MAINTAINING A COZY RELATIONSHIP
WITH THE STATE WILL BE AN
INCENTIVE FOR CERTAIN ACTIVISTS

TO DELEGITIMIZE OTHERS,
DIVERTING ATTENTION FROM THE
OPPRESSIVE NATURE OF THE SYSTEM
WHILE ACCOMPLISHING THE GOAL OF
ISOLATING AND DESTABILIZING
RADICAL MOVEMENTS. THE
DICHOTOMY IS OFTEN TIED TO

TACTICAL DIFFERENCES,

EXEMPLIFIED IN MEDIA COVERAGE
OF MASS MOBILIZATIONS WHERE
COPS, CITY OFFICIALS AND
REPORTERS TALK ABOUT HOW THE

“GOOD PROTESTERS”

WHO WILL BE MARCHING
PEACEFULLY ARE IN DANGER
OF BEING OVERSHADOWED BY THE

“BAD PROTESTERS”

WHO WILL VANDALIZE THINGS.
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ONE OF THE WAYS THE STATE
SUPPRESSES MOVEMENTS IS
THROUGH EXPLOITING EXISTING

DIVISIONS, AND CREATING
FALSE ONES, WITHIN
POTENTIALLY INSURGENT
COMMUNITIES.

COUNTERINSURGENCY EMPLOYS
THE “G00D PROTESTER/BAD
PROTESTER” DICHOTOMY AS A

WAY OF MANIPULATING PEOPLE -
BOTH THOSE WHO ARE
POLITICALLY ENGAGED, AND
THOSE WHO AREN'T. 1IN THIS
MODEL, THE STATE PITS
ACTIVISTS AGAINST EACH
OTHER, GRANTING SOME OF THEM
(THE “GOOD ONES”) A MEASURE
OF LEGITIMACY BUT PINNING IT
TO THEIR WILLINGNESS TO HELP
UNDERMINE THE WORK OF THE
“BAD ONES."”
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to develop community-based anti-violence strategies
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developing transformative justice and community accountability m;,fl,.ll,( ;i"’ e
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FROM REPRESSIONTO
RESISTANCE:

Notes on Combating
Counterinsurgency

LUCE GUILLEN-GIVINS, LAYNE MULLETT, AND SARAH SMALL

ON AuGusT 30, 2008 WE WERE AWAKENED EARLY IN THE MORNING BY THE SHRILL
ring of the telephone. The news on the other end of the line wasn’t good: police were
currently raiding three houses occupied by radical activists preparing to protest the
Republican National Convention (RNC). Thinking our house would be next, we
quickly packed up our belongings and headed out. We had been up late thanks to
a raid on our convergence center the night before and were not eager to spend any
maore time with the police, the sheriff’s department, or the Secret Service.

Unfortunately, our success in avoiding the police was short-lived. Within 72

hours, eight local organizers were rounded up and eventually charged with “con-
spiracy to riot in furtherance of terrorism.” The next few days saw over 800 arrests
as thousands of people protested in the streets of St. Paul.

What followed was a two-year political and legal battle. We learned that the
raids and arrests marked the culmination of almost two years of police activity and
involved multiple informants, surveillance teams, and undercover officers. In discov-
ery we obtained thousands of pages of meeting notes, emails, debriefings and reports,
hundreds of photos, and hours and hours of audio recording that the police had col-
lected on our activities. Clearly the state had been intensively monitoring local activ-
ists since the convention was announced, and likely continues to do so to this day.
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WHAT DOES COUNTERINSURGENCY LOOK Like»>

"I;Houciﬂ COUNTERINSURGENCY HAS been something of
g obal “war on terror,” its domestic applicati s e
. primarily focused on preventing insu =
ments from taking root. This means that the srate must work s, -
conditions that make radical organizing difficult, and en am P
(though sometimes low-intensity) disruptions of any acti\grigc tll: Ct:lnstam
potential to threaten the existing power structure. These d?;ru atti sy
range from COINTELPRO-style' assassinations like the murdir OO‘ESFQE
Hampton? and !engthy prison terms for political dissidents, to surveil]a:ce
:;1:1[ S:izzcgiz:stlﬁi:lzr;;;:ii rangeccl)f puzlic factivities. Coumcrinsurger.\cy
‘ your door, burt it can also be the co-opratien
of community organizing, the increasing capacity for sophisticated dara-
collection, the mapping of social networks, and the paid informant sitting
quietly through meertings. )
Activists generally remember to take basic security precautions, such as
not sending sensitive information over email or discussing specific illegal ac-
tions at open meetings. What we often fail to do is address the group dy-
namics that make us vulnerable to disruption and infiltration, or make plans
for how we can support each other when we are facing repression down the
road. We tend to ignore the inevitable low-level intervention of the sat in
our movements, as well as the heightened repression meted out against o
communities, until the moment we are confronted with “hard” ractcs, such
as brutality, prosecution, and imprisonment. Thus, our movements ¢ @
putting energy into combating repression when the batde is more thf“‘ b
over, past the point at which we would stand the best chance of winning. o
This tendency may, in part, be due to the fact that activists d“ 5
there is a choice between the tactics and strategies that bring about rep%;
~ and those that avoid it. We believe that this distinction is a false.on¢: ©
it’s true, for example, that breaking a bank window is more likely to 8¢5 ;mts
: d police response than circulating a petititm_.-sangmm"‘199‘5““"7‘&m b o
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History of Political Militancy and Inca ati c
A Collection of Documents ﬁZm the M::'Cz’cr:::;;:l‘;,,l ;:(:S{t/(:‘z?:)(/)‘sf' in I,{’z Freedom Ring:
Meyer. (Qakland: PM Press and Kersplebedeb, 2008), 29;;)()."411”1[ Prisoners, ed. Matt
Ricardo Jiménez was arrested in 1980 for his role in the Puerto Rican Independenc
mow'f:ment. He spent almost twenty years in prison on charges of “seditious conspi »c
¢y’ for his involvement with the FALN, and was one of eleven indc/;endenti:‘m; 'r:plri;
president‘ial clemency in 1999. Since then, he has been an educator, lecturer, ans Ar;[[;g
activist. Sée: Dan Berger, “The ?(e;al Dragons: A Brief History of Political Militancy an;i
Incarceration, 1960s to 2000s,” in Let Freedom Ring: A Collection of Documents from
the Movements to Free U.S. Political Prisoners, ed. Matt Meyer. (Oakland: PM Press and
Kersplebedeb, 2008), 18-21.
Crimethlnc. Ex-workers’ Collective, “Green Scared? Preliminary lessons of the Green
Scare,” Rolling Thunder #5 (Spring 2008).
The RNC Welcoming Committee was infiltrated by one paid informant working for the
FBI as well as one working for the Ramsey County Sheriff's Office, who then became an
RCSO corrections officer midway through the investigation. There was another correc-
tions officer who infiltrated the Welcoming Committee for only a brief span of time, as
well as an undercover narcotics officer who stuck around through the end. Leslie James
Pickering, ed., Conspiracy to Riot in Furtherance of Terrorism: the Collective Autobiography
of the RNC 8 (Arissa, 2011), 218-236.

See also: Lisa Fithian, “Sexism, egos, and lies: Sometimes you wake up and it is not
different,” The Rag Blog, March 22, 2010, htep://theragblog.blogspot.com.
North American Earth Liberation Prisoners Support Network, “Cooperating Plea
Agreements and Related Court Documents,” NA-ELPSN website, http://ecoprisoners.

org, (accessed February 28, 2012).
Friends and Family of Eric McDavid, “Background,” FFEM website, http://supporteric.

org, (accessed February 28, 2012).
The vouching process meant that attendees to the strategy session were required to pro-

vide two known references within the activist community who could attest to their cred-

ibility and history with the movement.
Fithian, “Sexism, egos, and lies: Sometimes you wake up and it is not different.

Pickering, ed., Conspiracy to Riot in Furtherance of Terrorism: the Collective Autobiography

of the RNC 8. : :
Friends and Family of Eric McDavid, “Background” and “Court Docs, FFEM wctfsnte,
(accessed February 28, 2012); and Cosmo Garvin, “Conspiracy

htep://supporteric.org,
e : 2006, http://www.newsrcview.com/

of Dunces,” Sacramento News and Review, July 27,
sacramento/conspiracy-of-dunce.

Vanessa Grigoriadis, “The Rise and Fall of th
Magazine, August 10, 2006; and Crimethlnc.
Preliminary lessons of the Green Scare,” Rolling
There are numerous examples of organizations
1997, the Audre Lorde Project’s Safe Outside the

¢ Eco-Radical Underground,” Rolling Stone
Ex-workers' Collective, “Green Scared?
Thunder #5 (Spring 2008).

doing transformative justice work. Since
System Collective has been working
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38  Interfaith Prisoners

hood of Chicago, see: http://prcc-chgo.org/. “rencighbr

41 For more information abouye Oscar Lépez Rivera, go to: httpi//boricuahumam'gh
: ights,
free-oscar-lo Pez-rivera/. P

“Recent Grand Juries” Grand

-org/resisting.heml, (accessed March 12, 2012).

Party. Jan Susler, “Puerto Rican Independence Movement U
and San Juan,” in Zer Freedom Ring: A Collection of Docum
, ed. Mare Meyer. (Oakland: PM Press and Kersplebedeb,
2008), 359-62. and Grand Jury Resistance Projecr, “Recent Grand Juries” Grand Jury

Resistance Project website, http://grandj uryresistance.org/ recent.heml#puertorican?, (ac-
cessed March 12, 2012).

“Recent Grand Juries” Grand Jury Resistance Project website, hrtp://grandjuryresistance.
org/recent.html, (accessed April 4, 2012).
J. Soffiyah Elijah currently serves as the Executive Director of the Correctional Association
of New York, and was previously the Deputy Director of the Criminal Justice Institute
at Harvard Law School. She was the attorney for former political prisoner Marilyn Buck,
and has represented numerous other political prisoners and social activists. “J. Soﬁgj
Elijah,” Criminal Justice Institute at Harvard Law School website, htep:/www.law.
vard.edu/acadcmics/clinical/cji/sta.ff/clijah.htm, (accessed April 4, 2012). g
Laura Whitehorn is a white, anti-imperialist lesbian who was a membit (‘;f mi:unist
for a Democratic Society, the Weather Underground, and thf! May 1:9 . ?racy ot
Organization. She spent 14 years in prison as part of the RcsxstanC: ha:I:;:nti""‘d t
She is an editor at POZ, a magazine for people affected by HIV; an ns: A Brief
oL i le. See: Dan Berger, “The Real Drago
organize in support of incarcerated peop
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ntially successful challenge to existing power structures, regardless of
S will face some form of repression. Our reality is this: we can fight
I ta-cncs,d in so doing encounter state repression, or we can limit ourselves
e -vw;i‘;l;ive modes of activism and agitation in the false hope that this will
o safe. Counterinsurgency can be brutally effective, and coming to
SR us.th this reality can easily lead to fatalism. But while we can’t avoid
tel:ms WIb'ected to counterinsurgent methods, we can take a comprehensive
e sc‘;, J(as the state does) and work to affect the terrain of attack.
o re serious about growing revolutionary movements with the ca-
I.f “:, effect long-term, radical change, then we have to mov'e be'yond a
< defensive posture, wherein our efforts are primarily reactive, into an
purdg' § ctive movement building. One way to think about this challenge
S e of the conditions that would need to exist in order for insur-
<o conCCIVems to thrive, and to create those conditions within the arenas
gentdl’;l;‘l’egu gle in which we are already engaged. By steadily laying this
o dwork v%e can better position ourselves to seize the moments thr.l the
grotul::ri\;ozo’Pin us down as opportunities not just to resist, but to actively
state
ﬁghvtvi’;‘;lie by no means developed an exhaustive list of what those t;llecessz:ry
ditions might be, but we have sketched out some of the lessons. at we've
= uons. i hat it is not possible to avoid counterinsurgency
learned. First, we believe that it is P Bl b
while working to create radical social change. Police &as i ,s e
imprisonment are elements of virtual!y every successd so e
we must prepare for and confront this reaht)lr; Sﬁzﬁgﬂ;-‘::at e
i H c > 2
SPeE o reSIStlf.lg CountermSlIl;gs:::g I\Ialvlelsrtnust also transform the way we
focus on outsmarting the sta:;::. . le;m siestestieniae
e Za;;:flca‘:h (I)) l(ie;:l:hat we can turn moments of state repres-
differences. An S RS r movements.
sion into opportunities to build and i;rer;ig;l]lénso;s hmakabise
PRy on cxamples from the ion faced by the Puerto Rican
much more severe, instances of state re.Pre:il]'beration struggles, as well as
ependence movement and other nauox; } e Creen el
cases falling under the umbrella o various exam-
o any direct parallel between the Rowas
; ,. to \susges any nfexamplcs both because they dt?m |
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WHERE WE’RE COMING FROM

Luce Guillén-Givins: /» 20006, 1 started
Welcoming Committee. We were Tivi
who came together to develop protest infrastructure against the 2008
National Convention in St. Paul, Minnesota. From August 30 throy, b’\’éﬁublimn
1, 2008, seven other people and I (the “RNC 87) were arrested andfh;:pteméer
multiple counts of conspiracy and terrorism Jor our roles in organz'zin{{e; with
protests. Most of us were arrested before the protests even began ang werée /,0;;;-”
Jail until they were over. None of us were charged with actually doing [my;; In.
conspiracy charges are based on what the state believes we said, thought, 4n, :If
tended to do. At the peak of the prosecution, we were charged with Jour separy,
Sfelonies: “conspiracy to riot,” ‘conspiracy to commit criminal damage to Propersy,”
‘conspiracy to riot in furtherance of terrorism,” and ‘conspiracy to commit cripm;.
nal damage to property in furtherance of terrovism.” We Sfaced up
prison if convicted.
Along with many dedicated supporters, we spent two years waging a massiye
legal and political campaign to get the charges dropped. In what I think was sur
biggest unqualified victory, the County Attorney buckled to public pressure and
dropped the terrorism charges against us less than six montbhs after filing them.
In August of 2010, one of our codefendants decided to cur his [055.3: .m_zd plead
guilty to a single gross misdemeanor. He chose to serve a short term in ]azl,‘ r'ather
than a longer period on probation. Despite our disappointment in his a’emz.zm. t0
take a plea, the fact that he had so much room to negotz‘ate—wzt(wut t.estzﬁ/mif
against the rest of us—was a sign of the power our support campaign wielded. .
month later, and with only a month left before trial, the State dropped all of ‘the
charges against me and two of my codefendants. A few wecfks after t/mt,ﬂj/]eio:r:
remaining codefendants each pled guilty to a single gross mz'sa’emmno.r. ‘?,,l =
sentenced only to probation and community service, a massive reaz’uctw;z bj;fn ;/n"c’f
charges the State had pursued at a cost of over $250,000 and more than 1
years of police and legal work.” v
We also had other successes over the course of those two years. p
to the demise of the County Attorneys gubernatm".izz/ m.mpﬂlg'l[)'_ﬂ"l‘”d o
unlikely alliances with people and organizz.ztions in ]\;[znrzcz;:;;-‘bevdwe ppess
country. The successes of our supp'ort campaign werhe on y P:::,d gt campaig?
our fight as a vehicle for capacity-building. Iflf the casek. s A
A opening new doors in terms of radical nef‘wor z.ng i
progressed, op ¢4 ; wethisideaat capzlclt)'-b"‘/d’"g‘
experiences pushed us to start fleshing out this :
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times, before he was then indicted for an entirely unrelated fur farm raid in Minnesota.

In September of 2010, he pled guilty to a single, reduced charge connected to that ac-

and is now on probation. Scotr and Carrie
Support Committee, SCSC  website, hn;p://davenportgrandjury.WO.-dprCSS_Com’ (e
cessed February 26, 2012).

35 This case comes on the heels of a recent Supreme Court ruling,

tion, served six months in federal prison,

Holder v. the Humanitarian
Law Project, which held that activities such as referring lawyers,

providing nonviolert
conflict resolution training, and even donating food and blankets to humanitarian groups
with alleged ties to designated “Foreign Terrorist Organizations” (FTOs), qualify as “ma-
terial support for terrorism,” a federal crime punishable by up to 15 years in prison. The
federal government decides what groups to include on its list of FTOs with no real public
oversight or recourse. For instance, the African National Congress was on the list as it
fought Aparthcid in South Africa; in fact, it wasn’t removed until 1998, Michael Deutsch,
““Material support’ for terrorism: FBI actions, grand jury subpoenas mark ominous ex-
pansion of law,” 7he Rag Blog, November 16, 2010, http://theragblog.blogspot.com; and

Jeremy Gantz, “Terrorist by Association,” 7 7hese Times, December 13, 2010, htep://
www.inthesetimes.com.

36 The Freedom Road Socialist Organization describes itself as “a revolutionary socialist and

Marxist-Leninist organization” whose members are very active “in labor, oppressed na-
tionality, anti-war and anti-imperialist, and student movements.” Freedom Road Socialist
Organization, About FRSO, FRSO website, http://frso.org, accessed January 28, 2012.
There are currently two groups operating under the name “Freedom Road Socialist
Organization” as a result of an internal split in 1999. The group to which we refer in
this article uses the website htep:/frso.org. For further documentation on this splic, see
“Public Statement on the Future of FRSO,” http://frso.org, (June 1999), and “Statement

on the Split,” htep://www.freedomroad.org (January 1, 2000).

37 On September 10th, 1999, eleven former members of the FALN (Fuerzas Armadas de
Liberacién Nacional, or Armed Forces of National Liberation) walked out of prison after
spending between 14 and 19 years behind bars. The FALN was a U.S -based Marxist guer-
rilla organization that was fighting for the independence of Puerto Rico. They claimed
responsibility for over 100 armed actions within the United States in the 1970s and *80s,
targeting symbols of U.S. military, police, and corporate power. By the early 1980s many

of them had been arrested and charged with seditious conspiracy to overthrow the U.S.
government. They received sentences ranging from 35 years to life in prison, and many of
them never expected to leave prison at all. However, the independence movement refused

to accept what amounted to life sentences for their political prisoners, and many Puerto
Ricans and their allies worked for two decades to bring the prisoners home. After many
years of hard work on the outside, and the steadfast non-collaboration of the prisoners
‘themselves, the impossible happened: in his final days in office, President Bill Clinton
commuted their sentences. A month later they were freed. See: Interfaith Prisoners of

- Conscience Project, “Proclaim Release: A Call to Conscience and Action for the Release

B i rto Rican Political Prisoners” in Let Freedom Ring: A Collection of Documents from
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‘\Y/,r,.d M/m,, :
Stephen Lendman, “Poljce State America— A Look Back and Ahead”
€ad,
1 February 28, 2012),
Center for Constitutional Rights, “(Iommunications Managcmc”r i

2007, h rrp://www.globalrcscar(h.ca. (accessec e “Mber

nits: The F.
ter for Constitutiong] Riofice
site, http://ccrjustice.org, (accessed January 20, 2012); and Z

Prison System’s Experiment in Socijal Isolation,” Cen =

Margor Williams and h-:,v»
Hurt, “Population Of The Communications Management Unics |

National py,
Radio, NPR website, September 29, 2011, http://WWw.npr.org_ g
In the year before the RNC, the Welcoming Committee held tWo national meetings
develop a protest strategy for the convention. The outcome was a pair of goals: to ~ d
capacity and crash the convention. The plan for disrupting the RNC was 10 Use a varier
of tactics to blockade main points of access to the site of the convention and preven the
RNC delegates from getting there. Different affinity groups and clusters from different
areas of the country would “adopt” different segments of downtown St. Paul and block.
ade them in whatever way they saw fit. The plan was designed to allow for decentralized.
autonomous direct action to happen in a coordinated fashion, making space for people
to participate in a diverse but unified set of actions while opting for whatever tactics they
were most comfortable with.

Patrick E Gillham, “Securitizing America: Strategic Incapacitation and the Policing of
Protest Since the 11 September 2001 Terrorist Attacks,” Sociology Compass 5/7 (2011):
637. et o
All debates about the merits of pacifism and the moral weight of violence aside, wcff‘u‘“\
aware of any actual organized intent to create violent protest at sum:nin and Lon\ff:‘:‘n
in recent U.S. history. More often than not, the threat of “violence” some Jcl;:l:)M o
about is either entirely fabricated by law enforcement and the nlamstr.c;.:]; :‘m [;) S
refers to vandalism and property destruction rather than any actu‘al physn;3 .‘m :

See Sam Worley, “Fighting in the Streets,” 7he Chicago Reader, l-cbrual'i’{ .“‘;)u[hcf“ Jowa
The Animal Liberation Front action under investigation had occut:rc : ;)cms b
while Scotr and Carrie were in high sc‘hool in anefo‘ta.y llr:: ‘—o‘;’:: :mc. Both Scott
outlandish attempr by the Assistant U.S. Attorney to close a -.‘gi[ed for civil contempt
and Carrie refused to testify before the grand jury, ‘.‘“d wer:" b atioat Encerprise
in November of 2009. Two days later, Scott was in‘dlctcd‘un Clr - ebitracly
Terrorism Act. Carrie was held for four months before being rele

evcml
- mended S
3e H gwasa
i i ¢’s indictment was
In a string of highly abusive prosecutorial moves, Scot
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Layne Mullett: Sarah and I live in Philadelphia, bur temporarily velocated to
Minneapolis before the RNC 1o help pr A Jor the protests. Upon returning to
Philly, we knew that we _wantf'd to continue fighting for our Jriends who were
Jacing verror ism charges in Mténesota.. 1‘{01061167, the context for resisting state
repression in Philadelphia during szs. time was somewhat different than in
Minneapolis. Philadelphia has a long history of racist police violence and has also
been the site of some of the most dramatic repression in recent U.S. history (most
notably the MOVE bombing in 1985%). Philadelphians had even had their own
erience hosting the RNC, where scores of protesters were beaten and Jailed by
police. But in 2008, many leftist organizations were Socused on other issues, and
state repression was low on the list of priorities.5
Sarah and I knew that we wanted to publicize the case and generate politi-
cal and financial support for the RNC 8, in part because Luce is a close friend,
but also because we believed that the use of terrorism charges against peaple or-
ganizing public protests set a dangerous precedent that could extend well beyond
Minnesota. However, we knew that getting people on the East Coast to support
eight anarchists from the Midwest was going to be a hard sell. For the RNC 8 case
to feel relevant in Philadelphia, our work would have to be done in a way that
went beyond advocating for those eight defendants and moved towards strengthen-
ing our ability to fight state repression in general. '
Traditional forms of support for people facing political charges include ﬁfn—
draising for bail and legal expenses, showing support in the courtroom, holding
events to raise awareness, and engaging in public advocacy to try to affect the out-
come of the case. We wanted to do all these things, but do them in a way that shed
light on a wide range of resistance to repression. Using this appraa.cly. woula{, we
hoped, allow us to incorporate RNC 8 support into our already existing political
work rather than diminishing our capacity to carry that work forward. :
While in some historical moments fighting specific instances of state repression
has helped build movements,S it can often make people feel worn down and iso-
lated. We wanted to counter this tendency, and instead attempt to:

L. connect this case to a legacy of repression against pojtzcaltz:’ovem?g
across generational, racial, and ideological lines, andy use t/,e,R},f:cmg
support work as a platform to raise awareness and funds for o

state repression and imprisonment,

; ; ia that was more
2. help create the conditions Jfor a movement in Philadelphia
Prepared to combat repression, and

- jon and broad-
- make connections between politz'cﬂl pmoners/state repnmzorf
Cr anti-prison and social justice movements.
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As we moved forward we carried each of these goals wit) S, and triey ,, 5
velop our activities to meet them. What took shape, in its besy moments, mi""r)re;{
some of the ideas outlined in this essay.

KNOWING OUR HISTORY

THE FIRST NECESSARY condition of fighting counterinsurgency is an aWarenesg
and critical analysis of state repression. We cannot defend against an enemy
e haven’t anticipated, nor can we effectively strategize if we don’t have ap s
o : i against. Those of us who are likely to be targets
derstanding of what we're up ag
: —and it is important to stress how broadl
f counterinsurgency operations—an : roadly
o ikelihood applies—are better positioned to deal with attacks against
o e :
that likeliho PP alysis.ofwhit weniishe bies
if tart out with a strong analysis ; _
il f repression in the United States is older than the state itself,
The history o el rs an equally long legacy of resistance. Yet one of the
. i ro e
and this repression S onses to COUNtErinsurgency tactics is an expres-
= res - N
striking aspects of activist resp times have we seen the same thing play outz—
: n
sion of total shock. How C;I:; é’ lief dlouding someone’s face as they talk about
the look of confusion and disbe cioin seating that they “eves thim i
itic rest or prosecu > = »
a recent political ar ; et
P here,” or wondering what happened to Cy.
could happen here, ivists in the U.S. are startlingly unaware of the
The truth is that many activists 7 There are several major factors at play
country’s brutal legacy of repre;smn. eErpa————
ioni r
here, but among the most significant a g £ o cradicahmicimea T
divisions. Cycles of entry into and burn-out fr asthesamidr
hort as a few years, and ehedleguehilc o azr. al histories are buried
as s s 1
t::)nal divides is shoddy, at best. In a society where ra 1: undermines our best
s d distorted, the lack of intergenerational engaigem;n ase currendyoverT0
an 2 Z . F e, there 2
g . For exam > o
ghiatscutlnowingiolnown hlStOI‘lCSB 3 : le who have been struggling
leftist political prisoners in the U.S..* mostly peop sue oo
is ame 1
l:: hing bars for decades; yet many of us can only i olutionary liberation 1%
4 : ink that people who strugglc for rev s in prison
It’s sobering to think that p le who've spent year
his country today wouldn’t know about peop Jes of the support they
;’ lSd ine the same. Not only does this rob our comr:h e nsigl
or doin . i = i
d ancgi deserve, it also prevents us from gaining vious generations of di
nlfet omes from learning about and talking with pre
that ¢

sidents and freedom fighters. i ik
ady been d
Luce: /n Minneapolis, prior to the RNG, work had dl::ssio}'n o the table I:l’
t/l:e a.narc/aist community that put the ism.e . ﬁs;::wr:z’; collectively) were :)?m.
. ; iti ttvt.f 3 lis was
; Iy grounded way. Twin Cities ac nneapo
/::::Z‘:jit% f:ate repression: A decade before the RNG, Mi
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and monitor activities of individuals and organizations within ¢
a section that considerably broadens what activities
statutes. In 2011, President Obama signed a four-year extension for key provisions of the
PATRIOT Act. See American Civil Liberties Union, &,

eform the Patviot Acy, ACLU web-
dte, http,//wwwaclu.org/reform—patriot-act, (accessed February 28, 2012);
Civil Liberties Union, How the USA PATRIOT Act redefines
website, htrp://www.aclu.org/national-security/how-

terrorism, (accessed February 28, 2012).

he U.S. It also includes

and American
“Domestic Terrorism” ACLU
usa-patriot-act-redefines-domestic-

18 Since that time, the state’s case against the SF8 has u
almost all the defendants were dramatica]ly reduced
Francisco Torres, remained—and he had all of his ch

nraveled. In 2009, charges againse
or dropped. Only one defendant,
arges dismissed in August of 2011,

their allies, which included resolutions of suppor
Labor Council, the Berkeley City Council, and several San Francisco Supervisors. See:
Committee for the Defense of Human Rights, Cisco Cleared! Last of the Charges Dismissed,
Free the San Francisco 8 website, http://www.freethesf&org,
2012).

18 The speaker was from the National Boricua Human Rights Network’s Philly chapter. The
National Boricua Human Rights Network is an organization that works towards the de-
contamination, development, and return of the island of Vieques to its people;
of the remaining Puerto Rican political prisoners; and an end to the continu
repression and criminalization of progressive sectors of the Puerto Rican

more information see: http://boricuahumanrighcs.org/.

20 Marilyn Buck was a white anti-imperialist revolutionary and poet who spent a total of 29
years in prison for her actions in support of Black liberation movements and against U.S.
imperialism. Perhaps most famously, she was accused of helping free Assata Shakur from
prison. Buck was released from prison on July 15, 2010, and enjoyed 19 days of freedom
before passing away from uterine cancer on August 3, 2010. An audio version of Marilyn
Buck reading her poem “Wild Poppies” is available at heep://www.freedomarchives.org/

» Wildpoppies/wild,_poppis_pocm.html For more information see: Friends of Marilyn Buck,
" Owr Dear Sister and Compade Martlyn Buck has Joined the Ancestors, Friend of Marilyn Buck
- website, hetp://www.marilynbuck.com, (accessed February 29, 2012). -
cial Disparity Interactive Map,” the Sentencing Project, bnp:llwwuwntendngpt_m
8/map/map.cfm, (accessed March 3, 2012). i :
oert, Love and Struggle (Oakland: PM Press, 2012), 84,

(accessed February 29,

the release
ing political
community. For
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The Green Scare Is a term used to describe state

and anima] rights movements in the US: The term cam

crimes, as well as terrorism enhancements subjecting them ¢
tions while incarcerated. See: Wil Potter, “What is the ‘Gree
Red website, http://www.grecnisthenewrcd.com, (accessed February 26, 2012
Ramona Africa is a former political prisoner, member of the MOVE £,
adule survivor of the 1985 Philadelphia Police bombing of 2 MOVE
5).

mily, and the sole
family house., (5.,

Liberation Army (SLA). In 2001, Olson took a plea agreement; she was released to St.
Paul, MN, on parole in 2009. The SLA was a controversial armed revolutionary group
based in California in the early *70s.

Chuck Haga, “June 27, 1999: The life and times of Sara Jane Olson” Minneapolis
Star-Tribune, March 21, 2008; Tim Harlow, “March 23: A IEturn to prison, not St.
Paul,” Minneapolis Star- Tribune, March 23, 2008; John Bryan, 7his Soldier Still at War
(Harcourrt, Brace, Jovanovich, 1975).

Leslie James Pickering was a “Founder and Spokesperson for the North American Earth

Liberation Front Press Office, serving with the organization from early 2000 until the

summer of 2002. During this period the Press Office sustained two raids by the Federal

Bureau of Investigation, the Bureau of Alcohol Tobacco and Firearms and local lzw C:c'l
forcement agencies, responded to over a half dozen grand ju‘ry subpoenasjdwnozczhe
public presentations, produced booklets, newspapers, magazmcs., ar‘ldfa :0::;.5 =
Earth Liberation Front and handled the public release of.comfnumque.sl /Tel's e
most vital Earth Liberation Front actions.” Leslie James Pickering, http: )

: , 2012). . ;
ering.com, (accessed July 15h % oi)ﬁcial icleH i nisinaand strengthenmg”Amenm by
gl BpRIORAca o i d Obstruct Terrorism, was passed

iding Appropriate Tools Required to Intercept an Pl
SogilingApprop : ber 11th attacks on the World Tra .
st 2000 bollowing e e es) nt’s legal ability to conduct surveillance
Pentagon. The act greatly enhances law enforceme

: police in response ¢
national ociety for Animal Genetics." In eac f
ivists were severely brutalized by police in violently theat

raid was followed by serious criminal charges against one o
(As it happens, he would later be one of the RNC 8.) Yor Srequent
cant that few who were actively involved in organizing against the
# ﬁdb cognizant of this recent history, and even Sewer had been around
e it ferst-hand. ; ;
e of us in the RNC Welcoming Committee were acutely aware of this prob-

vd felt that our capacity was limited by the disproportionately small presence

vists with more experience. We were also critical of mass mobilization

: 1g that lacked roots in local communities, feeling that too often large mobi-

ought with them a traveling show of radicals who s/eil_lﬁl{y‘ impmwd
cture for the protest but ignored local campaigns, communities, and. histo-
uggle. When they left, the skills went with them, the local community was.
Savich the Jallout of the protests, and no meaningful accbtz.nge betweezz
and ‘out-of-towners” occurred. We wanted the RNC to be different, both
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RNC 8, but we didn’r want it to Jfocus only on their case. At thas +;
eight former Black Panthers, dubbed the “Say, Francisco 8" w‘;me
charges stemming from the killing of a San Francisco police Oﬁcerai v ﬁlcing
original charges against them had been dismissed in 1975 after iy o0
that the case was based on statements that one of the defendangs madewas TeVealy,)
two of his codefendants were tortured Jor several days whil in the c:sjfz:,’e and
New Oprleans Police Department. The USA PA TRIOT Acs7 made iy ';:J{bof the
these bogus charges to be brought against the same men decades lutey, l;n ’2’01e ﬁ,lr
The Patriot Act also played a role in the RNC 8 cuse- additional fplyy, Ch07. :
were added through the use of “terrorism enbancements” under Mz’nne:}rlna‘;a:f?
sion of the law. In ﬁct, the charges brought against the RNC g were the first tim,
the Minnesota Patriot Act was ever used,

We wanted to bring the two cases together to highlight the Jact thas repres.
sion against anarchists is not exceptional; it mirrors strategies the state has yspq
to attack other movements (and is often less severe than the repression visited 4
struggles led predominately by people of color). It was important to engage in ,
campaign that saw different cases of repression as interlinked, and we wanted tg
make sure that our work on behalf of the RNC 8 helped generate support for oth-
ers facing state repression as well. We decided to make the event 4 Joint fundraiser,
with the proceeds split between the RNC 8 and the SF8 defense funds. Layne and
1 knew it would be challenging to pull off such a large event on our own, so we
teamed up with a couple of local activists with similar goals and politics.

We convened a panel of speakers who were part of different radical move-
ments, including representatives from the RNC 8, the SF8, the Puerto Rican
Independence movement," and the sole adult survivor of the MOVE bombing
The panel was called “Conspiring for Change,” in reference to the fact that most
of the panelists had either faced conspiracy charges or were involved in fighting for
others facing them. This event was successful, both as a fundraiser and as a way
to situate todays anarchist and radical movements within the context of allt'ms;
legacy of struggle against the state. It also sowed the seeds of some neud P"[’t:;‘l
relationships that would deepen and grow over the next few years. 777}3 effo " le S
the formation of a new group, which we named the Wild Poppies Co[lemv; ;/‘:Z
a poem by former political prisoner Marilyn Buck.>® The collective has zfjor ‘e Bl
gether since 2009, organizing educational events and actions about prisons

repression and political prisoners.

386 - Luce Guillén-Bivins, Layne Mullett, and Sarah Smal|

there Werp

UNDERSTANDING THE SCOPE OF DOMESTIC
COUNTERINSURGENCY
Just As 17 is important for us to make connections across g:::l
activists that have experienced repression, it is equally impor
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¢ for us ©©
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lifestyle. The bombing killed 11 of the inhabitants, including five children, and destroyed
60 nearby homes. Margot Harry, Attention, MOVE! This is America (Chicago: Banner
Press, 1987).

5 A notable exception is the International Concerned Family and Friends of Mumia Abu-
Jamal, a Philadelphia-based organization that is led by Pam Africa and advocates for the
release of Mumia Abu-Jamal. For more information see: www.freemumia.com.

For example, the Black Panther Party was popularized on a national level through their

campaign to free party founder Huey Newton, Also, in the 1970s the Puerto Rican in-

dependence movement in the U.S. was built at least in part through a successful cam-
paign to free five Puerto Rican Nationalists, one of whom was imprisoned for attempt-
ing to assassinate President Truman in 1950, and four of whom had fired guns on the
floor of Congress in 1954. See: David Hilliard and Lewis Cole, 7his Side of Glory: The

Autobiography of David Hilliard and the Story of the Black Panther Party (Boston: Little,

Brown and Company, 1993) and Dan Berger, “The Real Dragons: A Brief History of

Political Militancy and Incarceration, 1960s to 2000s,” Ler Freedom Ring: A Collection of

Documents from the Movements to Free U.S. Political Prisoners, ed. Martt Meyer. (Oakland:

PM Press and Kersplebedeb, 2008), 15-19.

7 For those looking to learn more about this history, a great place to start is the documen-
tary film COINTELPRO 101, directed by former political prisoner Claude Marks. It
provides a broad outline of the effects of government repression against U.S.-based move-
ments in the *60s and *70s. COINTELPRO 101. DVD. Directed by Claude Marks. (San
Francisco, CA: The Freedom Archives, 201 1).

8  Jericho Movement, “Prisoners,” Jericho website, http://www.thejerichomovement.com,
(accessed February 28, 2012).

8 The Minnehaha Free State was the work of a loose coalition of radical environmentalists,
neighborhood organizers, and Native American activists who joined together in the sum-
mer of 1998 to stop the reroute of Highway 55 through park land, Native sites of spiritual
and historic importance, and neighborhoods in South Minneapolis. To this end, for al-
most 16 months, they illegally occupied empty houses and park land in the middle of the
planned reroute. On December 20, 1998, over 800 police officers raided the Free State,
violently arresting over two dozen people. Another encampment was set up two days
later and lasted through the following December. Ultimately, the reroute went through.
See RNC Welcoming Committee, 7he Struggle Is Our Inheritance: A History of Radical

Minnesota (2007), 71-75. Available for download at: http://zinelibrary.info.

10 The annual ISAG conference, a meeting of academics and corporate representarives, was
mer with two days of rowdy, unpermitted protests leading to over 100 arrests, a violent
house raid, felony charges, and individual exclusion orders on released demonstrators.
Individual exclusion orders bar specific named individuals from attending certain events
or being in certain locations, where their presence would normally be a legal right pro-
tected by the U.S. Constitution. See RNC Welcoming Committee, Zhe Struggle Is Our

Inheritance, 82-83.

11 RNC Welcoming Committee, 7he Struggle Is Our Inberitance, 2.
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NOTES

1 In 1956, FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover launch
gram known as COINTELPRO. COINTE
left, from the Communist Party-

ed a domestic counterintelligence pro-
LPRO had a wide range of targets on the
USA, Martin Luther King, and the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference, to the Black Panther Party and the American Indian Movement.
The expressed goal of COINTELPRO was to destroy targeted organizations by increas-
ing divisiveness and causing intense interpersonal and political disagreements. The FBI
did this in subtle ways by provoking feuds between activists and organizations, and when
those tactics failed they resorted to force and coercion. The program targeted right-wing
organizations like the Ku Klux Klan, too, but the nature of the FBI's approach to these
groups was qualitatively different. See Ward Churchill and Jim Vander Wall, Agenss of
Repression: The FBIs Secret Wirs Against the Black Panther Party and the American Indian
Movement (Cambridge: South End Press, 2001) and Ward Churchill and Jim Vander
Wall, 7he COINTELPRO Papers: Documents from the FBI's Secret Wars Against Dissent in
the United States (Cambridgc: South End Press, 2001).
Fred Hampton was a leader of the Chicago Black Panthers. On December 4th, 1969,
he was murdered in his sleep by the Chicago Police Department. See Jeffrey Haas, The
Assassination of Fred Hampton: How the FBI and the Chicago Police Murdered a Black
Panther (Toronto: Lawrence Hill Books, 2009). .
For more information on the RNC 8 case, see Conspiracy to Riot in Fi “ﬂljmm[f i
Terrorism: The Collective Autobiography of the RNC 8, Leslie James Pickering, ed., (Ars=t
Media Group, 2011).
e thepphi]adelphia Police Department dropped a C-4 bomb ox: ;1 h:l::,::::
by the MOVE family, a Black liberation organization that advocated a “bac
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and that counterinsurgency tactics do not only target existing political
Skl haps the most devastating counterinsurgency efforts are those
B e erI:t movements from emerging in oppressed communities.
designCd to Pre:i-)is in part by enacting social, legal, and policing strategies
The state da(i(:ls and incarcerate poor people and people of color. Any analysis
that cnml-n lzt'; t does not include the 2.3 million people in prison in the
of repression ar the fact that black people are incarcerated at a rate more
Unit‘;‘ijl St;;;s;sothat of whites,?! will lead us to false conclusions about how
than veE

¢ repression. We can and must make our fight against overt repression
resist rep he realities of mass incarceration and the

unde

o .
tf' political movements tie back to t
(o)

of white supremacy. SR . i
lcgicyarceration rates began their dramatic increase in the late 1970s in
nc

the wake of massive radical social struggles, especi'fllly in b.lack, Latin:no and
Native communities. White supremacy plays a major role in upholding eic}—l
isting power structures, and efforts to fight white supremal?r are met. wi _
particularly harsh repercussions from the state. Some of t .1s repl:essu;n is
immediate and obvious—from 1968 to 1971, the FBI was either zclllrect y or
indirectly involved in as many as 40 murders of Black Panthers.?> And lfhe
American Indian Movement and its supporters were targcfcd even more in-
tensely, with the state playing a role in 69 murders on the Pine Ridge reserva-
tion alone between 1973 and 1976.?* But backlash against these movements
is also mobilized through racially coded policies like “the War on Drugs,
which was officially launched by Ronald Reagan in 1982 at a time when
drug use was actually decreasing, and which led to massive imprisonment
of people of color and, to a lesser extent, poor whites.?* The War on_ Drugs
itself increased the state’s capacity for counterinsurgency, particularly in poor
urban communities, as millions of dollars in federal funding was directed to-
wards militarizing local police departments.?® And the drug war was ju_st one
component of the conservative “law and order” policies that were specﬂ:ically
signed to create a conservative backlash against the civil rights and libera-
vements of the preceding decades, and to prevent such movements
erging in the future. : - . i
pansion of the prison industrial complex shapes the eonte&@mt :
perate and affects our ability to *ixnaginc—what.-leindr'_of 1 :
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Pennsylvania, and that successful decarceration effo
release of political prisoners buyr to many others ta

Of course, global and domestic counterinsur.
mensions since September 11, 2001. Globally, the U.S. has waged two long-
term and official wars of occupation, in Iraq and Afghanistan, while escalating
the practice of unofficial, imperialist warfare throughout much of the world,
including increased drone strikes and other military operations in Pakistan
and Yemen.?®
Though we do not believe that the post-9/11 era represents a fundamental
change in the character of repression employed by the American state, neither
do we want to downplay the sweeping and insidious nature of the domes-
tic mechanisms of repression enacted under the banner of a global “War on
Terror.” The past ten years have seen a massive wave of legislation on both the
federal and state levels aimed at criminalizing entire communities (na:nely,
Muslims, Arabs, and immigrants as a whole), as well as a shift towards codlfy—f
ing ractics that police agencies previously employed illegally.”’ Thf’“sar.“,is %
people, mostly Muslim men, have been imprisoned indeﬁnitel.)’ mn mllmrz
prisons abroad and in civilian prisons within the U.S., many without evel
nominal guarantee of due process. :
The post-9/11 era has also shaped the prison system—for examp le:,::;l;
the creation of “Communications Management Units” designed to ;;Us g
restrict communication with the outside world. People held in thcdcfrom any
permitted only one 15-minute phone call a week, and are ba.rre e i
physical contact during the few visits they are allowed. MuShn;fI I}’ i
of Middle Eastern descent) make up the vast majority Of the ? = af :
tion, though the units also house other inmates, inch.lc.h‘ﬂg f‘j‘ ‘Tnumbcr of
animal liberation prisoners. People are held in the facilities for

gencies have taken on new di-
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and ableism are not “side issues”; they exist both within and outside of our
movements, and we cannot successfully fight the state while ignoring these
realities. Indeed, what point v\-roul.d there be to toppling the state while leay-
ing its mechanisms of oppression in place?

The more time that women, people of color, and queer and trans people
must spend fighting for the space to be heard, respected and valued within
the movement, the less time and energy we have available for fighting the
state. Conversely, the more we find ways to struggle against systemic oppres-
sion, the more space is opened up for people to feel safe participating in the
struggle. A vision of safety for everyone is inextricably tied up with our vision
of liberation. In this context, safety does not mean that we will never experi-
ence trauma, but real “security culture” involves creating spaces where people
feel comfortable participating and bringing their full selves to the work. It is
essential that we work to build communities capable of supporting people
as they take calculated political risks. The more we sup?ort each other and
hold each other accountable, the better positioned we will be to channel 'our
creativity and energy into taking risks that, while they may leac! to repression,
can move us towards the goal of revolutionary change. Creating supportive
communities and safer spaces is not just an end in itself; it crea.tes a context
where we are able to fight for a world without oppression, even in the face of

heightened attacks from the state.

CONCLUSION

WE DON'T MEAN to suggest that honesty, cooperation., and a good }‘1istory les-
son are all that’s required to wage a successful revolution in the U.mted S.tates.
However, we do believe that without a commitment to these things, v;ctorzf)
will be impossible. And while we would have preferre;;i r{;o;1 to s;t)re‘r:m t::l X
years engaged in a time-consuming and costly legal b:t ¢ fig ;:,Zlg‘l i 12) 5
up charges against the RNC 8, the lessons we learne were i : ar.ld et
connections to other struggles are deeper, our analysis is stronger, shes
believe that the movements that we are a part of have grown as a res
these experiences. ' A

In thli)s chapter, we have proposed a proactive strategt)lr-l fo; ﬁ;::?;tuﬁ i)(ey
movements from counterinsurgency mct%lods. We see hi;oo Wi gur s
components of that strategy: understandmg. bothdour‘ o I'Yfalse ot L
rent context, valuing honesty across ideologies an rej:l sccirity L
and committing to noncooperation and to fostering re

ive, but we believe
community safety. This list is neither foolproof nor cx}-xausm::i,n N
that it can take us at least part of the way towards turning m

sion into opportunities for movement building.
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Layne: One of the things I got out of reflecting on my experiences organizin
against state repression is the need to develop proactive, visionary movemi»nrs :hagz
can not only withstand state intervention, but are also creating new ways of build-
ing organizations and communities. We started out trying to build mp})arzﬁ:r the
RNC 8 while they were Jacing protest-related legal charges, which was in many
ways a pretty narrow and specific goal. But through doing that work we made
connections with a lot of people who were approaching issues of state repression
Jrom a multitude of perspectives, [from fighting for national liberation to develop-
ing models of transformative justice and envisioning a world without prisons or
police. Each of these components has something extremely valuable to offer for
fighting counterinsurgency. The trick is to figure out how to combine these elements
into a comprehensive strategy that can not only withstand counterinsurgency tac-
tics, but can also move us forward towards creating genuinely insurgent, revolu-
tionary movements here in the United States. ,
1 think that ideas of transformative justice, of finding ways to ‘IL‘“_“I/I.V 4’i“
with harm outside of the criminal “justice” system, are crucial to this {f’mj;ﬁ,
Envisioning and enacting real alternatives to t/).e a{yyﬁmc'tiona./,. sz::l;jf’:;”_:wi
systems that people are subjected to under mpztalz?cm mnb give :;J Jf:\“h ey
we need—in particular the ability to communicate avout lnouemﬂm' ¥
create systems of accountability to each otber-;—that 7;:5’ Z{’)"; e:iﬁ infileration.
enough to withstand state repression and much more likely

3 5
and not just d mean

Fighting oppression should be primary in our work, e

i i ia. transphobia,
to avoiding repression. Racism, sexism, homophobia, transp
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supposed communication infractions, and alleged or actual affiliations with
foreign and domestic groups—on both the right and left—classified as “cer-
rorist organizations.”’

CMUs are one of the clearest examples of how various and often separate
targets of counterinsurgency—Arab Muslims, Black people, and radical ac-
tivists, for instance—are being subjected to similar counterinsurgency tactics.
Through building an understanding of the connections between different tar-

ts of counterinsurgency we can decrease exceptionalism in our movement
and illuminate potential coalitional organizing strategies. Recognizing these
intersections and the common enemy that has created them is critical for
building mass support for incarcerated people whether they are considered
political prisoners or not. In building revolutionary movements in the United
States, we must address the systemic nature of white supremacy, xeno- and
Islamophobia, and state repression, and use these intersections as a place to
create unconventional alliances and new fronts of struggle.

HONESTY ACROSS IDEOLOGIES

OFTEN, CONVERSATIONS ABOUT creating broad-based support for leftist causes
are infused with the belief that we have to compromise or hide the most radi-
cal elements of our political analysis and activities to avoid alienating “the
masses.” We reject this idea for two reasons: First, there is no homogenous
“mass” of people. We live in a diverse society, and no single message or fram-
ing will or should appeal to everyone. And second, we believe that we can
develop broad-based support through being as open and up-front about our
politics as possible. This support is necessary as counterinsurgency attempts
to isolate and marginalize radical voices and actions. Speaking as anarchists,
we know that many people disagree with us, our arguments, and our vi-
sions for the future. However, disagreement need not be avoided and, when
handled thoughtfully, is a critical component of political engagement and
development—on both sides. The harder gap to bridge is the one created by

reasons, such as involvement in prison organizing, drug convictions, various |
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rn against us and. Jrankly, this
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ll—for almost two years before had given fellow
activists time to get used to us and even develop an affinity with us. We werent the

scary anarchists of legend, descending on a good city from elsewhere, hell-bent -
wreaking havoc, and our work over those two years had at the very least earned us
the chance to tell our side of the story. : :
; job. At the time, I had
1 also benefited personally from this approach at my jo s
been working in a college cafeteria on and off for six years. While I di ’oﬁm‘.d
around my workplace trying to convert people, I was open ablout ,f{‘y,,‘fd[mu
beliefs and activities. When my mug shot flashed across the /oc/‘:z rze‘uzt by
publicly branded a terrovist, my coworkers and manageff—;lf’ 0 :‘l:/l)gme e
have bought the states narrative—had an honest relations lP. ‘::m jRgstons
terbalance the hype. I didn't lose my Job or suffer any "C’P‘-”“‘j’ am} sy mandger
harassment at work (as happened to at least one w-deﬁ”ddm;e;ult oy e
even held my position during the time I was unavailable as a
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I 1ths and months of meetings but refused to share in the col-
Sy moc; in any measurable way; Dugger was also confronted for hay-
sk e ei’)licitly sexist remarks but then not held to account for
ing made numTrOUS 54‘ And “CS Anna,” the FBI informant used to entrap
his failurff % C'm;:ffbavid, was emotionally abusive, and constantly crossed
and conchf E:cllcviolated consent by pushing Eric and his codefendants to
bounda.nelslimhly risky, illegal activity.> : »
engage 1n 1 re behaviors we should tolerate, whether someone is wor
Lo Ofthcs? 3 ement or not. And perhaps if we took these issues more
ing with g offcthese informants wouldn’t have been able to establis'h a
Seri:)husll()i” is:rr[;edi(c)al organizing circles in the first place, while others might
footho!
e becl.l i ol;;ert:)) Iclz;(:almine the challenges that substance abuse and
e nmmunity safety. A striking example of this is tl:xc story
Sl S C: former member of the ELF whose transformation into
ol Ferguson’t informant was the turning point in Operatio? Backfire.
a paid governg'lcn heroin addiction was no secret amongst folks in Eugene,
o ulzg lived. But he kept the depth of his substance abfxse prob-
o - f the. people he was working with on ELF actions, and
e oare apparently declined to intervene. Hence, he was able
s V_V}fo - alri, hly risky, clandestine activity, and the people he worked
o e fi icc{om in his hands. Several years later, when an u.nlucky
o the“i) : ught him into contact with law enforcement, his drug
Chair.l .0f event:h = ag oint of leverage and his intimate knowledge of ELlF
aCtinthS 7 h?ntickit out.’® At numerous points along the way, .thf: people
e ade poor decisions by failing to treat his addiction seri-
ey Fergusondmthe rlc)sult has been a devastating process of prosecution,
ou.sly .enough(i = risonment. How best to deal with these issues is an opt;n
smc:chmg’ ;:at;:ln Ic)luf:stion, but the pattern of ignoring OC)Imm.lm:zlaragof:
S s em ins
sacnmiousncfs of addiction, or isolating it as a personal pro

REAL COMMUNITY SAFETY

Tk to
. e don't just need
: i on the idea that w S
ENT, we need to build up ; ommunity satety
f!:c; :::v:oh;s Ol’lt We need to create modcl‘s:h of gen}‘:;n;ocsturing or the pu-
; x .
I 't replicate either the ma e
and accountability that don’t rep : rturn. We must a
nitive discipline Zf the system we are trying to ove

; : d estab-
3 jon and inequality, an
onfict: bat systemic oppressio S NI oAt velnten ersonal
o e i Negaiivsin peE
1 to care for each other in hat need to be de

i ems t
oppressive behaviors are serious probl



were getting close to—didn; B e el maz ey

Pieced together with the ;

Picture that cleay]
After the RNC ),

aware of one par

Communication. It came out that the FF

ticularly Zlaring example of the dangerg A becgyy,

S : BT i
the vouc‘/?zng process that the re

the issue, Sfiguring that the Jolks handling vouches wouly resolve
the registrars let his Jailure to complete the process on their end s
Segured his subcommittee wouldn’s have let him in

two groups never talked to each other abour this,
everyone else, he was admitted to the session in viola
had agreed on. He was the only local informant present, as the protocol had suc.
cessfully weeded out the others, and he secretly recorded the entire meeting, addin
Jodder to the prosecutions case against us down the line.
1ts doubiful thar we would ever have found definitive evidence against most
of the infiltrators in the Welcoming Committee, but there was enough out there
to justify a decision not to work with any of them. I believe we would have gor-
ten to the point where we felt comfortable making a group decision to kick them

out well before the RNC, and before much of the damage was done, if we had

Z d‘/’f)ppg,j
15 and, in turn,

lide because they
if he weren’t vouched for. The
though, and unbeknownst 1,
tion of the security protocol e

oS

prioritized the work of building internal trust and respect and, essentially, of

caring for each other.

It is significant that many informants who have been. “outed” in t::ul;i:;;
eral years have had reputations for highly problematic and CvEnTcxas—bﬂSCd
haviors. The most notorious of these cases is BrandOfl Dgrby, t ivi;)lenl‘ o
FBI informant mentioned above, who had a reputation .for b;llr:;;’ e ¢
triarchal, egotistical, dishonest, and aggressivel,y dnsruptll\;e.Ground g
abuse of power in post-Katrina New Orleans C?n;lnlzr g While
drove a lot of people, particularly women, out OthiinggthCSC raits, ocher
Darby is perhaps an archetypal inlf(?rmant mbex ltill i

recent informants have displayed a dlfferent—_ uth s ngcoming Co
behaviors. Andrew Darst, the FBI informant' mlt tieve and dishonest:
was extremely unreliable, emotionally manipulative,

5>
- irree infiltrat®
Dugger and Marilyn Hedstrom, both also Welcoming Comm!
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REJECTING FALSE DIVISIONS, CREATING GENUINE
SOLIDARITY

OnE oF THE ways that the state suppresses movements is through exploiting
existing divisions, and creating false ones, \;vithin potentially insurgent com-
munities. Counterinsurgency employs the “good protester/bad protester” di-
chotomy as a way of manipulating people—both those who are politically
engagedx and those who aren’t. In this f‘nodel, the ”statc pits activists .against
cach other, granting some of them (the “good ones .) a measure of legltirzxacy
but pinning it to their willingness to help und.ermm.e th-e work of the : bad
ones.” The idea is that maintaining a cozy r‘ela.tlonshnp w1tl:1 thc. state wxll. be
an incentive for certain activists to dclcgmmlﬁze others, d'xve.rtmg attention
from the oppressive nature of the system while acco.mphshmg. the goal.of
isolating and destabilizing radical movements. The dichotomy is o.ft.en .ned
to tactical differences, exemplified in media coverage of m‘a‘lss moblhzatloni
where cops, city officials and reporters talk about h<')w the “good protesters
who will be marching peacefully are in danger of being overshadowed by the
“bad protestcrs” who will vandalize things. : .

Whereas in previous decades protests were often either repressed or simp z
ignored, the post-911 era has seen the eme'rgence of a“ more .SOPhlstlcaFe
model of protest policing. This model, sometimes calle.d strategic incapacita-
tion,” is designed to neutralize specific protesters while m:cuntammg.a:l ap-
pearance of the freedom of speech and assembly. According to sociologist
Patrick Gillham, strategic incapacitation

is characterized by the goals of “securitizing s'ocietyj’ and isolating
or neutralizing the sources of potentially dlsruptl.ve protest ac}—1
tions or events. These goals are primarily. accolelshed ':hrougto
(1) the use of surveillance and information shanr.xg as a wa);n s
assess and monitor risks, (2) the use of pre-.empuv.e arrests i
less lethal weapons to selectively disrupt or mcapa'lc;;;a:iz [;:o =
ers that engage in disruptive prot.est tactics or rrlug e co;“a:m
(3) the extensive control of space in order to 12)1 e;;e

disruptive protesters whether actual or potential.

: if the people
From a policing perspective, this model is most s‘rﬁcce;slf:;ltla:;;hvﬂffy tf;l :
who have been identified as the “good protesters: Wi -V(:elligence on more
other protesters in the media and provide .the. POhCSdler; can also create rifts
radical protest activity. The strategic incapacitation rrl: cogether effectively de-
in coalitions of protesters who otherwise mighv:work tog
spite different tactical or ideological aPPmaChes'h e to inoculate our move-
_ To avoid playing into the state’s hands, we hav solidarity is more
i 'tll;:}l’;cl?ef that what we have to gain through '
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valuable than what we might gain through divisivenes. -
% < -11€8ss,
that we can, or should, avoid meaningful conflict, by :h
more deeply about the causes of that conflict and the mo ¥
ods of dealing with it. =

Ihls d0e8n>t it

t w €an
€ have t0 thip,

Cnnstructive Meth

Luce: One of the most enduring legacies of anti-RNC organinipe :
the “St. Paul Principles.” In our conversations with [mfrc/:z‘z e
part of organizing for past mass mobilizations, we heg o
and over again: the nonviolence pledge. That is, it was 1ot unco
players in a given mobilization to require a pledge ofnonm’o[en:mnnf"r Major
tion to formal involvement in the protest organizing. This pled, eij af i
some extent, by design) becomes a wedge driven between groups 57 " [t::‘y (and 1,
wise have worked well together.>® 2t other.
Many of us in the Welcoming Committee felt that it was important to gy s
any sort of nonviolence pledge for two reasons. One was a marser of Prin@ozya
though we saw no strategic value in violent protest at the RNC, there wzpze:
overwhelming rejection of pacifist ideology within the group and a belief ;/Z
nonviolence pledges do more harm than good for radical organizing. The other
reason was merely practical: we wanted to avoid being backed into a corner whers
a refusal to sign any sort of pledge cut us out of general anti-RNC organizing,
or where the adoption of such an agreement turned off some of the anarchists we
intended to make space for at the protests. So we decided to preempt the whole
situation by approaching the other major organizers and proposing a different st
of protest agreements—one that foregrounded solidarity and noncooperation with
the state.

arl we call
ad bey, 4

rd one iss
Ue Come
“P ey

i
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u couldn’t vouch for, would have mitigated the damage done by some of
these informants. But we believe that our movements need to be operating
with 2 much broader conception of what kee.ps us safe and secure. Healthier
group dynamics not only allow us to.fun‘ctlon better collectively, but also
make it easier to spot those who are being intentionally disruptive.

While going through the recordings made by the informants in the RNC
8 case, it became clear that the comments that would be most damaging
when played in court were not ones having to do with thc actual protest plan-
ning. Instead, what seemed most usF:lel for tbe prosecution were the multiple
examples of macho posturing in which organizers were discussing actions that
they clearly had no intention of, or capacity for, carrying out. Had the group
actively discouraged this kind of talk, rather than tolerating or encouraging
it, the state would have been stripped of the empty, inflammatory sound bites
that constituted the backbone of their case.

Luce: The Welcoming Committees internal operation was highly dysfunctional,
characterized by things like monopolies on information, grossly uneven workloads,
and fraught interpersonal power dynamics. This situation made us especially vul-
nerable to infiltration and ill-equipped to deal with it. Most of the informants
didn’t fit in to the group socially or culturally, but rather than being domineering
and provocative, they tended to sit on the sidelines, listening and asking questions
and hiding bebind the explanation that they were “inexperienced.” In this way,
they played on people’s sympathies, and thus werent beld accountable for behaviors
that really weren't okay, such as making incredibly sexist comments or refusing to
contribute to the group’s work.

The FBI informant preyed on younger and less experienced people who felt that

their work and opinions were not valued within the larger group. In big meetings,

he was quiet and unassuming, while also at times being quite inquisitive. This
made some people feel like he genuinely cared about what they thought and did.

FBI recordings showed that as he gained those people’s trust, he started to push
conversations in dangerous directions, subtly needling and prodding people into
posturing about criminal activity well beyond the scope of the organizing they
were actually engaged in.

As the RNC unfolded and we realized who the informants were, it became
clear that they were all people who had raised alarms for many of us over the
course of their involvement and who, with a better internal process, we ‘
have been able to kick out early on. Those of us who were particularly 5’“?""’0."’
had taken steps to limit our contact with some of these individuals, protecting
ourselves individually but failing ro protect the group. And as the eight defendants
pored over audio and video surveillance obtained through legal discm t’f‘"‘
suspicions were validated as it was apparent that the FBI informant in particu-

behaved in ways that were unacceptable. Those who were closer to the

The St. Paul Principles went as follows:

1. Owur solidarity will be based on respect for a diversity of tactics and the
plans of other groups.

2. The actions and tactics used will be organized to maintain a separaiion
of time or space.
A ; - 3 din
3. Any debates or criticisms will stay internal to the movement aveiang
any public or media denunciations of fellow activists and event.

surveillance, infiliré-

4.  We oppose any state repression of dissent, includin
pp Ly state rep f & + law er{ﬁ"""""ml

tion, disruption and violence. We agree not 1o asn
actions against activists and others.

bi
% ;
When we conceived of the St. Paul Principles, we expect A with e big
tle, in particular because our blockading plans rough
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Communities that
Green Scare cases

c. The Mminority of
People who had
o had rer

emaj
ained strong
are committed to non
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any radical movement that would hold t

were facing multiple life sentences for act
that was no longer present in their daily
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lnformlng on each other.48
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lives. In thijs
t enough to
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Supportive and

: ire of the moye.
ge over time. We must build accountability wich

choices to protect our movements in the face of

ounter to the ways that we have been socialized
to conceive of our self-interest. When the movement is weak, it can be dif.

ficulr for people to realize that the decisions we make 4o have an impact on
our collective future. Therefore, it is essential that we create relationships that
are both supportive of personal and political growth and are able to deepen,
grow, and maintain accountability over the long-term. There is no foolproof
way to insulate ourselves from future risk, bur we can give ourselves an ad-
vantage through thoughtful, constant nurturing of strong relationships and
healthy communities.

challenging, especially as people
ment itself develop and chan
each other, because making
serious consequences runs c

REAL SECURITY CULTURE

id i ercover cops
We Nnow kNow there were two paid informants and two und w4
who had infilcrated the Welcoming Committee, as well asl an a:etd e
(=]
Texas who had already been flipped by the FBI but was only c;urmants o
his role in an RNC-related case.*” There were also numerous info T
i ra
in the Green Scare cases. Some of them had been ;)()peratmg ]:;st e
ities for years and were flipped by the Feds,” but at e e
B o inning.>! Adhering to traditional security
paid infiltrator from the beginning. g

al activity
guidelines, such as never indulging in

discussions about paSt. lllege i S
i ivity with p
i ing in clandestine activity th
for nostalgia’s sake or never engaging in clan

tentional strides towards opening ourselves up to these new—and
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anti-war march on the first day of the convention. To our surprise, several of the 41
major groups organizing the march were enthusiastic about the idea. The St. Paul !

2 Principles were integrated into the endorsement of the big march, which had the

fect of bringing on board some of the groups who would otherwise have been
most inclined to impose and enforce a nonviolence pledge.

Beyond being divided over tactics,.radical movements are of}:en deeply' d-f'
vided by ideological differences. Without minimizing these differences, it is
important to struggle to find common ground. When we become too c.log-
matic or only seek out alliances within our own political milieu, we fail to
learn from the experiences of other movements. We also deny ourselves the
chance to create a broad and diverse base of support for our own struggles.

Luce: Prior to the RNC, I identified a strategic value for the anarch-ist mov,ement
here in fostering better relationships with non-anarchist groups. But it wasn't un'tzl
1 had the privilege of watching the fruits of that labor, both at the protests during
the RNC and in the community response to legal fallout a:ﬁerwardf, .tbat 1 truly
felt the necessity of such cross-movement solidarity. There is a .buge dzﬂ‘ere_nce be-
tween having an intellectual commitment to bridging ideolo-gzcal and social gaps
in our movements, and holding a genuine sense of solidarity. Most organizing
groups had agreed to the St. Paul Principles before the R]VC', bftt the agreement
was often rife with mutual wariness. After the convention, this uneasiness afz:—‘
sipated, and in its place, a sense of collective struggle started to emerge. Szgn.n;g
on to the principles had seeded the idea of this collective sﬁu&gk, and as the ezi t
of us and the Welcoming Committee as a whole were --attacked by the state, other
“Signatories” felt that they were under attack by extension. Szfp?ort for our dqf;mend
was far more diverse than support for our previous organizing hfd »beq:. ,
though the St. Paul Principles were specific to the RIVC protests in letter; :Ze:
today people invoke them explicitly in discussions of ongomg-commuml:y work ir
the Twin Cities, and model new protest agreements after them across the country.

Genuine cross-movement solidarity is especially powerful msofaras itsgt?wih :
nurtures and sustains new work in unpredictable ways. While ma:xfmmgsa
critical approach to political and tactical differences, we should alsoj n

‘work has to tak&placehavhon the
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0 Tl ; S
groups engaging in proactive political work. Our insiste
rce

w;z: o.ccasiomzlly a point of frustration for some within the J, 7 USIng this myy L
felt like they had signed up to support the RNC 8 and z’mtc e

the; ft’;se committee,
responsibility of supporting a whole movement. But in t/:d » 8Ot stuck 1y, tho
defense committee voiced an appreciation of the collectir/: end, membey, of thi
boundaries of our support; it made the often mundane wn:jZom Wl
courtwatching more meaningful, and provided ways for peo lOffunfirai:ing and
political priovities to the table. The practice ofcontinual@pu/;’;i 0 bring theiy owy
anchored our case to a bigger analysis of repression lent our su g a narrative gh,,

a feeling of the mutual aid that is sometimes lacking in legal Z:f’;: work more of

A striking example of this, in my mind, came about in the fall ,,;ch(')'g’azgm,
Feldman and Scott DeMuth, two people many of us were friends with . Carrie
had been involved in anti-RINC work among other things, were mbpo'e“nd who
grand jury in southern lowa relating to an ongoing investigation ofa:a;d~m g
Liberation Front action that had occurred several years prior. Scott and ;l" ;ma_l
were initially positioned to receive relatively little support, since the cg;;c::le
seemingly out of nowhere, and animal rights activity receives a chilly recepn'o:z
in many parts of the left. But despite their case having only a circumstantial con-
nection to the RNC, we piggybacked support for the two of them onto RNC §
infrastructure, hoping that the gooduwill afforded us would be extended to them.
Our supporters as a whole were remarkably open to this, and it greatly expanded
the scope of solidarity for Scott and Carrie as their case progressed.*

In September of 2010, as Scott’s case was nearing resolution and our own
trial date approached, I had a moment of thinking that this local spell of overt
repression was finally drawing to a close. Then, on September 24th, I woke up
10 the news that the FBI was raiding several houses around the metro area. The
situation that bas unfolded in the time since is this: Two dozen activists, most of
them in Minneapolis and Chicago, were subpoenaed to a federal grand jury in-
vestigating alleged “material support for terrorism.™ Based on search warrant af
fidavits, it appears that the targets of the investigation bave been chosen because of
their international solidarity work, especially in support of Palestinian liberation.
For some of them, an additional and overlapping component of the investigation
seems to be their membership in the Freedom Road Socialist Organizatiorz:“’
have refused to cooperate with the grand jury. A

Many of these new targets bhad been active supporters of the RNC 8 as our ;‘-ue
progre:sed. Over the course of our own support campaign, we had started 'coo !:'g
a free meal for supporters once a month as a gesture of aPP’e‘i"ﬁO"fb i w:;”;)
The meals provided a monthly space for those dealing with the RNC aft errrdulm”"
gather unencumbered by the obligations of fundraisers, speaking events an

ings, and the sense of community fostered at these dinners was bugely

s ed |
unfolding political case, some of the RNC 8 and. the folks who wer involV

B

peneficial
eir OWN

1o all of us, emotionally and psychologically. As our friends dealt with th R
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arvest in 1985, when she was being kept in isolation, unsure of what would ha
on to her or ber comrades. Whitehorn responded that she had sung songs from /1]’ ,
childhood to pass the time and help calm her nerves. This story left a %astin irf:
pression o7 me because it served as a reminder that we all have internal res‘ogt;rces
that we can use 10 make it through extremely stressful situations, but we need to
be open 10 the fact that these resources may not come in the forms that we expect.

Fostering fear is a key part of the psychological dimension of counterinsur-
gency strategy- When people cooperate with police investigations, it is often
because they are afraid of the consequences and don’t truly believe that the
movement will give them the support they need. Of course, people are re-
sponsible for their own actions, and the movement cannot afford to support
those who decide to collaborate. But when so many people in the last decade
have felt compelled to snitch, it must be because we as a movement are doing
something wrong. We need to create more opportunities to talk about the
Psychological effects of state repression, and how we can successfully coun-
teract them. Finding ways to support people who are in scary situations and
also teach ourselves how to handle our fear is absolutely essential in building
movements that can effectively and strategically respond to our current con-
ditions. Learning to cope with fear does not mean simply showing bravado in
the face of repression. Instead we must learn to create spaces that allow us to
be vulnerable with each other and be honest about our weaknesses and appre-
hensions. Building this kind of support helps keep us true to our beliefs and
vision even in the face of extreme consequences. It is not enough to believe in
our cause; we must also learn to believe in each other.

The development of trust and support should be strong enough to stand
the test of time. The Green Scare cases make the necessity of building long-
lasting relationships within our movements very clear. In Operation Backfire,
the authorities were able to flip a single person and send him around the
country wearing a wire, to find his former comrades and get them to talk
abour the actions they had done together. Eventually, more than two-thirds
of the Backfire defendants turned informant, which has created a snowball ef-
fect: the informants offered the state new leads in investigations that had gone
cold years ago, meaning more and more people have been prosecuted and,

in turn, many of them have snitched, producing even newer leads and cases.

dne of the factors in the state’s success was the passage of several y@rs‘he—_
F actions and the arrests. There are two implications: First, it
ple had grown complacent, believing that they were in the clear;
i guard, they were vulnerable. The state’s ‘5}1@@@5& trategy
'-;a\*! E i e :

=
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Sarah: Because many Younger activists and organizers in Philadelphia were 1y
experiencing direct state repression, there was a lack

of consciousness about the
possibility of state action against us. Wanting to use this moment of relative calp

to help people prepare Jor the possibility of future repression, the Wild Poppies
Collective put together a workshop designed to both teach about the legal aspects
of grand jury resistance and also talk abour the psychological aspects of dealing
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defense committee were looking for meaningful ways to provide support and
ded 1o start organizing a similar monthly meal for them. I think this sort of
ivity would have been unlikely prior to the RNC, but the work weve all en-
d in together has built a feeling of solidarity strong enough to nurture new,
_movement bonds. : ;
One of the subpoenaed activists once said to me, We’rf’ standing on your shoul-
M > While we can't reasonably take any credit for their noncoaperatz.ng stance,
W tatement illustrates the extent to which RNC 8 support work injected new
i jon to state repression in the Twin Cities and established a set of expectations
az:":x;:ow to deal with it. The work that went into both our case and Scott and
e % cases had become a local reference point for principled resistance to state
Cdtf::i on by the time these subpoenas were issued, providing both inspiration and
concrete models for possible radical responses.

Layn iti 2 in Philadelphia
ayne: ther positive outcome from doing RNC 8 support in I :

;;lzz;lo;rm]:’nt of a lasting relationship between the Wild Poppies C'ollec;we
1(";’1)0 and local Puerto Rican Independence activists. One of the V'VPC xem er;
had a previous relationship with the National Boricua glumaz Rég/:; : Z%,

v long-time independence activist to spea on the Conspiri

aC';Jd m””:‘:; Fblfowing the panel, we became involved in the campaign to ﬁtt
Ca:Zf?AIl’berto Torres and Oscar Lépez Rivera, the two longest held Puerto Rican

with counterinsurgency.

7 ; ; U.S. e -
pohacqlpﬂSO”fz % tbeabout this bistory, it quickly became clear that there was a
For the grand jury portion of the workshop we brought in a radical lawyer, As we learne nl;on’ e iR

Soffiyah Elijah, who has represented political prisoners since the early 1980: and lot 10 learn from the z'z-d?mit/, - 5m:aﬂndu”bec¢u;e il ik g‘ o

who was able to speak to participants about the specific ways that grand juries milimrmicollqbomﬂl?ﬂ.w ditbe ma]omy Sibirpobiialgeione Eain m

are used to gather information about movements.> She outlined some of the most ments that has succe.\‘.y‘l'l ly free = tbe B ki o er political

effective strategies for resisting grand Juries and dealing with the judicz’a{ system. 10 support these ongoing ;t;:;a; ”; : micandhbsteddi: LS bJ(mE e i |

Two former political prisoners, Laura Whitehorn*® and Ricardo jzmen.ez, 7 helped prisoners Mg/:e Puerto R e A2 e ate poli cal circles,

Jacilitate the workshop and also led us in a discussion about the emotional aspects in Puerto Rico. ik d"u_l A

3 ialism as a present-
of dealing with imprisonment. We. wanted to open up space for peopietzioi‘a;z . who were not prev (5 g 2
openly about fear, instead of just falling back on bravado or ego tz;e deﬁdl ) ad we b king abou ‘@ more
scary situations. Bravado may look good in the streets, but can q[z;;c Z,m i
once activists are facing interrogations or long prison sentences. dow s ;/)rougf)
z t where we can sustain each other emotionally
ing structures of suppor. dation for noncooperation over
difficult situations creates a much stronger foundatio
long term. : ' s
e uf//a;g'te/yorn and Jiménez spoke not only about the ‘a’etaz[c qf th:;; Z‘;’Z ey
of how they were able to cope emotionally with t/aej mtezse; ;zize ey ¢ pal-
themselves in after being arrested. By openl?' tz.zlkm.g a .oon e older activish
lenges they faced during their arrests and their time zr: {,’:;Sab:) i
opened up space for workshop participants to ask quests e ownger aciiish 5‘
Jears head on. During the question and answer session, el ifier her
Whitehorn how she had kept herself together efnonon ly



we continue to fight for his release. !
On our last night in Puerto Rico we were eating dinner with twe independe

tistas who had worked ' for decades Sfor the freedom of the political prisoners. As :,
were celebmtz'ng Carlos’ release, and talking about the upcoming RNC 8 tr1.'a1 on:
of them said to Luce, Uf you go to prison, well be there in Minnesota to ce[e,bm[e
when you get out.” This was the bind of cross-movement, inter-generational soli-
darity we had set out to build when we started working on the RNC 8 case. and
it came about because we sought out the chance to work in solidarity with people
across ideological and cultural divides.

CREATING THE CONTEXT FOR NONCOOPERATION

To succEsSFULLY REsIST counterinsurgency we need to develop a context that
both demands and supports noncooperation with the state. At its most basic,
noncooperation means refusing to give any information on movement activi-
ties to law enforcement, or to aid in their investigation and targeting of po-
litical movements. There are a few components that are necessary to.actwcly
support and build a culture of noncooperation. The first is education. Wf
need to teach each other why noncooperation is so important, and what .l:
looks like in practice. The second is figuring out how to support each ot[f:ifn ;
we experience fear. And the third is developing relationships and move
that can be sustained over the long haul. : o
There are numerous ways that people choose to engage in noncocl:izonﬁng
ranging from declining to answer questions in police interviews t0

on,

laboration and how to respond when the state shows up at your door can h
foster a movement that is able to withstand this kind of interve =
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fugitives to avoid criminal prosecution. The principle of noncooperation with
Jaw enforcement is crucial to maintaining political integrity. It has proven
to be an extremely effective method of limiting the damage done by, and
‘even incapacitating, investigations aimed at weakening radical movements.
i particulafs the principle of noncooperation and its effectiveness has shone
in the history of resistance to grand juries. Examples of grand jury resistance
abound, including in the Black liberation movement, earth and animal lib-
eration movements, and anti-war and international solidarity movements,
& to name a fCW."z
The Puerto Rican Independence Movement has an especially strong tradi-
tion of grand jury resistance. Puerto Rican activists and their supporters have
faced numerous rounds of grand jury subpoenas, beginning in the 1930s,
and reoccurring during high moments of struggle in the 1950s, 1970s, and
1980s, and most recently in 2007.4 Generations of independence activists
and their supporters have refused to cooperate with grand juries, even when
they are jailed for contempt of court. This has limited the amount of in-
formation that the state has been able to gather about movement activities.
And when faced with the realization that the threat of imprisonment was not
enough to gain compliance, the government at times has even been forced to
withdraw grand jury subpoenas.* ' = 1 :
However, developing this kind of consistent noncooperation takes some se-
rious work on our part. We can’t just assume that people in our movements
already know that they shouldn’t talk to the FBI or testify before a grand jury, :
even if they recognize the state as an enemy. Sometimes people cooperate with
law enforcement or talk to the cops because they believe they have “nothing to
hide” or because they think they can “outsmart” them by only giving informa-
tion that is assumed to be widely known or publicly available. But while we
cant always know exactly what information the state has or how it will be used,
we do know that data collection is a first and vital step in counterins
efforts. Providing information to activists about the principles behind non-col-

of: yaquwp’eoplewﬁékbgcdme involved in ar
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