to reconcile some hurt
after that experience, it fell apart. I once again was not account-
able for my behavior, and for the second time hurt numerous fe-
male comrades with my behavior. A person that was involved
with the big protest that garnered myself with prominence in
the activist community the Spring before, had just been victim
to more ego-inflating counter-productive organizing from me.
During the entire N30 organizing drive, many women in my
community stepped up and supported the women who took
shit from me (and the other men involved), and they were the
only reason the project didn’t self-destruct.

As the War with Iraq loomed closer, my insistence that work
needed to be done “right fucking now” intensified. I worked
tirelessly on one-off demonstrations and actions, desperate for
attention and effectiveness. I began to feel powerless as an or-
ganizer, and began to publicly argue that more militant tactics
needed to be implemented in our movement if we were ever
going to succeed. My life began to spiral even more out of con-
trol.

In the Spring of 2003, organizing against a Law Enforcement
Intelligence conference began, and myself and a few others
spearheaded the effort. Even more of my relationships began
to suffer. I was beginning to be very out of control. The main
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After September 11*, I dove even deeper into politics and
student activism. I had problems holding jobs because I was
so obsessed with politics, and would debate all my co-workers,
and usually cause a scene.

In the Spring of 2002, a few friends and I started plan-
ning a massive and “militant” demonstration against the IMF
and World Bank. We organized a large solidarity protest with
a national demonstration simultaneously in Washington, DC.
Months of endless work coalesced in a big street party, where
a 25 foot tripod was erected. There were arrests and police beat-
ings of my friends, but I was untouched. After the event, accu-
sations of sexism and reports of hurt feelings came my way. I
never dealt with it, as I was “too busy” and “too important” to
deal with “stupid shit” like that. I thoroughly disrespected and
hurt my female comrades during that process by not listening
to what they had to say.

After that, I moved into a collective house, and was now
even more immersed in radical culture. It was literally a part
of almost every aspect of my daily life. I loved it. Since all my
housemates were into politics (at least in theory), they could
now be debated 24 hours a day, with small breaks for sleep-
ing and eating. During that time, I was exposed to anti-racist
work through my friend Vanessa. It was a completely new set
of ideas to me. The groups she worked with focused on local-
ized organizing, local issues, and emphasized fighting for con-
crete and clear goals at home. This was a stark difference to
the political work I was used to, which usually involved vague
and unclear goals, if any goals at all. Most of the issues I had
worked on involved injustice in other places in the world, never
at home. I didn’t even know that there were organizations do-
ing localized community organizing.
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the area, maintaining a stranglehold on any community-driven
economic development.

On June 18, 2003, a riot erupted in Benton Harbor after white
police officers killed a black man. Terance Shurn, 28 years old,
was allegedly speeding on a motorcycle, which was the offi-
cers’ justification for the ensuing chase. The white policemen
involved left their jurisdiction, the wealthier neighborhood of
Benton Township, and continued their pursuit into Benton
Harbor. Since the facts are disputed in this case, it is hard to
tell what actually transpired. What is known for sure is that in
their pursuit, the police officers did hit Terance’s motorcycle
from behind. Many residents of Benton Harbor say that Ter-
ance was afraid to pull over, because he feared for his life. The
chase finally ended with Terance losing control of his motorcy-
cle, which ended his life. He crashed into a building and died
on site.

The riot lasted two nights prompting the Governor of Michi-
gan to declare a State of Emergency, which allows the National
Guard to be used if needed to maintain “law and order” Dur-
ing the riot, Benton Harbor residents looted businesses, burnt
down several buildings, and even fired shots at riot police.

Reverend F. Russell Baker, pastor of Benton Harbor’s First
Congregational UCC, bluntly stated, “Riots have reasons.” He
pointed to abandoned and boarded-up housing, police brutality,
adult illiteracy, and extreme economic segregation as the main
causes of community unrest. “What we have witnessed in the
recent riot was the rage, anger, and frustration of the victims
of abuse in this poor African American community that goes
far deeper than we may have ever imagined”

Incident #2

On June 3, 2003, a City of Seattle construction project was
shut down to protest the lack of racial equity in the city’s
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selection of construction contracts. The targeted project was
road maintenance on Rainier Avenue South in a largely black
neighborhood. When the construction crew that showed up
was all white, it added insult to injury. President of the Seattle
NAACP Carl Mack said, “We’re seeing millions of dollars be-
ing awarded in contracts on a constant basis and now they get
the audacity to bring one of those huge contracts down in the
heart of our area [the south end of Seattle]. People are fed up
and we needed to send a message.”

Organizers of the event, the Black Contractors Coalition,
highlighted that their struggle is for all African Americans,
especially African American youth, to be employed in liv-
ing wage jobs. The protest also exposed the inherent class
component in this racial justice struggle. Of all Seattle con-
struction contracts for 2003, which total about $475 million,
only $400,000 goes to “minority” owned businesses. There
was support given by other prominent African American com-
munity leaders, including numerous leaders from local Black
Churches.

On the day of the protest, there was no mention of it on
Seattle’s Indymedia web site. Imagine if there had been a wild-
cat strike involving a white dominated labor union. Envision
workers shutting down a store or a factory for an entire day.
It would be on every single labor-oriented email list, web site,
newspaper, and magazine in existence — but the Black Con-
tractors Coalition wasn’t, because it was black workers. The
entire spectrum of (white) labor-oriented groups were either
unaware, or ignored the protest. Everyone from the hard-line
dogmatic Marxist-Leninists all the way to the mainstream la-
bor unions. Often, white groups will be silent to or worse even
refuse support of groups led by people of color, because “that’s
a black issue” or “we are working on our issues”. What these
white groups don’t understand is that unless sufficient unity
can be achieved among white people and people of color, the
chances of cross-race solidarity are minimal, if non-existent.
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town, I saw Niketown’s windows get smashed, a hippy white
guy get socked in the face for yelling at a black kid who was
engaging in more “outgoing” activities which all culminated
together turned out to be the most significant and influential
moments of my life.

I was exposed to a culture of people that were not only disil-
lusioned with the system, but were (seemingly) determined to
do something about it. I instantly loved it. I had no idea that
other people felt the same way I did about everything. I felt
like I had finally found my niche.

Narcissistic Wounding

After the N30 Anniversary demonstration a year later, I re-
united with my childhood friend Emily, who was doing orga-
nizing at the community college. I officially began to identify
as part of “the movement.” I got involved tabling, passing out
flyers, and even organizing a few demonstrations at the GAP
store downtown. I didn’t even know what I was doing at the
time. I knew I was trying to “make a difference” and “change
the world”, but beyond that, I didn’t know I didn’t know much
else. My attendance at AA began to dwindle, and eventually
faded to zero. I began to be a full time professional student
activist. Doing nothing but activism at my campus. I stopped
hanging out with my “non-political” friends as I referred to
them.

For the next two years I lived, breathed, ate and slept ac-
tivism. My mental and physical health were rarely taken into
consideration, much less how the work I was doing was ac-
tually going to lead to societal change. I don’t blame myself
entirely, as I was new to things. I just knew deep down that
things were fucked up, and I “had to do something” The only
problem was that the “something” wasn’t very well defined.

69



Although I would consider myself solidly middle class, per-
haps lower middle class on a bad day, not all my friends grow-
ing up were as fortunate. I used to envy my friends who lived
at the trailer park, because they lived so close to their friends.
That was the first time I saw a poor community up close and
personal.

Spark to the Flame

In the Summer after my Freshman year, I found myself in the
Emergency Room with Alcohol poisoning. I remember vividly
looking up at the ceiling and wondering “What the fuck hap-
pened to my life?” I later found out that I had a BAC (Blood
Alcohol Concentration) of 30%. I had consumed about 25 shots
of vodka. I luckily realized the stakes, and decided not to gam-
ble. The deep despair and pain I felt after that experience, and
almost dying was definitely “hitting bottom” for me. I got into
AA and checked into Drug and Alcohol treatment. It was by
far the hardest thing I have ever done. Climbing back up out
of that ditch, and trying to stay sober, at age 16 is something I
can’t really explain. I grew up pretty quickly after that. I slowly
but surely got my life back together, and began to try and be
“normal”

Most of my life has been like that — just on the edge, but not
quite falling. Always at the extreme and never in the middle. If
I found something I liked, I not only ran with it — I sprinted.
Anything from comic books to card games, from sports to girls.
I was always on the move.

My junior year of High School was 1999. The year of the
now famous WTO protests in Seattle. On November 30, I was
watching TV, and my friends and I were all shocked by what
we saw. Police fighting with kids our age, and thousands of
people in the street. We all rushed downtown and actively par-
ticipated in the festivities. Within 10 minutes of being down-
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United class action across racial lines could help in the reconcil-
iation between people of color and white people. As solidarity
develops, the movement towards common goals could develop
and escalate. When white workers fail to support the struggles
of people of color, they are in fact siding with their own class
enemy — by falling into the trappings of racism, and thus help-
ing to perpetuate oppression for both parties respectively.

Our Job

The task at hand is to begin to link the broad anti-capitalist
movement with grassroots organizing efforts focused on the lo-
cal effects of capitalism. Neo-liberal economic policies are be-
ing implemented around the world, through institutions like
the World Bank, IMF, and the WTO. But we have to remember
that neo-liberalism isn’t just something that happens around
the world, or in “Third World” countries. It also happens right
here at home. It can be in the form of cutting social services,
raising tuition, or privatizing public industries. These global
institutions are guided by the United States, and the same poli-
cies we see being forced onto “developing countries” are being
pushed onto working class people here in the United States. So
why aren’t more activists focusing on the local assault of neo-
liberalism? Most white activists focus on justice struggles that
are based outside of the United States — which is fine, but if
that struggle is not linked inextricably to the struggle of poor
people here, then an incredible opportunity is being missed. It
might make sense to show people here how they are exploited
by capitalism, and not just try to expose the injustices of U.S.
International Imperialism. One idea would be to focus organiz-
ing efforts on people who are most clearly being exploited by
capitalism, racism, and all other forms of institutional oppres-
sions.
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For the anti-capitalist movement to succeed, it’s going
to need more than guilt-ridden middle class “activists” or
lifestylist white punk rockers to fundamentally change soci-
ety. The anti-capitalist movement will need to strategize about
who it is focusing its efforts on, and probably abandon much
of the generalized and idealized “educational work” that most
activists focus on. If campaigns are conceived of only as edu-
cation work, and not tied to community organizing, then true
concessions and struggle will never be achieved. White peo-
ple must take responsibility for the position in society we have
been granted. That means acknowledging the job ahead, and
committing ourselves to being allies with community organi-
zations led by people of color. That means organizing in the
white community against racism, that means pushing the is-
sue in places where it has never been advanced. It’s about cre-
ating humanistic relationships with people of color based on
solidarity, community, and respect.

A Legacy

The struggle for self-determination of people of color has
been an ongoing and unending fight since Columbus sailed
the Ocean Blue — hell, it’s as American as apple pie. The Civil
Rights movement rocked the foundations of our society; by de-
manding that their basic rights be recognized, people of color
opened up new avenues of struggle and advanced the possibil-
ity for a truly equitable society. Historically Seattle has been
home to groundbreaking anti-racist labor organizing. Tyree
Scott, an amazing man and organizer, is sadly a similar case
to the events mentioned above. Tyree became a prominent or-
ganizer by bringing together electrical workers of color to de-
mand equality in job accessibility — the same issue the Black
Contractor’s Coalition is currently engaging. He will never be
fully recognized for his lifetime of struggle and he will never
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How to Burn Out and Fuck
Everything Up by Brady
McGarry

A reflection on three years of being radical, and still not
knowing everything

Living My Life

It all started with the WTO protests. Or, at least that’s what
I thought. In reality, it started long before those fateful days in
late November of 1999. For me, it started with my childhood. I
inherited a vague yet firm Feminism from my Mom. She raised
my sister and I almost exclusively, and that instilled some very
clear lessons in me. She suffered a lot because she was a single
mother, but she persevered and did an amazing job. I remem-
ber this one time going to the car dealership with her, on her
request, so the guy wouldn’t try and scam her. She thought if
another male was there, she wouldn’t get ripped off. I think
that was the first time I was an official ally to a woman.

I grew up pretty typically. My parents divorced when I was
seven years old, and my Mom couldn’t afford the mortgage on
the house, so we moved to a small, at that point still developing
suburb 15 miles north of Seattle. The house we moved to, the
one she still lives in, cost $90,000 at the time. Since then, the
entire area has skyrocketed in value, coming with it a plethora
of strip malls and fast food restaurants.
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logical straight jacket of Leninism and the “workerist” model
inherited from Russia.

Leninists might claim to be “dialectical and historical mate-
rialists” but when dealing with the specific conditions of strug-
gle in the US they have been uncompromising idealists (in the
philosophical sense that they identify their own ideas as real
reality).

I'm not going to repeat the mistakes of the past and try to
outline what their political agenda and demands of communi-
ties of color ought to be. That’s up to my comrades in those
communities. If we white Leftists want to eliminate the insti-
tutions of white supremacy, as we say we do, the first thing
we need to do is to stop claiming to be supreme. That means
(among other things) to stop talking and acting as if our own
experiences, our own programs, and the history of the Euro-
pean revolutionary movement — which is our inheritance as
white Leftists — are the only things that matter.

We’ve all encountered people who can (and will!) tell you
word for word what Lenin wrote to Plekhanov in 1902, or what
Stalin did at the 16" Party Congress in 1929, or what Trotsky
had for dinner on October 23 1932, but if you talk to them
about John Brown or Thad Stevens, about General Baker or
Reies Lopez Tijerina, their eyes glaze over and they don’t know
what the fuck you’re talking about. This indicates a highly in-
tellectualized and abstract political movement, cut off from its
historical roots in the actual struggles of US working people
— and cut off from any possibility of organizing real working
people for real change in power relations. (And by the way, it’s
no better to be able to recite what Malatesta said to Makhno,
or what Emma Goldman liked with her tea.)

(In subsequent issues of “The A Word,” I'll continue this arti-
cle, and talk more about the goals, methods, strategy and tactics
of revolution in the US, and about the global struggle against
US capital.)
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be on television. Tyree was at the forefront of labor organizing
in Seattle in the late ‘60s, and at that time in America, not only
were certain jobs off limits to people of color, but even most
labor unions upheld racist values and excluded people of color
from equal access to jobs.

Tyree Scott died June 19, 2003, one day after Terance Shurn
died in Benton Harbor. The date is ironic, yet fitting. It is sym-
bolic of the continuing struggle of people of color which is com-
pletely foreign to white people. Across the board, in almost ev-
ery imaginable arena of American society, people of color are
treated worse than whites, they are persecuted, and actively
attacked. This is not a coincidence, but a direct result of insti-
tutional racism stemming from the very foundations of Amer-
ican society. It’s not about individual cases of oppression, but
across the board oppression. White people are therefore only
dealing with part of the exploitation dealt out by capitalist soci-
ety. This division is deeper than just ignorance or insensitivity
on the part of white people; white people are benefiting from
this separation. Most people of color know this, and see it ev-
ery day of their lives. Until this resentment can be healed, and
historical injustices rectified, our collective struggle will not
advance beyond infancy, and justice cannot be won.
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Issue 6

been white supremacist in fact if not in intention. How many
times have white “Leftists” called a meeting to begin an orga-
nizing project, and then looked around at a room full of white
faces and said “Why don’t people of color want to work with
us?” But a more pertinent question might be “Why would they
want to work with us?” given the sorry history of the US “Left”
and given that a lot of us still want to talk to them about Russia
and the soviets rather than how to overcome the dead weight
of racism in the US. Not that the US “Left” was ever explicitly
racist. On the contrary, all US “Leftist” formations have devel-
oped critiques of racism. In fact, that’s been part of the prob-
lem. Most of these “Leftist” critiques of racism have been based
in large part on theoretical categories derived from the experi-
ence of revolutionary Russia. First time tragedy, second time
farce, as Marx said.

This was not only because the leadership of so many of these
“Left” formations was — and still is — white. Where white peo-
ple were in leadership of these organizations, they adopted a
particularly patronizing attitude towards communities of color.
Because there are more white workers in the US than working
people of color, and because people of color tend to be con-
centrated in agriculture or unskilled (and therefore low-pay)
domestic and/or service occupations as opposed to manufac-
turing industries — which are supposed to be the strategically
crucial sectors for proletarian revolution — many “Left” forma-
tions didn’t even want to talk about race much less promote
anti-racist politics. The whole history of struggle by people of
color against US capital, which began even before there was
a US, and which continues to this day, tended to be dismissed
as secondary to “workers’ struggles” As if people of color did
not work? Even when the Black Liberation Movement in the
60s gave rise to a number of revolutionary organizations led by
people of color and inspired by the revolutions in China, Cuba,
and Vietnam, the US Left as a whole (and particularly the white
“Left” at that time) was never able to free itself from the ideo-
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All of this tended to work against the development of any
sense of class solidarity — let alone revolutionary class con-
sciousness — and impeded the growth of revolutionary orga-
nizations. It contributed to the myth that the US is a “middle
class” country without the social antagonisms that character-
ized Europe or pre-revolutionary Russia. Of course this was
a self-serving myth promoted by the owners of capital, but
even when events like the Crash of 1929 and the global Depres-
sion which followed seemed to reveal the true nature of capi-
talism, this myth (and the pervasive racism which it partially
concealed) retained enough credibility among some sections of
the US working class to remain a real obstacle to revolutionary
politics.

The “Left” and Race

Obviously, this is just a sketch of some aspects of US history,
showing how class and race have tended to play themselves
out in the past. Just as obviously, I'm writing now mainly to
other white Leftists — nothing I've said here should be news
to people of color who’ve directly experienced the historical
circumstances I'm just sketching out for others. But if we white
Leftists are going to move forward along with our friends and
comrades from communities of color, we need to think and talk
to one another about what this history means for us.

US capitalism is inconceivable without white supremacy.
Therefore class struggle in the US is inconceivable with-
out struggle against white supremacy. Anti-racist organizing
strikes at the heart of US capitalism, even if it’s not explicitly
anti-capitalist. Anti-capitalist organizing, on the other hand,
will always fall short if it’s not explicitly anti-racist.

Class struggle in the US is inconceivable without struggle
against white supremacy, and yet the dominant tendencies on
the “Left” — both Leninist and anti-Leninist — have historically
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Who'’s Buried in Lenin’s Tomb?
Reinventing the Left by Mike
Andrew

Part 1: Finding Our Own Voice

“Hegel remarks somewhere that all the events and
personalities of great importance in world history
occur, as it were, twice. He forgot to add: the first
time as tragedy, the second as farce” Karl Marx,
The 18" Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte.

Lenin won. The Bolsheviks managed to consolidate state
power in Soviet Russia over the dead bodies of “Whites” and
rival “Reds” (anarchists and Socialist Revolutionaries). After
Lenin’s death, his pupils seemingly defied the laws of eco-
nomic development and built an advanced industrial economy
in what had been a largely peasant country. The Bolshevik
(later Communist) Party became the international model for
revolutionary parties, even in those countries that had very lit-
tle in common with Soviet Russia. After World War 2, the USSR
became, briefly, the center of a whole “socialist camp” and the
rival of the US for global hegemony.

Like the old saying goes, nothing succeeds like success. The
apparent practical successes of Lenin and his Party established
the credibility of Leninism as a theory of revolution, and made
Lenin’s belief in the centrality of the Russian Revolution to
world politics the dominant “Left” analysis of these events.
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Even the non-Leninist Left by and large accepted Lenin’s views,
and came to define their own politics in relation to the USSR.
This was true in the US just as much as in other countries. The
fact that the US Left before the 1940s was based to a large ex-
tent among European immigrants, who brought with them all
the political assumptions (and the rivalries) of their home coun-
tries, also helped give credibility to Lenin’s own interpretation
of the Bolshevik revolution.

These circumstances led the Left to ignore the really hard
question posed by the events in Russia:

What if the Russian Revolution of 1917 was not — as Lenin
believed — the first revolution of a new world-historical era of
proletarian revolution and socialism? What if it was, instead,
the last (bourgeois) revolution of 19" century Europe, occur-
ring when and how it did because Russia was the most back-
ward of the major European countries, and Russian capital the
least capable of asserting an independent political program. In
other words, what if the Russian Revolution of 1917 has no spe-
cial significance for our movement then, now, or in the future?

It may seem self-evident that no one should ever have taken
Lenin’s ideas seriously, especially after the collapse of the USSR
and the Communists’ sudden loss of state power there and in
its Eastern European dependencies. After all, if Leninists want
to take credit for the successes of Soviet Russia, they should
certainly take responsibility for its eventual collapse as well.
Still, the idea that the central task of the “Left” is to replicate
the Russian Revolution of 1917 continues to guide almost all
“Leftist” formations, even explicitly anti-Leninist ones. And the
dominance of this idea has been — and still is — a huge obstacle
to revolutionary politics, both in the US and internationally.
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ties played out cynical race politics in a way that pitted the
lowest strata of workers against one another — the Republicans
posing as pro-Black and anti-Irish, the Democrats pro-Irish and
anti-Black, both of them anti-Chinese — to the benefit of US
capital. Under the circumstances, the growth of the organized
labor movement in the late 19 and early 20" century could
only benefit white workers, and only the most privileged of
them — the most skilled and the native-born. Even CIO unions
(the “Left” wing of the labor movement in the 1930s) accepted
the idea of unequal pay scales for white workers and workers
of color. While the IWW (the Industrial Workers of the World,
aunion influenced by anarchist ideas) did promote racial equal-
ity, their views mostly reflected a straight-up syndicalism and
they did not develop any analysis of race or a specific program
to combat racism in the US working class.

My grandparents came to the US from Greece in 1923. Possi-
bly they never even realized that slavery and genocide against
indigenous peoples ever happened. After all, they arrived here
barely able to read Greek, much less English, and the English
language skills they acquired were intended for practical mat-
ters like finding work and buying food, not for studying his-
tory. (Their children, my parents, would go to school here and
study a sanitized version of US history that glorified the “found-
ing fathers,” capitalism, and white protestant culture.) Still, my
grandparents — like the other European immigrants — chose to
come here (as opposed to some other country) exactly because
of the immense social wealth created in large part by the labor
of African slaves, and the opportunity to settle and buy prop-
erty in a huge country taken by force from the indigenous peo-
ples. And although they were ordinary working people, and
they were exploited by the owners of capital, they were still
exploited under much better conditions than they would have
been in Greece, or than working people of color would be even
in the US.
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were not bringing African slaves to America, they were taking
the products of slavery — cotton, tobacco, sugar, molasses — to
markets in Europe.

The westward expansion of the US (and also of the institu-
tion of slavery) which resulted in the extermination of indige-
nous peoples and the dismemberment of Mexico, resulted also
in a kind of “social safety valve” that allowed capital to ac-
commodate (in part) the demands of a surplus population of
white workers and successive waves of European immigrants.
Remember that Thomas Jefferson, who acquired the Louisiana
Purchase and sent Lewis and Clark to explore trade routes and
settlement opportunities in the west, was terrified of the land-
less workers of the northeast and convinced that only universal
land ownership could guarantee social peace in the US. And
where would the land come from, if not from the Native Na-
tions of the west? The bankers and merchants of New England
and the slave-owning aristocrats of the south said to the lower
classes “Don’t take our land and our gold. Go west and take
land and gold from the Indians. Oh, and by the way, send the
gold back east for deposit in our banks” (Jefferson sometimes
described the institution of slavery as a “moral evil” Neverthe-
less, he was economically dependent on the labor of his own
slaves, and he was firmly convinced that Africans were his so-
cial and intellectual inferiors, and needed to be ruled by white
people.) Remember also that Andrew Jackson of Tennessee, the
first US President who lived outside the original 13 States and
the political heir of “Jeffersonian democracy” as the presiden-
tial candidate of western small farmers and traders, was both
a slave-owner and a notorious “Indian-killer”

The defeat of the southern aristocracy in the US Civil War,
and the defeat of Reconstruction less than 20 years later left
African Americans free, but on the most disadvantageous
terms — without land, without access to political power, and
without the protection of federal troops to guarantee enforce-
ment of the 14" and 15" Amendments. Both US political par-

62

Anarchists and Russia

Anarchists were disarmed (literally as well as figuratively)
by the Bolshevik victory in Russia. While anarchism as an ide-
ological tendency had a significant following in Russia, dating
back to the 19" century “Populist” organizations Land and Lib-
erty, People’s Will, and Black Repartition, and while anarchists
played an important role in organizing the Soviets in both 1905
and 1917, the Russian anarchists lacked a coherent political pro-
gram and effective organization. Many anarchists supported
the Bolshevik coup in October 1917, and some subsequently
joined the Bolshevik Party (many of the Workers Opposition
group which Lenin suppressed at the 10" Party Congress in
1921 were former anarchists). The suppression of the Kron-
stadt Commune and the defeat of Nestor Makhno’s forces in
the Ukraine (also in 1921) marked the end of organized anar-
chist political activity in Soviet Russia.

In exile in Paris in 1926, Makhno and Peter Arshinov an-
alyzed the reasons for their defeat. In their “Platform” they
put forward a specific program to correct the organizational
and political weaknesses they believed had led to the col-
lapse of anarchism in revolutionary Russia. Had the “Platform”
been taken as a starting point for a new analysis of anar-
chist aims and methods, the anarchist movement might have
been able to move forward politically and theoretically even in
spite of the defeat in Russia. However, the “Platform” was al-
most immediately rejected by other anarchists, most famously
by Errico Malatesta and Alexander Berkman. Unfortunately
for our movement, Malatesta, Berkman, and the others really
failed to address Makhno’s very concrete analysis. They dis-
missed the “Platform” out of hand as an attempt to “Bolshe-
vize” anarchism. Consequently anarchists were left with noth-
ing better than nostalgia for the soviets of February-October
1917 and the Kronstadt Commune of 1921 — institutions that
had already proved themselves incapable of leading the revolu-
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tion forward, or even defending themselves against the Bolshe-
viks. Worse yet, sentimental attachment to these institutions
became enshrined as an anarchist “principle.”

Speaking for myself, 'm not interested at all in “principles”
that lead us to defeat. If we’re revolutionaries, our job is to win.
And I don’t care whether the supporters of those “principles”
fly ared flag or a black one. At the same time, I'm also not inter-
ested at all in platforms or programs that speak to an historical
moment and political conditions that are not our own. Rather
than endlessly repeating what Makhno said, it would be much
more productive to do what he did — to make a specific analy-
sis of the actual conditions that we face, and of what we need
to do to move forward under those conditions.

As anarchists, one of our greatest theoretical strengths is
that we’re not compelled by our ideology to try to replicate
other people’s revolutions. The ability to analyze our immedi-
ate conditions, to formulate an action agenda, and to take spe-
cific direct action to change our situation ought to be second
nature to us. If it’s not, this is a weakness in our movement we
need to correct. In part, this weakness comes from the fact that
many US anarchists are young, white, and from middle class
backgrounds. What they know about revolution comes from
books, newspapers, and the ideas of others rather than from
personal experience in struggle. This is a weakness that can be
overcome if our young comrades stick around long enough to
get some practical experience, and if we’re all able to analyze
our collective experience in a way that helps us formulate an
action agenda based on our own needs and conditions. To be
able to do so, the first thing we need to do is to forget about
Russia, and think about what revolution means in and for the
US.

60

Class and Race

In other words, we need to learn to speak in our own voice
and in a political language specific to the US. By that I emphat-
ically don’t mean a nationalist one, or one that romanticizes
a history that is in fact awash in blood, but I emphatically do
mean one that speaks to the common experience of US work-
ing people, and not to the experience of the Bolsheviks or the
Kronstadt sailors. This will be a complex — and painful — task,
because the common experience of the multi-racial US work-
ing class includes at least as much mutual suspicion, hostility,
rage, and fratricidal bloodshed as it does struggle in common
for common goals. And this is not just because of “errors” or
“misunderstandings” on the part of working people and their
leaders, or of conscious attempts by the owners of capital to di-
vide the working class along racial lines — although both have
occurred and continue to occur. It’s because of the historical
origins of the US as a white settler state. A white settler state,
moreover, that for the first half of its history was dominated by
slave-owners, and for most of the second half has been domi-
nated by white supremacists who regretted the defeat of the
slave-owning southern aristocracy in the US Civil War.

Race is the central problem of US history. By saying that,
I don’t mean at all to negate the fundamental importance of
class. Class and race have been so completely intertwined in
the historical development of US capitalism that we can’t deal
with either problem separately from the other. Capital forma-
tion in the (colonial era) US depended on the free labor ex-
torted from African slaves and the free land stolen from Na-
tive Nations. Even in New England, where slavery was never
institutionalized because plantation agriculture was not eco-
nomically viable, capital accumulation depended on the institu-
tion of slavery. Most of the Africans transported to plantations
in the South were carried in the holds of Yankee ships out of
Boston, Newport, or Providence. And when these Yankee ships
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was planned as a quick operation, and extended over two
decades. It seems that a similar situation is occurring in Iraq.

The United States is imposing War on the world. If they re-
ally want a war, let’s give them one. Can you dig it?
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interested in learning more about the problem, you still have
to address the matter of the huge struggle it will take to get
ourselves free. The point when the organizer makes the pitch
for their social change group is where most people decide not
to get involved.

There are three different kinds of social change organiza-
tions — service, advocacy, and power. Service groups are things
like soup kitchens and shelters — they make no effort whatso-
ever to change the power dynamics. In fact, they serve to en-
force the power relations (poor people wouldn’t have any food
if it weren’t for the service groups of people with resources).

Advocacy groups are one step better when it comes to mak-
ing meaningful change — groups such as ACORN (Association
of Community Organizations for Reform Now) are a good ex-
ample of this. While they may work for meaningful change,
they are still primarily composed of organizers (paid organiz-
ers, in the case of ACORN) that are oftentimes not people di-
rectly affected by the problems. Groups in this category are
also sometimes characterized by meeting new problems as they
arise rather than taking an offensive posture.

This is where power comes into play. Power building organi-
zations are groups most often made up of people directly under
the gun of oppression, working to take power away from the
people who are abusing it. For instance, a union (or a good one,
at least) is a power organization — workers gather together
to seize power, bit by bit, from the boss who rules over their
lives. Another good example of power building organizations
is OCAP (Ontario Coalition Against Poverty). It should be obvi-
ous why this kind of work is most suited to us anarchists, and
is what will most inspire people to actually get involved!

People that have had to face any kind of oppression have
good bullshit detectors, much more than most activists. That’s
the reason more people aren’t involved in SNOW, CrimethlInc,
or the groups I mentioned earlier — they have enough connec-
tion with the real world to still know that spray painting walls
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won’t change who’s in control of the world or anything else,
but it will put you at risk of getting arrested. Why not just
drink beer if you want a rush? Normal people know that can-
dlelight vigils don’t change a damn thing because politicians
and bosses don’t really listen to the people. Why bother stand-
ing outside getting all cold when the people who are in control
aren’t even gonna listen to you? This kind of innate knowl-
edge often seems to be filtered out in the process of entering
activist circles. And this is why we need to come to the table
with something real, something more than words and ideas.

LET’S RUN UP ON THIS MOTHERFUCKER TONIGHT!

I hope that it is glaringly apparent why advocating educa-
tion and propaganda to the exclusion of almost any other tac-
tics is doomed to failure. This practice rests on either the as-
sumption that those in power are listening to the voice of the
people rather than trying to dictate it, or that people will mirac-
ulously rise up simply from learning an injustice exists. Either
assumption is naive and a dead end road.

Saul Alinsky espoused the idea that it is the organizer’s first
and foremost job to sow the seeds of discontent — then when
there is enough discontent it’s time to organize. Without this
second aspect to our work, the first is useless (as if you could
even call it work without the second). We need to remember
that everything we do should be aimed at winning victories
and building a revolutionary movement. This sounds cliché,
but it’s easily forgotten that revolution isn’t something that
just happens, or only took place in other countries long ago —
it’s something that is slowly and steadily built by people.

It’s for this reason that when doing educational work, we
need to be conscious of our goals from the start, not just hop-
ing that something will come out of it at some point down the
line. We have no way of evaluating whether or not that kind
of scattershot approach is successful. Educational work should
not only explain the problems people face, but also show that
there’s a vibrant and important fight going on — a fight that
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is compromised of the same young people that the Military is
trying to recruit. A potential mass base of resistance is already
in formation...

“It is only one who is thoroughly acquainted with
the evils of war that can thoroughly understand
the profitable way of carrying it on” (Art of War,
Chapter 2)

It’s often implied that the US Government is invincible, and
cannot be defeated in any sphere. Although we should never
underestimate our enemy, what this analysis is forgetting is
that going to war in itself is a sign of weakness; it is a sign
of losing control politically and economically. War is not the
“health of the state,” it is in fact the opposite. The US Govern-
ment would much rather rule the world with Treaties, Tariffs,
and Secret Death Squads than openly declare war.

“Ifhe sends reinforcements everywhere, he will ev-
erywhere be weak.” (Art of War, Chapter 6)

When our enemy goes to war abroad, this is in fact a strate-
gic benefit for our side. Too much time is spent lamenting over
the supposed strength of the US Government, (which is some-
thing we don’t have control over) and not enough time is spent
analyzing our own weaknesses — something we do have con-
trol over. Only after we have done this, will we be able to per-
form effective action.

“Such is the art of warfare” (Art of War, Chapter
7)

The United States is losing power internationally; it’s econ-
omy is weakening, it’s international legitimacy and relations

with other countries is also deteriorating. The Vietnam War
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Instead of the War being a reason for sadness, or desperation,
it should instead be viewed as a prime opportunity to mount an
attack on our enemy, when it is weakest. It’s doubtful that the
US can indeed follow through on it’s grandiose plans for Global
War, as the military campaign in Iraq is already running into
“problems” (such as the population resisting it’s “democratic”
occupation). Currently, almost all of US Ground Combat forces
are committed to Iraq. That’s why they are calling up reserves
and extending tours of duty. They can’t sustain that level of
commitment over the long term, especially if they have to deal
with other disobedience in other countries and/or with an in-
surgent population at home. The basis for an insurgent popu-
lation already exists and is intensifying — the racism inherent
in recruiting young people of color, the strain on the domestic
economy arising from the war, and the long-term decline in
working people’s standard of living.

“Hence, to fight and conquer in all your battles is
not supreme excellence; supreme excellence con-
sists in breaking the enemy’s resistance without
fighting” (Art of War, Chapter 3)

As mentioned earlier, the US Government has committed to
20 years of Global War. It’s primary goal is to ensure that Mid-
dle Eastern Oil is flowing abundantly to the West, so it is creat-
ing contingency plans if the Saudi’s aren’t consistent and obe-
dient. Specifically this means conquering or otherwise forcing
every country in the Middle East to comply with the agenda
of the United States. To fulfill even the preliminary stages of
this goal, there will have to be an increase in active duty mil-
itary, specifically infantry and ground troops. A major weak-
ness of the US Government’s situation is that it primarily relies
on young people to fill the ranks of it’s military — young peo-
ple who risk more than they gain if they join the military. One
of our major strengths is that a large portion of our movement
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anyone can get involved in, and most importantly, a fight that
can be won.

Of course, simply having good propaganda rather than shod-
dily thrown together propaganda does not make a revolution!
We can’t bullshit about there being a vibrant and important
fight if we’re not in the midst of one already or aren’t willing
to start one. And we sure as hell shouldn’t talk about it being
a fight people can get involved in and win if there’s not a real
chance of that happening. This is our challenge as anarchists
and as organizers — to step up to the plate and agitate the situ-
ations, build the organizations, and fight the struggles that we
so often expect everyone else to.
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Would You Shoplift “Days of
War, Nights of Love”? by Butch
Lee

“What ‘insurance’ could you buy that would keep
you safer than living in a world where people ac-
tually cared for each other?” (page 260)

Get the uzi!

Some MAN i’d never met before handed this book to me at
a meeting, and mumbled something about reviewing it. Lucky
wimmin get to review six course dinners or new CDs, but i get
to review a fucking polish sausage. Which is to say i’d rather
be talking about women’s armed struggle against men & their
insane and inane cultures. But there it is. And then again, i’'m
something of a maoista.

Let’s get to the point. There’s bitching about this book, but
no airline ticket is good for all times and all places. There is
no all-day sucker, only suckers. The subtitle on this book is
“Crimethink for Beginners” and that’s just what it is. So if
you know someone young trapped in the suburban box, this is
pages that might get them to see life from a different doorway.
If you know someone young and suburban who has heard the
word “anarchism” but knows nothing else about anything, lay
this on them. “Days of Blah, Nights of Barf” is for beginners. An
introduction that’s not too heavy and might be a gust of fresh
air. Maybe they’ll get a subversive laugh, a hint of rebellious
spirit, maybe a seed planted in their mind.
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The Art of War All the Time by
Brady McGarry

“All warfare is based on deception.”
— Sun Tzu, The Art of War

Our enemy is a worthy one, and we need clarity about what
this struggle will require. This essay is an introduction to think-
ing strategically about our movement against the “War on Ter-
rorism”. It also seeks to refute the common arguments that as-
sert only “reformist” or “liberal” goals can be achieved in this
period. The US Government is not invincible, and has concrete
and clear weaknesses. This paper aims to highlight those weak-
nesses, and suggest ideas about how we can maximize our ef-
fectiveness in this period.

“The art of war is of vital importance to the State”
(The Art of War, Chapter 1)

The Bush Administration has promised Global War for the
next 20 years, until “Terrorism” has been defeated. What this
really means is that the US Government wants to exploit the
current political climate of fear to achieve it’s goals of “liberaliz-
ing” foreign economies, and subverting them to it’s own goals.
This, surprisingly, should be viewed as a blessing in disguise,
as Sun Tzu reminds us:

“There is no instance of a country having benefited
from prolonged warfare.” (Art of War, Chapter 2)
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the intuitions we oppose, but we build our identities as activists
around them.

We love Chiapas because it we are supposed to. Our over
fascination on the Global South is a logical effect of our privi-
leges; in order for the maintenance of our society and govern-
ment, we needed to be complacent with the hierarchy of our
communities and society. We love Chiapas because it allows us
to avoid challenging our upbringing, our family and our selves.
By seeing and focusing oninjustice as primarily outside of the
United States we are complacent with the brutal race and class
divides on which the global economy has been built, and which
continue to be deeply imbedded every aspect of society today.
By ‘loving Chiapas’ we romanticize the struggles of activists
in the Global South, while paternalistically assuming that they
lack the skills to make decisions about their own lives. We do
not see them as human, as capable of making change on their
own, and we certainly don’t see the role our own personal ide-
ologies play in upholding the legacy of imperialism in poor
communities across the world.

If we care about change the devastating social and economic
relations in our country and the world, we have to get serious
about building a powerful movement here that can challenge
the US government from within. To do this, we as white ac-
tivists need to get serious about challenging our race and class
privilege.
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And “Days” is real easy to slide into, since it’s not really a
long book. It’s like fifteen short essays on breaking with bor-
ing, regimented capitalist life. There’s tons of pictures, funny
sarcastic cartoons, little boxed examples of this or that from
what some rebels actually did. And you don’t even have to take
it that reverentially (it isn’t as though the authors were doing
something real, like fixing the brakes on your truck). Start read-
ing it anywhere, skip pages, go backwards, don’t worry, it’s all
the same. The CrimethInc people who put this together really
designed a clever “book”, that’s a contrast to the usual thick
books loaded with information that we’re supposed to learn
from. Here there’s almost nothing to learn, which is so liberat-
ing.

To me, the thing I like best about “Days” is that it brings out
how barren the life of the spectator is. It challenges the spec-
tatorism, the viewerism of passive virtual life in middle class
capitalism. With its passive anti-sports (ten chemical-saturated
dicks play, ten million overweight dicks sit and watch) and
video game “challenges” and televised “relationships”. At its
best, “Days” is provocative and thought-provoking, happily
starting trouble for straight, middle class goal-seeking subur-
ban youth.

“Whatever each [of] us may be looking for, we all tend to
pursue our desires by purchasing images: symbols of the things
we desire. We buy leather jackets when we want rebellion and
danger. .When we want to live in a different world, we buy
political pamphlets and bumper stickers. Somehow we assume
that having all the right accessories will get us the perfect lives.
And as we construct our lives, we tend to do it according to
an image, a pattern that has been laid out for us...At our jobs,
we exchange our time, energy, and creativity for the ability
to buy these symbols...Rather than satisfying our needs, these
products multiply them: for to get them, we must sell our lives
away:
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What I dislike most about the book is that as a woman, as a
trans-person, there’s no ability in it to fight back against being
obliterated. It’s as though they’re saying that if you just switch
your little mind to a different mental station then you can be
free and running. That’s just bullshit. In fact, that’s just the
empty pursuit of symbols and images that they put down. You
can’t be free in a world that isn’t free, and we have the fucking
scars from the mine fields to prove it. Though they don’t say
it, these aren’t new ideas in their book. Mined out of seventy
year old dada and surrealism, but could dada defeat the nazis?
Here’s some free advice: Let someone else test that — don’t you
bet your life on it.

You can see what I mean by checking out their heavy advo-
cacy of shoplifting. “Days” really blasts off on this: “...shoplift-
ing makes me feel liberated and empowered”. Or “Everything
changes when I shoplift.” Or “Shoplifting says NO to all the ob-
jectionable features that have come to characterize the modern
corporation” And on and on. Dumpster diving is also a big deal
in the Crimethlnc ideology. I think only superprivileged peo-
ple talk this phony way, folks sitting on top of the rest of the
human race but playing at being someone else.

Hey, we should entertain the really revolutionary far-out
daring novel idea of...shoplifting? Hel-lo! Earth to CrimethInc!
Wake up! Any of you ever worked for a living at a store? Oh, I
forgot, working is giving in to the corporations. Well, then, let
me tell you the news that in real life millions and millions of
Americans of every class, age, race and genders are shoplifting
like mad weasels. It’s the fucking national sport. My roomate
once had a richass white grandmother stuff a baby carriage
with a baby in it full of shit and race full speed out the store
shouting, “If you try and stop us and my baby granddaughter
is injured we’ll sue you!” Hostage shoplifting.

And you think the oppressed should shoplift what they
need? Oh, they’ll really appreciate your teaching them, ke-
mosabi. Hey, ever been in an inner city corner store with its
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we are, most of us fail to see our status of privilege, and that it
rests on the backs of others in our very own communities.

Our blindness to the privileges we have is one of the most im-
portant factors that keep the system in place. We feel entitled
to our higher social and economic status; we have internalized
it so much many us have never even questioned it- its natural.

Unfortunately with this we also subconsciously assume that
those below us deserve their status as well. Thus, by internal-
izing our entitlements as whites, we legitimize the poverty of
poor whites and people of color in our own communities. We
don’t even see it. That’s why we love Chiapas.

As whites we easily see the poverty of the Global South, the
injustice in the treatment of animals, and of the environment,
but we fail to see the very same injustices in our own commu-
nities upon poor whites and people of color. We sympathize
with sweatshop workers in Indonesia, but we care little about
the farmworkers in our own state who work under similar con-
ditions. We sympathize with indigenous people all over Latin
America, but we certainly are not true allies to indigenous peo-
ple in our regions. We decry the war in Iraq, but do not have
the same concern for the local communities who have lived un-
der US militarism for generations. And this phenomenon — of
seeing injustice toward human beings as largely outside of our
borders — perpetuates the great lie of American history: that
everything here is pretty much OK.

We love Chiapas because we can. Our politicization as not
come from a direct experience with injustice, poverty, or re-
pression, but rather through intellectual channels; books, lec-
tures, films etc... This is fine — and it is great that we are dedi-
cated activists — as long as we realize that our position is very
different from those who have no choice but to struggle for the
immediate protection of their communities. We have had the
luxury of “shopping” for which issue appeals to us — and we
have the freedom to change whenever we feel like it. Thus we
have no accountability to the communities most impacted by
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Forget Chiapas Emily Reilly

The failure of white activists to acknowledge and address in-
stitutional racism has undermined the power and longevity of
every major progressive social movement in US history. Cur-
rently, we as white activists fail to evaluate and challenge how
our race and class privileges affect the way we conceptualize
the world and its problems. As a result, many of the ways that
we organize actually reinforce the status quo, and are largely in-
effective. This continues to be one of, if not the most significant
barriers to building an effective movement for social, economic
and environmental justice in the US.

We know that we have all been raised in a society that re-
mains deeply stratified by both class and race. What most of us
white activists don’t realize is how our conditioning as whites
is impeding effective social justice work. While our causes are
linked to poverty, most us have never actually struggled for ma-
terial resources: our families never had problems putting food
on the table or getting housing; In fact many of us have never
even really thought about what it would be like to be poor in
the United States.

Additionally, we have had both access to and acceptance
from the institutions of society: education, jobs, stores, hospi-
tals, transportation etc. Also most of us have had little or no
negative contact with the police, the prison system, or the need
to enlist in the armed services, or take low-wage jobs. Our priv-
ileges prevent us from seeing that the very same institutions
that have had their door open and helped us, have been closed
to and hurt people of color and poor whites. As progressive as
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bulletproof plexiglass inner walls, where you point out the
canned soup or soap you want and the clerk hands it out to
you through the revolving tray — after you slide your money
in? The oppressed have been shoplifting and stealing and rip-
ping since long before any of you were conceived of. And guess
what, they aren’t “liberated” or “empowered” yet.

Talk of subverting the system is cheap, but other people are
being run over by the reality of it. The families who literally
live the