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T
his pam

phlet published on Coast Salish Territories, 
Vancouver 2011

Conversation first published in M
odesto A

narcho 4 (July 2007):
http://

m
odestoanarcho.org

Other texts by A
 M

urder of Crow
s :

http://
w

w
w

.reocities.com
/

am
urderofcrow

s1

D
S

: L
astly, I w

ant to say that our project w
ith A

 M
urder 

of C
row

s is not one of convincing anybody of anything 
or w

anting anyone to becom
e our follow

ers. W
e w

ant 
people to think on their ow

n, to use their critical faculties 
in understanding and analyzing the w

orld around them
. 

T
he articles w

e present in the m
agazine are a com

m
u-

nication of analyses w
e find useful. T

here’s no finality 
to w

hat w
e say. W

e’re open to a contention of ideas and 
practices that subvert this society. W

e w
ant to find oth-

ers w
ho are interested in the developm

ent of this project, 
regardless of any labels.

K
K

 + D
S

: B
uck up and let’s fuckin’ roll

V
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O
ne of our biggest concerns is alienation. “T

he sub-
version of daily life” is not just a slogan for us. C

ur-
rent social relations are m

ired in the em
ptiness of selling, 

buying, ex
change, and the identities and divisions that 

result. T
he so-called counter-cultures that m

any of us 
find ourselves passing through w

ill alw
ays rem

ain m
ar-

kets from
 w

hich capital can harvest. S
o w

e have no use 
for subcultures and their spectacular fashions, codified 
behaviors, and esoteric know

ledge of various com
m

odi-
ties. W

e w
ant to relate outside of all this fucking m

ar-
keting and consum

ption.

W
e w

ant to challenge each other and ourselves w
ith 

w
illful determ

ination. O
ur freedom

 rests on our ability 
to rediscover our pow

er instead of becom
ing continually 

crippled by our lack of it.

K
K

: E
very m

odel that ex
ists today has failed and w

e 
shouldn’t w

aste any m
ore tim

e. W
e need to com

plete-
ly abandon the stagnant form

ulas that dom
inate our 

ideas about how
 w

e should go about fighting back in 
this w

orld. W
e have lim

itless opportunities to develop 
our projects ex

actly the w
ay w

e w
ant to, w

ith others 
w

ho share our perspectives and goals. W
e should attack 

dom
ination w

hile ensuring that w
e can sustain social 

w
ar in the long term

.
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A
narch

y, A
ctivism

 and Insurrection:
A

 C
onversation w

ith A
 M

urder O
f C

row
s

I
n
t
r
o
d
u
c
t
Io
n:

A
 M

urder of C
row

s w
as an anarchist m

agazine pub-
lished in Seattle in 2006 and 2007. T

he m
agazine w

as 
focused on critically analyzing the institutions of so-
cial dom

ination and exploitation. T
he editors view

ed 
the struggle against these institutions as hem

m
ed in 

by people w
ho w

ould prefer to see things stay as they 
are and despite all odds they articulate a desire and 
w

illingnes to fight against the im
m

iseration that sur-
rounds us. T

hier goal w
as to encourage greater criti-

cal thought concerning m
ethods and strategies of so-

cial struggle. 
In the follow

ing text “K
K

” and “D
S” are inter-

view
ed by M

odesto A
narcho (M

A
), an anarchist pub-

lication and crew
 out of M

odesto, C
A

 that continues 
to fight for a classless and stateless hum

anity.

W
e’re interested in social w

ar 
and autonom

y w
ith anyone 

w
ho shares that sam

e aim
, anar-

chist, insurrectionary, or neither. 
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M
A

: H
ow

 is insurrectionary anarchism
 as a practical ten-

dency of action different from
 approaches to social change 

that involve form
al organizations? W

hat’s the difference 
betw

een form
al and inform

al organization?

D
S

: F
irst off, K

ellen w
ould agree w

ith m
e that this la-

bel “insurrectionary anarchist,” like all labels, is lim
iting. 

W
e take w

hat w
e w

ant from
 a bunch of radical ideas 

and tendencies w
hile rejecting any aspects of them

 that 
w

e don’t find useful or w
orthw

hile. S
o w

e w
ant to reject 

becom
ing m

essiahs of any category, label, or ideological 
division. W

e’re interested in social w
ar and autonom

y 
w

ith anyone w
ho shares that sam

e aim
, anarchist, in-

surrectionary, or neither. T
here’s the saying that in the 

superm
arket of ideas you should take w

hat you find rel-
evant and discard the rest. T

his should be done w
ithout 

buying into the com
plete package of an ideology. S

teal 
w

hat you need and burn the rest.

H
ow

ever, insurrectionary anarchism
, w

hich is just one 
anarchist m

ethodology, m
akes the m

ost sense to us as a 
tactic and a strategy in opposing the social order. W

e 
em

brace insurrection as a dynam
ic and uncom

prom
is-

ing attack against everything that m
akes us not free. It 

appeals to us because it poses itself against the failures of 
cooperation w

ith the state, the L
eft, pacifism

, reform
ism

, 
fetishizing arm

ed struggle, and so on that are prevalent 4

volt from
 all over the w

orld. W
hile this m

ay seem
 like 

sham
eless self-prom

otion, it’s not. B
ut seriously, every-

one should buy 10 of our m
agazines each.

M
A

: W
hat are som

e things that you w
ould suggest young 

people do if they are interested in doing som
e projects that 

w
ould be organized along the lines of insurrectionary an-

archist prax
is?

D
S

: Insurrection w
ill be m

ade by all ages, not just the 
young. W

e’d suggest that people develop a stronger the-
oretical basis for a revolutionary practice. A

 lot of anar-
chist projects in the U

S
 are tedious, form

ulaic, and lack 
a dynam

ism
 that is vital to ex

perim
entation and grow

th. 
O

ur risks as anarchists are not confined m
erely to the 

kidnapping and im
prisonm

ents by the state’s repressive 
apparatus. W

e need to risk acting and relating in w
ays 

that are both critical and ex
perim

ental. T
here is a lack 

of energy am
ongst us because w

e fear thinking outside 
of the box

es presented to us for so long by the anarchist 
m

ilieu, w
hich is often stuck in the trappings of activism

, 
L

eftism
, capitalist social identities, and subcultural ghet-

tos. W
e’ve got to fight this inertness if w

e are to m
ake 

ourselves a real and form
idable threat or relegate our-

selves to being another sym
bolic opposition easily sw

ept 
into the dustbin of history.
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dens, squatting buildings, squatting in the w
oods, etc. 

S
om

e of these w
ere ex

tensions of specific insurrection-
ary projects, w

hile others w
ere part of people’s practical 

rejection of rent and private property.

D
S

: W
e’re interested in ex

perim
entation w

ith autono-
m

ous space and w
hat kind of possibilities it can open up 

for us. In fact, it w
ill be absolutely necessary to acquire, 

reclaim
, or occupy space that w

e can use for things for 
recreating our lives, for learning new

 w
ays of interact-

ing that aren’t based on all this alienating shit, all the 
buying and selling and internet “socializing.” W

e’re so 
disconnected from

 the ecosystem
s w

e live in. W
e don’t 

even have any kind of direct relationship w
ith w

hat m
ost 

people call “nature.” S
o autonom

ous space could give 
us the physical territory to start learning how

 to grow
 

food and survive w
ithout destroying other people and 

our ecological surroundings.

M
A

: W
hat are som

e com
m

unities, m
ovem

ents, projects, 
and places around the w

orld that you w
ould contend are 

show
ing insurrectionary anarchist tactics and ideas in 

practice (although m
aybe w

ithout that label).

D
S

: W
e’re not going to say w

hat’s already been better 
w

ritten. T
he best reference w

ould be to check out our 
m

agazine for several ex
am

ples of insurrection and re-24

thoughout history.

K
K

: I think affinity is the best basis for organizing our-
selves. A

ffinity is generally m
isunderstood because the 

term
 w

as used a lot in the anti-globalization m
ovem

ent 
in reference to organizing for various sum

m
it protests. 

T
o these people affinity w

as synonym
ous w

ith people 
you sim

ply know
 or w

ho you are friends w
ith, w

hich 
com

pletely em
pties the w

ord of any m
eaning. A

ffinity 
is deep reciprocal know

ledge of people’s ideas, perspec-
tives, personal relations, how

 they w
ork, and so on.

It’s a w
ay of directly relating to each other that in-

volves delving into our sim
ilarities and differences in 

term
s of w

hat w
e think constitutes the present social 

order and how
 to go about com

bating it. P
eople try to 

develop affinity w
ith one another w

ith the perspective of 
building a foundation for action. T

he face-to-face inter-
actions, in the form

s of debate, discussion, planning, etc. 
provide us a strong base that goes m

uch further than 
uncritical false unity that others prom

ote. T
here’s som

e-
thing m

ore genuine and direct about this face-to-face 
com

m
unication that allow

s us to know
 each other inti-

m
ately. T

he internet and all that has degraded our abil-
ity to com

m
unicate about things that actually m

atter.

5
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A
 com

m
on critique you’ll hear brought against af-

finity-based organizing is that it has the potential for 
inform

al hierarchies to develop. In reality the probabil-
ity of inform

al hierarchies is equivalent in both form
al 

and inform
al organizations. N

o m
atter w

hat, w
e have to 

com
bat hierarchies, it’s not just the form

 of organization; 
it’s also interpersonal relationships as w

ell, like ignoring 
or erasing people or positions based on som

eone’s gen-
der, race, etc. O

n the other hand w
e’ve seen the reverse 

m
irror im

age w
hich validates people’s ideas based solely 

on these identities. W
e’re not interested in just inverting 

societies standards, w
e w

ant to recreate everything our-
selves, redefine everything.

D
S

: A
 lot of tim

es w
e’ve seen w

om
en being m

arginalized 
in discussions. A

nd there’s also the assum
ption, w

hich is 
itself a product of hierarchical social relationships, that 
anarchist theory is the intellectual realm

 of m
en only. 

T
here is an insidious w

ay that anarchists have com
part-

m
entalized activity and ideas. P

eople see A
 M

urder of 
C

row
s and think it’s not for w

om
en. S

om
e people think 

the m
agazine is only relevant to anarchist m

en because 
our strategy doesn’t have the heavy em

phasis on identity 
that other m

agazines do, like L
eft T

urn, C
lam

or, and 
others that anarchists read.

6

author of C
ity of Q

uartz and P
lanet of S

lum
s, talks 

about the “prison-m
all” that cities have becom

e. W
hat 

he m
eans by this is that cities are areas that physically 

ex
press the dictates of capitalism

. P
ublic spaces in w

hich 
people can gather are being elim

inated because they can 
pose a danger to the social order, and they are being 
transform

ed into areas solely for com
m

erce and de-
signed for easy surveillance and control of populations.

Y
ou’ve got to think that cities, tow

ns, suburbs, etc. are 
a product of specific social relations; therefore if w

e are 
talking about total transform

ation, our living spaces are 
going to require com

plete transform
ation as w

ell. B
ut 

in the here and now
, w

e’re going to have to reclaim
 and 

occupy physical space.

D
S

: S
o yes, w

e are fighting for room
 to breathe in the 

present. S
o there is a definite necessity to link the cre-

ation of autonom
ous space and insurrectionary anar-

chism
. T

hey cannot be separated since ultim
ately w

hat 
w

e w
ant is the ability to live w

ithout being dom
inated. 

W
e w

ill need space in w
hich w

e can organize, relate, 
develop our theory and practice, and physically sustain 
ourselves.

K
K

: M
any IA

 com
rades w

e’ve m
et have been involved 

w
ith autonom

ous space via social centers, starting gar-23
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It’s not a bad thing that anyone w
ould be a part of 

a w
orker’s co-ops. B

ut they’re irrelevant as a strategy 
for underm

ining and overthrow
ing capitalism

; they still 
have w

age labor, recreate the division betw
een life and 

w
ork, m

ake you your ow
n boss, etc. B

ut som
e radical 

land projects interest us due to their capacity to sus-
tain those in revolt. H

ow
ever m

any becom
e an end in 

them
selves, reinforcing the idea that if everyone did land 

projects that w
e can m

erely secede from
 capitalism

.

M
any think that a revolution is possible w

ithout de-
cisive and destructive attack on the social order. T

hey 
think that som

ehow
 the state m

ight w
ither aw

ay, and 
their coops, bike shops, vegan cafés are going to pro-
vide the infrastructure for a new

 w
orld. It’s not going to 

happen, sorry. W
e aren’t fetishizing insurrection, w

e just 
recognize it as a necessity tow

ards our self-liberation.

M
A

: H
ow

 w
ould you say insurrectionary anarchism

 is 
linked w

ith the creation of autonom
ous space? S

hould in-
surrectionary anarchists use autonom

ous space to further 
their projects?

K
K

: N
early every inch of the w

orld has been com
pletely 

transform
ed and colonized by capitalism

 for its needs. 
C

apital w
ants to com

m
odify all space, and to reduce our 

interactions to sim
ply buying and selling. M

ike D
avis, 22

T
he conflict so often discussed in our m

agazine is 
seen through the social order’s lens, one that has m

ade 
violence 

and 
destruction 

som
e 

m
acho 

ex
pression 

of 
m

aleness. It’s not. W
om

en do attack policem
en and 

trash stores, take part in sabotage and all other facets of 
social w

ar. A
ll of us need to step the fuck up. W

e have to 
find our capabilities again, the ones that have for so long 
been buried beneath social roles and servitude.

K
K

: B
ack to the form

al/inform
al question. M

any an-
archist form

al organizations are based on principles of 
unity, w

hich represent the low
est com

m
on denom

inator 
of ideas. T

hese often look like “w
e are against racism

, 
sex

ism
, classism

, heterosex
ism

” and so on, into infin-
ity. T

his type of group often gathers a variety of anar-
chists w

ith very different perspectives under one banner. 
S

im
ilarities and differences are rarely gone into in an 

in-depth w
ay because everyone in the group is an “an-

archist.” A
nd, anyone w

ith any ex
perience in the an-

archist scene in the U
S

 know
s that the label anarchist 

is ex
trem

ely vague. T
hese groups, w

hich are built on a 
false unity, generally die out pretty quickly and end up 
spending m

ost of their tim
e bickering.

O
n the other hand, there are anarchist form

al organi-
zations that have constitutions and program

s of struggle, 
w

hich are decided upon in organizational congresses. 7
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O
bviously this is a problem

 for us. L
et’s say an anarchist 

form
al organization adopts a position. B

ut then let’s say 
the position runs counter to the situation people find 
them

selves in. W
hat do they do? T

he organization has 
adopted a position as decided upon by its m

em
bership, so 

they’re supposed to stick w
ith it, at least until the nex

t 
congress. T

his w
ouldn’t give us the necessary flex

ibility 
to respond to conditions as they change and events as 
they develop. S

ituations arise quite quickly, and w
e need 

to be ready for them
; preordained program

s of action 
can be highly lim

itin

D
S

: T
here are also m

ore general problem
s that occur 

w
ith m

any types of organizations such as an organiza-
tion lasting beyond any need for it. T

hus the organiza-
tion becom

es an end in itself. It’s like night of the living 
dead the corpse stays alive w

ell after it should have re-
m

ained dead. A
nd m

any organizations em
brace a quan-

titative understanding of social struggle that puts em
-

phasis on m
em

bership building and recruitm
ent. T

his is 
part of a tendency w

e see in how
 various organizations 

and groups relate to people as instrum
ents for political 

goals, as potential recruits, sym
bols, and causes, w

hich 
m

irrors the social order’s w
ay of utilizing people as tools 

in various pow
er gam

es.

8

that keeps us ex
ploited and dependent. S

o for us, w
e 

have to be able to organize for attack before w
e can 

start dream
ing of utopias.

K
K

: “B
uilding alternatives” in the anarchist m

ilieu con-
sists of such things as bike collectives, w

orker’s coops, 
Indym

edia, “com
m

unity” gardening projects, and R
e-

ally R
eally F

ree M
arkets. M

ost of these are an ex
ten-

sion of anarcho-activism
, a place to volunteer and “help 

the com
m

unity.” S
om

e actually think that these are the 
infrastructure of a new

 w
orld that w

ill eventually take 
the place of capitalism

. H
ilarious.

S
om

e of these “alternatives” are com
pletely institu-

tionalized, m
eaning they are legal non-profits funded 

and dependent upon grants. H
ere in S

eattle, people 
prom

ote com
m

unity gardens, w
hich are sanctioned and 

regulated by the city; that’s not an alternative. O
n the 

other hand, bike co-ops are one of the purest form
s of 

anarchist subcultural consum
erism

. It’s the perfect vol-
unteer activity for anarcho-bike enthusiasts. O

bviously 
it presents no challenge at all to capitalism

, and prom
otes 

the L
eftist ideology of alternative and green transporta-

tion. B
ikes are about as green as the petrochem

ical fac-
tories that produce their tires, and the m

ines that provide 
the m

etals for their fram
es.

21
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the S
panish R

evolution, M
ay 1968, and you’ll see that the 

L
eft recuperated and liquidated uncontrollable radical 

and anarchist elem
ents. P

eople should really study and 
learn from

 the history of failed social struggles. W
e’ve 

got to think about these things and be sharp in our criti-
cism

 and opposition to the L
eft, not through obsessive 

anti-L
eft ideologies that becom

e ends in them
selves, but 

in order to understand how
 w

e deal and interact w
ith 

them
.

S
o to address your question again, w

e don’t need to 
be reliant on the L

eft for developing class-consciousness. 
C

lass-consciousness is not as scarce as som
e assum

e it to 
be. T

he w
idespread destruction of businesses and the at-

tacking of the police in m
any riots m

ake this very clear. 
W

hat is not present is class solidarity and w
idespread 

class conflict. W
e believe that the ex

periences of the ex
-

ploited, through direct action and social conflict, are the 
m

ain force for transform
ing people’s perspectives and 

relations.

M
A

: T
here are som

e that say that insurrectionary anar-
chism

 focuses m
ore on the negative, and not enough on 

building alternatives. H
ow

 w
ould you respond?

D
S

: T
hat’s com

pletely true. A
 negation of the institu-

tions of pow
er requires the destruction of everything 20

K
K

: P
oint is, organization m

atters and it’s alw
ays a 

question of w
hat type is going to help us m

eet the ends 
w

e have in m
ind.

M
A

: H
ow

 can w
e draw

 new
 people into the anarchist 

m
ovem

ent w
ithout projects like F

ood N
ot B

om
bs, R

eally 
R

eally F
ree M

arkets, etc.?

K
K

: C
onsidering that literally thousands of people in 

the U
S

 have becom
e involved in anarchist activity prior 

to the debut of the R
eally R

eally F
ree M

arket, it’s not 
really w

orth addressing this project as though it’s been 
a m

ain contributing factor to the grow
th of interest in 

anarchist ideas and action of recent tim
es.

D
S

: L
ikew

ise, the R
eally R

eally F
ree M

arket is a project 
that has unfortunately m

et w
ith little criticism

 or analy-
sis of its relevance to anarchist goals. H

aving a m
ar-

ketplace w
here people share m

ostly discarded item
s that 

are products of capitalism
 w

on’t foster any autonom
y or 

facilitate social struggles. It is akin to dum
pster diving—

an activity that m
ay help us spend less m

oney and w
ork 

less but all w
ithin the realm

 of capitalist survival. T
his 

isn’t about rejecting it and form
ing som

e anti-R
eally 

R
eally F

ree M
arket ideology. T

his is about looking at it 
as an activity that m

ay not be doing m
uch at all to get 

us closer to any kind of anarchist w
ay of relating. W

e 9
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got all this capitalist consum
ption and destruction suck-

ing the life out of everything and the state has its boot 
to our necks if w

e try to reject it. W
e really have to start 

thinking about how
 w

e’re going to destroy this society if 
w

e’re going to stop being slaves.

A
s for F

ood N
ot B

om
bs (F

N
B

), it should be said that 
it is m

ore of a charity project that som
e anarchists par-

ticipate uncritically, a free social service that fosters no 
sort of autonom

y and m
erely alleviates a very sm

all and 
localized portion of one of capital’s disasters: hunger.

K
K

: F
N

B
, C

ritical M
ass, R

eally R
eally F

ree M
arkets, 

and so on are generally easy to start and do, thus a lot 
of people get involved in them

. M
any people in the anar-

chist scene w
ant to do som

ething, anything, so they get 
involved w

ith projects like this. S
om

ething isn’t alw
ays 

better than nothing.

I w
as personally involved in F

N
B

 for a couple of years 
w

hen I first becam
e interested in anarchism

. I w
anted to 

put som
e of m

y ideas in practice in a collective setting 
and the only activities in m

y city w
ere F

N
B

 and C
ritical 

M
ass. A

s a young person trying to get involved, these 
projects w

ere easy to join, but at the sam
e tim

e I actually 
think they w

ere detrim
ental to m

y developm
ent because 

they got m
e oriented tow

ards a sort of alternative social 10

K
K

: A
lso, w

e have to think about how
 w

e relate to spe-
cific situations. F

or ex
am

ple in response to the Iraq w
ar, 

m
any ad-hoc anti-w

ar groups w
ere set up in the U

S
 by 

a variety of people, not necessarily by any L
eftist group. 

O
n som

e occasions these groups presented opportunities 
for people to discuss and im

plem
ent radical strategies, in 

m
any cases they w

ere dead ends for any direct action. 

S
o, w

e m
ust m

ake the distinction betw
een these ad-

hoc groups that arise around certain issues like the w
ar, 

pollution, and organizations such as unions, parties, and 
N

G
O

s. T
he latter are all institutionalized bureaucratic 

organizations that seek to represent people and causes. 
T

he ad-hoc organizations, how
ever, can becom

e part of 
the L

eft, but that isn’t alw
ays the case. It’s com

plicated, 
and you have to be sm

art about it, otherw
ise you end up 

being used by som
eone or som

e organization.

D
S

: T
hat being said, w

e should never seek to strength-
en the L

eft. W
e should challenge L

eftism
 in anarchist 

thought as w
ell as oppose openly the program

s and 
proposals of the L

eft in any situation of social strug-
gle. If w

e fail to do this w
ithout m

ercy or hesitance, w
e 

aid our ow
n disposal at the hands of a new

 set of m
as-

ters w
ho w

ill, as history has alw
ays show

n, show
 us no 

m
ercy w

hen w
e oppose their version of ex

ploitation. A
ll 

you’ve got to do is read about the R
ussian R

evolution, 19
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S
ocialist O

rganization, for ex
am

ple, have dozens of 
m

onthly events, lots of literature, speakers, funding, etc. 
so people join them

 w
ho aren’t necessarily com

m
itted to 

L
eftist ideologies or program

s.

O
n the other hand, there are m

any on the L
eft w

ho 
are m

uch m
ore ideologically com

m
itted. T

hese people 
propose m

ore sym
bolic activity intended to appeal to 

those in pow
er, or activities that seek to show

 large num
-

bers of people w
hile deem

phasizing direct action. O
n oc-

casion they propose direct action as a last resort and as 
sim

ply a tactic –
a m

eans—
 tow

ards political pow
er.

D
S

: If you look at B
angladesh in recent tim

es you’ll see 
how

 various political factions use m
ob violence and riot-

ing in order to disrupt other political parties’ functions or 
to debilitate the ruling party’s ow

n program
s. V

iolence 
w

as w
idespread in D

haka during the elections of early 
2007. A

nd it took place at the encouragem
ent of parties 

w
ho w

ished to dom
inate the governm

ent. T
hat kind of 

rioting has nothing to do w
ith direct action as an aspect 

of autonom
ous organization. It w

as a harnessing of an-
ger and a channeling of it into violence that could be 
directed for a different set of aspiring rulers. A

gain, w
e 

need to be critical. N
ot every violent clash is revolution-

ary just because it uses violence and sabotage. W
e have 

to see w
hat underlies it and w

hat it is being used for.
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service. T
he m

odel that these activities function under is 
the anarchist form

 of activism
, w

hich is com
pletely irrel-

evant to social struggle and creating revolution. I guess 
I prefer social w

ar to social service.

D
S

: I spent over a year doing w
eekly F

N
B

. A
t that tim

e 
I did not consider m

yself anarchist but could m
ore ac-

curately be labeled an activist. F
N

B
 fit w

ith the activist 
w

ay of relating to people. T
he poor and hom

eless w
ere 

interested in our food because it w
as convenient and 

easy. O
n a practical level, w

e w
ere just another charity 

group feeding the hungry and feeling bad for them
 as 

they left. 

A
s a project it didn’t foster any sort of   autonom

ous 
m

ode of sustenance but rather reinforced an institu-
tional dependence on charity. W

e have to be critical of 
these projects and really ask ourselves, “Is this a m

ean-
ingful and useful activity that m

eets our aim
s and goals 

of destroying capital?” I think F
N

B
 fails in doing so but 

yet it’s been w
idely em

braced throughout the anarchist 
m

ilieu.

M
A

: H
ow

 can w
e interest people in our ideas and then get 

them
 active in m

ore m
ilitant form

s of action?

D
S

: W
hat w

e think you are asking us is, “H
ow

 do w
e 11
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increase the num
ber of people interested in anarchism

?” 
W

e don’t care about quantity in the sam
e w

ay that oth-
ers do. W

e’re not against the grow
th of the anarchist 

m
ilieu, but that’s not our m

ain goal.

K
K

: A
 lot of anarchists just w

ant others to accept the 
ideological package of anarchy. O

ur goal is not the pro-
m

otion of an ideology or a label. Instead w
e w

ant to see 
the ex

ploited autonom
ously organize them

selves. B
eing 

insurrectionary anarchists does not oblige us to prom
ote 

that perspective as an ideology. R
ather w

e think the in-
surrectionary m

ethodology—
autonom

y, self-organiza-
tion, conflictuality, and so on—

 is m
ost appropriate for 

successful social struggle.

D
S

: A
nd secondly you’re asking, “how

, on a practical 
level, do w

e get these people to take m
ore conflictual 

activity?” B
ecom

ing active in “m
ilitant form

s of action” 
is not our greatest interest since the idea of m

ilitancy 
can and often is divorced from

 the quality of theory that 
should back any anarchist projects.

K
K

: A
lso, the notion of us trying to get people active im

-
plies an organizer-organized relationship as w

ell. W
e’re 

m
uch m

ore interested in relating to people in a horizon-
tal w

ay. A
lso w

e are not going to be the m
ain catalyst 

for getting people to be m
ore conflictual. A

 lot of that 
is going to com

e from
 people’s everyday ex

periences in 12

D
S

: T
he L

eft is the left-w
ing of capital and is our en-

em
y. U

nions, consum
er groups, single issue N

G
O

s, and 
environm

ental organizations—
 all these seek the m

ain-
tenance of capital and the social order, but they propose 
m

anaging the situation only slightly differently. T
o as-

sum
e that they “pull people in,” or have the potential to, 

is part of the L
eftist and activist presum

ption that people 
need to be converted to their ideas and their causes. T

his 
num

erical relationship to social change is the reflection, 
again, of L

eft politics—
 itself m

erely a differing repre-
sentation of the sam

e dom
ination. S

o fuck ‘em
.

K
K

: W
e recognize that there are individuals from

 the 
L

eft w
ho becom

e interested in anarchist projects and 
there is potential for them

 to w
ork w

ith us. O
n an indi-

vidual basis, people are m
uch easier to w

ork w
ith, but w

e 
have to be w

ary of strategies that are proposed w
hich 

w
ould drag us back into the paradigm

 of representation 
and alternative m

anagem
ent schem

es. F
or ex

am
ple, if 

w
e w

ere trying to plan som
e kind of action against the 

w
ar it w

ouldn’t be necessary to ex
clude everyone w

ho 
w

as a m
em

ber of som
e L

eft group. S
om

e of these people 
m

ay be interested in taking a project in a radical direc-
tion. M

any people, especially in larger cities in the U
S

, 
get involved in L

eftist projects because they are m
ore 

w
idespread and “active.” G

roups like the International 17
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ing the sam
e, are substituting them

selves for the m
asses 

as the vehicle of revolutionary change. W
e tend to think 

thatT
his doesn’t m

ean that it’s a sm
art idea to throw

 bricks 
during a police-surrounded dem

onstration that involves 
lots of people w

ho are unprepared or unw
illing to face 

repression.

B
ut then again, in Italy several years ago, in a tow

n 
w

here an incinerator w
as being built, anarchists blew

 up 
a pylon that supplied electricity to the w

orksite. P
eople 

in the tow
n w

ere ex
trem

ely supportive of the action, and 
w

hen anarchists participated in dem
onstrations against 

the incinerator later on, people cam
e up to anarchists 

telling them
 that that action w

as great. S
o it goes both 

w
ays, and w

e have to use our heads and not treat every 
situation in a form

ulaic w
ay.

M
A

: W
hat w

ould you say to those w
ho claim

 that w
hile 

unions, the general left, etc. m
ay be reform

ist, they are 
the biggest vehicles for creating class (or any other) con-
sciousness in people that ex

ists right now
 in the U

S, so 
therefore it should be strengthened and w

orked w
ith?

... our lives are our ow
n and w

e have 
to begin by defining our ow

n course 
of action.

16

conflict at their w
orkplaces and in their neighborhoods. 

T
he various riots that have broken out in the U

S
 in the 

past decade have not com
e from

 any conditioning by 
anarchists, but rather from

 people’s ow
n personal ex

pe-
riences being fucked over. O

n the other hand, 

F
or instance, in F

rance during the fight against the 
C

P
E

, a bill intended to increase bosses’ pow
er at w

ork, 
people took action to ex

tend the conflict by attem
pting 

to paralyze the econom
y. T

rain stations w
ere blockaded, 

attem
pts w

ere m
ade to com

m
unicate w

ith other w
orkers 

w
ho w

eren’t involved, people transform
ed dem

onstra-
tions into riots, etc. T

hey w
eren’t prom

oting an ideology; 
they w

ere creating m
om

entum
 through their actions. 

A
nd these actions, this practical ex

perience, subverted a 
variety of social separations such as w

ork, academ
ia, ra-

cial boundaries, breaking the social peace through direct 
action against cops, political structures, business, etc.

... the part that anarchists can play in 
those situations is to push those ruptures 
further by intervening in the conflict in a 
w

ay that prom
otes, through action and 

ideas, autonom
y, direct action, and the 

rejection the political process com
pletely.13
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M
A

: D
oes the im

portance that insurrectionary anarchy 
places on “organizing for attack” m

ean that som
e people 

w
ill feel alienated from

 certain m
odes of struggle? Is it 

sim
ply a push for anarchism

 to be m
ore “m

ilitant?”

K
K

: S
ure, som

e people w
ill feel alienated from

 it, but 
then again, a lot of people are alienated from

 ritualized 
dem

onstrations w
ith hippies, w

eirdoes, leftist sects, and 
so on m

arching around in circles. T
he thing is, w

e are 
socialized to be passive, to have shit throw

n in our face 
all day long by bosses, cops, social w

orkers, etc. T
his so-

ciety has debilitated us, so w
e feel like conflict should be 

avoided, and w
e should just accept things as they are. 

F
eeling alienated is a condition of our ex

istence under 
capitalism

, and w
e’ve got to undo its effects. W

e’ll have 
to unlearn this conditioning through our actions and at-
tem

pts at transform
ing our relations.

D
S

: T
he idea of m

ilitancy is highly problem
atic from

 our 
perspective. B

ut as a short answ
er, no w

e don’t just w
ant 

people to be m
ore “m

ilitant.”

M
any people 

confuse insurrectionary         an
archism

w
ith sim

ply rioting or even the black 
bloc. W

e are not against these things, 
but it is a serious reduction

.
14

T
here is a fetishization of m

ilitancy in the A
m

erican 
radical scene, a glorification of violence, w

eapons, etc. 
T

his includes anarchists too. S
o w

e hear com
pletely un-

critical and idiotic glorification of the W
eatherm

en, the 
B

lack L
iberation A

rm
y, and even H

ezbollah. P
eople talk 

about going underground or doing one m
ajor action, as 

if these are glorious things to sacrifice your life for. B
ut 

there is no glory in sacrifice or isolation.

In A
nne H

ansen’s book D
irect A

ction, she describes 
in great detail the fear, alienation, and social paralysis 
that resulted from

 living com
pletely in secrecy w

hile 
trying to undertake a few

 large underground actions. 
T

here w
ill alw

ays be risk in revolting, and w
e have to 

look out for repression and our security. B
ut w

e can 
do this w

ithout becom
ing slaves to causes that lose rel-

evance to our desires for som
ething com

pletely different 
than this society.

M
A

: S
om

e have charged that adding m
ilitant tactics to 

certain struggles equates to vanguardism
, or using strug-

gles that are not our ow
n to our personal gain. H

ow
 w

ould 
you respond to that?

K
K

: W
ell first check out the above question on m

ilitancy. 
T

hat being said, som
e argue that people w

ho undertake 
action such as sabotage w

hen “the m
asses” are not do-15
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