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model that has popped up recently where workers fight 
against their bosses and landlords but have also participated 
in struggles against the police and sexual perpetrators.[9]

Putting the Dead to Rest

In conclusion anarchists should recognize that the 
perceived differences between insurrectionary and other 
currents of revolutionary anarchism are not as large a schism 
as often portrayed in some circles. These divides seem to be 
derived more from ignorance of the insurrectional project by 
both proponents and opponents alike or based on historical 
comparison to perceived similar historical currents. Hopefully 
this introduction to insurrectionary organizing methods for 
revolution helps clarify where there is similarity and where 
there are differences, as well as dispel common myths. Instead 
of swaying back and forth in the continual debate over 
organizational form hopefully the anarchist movement as a 
whole can start focusing further on the (anti-)political goals 
and visions that revolutionaries of all tendencies are hotly 
debating today.

Citations
[1] Crimethinc’s Say You Want An Insurrection?, Peter 

Gelderloos’ Insurrection vs. Organization, and Joe Black’s 
Anarchism, insurrections and insurrectionalism
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[3] A.M. Bonanno From Riot to Insurrection
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[6] Insurrection #4
[7] Libcom.org Direct Unionism
[8] A.M. Bonanno Critique of Syndicalist Methods
[9] Libcom.org Solidarity Networks
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U.S. missile base in Cosimo, Italy.[6] The Movimento Autonomo 
di Base (Autonomous Movement of the Railway Workers) in 
Turin, Italy is also often cited. 
There has often been suspicion that such structures mimic the 
front organizations created by many Leninist parties, proving 
that insurrectionary anarchists have a substitutionist and 
vanguardist practice. On the contrary the call for such self-
managed organizations to take on characteristics of direct 
action (attack), permanent conflictuality (critique of 
representation) and so on seems to mirror the strategy and 
tactics espoused by some contemporary revolutionary 
anarchists who have theorized a practice of “direct 
unionism.”[7]

There has also been a misguided notion that 
insurrectionary anarchism is a political theory and method 
that is for the active destruction and attack of the existing 
Left in the various unions and syndicalist organizations. One 
may only need to take a look at Bonanno’s Critique of 
Syndicalist Methods to see that this is not entirely true:

“A project to disorganize the unions would require a 
destructive logic…It would be dispersive to put energy (which 
we do not possess) into such a perspective, and not the right 
way to look at the problem of worker organization. Quicker 
and better results would be obtained from making a radical 
critique of the unions and extending it equally to 
revolutionary and anarcho-syndicalism.”[8]

Insurrectionary anarchists do not argue against working 
within such structures but for bringing their radicall anarchist 
critique and ideas to these organizations in order to move past 
the historical passe most such organizations find themselves 
in. They work towards the building of more class wide 
structures that are not limited to the workplace or community 
struggles but where people fight for their own issues and 
struggles, not just deffensively. A more current example of 
such organizations can be seen in the “solidarity network” 
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through praxis. Revolutionary anarchists of all tendencies 
should consider trying to learn from the best elements of such 
strategies. Instead of agreeing to political programs (whether 
minimal, transitional, or maximal) that are set in stone, 
revolutionary anarchists should strive to continue to have an 
analysis and organizing practice based and refined through 
participation in the social struggle:

“The affinity group on the other hand finds it has great 
potential and is immediately addressedtowards action, basing 
itself not on the quantity of its adherents, but on the qualitative 
strength of a number of individuals working together in a 
projectuality that they develop together as they go along. From 
being a specific structure of the anarchist movement and the 
whole arc of activity that this presents - propaganda, direct 
action, perhaps producing a paper, working within an informal 
organization - it can also look outwards to forming a base 
nucleus or some other mass structure and thus intervene more 
effectively in the social clash.”[6]

Autonomous Base Nuclei: Self-managed Leagues for Workers’ 
Autonomy

As mentioned earlier the self-activity of the exploited and 
oppressed is incredibly important to insurrectionary anarchists. 
This reveals itself in the ideal form of mass organizing 
proposed by insurrectionary anarchists, autonomous base nuclei. 
“Base” is the Italian word for grassroots. “Nuclei” is another 
word for “cells.” Autonomous base nuclei are essentially self-
managed grassroots cells or leagues independent from any 
political party or syndicalist/union alliances. They are mass 
organizations based on total workers’ autonomy and self-
organization.

Insurrectionary anarchists work within community, labor, 
or other mass struggles with intermediate aims always 
encouraging workers to organize autonomously if possible. 
Examples of such organizations from their practice were the self-
managed leagues created to fight against the construction of a 
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The reason this is of importance is because it is a major 
similarity shared between insurrectionary anarchists and the 
rest of the revolutionary anarchist movement. It is particularly 
interesting in the light of it being the same means historically 
that most anarchists and anarcho-syndicalists have desired, if 
refocused as we will later see in the discussion of their 
proposals for mass organizing. Not only is workers’ self-activity 
the preferred method for struggle, but it is the nucleus of the 
self-organized society anarchists desire to create through social 
revolution:

“Self-management of the struggle comes first, followed by 
self-management of work and society…Revolution of work is 
therefore the self-managed organization of these first elements 
of the future society, base production nuclei which grow from 
the autonomy of the struggle.”[4]

Active Minority: Specific Anarchist Organization of Affinity

Contemporary insurrectionary thought arose out of the 
historical conditions of post-war Italy. In the Italian anarchist 
movement at that time there was a hot debate between those 
believing in the validity of the specific anarchist “organization 
of synthesis” around the Anarchist Federation of Italy 
(FAI)accused of being “purists” and those defending the model 
of a specific anarchist “organization of tendency” around the 
Anarchist Groups of Proletarian Action (GAAP). Both groups 
were organized around a specific anarchist program whether 
pluralist (FAI) or platformist (GAAP).[5]

It was out of this reality that a third type of specific 
organization emerged, around local groups based on affinity. 
Affinity in this scenario did not mean that anarchists should 
just organize with their friends, or not organize at all like the 
anti-organizational individualists, but based around clarifying 
where comrades are at based on political discussion, analysis, 
and most importantly through experience working with each 
other in struggle. In short, a focus on building unity with others 
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Reportback and Communique 
from Feb. 6th
Autonomous Workers' Group
Background:

While the malicious attacks against the Occupy Oakland 
Commune by the Police State were the immediate source of 
inspiration for my call of Solidarity to the wider Portland 
Community, it was also the growing emphasis on moving 
Occupy and the activist milieu around it out of the Inner City 
into actual working class communities as to build a wider 
movement around members of the working class, particularly 
diverging it from a white male majority. Another source of 
inspiration was from previous solidarity acts, namely the 
march in November in Solidarity with the Oakland General 
Strike and in the West Coast Shutdown of the Ports for which a 
Diversity of Tactics occurred and generally raised the bar on 
actions. In the former of the two, the permit loving, peace 
police, “no steppie on the road” mentality dominated the 
movement before the radical organized march in Solidarity 
with Oakland happened, after which the Occupy movement 
became more courageous taking the streets with numbers as 
small as 40 or 50 and holding them against police influence. In 
the West Coast Shutdown of the Ports, another radical 
organized action, the shift was made from indirectly targeting 
local governments and the practice of big businesses to very 
directly targeting the management of a particular industry for 
the readdressing of grievances. In a sense it was the movement 
from Small, Indirect and Nonsensical Actions, to Mass Direct 
Action with a parallel only in the General Strike.  I had a high 
hope radicals would once again in Solidarity with Oakland 
which has consistently raised the bar, now drifting ever so 
close to revolutionary insurrection, may once again change the 
focus of tactics within Occupy Portland. 

From this, I decided to organize the march with a few 
things in mind: It should reach out to the Community and raise 
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awareness in Neighborhoods themselves, the actual areas which 
the working class resides and it should raise the bar again and 
employ a Diversity of Tactics as to encourage others to act in 
more militant ways as to confront Oppressive and Hierarchical 
Institutions directly. 

The Days Before and of the March

There was only a short amount of time to organize such a 
march. Typically anti – police demos are called a few weeks in 
advance as to allocate the proper number of people for 
successfully holding the streets and confronting the police 
without being torn to shreds and facing mass arrests. With 
that in mind I employed a few comrades and as many means 
of social media as I could get my hands on – accordingly 
Occupy’s online institutions of organizing mass sums of people 
were utilized. I spent the days before devising a route 
tactically placed as to raise awareness and build community as 
to confront the institutions of police – particularly the plan 
was to march around the SE Portland in areas where it would 
be tough for the police to combat us and end at the Police 
Station on 47th and Burnside, all the while gaining numbers 
and momentum from members of the community. 

Arriving at Colonel Summers the day of the event, just an 
hour before, there we looked upon three media news outlets 
and bike cops bussed in from downtown, motorcycle cops and 
riot police and horse cops around the corner. Before the march 
began we planned an impromptu meeting of all the marchers 
to discuss tactics and plan a route as some of the original 
route had been compromised by the Police. The meeting was 
immediately infiltrated by Police and therein cut short. We set 
out for Yamhill St. with a plan to turn right on 29th and head 
to Hawthorne. We marched up for 9 blocks chanting against 
police brutality, inviting onlookers to join our march and often 
many did, building the momentum of the march. The plan to 
turn right was compromised as well, so we diverted to Belmont 
with a plan on marching up it and turning left in a major 
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insurrectionaryl anarchism Alfredo Maria Bonanno in one of 
his seminal essays entitled From Riot to Insurrection says:
“Certainly, it is still possible to go along the road of the 
organisation of synthesis, of propaganda, anarchist 
educationism and debate — as we are doing just now of course 
— because, as we said, this is a question of a project in 
tendency, of attempting to understand something about a 
capitalist project which is in development. But, as anarchist 
revolutionaries, we are obliged to bear in mind this line of 
development and to prepare ourselves from this moment on to 
transform irrational situations of riot into an insurrectional 
and revolutionary reality.”[3]

It would be instructive if the current anarchist movement 
took heed of this above example. The quote above was from a 
speech given at a formal conference around the journal 
Anarchismo of which Bonanno was the main editor. Informal 
organization was not meant to be a dogma to be followed at all 
cost like staunch believers in the party or syndicalist forms of 
organization, but was a historical tendency that Bonanno was 
trying to analyze in motion.
In hindsight we can now see, like the Batko Group alluded to, 
that whether to intervene in the class struggle using formal or 
informal practices is a matter of choosing the appropriate 
means to achieve the desired ends.

Self-activity & Self-management

What then are the means by which insurrectionary 
anarchists propose to organize for revolution? Those familiar 
to most revolutionary anarchists, self-organization.
Insurrectionary anarchists take very seriously that the 
emancipation of the exploited and oppressed classes must be a 
project resulting from their own autonomous self-activity. This 
applies whether it be individuals, groups of anarchist 
revolutionaries, or mass bodies of the exploited in struggle for 
their own autonomy.
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In recent years there have been many debates within the 
anarchist movement about the insurrectionary method of 
organizing for revolution.[1] But often these debates do not go 
into detail regarding the organizational proposals put forth by 
insurrectionary anarchists. This piece hopes to highlight these 
organizational methods and serve as an introduction to this 
project and tendency within revolutionary anarchist thought.

Formal vs Informal Organization?

One of the biggest debates around the insurrectionary 
method has been that between the need for formal or informal 

anarchist organization. 
One does not need to dig 
far to see that such 
debates are a false 
dichotomy. In the 
Postscript to Issue 2 of 
the Swedish journal 
Dissident named 
Insurrection and 
Anarchy, the Batko 
Group explains “it is 
important not to trap 
oneself in the dichotomy 
between formal and 
informal organization. 
The form is always 
dependent on the 
capacity of initiative. 
Formal structures can 
sometimes be used, as 
long as the initiative is 
kept.”[2]

Even the father of 
contemporary 
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insurrection towards Burnside where we would proceed to 
Burnside and on to the Station. The window of Genoa was 
smashed, tensions rose within the crowd between people not 
respecting a diversity of tactics and those who were 
committing Property destruction. It was in the midst of this 
that everything went wrong. Namely everyone in the march 
became self-righteous professional revolutionaries, whether 
they were Peace Police “Occupiers” spouting shit about Love 
and Gandhi or some members of the Black Bloc who labeled 
everyone and everything liberal, spouting fuck about five times 
in every sentence. As for me, I honestly just shit myself in face 
of a Public Relations disaster for the movement in its entirety. 
 Not because of a Smashed window, but because we looked like 
dipshits on what became National Television. It was fucking 
sad really, so I sunk to the front of the march, raised my flag 
and turned off, enjoying the comical spectacle unfolding. I 
attempted to turn the crowd right at a street towards Burnside 
but was shouted down by people who weren’t black bloc and 
called “Stupid”. Fueling the fire of disagreement wasn’t on my 
agenda, so I just went along with the falling rollercoaster. We 
got about one more block down and riot cops turned the corner. 
The asshole who called me stupid just about shit his pants too 
and took off to the back. I and Veteran with a War drum 
diverted the march left onto 26th ave. towards Belmont. When 
we reached Belmont we took right towards downtown, Black 
Bloc folks threw trash cans into the street to block the police 
riding our ass. The shitstorm between marchers continued as 
Occupiers brought back from the street what the Black Bloc 
put out into the street to defend them. The Occupiers were 
subsequently arrested. Huh. Anyways we were kenneled in; I 
booked it out because I was caring the Flag for which people 
were using to commit Property Destruction. I watched from 
the Lone Fir Cemetery marchers getting “snatched and 
grabbed” by Riot Cops. One dude was threatened by Police with 
a Glass Bottle, a few people thrown to the ground receiving 
injuries.  

I rejoined the march on 20th and Morrison, where the 
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unionists should understand that whilst it might look counter-
productive to their interests directly, sometimes we must take 
small steps towards a better quality of life. Even if those steps 
are backwards.

I think one thing we can all agree on is that this really is 
an important issue. Getting this right should be a priority for 
the left– there’s nothing more the right would like more than 
for the Black Bloc to slip off the front-pages. Ensuring we have 
a united position is more important at this stage. What does 
solidarity mean if not getting in line behind strong leadership- 
even if that leadership isn’t massively sure what it’s principles 
are? It is for this reason that, at this point in the struggle, we 
should heed the call of the bloc and make them our leaders.

DSG say: YES! YOU MAY RIOT 
NOW!

[1] http://owni.eu/2011/04/19/introducing-the-european-school-of-
social-imagination/
[2] http://sopb.designbinder.com/

Insurrectionary Anarchy & 
Revolutionary Organization

Sabotage – Black Wave Communist Collective
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March 26h demo.

“They seem like a cracking idea to me. Anyone who thinks 
political change in the country is based on a fair and equal 
representation of citizens is living in cloud-cuckoo land. Faced 
with the structural violence we face daily under capitalism, the 
symbolic violence of the black bloc seems almost tame. I can’t 
honestly say I give a shit about a Porsche showroom in Mayfair 
when my wife is losing her job as an NHS nurse, my son’s sure-
start scheme is being scrapped and my niece’s and nephews are 
being priced out of education. Anyone who says targeting the 
Ritz is mindless violence obviously has an ulterior agenda- it’s 
pretty clear to me what was going through those kids heads, 
and I can’t blame them.

If black bloc were a party, I’d vote for them, in both 
regional and national elections. I’d also seriously consider their 
advice in the upcoming referendum on electoral reform, about 
which I am tremendously excited”.
So now we know what normal people think, I think you’ll find 
it hard to argue with THAT.

4. Labour and the Black Bloc – public/private partnership?

There’s also the historic link between vandalism and the 
working-class. From the Rebecca Riots to the Luddites, from 
the General Strike to Brixton, the strong tradition of working-
class SMASH-SMASH is a real legacy that we reject at our 
peril. To throw away centuries of tradition just because “it 
doesn’t really work” would be tragic. The point is, in 1945 it 
sort of worked, so why can’t it now? All we need is for 
everyone to believe.

There was a general feeling on the bloc of derision towards 
the sheeple on the TUC march. In many ways, that’s why the 
bloc took the action- to show their contempt for anyone who 
does anything else. The intention was to represent them on 
their behalf, to act as a vanguard for their interests. Trade 
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police were laughing at the shitstorm occurring across the 
street. Dan Sandini, a Tea Party, 1 %, Fascist fuckhead was 
filming the situation dressed in Black Bloc clothing laughing 
down the situation as well when Black Blockers engaged a 
Veteran with PTSD in an aggressive manner. 

I left at this point. The Bloc left too. I followed the March 
in car for a while. I had to collect my thoughts and chill out. 

What went wrong? 

First of all – don’t go to a march labeled “Diversity of 
Tactics” and be the Peace Police. It is okay to open up a 
rational dialogue in the march exploring the usefulness of a 
particular tactic. When to try to alienate or sellout the utilizer 
of a particular tactic, you are a scab and a disgrace to the 
history of Social Movements and Working Class History which 
has utilized a Diversity of Tactics. Do your research before 
attending a march. Don’t sell out your comrades.

Second of all – Cool smash Genoa, smash a car. I get it, I 
sympathize with it, the fact that you pulled it off so easily, 
fuck, I have a lot more courage in myself to commit such an 
action. But does the bystander walking by, conditioned by 
Bourgeois mentalities realize that? No. You don’t build 
community and awareness by fucking up things tacked on with 
the label “Local” or “Middle Class” which as of right now the 
working class sympathizes with. While the so called “Liberal” 
elements seemed opposed to property destruction, they were 
only in the sense that it was petty property destruction – 
hence why the chanted “pick the right target” and the 
discussion was mostly centered around “Fuck the Banks, Not 
Cars” was raised. We as radicals should be nurturing this 
reappraisal of militant action. 

Third of all – Just because you think you are the shit in 
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the activist community does not give you the credentials to 
show up and lead the march wherever the fuck you want to go. 
I choose that route after days of careful thinking and planning 
with certain targets in mind. Congratulations you showed up 
and lead us in a wild goose chase around SE Portland and got 
10 people arrested. This was not the Black Bloc that did this 
as is commonly contributed; I have my suspicions it was from 
Occupiers. 

Fourth of all – Saying fuck in a privileged culturally white 
neighborhood with Bourgeois mannerisms doesn’t gain you 
allies. It sends the message of aggression associated with 
immaturity. We within the radical community will always 
remain a minority as long as we act in a way which is 
alienating. Before you jump all over me I am not saying 
accommodate privileged and bourgeois mannerisms.  Not in 
the least. It’s a process of gaining people’s interest and raising 
awareness parallel to education and organization which move 
people away from such privileged mannerisms towards a way 
of radically rethinking the world we live in. 

Final Thoughts

The Historical Moment which rendered Occupy realizable 
is over. It ended like most periods of heightened class struggle, 
with the General Strike. It is after such a strike, the State 
realizes the situation gets its shit together and crushes 
radically minded people, censors free speech, raises Union 
Bureaucrats and Politicians to create the illusion of Reform as 
Revolution. The Police state was solidified, the austerity 
measures passed, the political hegemony of the Capitalist Class 
reinforced. Now Class Struggle is in retreat, but the problems 
of Capital’s process of accumulation continue. The division 
between wage slave and the employing class continues. Therein, 
struggle must continue. In retreat we consolidate, we learn and 
we exchange experience; we become the kernel which snow 
balls into the next wave of Class Struggle and crystalizes into 
a movement with an even greater possibility of Social Change. 
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strong will2power, even the most beautiful music becomes 
suicide. So we must institute leaders for the anti-cuts 
movement, or it will fail. It is that simple.

2. Rubbishing Some Straw Men Arguments as to Why They 
Shouldn’t Be Our Leaders

History has shown that movements without leaders are 
like scrotae without pupae-spheres: a cleft palate. Many Lenins 
have aborted cleft-palate-jazz-infected foetuses, and so must 
we, if we are to be midwives to British democratic socialism.

The case for the Bloc Leadership is simple. Most working-
class people are too busy to have opinions or engage in 
political action. There’s a genuine need for someone to dedicate 
their time and energies to adequately represent the anger of 
working class people. The idea that someone with a job and 
kids can really understand the complex needs of the working 
class strikes us as farcical– that’s why we support the bloc. 
Instead, we what really need is professional, full-time 
advocates for our interests. It’s only logical that the Black Bloc, 
understanding better the decision making processes of power, 
represent organised resistance on your behalf.

3. Black Bloc- What the working class *really* think

A YouGov poll recently determined that between 3% of 
normal people supported “the violent death of windows 
brought about by movements of anger”[1], yet more than 70% 
would support the very same movements of anger when 
properly mediated through the prism of strong, democratically-
accountable leadership. [2]

Imagine a working-class man– for the sake of argument, 
let’s call him “Jimmy Scargill”. Jimmy doesn’t actually exist, 
but a 2-D stereotype of working-class opinion is important for 
my argument. I spoke to him in his spit-and-sawdust pub, and 
asked him his opinion on the Black Bloc and violence on the 
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DSG (Deterritorial Support Group) is an Ultra-Left 
organization aimed to publish posts and propaganda from 
various sources as provocation and stimulation. The following 
text was produced in a hurry without the most basic of sub-
editors checks. It is credited to “Guest”. It comes after a Union 
march in England where the Black Bloc gained national 
attention. We publish this for the Lulz and Satire. 

We are all agreed that without strong, democratically-
accountable leadership, our movement against the cuts will 
shrivel up like an unprotected scrotum in the wintertime. But 
it is springtime. Springtime for us – and for our enemies. If 
there is anything to be learnt from the last workers’ struggle, 
May 1968, it is that when movements have leaders who express 
a preference for the chintzy improvisation of jazz over the real 
and scientifically determinable sounds of colliery bands, they 
will fail. In light of this damning empirical truth, it’s time The 
Left made the case for leadership in the anti-cuts movement.

1. Why the Black Bloc matters – and why the Left should listen

Faced with the biggest threats to the welfare state since 
its creation by the Labour government of 1947, from a no-
mandate government of millionaires and hucksters, it is clear 
that a strong movement is necessary to preserve the lux 
conditions of the British working-class. What is also clear, as 
we have seen from the failed student riots of late 2010, is that 
without strong, democratically-accountable leadership, 
movements tend to fizzle out through lack of organic 
enthusiasm. We met one student on the 9th December, Alex, 
who told us “without strong, democratically-accountable 
leadership, I will tire of demonstrating and lobbying, and will 
return to my more-or-less enjoyable life of consumption, 
mediation and internet-music-downloads. Brap!”.

What is clear, then, is that we need strong, democratically-
accountable leadership. But who can offer such leadership? As 
countless jazz musicians showed us in the 1970s, without a 
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We are in the process of learning, heightening our 
consciousness and consolidating our strengths while tossing 
the weaknesses. The peace police mentality is already heading 
out the window, but will remain with the committed minority 
of police lovers. Nonsensical Elitism is out the door. As for 
“Property Destruction” the word of the night and defiantly of 
the week, it will stick around; only its use will be much more 
refined to targets which go well in Public Relations. 

8



Oppressive Language in Occupy
Autonomous Workers' Group

Throughout the Occupy movement’s campgrounds and 
actions, homophobic and misogynist slurs used against both 
enemies and allies have degraded our character and limited 
our impact. Our words shape the way we communicate with 
another and denote the ideas that we hold true. Therefore, the 
language that each of us chooses to use both creates and 
reifies world views that can either be liberating or oppressing. 
Hurtful words carry heavy burdens for marginalized people 
within movements who are often made to feel alienated and 
demeaned by those with privilege. Words can seem 
meaningless, but their impact can be dismissive and 
disrespectful of those with which we organize and seek 
solidarity with. It is essential that our movement not become 
careless in perpetuating the oppression of those within it and 
those we wish to reach from the outside.
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reversed the revolution may never have happened. When John 
Brown raided Harper’s Ferry in 1859 he failed to start an 
armed revolt against slavery. He succeeded however in 
galvanizing the South to arm in anticipation of more raids. The 
North, while admiring his motives, nonetheless considered his 
actions to be those of a madman. On February 12, 2012, the 
leader of Peru’s Shining Path, a Maoist organization, was 
captured by Peruvian authorities. This capture may very well 
be the death knell of the organization which controlled a 
significant portion of the Peruvian countryside in it’s heyday. 
Due to it’s brutality however, it never succeeded in gaining the 
support of the people and so eventually withered and 
essentially has died.

Now contrast these examples of violent action with the 
likes of Gandhi, Martin Luther King, and Rosa Parks. All 
gained the support of the general public through positive action 
exemplifying dignity and respect. Once they garnered public 
support, real change resulted. Look to the examples of 
dignified protest in Tunisia, Egypt, and Syria. Two of the 
three governments have fallen and Syrian actions have almost 
certainly doomed it as well for it has lost the support of the 
majority due to it’s blatant brutality against dignified peaceful 
protest.

History shows repeatedly that violence only brings more 
violence. Unless one has the means to physically conquer one’s 
enemies the only way to bring about meaningful change is 
through passive resistance until such time that the goodwill of 
the people has been secured. Then, and only then, if the 
powers that be refuse to bend to winds of change, can the 
violence of revolution be justified or sustained.

Why we should make the black 
bloc our leaders
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In the realm of mathematics two negatives when added 
together become a greater negative. A positive when added to 
a negative serves to overcome the negative. If the positive is 
greater then the result will always be positive. The realm of 
morality and ethics have an additive property similar to 
mathematics. Add the negative actions of the police with 

negative actions from the protesters, and 
you will always result in a greater 
negative. Oppose a negative with strong 
enough positive action and you will always 
result in a positive.

A greater negative serves no one but 
the established negative which the 
protesters are attempting to change. 
Shouting obscenities, throwing bottles at 
police, vandalizing public or private 
property, and burning flags all only serve 

to provide those police with the community sanction they need 
to become even more brutal than they already are. It has the 
effect of providing them with carte blanch to violate the civil 
rights of the protesters and of the general public in the name 
of safety and security. It feeds the politics of fear that is 
already so pervasive in America today. Two wrongs will never 
make a right. Two wrongs will only serve to destroy the rights 
that we still have.
Conversely, meet the brutal actions of the police with unified 
passive resistance, meet them with dignity, meet them with 
respect and the police who purport to be emperors of freedom 
and public safety will be revealed to have no clothes.
When this happens, then and only then will the general public 
recognize the cause as true and just.

To effect real change any movement must have the 
support of the general public or it is doomed to failure. The 
Boston Massacre in 1770 galvanized the colonists and most 
certainly served to sanction the act of civil disobedience 
known as the Boston Tea Party. If the order of events had been 
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White Privilege = the Black 
Bloc? 
Autonomous Workers' Group

In light of petty property destruction, such as the 
Vancouver Stanley Cup riot of 2011, the Black Bloc (or rather 
the acts of Property Destruction associated with it) have been 
affiliated with perpetuating white male privilege through 
displays of petty aggression and property damage. While 
similarities can be drawn and found conclusive, there is 
historical evidence which illuminates a different history of 
those involved with property damage.

In America, the Detroit Race Riot of 1863, the Civil 
Rights Riots of 1964, the Watts Riots, and the L.A. Riots of 92 
show that violence, aggression, and property destruction are 
not an inherently indicative of the White Middle Class or 
Youth, but a reality of Human and Class Struggle. Most 
recently we can look to the 2011 Riots in Tottenham which saw 
primarily people of color loot businesses and burn buildings.

Women have historically played a leading role in acts of 
Property Destruction or "Violence". For example, during The 
Women's March on Versailles in October 1789 a police 
inspector, referring to the event a few years earlier said, 'It is 
mainly the women who are stirred up, women who in turn 
communicate all their frenzy to the men, heating them up with 
their seditious propositions and stimulating the most violent 
effervescence." The Suffragette Movement during World War 1 
in England also saw violence as armed groups of women 
committed acts of Property Destruction, particularly in 
breaking windows. Not to mention women leading looting, or 
the so called "Food Riots" all over the world, throughout the 
history of Capitalism.

Emma Goldman, an American Anarchist would say 
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"resistance against force is a natural phenomenon. Like the 
wild beast who is cornered by his enemy, man, being a part of 
nature, fights back when he is pressed. Individuals do not 
choose to engage in violent conduct but are forced into it by the 
injustice and oppression of the organized political order." 

Liberals would like to paint a dismissive picture that 
property damage is only the work of privileged white males; 
however, this viewpoint erases the agency of both women and 
people of color who have historically used violence and 
property damage as tactics within their own movements.
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their current status as a wealthy capitalist enterprise. In fact, 
the Quandts, founding family and subsequent errs to the BMW 
fortune (eight of which are among the hundred wealthiest 
Germans today) utilized approximately 50,000 slave laborers 
from concentration camps, many of whom died in extreme 
work conditions or were executed. Openly important members 
of the Nazi party, the Quandts played major roles in the 
Holocaust and the forced ‘aryanization’ of Jewish businesses. 
Fuck those who have profited from the brutal and systematic 
slavery and genocide of people, fuck BMW, and fuck your 
windshield – of which I’m sure you can afford plenty more – so 
pardon the marginal inconvenience from your privileged life.

FUCK YOUR COMMODITIES, FUCK YOUR PROPERTY, 
FUCK YOUR FALSE SENSE OF MATURITY BASED ON 
CAPITALIST LUXURY AND PRIVILEGE.

SOLIDARITY TO COMRADES IN OAKLAND, GREECE, 
SYRIA, EGYPT, PALESTINE, AND ANYWHERE AND 
EVERYWHERE PEOPLE FACE POLICE-OPPRESSION.

ONLY ANARCHY IS JUST AND ONLY ANARCHY WILL 
PREVAIL!

Black Bloc: Two Wrongs Never 
Make a Right!
By Vargus Pike
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and an image that deserves to be vandalized regardless of the 
surface it’s attached to. Honda is a major capitalist corporation 
which has been strengthened as a result of purchasing this 
vehicle, regardless of the buyer’s social position, and thus 
capitalist oppression continues to devastate all it touches. 
Surely, the person’s life was equally devastated after having to 
rub the graffiti off with a cheap rag and solvent – a mere 
aesthetic and non-permanent offense (perhaps next time the 
window should just be smashed!).

— The front window of a local business, ‘Genoa Restaurant’, 
one of, if not the only, five-star restaurants in Portland. This is 
not a business for the working class, this is strictly a business 
for the wealthy and privileged, literally spending over $100 a 
person to consume delicacies such as Foie Gras, a notoriously 
cruel and unethically produced serving of duck. Money flies 
out of pockets as disgusting rates as an indulgence indoors 
while others live houseless and without property, exposed to 
the elements and hiding in fear from police aggressors.

— A classic Alfa Romeo convertible’s windshield was smashed 
through in two places and the side scuffed up. This car was not 
a humble, working-class minivan with a child’s seat, but an 
extravagant European collectible sports car denoting material 
privilege. Furthermore, Alfa Romeo has designed cars 
specifically for the Italian police since the 60s, and have been 
used as the automobile of choice by several departments of the 
Italian police force to this day. May this action be in solidarity 
with our comrades in Italy, facing similar police brutality and 
oppression!

— And lastly, a new BMW sports coupe. Similarly, the sides 
were scuffed up and the front windshield busted through twice. 
This is a luxury car, and surely the owner will survive a night 
or two while their car which costs more than the average 
person or household makes in an entire year sits in the shop. 
Beyond the bourgeois status of the car, BMW has a dark 
history of fascist oppression which has propelled them into 
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Valentines Jail Solidarity Demo 
Report back
Anonymous

On February 14th a group of about 20 people dressed in 
black gathered outside the Donald E. Long Juvenile Detention 
Center in Portland. We banged on pots, pans, buckets, and 
various other improvised noisemakers for about an hour and a 
half to let the people inside know that the had not been 
forgotten. Kids inside the jail were seen pounding on windows, 
giving thumbs up, and holding signs in the windows that read 
“fuck pigs.” At one point there was a massive two-person paper 
mache dragon with light-up eyes and nostrils spewing silly 
string out of its mouth. That was totally unexpected and 
awesome, and definitely brought up everyone’s spirits. A 
banner reading “Prisons are the new plantations – freedom 4 
everyone” was hung over the wall facing the cells. The lid to a 
trashcan was thrown over the outer wall, taking out one of the 
metal props for the (unelectrified) double wire running the 
perimeter of the wall.

In solidarity with prisoners 
everywhere! Until all are free!
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----Perspectives on the 
Black Bloc----

---> In light of the debate between Pacifism and a 
Diversity of Tactics (or rather, the Black Bloc) we 
dedicate the rest our space to perspectives on Tactics 
and Anarchist Organisation. 
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stop at nothing to perpetuate itself. Do not attack an 
inanimate object in the name of humanity, for they will attack 
you in the name of their abstract movement and deny the 
contradiction!!

* * *

Unethically Produced, Ethically Destroyed

Here is a description of the things which were vandalized 
or smashed during the march, listed chronologically. These are 
detailed as a result of public outcry against the nature of the 
actions, though may it be known that they were carried out not 
as a form of public outreach, but in solidarity as retaliatory 
actions in light of police brutality locally, nationally, and 
internationally, including the recent murder of Brad Lee 
Morgan by Portland Police, as well as the ongoing violence and 
arrests in Oakland, and all comrades imprisoned by our unjust 
system! Also, it should be mentioned that the final three acts 
were committed with a black and red flag, and proudly so! 
Actions included:

— A Honda Element SUV driving through the march was 
spray painted with a circle-’A', the symbol of anarchism. Anyone 
privileged enough to afford to drive any car does not hold 
precedent over the countless thousands of people who die in 
the name of the oil which propels it, nor is their comfort and 
convenience worthy of the environmental destruction these 
vehicles put forth. And how much better that it be in motion 
while being tagged, a symbol of capitalism in progress, of our 
hard earned oil in use, exhaust spewing on the perpetrator in 
action. We will not simply allow you to cruise through our 
march without thinking twice about the brutality you blindly 
perpetuate. Fuck your cars, fuck your wars, and fuck the police 
flying overhead who watched helplessly as anarchists destroyed 
property that they were being paid to protect. There was an 
Iron Cross decal on the window which was vandalized, a 
blatant symbol of oppression heavily used in Nazi Germany, 
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no value on human life, and we will continue to show them 
that conversely, we hold no value on the property that they are 
in place to protect.

The Police are Enforcers, Not Negotiators

Another common misconception amongst Occupiers is the 
myth that non-violence will always prevail. ‘Pacifism in the 
face of violence.’ This falsely optimistic view arises from a 
privileged state of existence, an informal petite-bourgeois 
comfort zone perpetuated by laws which have evolved over 
time to marginalize and subject various groups of minorities 
who lack the means of control and production, while keeping 
the larger public minimally satisfied, and the elite more than 
comfortable (an understatement, of course.) These white, 
middle-class folks have little tangible evidence for their 
subjection – interactions with police officers often minimal 
offenses such as traffic violations which can easily be 
negotiated out of or avoided. Unfortunately, racist, classist, 
sexist, homophobic, transphobic, heterosexist, and other 
systematic and widespread forms of profiling don’t afford 
others the same level of comfort in dealing with police. These 
dynamics require swift and militant tactics in dismantling 
such an unjust police state, or doing everything within our 
capacity to facilitate the end of the state and capitalism as a 
whole.

Another foul and despicable development within the 
Occupy movement is the close coordination of protests and 
actions with local police enforcement, including citizen’s arrest 
tactics, blatant snitching of black-bloc perpetrators of direct 
action, and mimicking police tactics to the point of assaulting 
fellow marchers (and particularly those in black-bloc). When 
certain actions listed below were initiated, Occupiers formed 
an ad-hoc group of vigilantes acting on behalf of the police, 
attempting to identify, subdue, and turn the perpetrator of 
direct action over to the police – and all for the cause of 
sanitizing the name of the Occupy movement! Not unlike 
capitalism and the state, the Occupy movement will seemingly 
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On the Black Bloc - Salar Mohandesi

The “internecine ultra-left argument of the moment,” says 
the Wall Street Journal, is the debate over the “black bloc.” And 
if this debate has led the WSJ to talk about “ultra-leftism,” it’s 
clearly a debate we have to address.
In a report called “Activists and Anarchists Speak for 
Themselves at Occupy Oakland,” Susie Cagle reminds us that 
the recent major instances of street-fighting, which have been 
cited by liberals critical of the black bloc, force us to abandon 
the stereotype of ski-masked vandals breaking windows. She 
writes:

The buildings Occupy Oakland marched toward were not 
targeted for destruction, but for squatting, for organization and 
for political and community building. And the protesters who 
came armed with plastic, wood and metal shields, who both 
moved on and defended others from the police, were not a bloc, 
were not dressed in black and did not move as one unit.
“Black bloc is not a lifestyle choice, but a tactical one,” Cagle 
argues. She points out that the only recent manifestation of the 
black bloc was during the November 2nd “general strike,” when 
bank windows were smashed, “STRIKE” was spray-painted on 
a Whole Foods, and the Travelers Aid Building was briefly 
occupied, all by a group clad in black.
But somehow, even though all sides acknowledge that the real 
issue is street-fighting as such, the black bloc has become the 
representative figure of the debate, summing up the tension 
between “nonviolence” and “diversity of tactics,” property 
destruction and legal marches, anarchism and liberalism.

This is no accident. The history of the black bloc reveals a 
great deal about our current moment – it can even help us to 
understand the nature of squatting. But before tracing this 
history, we should deal with definitions.

Strategy and Tactics
14



Since much of the contemporary debate over the black bloc 
has revolved around the meaning of a “diversity of tactics,” a 
concept which actually emerged nearly a decade ago, let’s take 
a moment to define “tactics.” This means defining “strategy” as 
well, since the two terms have no meaning outside their 
relationship with each other.

A tactic, it is often said, is a specific set of maneuvers 
used to win a localized engagement. A strategy, on the other 
hand, is the way these discrete engagements are coherently 
strung together to realize a broader objective. The two 
therefore form a reciprocal relationship in practice as well as in 
theory. Without a strategy, tactics only produce isolated 
skirmishes; without tactics, a strategy is only an unfulfilled 
dream.

Militant confrontation through street-fighting, which has 
been personified by the black bloc today, is a tactic, since it 
represents a specific way to win a specific encounter. It can 
stand alone or be complemented by a number of other tactics, 
such as peaceful marches, boycotts, or even voting, to name 
just a few. Calling for a “diversity of tactics” just means that 
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called ‘violent’ property destruction – and since their 
parameters for responding to property destruction have been 
formally predefined, we are at fault for crossing the line and 
have only subjected ourselves to police violence.

It shouldn’t take an anarchist to see the lack of merit in 
such a conclusion, especially at a police brutality march! A 
major mistake was assuming that because folks were marching 
against the police, that they were actually against the police as 
an institution, when many seemed to only be marching against 
what they viewed as minor transgressions in what is (thought 
to be) a generally functional and effective system. These 
primarily white, middle-class folks have been disillusioned by 
capitalism yet have largely maintained a privileged distance 
from direct police-oppression or state violence prior to Occupy-
based incidents. In Portland, these encounters in the Occupy 
movement have only been abstracted politically into a 
narcissistic occupation of space, speaking not towards the 
direct needs of the people for which the state and capitalism 
has failed, but rather moving forth into the mode of a self-
perpetuating institution. Not to say that occupation is not a 
sound tactic – if used properly and unimpeded from liberal co-
option it can be a powerful tool indeed! The movement’s lack 
of motives and goals and subsequent institutionalization have 
developed from a combination of general political unawareness, 
westernized privilege and aimless entitlement, yet youthful 
desire to evoke change at any costs as a break from our state 
of disillusionment. People have tasted the idea of change and 
are clinging to all they know in order to hold their dream 
strong, yet unfortunately their dream cannot be realized 
without radical methods and the ultimate goal of an anarchist 
society free from state and capitalist oppression!

Sorry Occupiers, we will not reduce ourselves to the vile 
standards laid forth by those who benefit from our corrupt 
capitalist system, the state which supports it, and the police 
who uphold it.

The police have proven time and time again that they hold 
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tactics.

And why not?

With the bumper-sticker approved formula for a pseudo-
class analysis put forth by the Occupy movement, the fallacious 
99% vs. 1% based class-division has spread like a plague, 
finally giving aspiring political activists something which is 
easily digestible and accessible to spring on – to take action in 
the streets!!! And what easy theory to put into practice, uniting 
police officers with those they imprison and murder, bosses and 
capitalist business owners with the workers they subjugate, and 
allowing anyone of privilege to neglect true class-
consciousness and global solidarity in the name of their own 
depersonalized, non-focused, and primarily white middle-class 
struggle. What a strange bunch, having pinned the issue of 
capitalism’s failure yet unwilling to sacrifice it completely in 
exchange for something better. It is seemingly believed that 
once the major corporations fall, and we continue to micro-
manage our antiquated Constitution with endless ratifications, 
bells, and whistles, that capitalism and the state which 
supports it will prevail and fulfill our dreams for freedom. 
Why replace state-controlled capitalism with something better 
when state-controlled capitalism works so well for those who 
perpetuate it? Even their own skewed class-model of the 99% 
vs. 1% doesn’t negate this fact entirely, though it would be nice 
if they maintained such numbers after ridding us of the entire 
upper-class, only to discover that their bosses, business owners, 
government officials, police officers and the like were 
continuing to impede on their freedom. If Occupiers cannot see 
the inherent failures of capitalism as a whole then their 
movement has been doomed to produce any tangible or 
sustainable change from the start.

Police Protect Property, Not People

There is a common misconception, held strong by 
Occupiers, that police are present to protect our safety as 
taxpayers and will uphold their duty until provoked by so-
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all such tactics should be left open for future engagements. But 
this innocuous and seemingly obvious position, which, in 
theory, could refer to every imaginable tactic, has now come to 
adopt a highly specific meaning. The phrase no longer refers to 
the need to pursue a plurality of positions, but rather to the 
question of the continued viability of a single tactic: street-
fighting, especially within the black bloc paradigm.

The obsession over the black bloc in the past few months 
is a distorted reflection of the very real predominance of this 
tactic in contemporary struggles. This is somewhat odd, 
because in our current cycle of struggle, the black bloc has 
genuinely appeared in only a few areas, mainly the Northwest 
United States. But while the tactic’s geographic reach is 
somewhat localized, its presence in the movement’s collective 
imagination has grown to immense proportions. It seems like 
the black bloc is everywhere, a palpable reality, something 
everyone has to take a side on – even, and perhaps especially, 
those who haven’t actually seen it in action firsthand.

But it’s precisely the continued obsession with this single 
tactic that prevents us from seriously interrogating the 
necessary other term in this relationship: strategy. The 
discussions over the so-called “diversity of tactics” indicate the 
problem: by focusing all our energies on disputing the merits 
of a tactic, we end up neglecting strategy altogether. A 
“diversity of tactics” has little to do with strategy; in fact, it 
seems to replace strategy with liberal pluralism. The question 
isn’t whether to pursue a “diversity of tactics,” but rather: what 
kind of strategy allows us to effectively incorporate a diverse 
range of tactics?

It soon becomes clear that the hypertrophy of this tactic is 
actually a direct result of the atrophy of any corresponding 
strategy. As Alberto Toscano has recently written, “if 
something marks out the contemporary resurgence of 
theoretical interest in communism, across its various species, 
it is the almost total neglect of the question of strategy.” We 
might also add that since strategy and tactics can only exist in 
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a reciprocal relationship, the deformation – or perhaps even 
absence – of former can only lead to a destabilization of the 
latter.

The symptom of this destabilization is the compulsion to 
repeat. The tactic of street-fighting is now being repeated 
obsessively, overcompensating for the shortage of strategy. At 
its crudest, this just means repeating the same thing over and 
over again in the hopes of forcing some kind of breakthrough; 
some claim that the repetition of a tactic will in itself generate 
a strategy.

Others suggest that a tactical defeat might produce a 
strategic victory. On the one hand, this position implies the 
conceptual collapse of two distinct categories into one; on the 
other, it seems to represent the very essence of teleological 
thinking. Though they’re related, strategies don’t organically 
emerge out of tactics. Suggesting that the repetition of a single 
tactic will naturally and spontaneously give birth to a strategy 
does not do justice to the complexity of their relationship.

We have a militant tactic without a correspondingly 
militant strategy, locked into compulsively repeating the 
bloated tactic in order to miraculously produce the absent 
strategy. And since this whole impasse is being represented by 
the dramatic image of the black bloc, we should trace the 
history that led us here.

A Genealogy of the Black Bloc

17



by (A)-Team

(This article comes in light of the Liberal Occupiers 
attacks against Property Damage following the Feb. 6th 
Solidarity March)

What makes something worthy of being vandalized? Why 
do occupiers insist on inflicting acts of personal violence and 
assault in order to protect private property much like the 
police themselves?

Several things went wrong on Monday [February 6th]‘s 
march to protest police brutality in Portland, Oregon. These 
issues primarily stemmed from the liberal Occupy movement’s 
attempted co-option of a radical anti-police march, which was 
neither initiated nor organized by local Occupiers. 
Unfortunately, since the march was called for in solidarity with 
the Oakland Occupy movement’s recent arrests and police 
conflict, local Occupiers showed up en masse and with a 
particularly strong sense of entitlement. I remain disillusioned 
by anything conducted locally under the ‘Occupy’ moniker, 
which has taken on a decidedly soft, liberal stance on goals and 
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confrontation through street-fighting. Without that, without a 
coherent communist strategy, all we have is a zombie chasing 
its own shadow.

Salar Mohandesi is a graduate student at UPenn and an editor 
of Viewpoint.

Things Were Smashed, and 
Rightfully So!
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The roots of today’s black bloc reach back to the 
experiences of the European “autonomist” movements of the 
late 1970s and early 1980s. At that time, capitalists in a 
number of states were consciously undermining the militancy 
of the mass worker by shifting to a new regime of 
accumulation. This restructuring was characterized by 
systematic decentralization, flexibilization, and territorial 
disarticulation of the production process. This shift, which has 
somewhat simplistically been regarded as a move away from 
industrial factories towards the more dispersed production of 
services, information, and knowledge, involved a 
transformation of the terrain of the city. On the one hand, 
public spaces once used by the proletariat – such as youth 
centers, parks, and meeting places – were destroyed. On the 
other hand, spaces once used by the great industrial companies 
– such as warehouses, factories, sheds – were being abandoned 
as capitalists reoriented their business practices. In Italy, for 
example, Pierpaolo Mudu notes that by the late 1990s, 
“industrial property across a total area of 7 million sq m had 
been vacated in Milan alone.”
The Italian working class responded to this restructuring by 
launching another cycle of struggle in which these abandoned 
buildings were seized all over the North, once the heartland of 
Italian heavy industry, and antagonistically transformed into 
bases of autonomous proletarian power. In fact, the first of 
these bases, or what would later be called “social centers,” 
arose in the vacant spaces of Milan in 1975. Though the social 
centers, which began to cohere into a kind archipelago of 
liberated spaces, or what would later be defined as 
“Autonomia,” engaged in a broad number of activities – 
facilitating political debates, offering legal advice, organizing 
solidarity actions for marginalized groups, establishing 
libraries, holding concerts, reaching out to surrounding 
neighborhoods, and so on – their significance for the Italian 
communists was in their role as “modern-day soviets,” or 
centers of autonomous power developed in direct opposition to 
the state.
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The revolutions of the twentieth century were sparked by 
the challenge of syndicalism, which advanced the idea of self-
management in workers’ councils – in Russia called soviets. 
Paolo Virno, who participated in Autonomia, has tried to 
theorize the general logic of the soviet form, no doubt strongly 
inspired by the social centers of his own time. Virno describes 
soviets as “the organs of nonrepresentative democracy,” the 
space in which the cooperation and creativity that capital 
increasingly relies upon for production can take on an 
independent public existence. Their goal is to “emancipate 
virtuosic cooperation from its present connection with waged 
labor.” In this regard the social centers are recasted as 
historical attempts to reanimate the soviet form for a context 
marked by “post-Fordism,” and the visible importance of 
knowledge and communication in the rapidly expanding 
service sector.

Soviets have historically been the foundation for 
revolutionary explosions; Virno writes that they “interfere 
conflictually with the State’s administrative apparatuses, with 
a view to eating away at its prerogatives and absorbing its 
functions.” This does not mean reproducing the state – for 
Virno, the soviets break totally with the the “normativity of 
comand,” the bureaucratic ideals of “representation and 
delegation”:

Whether it is a question of the distribution of wealth or 
the organization of schools, the functioning of the media or the 
workings of the inner city, the Soviets elaborate actions that 
are paradigmatic and capable of blossoming into new 
combinations of knowledge, ethical propensities, technologies, 
and desires.

The social center form of soviet power, though made 
famous early on by the Italians, was by no means limited to 
them – a very similar phenomenon took place in Germany. 
Though there was a “German Autumn” of militancy in 1977, 
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movement dependent on getting the state to listen.

The second involves trying to force the social centers, once 
the base of the black bloc, back into existence. Cut adrift, 
without the social centers that first called them into being, the 
black bloc ideology now tries to institute them by force. The 
extraordinarily hostile legal situation, and the overwhelming 
military power of the state, turn the taking of the building into 
a framework for street-fighting. And to a certain extent, it’s 
difficult to think past the performative gesture of 
reconstituting a social space, which seems to be the goal in 
itself, rather than the actual construction of the center. We have 
no reason to believe that a social center can be constructed in 
the context of street-fighting. The armed Autonomen never 
created the squatters’ centers; it was the archipelago of 
autonomous spaces that created the armed Autonomen. And 
recent experience indicates that in the context of an advanced 
neoliberalism, social centers probably won’t be the form that 
organized proletarian self-activity will take today.

In the first case, then, we have a liberal ideology of the 
present; in the second, a communist ideology of the past. One 
has led some of the most militant, energetic, and dedicated 
elements of the movement into unintentional reformism; the 
other has led these elements into fulfilling the directives 
handed down from a past that no longer exists.

Neither a liberalism of the present nor a communism of 
the past is adequate today. The only thing we’re after is a 
communist strategy for the present. Our task is to attempt to 
lay the foundations for an organization of proletarian self-
activity, in a form that is historically appropriate. It means 
reinventing the “soviets” for our time, as the autonomists did 
for theirs; discovering, through a process of collective 
experimentation, a form of struggle that will resonate with the 
composition of our class, linking together the various layers of 
that class, and recomposing this disparate body into an 
antagonistic subject. Only then will we be able to determine 
the place in our struggle for the tactic of militant 
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little choice but to reconstruct a new identity for themselves. 
The rebirth of the black bloc came at a price: the 
insurmountable contradiction between its existence as a tactic 
and its existence as an identity. Though the defeat of the anti-
war movement, the onset of the Bush years, and the decline of 
an organized Left, forced the black bloc to more or less 
disappear as a material tactic, it paradoxically consolidated its 
identity, granting it a mystical afterlife that is being 
resurrected and fetishized today.

A Floating Tactic

After decades of capitalist restructuring, there are no 
longer squatters to defend. With the definitive dismantling of 
the welfare state that once provided the conditions in which 
autonomous movements could emerge, and the violent 
repression of the social centers that remained, the squatters 
who once formed the social basis for the black bloc have 
disappeared.

Separated from these foundations, the black bloc has 
continued to live on as a kind of floating tactic. Now in its 
afterlife, the idea of the black bloc explicitly reproduces a 
single tactic in the hopes of rediscovering the strategy it 
emerged from. At a superficial level, it was a street-fighting 
tactic that used black clothes and masks to anonymously 
confront the state, and occasionally destroy property. But after 
its death and rebirth, the black bloc has become a particular 
ideology of street-fighting: the use of confrontation with police 
to displace contradictions internal to the movement. And the 
movement is left to oscillate between two supplementary 
ideologies, two unconscious strategies, in the name of the 
“diversity of tactics.”

The first involves deliberately planning police 
confrontations in the hopes of spectacularizing the movement 
for liberal consumption. More of a formula than a strategy, it is 
applied indiscriminately, with little concern for the specific 
context, and paradoxically makes the survival of the 
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the movement only really picked up a few years later, when the 
squatters first began to consolidate. Soon after 1980, the 
squatters movement took the initiative, retaking hundreds of 
homes throughout West Germany, and the “Autonomen” brought 
the soviets home. They began to form their own councils, 
organize national congresses of squatters, and, as in Italy, used 
their social centers to eat away at the state.

It became clear, however, that these militant spaces could 
never escape state repression. From the very beginning, in 
fact, the Autonomen were on alert, knowing themselves to be 
under attack, prime targets for the police. After the “Free 
Republic of Wendland” – a liberated space in Gorleben – was 
violently dispersed in 1980 by the largest deployment of police 
in Germany since Hitler, and after a wave of systematic 
attacks on squatters in West Berlin in December of that year, 
it became obvious that if they were to survive, the Autonomen 
would have to protect themselves in more militant ways. 
Groups of armed Autonomen, whose power was rooted in the 
social centers, quickly emerged to defend these spaces. A 
necessary task, no doubt, but one which would eventually 
consume all the energies of the movement, polarizing the 
Autonomen and weakening their solidarity.

“As their militant actions became attacked even by their 
allies,” notes historian George Katsiaficas, “radicals became 
increasingly autonomous – some would say isolated – from 
mainstream protesters and came to constitute their own 
source of collective identity.” These militant groups, who now 
engaged in offensive strikes as well strictly defensive 
maneuvers, began to forge a collective identity through the 
monopolization of a single tactic: militant confrontation 
through street-fighting. By the mid-1980s, as repression 
continued to escalate, these militant groupings solidified their 
cultural identity, sometimes in opposition to the rest of the 
movement. “The black leather jackets worn by many people at 
demonstrations and the black flags carried by others signalled 
less an ideological anarchism than a style of dress and 
behavior,” Katsiaficas writes. Black clothes, black flags, ski 
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masks, helmets, and punk became “symbols of a way of life.” It 
is here that the modern black bloc was born.

But it was precisely at this point, when the black bloc 
began to fuse itself into a distinct entity, that the autonomous 
movements that originated it actually began to decline. This 
was the historical reality underlying the ideology of the black 
bloc. The tactic, in fact, emerged in large part as a way to stop 
this internal disintegration. Many activists believed that their 
instability was purely the result of state repression, and they 
assumed that the organized defense of the social centers would 
actually reverse this process of decomposition.

In truth, the autonomous movements, in both Germany 
and Italy, were on the verge of collapse. As they developed a 
strongly internal and oppositional identity, they found 
themselves increasingly incapable of reaching beyond the 
hegemony of a single proletarian figure. They failed to link 
with different layers of the working class, and were unable to 
form a coalition with the broader masses. Earlier in the 
century, when soviets were first born, this had meant linking 
the proletariat to the peasantry. In the late 1970s and 1980s, it 
meant linking the “advanced” sector of the proletariat, in this 
case the “social worker” – or less contentiously, a kind of 
amalgam of students, youth, and precarious workers that 
drifted through a disintegrating welfare system – to the rest of 
the working class. Unable, or perhaps unwilling to link the 
different segments of the class together, the black bloc became 
nothing but the rudiments of a defensive military force.

The eventual disappearance of the social centers, however, 
did not necessarily entail the disappearance of those militant 
groupings that were originally created to protect those 
besieged spaces. In fact, they lived on, but their function grew 
more and more ambiguous. In the mid-1990s, for example, some 
activists in Italy decided to form Tute Bianche, or the “White 
Overalls,” as a direct response to the disintegration of the 
surviving social centers. Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri 
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describe the grouping:

The youths in the social centers began to recognize the 
new paradigm of work that characterized their experiences: the 
mobile, flexible, precarious work typical of Post-Fordism… 
Rather than the traditional blue overalls of the old factory 
worker, white overalls represented this new proletariat… They 
claimed they were the ‘invisible’ workers, since they had no 
fixed contacts, no security, no basis for identification. The 
whiteness of their overalls was meant to represent this 
invisibility. And this invisibility that characterized their work 
would also prove to be the strength of their movement.

The White Overalls represented a final attempt to 
revitalize the social centers in light of changed historical 
conditions. When it became clear, after 2001, that the effort 
had failed, that their social basis could not be resuscitated, 
and that their particular form of struggle had reached its 
historical limits, the White Overalls decided to disappear.

The fate of the black bloc would be different. The tactic 
was reborn, and in fact truly came into its own, only after 
being transplanted to the United States – specifically Seattle 
in 1999 – where a movement comparable to the German 
Autonomen had never existed. This geographical distance 
powerfully represented the historical distance between the 
reborn black bloc and its constituting organs in the earlier 
cycle of struggle. The American black bloc, unlike the White 
Overalls, was not born in the social centers.

It was really with the eruption of the anti-globalization 
movement, stretching from around 1999 to 2003, that the black 
bloc tactic, now totally disconnected from the very idea of the 
social centers, began to survive independently by refashioning 
itself into something other than just a tactic. The vast majority 
of those who formed the ranks of the black bloc in Seattle had 
no direct memory of the German Autonomen of the early 
1980s, separated by a sharp generational divide, and so had 
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