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San Francisco’s

A Lack of Solidarity

wo youths beat up a gay man in
I front of Marcello’s Pizzeria in

the heart of the Casiro while ten
bystanders look on.

Across the street, 2 man is knifed
while waiting at the bus stop. On the
other side of a plate glass window a
bar full of gay men don’t intervene.

Four teenagers from the suburbs go
out for a night of fag bashing on Polk
Street. One of the men they attack gets
a concussion and dies. Because they
are juveniles they get off with a light
sentence.

Teenagers in Maine throw a gay
man off a bridge. He pleads with
them that he can’t swim but they toss
him over anyway laughing. The man
drowns.

A co-sexual group of skinheads
beat two gay men in front of Orphan
Andy’s just around the corner from
the knifing attack. One of the men
was hospitalized. The bashers once
again get treated leniently because of
their age.

A gay man is knifed by his neigh-
bor, a teenage male, and dies. When
the police detectives arrive they are

Street Patrol

sympathetic to the youths story that
the man propositioned himand don’t
preserve evidence that might contra-
dict that version of events. The police
are overheard laughting and refering
to the dead victim as a fagot.
Reading the above incidents and
having been victimized by my peers
all through grade and high school for
being a sissy, I bemoaned the lack of
street solidarity in the gay neighbor-
hoods that I walked. When 1 first
came to San Francisco in 1980, I ex-
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pected to find a gay community that
was prepared to offer resistance. I
imagined that in response to external
violence a crowd would solidify to
protect its own. My fantasies always
concluded with the aggressors being
trounced forthwith, sparing the vic-
tim the trauma of a continued attack.

Unfortunatly that fantasy would
not be realized in the San Francisco
gay neighborhoods. To make that fan-
tasy a reality, the people rushing to
aid the victim would have to know
that the rest of the crowd would back
them up; in our atomized society, that
level of trust didn’t exist, even in the
gay community which had every rea-
son to come together.

A Queer Patrol is Formed

I read and heard that there was a
new queer-oriented street patrol ac-
tive in the Castro. It was exactly what
I was looking for as a way to build the
kind of physically supportive com-
munity that could defend itself
against attack. At worst I would learn
some street fighting tactics. The first
in depth story I saw about them was
in a magazine article called "Defend-
ing Ourselves" by Ellen Twinamel. In
the picture acompanying the article
the patrol stood, in formation, tough
looking characters of both sexes,
wearing berets; a very militant look.

In that article Ellen points to the
bus-stop stabbing incident and oth-
ers like it at as being catalysts to the
formation of the San Francisco
Street Patrol as an interest group of
Queer Nation. Ellen relates a par-
able of a (maybe) mythic time in the
mid-70’s when angry queers (broth-
ers and sisters) would have poured
out of the bars to defend their com-
munity. She bemoans modern pas-
sivity in the face of violence. That is
why the Street Patrol was formed as
an interventionist patrol.

An interventionist patrol will stop
a fight or bashing themselves and
perform a citizen’s arrest on the ag-

essor. Interventionist training is
much different than self-defense
training in both technique and goals.
In contrast, a whistle-only patrol will
just call the police and make as much
noise as possible to scare away the

1. Frighten the Horses #5, May 1991, a sex-
ual freedom zine.

attackers. Frankly, for me, the choice
is obvious, I would rather my com-
munity defend me physically rather
than just call the authorities. After all
the authorities may arrive after seri-
ous damage is done to myself or an-
other victim, and they may or may
not be more sympathetic to gay bash-
ers than to gays.

Many previous patrols were
formed in San Francisco on a non-in-
terventionist basis. CUAV (Commu-
nity United Against Violence), a local
counseling and statistics-gathering
non-profit, originally ran a patrol, be-
fore them was the Butterfly Brigade
and the Lavender Angels. Eventually
all these patrols died out. Without in-
terventionist training, these groups
were ill-equiped to deal with the situ-
ations they ran into. The pacifist
groups are ignored or attacked, as just
happened to the Pink Panthers bri-
gade in New York; while more mili-
tant groups, such as the Lavender An-
gels, were more prepared for street
fighting than the typical citizen’s ar-
rest procedure. SF Street Patrol has
given some thought to how to effec-
tivly conducta citizens arrest, and has
even gone to the Guardian Angels for
training in the proper procedures.

Women Can Fight Back

Other than the weekly down-to-
earth trainings, one reason that Street
Patrol is successful is the co-sexual
nature of the group. On most eve-
nings that we patrol, the the ratio of
women to men is roughly equal. This
tones down some of the macho pos-
turing that I've observed in the
Guardian Angels. The reason that the
group is able to attract women is be-
cause from the very start some of the
key people in the group have been
strong women. Even after the found-
ing female member of the group
moved out of town, the group has
been able to promote strong women
to positions of influénce and visibil-
ity. Strong women serve as role mod-
els for other women in the group and
are a visible demonstration that there
is no glass ceiling about decision-
making that will exclude them.

Libertarian Questions

As an anarchist activist several
questions were raised for me about
Street Patrol and whether I should
participate in it. Since my political
philosophy includes the concepts of
organization, cooperation and self-
defense, there was no theoretical con-

M

25 — ideas & action

uospsqly uoser :0L0Hd



_tradiction for me in the actions of
such a group and my own ethics. Itis
possible to structure such a group in
either a libertarian or an authoritarian
mode. Also, going beyond the
group’s structure the actual practice
of the group will depend on the atti-
tudes and experiences of the people
who participate in and set the direc-
tion for the group. Given the various
possibilites there were some ques-
tions I had about Street Patrol’s prac-
tice. Some questions I am able to an-
swer to my satisfaction, others come
up with gray answers. Political ques-
tions about Street Patrol had to be
answered by myself because the
group is not self-consciously libertar-
ian and pretends to be non-political.
The official Street Patrol line has been
that the group is non-political infor-
mal group; in fact most of the partici-
pans tend to be on the activist side of
politics rather than the conservative,
but the group consistently avoids
talking about issues leaving the
group’s politics implicit. Here is how
I see some of the issues relating to the
group, vis a vis libertarian politics.

How much privacy should
we demand?

On my first patrol, the first thing
we did was to search each other for
weapons. At the time I was a bit un-
easy about whether this was an inva-
sion of privagy. It certainly isn’t what
I would like society in general to be
like, but it has its justification in the
context of a citizens’ patrol. Our pa-
trol is explicitly an unarmed patrol to
stop violence against persons; we
aren’ta vigilante group or a group out
to get revenge against the enemies of
the gay community. The search for
weapons weeds out nuts that may try
to join our patrol to hurt someone
under the cover of the patrol.

Also, the search for weapons is cor-
roboration, in a legal sense, of the fact
that we don’t carry weapons. If an
incident occurs, we can witness for
each other that we were all unarmed.
The common knowledge that our
group is unarmed is also beneficial on
the streets. If we get into an alterca-
tion with someone who has a gun, be
ita basher, robber or officer of the law,
they know that they have no need to
use their weapon. Since bashers that

STOP THE BASHINGS

The STREET PATROL s a group dedicated to stopping the violence agalnst us, commonly
known as queer-bashing. Te end the harassment, threats, and physical assaults, we will
visibly walk the streets of the Castro.

Street Patrol is not out to enforce the law or clean up the streets, nor are we claiming
the Castro as “our turf.” Rather, Street patrol intends to make the Castro a place where
Queer people can hang out without being targeted for violent attack.

Street Patrol does not:
* escalate viclence
= act as a vigilate squad
* carry weapons, drugs or alcohol

Street Patrol does:
¢ patrol In front of bars and clubs where bashings happen
* intervene in bashings as they occur
= discourage bashings before they occur
* train in street combat techniques
= dish, cruise and windowshop shamelessly

Street Patrol meets every Friday and Saturday night at midnight at Rolling Pin Doughnuts
at Castro and 18th Sts. We train every Friday from 9 to 11 pm at the Aikido Arts Center,
670 South Van Ness Ave. You must attend trainings before coming on a patrol. Wear

comfortable clothes that you can get physical in.

985-7423

we detain may be armed, the search
of each other is good practice for dis-
arming bashers. Last but not least, the
search lends to a common bond of
trust and comradeship.

Working with the law?

Street Patrol works within the con-
cept of citizen’s arrest as defined by
the law. Some anarchists may criticize
the patrol for cooperating with the
State in the form of the police. Turn-
ing bashers over to the police is the
only practical course of action for the
patrol at this time. Doing anything
else would be considered kidnaping
under current law and would under-
mine the continued existence of the
group. Even a future libertarian soci-
ety would confront the issue of what
to do to isolate people with a propen-
sity to anti-social behavior. I think it
is obvious that even after a major so-
cial revolution there will still be
plenty of violent personalities for so-
ciety to contend with and that society

will have to find some practical way
to protect itself from them. Alibertar-
ian society would reject the concept of
punishment for crime as moralistic,
but even the minimal separation of
individuals from society would have
more in common with our present
system of incarceration than most an-
archists would like to admit.

An interventionist group?

All people have the right to defend
themselves against violent attack.
Pacifists may choose to let violence
happen to their own person, but they
are in a true moral quandary when
witnessing violence inflicted on oth-
ers. Pacifists will often turn to the
spiritual to explain the idea of “wit-
nessing” violence.

All in all, T agree with the Street
Patrol position of trying to de-esca-
late potentially violent situations.
Mostly, just our visual presence and

-
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the knowledge that we are willing to
put our bodies on the line if need be
to deter attackers in our vicinity. Pa-
trols are time-consuming and dreary
for the most part, but in learning and
practicing street tactics we get the
confidence that we can handle most
street situations. This confidence
gives us that extra incentive and
pride that has already kept this group
working longer than some of its
predecessors.

Street Patrol and the
Guardian Angels?

Since we wear berets like the
Guardian Angels and walk in forma-
tion, our group is constantly asked if
we're the Guardian Angels. Guardian
Angel members helped train Street
Patrol in take-down technique, hand-
cuffing, radio communications and
citizen’s arrest. As individuals, some
members of the Angelsare homopho-
bic, but the official Angel policy is to
be non-discriminatory. The truth is
that the Guardian Angels are not very
well-liked in the gay community, sO
the original Street Patrol was hesitant
to associate with them. However, a
certain practical streak overcame
their qualms, and they learned what
they needed from them.

In New York there is a Guardian
Angels-related group called the
Christopher Street Patrol. They were
so disliked by the community in New
York that they had to find gay people
to go with them on the patrol to gain
community acceptance (from the
leader of the SF Guardian Angels). SF
Street Patrol started in the opposite
way. It came out of the San Francisco
queer community and reached out to
the Guardian Angels to get street
smart training.

Street Patrol policy is much differ-
ent than that of the Guardian Angels.
Guardian Angels confront drug deal-
ers and prostitutes and are used in
some areas by storekeepers to roust
panhandlers and the homeless away
from their shops. The original Guard-
jan Angel line was not to go after
victimless crimes, but the new ration-
ale is that drug dealing and general
seaminess lead to a violent atmos-
phere. Street Patrol holds to the ear-
lier interpretation of victimless
crimes as not being our concern; our

goal is simply to stop violence against
gay people, period.

No tripping on Patrol?

Street Patrol members don't carry
drugs or alcohol with them, and
they’re never under the influence of
intoxicating substances while on pa-
trol. This is just a common-sense rule
for a street-fighting organization.
Members of the patrol who are inca-
pacitated or whose judgment is im-
paired are a liability to the rest of the
patrol and are hard to count on in a
pinch. Street Patrol to some extent
infringes on the turf of the police, so
we have to be extra careful not to run
afoul of the law as a group. Being
intoxicated with either legal or illegal
substances would tend to discredit
our standing as reliable witnesses
and would open the group up to har-
assment. Street Patrol’s policy is not
based on moralism. It has no policy
on members mental state while not
associated with the group and does
not enforce drug or drunkenness
laws.

The Hostess Principle?

Street Patrol has a coordinated,
leader-run structure while out on pa-
trol. This is necessary to be as effective
as possible in dealing with situations
that involve potential risk to the indi-
viduals in the patrol. Since our goals
are pre-established before going on
patrol, in a sense everyone has al-
ready agreed to whathe or she will do
when confronted by violence. We also
train and drill in mock situations in-
volving attackers which is an indica-
tion of what would be expected while
on patrol.

What the patrol Hostess (leader)
does on the street then is to call out
one possible response to the situation.
Even if this is not necessarily the best
possible or optimal response we are
still better of following a unified
course of action. On the street, there
is no time for a group process to de-
cide the best course of action. Most
times it is going to be better for all of
us to coordinate our movements in a
unified way than to have up totwelve
individuals doing whatever they
think best.

There are many activities that re-
quire coordinated action, but that

doesn’t make them hierarchical.
Dancing, sex and mountain climbing
are not hierarchical, but each requires
consensual coordinated movement.
Unfortunately, even within the Street
Patrol, there isn’t complete clarity on
this score; some insist that Street Pa-
trol needs to be hierarchical to be ef-
fective. This is still a source of uneasi-
ness for me about the group in that
the belief that only a heirarchy can be
efficient could turn into an ideologi-
cal commitment to heirarchy. One
procedure used by Street Patrol that

- counters the tendency to form leader-

ship cliques is the rotation of the
Hostess position.

I love a man in uniform?

Actually, I don’t personally, but I
do wear one while out on patrol. We
all wear fuchsia berets and walk in
formation two abreast or single file
while patrolling. The fuchsia berets
that we wear and our military style
formations increase our visible deter-
rent value to would-be bashers. In a
sense, by looking more threatening,
we can minimize our use of force in
such situations. The basic idea is that
it if works, do it; after all, all clothes
are drag.

By moving in formation, we can
avoid tripping over each other in
tense situations. Several times during
our practices when I or others got
confused about how to carry out ma-
neuvers, a generally disorganized
situation evolved. During a street
fight, the lack of formations and drill-
ing might mean that nobody would
be covering your back or that poten-
tial attackers might go free or attack
another member.

Initial Contact

My first contact with Street Patrol
was at a Queer Nation birthday party.
My main concern then was how to
follow up the contact and whether
the group had a democratic nature.
The person I spoke to seemed unclear
on what I meant by democratic and
replied that they had patrol leaders.
The flyer I was given stated that Street
Patrol was not a consensus group; 1
was relieved because of my previous
bad experiences in consensus groups.
It still wasn’t clear what process the
group did have, if any. That would
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not be clear for quite a while, but if I
was to find out, I'd have to devote
some time to the group.

At the first practice session, I sat
and watched the training with some
members of the patrol who weren't
training that day. I asked them that
same question about process and got
the same reply, "Well, we aren’t a con-
sensus organization." That was be-
coming clear, but still there was a
mystery about how decisions were
made. There was a form to sign dis-
claiming liability and a flyer with
some rules about Street Patrol, but no
indication of how these rules and
forms had been created. Later, after
seven weeks of trainings and patrols,
with only one informal coffee-shop
meeting, it was becoming clear that
the method of organization was an
informal clique.2

A Move Toward Democracy

After two months on the patrol, an
incident happened that changed the
structure of the group. A patrol I was
on came around a corner to find that
aman was waving a gun. Apparently
he had been ejected from a party and
had returned to threaten the party-
goers.

The patrol leader that night was a
young 18-year-old woman. Her first
order to the group was to double time
(run) up the street to where we
thought the man with the gun was.
Being an unarmed group and never
having considered or been trained for
this situation, several of us balked at
this order. and the group milled about
at the end of the street. The next order
given was to post up against the wall
we were near. There was less resis-
tance to this order, but some of us
expressed reservations about being
potential targets in such an exposed
position.

The incident ended when the man
got into his van and left at a high
speed. The patrol was very shaken by
the incident because of the potential
danger and because our group disci-
pline broke down during the inci-
dent. After the patrol was over, we

2. See The Tyranny of Structurelessness by
Jo Freeman, 1970, an excellent discussion
of the deficiencies of informal organiza-
tions.]

took some time out to talk over the
situation. A lot of issues around the
limits of leadership and our lack of
preparedness for this situation were
discussed. Most people there were
agreed that there needed to be more
communication between members of
the group and that our discipline and
cohesiveness broke down under the
pressure of the situation.

Subsequent to this incident, there
was a lot of discussion amongst the
inner circle that started Street Patrol
about how to respond to it. In my
conversations with one of the senior
members of the group, there seemed
to be a fear that this incident would
change the group away from an ac-
tion group to one that would spend
most of its time talking. Most of the
founding members of the group ap-
parently had burned out on group
process due to their experience in
Queer Nation. They "liked to be in a
group where they didn’t have to talk."
When I pressed for the group to have
a more democratic process, there was
a general disparagement about codi-
fying rules. In response to my frustra-
tion about knowing what the process
regarding rules was, I was told that
writing things down would give
those who could write more powerin
the group.

Luckily the people I talked to have
a practical orientation when it comes
to group practice. Possibly my argu-
ment that the group would be more
likely to survive if the members were
empowered made an impression, or
maybe the group decided that the or-
ganization was getting too large to be
run on an informal basis. In any case,
the incident was a catalyst for a major
change in the group that would have
been difficult if it had a rigid ideologi-
cal orientation.

A general meeting of Street Patrol
was called the next week, and there
was a decision made to elect a Queen
{chair) and a Princess (sub-chair) to
be rotated at three-month intervals.
That meeting was a surprise for me in
that the people who I thought would
have resisted change in the group
pushed for a more egalitarian proc-
ess.
In the meeting some longtime
Street Patrol members expressed lack

of knowledge of exactly how the
group made decisions previously.
This indicated that there had been no
channel for internal communication
that everyone was privy to for quite a
while; I think the change to a more
open process came just in time. The
group rejected a motion to restrict
who could be a patrol leader by age
or other arbitrary criteria. All in all it
was a pleasantly surprising meeting
and a pivotal turning point for the
group.

Direct Action Group

I attribute the ease with which the
group made the transition from a
clique to a membership organization
to the group’s emphases on direct ac-
tion. This is not a gay democratic
club, which the members are using as
a stepping stone to advance their ca-
reers. There is no particular ideologi-
cal slantin the group, making process
changes easier to carry off. Having a
leadership position in the group
doesn’t confer any particular material
advantages. Membership and partici-
pation in the group are seen as a serv-
ice to our community.

Democracy Out of Style

Gtill, there are a lot of unresolved
issues in the group. No regular
mechanism for calling more meetings
was ever established, giving the
Queen and Princess undue power.
Our newsletter regularly prints arti-
cles exhorting us to obey our patrol
leaders unquestioningly; while being
totally uncritical of groups like the
Guardian Angels that bust people for
violation of drug and prostitution
laws.

Most of these problems stem from
a lack of internal communication. Be-
cause consensus is the norm in the
activist gay and feminist movement,
many gay activists have no experi-
ence of a democratic, libertarian prac-
tice. So many who go through the
consensus process are burned out
and oppressed by it that they retreat
into a position that condemns all
process as oppressive. A sort of lais-
sez-faire approach to process devel-
ops, that hopes that if process and
power are ignored they will go away.
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The problem with this approach is
that power still exists; it just goes un-
derground in the group and is harder
to control.

A positive contribution libertarians
can make to progressive groups in
general is the use of direct democracy.
Itis up tous toexplain the advantages
offered by direct democracy and di-
rect action as an alternative to the
either the blocking/consensus sys-
tem or to representative democracy.
We have to explain the difference be-
tween a federative participatory de-
mocracy, that respects the autono-
mous rights of minorities, and
representative democracy, with its
competative, winner-take-all rules.

Lack of Forum

One area the Street Patrol is weak
in is in communication about what is
expected of a patrol leader. The Host-
ess acts as a coordinator for that pa-
trol. The policy of the group has been
set previously to the patrol, so all pa-
trol members have a chance to opt out
if they can’t abide by it. Theoretically
at least, this policy is set by the group
in a democratic manner now that we
are a membership group, but nosuch
group decisions have been made.

Its not as if there aren’t gray areas
to discuss. For instance, what if a pa-
trol leader detains someone for drug
use or shoplifting, which according to
the flyers we hand out we don'tdo -
shouid the patrol back him or her?
There was an instance when one of
our patrol leaders suggested that we
patrol an area because there had been
several car break-ins. For me arrest-
ing car thieves is a questionable activ-
ity. Not that an individual wouldn’t
be justified in protecting their trans-
portation, but Street Patrol doing so
would come dangerously close to the
general enforcement of property laws
- perhaps the enforcement of tres-
passing laws would come next. I
think reasonable people can differ on
this and other policy decisions, but
without open discussion about this
issue the decision is being made by
whoever happens to be patrol leader
that evening,

Another case where patrol leaders
have some power is how to approach
armed assailants. I think it is gener-
ally understood now in Street Patrol

that most patrol members aren’t anx-
ious to tangle with attackers that are
known to be carrying guns. It isn't
clear what we should do about sub-
jects with other weapons such as
knives, clubs or baseball bats, or what
any particular patrol leader will doin
such a situation.

A patrol leader may feel confident
that they can deal with such a situ-
ation, or that the assailant is bluffing.
Insuch a case, they may endanger the
rest of the group or individuals in the
group beyond a point they would
freely agree to. Once again, the prob-
lem is not the specific tactic, but the
lack of free and open discussion
about such matters. Under the pre-
sent system, patrol leaders aren't
even aware of what patrol members
personal limits are.

Group goals and ideals go unstated
in Street Patrol because of the lack of
a forum. For instance are the Guard-
ian Angels wannabe Green Berets, are
Street Patrol members engaged in an
S/M fantasy trip. The answer is yes
and no.

Some Street Patrol members may
enjoy our practice takedowns as
dominance/submission games.
Some Guardian Angels could be
playing at at being in a crack para-
military unit. Democratic decision
making and open discussion would
temper any tendency to manipulate
fellow patrol members and would re-
veal individual agendas. We all have
expectations about what groups we
are members of will provide us; the
difference isbetween hidden agendas
and public ones that are open to com-
promise and inspection.

Resistance to Change

People who set up groups have a
tendency to try to make them stay
true to their original aims. One way
to achieve this is to encumber the ve-
hicle for change with difficult to
change rules.

One method is to adopt a consen-
sus form of process. Since consensus
preserves previous rules, old-timers
can block change if it isnt to their
liking,.

Another method of controlling the
change in a group is to set up a spe-
cific self-perpetuating group that
maintains control of the group. This

is the most common method for non-
profit organizations to be organized,
with the board of directors being the
body that maintains the group’s
original focus. In this, the non-profit
shares its organization form with the
vanguardist, Leninist groups.

Street Patrol unconsciouly is using
the third major form of resistance. By
not specifying the rules of the group
insiders can keep these rules from be-
ing questioned. For instance, in Street
Patrol there is an informal rule that
newcomers must participate for eight
weeks before they can purchase be-
rets or T-shirts. This rule isn’t written
down, and I've heard some people
being quoted five weeks and others
the full eight weeks. Whatever the
merits of this rule, it hasn’t been de-
cided or recorded by any known
group process. The danger with these
informal rules is that they will be se-
lectively enforced against people
who make waves (e.g., people who
want rules written down).

It is only natural for a street action
group to be cautious about newcom-
ers. With a group that involves itself
in street situations, the potential of
nuts trying to join exists; also, it is
common for people to enter a group
to push their political agenda (be it
libertarian, authoritarian or reform-
ist) and leave when that agenda has
been achieved. An action oriented
group has to make sure thatits energy
isn’t drained by those who aren’t
committed to the group and its goals.
Frequently groups will have a train-
ing or trial period for new members
together with membership criteria
and way for the membership to ex-
pulse those who don't fit into the

oup.

With an informal group, though,
the trial period is indeterminate. A
new recruit doesn’t know when they
will have an equal say in the group, if
ever. For instance, I perceive that I
can’t have influence in the group (for
instance, to have talks about what a
patrol leader should do in various
situations) if I don’t occasionally get
to be patrol leader. The only way to
get to be a patrol leader is to get prac-
tice in that role at the training ses-
sions; after four months of being a
member of the group I've only been
called upon to practice that role once.
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All in all without a specific training
program the goal of being a fully em-
powered member of the group seems
to be like hitting a moving target.

Replace the Police

A question raised by community
self-defense groups should be of in-
terest to libertarians because it
speaks to the problem of what to do
with the police in a libertarian society.
Actually, the questionisn’t whattodo
with the police, but rather, what todo
in lieu of the police. Event withouth
the police and capitalism, there will
remain the same social problems
caused by violent individuals that the
police are now responsible for. Street
patrols are not a total solution to the
problem, but illustrate some of the
difficulties that would be met by any
group trying to deal with anti-social
behavior. Street patrols also illustrate
the need for non-worker-related
movements to form groups to defend
themselves and to deal with specific
issues like gay bashing, racism or

rape.
Accountability to whom

The fundamental policies of Street
Patrol were formed at the inception of
the group: queers (lesbians, gays and
bisexual men and women) deserve to
live without violence being commit-
ted against them, and they have the
right to defend themselves. In the
broader society, if citizen self-defense
organizations were to become more
popular and supplant the police, the
question would arise about who the
self-defense groups were accountable
to. In a sense, our group is account-
able to the larger queer community
by sharing its common values.

If self-defense groups with a larger
scope were to arise, such as some that
dealt with anti-social ecology crimes,
it wouldn’t be reasonable for them to
set their own policies about what
would be acceptable or unacceptable
in that domain. In a general sense,
society has the right to direct how
self-defense groups are used. Self-de-
fense groups have a right to manage
their own procedures, but it is up to
broader-based societal groups to set
social policy.

Once can imagine that after a social
revolution assemblies of workers,

residents, women, queers, and ethnic
groups would come to agree on how
to plan the economy and what mini-
mumn social standards would be met
by individuals. Workers would then
self-manage their agreed upon pro-
duction. Neighborhood and con-
sumer groups would plan the con-
sumption of that part of the economy
devoted to their groups. Social
groups would plan their educational
and cultural activities.

In such a society, it would be im-
portant not to allow self-defense
groups to be a specialized function in
the same way that dentistry or con-
struction work might be. Since the
rational of defense has traditionally
been used as a tool for imperialism
and social coercion it is important
that the whole of society control pa-
trol and defense groups; it is also im-
portant that such groups have a
membership that is rotated in from
the larger populace.

An Interventionist Ethic

Learning self-defense and inter-
vention training can be fun. Lesbians,
gays and women have all been ex-
pected by our society to be passive in
the face of physical violence. To some
extent we have bought into that
myth. Organizations like Street Patrol
allow us to change not only our pub-
lic image but also our self-image.
Through taking responsibility for our
own defense we learn to be proud.

The school yard ethic I remember
was don't tattle and fight like a man.
When I was a child in elementary
school five or six boys would escort
me and whoever wanted to fight me
to the playground. They cut off re-
treat to make it hard for me to avoid
the battle. Instead of a culture that
reinforces such violence, children and
adults should be trained to intervene
to diffuse violence. As the norm be-
comes to expect people to intervene
when an individual is attacked there
will be less and less need for special
patrols to form to protect our right to
just be. Ellen, in her piece, said, "If
everyone is willing to respond, sheer
numbers will be on our side... If half
of us knew self-defense and the other
half knew first aid and all of us had
whistles, we would be invincible!"

Generally direct action groups,
such as Street Patrol value input from
all who offer constructive aid. Anar-
chists can positively contribute to
such groups because of our emphasis
on direct action and non-manipulat-
ive politics. By supporting such
groups we lessen our dependence on
the state and its agents the police.
What we learn in these groups we can
apply to other areas such as strike
support and abortion clinic defense.
If we want to live a free life we have
to accept responsibility for providing
the conditions that such a life is pos-
sible in.

— Edward Elhauge

Dear Reader,

As always, we appreciate receiving let-
ters commenting on articles printed in the
magazine. If you have comments, write
us and let us know what you think. Dis-
cussion of the issues facing us today is
important.

We encourage submission of articles,
graphics, photos, comics, etc. We do not
take a narrow “party-line” approach in
deciding what to publish. Accordingly,
the views expressed in signed articles are
not necessarily endorsed by the W.S.A.
or the editorial group.

The main criteria we use in selecting ar-
ticles are:

@ Relevance
o Clarity

® Accessibility
We prefer material that speaks to the
magazine’s main purposes and areas of
interest. The magazine is not “neutral,”
and that affects our judgment as to what
is important. Since our aim is working
class self-emancipation, we aim to speak
to as broad an audience as possible. Thus,
we tend to shy away from material that is
too “academic™ or presupposes familiar-
ity with a narrow leftist subculture.
We prefer that articles not be longer than
3,000 words (roughly 12 typed, double-
spaced pages). However, content is more
important to us than length. Longer arti-
cles may be serialized.
When submitting an article, if you can
send us the text on floppy disk, this would
be helpful as it would free us from having
to re-type the text when we do the type-
setting. We can accept copy on computer
disk, FAX or electronic mail.

— the Editorial Group
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