GOODBYE TO ALL THAT
This is the last issue of the Bound
Together Newsletter, at least in this

incamation. [ do the most of the work
involved in putting this newsletter out, and
I will be leaving the bookstore at the end
of December. I feel that it would be unfair
to my fellow collecive members, my
readers, and my friends to simply quit
without an explanation, and this 1S my
attempt to answer why I'm leaving. So
often people simply drop out of projects
without a word; journals end by ceasing to
exist without a discussion of why they
have ended. By writing about my reasons
for leaving, I hope that I can touch upon
questions that people who have an anti-
authontarian/anarchist perspective need to
attempt o answer, and if they can't, they

need to re-examine their own participation.

At this point I don't think these questions
can be answered within the ideology of
anarchism and anti-authoritarianism.

My name is Freddie Baer. I have been
working in the Bound Together bookstore
collecuve for about three years now. At
first T just worked on the first incamation
of the BT Newsletter, doing graphic
design, but in May 84 1 joined the
Bookstore collective and began doing a
weekly shift. My reasons for joining
were very personal. An eight year
relationship I had been in had just ended
badly, and I was very depressed, lonely, and
feeling isolated. I joined the Bookstore in
an atempt to end that isolaton and
involve myself with others that I felt
shared some of my political beliefs, In



what I perceived was a community. I had
considered myself part of the "anarchist
movement” in one way or another since
1972 (including a stint at Processed World
for fifteen months) though I had not called
myself an anarchist for some time, finding
that label too restrictive and narrow, in
fact, not liking any labels at all, However,
I did call myself anti-authoritarian when I
had to, using an acceptable political verbal
shorthand for very complex, diverse ideas.
In the fall of 1985, I started working in
an office where 1 have access to a
MacIntosh (for typesetting and lay out) and
a xerox machine. At that time there was
not a regular Bay Area anti-authoritarian
Journal, and I felt that it would be useful to
report and comment on important local
events that could be of interest to both the
~local and more distant anarchist/anti-
authoritarian community. I also thought
that newsletter could pass  along
information about
upcoming events. ‘Finally, there are many
creative people around this community,
and I felt that the newsletter could be a
format for their (and my) work. Since I
had the means of production at my disposal
and the inclination, the newsletter began,
Has the BT Newsletter served my
original purposes? I don't know. I see
articles from the newsletter reprinted in the
anarchist and anti-authoritarian press.
Somebody, somewhere, must be reading it.
I occasionally get comments from friends
and correspondents. 1 also get criticised for
what I and others write, though more often
than not, T just hear thay someone's

another. Has the newsletter really made
dlff'erence in anyone's Opinions?

I'm leaving the bookstore because [ haye
asked myse]f many questiong about what i
means g participate  j
bookstore, anq why I hay

the bookstore and -

satisfactorily to my own self. I joineq the
bookstore to be less isolated, bug | became
more isolated within an ingylar and self.
perpetuating  community  thag does noy
question its own ideology and action, |
Joined the bookstore to work on a Project
with others with a similar politica]
viewpoint but never questioned why T fe]q
the need to be doing that project or why [
assumed others would share my politica]
viewpoint just because they, too, called
themselves anti-authoritarian,

What does it mean to be an anarchist
bookstore? The rote answers have become
to disseminate information on anarchism
and anti-authoritarianism that is not
available elsewhere and to provide an
alternate  gathering place for the
anarchist/anti-authoritarian community,
but these answers are no answers because
they raise more questions that go
unanswered.  Why is it important to
disseminate anarchist ideas? Why are those
ideas considered applicable to anyone's
daily life? What does it éven mean to be
an - anarchist/anti-authoritarian in 19862
What is/Who is/Where is an anarchist/anti-
authoritarian community?

I have often said that the anarchist/anti-
authoritarian community is a false
community, that the only thing that unites
this community is the rather tenuous glue
of opposing the State, and even that is not
consistent (considering some's qualified
Support of some state government
apparatus as ip Nicaragua). The
community then further fragments into
different forms of opposition, different
types of anarcho-ismg that have their own
Pat solutions to what ails the world.

Regardless of this, shared politics alone do
Not a community make, :

I have also said thy within this false
Community of anti-authoritarianism, you
can find people with whom you can share
1deas and interests other than politics, and
form your own Community of friends.

However, 1 haye CoOme to the conclusion




that to form a friendship on the basis of
shared politics alone is not very healthy.
Politics because of its nature is not very
nurturing; it is cold and rational and anti-
human, and anti-authoritarianism remains a
politics. ,
I have become identified with my
activity--the bookstore has become me. I
go observe a demonstration and by my
presence there am the ipso facto
representative of Bound Together. It
doesn't make a difference that I have
criticisms of the bookstore, that I don't
even consider myself an anarchist...I have
become Ms. Anarchy Activist of 1986 by
my very participation and the production of
the newsletter. The newsletter became
something acceptable "to do." I never
questioned its function, how it contributed
to my continued self-isolation within anti-
authoritarianism, and how people related to
me on the basis of the production of the
newsletter.
I would like to go beyond politics; I
would like to go beyond polemics. I
would like to go beyond the politics of
opposition (the state/capitalism/church--
what have you), and I'd like to go beyond
opposing opposition--the nasty negativity
that pervades anti-anti-authoritarianism
lately. I would like to grow and become
more human. I would like to understand
why I am the way I am, why I do what I
do, and how I can change. I want to
understand why I do things, and I want to
be able to answer the questions that I raise,
at least for myself. I want a sense of
history; I want to develop theoretically. I
want to be more creative and intergrate
what I feel and think into what I do and
create. I want my social relationships to
be based on caring, not critiquing, and I
want to help people grow from criticism,
not cut them down. For of all those who
have said that I am too critical, please
remember that I am more critical of myself
than anyone, and that | question my
motves on all that I do and think.

not leaving the bookstore angrys 1

amI gving somewhat sad and d?l:rrlesif}g
because I have spent three years 0 f); ;)
there, and it is a major life CHAREE Of the
to depart. I care very much for som(: (t)here
people 1 have worked with and me those:
and 1 hope very much that e
friendships will not end with the enh 0d 1);‘
participation there. On the other han ;1
those friendships do end with my leawmii
it reflects back on my earlier statemeflt o=
politics alone can not be a basis 10

iendship.
fn?l’his i]s) going to be one hell of a last
newsletter. Besides my de;?arung
statement, Lawrence has just subrqlttcd a
piece critical of anarchism which brings qp
a lot of the same points that I make (but in
a more, shall we say, academic way), Lee
has written a piece (sort of) critical of
criticism, and Keith Sanborn has submitted
an almost unreadable denounciation of the
Lettrist disruption reported in the last
issue. I imagine this is going to make for
some dense reading and will give more
ammunition to those who perceive that the
discussions going on here on the west
coast are nothing but squabbles and petty
feuds. I think that the discussions in here
are much more complex than bickering and #
should not be written off as such. To do
so would ignore the fundamental problems
with anti-authoritarianism/anarchism.

Finally, I recognize the influence that
Stephanie Klein has had on me; the
questions that she raises in Bizs ad
Processed World are the ones that
have asked myself. I have spent a I
time agonizing over whether or not t
are questions I would have asked my
otherwise if she had not brought them
I can honestly say that 1 beli e
begun to question my ov
however, Stephanie luci d
put into words that w
feeling. For this I thank




IS PARIS BURNING?

This article reports on the student
protests of the past week in France against
Government legislation  aimed 4
overhauling the country's  univeristy
System. The Government proposal was
essentially aimed gzt making the 72
universities in the govemment run French
System more distinct and independent,
Legislation would raise academic fees and
allow universities (o be more selective in
their admission policies.  The changes
would have given individuals universities
the right to issue thejr own diplomas. In
addition, universitjeg would have ‘ained
grealer power to select among applicants,
rather than automatically admit a1 high

;«,%

school graduates.

Student leaders denounced the measure
on the grounds that it would create a more
“elitist" sytem, a hierarchy of universities,
with some diplomas being more highly
regarded by prospective employers than
others.

Another factor for the Student protests,
according to government officials, is that
the education bill falls against the
background of an economic crisis, when
unemployment among youth is at record
levels.

Students from more than 70 general
purpose universities organized themselves
nto a protest movement . The movement
was effective enough 1o force the



conservative Government to scrap a plan to
revamp the university system, a plan that
the students deemed to be against their
interests. The movement showed several
things, among them that the students, who
organized themselves into committees
covering the entire country, were able in a
short time to become a major political
force.

The movement differed student activism
in 1968 in that the students' aims were
essentially  practical, often economic
concerns; participants claimed not be
revolutionaries at all but people eager, as
their slogans said, to assure themselves a
more secure future.

A striking element in the movement
was that it did not produce conspicuous
student leaders, as the 1968 movement did
in Daniel Cohn-Bendit. Another striking
element of the movement was the rapidity
of its growth and the fierceness of its
opposition to government legislation.

One student said: "We don't have the
kind of money the Americans have. The
Government wants to encourage private
giving to support the universities, but in
France no private company is going to
give unless the universities train students
for them. We would become adjuncts to
Lhet companies and would no longer by
universities at all."

Thursday, 12/4:  Dozens of people
were injured when students clashed with
police at the end of a march in Paris.
Between 300,000 and 500,000 students had
massed along a five mile route, larger than
a similar demonstration a week ago, when
200,000 people demonstrated in Paris and
anoth'cr 200,000 in provincial cities. For
L("l((ijag’ OSmlgaé‘Ch, stu‘dents.from the provinces
Y special trains and buses.

lheAf;?;rS’lamhmg through Paris most of
Invalide Nf;fS eallorsd ; N ;fontof the
P ecsh onument to listen to a program

peeches and music that promised to

continue past midnight.  An estimated
2000-3000 students trieq Lo press on to the

front of the National Assembly building,

test
: cen the focus of the protest.
TChRZS o by a line of helmeted

as there the clashes

occurred. The police used water cannozlhs,
tecar gas and truncheons to disperse ;1
students. About 180 people were report:
injured, several sen'ously._ Two of .th?j
injured students were in serious condition;
one student lost an arm when a tear gas
grenade exploded in his hand, gnd another
Jost an eye when he was hit in the face
with a projectile.

The pi(i)glence that then followed what
had been a peaceful and good humored
demonstration  clearly ~ changed the
atmosphere with students angry no loqger
only because of the proposed legislation,
but also because of what they saw as

police brutality.
Friday, 12/5: René Monory, the
Minister of Education, announced the

Government would continue to pursue
planned legislation, but in what seemed to
be a concession, he said earlier provisions
to increase fees and make universities
somewhat more selective would not be

immediately pursued.
Thousands of students in Paris took to
the streets again in  unplanned

demonstrations, snarling traffic for much
of the afternoon and evening. For much of
the day squadrons of buses used to
transport the French riot police could be
seen rushing from one place to another in
an effort to block key intersections and
bridges.

Af" estimated total of 20,000 students
calling for the resignation of the French
Interior Minister Charles Pasqua, who is
responsible for the police, marched from
the Sorbonne University to the square in

fror}t of the Paris Opera and then back
again,

Late  Friday night, 12/5: Malik
Oussé_kine, 22 years old, a Student of
Algerian Flescent, died after being beaten by
the police during a demonstration.



Oussékine was reported by the pete
have died of a heart atiack in a hospital,
but witnesses say that the police had
beaten him. ,

Onc witness said three policemen had
followed several students into the courtyard
of a building near the Sorbonne from
which they had been evicted after
demonstrations earlier Friday. "The police-
men came into the entrance of the building
and beat us with nightsticks," said Pauy]
Bayzelon. "The young man next 1o me
was crying, 'Leave me alone, leave me
alone!" He fell, and the police kept kicking
him in the head."

Another wilness, Phillipe Dumas, 2
professor from Montpellier, said the
motorcycle police had been "using their
nightsticks against anyone whg was
young, on the street, on (he sidewalks, to
the right and 1o the left.”

Saturday 12/6- This afternoon, 15,000
o 20,000 students marched from the
Sorbonne to the hospital where Oussékine
had died. A one point, demonstraors
charged a cordon of riot police, forcing

them into a police station.
Saturday night:  The violence in
Latin quarter lasted from carly ’/alnm’a:;
evening until a few hours before dany,
Sunday.  Youths could be seep buim‘zr,;,:
and buming barricades on (e Sirecty
throwing paving stones and boule z¢ 1}.,—;'
police, setting cars afire and looting shops,
In the fighting a1 leasi 63 people were
njured and 28 people amrested. Afer four
hours about 500 police surrounded the ares
and dispersed the rioters. Police said 7
cars were burned and 2] windows broken,
Security officials defended the decision
(o send a motorcycle-bome police flying
squad 1o stop demonstrators bumning cars
and  building barricades  outside the
Sorbonne, Witnesses say it was officers of
this squad who beas Oussékine.
Sunday 12/7- The increase ip anger,
and a growing sense of alienation from this
country’s political leaders seem 10 be
behind the students’ refusal 1q accept a

Fu
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Associated Press

ris yesterday.
Burned car lying on its side In the Latin Quarter In Parls as street sweepers cleaned up debris y : /

most disputed parts of the government's

plan.

Shopkeepers swept up sheets of
shattered glass in front of stores and cafes
this morning. Along the main streets of
the Latin quarter, carcasses of burned and
overturned cars were pulled to the sides of
the road and piles of rubble were swept
away by sanitation workers.

Officials such as conservative Prime
Minister Jacques Chirac and Interior
Minister Pasqua seemed to be taking a hard-
line position on the violence of the last
few days, blaming it not on the police, as
most students have, but on what Pasqua
today called "professionals of

destabilization, leftists and anarchists of all
stripes and nationalities..." Pasqua said
French police would "not again tolerate"
such an outburst.

In what he called an "appeal to calm"
Chirac said "we will accept neither disorder
nor efforts at destabilization led by
helmeted minoritjes " He referred to bands
of young Pe(_)ple in motorcycle helmets
who have tried tg provoke the police

during student demonstrations that have
been otherwise peaceful.

On the other hand, TFI, one of the
Government's  television . channels,
identified most of the troublemakers as
right-wingers who boasted on camera of
their hatred for communists and
immigrants before running down the street
smashing cars and shop windows.

The TV film also showed police doing

nothing about the troublemakers even they
stood within easy grasp. One sequence of
film showed police allowing some to
move through police ranks to regroup on
the other side.
Monday, 12/8: Chirac under intense
political pressure capitulated to protesting
students yesterday and withdrew the
university reform bill. Chirac cited the
"the demonstrations under way, with all
the risks and dangers of violence that they
entail, are the proof of this." as the reason
for withdrawing the university plan.

The violence of the past few days, and
particularly the death of Oussékine,
threatened to broaden the scope of the




Sent movement by adding
fepossion and - bruwlity o the flll‘t‘ilfly
Song  complainis about  ihe university
plan,

Throughou France,  schooly and
businesses halted for up 1o an hour o
Protest the death of Ousscékine, Subway
matormen walked off the Job in Paris, and
air wallic controllers held up 3 dozen
tlights. More than 30,000 Students
marched throught the streets of Parjs,

Chirac's announcement came an hour
before the march. In the ¢motionally
charged aimosphere, it seemed oo late,

"The life of 4 Student against 4 piece of

legislation," ope Student  sajq. "The
account is not good, "
Tuesday, 12/9: A day after

Withdrawing 4 plan for 3 university shake.

told Supporters
cancelling a specia] parliamenlary Session
NEXt month in whjch
hoped to Push through Several contenioyg
measures which included SLepS 0 make iy
Mmore difficult for Immigrants 1o acquire
French nationality, the legalization of
f private prisons, and g five-year Military
spending program.
Wednesday, 12/10:  Teng of thousands
of students marched through the streets of
Paris behing a black, wordless banner that

charpes of

S ‘

lorcing Chirac o give in 1 their (o,

: demane
Though Chirac had Capitulageq on Ondfs'
the  students had decideq o Slage [hy

previously scheduled marep anyw
d celebration of victory by, as a p
against '

walked in silence.

A student ca] for a generg] Strike to
accompany  he march  wep; largely
unheeded. Most  unjon members
apparently saw little point in a strike ‘after
the main bay]e was won.

To prevent any outbreaks of violence
similar o that of the last
Paraders had thejr OWn private guarg made
up of students and members of the
Communist-ryp General Confederation of
Labor,

(This article pgg been compiled from the
New  York Times gpy the S.F.
Chronicle Jfrom the past ‘week: It dpes
not claim to pe gy objective report, being
based on the conservative mediq por does it
presume to be gn analysis. )
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. UE OF CRTICISM,
Eg}"}wllgISM OF CRITIQUE
Redundance of Pleonasm,
pleonasm of RedTundance
1e: Definition of Terms
Pasril r(;; isingl){r enough, the wor('J’
sanarchist” means "without government.
[ always thought it meant against
government.” Surely most People t'hmk it
means "against each Qmer, but thS' may
be only a regional variant. The provincial
anarchist press (New York, London, etc:)
takes delight at critiquing th.e l}ay Area's
colorful native infighting as if it were th'e
main bulwark of the state. Would that it
were. However, the state ( as closgr
examination reveals) is actually encased in
a bulwark of cleverly woven lies, lead,
paper, and apathy. Our renowned
mudslinging is largely irrelveant. We
ourselves are  largely  irrelevant
Nevertheless, I have nothing better to do at
the moment so now I'm going to put in
my own two cents worth. Skip ahead if
you're bored.
Part Two: Historical Background
Several issues back, Freddie wrote an
article criticizing an anti-gentrification
rally on the next block. (If you don't
know Freddie or the others refered to
herein, not to worry. Just substitute the
name of your local corresponding
personalities. The story will make just as
much sense. Maybe more.) Before I had a
chance to read this article, even before I
knew it existed, I heard it criticized by
Joey. Now Joey is one of the very few
people on earth who is both smarter than I
am and better read. (He's also a "nicer
person”, but that and six bits buys him
one cup of coffee.) When Joey talks, I
listen. He had invited me to this demo,
but I had shined it on. He didn't gripe
about my absence. Freddie's critique he
Ob!ccl.cd o strongly though. His
objections fell into two categories.  First
of all, a flawed and inadequate action is

bplter than sitting on apathetic hands. He's
right. Secondly. "Freddie is a compulsive

fault-finder for whom nothing 18 {)cr{ﬁ((,;
or pure enough and if only peopl€ =
that would have read the relevant pas ug‘e
in Bakunin they would know that b
truest Ideals are not those founded on mi
somewhere far above the clouds and be)ég in
our reach but instead are lh(t);e Ground

id Earth." Well it may be. )
SLO1’l~lI((irmally one would assume Qlat Joey ks
criticism smacked of personality attacl;
("Slag" we say in these parts, since sx;d
an important concept necds to be expl;es .
in monosyllabic brevity.) lei Joey slag
Freddie? I think not. Freddie 1s 1n fact a

i but hey,
compulsive fault—ﬁnficr, 3
Somebody's gotta do it. (More on that
later.)

To really understand what goes on In
any rap, it is necessary to look not only
into, but beyond the personalities
involved. It is necessary to examine the
relationships involved. ~ Society is not
composed of people. It is compo_sed of
relationships. Due to the near universal
colonisation of the particular by the
general ~ that  pervades human
consciousness, we ourselves are composed
primarily of the relationships in which we
engage.

In short we are what we do. We do what
we think (though we are seldom fully
conscious of our thoughts). Mainly we
think about people and things, especially
as to how they relate to us. This is a
function of ego, our main window on the
world.

Enough philosophy. Back to the point.

Joey and Freddie are neither lovers nor
rivals. They don't owe each other money
or take turns doing the dishes. One has
not borrowed the other's book and returned
it festooned with jelly and fingerprints.
Neither do they have feuding friends with
whom honor dictates they must take sides.
They have made no long distance calls on
each other's phones, and they are not
wearing the same dress. Neither has an axe
o grind or a secret to sweep under the
other's rug. Basicallv thev get along
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Pope John Paul II will pe touring  reactionary ang authorj

Honitarian Jipe he seq
California in September of 1987 l0 1o persuade Catholicg 10 abandop, all egp; ks
propagate his reactionary views and insti- questioning and aclivity e d cal
tutions. He will visit the grave of Father sanction, and he uses hig jp _ Tot

Junipero Serra and conduct a Mass in position and the po
Candlestick Park, among other local actjyj-

ties, during his swing through the VRS TA 10 his,
Pope John Paul I g altempting o
restore the discipline and outlook that the
Roman Catholic church possessed before
the outbreak of various forms of modemn
liberal and revolutionary theology and
practice. By suppressing dissent, insisting
on his personal ryje over the worldwide
church, and constantly laying down a
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Mas they had centuries before

See fectively | v
all elhi(;ks dfn those living 1n Europe. By visiing
Soﬁs n:)u Father Serra's grave, the Pope will express
:malional[ s admiration for the man who organized
PN administered Western syphilisation's
Co“trary front line of destruction of native

'4
Oppo A m'
1y Organi . )
'ts Of irs 7 = 0

0 San Francisco, CA 94141-0151

Californians, the Missions.

All who are interested in opposing Pope
John Paul II's unhindered ravel (i.e.,
giving the dude shit) are requested to write
the Collation of Opposition to Papal
Religious Authority (COPRA) at this
address:

COPRA C/O Mystopia
P.O. Box 410151

--Johann
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despite being different people.

So what have we here? It must be that
rarest of scarcities, an Actual Ideological
Difference, untainted by petty interpersonal
bullshit. Amazing. Right here in San
Francisco. Who could have imagined.

True, it is a small disagreement: One
over tactics and not over strategy, let alone
goals. Both have probably forgotten the
whole thing by now. So why do I dredge
it up? To illustrate a point, of course.

Part Two: Random Musings

Soon afterward I read Freddie's article.
Pretty astute. Normally one would assume
that someone with only two wheels was
also "running a quart low." (Probably
"with the idle set too high" and "no air in
the spare.") But no. surprisingly enough,
despite the stereotype, Freddie neither
grunts, drools, nor drags a single knuckle
on the ground. Au contraire. Freddie is at
least as smart as I am and much better
read; a little neurotic sometimes, but then
who am I to talk? When Freddie talks, I
listen. It was a great article. I especially
like the questions brought up.

Joey is right about one thing, though:
Freddie can find fault with anything, no
matter how good it looks on the surface.
So fucking what.

We are blessed with a number of these
characters. How about Lawrence, for
example. No lines on his face nor tracks
on his arm. A full belly and a happy
home life. So why so cynical? There's
only one explanation: He's read too much

history. That'll do it to ya every time.

Or what about Sara or Kevin or some
one you know? What's wrong with these
Peop!e? Don't they ever have anything
positive to say?

Surprisingly enough, negative can very
well be positive.

Huh?

In a miliey com
Freddie's, how much
Imagine half a dogen
WIIing a leaflet.  Mong,

€omma is moved. Apq

posed entirely of
would get done?
of these people
S 80 by while g
the State erinds

on. Everything must be perfect befo
bcgjns, Purity of line subordj
pragmatics of implementation,
questionable allies ever. Etc. Etc.

But on the other hand, the rest of us,
Desperately Seeking Utopia, grasp Straws,
chase shadows, and "willingly suspend
disbelief.” Without the cynic's tap on our
shoulder to warn us, we would (and have)
rused off in circles when there was no
straight path. We nearly sucumbed to
Petlurya's treachery at Peragrinofka. We
sent half Spain’s gold to Moscow. We did
Business as Usual. Twice bitten, half shy,
we stare at the finger, but not where it
points. And the state grinds on.

None of us seem smart enough to get
through life with only one brain.

As individuals we are but dust, bright
dust maybe, clever perhaps, perhaps even
good looking and nattily garbed. But dust
none the less, swept under the state's rug.
Bonded together we could be a sharp little
rock embedded in its sole. But, no, we are
a mass of motes, ever so tiny. We swirl
in a most fascinating manner but
eventually settle one by one to the floor.

If we are ever again to be able to act as a
team, however so briefly, we must become
able to reason as a group. At least about
the action we undertake. The mind of the
group is much larger than our own €gos.
This is difficult to accept. But true. The
process is further complicated by division
of labor. We all specialize. Well we
should. Any group that wants me to be
the bookkee_per is inviting disaster. So is
any team without someone along who has
made it their dut

! y to figure out what's
going wrong.

We are doing somethj
haven't figured out exactly

Pilrsonally, I don't eve
much. T prefer to thin 3
doing right, But, hey,kd?a?gsutln\zhat s
prefer to concentrate .

e j
na[es ‘
No

ng wrong. We
what yet.

n think about j




1161 (1) think as much or as far as al|
* hinking together. A team composed
of US thi [ me's IS Just not going (o get as
cmirb‘!)’ g ( someone Lo occasionally abort
far w"l::](gjcndi“g plunge with a gende but

el . 1
0mY sion:  "Wis humps!
b,()m conclusion: Wise up chump,
jnees)

be le

] am no longer able to consider or gall
self an anarchist. Rather lhap define
% If as one who adheres to the ideology
my;;‘iarchism, I merely profess a desire to
ﬁi]p achieve anarchy. _Having been
- volved in several anarchist projects, I
;,nve come to the conclusion that
asarchists are as rigid and inflexible as any
other group of people who c_ongr_egatg on
the basis of a common self-ldenuflcatlor}.
{| Participants in  anarchist or anti-
)‘ authoritarin projects come into them with
'
|

a pre-experience solidarity based only on
their identification with anarchism. Instead
of interacting on a less superficial level
than that of involvement in an external
project and thereby possibly becoming
more aware of people's daily desires and
priorities, anarchists seem to prefer the
forced camaraderie associated with "being
ﬂpﬂrl of something productive.l"  The
notion that goals can be shared simply due
o an ideological label is seriously flawed,
Yet this assumption is pervasive among
Peple who get involved with various
PrOJects that are called "anarchist” or "anti-
authoritarigp "
The majority of anarchiss come into the
If’(;‘cz:{:fgzl}scene accepting  pre-package
Socia] inlc](fw 1o behave and wha[_ sorts of
e i ”deUOns Lo zldqpl. For instance,
oliieg 'irlec’undcrstandmg that electoral
indiyic 'tl' a wasle of time, but many
1S either don't (or can't) offer a

|

Rather thap analyzing for themselves
»Yh.at obstacles sand in the way of them
Itvt(zg and dcve]oping (fulfilling  hejr
desires ag Opposed o Surviving), anarchistg
la'Lch On 1o existing (static) ideas, each
wn'lh‘ ‘1ls OWN  particularist worldview,
priorities, and Prescriptions on how best 1o
deal. with new situations and social
relations, The various hyphenated

an_archisms are the obvioug examples of
this phenomenon,

Anarchism is an ideology of opposition
to the capitalist organization of society,
and the defenders of the ideology
(anarchists) are  more comfortable
remaining in their role of opposing the
Status quo than they are with the thought
of actually creating  egalitarian  social
relations among themselves (forget about
"others"). This posture is the result of
several factors: Adherence 10 a
minoritarian  philosophy (anarchism);
Timidity (a lack of conviction toward the
ideology precisely because anarchists have
not analyzed the premises of Civilization
for themselves); and, Defensiveness (the
result of the last two factors plus the need
to explain away or make excuses for
mistakes by other anarchists).  The
manifestations of this posture can be seen
in the lack of confrontation when someone
does something that is perceived t0 be
unanarchistic and in the acceptance .of
hierarchical relations and aqthonlafmn
behavior in their own lives and in the lives
of their associates. : :

When someone has the audacity to point
oul apparent conuadictions: among P??Ple )
in the scene, that person 1S lgl?'el!f%d to'o
critical”, "sectarian”, “dogmatic’, purlSl“;
or in the case of calling atiention



!

unacceptable  activities ~ within  anti-
authoritarian institutions, the critic is
reviled as a "kook", "psychopath"4, and
even "police snitch" or "FBI". During and
after s/he has been properly scolded and
stigmatized, s/he is reminded that "the
State is the real enemy." This statement
shows clearly that the anti-critical
thinkers/anti-purists hold the true anarchist
revolutionary priority which allows the
most absurd toleration for unquestionably
authoritarian behavior on the part of "anti-
authoritariansd." It also implicitly ignores
the complicity of anarchists in maintaining
and reproducing the dominant modes of
oppression: Whether they work or get
welfare they are part of the money
economy, whether they purchase or steal
they still consume commodities that have
been produced under the alienated
conditions of capital. Anarchists (even
though they refuse to recognize themselves
accordingly) are as alienated by capital as
anyone else; and as such they are part of
“the State."

The disappointing part of this analysis
is the fact that anarchists, and anti-
authoritarians in general, fail to hold
themselves up to the standards of the non-

' hierarchical relations they profess. Their

barbed critiques are saved for the political
mainstream, the ultra-right, and the various
leninist sects (this is not to imply that
these creeps don't need to be scathed); but
why immunize anyone? Anarchists
promote  self-organization, self-activity,
and self-reliance, but where is the self-
critique?

My analysis is not complete by any
means. I would like to use jt as a
departure point for further discussion with
the aim of developing a more critical
perspective toward daily activity within the
pean of the last great bastion of capital, It
1S my hope that such g discussion can lead

L0 a more coherent praxis by fracturin
ideological constraints, e

~-Lawrence

1. This is wusually taken to mean
involvement in the printed medium. A fter
being called "sectarian” (see below) for
criticizing magazines (most notably No
Middle Ground and Processed World--
see also Rabies), the "purists" are told to
write their "own magazines” as if printing
were the only acceptable (or most effective)
method of communicating. Achievement
(and prestige) is measured by how often
you are published; this is why Murray
Bookchin is considered to be the top
American anarchist in Europe and amony
many American anarchists as well.

2. Not by any stretch of the imagination
can it be refered to as a "movement” or a
"community”, and "milieu" (besides being
French) is too good a word to waste on
what is essentially a bunch of people
acting for each other.

3. Obviously there is a shitload of Marx's
and marxist literature that can (and should)
be rejected in terms of its authoritarianism,
but how can you know what to reject--or
accept--without reading and/or discussing
it?

4. Any time heretical behavior is labelled
"psychotic” or any other variant of "mental
illness", you know that the person is being
characterized is a threat to the power (no
matter how little the threat or the power)
of the labeller. Psychiatry has always been
used as a method of social control, the
Same as penology and Pedagogy, and ag
such it has no place on any truly antj-
authoritarian discourse or practice.
5.‘ You can always expect Cops to fuck
with you (in the bad sense) if th,

o 55 S €y catch
Y Ause 1Ls their job, but when "your
comrades" engage in the



Dllowing letter  was  received by
J Besser wo  weeks after  an
JJowdre on at the showing of Le film
i /l”""‘,".'.u commencé at the Pacific Film
oSt ’_"J“ )//1 10/14/86 (as reported in the
,-1/'(’5/’”’?,/\; #9. It is being reprinted here
fast P I reader’s amusement and. further
or "‘/li Jon ‘in understanding the archaic sub-
le,fl:(:: of pro—silualionese. Howard's
dialec

nonse follows. :
rc.FlJ:r’]” A{)preciation of the Besserite

pPopular Front in the Form of a

public Letter to Howard Besser,
Neoist Pro-Situ Quadruple Agent,
publisher of the Anonymous.Work

Entitled "Le film est déja
terminé," Hipsterist, Vulgar

Trotskyist Collaborator, and Petit

Institutional Bureaucrat of the
pacific Film Archive As Well As

to His Vulgar Trotskyist and

Hipsterist Colleagues:

Wwith the issuing of a work
anonymously criticizing alleged conditions
with which you are daily complicit--as paid
stooge of the Pacific Film Archive--you
have demonstrated a lack of faith which
undercuts even the crude outlines of
random accuracy in your analysis. You
could do worse than to read (or re-read if in
fact you have read so carelessly) nearly any
issue of the Internationale Situationiste;
for, by concerning yourself with organiza-
lional tactics instead of narrow academic
155ues, you would realize that your role as
Coordlqator of pro-situ, old world vulgar
lrotskyist and neoist hipster groups has
?fﬁgo lt(;) promote the establishment of a
CClecu(-;'Oy popular front. T!us acadgrr_nc
o Oljm(-i-lct alonf_t yqur pald compllglty
7 Oynl I declared .msmu[mnal nemesis--
. Y compromised your intellectual

Integrity pyg mudd] ] s
well, ed your analytic vision

f/'/u,‘ |

s

F o
o while you, 0 voice of the front in

ymity, claim equal disdain for
S and lettristes, Surrcalism and

ada, 1,
) 1.“ e . . . .
ker ang soldicr, you imitate

Siluationisg Style in
school-boyish ge|f-
noble Besser, pl
the day-ti

your
parody.

unwiuing,
Aﬂd y()u, ®)
burcaucrag in

w1lh_ the locks on institutional doors pc’?l?’g
fashlopable intellectual eclecticism iead lS
analyU(': flaccidity, while the vyl 2
trolsky‘lst‘ lactics of priapic storm trooger
over-discipline lead tg 2 lack of flexibilpl

of response in a situation w 4

' hich f

predictably ploddin ¢ forward accor;rngfrl(:)n;
predetermined  homework assignment
schemq, evolved integrally by decentering
the quixotic attacks on the institutional

windmiHs provided by the muddled pro-situ
analysis. Your vulgar trotskyist colleagues
\you{d do well to leave off their 10t memo-
rlz_atlon_ of 1960s manuals for student revol-
uuonar_les, to devote more time to thinking
on their feet. This tactical inflexibility
lead 10 a failure to suppress even the stick-
figure of academic avant-garde spectacle,
and instead of realizing original insights,
they simply helped to realize a spectacle of
pseudo-opposition. But this result was all
too predictable; for only the most paranoid,
decadent and slavishly gallicist political
aesthete could perceive the introduction of
a 35 year old film to any public as an act
of institutional disinformation. It is not a
question of institutional necrophilia; it is
rather, in your case, a question of neoist
coprophagy thrice-removed.

The fundamental error which leads to the
collapse of your homework assignment
rhetoric of supersession is your failure to
realise the specific nature of the bankruptcy
of the modernist rhetoric of the New. For
while you claim to criticize the hunger “for
a taste of the cold body of the ne\\_l," ie.,
formalist ~ spectacularity, you indulge
yourself in an orgy of outdated analytic ?“d
tactical  devices,  offering  nothing
whatsoever of your own on any terrain.
You boldly call for the supersession .of the
dichotomies of the past while failing 10




SITUATIONIST

LIBERATION FRONT

“Parlez vous frangais?”’ — G-E. Debord 21 ;
The Situationese are an oppressed minority of intellectuals, shop-lifters, publist‘wrs', students :l ’oven :’or ors.
Every day we find increasing resistance to the free practice of our nativ? situationist cultutral ::::go 8 must
be allowed to practice the role which comes to us naturally—that of a radical jade and ardent eso 2

. . d those who wish to
Situationism is being attacked from precisely two sides—those who V\'Il!h to ‘lgnlore I;:;.:s:ion ohideolag Lo
shoot us. Both stem from the failure to comprehend the need for an ldf!ologlc_a e ist5 bocomes arSiloalt
Proceeds from a defecatory reification; the shooting of situationists

ignoring of situationists
defecation. in 1831
To our oppressors we merely quote the profound self-reflexive challenge which Frederick Engels, in 4
once posed to an acquaintance of his: "“Go fuck yourself.”’

We hereby issue this minimal set of demands neces-
sary for the reproduction of our existence:

SUBJECTIVE.

We demand the right to fulfill the requirements of
our intrinsic character structure by the production
and revision of detailed critical theories concerning
the poverty of the critiques of other situationists.
(See our forthcoming work on this matter: “Theses
on the Sensuous Nature of the Night of the Gener-
alized Qualitative Transformation of Potatoes into
a State of Unitary Rottenness (Féulnis).")

Native situationist
=~ coherently practicing
“~—=his everyday :ife.

We demand the right to carry out our dialogs by
means of bookstore shelves and P.O. Boxes, rather
than being forced to face each other directly.

We demand that a cure be found for the crippling
disease of hammer-and-sickle cell anemia, which
attacks situationists causing a deterioration of their
appearances and making them resemble awkward
leftists.

We demand de-fetishized sexual fetishes.

We wish to emphasize the genocidal nature of the
attempts to supress the realization of our demands.
Our activities are aimed within the limits of our
ethnic group and are thus harmless. We do not
threaten the functioning of any external social
relations.

admit to not having read Marx|!)

other pro-situs again:

o Classified Situationism*®
o Infantile Situationism*
Box 950, Berk, 94701

o Pseudo-Situationism
Sproul Plaza table, Berk.,

« National Situationism

o Journalistic Situationism
Box 531, Berk. 94701

(With regards to those illusory bigots who feel that our
and who would say that our traditional coherent critic
tions; they might be better off abandoning sit. forms altogether and communicating with each other on how to
go about changing what-in-the-world it is that seems to be bothering them. Carried to an extreme, such incoherent
malcontents might even find themselves communicating with a miscellany of persons, including some who even

o Autoapotheotic Situationism*®
Box 1044, Berk, 94704 Box 14221, SF. 941 14 Box 2233 Sta. A Berk. 94702

o Superseded Situationism*®
Box 4502, Berk. 94701

o Eclectic Situationism
Box 1213, Berk. 94701

o Lewd Situationism

Box 24112, Qakl. 94623 Box 6461, S.F. 94101

E——Native situationist
coherently expressing
his own alienation.

critiques of critiques of critiques are counter-revolutionary,
al dialogs and denunciations are merely sit-picking inquisi-

o Saprogenic Situationism

» Meglomaniacal Situationj
Box 754, Berk. 94701 o

» Egomaniacal Situationi
Box 1503, P.A. 94302‘3'“

« Billboard Situation;i
Box 2141, Sy 9%'}'33‘

o Musical Situationi
Box 282, P.A. 94:';(')“2

++ This way we can feel more Successtul when ianarea



l colise that the universe of discourse
givided into the dualist categorizations of
Letriste  and - Situationiste, Dada and
surrealism, banker and soldier dooms you
(o imprisonment in an  old-world
mentality. You offer only the spectacle of
pad faith tricked out with the Walter Mitty
eclecticism of a political aesthete on his
| day off from his role as a petit bureaucrat.
| You thus miss entirely the important
“ distinction between old world and new
world conditions, between the 1960s and
' You would do well to Study
the documents pertaining to the history of
{the U.S. Section of the Situationist
nternational, instead of confining yourself
o a narrow regional variant of gallicist
ularity.
You err in matters of fact by saying that
e Situationist International has been
exhibited before an admiring audience:
ven your quotation from Jom exists in
nglish only in your pamphlet, that
section having been omitted from the only
substantial ~translation of its source,
presumably on the basis of its lack of
clevance t0 American conditions. And
xcepting  the ridiculous claims of
alcolm McClaren and the relatively
ccent  publication of the valuable
ituationist  International Anthology by
fhe Bureau of Public Secrets (which omits
he passage you quote by Jomm) and The
Kevolution of Everyday Life in England,
plluationist  work has been generally
vailable in English only in the form of a
°W Isolated pamphlets also published by
¢ Bureau of Public Secrets and the spotty

anslation of Society of the Spectacle
Ulished by Black and Red. The film
otk of Debord, 1o give only one example,
alnever been seen in the United States.

one offers the potential to annihilate

xﬁ‘é‘ii . Allen--Godard--which
macad::h(_)ns of tons of dead weight
2 ™MIC study of film. The number
SPared by guch an eventuality

would

Urgeois recuperations of the gallic

would justify by itself the showing of (hc‘w
lilm, not that the attempts to recuperate
Debord by pro-situ critics like the autl
of the terminé pamph! S
less.  Even then, the qu
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calize the work without suppressing it.
This dramatization thus remained within
the frame created for the event by the
presenters--a frame which you grossly
misunderstood both in scope and
flexibility. That framework included the
decentering of the messianic rhetoric of the
~ Lettristes; a rhetoric which inheres in
Stalinist, Maoist, Trotskyist, Hitlerist and
other fan-magazine mentality groups given
to the cultivation of hierchical rhetoric and
the cult of personality. Here, ironically,
your anonymity pays homage to that very
cult. Thus, the attacks directed against my
person as a stand-in for Lemaitre and other
academic boogeymen, missed the mark, for
I had no intention of impersonating or
defending such stick figures of authority. I
acted only to provide an unexpected third
term, a Trojan Horse to invade the bastions
of petit gallicism.
And as a matter of public record, none of

but none of the intellectual integrity of a
campus panty raid.

Let me thank you, Curly stooge Besser,
and your neoist collaborators for your
enrichment of the events of last Tuc?sgay
with the spectacle of pseudo-opposition.
But allow me to suggest that you would
all do well to seek careers among the
eclectic jesuits of the state bureaucragy of
academia instead of as professional
revolutionaries, for institutional tonsure
has at least the virture of eliminating t!le
visible traces of the vulgar trotskyist
compromise which discredits even the
most studied pro-situ posing.

--Keith Sanborn, 10/20/86
Dear Keith,

I don't really have the time, energy, or
desire to respond to your "clever" hip
lingoed letter in a like manner so I will
make my remarks brief and to the point.
First of all, you engineered a performance

piece that was supposed to look
spontaneous. ~ When you got a real
spontaneous intervention in response, you
refused to believe it existed and could only
see it as an intervention engineered by
someone. As you knew that I was
acquainted with situationist theory, the
someone you blamed for this was me. To
tell you the truth, I had no prior knowledge
of what was going to transpire that
evening beyond what was printed in the
PFA Calender. What you don't seem to
realize is that I'm not the only one in the
Bay Area who is acquainted with
situationist, lettrist, surrealist, and dadaist
history and theory. Consequently, I find
the leveling of charges against me simply
because I have talked to you about Guy
Deb_ord in the past rather ridiculous,
Besides, the very thought that one needs to
be acquainted with theory and history in
order to €ngage in an intervention is silly,
When you put on 3 provacative piece like
that, you're just nviting  some kind of
Spom'anenous reaction. Byt beyond that,
there's a more fundamental flaw in your

the group of presenters, including me, were
paid except for the employees of the PFA
and the Cinematheque; none were under
any compulsion to participate. The group
consisted of independent individuals acting
in concert, each responding to the situation
on the basis of his or her individual
Judgment. The event thus retained its
ability to place every aspect of itself in
quotation marks, to provide the critical
distancing necessary for a non-hierarchical
perspective to everyone at the event,
whatever their degree of participation.
While the actions of the popular front
group did undeniably energize a situation
which should have collapsed of its own
dea_d weight had it rigidly conformed to
their preconceptions, it failed to function
cﬁtically cven o0 frame the event
simplistically as a victory of anti-anti-art
over anti-art. The actions of the popular
ffont_group simply introduced into the
Situation the spectacle of g vulgar old
world trotskyism in a regional suburban
academic sub-varjant shadow-boxing with

1S own projected image, with al] the elan



thinking. You seem to be so involvegi in
your own engineered pscudo—disrupUc')ns
that when a real spontaneous disruption
literally smacks you in the face, you lqok
for some kind of invisible hand controllm_g
and engineering this. I find it really i'romc

that you spent so much time creating a

performance piece that looked spontaneous,

and yet when confronted with real
spontaneity, you just don't know how to
handle it.

As for your charges (that I have only
just recently heard) that someone
engineered an "inside" job by locking doors
or distributing scripts: I'm afraid you
should look at your own circle of "actors."
After subsequent conversations with about
two dozen members of the local anarcho-
situationist milieu who attended your
performance, I am convinced that none of
my acquaintances who I saw being
disruptive that evening had any prior plan
for disruption (let alone any kind of access
to your script). And, to tell you the truth,
] was unaware of the very existence of a
written script until several weeks after the

performance.

As for my own contradictions: Of
course I'm well aware that I work a regular
40 hour week job that involves a certain
amount of basic sell-out. But if I was to
act as a "double-agent" in my workplace, I
would certainly engage in more creative
activity then what you accuse me of.
Furthermore, any kind of radical activity I
Tngage in, I OWnup o in a very clear way.
cort:]e;:le]‘r'f In th_e nec_essity -ot." two way

cation in radical activity and any

“livity I engage in I provs
: » 1 provide a mean
TSuming [ater dialog with people g

S --Howard Besser
NEW BOOKS IN ThE
DRy, STORE

LTI S
; N .
e, li\AUDRILLARD Ds(élfzﬁll?:

§ Ndrg
9% " bdre Frankouits. 117 pages
of €ssays about the:,

"Baudrillard Phenomenon."

RADICAL PRIORITES. By Npan
Chomsky. 307 pages. $14.95. A reylsed
collection of political writings covering a
broad range of subjects with a view 10

i blems
alerting people about th'e proble
humanity is facing, and possible solutions
to undertake.

THE ANARCHIST PAPERS.
Edited by D. Roussopoulos. 175 pages.
$12.95. Essays by M. Bookchin,

C. Castoriadis, Chomsky and others.

THE ABOLITION OF WORK AND
OTHER ESSAYS. By Bob Black.
159 pages. $6.00. Text of Last Interna-
tional flyers from '77-'83 and other essays.
FROM SATORI TO SILICON
VALLEY: SAN FRANCISCO
AND THE AMERICAN COUNTER-
CULTURE. By Theodore Roszak. 64
pages. $3.95. A succint appreciation of
the radical changes that have enveloped the
Bay Area--and in a larger sense, the whole
of so-called American counter-culture in
the past 20 years.

Back in stock:

THE ANARCHIST READER.

Edited by George Woodcock. 383 pages.

$5.00.

FLOODGATES OF ANARCHY.
Stuart Christie and Albert Melizer. 160
pages. $6.50.

ANARCHISM. By George Woodcock.
492 pages. $6.50.

e —— ]
The Bound Together Newsletter, a
product of Employee Thefi Press, has been
compiled by some of the people at Bound
Together. The opinions expressed herein
WEre not subjected to collective approval
and therefore do not claim to represent the
collective, '
If You are interested in receiving this or
Previous issues of the Newsletter‘ by
mail, please send g self-addressed. stamped
envelope (39 cents) g Bound :l‘uge&@

Newsletter, ¢/o Bound Together, mﬁ

Haight Street, San Francisco, CA 94117.
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