¥: (¢ THE TAKEOVER

January 2012 Issue IV oag.org @supwithoag

original photo via occupyca.com

\ n
Don't fuck An open letter regarding At the intersection
with private property. non-violence vs diversity of our future.
of tactics debate

OUR AMERICAN GENERATION
THINK. SPERK. CREATE. SOCIAL JUSTICE



’ August 26, 2011

CONTENTS:

Don’t Fuck With Private Property 4-5
Unity and Ocupation 6
American Neo-Nazis and the Occupy Movement 7
The ‘Occupying’ Power 8
Youth Opinion on Occupy 9
An Open Letter Regarding the Non-violence Vs Diversity of Tactics Debate 10-13
At The Intersection of Our Future 14-15

OAG.ORG @SUPWITHOAG

The Our American Generation editorial board is composed of Scott Davis, Sam Withers, and Jane Kim.
Signed articles and opinions represent the views of the author and do not necessarily reflect the opinion of
the editorial board or of Our American Generation.



The landscape of leftist dissent has been
significantly altered by the emergence of the
#Occupy movement. Over the course of
Occupy’s escalation there have been several
gains as well as noticeable shortcomings that
call for further reflection. From the first tent
erected to the siege on West Coast ports, Oc-
cupy has proven to provide fertile grounds
for increased radicalization and has offered
many a better understanding of the struggle
to come.

One of the most obvious gains surrounds
the 99% versus the 1% narrative. It came as
quite a relief to all of those who have grown
tired of the seemingly meaningless republi-
can versus democrat debate. The red or blue
dichotomy has served to distract us from our
common enemies. Every election, Ameri-
cans go out to root on their team. When,
over the course of 4-8 years, those same
Americans see next to no progress, they
simply switch teams instead of recognizing
the problems as intrinsic to the game itself:
electoral politics. Finally, people are partici-
pating in a popular discourse that includes
some semblance of a class-based analysis.
This should be seen as a huge step forward.
Now people are forced to choose sides in a
much more meaningful way.

However, this narrative ultimately proves
a bit too simplistic. While it is more acces-
sible and thus exposes many to a more radi-
cal outlook, this big tent approach to class
analysis mostly misses the mark. The 99%
rhetoric creates another false dichotomy be-
tween the masses and the 1% of run-a-away
rich. While one can appreciate the attention
paid to the concentration of wealth by the
richest in America, this emphasis on the 1%
and huge corporations somewhat dismisses
capitalistic relations that our society forces
us to engage in everyday. On the other hand,
the focus on an imaginary 99% also seems
unsatisfactory. This line of thinking presup-
poses a singular “people,” some homogenous
body, while in reality it is comprised of a
diverse group of communities and perspec-
tives. We should not pretend that everyone
below the absolute richest shares the same
position. This is an incredibly stratified so-

ciety where the capitalist mode of relations
form and reproduce prejudice and privilege,
ultimately leading to disparities in comfort
and violence. Lets acknowledge and side
with the most marginalized and disempow-
ered instead of trying to believe that we are
all in the same boat (some are yachting, oth-
ers are drowning).

Another gain worth mentioning is found
within the anti-authoritarian philosophy be-
hind Occupy since its inception. The move-
ment’s horizontal methods of organizing
and decision-making have reinvigorated
much of the left and made many partici-
pants think more critically about the role of
authority in their lives. The chance to engage
on equal footing in collective actions has
offered an alternative to working for main-
stream social justice organizations, which
often feature robust hierarchies despite us-
ing grassroots rhetoric.

To the extent that this horizontal orga-
nizing entails a respect of autonomy, there is
obvious room for growth. It makes sense that
a big tent, like the 99%, would be troubled
by schisms and a general intolerance for au-
tonomy of action.

Occupy has brought together so many
people with differing views of the struggle
and has not yet managed to make the differ-
ences into strengths. Some in Occupy still
attempt to manage the movement at camp
and corral it in the street. There is no room
for this role if the movement is indeed or-
ganized in the absence of authority. When
participants attempt to exercise control, they
employ the prejudices of a privileged posi-
tion that stems from their own socialization
in the U.S.

Occupy has also make radical gains in
terms of holding space. In large part inspired
by occupations during the Arab Spring, Oc-
cupy began as unsanctioned occupations but
quickly became a permitted protest in many
places. Faced with repression, most camps
moved to negotiated spaces, losing some of
their potency, or disappeared all together.
However, in Seattle there has been a shift to-
ward a more radical approach to the tactic of
holding space. Occupy has been able to re-

claim much of its namesake through recent
public and private squats as well as the port
action.

The coordinated west coast port shut-
down illustrated Occupy’s escalation. The
holding of space during the march and in
the construction of barricades while at the
port terminals, demonstrate the progress
the movement has made since the first tents.
When the coming dissent increases the
stakes, often time the authorities follow in
suit. The waves of pepper spray and flash-
bang grenades only pushed the participants
process of radicalization along. This sort of
action reveals the true function of the police:
to protect the interests of the state and to
reinforce the violence inherent within capi-
talism. Many of those who expected to be re-
spected as “peaceful protesters” were bashed
with bikes and now probably have a better
sense of how violence is necessarily deployed
by the state in the face of dissent and albeit
starting to understand the need for diver-
sity of tactics. This action also revealed a
more nuanced understanding of capitalist
forces. Instead of locating the root of so-
cial injustice in some small group of mean
and greedy individuals (if only it were that
simple), the west coast port shutdown, along
with the solidarity demonstrations in Japan,
show that the focus is moving closer to the
real problem: a system made up of pools of
capital, protected by the state, that flow ac-
cording to production and consumption and
together constitute global empire.

While Occupy is not the “revolution”
some hoped it would be, it has certainly tak-
en a few steps toward identifying systemic
problems and addressing them through ef-
fectively holding space and strategic direct
actions, only increasing the radicalization
of those involved. Whether apart of or apart
from occupy, we MUST continue to address
these injustices through critical discourse,
through the liberation of space, and through
direct actions because it is only through this
praxis that we can address these injustices
that are so rampant in our lives.

- The OAG Editorial Board
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DON’'T FUCK WITH

PRIVATE PROPERTY:

SWAT RAIDS CULTURAL CENTER

On the evening of Friday
December 2nd, the Occupy
movement in Seattle catalyzed
another status-quo-bending
action.

On the evening of Friday December
2nd, the Occupy movement in Seattle
catalyzed another status-quo-bending
action. Seattle, along with LA, Oak-
land, NYC, and other occupy cities, have
adapted their occupations from the origi-
nal tent-city habitats, to empty homes,
warehouses, and businesses, that lie in
disuse. Last night Seattlites squatted their
second shelter in the last month (at least
the 2nd that is publicly claimed), an ex-
cultural center that is slated for demoli-
tion and replacement with private condos.
As occupy camps are evicted around the
country, and frost starts to reveal itself
on the tips of grass blades, campers have
a plethora of needs and goals that could
be fulfilled with some space of their own.

But nonetheless, we will be evicted ev-
erywhere we go. In less than 12 hours the
Cultural Center occupation was evicted by

Scott Davis | Our American Generation

the strong-arm of the SWAT team. This is
right on the heels of being evicted from
SCCC campus. We are not wanted. We
are a landless movement and will remain
one, under the banner of occupy or others
of the future. We don't support a refining
& resurrection of “true” American values,
we are instead a challenge to the legiti-
macy of America itself (which is why most
occupiers don’t make demands). If you
haven't heard if from suits and capitalists
yet, I bet you've gotten the same message
from certain friends, clients, neighbors,
and so on: We are not wanted. Our soci-
ety is simultaneously full of excitement
and disgust for the occupy movement.

For some, including myself, I cherish
the elevation of political and communal
activity in Seattle that has been evoked by
the encampment, meme, and organizing
that has flowed from Occupy. Of course
the movement falls short of our imagined
ideal, and in so many ways we may dis-
agree, but what is not debatable, is that
the debate has changed. In a sense, Ameri-
can society is getting closer to realizing
some of its fundamental disagreements.
Prior to the 99% / 1% meme, this country
was more or less regarded as 49% / 49%,

liberals versus conservatives, donkeys
versus elephants, poised in an intractable
war of opinion & morals. With this new,
more class-based, framework, Americans
now have to draw new lines of political
territory. One fundamental concept that
will determine how you or I react to the
coming wave of shelter occupation is our
personal attachments to private property,
and consequently, the “right” to wealth
accumulation via privately held capital.

For example, one’s view of property will
highly influence one’s view of merit and
worth. Does merit beget worth, or in other
words, does effort deserve reward? To
take this to the next step, does worth be-
get worth, or do rewards deserve rewards?

Let me take my own “occupation” for
an example, although practically anyone’s
job would do. I work for a small business
that has two locations. The owner and
boss lives in NYC, the business operates
in Seattle. They work hard for the com-
pany on a day to day basis, but essen-
tially their work was finished a long time
ago - their “right” to the profit doesn’t
extend from hours of work they put in. It
is culturally acceptable for a boss to claim

“S0, THESE EMPTY SHELTERS, ABANDONED BY OVERZEALOUS
DEVELOPERS, OR OWNED BY BANKS THAT HAVE NO KIDS TO FEED,
OR STUCK IN SOME OTHER STATE OF EXCESS, ARE LITERAL
MONUMENTS TO THE ECONOMIC ORGANIZATION UNDER
CAPITALISM. THESE DARK, DANK, UNSPOKEN & UNNOTICED
PLACES, DISPLAY OUR SOCIETY’S PRIORITIES STARKLY.”



whatever wealth that workers produce and
don’t take home in their paychecks. Here
is how status-quo logic supports the idea
that someonwe who lives 3,500 miles away
should receive part of the profit produced
by my and my coworkers’ labor: My boss ei-
ther, worked, cheated, or inherited worth at
some point - in other words, they did some
action that merited worth (Legitimately or
not. Working is usually considered the most
legitimate, while cheating is monitored and
regulated, but ultimately still occurs every
day). From that process, a café was built,
and this café is now considered her property.

Because this property is, at least in
theory, an extension of her merit and ef-
fort, it is beholden to the café owner in all
its forms. (At this point I would like to point
out that we are already making abstrac-
tions, as there are many people across the
world that contributed labor in order to
make the café successful - think about the
workers in China & Indonesia creating the
appliances, or the minimum-wage baristas
showing up everyday. At this point concepts
of property require definitions not based on
labor or effort, but based on original owner-
ship). Cafes are a type of property that have
the potential to produce more worth, and

via cactusbones on Flickr

this type of property is known as capital.
There is both physical capital (like water
boilers, ovens, and other equipment) and
social capital (like regular customers, or
brand-recognition) involved in this process.

Capital produces worth on its own,
or with the help of inputs - for example, I
can’'t make lattes without an espresso ma-
chine, and the espresso machine can’'t make
lattes without me (at least for now, although
mechanization has been steadily replac-
ing human labor for centuries; just looks at
Starbucks’ “super-automatic” espresso ma-
chines). So, who gets the worth produced by
inanimate service provided by the espresso
machine? Well, its owner of course! Even if
they are sitting 3500 miles away, even if they
are sleeping, that espresso machine is going
to work “in their name,” and hence, some of
the worth of that latte is considered to be
merited to the owner. This is the nature of
capital, and the strange logic that supports
this idea that multi-billionaires ‘worked
hard for their money. This logic about pri-
vate property as an extension of our econom-
ic selves, is one logical crux of capitalism.

So, these empty shelters, abandoned
by overzealous developers, or owned by

banks that have no kids to feed, or stuck in
some other state of excess, are literal monu-
ments to the economic organization under
capitalism. These dark, dank, unspoken &
unnoticed places, display our society’s pri-
orities starkly. So in trying to justify this
emptiness and waste within an econom-
ic system that boasts of its productivity
and efficiency, what answers do we hear?

With steady logic people have been
claiming that private property must be
respected, despite poverty, despite injus-
tice, despite hunger, despite waste, de-
spite inefficiency, despite institutional
racism, despite everything. Capitalist
logics are defended so strongly because
they are the roots of our societal tree.

My question is, who is brave enough to
take empty space, even though it contradicts
the capitalist imperative of private property?
Who is brave enough to rip these roots from
the ground, and plant a new seed? We need
not think of this as a depressing digression
- dead leaves and branches are terrific in-
puts for brand new trees & habitats; a new
society can benefit from the ashes of the old.
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UNITY & OCCUPATION

Cody Lestelle | Our American Generation

HELLO FELLOW OCCUPIERS
OF THIS SPACE, THE SPACE

WHERE WE ARE.

There has been a lot of dis-
cussion about “the movement.”
Many accusations have been
flying around that different
groups of people are “co-opt-
ing” or “infiltrating” this move-
ment. | am writing this to all of
you, my fellow beings, my fel-
low occupiers, to try and clear
some things up. I don’t believe
that we can talk about anyone
“co-opting” this movement,
when we have not yet decided
what this movement is. Yes, we
can look to the initiative that
started this all, with the call
out to “Occupy Wall Street”
for a bit of direction. However,
what we ought to recognize is
that calling attention to Wall
Street and the relationship
between corporations and gov-
ernment is only a catalyst for
awakening complacent Unit-
ed-Staters to a long existing
Global Resistance Movement.
It is a wonderful catalyst at
that, since it has awoken many
people who were never activ-
ists before now. Many people

who do not live resistance as
a necessity are able to identify
with the need for social change
that the corruption of Wall
Street, as a catalyst, evokes.

I ask though, that we rec-
ognize that a catalyst does not
offer us a definition of what
we are as a Movement, why we

ways by the crimes of Wall
Street and the more historic
crimes of dispossession, colo-
nialism, and slavery that have
allowed the dominant “play-
ers” of Wall Street and the
Global Economy to reach the
positions of physical domi-
nance where they are today.

Now that we have been
called together by this catalyst,
we must take the time to un-
derstand one another’s unique
histories with oppression and

“IT HAS AWOKEN MANY PEOPLE
WHO WERE NEVER ACTIVISTS

BEFORE NOW.”

are individually here or where
we need to go. It is only the
thing that calls us together.
The catalyst, Wall Street, is a
common symbol that we can
all recognize as a target where
many of our diverse griev-
ances converge. But a com-
mon catalyst does not mean
common grievances. We have
all been affected in different

Wall Street. This is absolutely
necessary if we are to have uni-
ty, if we are to have a cohesive
movement. Many people that
have been mobilizing as a re-
sult of the call out to “Occupy
Wall Street” have only very re-
cently felt the bite of greed and
oppression at a deep enough
level to get them out of their
regular routines and out onto

the streets. Many other people
have felt the bite from before
the day they were born, coming
into a world where a system has
been imposed which defines
them as less than human. In
order for this movement to be
truly inclusive and democratic,
we must define this move-
ment in a way that respects
everyone’s histories. People
are here for different reasons,
with  different  grievances.

I request that we slow
down the assertion of different
politics into the actions of this
movement and we first take
some time to learn from one
another why we are here. Once
we come to a greater under-
standing of our diversity, we
will be able to have a movement
that acts in solidarity with ev-
eryone that composes its ranks.
If people continue to assume
that we already have unity,
and that that unity is in align-
ment with their own perspec-
tive, we will never reach unity.

Cody can be reached at
OAG.org.

“THE CATALYST, WALL STREET, IS A COMMON SYMBOL THAT WE
CAN ALL RECOGNIZE AS R TARGET WHERE MANY OF OUR DIVERSE
GRIEVANCES CONVERGE. BUT A COMMON CATALYST DOES NOT
MEAN COMMON GRIEVANCES.”
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AMERICAN NEO NAZIS
AND THE OCCUPY MOVEMENT

IT HAS BEEN SAID THIS THE
OCCUPY MOVEMENT IS TAILOR-MADE
FOR THE NEO-NAZI MOVEMENT.

For anyone at Occupy Se-
attle that has heard about the
neo-nazis entering our camp,
please be aware of what is
happening in occupy pheo-
nix, and understand the ne-
cessity of defending ourselves.

[Note: T do not mean to
frighten with this article. There
is no way I could know all the
details of the situations in Se-
attle & Phoenix, so this article
is whatever you make of it.]

Based on what I have heard,
in Pheonix, liberal occupi-
ers were intent on including
these individuals in the con-
versation to the point that the
radicals there, who have the
knowledge to identify neo-
nazis and facists, simply had
to abandon the occupation for
their own safety and sanity.

Members of the NSM

Now, instead of passion-
ate, inclusive and loving revo-
lutionaries standing guard,
the Phoenix occupation is pa-
trolled by passionate, exclusive
and hateful revolutionaries.

It has been said this the Oc-
cupy movement is tailor-made
for the neo-nazi movement.
Imagine how Hitler and the
party originally sold their ideas

- they brewed hatred against
the Jewish People by demon-
izing “the 1%” so to speak- the
“minority” Jewish merchants
that played a role in the 1930’s
& 40's German economy.

In case you haven't heard,
the American Nazi Party en-
dorsed the Occupy movement.
Understand that neo-nazis
also hate the government and
the economic masterminds,
and are also seeking revolution
so that they may kill everyone
outside of their clan. Even if
at times these fascist groups
have found ways to collude
with government, they seek
its demise just as much as the
most passionate occupiers.

The communities of white-
supremacists in Washington
that I am aware of are stron-
gest on the Olympic Penin-
sula and in Whatcom County.

The NSM, the National So-
cialist Movement, is the largest
national-socialist (read na-zi)
organization in the United
States. This group is present
in at least 32 states, and has
been attempting to occupy
space for their hateful ideas
long before the #occupy move-
ment began. Their slogans are:

Scott Davis | Our American Generation

“Putting Family, Race and
Nation First while Fighting to
Secure American Jobs,
Manufacturing & Innovation”

“Fighting for White Civil
Rights”

Never forget the capitalism
nurtures racism. Down-trod-
den economies controlled and
regulated from above quickly
inspire scape-goating from
the average person who can’t
explain or resolve their own
economic plight. Often that
scape-goat is an entire race of
people. Just think about the an-
ti-immigrant backlash we see
in the US as the economy de-
cays, even though profit-max-
imizing CEOs have done in-
credibly more to take jobs away
from domestic workers than
any humble immigrant risk-
ing her life to cross the border.

We have formed an anti-
fascist working group, which
is seeking to protect the en-
campment from co-optation
by nazis. The last two nights
I dedicated myself from 2am
to 6am in order to protect
the small, but beautiful, lib-
erated space we are occupy-
ing. I will not allow neo-nazis
to gain power to the point
at which they are a threat.

Many have misconceived
this patrol as a violent force.

Please understand this line -
this patrol is passionate about
preventing violence that could
be done to our camp. Our ob-
jective is to prevent neo-nazis
from ever entering the camp,
and from ever establishing a
presence as they have in Pheo-
nix. We will defend ourselves
if we are attacked, but do not
conflate this with a desire to
create violence (we're not tot-
ing guns, were not harass-
ing drunks, were not look-
ing for fights with campers).

Even in ideal Democracy,
we are not obligated to respect
the voices of self-identified
bigots and white supremacists.
I would argue that the only
possible way to change their
ways (and even this is hope-
ful), is to expel them from
the community until their
own solitude invokes a radi-
cal change in their behavior.

We must defend our oc-
cupations, and if you are
not willing to do so, at the
very least do not insult and
impede those who are put-
ting themselves on the line
to protect you, to protect us.

Anti-Fa for Life

Scott can be reached at
OAG.org.

“UNDERSTAND THAT NEO-NAZIS ALSO HATE THE GOVERNMENT AND
THE ECONOMIC MASTERMINDS”
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THE ‘OCCUPYING’ POWER

LCKelly | Our American Generation

ISSUES PREVIOUSLY RAISED BY
THE LOWER CLASS IN THE PAST
BARE NOW STARING THE MIDDLE
CLASS IN THE FACE.

With the recent events of
the Occupy Wall Street Move-
ment | feel compelled to draw
some questions as to what hap-
pened. Many articles and opin-
ions have risen from frustrated
Americans, notably the youth,
in regards to ‘our generation’
often expressing blame or di-
rection for the current prob-
lems in lack of employment,
rising price of education and a
growing gap between the rich
and the poor - all issues previ-
ously raised by the lower class
in the past are now staring
the middle class in the face.

In a situation such as

this, where masses become
frustrated with illuminated
inner-workings of society, I
find it pertinent to ask why and
how. Why is society chang-
ing in such a way that those
in the top percentile hold the
power of our quotidian lives?
Granted, there are some that
have made it to the top (or
rather, are the top) of the so-
cial ladder through govern-

ment tax policy wordplay, of
which is finally gaining atten-
tion to the point, I can hope,
of closer watch and participa-
tion in government activities.

However, I shall leave that
for another topic, bringing me
back to the question as to why
the remaining portion of those
on the highest rungs of the so-
cial ladder arose. Now, most
of these people are corporate
CEOs or have paved their paths
‘the good ol' American way’
- hard work (a relative term).
Often times these people and
their corporations do not rise
from the ashes without sup-
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port. Who supports them?
Without consumers, these
corporations do not exist.

I am aware that consumer-
ism is not a single cause of so-
cietal change that we now face,
but it is a great catalyst in the
scientific reaction to come. An-
gry with things as they are, we
demand the return of power to
our communities and seek con-
trol over our daily lives. While
voicing our frustration we
must keep in mind the deriva-
tive of power: people. Power is
given through consensus and
one cannot successfully de-
clare power without support.

So, 1 ask, who are you
supporting and to whom
do you yield power?

LCKelly can be reached at
OAG.org.

“ANGRY WITH THINGS AS THEY ARE, WE DEMAND THE RETURN OF
POWER TO OUR COMMUNITIES AND SEEK CONTROL OVER OUR DAILY
LIVES. WHILE VOICING OUR FRUSTRATION WE MUST KEEP IN MIND
THE DERIVATIVE OF POWER: PEOPLE.”



In October, OAG issued a
survey to find out how this
generation feels about the
#occupy movement. This is what
we heard...

Big ups to those who shared
their opinion. Want to share
yours? Go to OAG.org.

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
I'm Down

How do you identify politically?
independent

Why do you feel so?

Do not have much faith in any of the
parties. Occupy wall street is opening up
intelligent dialogue that influences our
world and our children’s future. America
particularly has been asleep for far too long.
It’s time to wake up and make the world a
healthier, more just world for our children’s
future.

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
I'm Down

How do you identify politically?
somewhere on the anarchic spectrum

Why do you feel so?

The General Assembly is the most powerful
political action I have seen.

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
I'm Down

How do you identify politically?

Democrat

Why do you feel so?

I have been talking about a revolution for
years now since Bush invaded the Middle
East; an action I did not, and still don't,
agree with.I am sick of being held by my
ears and pulled along with the crowd simply
because someone with more money wants
me behave (aka consume) in their best
interest.Our Generation is highly educated
but easily manipulated, and its about time
we started to think and act for ourselves. We
are the future professionals and leaders of
this nation!

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
I'm Down

How do you identify politically?
Democratish/ pro market anarchist...

Why do you feel so?

I believe in justice, equal opportunity,

and dispersement of power. Yet I believe

in the power of the market to empower

the individual better than a socialist state.
Right now we are in an oligarchy, and it is
sucky. Occupy Wall street isnt a solution,
but atleast it turns our focus in the right
direction.

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
I'm Down

How do you identify politically?

Far to left of Uzi-toting anarchist....

Why do you feel so?

Despise that we imprison more than
2,000,000 people. Believe Bush, Cheney, et
al., are far more dangerous than bin Laden.
Unequivocal rage that we live in the egocen-
tric, avaricious, SUV-driving world of Iris
DeMent’s “Wasteland of the Free.”

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
I'm Down

How do you identify politically?

Anarcho Socialist

Why do you feel so?

In my opinion, the best way to understand
and address social injustice is from an anti-
state, anti-capitalist viewpoint.

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
Mixed Feelings

How do you identify politically?

democrat

Why do you feel so?

I think every one should have a chance to
improve there lot in life

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
Mixed Feelings

How do you identify politically?

in the states: humane, i.e. “flaming liberal
with anarchist tendencies and poetic ideal-
ism”; in Deutschland: still figuring that out;
quite a big responsibility speaking for all
Americans and all

Our American Generation

Why do you feel so?

The only reason I have “mixed feelings” in
relation to the current populist movement
of bodies in the United States reacting
against the terror of Wall Street is due to my
current geographic and social position as an
ex-patriot. I have clearly relocated for my
own reasons, many of which can be traced
back to the exact system of inequity, disen-
franchisement, and pseudo-theocracy that
has elicited such protests, but one reason,
in particular - a culture of self-glorification.
Prove me wrong.

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
I'm Down

How do you identify politically?

Democrat

Why do you feel so?

Republicans are living in the past and their
beliefs are based upon religion and not the
world for what it is.

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
F*** that S***

How do you identify politically?

Leeeberal

Why do you feel so?

I like Deficit Spending!

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
I'm Down

How do you identify politically?
anarcho-socialist

Why do you feel so?

While I think there is much to be desired
about the methods and outcomes of occupy
wall street, ultimately I am so happy to
people in the streets, demanding something
from their ruling systems.

How do you feel about #Occupy generally?
I'm Down

How do you identify politically?

Self Identified Fiscal Conservative/Social
Liberal

Why do you feel so?

I wish there were a couple more choices on
that first question. I'm leaning in support as
a fan of free speech & the constitution but
I'm not sold on the people seen representing
the movement yet.
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AN OPEN LETTER REGARDING

THE NON-VIOLENCE VS DIVERSITY OF TACTICS DEBATE

Anonymous | OurAmericanGeneration, Occupy Seattle

The following letter was written by a participant in
Decolonize/Occupy Seattle who wishes to remain
anonymous. Views expressed are those of said activist
speaking as an autonomous individual. It was originally

posted on OccupySeattle.org

Open Letter to Decolonize/
Occupy Seattle,

I am writing concerning the
debate about nonviolence vs.
diversity of tactics. I can’t be at
GAs this week because I am vis-
iting friends and speaking about
the port shutdown to folks from
Occupy Wall Street in NYC.
Please share this with people on
all sides of the debate; I wished
to raise some of these points in
the GA on Tuesday but was never
called on (which is okay, a lot of
other people had crucial things
to say). For transparency’s sake,
I wish to emphasize I am defi-
nitely part of the broad “radi-
cal” tendency of Decolonize/
Occupy Seattle, but I do not
speak for all radicals. We have
no representatives or leadership
structure; in fact, we are a loose
grouping of like-minded activ-
ists, not an organization. Here
I wish to emphasize a particular
radical perspective that I think
has been unfortunately drowned
out by the polarizing debate.

First of all, I want to empha-
size that when radicals argue
for a “diversity of tactics”, we

are not arguing for “anything
goes” If someone advocated
a stupid tactic that would put
all of us in unnecessary danger
than the radicals would surely
oppose this. There are all sorts
of stupid tactics. Some of them,
like trying to explain to a police
officer why he should support a
militant direct action would be
considered “nonviolent.” Oth-
ers, like setting off a bomb near
cops stationed inside the family-
friendly “green zone” of a dem-
onstration, would be considered
“violent”. We'd try to stop both
of these because both of these
would surely lead to violence
coming down on folks who have
not chosen to participate in a
violent action - the first by giv-
ing the police info that could
lead to violent arrests of fellow
activists, the second because
it endangers protesters’ lives.

In contrast, “diversity of
tactics” means we are are open
to all sorts of smart tactics that
would be considered nonvio-
lent by the mainstream society,
as well as others that are simi-
larly smart, but get labeled as
“violent” by the mainstream

media. Basically, I think we
should start the conversation
with the question: which tac-
tics are smart and which ones
aren't? We may find we have
more agreement there then we'd
expect, agreement that’s get-
ting overlooked in this debate
about violence vs. nonviolence.

Given that, I think we need
a clear, non-polemical answer to
this question: why is this debate
happening right now? If folks
think it is because liberals are
trying to take over the GA they
need to prove it. If folks think it
is because radicals are trying to
take over the GA then they need
to prove it. If it is for a differ-
ent reason, what is that reason?
I think answering this ques-
tion will help us move forward.

My hypothesis is that this is
coming up right now because
the movement is at a turning
point. We no longer have the
camp, which brought out its own
clear social groupings that have
been in motion together since
the fall. Some of these group-
ings have been dumpies (down-
wardly mobile urban profession-
als who the economic crisis has
dumped into the working class),
homeless folks, unemployed
folks, and low wage workers. We
are asking now: what new strat-
egies can continue to mobilize

these social groupings together
? What strategies can reach out
to new groupings that we haven’t
yet reached? Which groups
should we be trying to reach? Is
it possible to reach all communi-
ties at once? If not, which com-
munities should be prioritized?

It’s clear the movement still
has vitality, but it does not yet
have a new direction. Really, we
should be debating about how to
find that direction. There is no
reason why that debate should
rip us apart, especially since it
is entirely possible that some
of us might choose to focus on
some communities, and other
might choose to focus on others,
and that’s okay because we've
already established a principle
of autonomy in the movement.

Instead of having these de-
bates in a healthy way, a few
folks from the liberal faction of
Occupy Seattle decided to frame
the debate in terms of violence
vs. nonviolence. It think this is
unfortunate. We are trying to
name and debate about the “el-
ephant in the room” which is
how this movement can grow
as it enters its second phase. A
few of the liberals have found
the elephant’s tail and they are
shouting “I found the elephant!
We need to be nonviolent!”

“I THINK WE SHOULD START THE CONVERSATION WITH THE QUESTION:
WHICH TACTICS ARE SMART AND WHICH ONES AREN’T? WE MAY FIND
WE HAVE MORE AGREEMENT THERE THEN WE’D EXPECT”
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I DO NOT SPEAK FOR ALL RADICALS. WE HAVE NO REPRESENTATIVES
OR LEADERSHIP STRUCTURE; IN FACT, WE ARE A LOOSE GROUPING OF
LIKE-MINDED ACTIVISTS, NOT AN ORGANIZATION. HERE I WISH TO
EMPHASIZE B PARTICULAR RADICAL PERSPECTIVE THAT I THINK HAS
BEEN UNFORTUNATELY DROWNED OUT BY THE POLARIZING DEBATE.

However, beneath their
overzealousness lies some seri-
ous political concerns that can’t
easily be dismissed, and need to
be addressed through healthy
political debate. Their main
argument, as far as I can tell, is
that unless we adopt a policy of
nonviolence, they won't be able
to reach out to the groups they
want to reach out to (groups that
will be turned off by anything
that can be labeled violent). This
is a serious point that deserves
a serious political response.

To give folks the benefit of
the doubt, I'll assume that not
all of the folks who are for the
nonviolence proposal are doing
it simply to get funding from lib-
eral groups. Some might be, but
some of them are probably do-
ing it simply because they want
people from their communities
to participate and may be get-
ting strong criticisms from their
communities for the actions
that some of the radicals in De-
colonize/ Occupy Seattle have
done. This could be amplified
as folks spend time with family
over the holidays, and face pres-
sure around the dinner table.

The main response from
the radical faction, as far as I
can tell, is equally serious: if we
adopt a policy of nonviolence,
then we wont be able to reach
out to the groups we want to
reach out to: groups that face
systematic racist, sexist, capi-
talistic, and homophobic vio-
lence and will not participate if
we are required to renounce our
capacity for self-defense. Radi-
cals also face pressure from our
communities - life is getting in-
creasingly harder, there is more
and more drama going on as the
economic crisis deepens, and
people all around us are asking
how we can come together to
provide safety for each other
as we struggle to get free. Just
when we think Decolonize/Oc-
cupy could be a way to provide
this safety, we are faced with a
mandatory nonviolence pro-
posal that will tie our hands and
make it harder for us to do that.

I think if we could cut out
a lot of the rhetorical fireworks
and focus thediscussion on these
contending points, we might be
able to reach a breakthrough. I
do think some choices will need
to be made about which com-

munity’s concerns we prioritize
most, but this does mean that
other communities need to be
shut out of the movement and it
does not mean we need to split.

For example, I think that this
movement should be grounded
in, and in solidarity with, the
struggles of working class com-
munities of color. Wall St. and
the 1% get their profits by ex-
ploiting working class people
of color more than they exploit
working class white people.
(Note, when I say working class
I don’t just mean people who
currently work, I also mean
unemployed folks, and anyone
who has been displaced, dispos-
sessed, or separated from their
land and the means of produc-
tion by colonialism). I do think
that this movement will not be
relevant to working class com-
munities of color if it relies on
the police for safety. In a white
supremacist society, people of
color are far too likely to be at-
tacked by police or by racist
white people. For this reason,
it is unfair and unrealistic to
ask folks to check their capac-
ity for self-defense at the door
if they wish to join the move-

ment. A mandatory nonviolence
policy also puts at risk people
of color who have been tire-
lessly building this movement
from the beginning. That’s not
right and we won't let it happen.

However, I don’t think the
radicals’ response to this de-
mand has simply been “white
people go home.” If you listen
closely, folks are not saying
white people have no role in
the movement. Most radicals
are simply saying the move-
ment should not be white domi-
nated and white people should
not be telling people of color
they can’t defend themselves.

Many of the radicals recog-
nize that white people are not all
the same, and that white wom-
en, queer, transgender, working
class, and gender nonconform-
ing folks are also much more
likely to be attacked by police
or by other violent, reactionary
forces in society than white mid-
dle and upper class straight men
are. We want to build alliances,
and defending each
other is part of that.

This piece by a few



of the radicals argues

that working class white

people are actually fac-

ing less and less privilege
under the system. The eco-
nomic crisis has lead to even
greater attacks on working class
people of color, but it has also
lead to attacks on working class
white folks. It is in the interest
of working class white folks to
unite with working class people
of color, and to be in solidar-
ity with their struggles:http://
blackorchidcollective.word-
press.com/2011/10/16/0occupy-
to-end-capi... Not all radi-
cals agree with this article,
but it's worth considering.

It’s important to emphasize
that none of the radicals are ad-
vocating that Decolonize/ Oc-
cupy Seattle should take a posi-
tion of guerilla warfare or armed
revolutionary — warfare right
now. This is a straw-man argu-
ment that some liberals have
raised to discredit us. Primar-
ily, many radicals are concerned
about our personal safety and
our need to defend ourselves.
People won't join the move-
ment if they know they will
be needlessly unsafe within it.

At a broader level, many of

us are part of this movement
because we believe in taking re-
sponsibility for all aspects of our
lives, including matters of secu-
rity and accountability. We don’t
believe in leaving these up to a
racist, capitalist, sexist, and het-
erosexist police and judicial sys-
tem. We wish to start building an
alternative, rooted in the same
principles of autonomy and di-
rect democracy that animate
the General Assembly. Many of
us were central to attempts to
provide safety in the camp. We
are not saying we oppose this
nonviolence proposal because
we love violence. We are saying
we oppose it because it limits
our ability to take responsibil-
ity for ourselves and each other.
In some respects, it actually
means we'd have less freedom
than we do outside of the move-
ment, which seems backwards.

I am hearing from some
white middle class folks that
they can’t be associated with
OS unless it takes a pledge of
nonviolence because their own
communities will see them as
violent by association even if
they don’t participate in vio-
lence themselves. They are say-
ing that being in a movement
that is labeled violent will hurt

their organizing efforts more
than it will hurt radicals if we
are associated with a movement
that is “nonviolent.” First of all,
this is not accurate. In many
of our communities, we will be
seen as naive, whitewashed,
bourgie, or not serious if we are
associated with a movement
that is known to require nonvio-
lence for all of its participants.
Worse, some reactionaries out
there might think that they
can take advantage of us more
easily because the movement
has required us to renounce
our capacity for self-defense
and we might be put at danger.

Given this, I don’t think the
nonviolence proposal should be
passed. At the same time, [ don't
think that radicals should just
dismiss liberals, including white
middle class liberals, when they
say that the defeat of this pro-
posal will mean it’ll be harder for
them to organize in their com-
munities. I think that Occupy
Seattle should work together to
make it clear to the public that
we are for a diversity of tactics,
not mandatory self-defense or
armed struggle. We should make
it clear that folks who believe in
nonviolence can still participate
in the movement. We should
also try to open up a dialogue
about how organizers from
white middle class backgrounds
can go back to their communi-
ties and explain why Occupy Se-
attle has not passed a mandatory

nonviolence resolution. This
could be a great opportunity
to educate and challenge folks,
and to expand the movement.

At the same time, I think
radicals should be careful not
to catch people in the crossfire.
(to be fair, most of us have been
careful, but if the debate polar-
izes further this could become
an issue). Not everyone who
believes in nonviolence is white,
and not everyone is a liberal.
And some people who started
out liberal have become radicals
the past few months; others are
somewhere in between. The vi-
tality of the radicals so far is that
we have not hardened into a rig-
id organization. We don’t have
our own borders or leaders. We
have many voices. We are open
to new people joining; many of
us are in fact new to organizing,
and folks who are more experi-
enced are working together for
the first time. This is exceptional
- it is not happening as much in
other cities, and it is a major rea-
son for the dynamism not only
of Seattle’s radical scenes but of
Decolonize/ Occupy Seattle as a
whole. It is also a major reason
for the sucess of the port shut-
down. If we start to draw hard
lines against everyone who be-
lives in nonviolence then we will
loose this vitality. If someone be-
lieves in nonviolence and they're
willing to shut down ports
chanting “everything for every-
one the revolution has begun’,



then we should work together.

I've been doing research
recently on the tactics police
use when they try to infiltrate
and destroy movements. One
tactic they have used over and
over again is to infiltrate liberal
circles and label all radicals as
violent extremists, or to suggest
that radicals are police provoca-
tuers to discredit them. Often,
their goal is to join and encap-
sulate/ contain a movement
within a limited and moderate
set of goals. Another tactic they
have used is to infiltrate radical
circles in attempts to provoke
an over-reaction against liberal
nonviolence, and a premature
split. They want radicals to be-
come closed off, paranoid, and
mistrustful so that our organiza-
tions and communities will no
longer be accessible or attractive
to new folks. I think Seattle’s
radicals are too smart to fall for
that. I hope Seattle’s liberals are
as well. I have no evidence that
there are police agents in Decol-
onize/ Occupy Seattle currently,
but I do think that how we han-
dle this debate will affect our
long-term resiliency in the face
of possible police interference.

One of the things that disap-
points me about this debate is
that there have been few folks

who have made arguments
from a principled, radical paci-
fist perspective. It seems most
of the main arguments for the
nonviolence proposal center
around tactics, not principle. I
worry that folks who believe in
nonviolence on principle might
be getting sidelined or silenced.
I am not a pacifist today, but I
first became an activist through
Christian and interfaith organiz-
ing against the war in Iraq, and
was deeply inspired by radical
pacifists like Daniel Berrigan
who burned a bunch of draft
files with homemade napalm
and went underground to evade
the FBI because he thought that
a violent, oppressive, racist state
has no right to apprehend him
and put him on trial. This goes
a lot further than classic no-
tions of civil disobedience where
youre supposed to turn your-
self in to accept the legitimacy
of the system minus the one
law you are protesting because
you think it’'s unjust. In fact, I
think Berrigan’s actions actu-
ally have a little more in com-
mon with some tactics used by
anarchists, and I'm not sure, but
I think he may have considered
himself an anarchist pacifist.

Berrigan was working in soli-
darity with the Black Panthers
and the Vietnamese resistance

movements against colonialism.
He wanted to build a nonviolent
alternative to the armed solidar-
ity work being done by groups
like the Weather Underground.
However, he didn’t distance
himself from the Underground
or from the Panthers or any
other armed groups. He was not
ashamed to be associated with
the anti-war movement just be-
cause these groups were a part
of it. Instead, he stayed in the
movement and tried to create
a nonviolent option for resis-
tance through his own activity.

Instead of trying to impose
mandatory nonviolence reso-
lution, I encourage those who
really believe in nonviolence to
figure out ways to challenge the
violence of the state, capitalism,
patriarchy, rape culture, hetero-
sexism, and white supremacy.
We can work together on that.
If you want to challenge it non-
violently, I respect that. But to
be philosophically consistent,
you shouldn’t collaborate with
politicians, cops, and the sys-
tem because the system is in-
credibly violent. Instead, you
should think of ways to work
with the radicals in Occupy
Seattle to oppose the violence
of this society. If you want to
do that nonviolently, then or-
ganize yourselves to do it. I'm

sure you will find support, even
from those of us who may be
labeled as “violent”. That’s what
“diversity of tactics” is all about.

I'm not an anarchist, but I'll
end with a quote from an anar-
chist flyer that was distributed
at the camp this fall. It is a re-
minder of why we are all here in
the first place: “the greatest vio-
lence would be to return to nor-
mal.” After what we've all been
through together we can’t just
walk away from this movement
without inflicting great violence
on our own hearts, minds, and
souls. Think about the level of
of repression and denial that it
will take to walk away and to go
back to a “normal” life where you
just put up with a future-less,
dream-less reality full of end-
less work and economic anxiety.
Trying to readjust to that just
because you lost a debate in the
GA is a recipe for misery. Doing
that to yourself is way more vio-
lent then anything the radicals
have done in this movement.

peace and solidarity,
participant in Decolonize/
Occupy Seattle
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AT THE INTERSECTION
OF OUR FUTURE

OCCUPY WALL STREET, SEATTLE,

TODAY, A BEAUTIFUL THING IS
HAPPENING AROUND THE WORLD.

Today, a beautiful thing is
happening around the world.
In Seattle, the community
has reached a stumbling block.

People are raising their
grievances with those govern-
ments and corporate powers
that dominate us. And where
those grievances are not ad-
dressed, people are organiz-
ing to solve them, by breaking
bread togetherand raising shel-
ters together. We are creating
spaces to find each other and
discuss the challenges ahead of
us on the road to justice. In our
public spaces, Americans are
suddenly rediscovering civics.

In Seattle, the community
has reached a stumbling block.
Many people are saying that,
by staying at Westlake Square,
Occupy Seattle is stupidly
picking a fight with the city’s
Mayor. The truth of the mat-
ter is that Occupy Seattle has
found itself in conflict with the
city’s anti-camping ordinance.
Several cities are embroiled
in similar conflicts with local
laws made to criminalize the
homeless, forcing unhoused
people out of public spaces and

even out of town. At Pioneer
Plaza in Dallas, Texas, police
are implementing an escalat-
ing campaign to warn, ticket,
and arrest anyone sleeping in
public. At the Chicago Federal
Reserve Bank, occupiers are
forced to stay awake in shifts,
carry their possessions at all
times, camp in cars, and sleep
over in the homes of volun-
teers. Outside the Los Angeles
City Hall, hundreds of occupi-
ers move nightly from a public
park to the sidewalks. Outside
the San Francisco Federal Re-
serve Building, police ticket
anyone sitting or lying down,
with $50 penalties that escalate
to $500 and/or jail time. San
Francisco modeled its anti-
sitting law on Seattle’s 1993
“civility laws.” An appeals court
struck down similar laws in
Santa Ana, California. The rul-
ing stated that the anti-shelter
laws “would turn the county
jail into a poorhouse and thus...
destroy liberty. Punishment for
poverty, which the camping
ordinance surely is, is cruel
and unusual punishment.”

Occupy Seattle has
been hammered by some

SHELTER AND SOCIAL JUSTICE

Francys Gaze | Our American Generation

of the harshest anti-shel-
ter laws in the country, a
legacy of 1990s city policy

There are fronts where oc-
cupiers are overcoming the
onslaught of anti-shelter laws.
Portland, Oregon, passed an
anti-camping ordinance six
years ago. The law spurred
protests, sit-ins, and a 2008
class-action lawsuit challeng-
ing the ordinance’s constitu-
tionality that is still working
its way through the courts. For
two weeks, hundreds of Port-
landers have occupied Chap-
man Square and Lownsdale
Square. In the City of Roses,
people power has made the
anti-shelter law unenforce-
able. Yesterday, the City of
New York backed down at the
eleventh hour from using simi-
lar legal excuses as the City of
Seattle to evict Occupy Wall
Street from Liberty Square.

Youth defend an Occupy
Seattle tent during an evic-
tion on Wednesday, October 5

Occupy Seattle has been
hammered by some of the
harshest anti-shelter laws in
the country, a legacy of 1990s
city policy to woo major cor-
porations and shoppers by ag-
gressively pushing out home-

less and low-income people.
Even umbrellas have been
criminalized in Seattle parks.
For unhoused people, the
public health consequences of
the “civility laws” have been
dire. Average life expectancy
for a homeless person in King
County is 30 years shorter than
for the general population.
That is about one hundred pre-
mature deaths in King County
every year. People of color
make up 27% of the county’s
population and 64% of the
homeless population. A signif-
icant percentage of the home-
less are workers. And, “forty-
four percent of the 1,321 people
accessing shelter and transi-
tional programs were children
who reported they had experi-
enced violence or abuse in the
past year,” reports the county’s
2010 point-in-time census.

That last statistic is about
me. In May 2002, my mother,
my siblings and I walked out on
my physically abusive father.
We spent four months home-
less in the Portland, Oregon,
area. I was fourteen years old.

Today, my family is safe.
Healing happens with time. I
have a full-time, white-collar
job. I am a few credits away

“OCCUPY SEATTLE HAS BEEN HAMMERED BY SOME OF THE
HARSHEST ANTI-SHELTER LAWS IN THE COUNTRY,

A LEGACY OF 19905 CITY POLICY”



The Takeover

PEOPLE ARE RAISING THEIR GRIEVANCES WITH
THOSE GOVERNMENTS AND CORPORATE POWERS
THAT DOMINATE US.

from finishing being a first-gen-
eration college graduate, with a
Bachelor of Arts in economics.
Things are better for us now.

But things are getting worse
for most people. Last year there
was a lot of outrage in Seattle
when a homeless Native Ameri-
can was shot by an SPD officer.

“NO ONE SHOULD EVER DIE IN THE

There is a more basic outrage
there - that there are Natives
without homes in the first place.

No one should ever die in the
cold.

We have a right to shelter.
We have the rights to speak out,
to assemble, and to petition our
grievances. We have the right
to come together and organize
to uplift our human condi-
tion. We have a right to dignity.
Those rights do not come from
a mayor, a government, a consti-
tution, or a god. You were born
with those rights, just like you
were born with your heart and
your lungs. A law that criminal-
izes shelter in our public spaces,
a law that strips us of our rights
and our dignity, is an unjust law.

Some rights are protected
by governments today because

generations who came before us
refused to obey unjust laws. In
1909, the City of Spokane, Wash-
ington, passed a law banning
free speech, to quell union orga-
nizing. The Industrial Workers
of the World IWW) respond-
ed by organizing five hundred
people to break the free speech
ban, and the law became too ex-

pensive for the city to enforce.

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.
wrote from a jail cell in Birming-
ham, Alabama, that “one may
well ask: ‘How can you advocate
breaking some laws and obey-
ing others?’ The answer lies in
the fact that there are two types
of laws: just and unjust. I would
be the first to advocate obey-
ing just laws. One has not only
a legal but a moral responsibil-
ity to obey just laws. Conversely,
one has a moral responsibility
to disobey unjust laws. I would
agree with St. Augustine that
‘an unjust law is no law at all’

“You may well ask: ‘Why
direct action? Why sit ins,
marches and so forth? Isn't ne-
gotiation a better path? You
are quite right in calling for
negotiation. Indeed, this is the
very purpose of direct action.

Nonviolent direct action seeks
to create such a crisis and fos-
ter such a tension that a com-
munity which has constantly
refused to negotiate is forced to
confront the issue. It seeks so to
dramatize the issue that it can
no longer be ignored. My citing
the creation of tension as part
of the work of the nonviolent

resister may sound rather shock-
ing. But I must confess that [ am
not afraid of the word ‘tension.

[ have earnestly opposed
violent tension, but there is a
type of constructive, nonviolent
tension which is necessary for
growth. Just as Socrates felt that
it was necessary to create a ten-
sion in the mind so that individ-
uals could rise from the bond-
age of myths and half truths to
the unfettered realm of creative
analysis and objective apprais-
al, so must we see the need for
nonviolent gadflies to create
the kind of tension in society
that will help men rise from the
dark depths of prejudice and
racism to the majestic heights
of understanding and brother-
hood. The purpose of our direct
action program is to create a
situation so crisis packed that it
will inevitably open the door to

negotiation. I therefore concur
with you in your call for negotia-
tion. Too long has our beloved
Southland been bogged down
in a tragic effort to live in mono-
logue rather than dialogue.”

Today’s Global Day of Action
gives a tantalizing possibility,
that we may begin the comple-

COLD.”

tion of Dr. King’s Poor People’s
Campaign; that we may begin
the completion of Franklin
Delano Roosevelt’s Second Bill
of Rights; that we may begin
the last chapter in our long his-
tory of struggle for our right of
dignity, our right to shelter, our
right to organize, and all the
rest of our rights, for all people.

I do not know what poten-
tial this movement holds. I do
know that winter is coming,
people need shelter, and these
occupations could save lives.
Tonight, I will camp with my
friends at Westlake Square,
in Seattle, Washington, in
solidarity with my brothers
and sisters around the world.

Francys can be reached at
OAG.org.
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