
In recent weeks the American labour

movement has been boosted by strike actions

at WalMart and various fast food corporations-

-all of which have historically been near impos-

sible to organize into business unions. It is

hardly a secret that the campaigns, OurWalmart

and FastFoodForward, are in collaboration with

the United Food and Commercial Workers, and

the Service Employees International Union and

several community groups. Moving forward

past the days of action, and the successes they

brought, members of the Prairie Struggle Or-

ganization offer the following reflections on

these unique strike actions, and this new turn

as a whole.

First, we think this is a great development in the
labour movement. WalMart workers worldwide re-
ceive poverty wages and struggle to survive while
six Waltons(owners) are worth more than 1/3rd of
the entire United States. Fast food workers are in
a similar position, where any effort to speak out
often results in job loss. Yet, there have been very
few reports of retaliation for the OurWalmart
strikes, and when one Wendy's worker was fired in
retaliation for their strike, immediate occupation,
and blockade of the restaurant in question imme-
diately reversed the firing. Thus, it is progress when
the "formal" labour movement has realized the val-
ues of community organizing and the true power of
solidarity en masse, which they seemingly have.

However, we must also make calls on the workers
participating in these campaigns. Prairie Struggle,
while an ally to unions, recognizes the effect bu-
reaucracy can have in taming worker self-organi-
zation and action. Therefore, we call on workers at
Wal-mart and in the fast food industry to continue
taking ownership of these campaigns. While it re-
mains to be seen if UFCW, or SEIU will push to
have these workers formally join their unions, work-
ers should proceed on any route remembering why
unions have failed to organize their industries in the
past, and why these unions have involved them-
selves in such non-typical organizing methods now.

Business unions are legally bound to laws that se-
verely limit when strike actions may occur. This is
critical when dealing with the largest retailers, and
corporations that are insulated from other kinds of
action. Even if unions weren't restricted in these
ways, turnover rates in these industries are so high
that the organizing capacities of business unions
likely cannot meet the challenge alone. Hence,
unions have embarked on this new path hoping to
maintain pressure. Workers must maintain leader-
ship in these alliances because the workers inter-
ests are what holds this alliance together. When
our interests become intertwined with those of
large organizations, these organizations can co-opt

our interests for their gain. Sadly, this is always a
risk with business unions, where many bureaucrats
resist giving workers decision-making power in fear
of losing their pontoon boats. Therefore, workers
must be vigilant because our partners benefit for
helping us in our risks, but this can quickly trans-
form to us taking risks for the benefit of our part-
ners.

Related to this is our concern about the dedication
of these unions to these campaigns. It appears
unions have organized with these workers, and
community allies to use solidarity to make chain-
wide demands, establish mass strikes, and fight
back against retaliation. However, will this continue
when business escalates retaliation? Recent stud-
ies have found that up to 12% of the food prepara-
tion workforce was "undocumented", do these
unions and community partners have a plan protect
these workers too? Will unions confront govern-
ment over immigration policies in a substantive,
meaningful way? Do bureaucrats even have the
knowledge of how to fight these kinds of retalia-
tion?

Union organizers, community partners and fore-
most, the workers involved in these campaigns
have hopefully realized they are confronting head-
on the relationship between the ruling class and
working class. Successfully challenging this rela-
tionship will require more than one-day strikes and

solidarity rallies. It will require nothing less than
workers uniting as a class, and expressing the
class antagonisms that exist regardless of race, mi-
gration status, gender... in continuous solidarity and
escalations of action.

This new combative spirit within union bureaucracy
is sign of a long awaited change needed within the
labour movement. But not to be fooled, we must
recognize that this new spirit was mostly brought
on by union bureaucracy being directly attacked by
the Boss’ and goverment. Our position on unions
should be clear. What we collectively strive for
within the labour movement is the workers gaining
leadership of these unions through organic democ-
racy, and struggle. By leadership we mean collec-
tive control of the union by the workers. A union
built on dedication to the class struggle, not privi-
leges afforded based on position, salaries or loyalty
to political parties. A minimum bureaucracy in serv-
ice of the union, not in control of it. We support the
workers leading the OurWalmart and FastFoodFor-
ward campaigns but advise that militant democracy
and solidarity guide whatever path this struggle
takes.

Always in solidarity! Towards a combative,

democratic labour movement!

Prairie Struggle Organization 

Black Friday Picket Lines. Our Walmart Campaign sweeping north america.

OUR WALMART OR THEIR WALMART?



So the world didn’t end and you are still

alive. ‘’Our’’ false idols predicted wrong, the

coming insurrection didn’t arrive, capitalism

didn’t crumble, and Christians didn’t all float up

to heaven (damn). Time after time we have seen

prophets from religious, to revolutionary back-

grounds predict the end of our suffering or for

those going to hell, the beginning. Emancipa-

tion is promised time after time by these ‘’new’’

theories embodied in apocalyptic events like

the rapture and or ‘’end of civilization’’ but they

leave us with nothing but empty promises.

From the rapture, apocalypse, comets, asteroids to
End Civ and the coming insurrection, these sub-
jects that range from religious, spiritual or social
have much in common. They are prophetic in na-
ture and serve similar purposes.

Religions have predicted the end of times, with the
promises that if we repent, salvation will be ours
and all this coming from a big man in the sky with
his child born of a virgin mother. Though this may
sound odd to many, what is very real about these
prophecies is the effect they have on the poor and
disenfranchised.

These doomsday politics of a religious connotation
offer salvation, justice, restitution, freedom that
sum up to the promise of a better life without actu-
ally achieving it. They are illusions and powder to
the eyes to the folks at the bottom of the barrel.

We have seen time after time religions and the rul-
ing elites hand in hand, together forcing the work-
ing class into submission. This working class,
fearing to disobey ‘’their makers’’ are crushed and
exploited by capitalism. Under the threat of excom-
munication from the church comes for most, obe-
dience and loyalty to their tormentors. Time on
Earth is seen as necessary evil and our suffering a
test in order to cross the gates of heaven.

Doomsday theories for radicals

Needless to say, a rational person would see no
substance in any of these illusions offered or
prophesized by religions, sects and assorted
blowhards. But why is a part of the ultra left and,
post-left or extreme left buying into the same set of
politics and promises?

An answer to this is complicated but as we have
seen from decades of struggle, we are fighting an
uphill battle. Social democratic parties with the
promise of social justice have managed to achieve
electoral victories without social progress of a no-
ticeable scale. Social movements have been co-
opted by these same parties for electoral goals.
Capitalism is destroying the earth at a great speed
while taking with it the last forms of working class
organizations such as unions and community or-
ganizations. Under increasing attacks by the state,
unions are forced on the defensive, and often these
defenses work against values of grassroots organ-

izing. Community organizations face round after
round of neoliberal cuts to public sector funding,
and the services they offer have become more and
more scarce.

The work and effort needed to rebuild unions, com-
munity organizations and social movements, under
constant attack from the state is astronomical. For
some, this may seem to much of a hill to climb. As
we lose our last fortresses of self-defense, some of
us are in search of the path with least resistance.
Others do not fully grasp the severity of the capi-
talist political program and hold rallies or direct ac-
tion as the pinnacle of political action instead of
organizing.

Deciding to wait…

From time to time something new with the promise
of victory comes to blind us from the long road to
rebuilding working class power. Most recently,
great words were heard from the ‘’invisible commit-
tee’’. “Everyone agrees. It’s about to explode”.
Their prophecy: Inevitable and imminent insurrec-
tion. The strategy was simple, sabotage to nudge
capitalism into full swing insurrection. “All power to
the communes!” Its method of organization, the
affinity group via squatted free communes fuelled
by the action of dumpster-diving is something we
have seen far too often, completely ineffective
when the objective is mass organization and radi-

calization. “The commune is the basic unit of parti-
san reality. An insurrectional surge may be nothing
more than a multiplication of communes, their com-
ing into contact and forming of ties.” Sounds legit
right?

Another topic to add to the list of ‘’hot topics’’ is
‘’End Civ’’ (end civilization or end of civilization). It
proclaims that this civilization just like all others, is
on the verge of collapse. “We don’t have to make
outraged demands for the end of the current global
system — it seems to be coming apart on its own”.
These theories are drawn from the same pencil as
other doomsday or religious theories and have be-
come more and more popular in comparison to rev-
olutionary organizing. Why work when you can just
wait right?

What now…

These politics offer with certainty that the end of
capitalism is arriving. These so-called self-fulfilling
prophecies reassure the disillusioned radicals that
the hard work needed to build and achieve popular
support for revolution is done. It lets them know that
they just need to wait or riot a little more for full rev-
olution and subsequently, emancipation.

As the effects of doomsday theories render entire
segments of the working class into stagnation while
they wait patiently to be uplifted from poverty and
hell on Earth, the same results can be seen among
the ultra-post-extreme-left ghettos.

We as revolutionaries have learned through strug-
gle, that we can’t trust politicians and political par-
ties with their empty promises, let alone religious
prophets or radical ones. We should stop reverting
to theories that offer the same false hopes.

With fear of sounding like a broken record, we will
repeat what needs to be said since we have been
on pause for the last 50 years. There is no substi-
tute for hard work and movement building.” Re-
formists!” is what some may say due to the lack of
rock throwing and calls to arms. Hardcore revolu-
tionary identity has alienated us from our very own
class. Again, some of our comrades prefer to
choose symbols and images of past revolutionaries

that are so old and beat up instead of their strate-
gies that these same revolutionaries used for
decades in pre-revolutionary conditions to agitate
and organize. The working class needs to take con-
trol of its institutions and struggle in order to make
them democratic and combative. Social movement
through direct action and general strikes lead to-
real counter power. We need to put in the work to
organize and stop reverting to lifestyle cop-outs.

Riot porn is entertaining, and yes, sometimes

confrontation is strategic. But this alone will

not replace movement building and sustained

organizations. Sleeping well at night is no sub-

stitute for progress…

By Andre - Prairie Struggle Organization

THE WORLD DIDN’T END. AND YES, YOU’RE STILL ALIVE!?
DOOMSDAY POLITICS AND ITS EFFECT ON STRUGGLE



Welcome to the very first edition of

ABC’s of anarchism which will appear on a reg-

ular basis in our new publication “Iron Col-

umn”. The theme of this article is to go through

the alphabet looking at subjects that anarchism

touches in our every day lives. This will provide

you insight into both issues at the heart of an-

archism, and also Prairie Struggle’s stance on

these issues.

Disclaimer: Many argue that the historical trend

within anarchism lies in a split within the first inter-

national between the Bakuninists and the Marxists

(for lack of better words) and that anarchism’s his-

tory is inseparable from syndicalism and its class

struggle character. Though we agree that anar-

chism should not have adjectives, we are con-

fronted by a growing tendency in the movement

that associates anarchism to any theory that calls

for the abolishment of the state (primitivism,

Stirnerism, Libertarianism and so on). Here we ac-

knowledge that anarchism has always found its

roots within the writings of Bakunin, Malatesta,

Kropotkin, Emma Goldman to only name a few and

that its history is undeniably tied to syndicalism and

its working class identity. However in order to not

cause any confusion in regards to our theory we

have chosen the adjective of Anarchist-commu-

nism in order to correct these common misconcep-

tions in regards to anarchism.

Anarchist communism (also known as anarcho-
communism, libertarian socialism, Class struggle
anarchism and communist anarchism) is a theory
of anarchism which came to be at the creation of
the Italian section of the First international formed
in September 1864. The split between Marxism
and anarchism derives from this starting point.
Later on, it expanded and developed pro-organiza-
tionalist and insurrectionary anti-organizationalist
sections, provoking a split based on strategy. In-
surrectionary anarchism based on propaganda by
the deed and mass anarchism which advocates the
ucreation, and participation within the labour move-
ment and social movements. Today, mass anar-

chism is more commonly known as anarchist com-
munism (or at the very least this is what Prairie
Struggle refers to when using the term anarchism
communism).

Anarchist communism advocates the abolition of
the state, capitalism and private property (here we
would like to acknowledge respect for personal
property). To replace the old system built by and for
the ruling class, Anarchist communism advocates
the common ownership of the means of production.
This means that the workers who work the equip-
ment should own the equipment. The initial capital
investment required to buy these means of produc-
tion was initially accumulated through exploitation
of labour and therefore should belong to the work-
ers. The same workers and community members
should collectively control their workplaces, land
and community through direct democracy and hor-
izontal federations and workers' councils with pro-
duction and consumption based on the guiding
principle: "from each according to his ability, to
each according to his need".

Though Anarchist communism takes much from
Marxism, many view anarcho-communism as a
way of reconciling the opposition between the indi-
vidual good and societal good in order to create a
non-hierarchical, classless society.

To date, the best-known examples of an anarchist
communist society are the anarchist territories and
practices during the Spanish Revolution of 1936
and the Free Territory during the Russian Revolu-
tion. Many Anarcho-communist organizations exist
to this day and can be found in almost every part
of the globe. 

If you would be interested in reading more on the
subject. Please visit our links section @
prairiestruggle.org or email us through our website
and we would be more than happy to answer your
questions.

By Mark - Prairie Struggle Organization

The Iron Column is the publication of the
Prairie Struggle Organization; this newspa-
per is about anarchism in the platformist tra-
dition and related subjects with the aim to
further these ideas and put them into prac-
tice.

We identify ourselves as anarchists within
the platformist tradition as we broadly be-
lieve in its theoretical base and organiza-
tional practice, but not needfully in
everything that has been done in its name.
The primary ideas of this practice, namely
theoretical and tactical unity, collective ac-
tion, and federalism, are what we strive to
develop.

We are revolutionaries that come from all
walks of life, identifying deeply with the
struggles of the working class, of which all
our members are a part. The organization's
activities are centred around theoretical de-
velopment, but also direct action and edu-
cation surrounding the struggles of the
working class and furthering the goal of a
federation of anarchist groups across
Canada.

As anarchist communists, we strive for a
classless society, free from the shackles of
a hierarchy put in place long before us. We
are bold enough to see an international fed-
eration of radically democratic, self-man-
aged communities and workplaces. We
work against the divisions of labour that
promote a life of limited activity dictated by
the commodity economy. The abolition of
markets will facilitate the satisfaction of
basic human needs that elude so many –
we believe, in keeping with the principle,
“from each according to ability, to each ac-
cording to need.”

Visit Prairie struggle or contact us on the
web at:

www.prairiestruggle.org

prairie_struggle@riseup.net

Anarkismo.net is the product of international co-op-
eration between anarchist organizations and individ-
uals who agree with anarkismo’s Editorial
Statement. It is intended to further communication,
discussion and debate within the global anarchist
movement. it’s intention is to build this site into a re-
source that is truly global and multilingual.



In September, Canada's platformist or-
ganizations (Prairie Struggle, l'Union Commu-
niste Libertaire, and Common Cause) along
with allies in the IWW organized a cross-
Canada speaking tour on the Quebec student
general strike featuring Jerome Raza, member
of UCL, and experienced militant within the
Québec student movement. Since this tour, and
subsequent tours and discussions on the
strike, people have been eager to bring the mil-
itancy of L'ASSÉ to student unions in the rest
of Canada. We hope to highlight some of the
vital lessons communicated during the cross-
Canada tour to both encourage this militancy
and share experiences from the Québec stu-
dent movement. 

We wish to clarify once again that the student union
in Québec is L'ASSÉ (L’Association pour une soli-
darité syndicale étudiante) and not CLASSE.
CLASSE was a temporary coalition of groups rep-
resented by L’ASSÉ, and other non-affiliated
groups, and has now been disbanded. Therefore,
when we discuss the history of this strike, we are
discussing the history of L’ASSÉ, and not CLASSE.
There are also two student association in Quebec,
The FECQ and FEUQ, which play a role in the
movement, but it is largely a role of appeasement
to the chagrin of student militants. 

Looking into the history of L'ASSÉ, several key les-
sons and moments become apparent, and these
are lessons to take to heart when approaching our
own movements. 

1) Building this kind of mass mobilization is a

slow process that often takes years. It was in
1946 that the Charte de Grenoble proclaimed that
students are intellectual workers and therefore en-
titled to material independence. It then took mobi-
lizations, actions, campaigns and strikes
throughout every decade since to build upon these
assertions and defend them. These actions were
also not a matter of putting out a call for action, or
a notice; they have been massive battles for organ-
izers in the student movement. This is made clear
by the numerous reincarnations of the student
union; and the existence of the oppositional student
associations that tend to be interested in self-pro-
motion over student power. 

2) While there is a larger battle with larger

goals, organizing under these goals occurs

first by agitating under local issues and then

eventually connecting them with larger strug-

gles. This occurs in several locations. First, rather
than throwing large scope rallies and events, a lot
of organizing occurs person to person, with one on
one conversations and smaller meetings. Organiz-
ing around issues occurs constantly, as do general
meetings, occupations of governments buildings
and so on in order to build progressive mobilization.
This is a recognition that successful mass mobiliza-
tion occurs at the grassroots, and not calls from
higher ups. There needs to be mass ownership of
the movement by those involved in order to launch
a sustained general strike. “Part of the success of
the student movement in Québec is based on an
ability to relate to the concerns of students, to
speak to their day-to-day experiences, while at the

same time being able to articulate all this to a wider
political analysis that seeks to address the issues
at their root.”1 People are a lot more likely to fight
for their rights when they know it is their rights
being fought for! 

This work can occur in several locations like de-
partment by department rather than school by
school, or workplace by workplace. Some issues
resonate more immediately with some groups over
others, and some groups are more prone to fight

for issues than others. Having a strong base of
support to work from is sometimes better than a
wide scope with weaker support. 

3) the most successful strikes and actions are

those that aim for more immediate demands

and build up towards larger demands. For in-
stance, the 1974 strike against entry tests for fran-
cophone students led to the consolidation of
student power into L’ANEEQ, and the 1978 general
strike resulting in more improvement to student fi-
nancial aid. In contrast, those strikes making large
calls, like the total abolition of tuition fees failed mo-
bilize people to fight for them, and ultimately be-
came losses. The key is that what we’re
demanding must be able to mobilize others to fight.

Once battles become winnable, people are more
likely to stay the course and build struggle. 

4) The importance of autonomy in the Québec

student movement cannot be underplayed. Its
probable that the majority opinion of politicians is
that they will lie, distort, and contort in order to gain
political favour from funders and their voting base.
There is no deviation in their treatment of social
movements. Political parties and their leaders will
offer you support if your movement is popular, they

LESSONS LEARNED 
QUEBEC STUDENT GENERAL STRIKE 



will distort its meanings by making the issue getting
them elected, rather than those issues that matter,
and if they do get elected, chances are they will
throw some peanuts your way, and go back to
hoarding the buffet. -alliance over-. One need only
look at the support many of those in the Québec
student movement gave to Pauline Marois' election
campaign for evidence of this. She rode the gen-
eral strike to government, with the strike effectively
'pausing' for the election (a likely crushing move for
the strike). In return, she gave students a "win" by
cancelling the hike (for now), but is already hinting
at returning to the debate of a hike. Jean Charest
also showed what happens when politicians don't
support your movement by supporting nightly beat-
ings, arrests, assaults and gassings by Provincial
and city police forces. 

A more convincing reason for this; however, is that
a lot of people vote for their own various reasons.
There isn't a doubt in my mind that most people
know they are choosing "the best of the worst", but
I digress. Reality is that people vote, and when
movements claiming to represent their issues by
campaigning against their vote, chances are it is
interpreted as a personal attack, and support can
be lost. This doesn't mean we have to abandon pol-
itics (ASSÉ sure didn't). In fact, political autonomy
is a recognition of working class politics, and argu-
ments against voting. If your movement has merit,
the issues you fight for, and the way you fight for
them will attract support from those workers who
vote as well as those who don't . As you gain legit-
imacy, perhaps even some of these people will
come to realize that power is in the streets, not the
ballot box. 

5) Organizing from the bottom-up. Many people
in the rest of Canada are turning to the Canadian
Federation of Students (CFS) as an area in which
to organize something similar to Québec students.

While we're not completely against this, (as the
more militants we can pack into these organiza-
tions, the better) proceed with extreme caution. Not
only is the CFS embroiled in several scandals, but
there are a lot of issues stemming from the bureau-
cratic control that staff has. This is also a huge bar-
rier in labour unions. 

As a point to take away, if we are going to engage
within these institutions, we need to organize on
the ground level within groups, and be prepared to
challenge bureaucrats, rules and laws to advance
our interests. “When disagreements and struggles
are mediated by leaders who can act without
grassroots support or consultation, it's inevitably
the interests of authorities that are served, not the
members. The power of executive boards should
be explicitly limited to implementing the decisions
of the assemblies and running the day-to-day op-
erations. Paid employees are not a substitute for
anemic participation in the structures of a union
and instead of fixing the problem, it merely makes
it permanent”2.

Also, when decisions are made directly by those
involved, it gives them ownership of the struggle.
In this regard, it is important that every question is
put to the membership, especially where direct ac-
tion and perhaps even confrontation are required.
When people have their interests involved in deci-
sion making, they also have a stake in the result.
Consequently, they are a lot more likely to take
ownership of the struggle. 

6) Failure is a regular feature. This is something
most of us are probably pretty used to as well. It
has also led to calls that Québec is exceptional in
their ability to organize. However, this attributes the
results of these movements to some historical, or
systemic markers rather than to the hard work of
hundreds of organizers, and mobilizers who have

helped build L’ASSÉ over the decades. It amounts
to a pretty huge insult to those in Québec that have
failed, but rebuilt.

The lesson is to acknowledge your losses, take re-
sponsibility for them and build from them, like the
Québec student movement has done. 

Finally, Anarchist involvement.

Throughout the history of the Québec student
movement, anarchist involvement has been instru-
mental in radicalizing debate and tactics within the
union. Anarchists have also been instrumental in
combating the FECQ and FEUQ, and participate
heavily in other organizing committees. The impor-
tance of this shouldn't be underplayed either. Part
of the result is that issues are vigorously debated,
and other points, like the emergence of figureheads
in what is supposed to be a leaderless movement
are combated. Therefore, the role of anarchists in
these movements is quite vital. This isn't to say an-
archist participation is always good. Building this
kind of movement takes a lot of work, much of it
person to person. If you are not participating in this
hard work, sometimes being there just to advocate
ones politics can be more of a barrier than a help.
Also, the goal is to build mass movement on anar-
chist lines, not just another location for the anar-
chist milieu to assemble. 

For a combative and democratic student move-

ment! 

Always in solidarity!

Prairie Struggle Organization

1, 2. Raza, Jerome. 2012 Cross-Canada Tour on the
Quebec Student Movement Notes. http://www.anark-
ismo.net/article/24361

Though it may seem surprising to out-

side observers, one of the major student feder-

ations active during last spring's student strike

in Quebec is undergoing a serious crisis. The

Fédération étudiante collégiale du Québec

(FECQ) is facing several simultaneous defeder-

ation campaigns from local student unions,

three of which have already been successful.

Will the federation, often lauded during the

strike by media pundits for its moderation and

realism, become first to implode from the fall-

out of the « Maple Spring »?

On November 24th, a number of students with links
to the federation published an open letter strongly
titled « A gangreneous federation » . The letter was
subsequently picked up and investigated by a
handful of large media outlets. In it, activists with
experience of the inner workings of the federation
denounced its culture of secrecy and top-down de-
cision-making.

Citing several examples, from pressure to rubber-
stamp nebulous financial statements to the estab-
lished practice of elaborating strategic orientations
during the summer when no local student union
can consult its general assembly, the document
provided a rare glimpse of internal processes un-
known to the vast majority of its membership.

Perhaps most damning of all, it revealed that while
Léo Bureau-Blouin, the FECQ's president at the
time, was positioning itself as a pragmatic leader,

open to compromise and negociation on the issue
of tuition fees, opposite of the pro-free-tuition
CLASSE radicals, he had a clear mandate from his
congress to promote the idea of free tuition for the
province's universities. Bureau-Blouin went on to
be win a seat as MP under the banner of the Parti
Québécois, whose hostility to free tuition was al-
ready established.

Predictably, current FECQ officials have responded
by lashing out at ASSÉ, the student group behind
the CLASSE strike coalition. Accusing them of or-
chestrating this unprecedented wave of defedera-
tions, they hinted at a conspiracy to steal the
disgruntled student unions into the fold of ASSÉ. 

Though ASSÉ's spokespersons have denied any
involvement, it can't deny that some among its
rank-and-file are willing to openly declare their con-
tempt for the FECQ and get involved in the defed-
eration campaigns. These activists deserve our
support : while many have tried, the FECQ cannot
be reformed and must be written off. They under-
stand that working to end the FECQ is a political
struggle and not a corporatist endeavor aiming at
expanding the ranks of ASSÉ. However, it remains
to be seen if ASSÉ's activists can bolster the
FECQ's internal opposition without alienating their
support among the grassroots.

The Quebec student strike has inspired a lot of stu-
dent activists, both inside and outside the province,
to take a critical look at their organizations, the vast

majority of which are plagued by issues similar to
the ones revealed about FECQ. If they are able to
overcome the powerful bureaucratic and political
forces on which proponents of the status quo can
lean on, much change is undoubtledly to come in
colleges and universities across the country.

1. http://fr.scribd.com/doc/114292719/Lettre-ou-
verte

by Jerome Raza of l'UNION COMMUNISTE

LIBERTAIRE (UCL)
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“Online activism” has been a popular topic in

mainstream media over the last few years.

There is nothing new about this type of ac-

tivism,1 it has been around since the early days

of the internet & has cyclically become part of

the discourse.  The discourse on this topic is

frequently changing so I will strive to speak

from my experience.

As an anarcho-syndicalist I do not think that “The
revolution will be digitized.” I don’t see the actions
of most online activists as being revolutionary or
long-term; to me most of the online protestors are
either very reformist or short-term “trolling.” I do be-
lieve that activities vis-à-vis internet freedom and
“free culture” differ from the above generalization.

Most online activism is in my opinion disorganized
and often reckless. It seems many participants
view webpage defacements as some kind of pow-
erful revolutionary act.2 The politics of online ac-
tivists are often very hazily defined – and what is
defined is often very reformist. The online activists
do not have huge impacts on global politics, let
alone revolutionary politics.

From my observation I think there are three broad
categories for “online activists.” These are the click-
tivists, the mouse-click revolutionaries and lastly
hacktivists. The latter is a term abused by the main-
stream media and by the other two categories. This
is of the fact that they are effective and the ones
who are least attention seeking.

The mouse-click revolutionaries are those who
view petitions and online trends as a form of revo-
lution. Whilst the Arab spring was happening they
viewed the time they idled on Facebook and liked
online pages like “like for solidarity with Egypt” –
they felt their click was impacting the Mubarak
regime.

The clicktivists are those who view technology as
the cause of revolution and are prone to disregard
its status as a tool. They disregard and even insult
the people risking their lives and bodies, and
whose years of efforts contributed to the over-
throws of Arab dictators.

Lastly hacktivists are the most-effective and inter-
esting of the lot. They are the ones most strident in
carrying out online direct actions, the ones most
willing to face serious reprehension and the ones
with the most theory and reasoning behind them.
Sometimes they overlap with traditional activists
but ideologically they do not. The primary call of the
hacktivists is the progress of technology and inter-
net freedom; with many adopting cultural freedom.
3 Their primarily call is not social justice as many
activists co-opting the label assume.

The word/term hacktivism is now largely a chic
word – used by appropriators and the mainstream
media frequently.4 Activists/appropriators want to
define it as anyone “using technology to advance
human rights through electronic media” – despite
the fact that the tactics of activists are often at odds
with the hacker ethic.5 Many congruently are trying
to have the term associated with criminality. 

Before continuing, in my opinion true hacktivists
are those who recognize that online activity cannot
replace the role of bodies on the ground and the

associated organizing in large social movements.
They do not claim credit for the arab springs; whilst
activists missapropriating the name do.

Discrepancies between hacktivists and missapro-
priators are not new. In 1998 a pro-Zapatista group,
6 the Electronic Disturbance Theater, carried out a
DDOS attack.7 They promoted it as a “virtual sit-in”
because “the streets were dead.”8 The virtual sit-in
was the crashing of the Mexican president’s web-
site by 18,000 users. After this attack other groups
carried out similar attacks; a notable one was the
disabling the website of the WTO.9 This action re-
ceived a huge amount of criticism from one of the
oldest hacktivist groups – the Cult of the Dead
Cow.

Given the preponderance for various types of on-
line question a good question is “Do online activists
really think they’re contributing to global change
with this online attacks?” The debate is constant
and repetitive; in my opinion established hacktivists
do not, the many “noobs” (mouse-click revolution-
aries and clicktivists) and activist co-opters do.

Traditional hacktivists have focused on internet
freedom issues. Their work now increasingly inter-
sects with traditional activism due to the growing
importance of the internet.  Unfortunately this has
lead to the hacktivism label being co-opted and
used for many actions I’d describe as “Green-
peace.” These are actions not aimed at fighting for
internet freedom but for short-term publicity and in-
fluence – it is irrelevant in the long-term10 or to the
building of a revolutionary movement.

A notable example is the hacking of the IAEA web-
site.11 The hackers involved wanted to force the
IAEA to make Israel comply with international nu-
clear proliferation rules. However, the IAEA merely
upped its security and refused to comply – within
hours it had been as if the website defacement had
never occurred. Longer website defacements often
simply just result in a police investigation.

Most political internet activism doesn’t go beyond
a few clicks, and when it does it is just website de-
facements, senseless trolling and maybe the odd
political spectacle. That which is not spectacle or
clicktivism stands in opposition to the mainstream

ethos the media reports. Established non-co-opted
long-term hacktivism is not about profit and it is not
about fame; the hackers partaking do not seek to
act in lone wolf exegis. Those who seek to act in
this way tend to be ostracised within those hacker
collectives.

Whilst the vast majority of online activism is bullshit
it is still relevant.12 The simple fact is the internet
freedom and free culture stuff isn’t (I shall discuss
this later). The activists involved in this are adding
more munitions for critiques to use because they
have results. They are not the people doing small
scale defacements that ultimately result in police
investigations.

by TITO of the Edmonton IWW

1  According to PC advisor online political activity goes back to 1989
http://www.pcadvisor.co.uk/features/internet/3414409/what-is-hacktivism-
short-history-anonymous-lulzsec-arab-spring/

2  As this article from 2002 shows they were part of the discourse in the early
2000s
http://news.infoshop.org/article.php?story=02/11/12/2204094&query=hack-
tivism

3  People with such viewpoints I call “Mouse-click Revolutionaries” & click-
tivists

4  I use this term to describe the “Free Culture” Movement.

5  The hacker was a chic term in mainstream in the early 2000s before in
the post-9/11 they try to denounce it by associating it with cyberterrorism 
http://news.infoshop.org/article.php?story=02/07/31/2515565&query=hack-
tivism

6  This isn’t a new tendency, it was visible back in 
2003.http://www.hacktivismo.com/public/tfiles/wagingpeace.txt

7  The Zapatista’s had an online means of disseminating of information since
the start of their 1994 rebellion against the NAFTA agreement.
http://globalalternatives.org/files/MartinezTorresZapatistas.pdf

8  DDOS – Distributed Denial Of Service, the main type of online attack

9  http://www.salon.com/2000/07/20/hacktivism/

10 Ibid.

11  These types of actions, web-site defacement and denials of service, are
hard to maintain long-term. They are more spurt of the moment things. Part
of the problem is that it is easy to attack websites or carry out online attacks
to defend a persecuted hac.er/On the other hand it is hard to see how such
an attack would help say a sweatshop labourer.

12http://www.computerworld.com/s/article/9234084/Hackers_hit_Interna-
tional_Atomic_Energy_Agency_server

13 As stated in the Slate article from 1999:
“The majority of Web page vandals, he points out, prefer to get their mes-
sages across with bawdy “yo’ momma” jokes rather than well-argued disser-
tations on Nike’s labor policies.”

WILL THE REVOLUTION BE DIGITIZED?
PART 1. CLICKTIVISTS, MOUSECLICK REVOLUTIONARIES AND HACKTIVISM


