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This essay also will be distributed in zine form as a companion
piece — with an appendix in the form of the text version of Toby
Shone’s phone-in from high-security prison to the debate “Thought
and Action: Repressive Attacks on the Anarchist Written Word” held
in El Paso Occupato, Turin (Italy), March 9"-10", 2024 — to the final

(double-)issue of Return Fire magazine, vol.6 chapé & chap7, forth-
coming.
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Up with the Spring

Winter begins to turn her face from us, having let us take the
opportunities — when we’ve been able — for introspection, healing,
sharpening our weapons and theories. Now is the time for planting
seeds and tending to them, whether those seeds are the letters we
send across prison walls and borders, the fires we light under the
structures and arses of our oppressors, or the memories we share
so our multi-generational body doesn’t continue to be constantly
ripped asunder by the march of capitalist daily life. We enter the
aspect of Spring, of fruition, the popping of buds and imaginations.
A time for renewal, stands taken and promises given.

Our affection and solidarity to each sincere heart which will
beat in the presence of its kind in Brighton; we look forward to
hearing the reflections and proposals of those comrades and more.
Anti-repression will remain at the heart of any anarchism in move-
ment, in rebellion, in self- and mutual-defence on a burning planet.
We hope some of our provocations will relate to the concerns in
this arena, and how it could sit with the rest of our lives as radi-
cals. We hope this could be more fuel for collective conversations
in which we identify our capacities, abilities and roles we can de-
velop, finding a harmony between our desires and skills and the
needs of others and the present moment; in other words, a shared
survival, without which we can never speak in truth of liberation.

Strength and courage to all dignified prisoners and those on the
streets.

Solidarity to the (other) comrades maintaining — or who have
maintained - publications and counter-information websites un-
der the shadow of the “counter-terror” regime and its disturbed
dreams.

Let’s keep this fire from dying.

Until MayDay,

- R.F., Spring Equinox, 2024.
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“The event aims to be an informal and self-organised
gathering of activists, representatives and delegates from
groups active in the prisoner solidarity / anti-prison /
anti-repression struggle, one focused on the consolida-
tion of international solidarity...”

— second call-out for the International Anti-Prison / Anti-
Repression Gathering, Brighton

Hi comrades, known and unknown to us.

We welcome this initiative, and send our love and gratitude to
all gathering in Brighton with the aim of together building a more
durable and combative struggle against the authoritarian night-
mare of the present-day. From the limits of our own capacity, we’d
like to offer some thoughts; reflections that have been born from
decades of shared struggle and over 10 years of publishing our mag-
azines with a strong presence of anti-repression/anti-prison docu-
mentation and agitation. (This has included putting out texts and
translations from comrades behind bars, sometimes with the direct
participation of the prisoners themselves.) As limited and fallible as
they are, they are what we have to offer: they are here for you and
the comrades back in your own areas to do with as you will. Consid-
ering the international dimension of the gathering, we have tried to
provide adequate context for those less familiar with recent cycles
of struggle on these isles, and we have also brought our thoughts
into conversation with other writings produced in the course of the
struggle in past years, with their questions, analysis and proposals.

We will address some patterns and strategies of social control
and State targeting of liberatory movements, and then make some
observations and suggestions which might be slightly ‘up-steam’
of the more visible moments of police action itself, yet which we
consider vital to the resilient movements we need to build, rather
than only attempting to plug a hole in the dam with a finger of anti-
repression work after the fact. This is especially important when
we consider that police action is in fact ongoing at all times; under-



standing modern State philosophies of counter-insurgency allows
us to see that repression is the norm, not the exception, and that
in a very real sense it is not hyperbole to describe this as the latest
adaptation of a permanent social war! - sometimes nearly invisible
yet ironically total — being waged against the population by those
who would govern it. This encompasses the repressive apparatus of
the security agencies/military, cops and other State agencies down
to the smallest level, together with the media, academic collabora-
tors, corporations and recuperated civil society organisations, not
to mention our own fear and suggestibility. (As Athina Karatzo-
gianni and Andrew Robinson set out in their essay Virilio’s Part-
ing Song,” increasingly the (social-)mediascape allows repression
to circulate horizontally, free-floating, self-managed.)

Comrades attending to themes of repression know as well as
anyone that our efforts are not bound to the same cycles of rise

! Reading from ‘Power’, a presentation made by Xander at the 2014 Berke-
ley Anarchist Students of Theory & Research & Development (BASTARD) confer-
ence: “A reoccurring theme in anarchists milieus, social warfare is as complicated
as it is simple that can be plainly understood as the war of social relationships
and by extension the war to maintain the social body - society. The term orig-
inates from the Roman Social War (91-89 BC) between Rome and their Italian
allies (Socci), who were instrumental in the wars that established the Roman Re-
public, but were regarded as less-than Roman and subject to the “unrestricted
imperium” of Rome. Their second class status, the Roman slave plantation, and
limited powers in deciding Roman foreign policy laid the grounds for the Socci
to secede from Rome, set up their own capital, and government (modeled after
Rome’s), spawning what became known as the Roman Social War. Relevant to
social war today is how the Roman Republic learned the importance of political
concessions and developed the technique of political inclusion, as opposed to ex-
clusion, using rights and citizenship to pacify insurrection and create stability
and growth for the Empire.

“Class warfare as it is used today finds its root in social warfare, with
the latter attempting to widen the social analysis of power to acknowledge the
positive features that invest into people, encouraging self-identification and regu-
lation to prolong and propel the dominate political system. Social warfare touches
on the most sensitive, complex and powerful aspects of people, their sociality, and
their relationship to society, and the general question of governance and order”

Fear of the struggle will, in fact, keep us in greater danger; but
to appreciate this, we have to think of ourselves as part of a larger
social body struggling to be born, not as the isolated individuals
repression aims to reduce us to when some of us are inevitably
jailed. “So long as there are prisons,” according to one statement for
the annual Week of Solidarity with Anarchist Prisoners, “the most
courageous, sensitive, and beautiful among us will end up inside
them, and the most courageous, sensitive, and beautiful parts of
the rest of us will be inaccessible to us” What will keep us strong
— whether in the streets, under arrest or on the prowl from the
margins — will be the social connections we manage to create; and
which will creature us, in a constant process of becoming which
we choose to call anarchy, here and now.

Because the fear we often confront, beyond the simple self-
preservation of the flesh we like to call our own, speaks to the
isolation and alienation we live in: we too often think that if we
cannot create all the changes we need in the world at once, or
at least in the course of our individual lives, we will have failed.
Perhaps a part of the fear is the desire to not be seen to have been
defeated, to have been overcome. But do we not carry the ghosts of
every past struggle with us? Are they really so vanquished, or are
they still there in the soil we feed from and eventually return to,
the dreams we barely remember, the molotovs we throw and the
arms we link? Will we not be there when generations we have yet
to know assume the same tasks, defending or re-gaining the same
freedoms; were we not always there? Or is the undead rationalist
spirituality of capitalism - its religion of profits and loss, atoms
and cells, borders and straight-jackets — the only imagination we
have left?
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creating a truly mutual - rather than extractive — relationship will
doubtless be the more challenging part). But that could be a path to
widening the scope of our relationships, expanding beyond what
we are allowed access to under capitalist daily life.

Not Fearing the Next Blow

We know that we are likely to see more (and more intense)
policing operations against our movements, our environments and
friends, our families. We knew, since before we even became anar-
chists, what this society holds in store for the disobedient, the ques-
tioning, those with solidarity and will. The task ahead, ever trying
to keep one pace out of reach of our annihilation, may lie not in
obsessively avoiding the blow of repression if doing so keeps us iso-
lated, or in obsessively returning the blow if doing so over-reaches
and drains us. Rather, it may lie in superceding the blow (which,
of course, given the circumstances could well include either avoid-
ing or returning it!) on the social field: breaking the enclosure, and
losing the fear.

Fear is natural and logical given what we know the enemy is
capable of (often from personal experience and that of our loved
ones). Fear can keep us safe in some circumstances, keep us sharp,
keep up wary. It can also disable us, or lead us to seek false se-
curities. For thousands of years, when they didn’t find ways to di-
rectly oppose them, our anarchic ancestors on all continents where
States formed fled from them and often outlived them, keeping
themselves and their anti-authoritarian rejection alive in the pro-
cess, forging cultures in zones out of imperial reach. Now, as the
last mountain and jungle vastnesses are brought under the map
and the satellite (if not necessarily under control) and the seas rise
to met us while the sky falls down on our heads, the task of de-
stroying the State — not just attacking it, but superceding it in the
process — could not be clearer.
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and fall as the social movements that draw overt police attention
(although indelibly linked to our own cycles as living beings, our
own moments of extroversion and introspection). Rather, we con-
stitute a base-line rhythm which allows the maintenance of mem-
ory, collective learning, support for those under attack, and the
patient, inexorable return of pressure to the camp of the oppressor.
Or, we fail in the attempt.

In the UK context, a lot has happened since the international
Gathering Against the Prison Society in Brighton in 2009, stand-
ing as it did at the door of a following wave of dynamic action in
the first half-decade that followed (student revolts, militant squat
defence/eviction offence, a 2011 uprising across England following
a racialised police execution, the return of a combative anarchist
street presence in the pacified wasteland of the capital, anarchist
attacks proliferating in the West Country, and more). Repression in
its broader sense also moved forward with leaps and bounds; ramp-
ing up of police armament and surveillance architecture (perhaps
most dramatically under cover of preparations for the 2012 Lon-
don Olympics), various terror panics over the Islamic-identified
“internal enemy,” the “hostile environment” policy of immigration
management and its continued internationalisation via partnered
detention schemes from Jamaica to (coming soon) Rwanda, a never-
ending raft of new legal restrictions on taking to the streets or
targeting infrastructures and updated in the era of COVID-19, re-
newed State attacks on travelling communities and squatting, pris-
ons over-filled to bursting, academic collaboration refining an in-
sidious ‘soft cop’ policing of protests until it is time for the hammer
to strike, collusion with right-wing street movements, the surveil-
lance operations of undercover officers being exposed and intimi-
dating both those previously targeted and those aspiring to act.

While an in-depth analysis of those years will not be attempted
here, it is vital for those who have lived through those times (and
those that preceded them) to share lessons they have learned and
reflections with other generations. The focus for the first part of



this letter will be on one specific arrow the enemy has in their
quiver, which has rained down on us at certain moments and looks
likely to continue: that being, counter-terrorism legislation and
framing. We regret deeply not appearing at the Brighton gathering
this March 29'1-31% to present the following thoughts in person,
but in March 2021, the Dutch police raided and seized the servers
of the NoState tech collective, taking down a variety of anarchist
counter-information and prisoner solidarity pages such as Act For
Freedom Now!, Montreal Counter-Info, 325, North Shore Counter-
Info, and Berlin Anarchist Black Cross, in the context of an undis-
closed ‘criminal investigation’. Although our website is not hosted
by NoState and was thus unaffected, news has trickled back to us
that the cops were also demanding any information related to our
publication project, Return Fire. (Most of the above important web-
pages are now reopened on new servers, and we send our greetings
and solidarity to them.) For now, we will make our contribution
from the shadows.

(Anti-)Anti-Terrorism &
Counter-Information Projects

“Anarchists, activists and environmentalists are tar-
getted as ‘extremists” and “terrorists” with special
police teams designed to infiltrate and dismantle their
campaigns and organisations.”

— first call-out for the International Anti-Prison / Anti-
Repression Gathering, Brighton

When, in May 2020, the domestic intelligence agency MI5 an-
nounced that they were taking over the monitoring and tracking
of “domestic terror threats” within the UK from the police, it was
probably only a matter of time until the new unit (LASIT; left-wing,

Taking this a step further, we can imagine an anti-repression
network (or rather, many) of a city or region which not just keeps
up to date on the struggles of anarchist circles in other countries
or continents but actually commits to “partnering” with another
one across borders. This could look like collectively raising travel
funds to send comrades there to learn and share, keeping the re-
lationships alive with long-distance communications and with re-
peat visits and hosting comrades from there here, always with an
eye to sharing resources, contexts and ideas. What this would not
look like would be how anarchist travel too often happens; basi-
cally as tourism, with the emphasis being on personal experiences
(rather than on collectivising contacts we make with our struggles
back home), spreading the stupider conflicts among us onto an in-
ternational level, or — in terms of visiting countries with which
our own exercises some variant of a colonial relationship — con-
tinuing to see our own countries as the centre of the world and
being unable to listen and learn, let alone see the international en-
tanglements of both the global system and of our struggles against
it.

On the local level, the building of our capacities for genuine
mutual aid back from the abyss we currently dangle over could be
challenging ourselves to each connect with a willing comrade who
is not already in our immediate circle — examples could range from
prisoners, younger or older people, people who are parenting, peo-
ple medicalised and/or suffering — and try to commit to a mutually-
supportive, transformative relationship with them. (And them with
us — the emphasis should be on mutuality, rather than charity, and
each person who might fit the above descriptions should also think
of who they could choose to support.) Perhaps over time this could
expand to more than one person who isn’t already close to us,
but we suspect that even engaging one person will be challeng-
ing enough for most people already (although those accustomed
or expected to perform this kind of care already for gendered rea-
sons will perhaps find it easy to “add” more people, in those cases
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They go on to emphasize the potentials that we only enjoy when
such a network is under active maintenance and reinforcement, al-
lowing us “to call for advice, to call for reinforcement, or to an-
nounce new projects of continental interest™

Continental networks also act to ensure that the many
varied regions, cultures, and political situations have a
fast and effective means of reaching every other group
on the continent, without relying on word-of-mouth,
algorithms, or news releases.

[...] It can not be understated how much we can avoid
stumbling blocks by learning from those who have
been there and done that. International networks are
also keenly important for ensuring that the relative
wealth of even poorer comrades in the industrial-
ized regions of the global north, gets shared with
comrades in dire struggle with access to almost no
monetary/material resources. We must find ways to
ensure that we are getting funds and materials to the
most dire struggles. This can only be done when we
have developed resilient relationships with comrades
across the globe.

Vital parts of this process of learning will be study of languages
and of cultural differences, being observant and adaptive. “If you
have a dozen comrades in your group,” Eepa reminds us, “you have
enough people to learn lingua-francas for most of the colonized
world”:

Everything you have in life starts with reaching. A toe
dipped in the water before you learn to swim, your
hand reaching out to grasp a rope you are about to
climb, the raised hand in greeting of a new face. You
take the first step by reaching out. Communications
and solidarity is no different.
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anarchist, and single-issue? terrorism) would be testing its mettle
- and doubtless seeking to justify its budget — by playing a public
hand.

Labelling anarchists and other anti-authoritarian enemies of
the ruling order as ‘terrorists’ is not a novel development, the term
having been leveled — with varied levels of success — against rebels
from the French Revolution onwards. In the 20th century, it was
the Spanish State that really first brought a comprehensive ‘anti-
terrorism’ policy to bear as a permanent tool in its arsenal, at first
against Basque independence struggles but quickly also against
(other) youth in any self-organised and combative demonstrations
and sabotages it could allege to be the work of Basque ‘terrorists’.
(Though it wasn’t long before the UK took up the theme regarding
independence struggles in the British-occupied north of Ireland,
and Germany did so against the Marxist-Leninist and occasionally
autonomist/anarchist urban guerrillas of the 1970s plus those it
could associate with them.)

“Since 1991 and the fall of the Soviet Union,” we can read in the
text ‘A Wager on the Future’ by Josep Gardenyes, “the capitalist
world system has lacked an oppositional dichotomy that can mod-
ulate and recuperate all dissident movements.” After the jihadist
attacks of September 2001, it looked for some time that such a di-
chotomy had been found: that of democracy versus the figure of
the terrorist. Under that sign was gathered all whom jihadists and
other authoritarian groups managed to recruit (or among whom
they attempted to, or that the State could allege them to...) from
what remained of the broader anti-colonial movements after the
(nominal) independence wars of the 1960s and 1970s and the most
alienated and disillusioned of their children, including those in the
West. What followed was its deployment on a truly international
scale “as a conjunction of moral narrative, political discourses, in-
stitutional mandates, interstate connections, and juridico-military

? Within this definition they put animal rights/animal liberation action.



resources that any government allied with the global powers could
make use of”®> What this looks like in practice ranges from un-
limited surveillance to the fact that people can stay in prison for
months or even years without clear accusation or trial and severe
restrictions once released, not to mention social — or even literal -
assassination.

During one of the earliest of the anti-terrorist cases which an-
archists in France have faced, in 2008 you could read the following
on a poster on the streets:

In this world upside down, terrorism is not forcing bil-
lions of human beings to survive under unacceptable

? Being put into comparison with an enemy so supposedly irrational, blood-
thirsty and ‘uncivilised’ as fundamentalist Islamic cells may have set a very low
bar for what kinds of violence and desolation the State itself was able continue
wrecking on populations in the Global South - or individuals/demographics ac-
cused of involvement in the North — without provoking uproar. But it seems like
on a global level the mechanism of ‘anti-terrorism’ has already shown significant
weaknesses in creating a dualistic pole of tamable ‘opposition’ that efforts like
our own could be forced in to. ‘A Wager on the Future’ notes that “the figure of
jihadism is much less inclusive than that of communism. It is incredible for the
Right to accuse the typical anarchist of being an agent of fundamentalist Islam,
or for the Left to accuse them of being impragmatic for not supporting it, like
they accused us for not supporting state communism. Worldwide, the majority
of marginalized people are culturally distant enough from Islam that they are un-
likely to ever identify with Islamic fundamentalism (although there are a billion
people whom organizations like the Islamic State are seeking to represent and
influence as coreligionists).

“The new dichotomy has another weakness: quite the opposite of the
ruling dichotomy during the Cold War, the current one has been constructed in
an era when the principal world powers enjoy very little legitimacy and trust. The
bloated, greedy, and arrogant figure of the United States in 2001 is a far cry from
the heroic protector of liberty from the first two World Wars. And the Europe
of 2015 [R.F. - year of spectacularised jihadist attacks in Paris and Brussels], the
Europe of austerity, of corruption, of bloody borders, doesn’t look much better”
More recently, it seems that the framework of biosecurity in the name of fighting
COVID-19 has been more effective in mobilising public sentiment and passing an
endless raft of repressive measures both temporary and permanent, though also
not without its limitations.
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think building ever more oil and gas pipelines at this
advanced stage of global warming is unconscionable,
will they stand with Water Protectors? If they loathe
police racism, will they support the people still locked
up after uprisings in Ferguson, Baltimore, Oakland
and elsewhere, primarily black people fighting back
on the frontlines against police violence?

Such an emphasis will separate Democratic Party oper-
atives from sincere activists in the environmental, im-
migrant solidarity, and Black Lives Matter movements.
It will also challenge the illusion that new politicians
will solve these problems, and spread support for the
tactics of direct action and collective self-defense.

We can also greatly deepen our understanding of repression in
our areas and our resilience to it by making sure that older com-
rades (those with knowledge of the struggles and repression of pre-
vious decades) are still part of the conversation.

Considering that our struggles are at heart international (and
turning this awareness into more than a simple slogan), forging
meaningful connections with comrades in other territories is a ne-
cessity too. This gathering in Brighton is invaluable to support
those links.

“Despite the advances in technology, radical communications
has not kept pace,” as Eepa put it in ‘Building International Solidar-
ity: Human Relations for Global Struggle; “Sure, many anarchics
are aware of other struggles through communiques, news reports,
or social media posts, but there is a deep rift between these casual
interactions and meaningful relation building needed for resilient,
effective, and meaningful struggle”

terhouse — never rebuilt — and a wild horse corral.) He continues to use his skills
for solidarity projects with indigenous peoples in so-called Alaska, who are farm-
ing kelp as salmon disappear from industrial over-fishing and climate change.
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It is not that hard to conceive of a way to oppose state
power and racist violence that leaves us ready, primed,
and on our feet no matter who wins in November, and
many anarchists are doing just that. As anarchists,
we will always fight against borders, against racism,
against police, against misogyny and transphobia, and
thus we will always be on the frontlines against any
right-wing resurgence. But are not borders, police,
the continuation of colonial institutions, and the
regulation of gender and families also a fundamental
part of the progressive project?

The principal hypocrisy of progressives can often be
found in their tacit support for repression, that unbro-
ken chain that connects the most vicious fascist with
the most humanistic lefty. That’s why it makes sense
for anarchists to highlight the prisoners’ strike and to
bring the question of solidarity with detainees from
anti-pipeline struggles and prisoners from anti-police
uprisings into the heart of any coalition with the left.
If they want to protect the environment, will they
support Marius Mason and Joseph Dibee??? If they

2 REFE - Joseph Dibee, from the aforementioned ‘Green Scare’ case, was one
of its remaining fugitives after being snitched on by another defendant who he
had previously been in a relationship with. Having escaped from the US and spent
more than 10 years underground in his country of origin — Syria — and in Russia,
he was captured in 2018 while flying from El Salvador on a false passport during
the stop-off in Cuba, and tortured before being extradited. On trial he repented for
his actions and took a plea-deal, leading to one of the charges against him (a 1998
arson of a U.S. Department of Agriculture building) being dropped. Sentenced -
by the same judge, Ann Aiken, who has overseen the entire decades-long case
and served terrorism enhancements to multiple of the convicted — in November
2022 to community service but no extra prison time (after 29 months of pre-trial
detention, during which he was permanently disfigured by a white-supremacist
attack and contracted COVID-19) and ordered to pay a portion of $1.3 million in
restitution for his two highly-effective arsons. (A much-hated wild horse slaugh-
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conditions; it’s not poisoning the earth. It’s not con-
tinuing a scientific and technological research which
everyday further subjugates our lives, penetrates our
bodies and modifies nature in an irreversible way. It’s
not imprisoning and deporting human beings because
they don’t have an adequate little scrap of paper. It’s
not killing and mutilating at work for the enrichment
to infinity of the bosses. All that is called economy, civ-
ilization, democracy, progress, public order.

The media, as ever, have been instrumental in this effort, not
least because of the level of public complicity that a charge like
‘terrorism’ requires (clearly a moral category they shape and pro-
mote rather than one ‘objective’ enough to include the endless list
of State-inflicted or far-right/racist attacks), to achieve its task of
not only neutralising individuals but of disciplining populations. But
the media is not the only other non-State (or para-State) institu-
tion that plays and has played a significant role; we are talking
about academics. Take the 2020 report published by Paul Gill, Zoe
Marchment and Arlene Robinson of Univeristy College London’s
‘Department of Security and Crime Science’. In the paper, ‘Domes-
tic Extremist Criminal Damage Events: Behaving Like Criminals or
Terrorists?’, these lackeys of the securitisation industry and cops
specifically take the wave of anarchist attacks on a wide variety of
corporations, State agencies, animal exploiters, fascists, transport
lines, and communications infrastructure that has characterised
the south-westerly city and environs of Bristol, England, during
the last decade or two, and offers clear recommendations to the re-
pressive organs of the State as to how to equate these sabotages —
legally and propagandistically — with terrorism.

(Police efforts to apply the term so far in that area have been
somewhat anemic, such as the confused and ambiguous interview
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with then-head of the unsuccessful* Operation Rhone investiga-
tion aired on a BBC documentary on the topic® after the iconic
2013 destruction-by-fire of the soon-to-open multi-million-pound
police firearms training facility was described by the local Chief
Constable as ‘domestic extremism’; that so far they had not found
the actions to fit within the “clear legislation” of terrorism, but that
“possibly” they were looking at a terrorist cell?)

Their analysis identified priority interventions for the cops as —
among other things like increased stop-and-search and extensive
forensic/DNA profiling, as we have seen in other anti-anarchist op-
erations across the theatre of Europe this past decade in both legal
and illegal forms — working with the media to portray anarchist
and other liberatory movements that use direct action as “domestic
extremism” (the term already in vogue but potentially falling from
favour®) and then equivocate this directly to “terrorism.” They also

* Although there was one Bristol comrade jailed during the course of this
operation — Emma Sheppard, now out — her arrest was not intelligence-led (de-
spite the investigators being quick to try to lump the arrest in with Operation
Rhone, which featured at least 10 permanent detectives working full-time) but
incidental in that she was unfortunately captured during the course of an action
itself by staff at the police station which was the target.

> Apologies for the link to a trash conspiracy theory take in the video de-
scription, the YouTube version has been removed already.

% The text ‘Priti Fascist: Another civil liberties crackdown announced’ sug-
gests that “the state has abandoned the tired old label of “domestic extremist”
with its unfortunate whiff of SpyCops and state sanctioned abuse of women and
replaced it with an all new and equally vague idea of “aggravated activist”. De-
spite lack of real clarity around what an aggravated activist actually is the justice
secretary has dreamed up the concept of Criminal Disruption Prevention Orders
(CDPOs) to combat them.

CDPOs are another development in the hybridisation of criminal and
civil law that began under Blair [R.F. — then UK Prime Minister, architect of
thwarted national ID obligation and back in the public eye during the COVID-19
pandemic as a champion of vaccine passports...] that gave us control orders, ASBOs
[R.F. - Anti-Social Behaviour Orders], football banning orders and injunctions pro-
tecting corporations under the Protection from Harassment Act. What all these
processes have in common is that criminal sanctions can be imposed on a civil

12

mat in which we release our magazine, Return Fire. The idea was to
present something sizable and durable, less prey than slimmer and
more frequent publications to be thrown away each year, with edi-
torial explanations for those not already versed in our movements,
to build collective reflection and memory you could find in one
place when thinking about past years and cycles of struggle (as, in
fact, has always been a focus in our ‘Memory as a Weapon’ col-
umn). Inspirational in this regard would be our eco-anarchist pre-
decessors of the journal Do or Die, published from Brighton, who
preserved records from otherwise-ephemeral sources of the *90s/
early ’00s struggles that the newest climate movements make so
little reference to and learn so little from.

There’s a lot we could do differently to address this in our own
movements (hints: not basing all our social spaces around the incli-
nations and rhythms of young militants alone, not modeling rela-
tionships that end up in self-isolating couples or criticism-allergic
cliques, not managing conflicts so they only end in dynamics of
win-lose or lose-lose...) But the memory we are talking about pre-
serving or constructing cannot stay limited to our own small cir-
cles; it must draw breath in the streets, it must play on others lips
as well. Anti-repression focuses have much to offer here, because
- once presented in the messy and heterogeneous spaces where
our potential comrades can be found - they can serve as a bridge
to connect newer participants with those the State and media are
attempting to isolate and annihilate.

As much was suggested by Peter Gelderloos’ ‘Diagnostic of the
Future® when, writing in 2018 amidst a riotous US-wide prison
labour strike and a resurgent far-right countered by those seek-
ing a progressive democratic renewal, he asked “what are the po-
sitions that cut to the heart of the problem, no matter who is in
power, while also speaking to the specific details of how power is
trampling people down?”:
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Counter-repression organising sees this before us in the stark-
est and most depressing ways: often social revolt erupts, stones
are thrown and police confronted, a new human potential emerges
upon the barricades even from those we never expected. Then, after
the rebellion has been crushed or bought off (or has simply burned
itself out), that human potential dissipates back into routine, work,
family, amnesia. What in other territories is achieved by genocidal
levels of violence and intimidation is fulfilled just as efficiently (or
more) by anti-depressants, social welfare, elections, media technol-
ogy, and regular but sparing applications of policing, torture and
imprisonment for those not yet pacified. We are left with prisoners
of a war that nobody seems to even remember was raging weeks
or months before, one that we are still fighting.

(Or, we thrust ourselves forward to attack — based not on an
analysis of the conditions we find ourselves in, of our strengths
and weaknesses, but on a fetishisation of abstract and unchanging
principles — without heed for how the revolt can expand and extend
itself by seeking solidarity from other social bodies. Sure enough,
within a certain number of months or years, we are isolated by our
need for security, by individualised survival strategies, the prison
system, generational changes we haven’t worked out how to ad-
dress, health break-downs and exhaustion. And, again and again,
the line of transmission of our experiences across generation and
phases of struggle is severed, and we’re back to reinventing the
wheel.)

There are heroic efforts to keep that flickering memory alive
(often dependent on forms of struggle that are not even recognised
as such in the above scenario), and a vital part of that is not let-
ting those repressed become forgotten (most importantly, includ-
ing outside of our own circles): on that note, we can note the in-
credible continuity that the Brighton Anarchist Black Cross has
maintained over the last decades, a rock in the UK prisoner support
landscape, who perhaps will have something to say on this subject.
In part, combating this amnesia has been a major goal of the for-
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specifically recommended targeting anti-repression networks and
solidarity groups.

They needn’t of bothered; this is already old hat to a variety
of States directly involved with repressing combative anarchism
in the world today, though the prize for that task surely is a tie
between Greece and Spain in that regard (with France as a runner-
up). Where anarchists in those countries have succeeded in mobil-
ising a counter-discourse against terrorism charges and their social
validity, the criminal cases have sometimes fallen flat (to the inves-
tigators chagrin);7 and worldwide, anarchist tensions within social
movements and explosions of mass rage have often led to their de-
structive techniques spreading to be used by other exploited and re-
bellious actors rather than being contained by the repression. What
we have seen increasingly, though, is State attempts to close down
our means of digital communication and diffusion of our ideas on
grounds of incitement, terrorist apologism, even hate-speech.?

standard of proof (balance of probablities). They grant the courts powers to reg-
ulate an individuals life to point of house arrest; with curfews, rules on places
to avoid, people not to see, programmes to engage with, social media not to use
etc etc with, and this is the kicker, criminal sanctions including prison for lack
of compliance. The far reaching implications of this can be seen clearly with the
impact on young Black lives of the Knife Crime Prevention Orders (KCPOs) as
acts that are not regularly criminalised are punished under the criminal law”

7 A good example of this could be the multiple police “anti-terror” opera-
tions in the Spanish State from 2013-2018, which - despite considerable sensa-
tionalist media hype — resulted in a large social reaction declaring ‘I Too am an
Anarchist’, defeating in large part the attempts to demonise and isolate our com-
rades there. The majority of the cases collapsed without convictions; although the
toll on our movements and structures there was of course high, anarchists on the
whole did not emerge more socially isolated than before.

¢ Examples could be the social media crackdown against a variety of prolific
anarchist outlets in the so-called United States in recent years such as CrimethInc.
and It’s Going Down, among others, having their pages shut. This has been taking
place within an atmosphere of increased calls for censorship from the Left - who
have taken over that social role from the Right of the generation previous - in the
name of (statist) anti-fascism and the removal of hate-speech, “conspiratorial” and
otherwise pro-oppressive content online. When every tool in the State’s arsenal
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Two of the three authors of the paper on anarchist action
around Bristol, Paul Gill and Zoe Marchment, subsequently had
their photos, phone numbers and emails circulated by anarchists.’
Not yet have we seen responses to match those in territories
claimed by the Chilean State, for example, where the following
year anarchists smuggled a bomb into the National Academy
of Political and Strategic Studies (ANEPE)at night on the eve of
the commemoration of 2019-2020’s popular revolt in those lands,
where they knew of “permanent academic activities intended for
police forces, in terms of intelligence, investigative and counterin-
surgency strategies. It is a repressive body under the Ministry of
Defence which also shares knowledge internationally with States
such as Spain, Colombia, Israel, etc. Different academics of this den
of Power have written about anarchist practices and tendencies,
trying to analyze our ideas, dynamics and proposals,” the respon-
sibility claim reads. Previously last decade, other anti-capitalists
exposed a member of Brighton’s own Leftist journal Aufheben,
John Drury, as a long-standing academic collaborator with the
cops, helping to devise policing strategies for protests. (Perhaps
more disappointing was the reactions — or lack of reactions —
from much of the movements he claimed to be supporting but

will sooner rather than later be wielded against those of us who still take to the
streets, all the Left is doing is helping lift the guillotine over all of our heads. Other
examples of ‘hate-speech’ charges in recent years would be anarchist agitation
against ‘Eurocrat’ politicians in Brussels, the seat of the European Union, or the
Russian anarchist Elizaveta Tsvetkova’s 2016 conviction for ‘hatred or enmity
towards a “social group™ for spreading leaflets criticising the police, or Kristina
Cherenkova of Belarus similarly targeted for similar online posts.

° September of the same year, UK “anarchist action” resulted in right-wing
media outrage after they published the home addresses and telephone numbers
of Conservative MPs who support a badger cull fiercely opposed by animal liber-
ation and animal rights movements.
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The State (and similar hierarchies), as James C. Scott has of-
ten emphasised, necessarily simplifies reality so as to be able to
understand (that simplified version of) it enough to exert control.
Often it is slow, parasitic, lumbering, unwieldy, imprecise. Our liv-
ing webs of resistance and reciprocative survival - shifting, decen-
tralised and chaotic (to reclaim a maligned term) — have proved
infinitely more adaptable, intelligent and agile; this is one reason
among many why it is vital to resist efforts to move us towards
forms of organisation and imagination that more resemble those
of the State itself, as is the proposal of the Left.?! Yet this full poten-
tial is not realised, because the hegemony enjoyed by a confluence
of the State, colonialism and patriarchy (and their capitalist consoli-
dation then expansion) has managed to effectively break our trans-
mission of knowledge and wisdom over the centuries. The result
is that we are constantly starting again from zero when trying to
break out of the dominant culture, without understanding how we
came to be where we are: whereas the modern State maintains an
almost-unbroken institutional memory of how to defeat us again
and again, a memory they are constantly updating and refining.

?! As we have tried to consistently do throughout the volume 6 of Return
Fire, here we mean the Left not in terms of everyone whose tastes vary in a spec-
ified way from the followers of the Right, but the Left as a historical project con-
tinued by self-presenting leadership, as one sprout of a common root with the
Right: the State. Each require their own specific analysis and approach when we
encounter them in movements, and our attention to the more important tensions
that lie beneath these labels at the non-institutional level. As Peter Gelderloos
states in ‘Geopolitics for 2024°, “The Right and the Left are the two hands of the
State, equally dangerous. The real line of conflict runs between above and below.
However, Right and Left are not the same. The followers of the Left are mostly
sincere. We need to be present to them to help spread meaningful forms of revolt,
and we need to show them the true nature of their leaders. As for the Right, we
must always attack its lies and paranoias. The key is to leave the door open for
followers of the Right to betray authority, but never accommodating their anxi-
eties. We need to build power based on expansive solidarity to show them what
that could look like, but they need to take the step of abandoning identities based
on oppression.”
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the less likely it is he or she will inform against it.
North American radicals from predominantly white
demographics have always faced a difficult challenge
in this regard, as most of the participants are involved
in defiance of their families and social circles rather
than because of them. [...] Here we see again the
necessity of forging powerful, long-term communities
with a shared culture of resistance; dropouts must do
this from scratch, swimming against the tide, but it is
not impossible.

[...] Healthy relationships are the backbone of such
communities, not to mention secure direct action orga-
nizing. Again — unaddressed conflicts and resentments,
unbalanced power dynamics, and lack of trust have
been the Achilles heel of countless groups. The FBI
keeps psychological profiles on its targets, with which
to prey on their weaknesses and exploit potential in-
terpersonal fissures. The oldest trick in the book is to
tell arrestees that their comrades already snitched on
them; to weather this intimidation, people must have
no doubts about their comrades’ reliability.

Superseding the Blow

We stand before a crucial weakness our movements suffer, at
least in the countries we know best: and more than a weakness,
it is a tragedy, because it speaks to one of the few advantages that
the enemy consistently enjoys in the social war. Once again, it goes
deeper than a personal failing, although we all participate and have
responsibilities and possibilities to overturn this condition. That
disadvantage is the lack of continuity (generational, strategic, spir-
itual) in our struggles.
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was actually a parasite upon, earning his wages informing to the
enemy.'?)

Our circles have benefited from various forms of using secu-
rity culture to defend ourselves from policing and journalists; we
need to go further and consider how to prevent being compromised
by academics (or the communications technologies which we in-
creasingly rely on and which the latter, like the cops, can easily
access and analyse). We have to popularise this broad suspicion
as far as possible in the movements we participate in (even when
there are now an increasing amount of anarchist academics whose
studies could benefit us but too often only end up in the hands of
their supervisors, the State, and a tiny handful of other scholars).
The scandal of recent years of the anti-fascist researcher Alexan-
der Reid Ross, co-founder of the Earth First! Newswire and con-
tributor to an anarchist academic journal, going on to work with
former CIA and Department of Homeland Security agents for an
‘anti-extremism’ centre providing intelligence and analysis to tech-
nology companies, law enforcement and public officials (and which
also produced a report on how anarchists use social media to “insti-

1% From ‘Cop-Out: The Significance of Aufhebengate’ by Sam FantoSamot-
naf: “The failure of “revolutionaries” to deal with something that they could
clearly and directly effect, as opposed to, for example, writing about things that
they can’t influence very much, indicated an attachment to abstraction as self-
defeating as a drowning man clinging onto his chest full of gold. The fact that
Libcom admin could justify a cop consultant and lie about those who oppose
him, calling them liars, and that this cowardly attitude is acceptable to other “an-
archists”, “communists”, or whatever makes a total mockery of their supposed
“libertarian” anti-state attitudes. A symptom of utter decay. For them, the “radi-
cal milieu” is just like any other family, a cosy set of complacent roles happy to
shove that awkward skeleton back in the family cupboard. The social movement
that seriously wants to contribute to the supercession of this futureless society
needs to seriously confront its recuperators, the enemy within”
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gate widespread violence”,!' comparing them to jihadis and right-
wing militias) should bring this awareness to the fore.

Where the State succeeds in framing their blows against us as
“counter-terror operations,” it attempts to ‘monster’, delegitimise
and ultimately disappear our ideas and practices, at precisely the
point when in many places across the world we are at the front-
lines in messy and many-faceted struggles that can still be said
to hold a glimmer of liberatory potential. Here in the UK previous
generations have also faced this threat at times of heightened strug-
gle; our minds go to the ‘GANDALF’ case that MI5 also backed a
generation ago against our circles in an attack on Green Anarchist
magazine due to its publishing of Animal Liberation Front (ALF)
communiques (clearly intended as a dampener on a decade of gen-
eralised dissent and popular participation in ecological action), an
example collective memory has failed to keep as alive in the present
moment as it should.'? However, on a global scale right now it is

" The authors deploy the usual troupes of an ‘extremist’ online culture of
‘hate’ against police in their review of anarchist and socialist militancy, expressing
particular concern over what they call the ‘martyr’ status of Willem Van Spronsen
(the comrade who died during his suicidal armed action against the infrastructure
and guards of a US immigration concentration camp on the eve of a massive pre-
announced detention sweep by the Trump regime) and the fact that he carried
an AR-15 “ghost gun”; “a firearm either assembled from a home delivered kit or
made with a 3D printer, untraceable by law enforcement” They shamelessly label
our movements as ‘toxic’, not the systems we fight against: such as, for instance,
the US Border Patrol, who have a standard internal term for migrants based on
the sound they joke about being made when they smash their clubs or torches
into the latter’s skulls.

2 It’s worth considering some of the precedents that this case aimed to set,
so here’s part of a late ‘90s interview printed in Anarchy: A Journal of Desire
Armed with an editor of the Green Anarchist (GA) paper: “Things are getting
hotter for revolutionaries post-Cold War. Internally, the security forces are look-
ing for new targets to keep themselves in work and externally, they’re collabo-
rating more with the ongoing formation of the European super-state, exchanging
repressive techniques and levelling them up.

“From 1990, GA and groups associated with us were targeted by MI5
provocateurs to manufacture an “eco-terrorist threat” [...] After the propaganda
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have neighbours who you despise, it is not a healthy
community. In fact, it is the very existence of human
bonds stronger than affinity or personal preference
that make a community. And such bonds will mean
there will always be people who prefer to live at
the margins. Whether the community allows this
distinguishes the anti-authoritarian one from the
authoritarian one.

Yet efforts to judge the communities we are trying to midwife
into this world cannot fall into perfectionism; because perfection-
ism is incompatible with community in this sense. The tension
shouldn’t surprise us: properly speaking, no community can co-
exist under the State, and so any that takes form under its reign is
in a constant tension between expanding its autonomy and being
liquidated. The only interesting question is where on that spectrum
our efforts are at any one time, and how to re-adjust that balance,
always pushing for the destruction of the State.

The consequences of this challenge for facing repression are
apparent. Why, to take one example, did so many people in the
Green Scare case turn informant? The theme is complex, but ‘Green
Scared?’ notes that “[h]istorically, the movements with the least
snitching have been the ones most firmly grounded in longstand-
ing communities”:

Arrestees in the national liberation movements of
yesteryear didn’t cooperate because they wouldn’t be
able to face their parents or children again if they did;
likewise, when gangsters involved in illegal capitalist
activity refuse to inform, it is because doing so would
affect the entirety of their lives, from their prospects
in their chosen careers to their social standing in
prison as well as their neighborhoods. The stronger
the ties that bind an individual to a community,
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nectivity, showing up the State as indifferent to our survival (let
alone flourishing), when not an active hindrance. But, like Rhian-
non Firth and others have cataloged, for the moment these initia-
tives only really take wing in the midst of disaster (manufactured
or not), and can end up in the worst cases only supporting the re-
turn to isolated ‘normality’ while the neo-liberal State stands back:
we have yet to treat everyday life as the disaster it truly is, marching
us off the cliff of devastation and indignity.

“The varied attempts to create liberated communities cannot
all be measured with the same ruler,” it is written in ‘Against Self-
Sufficiency, the Gift® (by Sever), “but one failing that crops up per-
vasively in our present context is worth mentioning™

Nowadays most people who have grown up with West-
ern cultural values don’t even know what a commu-
nity is. For example, it is not a subculture or a scene
(see: “activist community” or “community accountabil-
ity process”), nor is it a real estate zone or municipal
power structure (see: “gated community” or “commu-
nity leaders”).

If you will not starve to death without the other people
who make up the group, it is not a community. If you
don’t know even a tenth of them since the day either
you or they were born, it is not a community. If you
can pack up and join another such group as easily as
changing jobs or transferring to a different university,
if the move does not change all the terms with which
you might understand who you are in this world, it is
not a community.

A community cannot be created in a single generation,
and it cannot be created by an affinity group. In fact,
you are not supposed to have affinity with most of
the other people in your community. If you do not
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clear that, even if the paradigm of anti-terrorism is failing to sta-

came the Special Branch raids, a whole year of them, 55 in all. [...] They wanted
to link GA’s editors and spokespeople for the ALF to a letter bombing campaign
by the Justice Department (no, over here they’re animal lib militants), but by the
time it reached the court, the State had decided it was easier to prove we’d just
conspired to report such actions. The press continued to report this Gandalf (GA-
aND-ALF) prosecution as against a “bomb plot” anyway. As far as the State were
concerned, legally and politically, it didn’t matter. In UK, inciting an act carries
the same penalty as the act itself - a potential life sentence in this case — and MI5
were busy redefining all “subversion” as “terrorism.” The idea was to criminalize
the direct action movement through us, giving the security forces a monopoly
when it came to representing it in the media.

“The odds were massively stacked against all the defendants. Under the
conspiracy/incitement laws, thoughtcrime and the rules of evidence that applied
in 16th century witch trials still apply in UK. You can be tried simply for your be-
liefs, your lifestyle, and those of people that may only know you at four or more
degrees of separation. Furthermore, the normal burden of proof'is reversed - to es-
tablish your innocence, you must disprove prosecution conspiracy theory, whilst
their interpretations are presumed to be “reasonable inferences” Not only were
news reports deemed incitement, but reviews of text published by others over-
seas, T-shirt slogans and even listing too many political prisoners on one page!
The most trivial associations were deemed evidence of conspiracy — who’d writ-
ten letters of support to ALF press officer Robin Webb in prison, who’d attended
a meeting any defendant had, or received a GA t-shirt through the post, all were
raided and threatened with arrest for conspiracy. The State spent 4 million pounds
on this prosecution; involved the RCMP [R.F. — Royal Canadian Mounted Police],
FBI, Italian and Finnish political police; rigged it so that the trial was heard in
Portsmouth, home of the Royal Navy and the court with the highest conviction
and sentencing rates in UK; and had a former NATO major general presiding and
at least a third of the jury from military backgrounds, despite the judge agreeing
to exclude such individuals! Defense witness Darren Thurston was deported on
arrival in UK as an “undesirable alien” before he could even testify. Judge Selwood
blocked defense motions and witness questions as a matter of course, informed
jurors he considered defendants guilty even as the defense case was being made,
and spent 3 % days at the end of the 12 week trial convincing the jury of the
defendant’s guilt. Of six charged, one was actually acquitted and two others had
their trials deferred until a year later, November 1998. Consistent with the se-
curity forces’ gameplan, the judge described the three GA writers convicted as
“terrorists” and sentenced them each to three years imprisonment, the same some
squaddy who’d strangled his wife and buried her under the patio got in the same
court a month previously.
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bilise the capitalist world-system as it is rocked by revolts, crises,
pandemics and wars, it is in sporadic but systematic use against an-
archists (amongst others) in most countries with sizeable anarchist
movements.

The annual European Union Terrorism Situation and Trend re-
port (TE-SAT) released a new edition in December,'* with the usual
chapter dedicated to “left-wing and anarchist terrorism” The au-
thors express concern that “anarchist terrorists and violent extrem-
ists continue to pose a threat to public safety and security in the
EU by damaging critical infrastructure resulting e.g. in large-scale
power outages.”!* They note a sharp increase in the number of Left-
ist/anarchist “terror” attacks in the year they studied compared to
the year before, although they admitted that this may index to the
fact of “changes in Member States’ classification of attacks as ter-

“During the course of the first Gandalf trial, its implications dawned
on the alternative press and the first of many statements of solidarity and defi-
ance were drawn up in support of the defendants. Names came in from across
the world including the Nobel laureates Noam Chomsky and Harold Pinter, GA
continued to be published as usual, and other alternative zines also started run-
ning defiant direct action diaries, there were protests at British embassies in the
Czech republic and New Zealand, trucks were burned and butchers forced out of
business in UK. What finally forced the State to let the Gandalf Three go after
4 ¥ months inside was the project of Amnesty International classifying them as
political prisoners because of the injustice of their trial. The Three’s release has
severly undermined the viability of the Gandalf-2 trial, judge Selwood’s career is
now on hold, the Hampshire Special Branch fronting for the Security forces are
trying to shift blame and refusing comment to even their own tame media, and
the provocateurs are now getting a lot of embarassing attention from the move-
ment. Victory on this may be close, but we appreciate it will be only temporary
- Europeanization is continuing regardless and the security forces will still need
to validate their new National Public Order Intelligence Unit”

3 https://www.europol.europa.eu/cms/sites/default/files/documents/Euro-
pean%20Union%20Terrorism%20Situation%20and%20Trend%20report%202023.pdf
- we recommend using security tools such as Tails to access this document.

" Consider, for example, this recent power-line attack which crip-
pled the infamous Tesla electric car “giga-factory” near Berlin for a week
or more: https://actforfree.noblogs.org/2024/03/14/berlin-germany-sabotage-of-
a-high-voltage-pylon-brings-tesla-factory-to-a-standstill/
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Once again, many gathering in Brighton will be dedicating con-
siderable effort already to prisoner support/solidarity efforts, but it
is well known that this is not a general predisposition among our
movements; it is often a specialisation (which while we do not nec-
essarily want to reject, it is common knowledge that we want to
involve more people in these practices). And the truth is that “we”
(in this wider sense) are not good at prisoner support for many of
the same reasons that we are not good at supporting each other in
general. That is not solely an individual failing, but because here
we live, breathe and eat capitalism, and shit out alienation.

There are many factors that amplify this alienation (neo-liberal
dynamics penetrating even into resistance movements, the isolat-
ing effects of cybernetic technologies we are presently hostage to,
patriarchal socialisation), but they are already known to many of
you. Suffice to say that often we don’t know how to ask for help,
we don’t know how to receive help, and certainly we don’t know
how to give help; or on the contrary, we only know how to receive
it as an entitlement or how to give it as a gendered, classed and/
or racialised expectation, sabotaging liberatory potential in the act.
So, overwhelmingly, we rely on the poisoned gifts of patriarchy
and capitalism more than we rely on each other.

Until we are capable of transforming this sad fact, it is too early
to speak of communities here: yet that is precisely what we need
to struggle and survive. Not out of a romanticisation of the term:
in fact, it is necessary to demystify it. Community is not the best
thing ever. It’s not the solution to all problems, all loneliness, all
frustration. It’s not everyone being of the same age and radical,
sexual or temperamental persuasion. It’s just a body of imperfect
people who share their survival. It is (at least sometimes) difficult,
painful, life-giving and essential. Because it is how we can finally
speak of destroying capitalism and the State.

There are glances of this potential to be had, even in Brighton:
the organisational efforts to exercise mutual aid during the COVID-
19 pandemic point to the ability to mobilise resources and con-
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longer-term support of those serving sentences -
but our efforts must begin long before, countering
the small vulnerabilities that our enemy can exploit.
Open discussion of problems — for example, gender
roles being imposed in nominally radical spaces — can
protect against unhealthy resentments and schisms.
This is not to say that every split is unwarranted —
sometimes the best thing is for people to go their
separate ways; but that even if that is necessary, they
should try to maintain mutual respect or at least a
willingness to communicate when it counts.

Needless to say, many of you reading this will have experienced
stresses coming from repressive situations, and seen people han-
dling this more or less skillfully. (This includes conduct between
prisoners and supporters, between co-defendants, etc.) The time
to put skills into practice is now, not once the blow has already

landed.

Recovering from the Blow

“Our communities are increasingly turned into open pris-
ons, “a prison society’, through new technologies of so-
cial control”

— first call-out for the International Anti-Prison / Anti-
Repression Gathering, Brighton

The sadder truth is, that practically none of us had an experi-
ence of community in the first place. Why are we so weak that
(acceptance of) the prison relationship so easily flourishes among
us, when even societies under full colonial occupation or martial
law managed to maintain more zones of resistance and insubordi-
nation than we see around us today on these isles and neighbouring
countries?
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rorist versus violent extremist.” They note that “anarchist extrem-
ists and terrorists in the EU place high importance on the legal
and financial support provided to detained ‘comrades’” The most
common “offence” leading to arrest during the period in question,
according to them, was not partaking in action, but “membership
of a terrorist organisation.”’®

Lest you imagine that simply not committing the more spectac-
ularised acts of what the system projects as terrorism will protect
you (or, worse, that denouncing other anarchists for “terrorist tac-
tics” — such as the UK Anarchist Federation did following the 2012
knee-cap shooting of a top nuclear executive in Italy — will keep
you safe), consider some of the deployments of terrorism charges
of late.

In the Siberian territories claimed by the Russian State, three
teenage anarchists were convicted for terrorism; for having ‘built’
a headquarters of the state intelligence service in an online game,
then virtually ‘blowing it up’. In the US during the insurrection of
2020, the time-honoured anti-capitalist and anti-colonial practice
of blocking trainlines is what has got some terror charges. Spanish
police, according to the media, contemplate attack on a police sta-
tion (during rioting itself sparked by the conviction of a communist
rapper for ‘supporting terrorist violence’ when speaking of armed

' They also highlight that “creation and use of squats, so-called free au-
tonomous spaces, remained important for anarchist terrorists and extremists in
2022. Those spaces might serve as hide-outs as well as operations bases, and are
also utilised to host left-wing and anarchist terrorists and extremists from abroad.
Evacuations of those squats regularly present a challenge to law enforcement
authorities, given that left-wing and anarchist terrorists and extremists do not
hesitate to make use of grave violence against officials intervening” The attempt
to amalgamate ever-new forms of dissent under the rubric of “extremism” and
incitement is also visible in other parts of the report, such as that concerning en-
vironmentalism. “The line between environmental activism and environmental
extremism is often a blurred one,” — blurred, that is, by architects of repression
like themselves — “yet some of environmental activists’ narratives might have the
potential to incite violence among extremists.”
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struggle, as another singer previously was for the same reasons) as
grounds for the same.

As climate heats and ecological communities of life melt down,
the hostage-takers at the helm of industrial society will be eager
to use the hammer of counter-terrorism (as they never stinted
from doing, even when it wasn’t already too late to stop the
tipping point) against saboteurs, land-defenders and development-
blockers trying to slow the accelerating catastrophe: witness the
clamour from the German media and prosecutors over the recent
wave of ‘Switch Off!° sabotage actions. Prosecutors in Turkey
also recently referred anarchist detainees to the counter-terrorism
office for incitement over published calls regarding State atrocities;
however in that case the charges were also ultimately not brought
down on them.

The European Union is considering putting anti-fascist groups
on the list of those designated as terrorists (recall the 14 European
Arrest Warrants requested by Hungary for German, Italian, Alba-
nian and Syrian comrades, mostly yet to be captured), and Lina,
an anti-fascist from Leipzig, was imprisoned on charges of having
beaten some fascists, i.e., “having formed and being part of a crimi-
nal organization” under §129 of Germany’s criminal code; a.k.a, its
Anti-Terror Laws. In Belarus, comrades who have taken responsi-
bility for burning police stations and the like during the 2020 re-
volts there received long sentences on terror charges as a result
as a clear disciplinary message to participants in the uprising, in a
country where the death penalty has previously been applied in a
terrorism case there. And if we’re not to commit the common error
of forgetting the necessity of sustained and long-term solidarity,
from Italy to the so-called US it’s already decades since some anar-
chist comrades have been under continual imprisonment because
of ‘terrorism’ convictions.

The actions the prosecutors target seem to us, without fail, nec-
essary and important contributions towards movements with teeth,
able to take the offensive and also defend ourselves, imposing costs
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to power differentials that are best not left unexamined. Therefore,
a holistic anti-repression practice to model will take this into ac-
count. Looking at how previous police operations affected each lo-
cality, how that was dealt with, and who reacted in what way, is
without question a job that our enemies are conducting: we should
not let them be the only ones to learn and adapt from that knowl-
edge.

Many great resources are already circulated by comrades re-
garding how we should react in the face of repression (although
updating the versions that exist with new information and legal/
technological changes is always a valuable endeavor), from culti-
vating a wide-spread culture of zero-cooperation with law enforce-
ment to dealing with overt or covert surveillance of our spaces. We
are suggesting that attending to the quality of our internal dynam-
ics should also be considered key before the hammer drops. This
sentiment was shared by the reflection ‘Green Scared?’, published
in Rolling Thunder magazine in the confusion and paranoia in an-
archist scenes of lands dominated by the United States following
an extensive‘Green Scare’ anti-terror operation against activities of
the ALF and Earth Liberation Front around the turn of the millen-
nium, during which many former radicals collapsed under pressure
and division and informed on each other:

State disruption of radical movements can be in-
terpreted as a kind of “armed critique,” in the way
that someone throwing a brick through a Starbucks
window is a critique in action. That is to say, a
successful use of force against us demonstrates that
we had pre-existing vulnerabilities. This is not to
argue that we should blame the victim in situations of
repression, but we need to learn how and why efforts
to destabilize our activities succeed. Our response
should not start with jail support once someone has
been arrested. Of course this is important, along with
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But too often people simply prefer not to have to position them-
selves, or to expel the supposed ‘bad apple’ and leave themselves
feeling clean. We need the ability to hold more levels of complex-
ity than that, even (or especially) in the conflicts in which, as so
often happens, one person has submitted another to harm and op-
pression. There is a further step to take beyond simply knowing
all the theories around patriarchy, racialisation, and difference in
its many forms: educating ourselves of the struggles against them,
including how many of the resulting conflicts touch many inter-
sections of power and privilege, and so are messy and complex,
not black and white.

Only experience and intentionality will help us to see if some-
one (or, more likely, a social space) has caused harm and now seeks
to respond to the suffering they have caused — and so will be will-
ing to transform along with us — or they are a danger we must
deal with otherwise, so as to protect ourselves. The former of these
cases needs to be given the time it needs to play out; but the fear
we have too often of conflict leads to people simply weighing up
the resources or friendships they would lose depending on whose
‘side’ they would take (in situations often without the idealised du-
ality of ‘abuser/abused’ when we are really honest) and then voting
with their feet, not their self-professed values.

Weathering the Blow

What more does this have to do with repression? An attentive-
ness to counter-insurgency and other modern policing theories
shows that the chief effect of repression is usually not the direct
impact of the blow, but the fault-lines it opens up in the targeted
group (or between the targeted group and other groups). If we are
not practiced at how to deal with stressful situations, all too often
the fault lines tear us from one another; and the tears often occur
along the already-fraying parts of internal relationships, and map
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on the system for their moves against us and steady destruction of
our lives, dignity and the Earth we both are and are of. And to us
these acts are magnified when they hold resonance in a social con-
text, going hand-in-hand with attempts to address our own needs
and lives in a variety of contexts of struggle, refusal, and reconnec-
tion with the land and its many beings.

It is also our belief that combating the device of ‘anti-terrorism’
is itself a social process, because that is the terrain that ‘anti-
terrorism’ tries to cut us off from by making us appear (to whoever
is still fooled by the police spokespersons and their media or
academic auxiliaries) as unrelatable, monstrous, fit only for
extermination in the white cells of democracy; the oblivion of
which they have been throwing those of various Muslim cultural
backgrounds and Irish militants into on these isles for so long
already with so little social opposition. The question we believe
remains to be developed is, what strategies on the social level
should we apply to prevent this enclosure, now and in the cases
sure to come? How to use the opportunity opened by the repres-
sion not to close in on ourselves but to open a social conversation
about the deployment of this discourse of terrorism and terrorists?
Efforts in the past — looking to the international context — have
ranged from “the State is the only real terrorist” to “we are all
terrorists then!” How have these discourses aided or hindered, and
in which contexts? Perhaps the Brighton gathering this month
will collectively shed some light on this issue, with the attention
both of those familiar with contexts of the UK and those with
experience of counter-terror operations in other countries.

We think that counter-information platforms and publishing
projects have a lot to think about here, not just because we offer
a primary form of communicating our ideas and discourses which
would challenge the terrorism narrative (though doubtless all anti-
authoritarians need to be able to speak about these subjects with
all the people in their lives, not just those who will pick up a maga-
zine or read a blog), but because increasingly we ourselves are the

21



target of the counter-terror operations, on the basis of incitement
or providing instruction.

This is significant because — despite the large amount of brave
comrades in jails across the continents for direct actions in many
forms - law enforcement has long admitted that anarchist affinity
groups are especially hard to penetrate, surveil and take out of ac-
tion.!® “The propagandists of Anarchist doctrines will be treated
with the same severity as the actual perpetrators of outrage,” reads
a declaration from the Spanish government in 1893 (during the hey-
day of the “propaganda by the deed” attacks on government and
military figures and heads of State), and over a century later — hav-
ing still failed to stem the anarchist insurgency by other means
— this strategy seems set to continue. November 2021, the Italian
State launched yet another wave of raids and charges against com-
rades in its claimed territories; they were accused of being another
group that publishes a magazine it seems the police would rather
didn’t exist. The charges? “Having constituted and promoted an
association with aims of terrorism”

It does not surprise us that the UK State is, like its neighbours on
the continent, eager to repress the channels anarchists and others
use to propagate our critiques and project our dreams. Attacks on
publications and web-projects have been rising around the world,
in both legal and extra-legal forms — comrades of the Indonesian
Anarchist Black Cross (to give but one example) speak of how this
“has been increasingly encouraged by the Indonesian Police, with
initiatives such as the creation of a “cyber police” or social media

' See, for example, the 2005 paper ‘Anarchist Direct Actions: A Challenge
for Law Enforcement’ by Randy Borum of the University of South Florida and
Chuck Tilby of the Eugene Police Department for the journal Studies in Con-
flict & Terrorism. The above-mentioned EU terrorism report, almost 20 years later,
laments that “The number of arrests for left-wing and anarchist terrorist and ex-
tremist offences is generally not very high. Perpetrators and support networks
show a high level of security awareness, and the majority of the attacks are car-
ried out at night. This can lead to a very high number of offences committed by
individual extremists active over a number of years.”
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movements and tensions and more, and a valuable task for rebels
would be to identify what those dynamics are in their own area.

But something that all comrades will have to face is how to
address, realise, or resolve conflicts in their own circles and organ-
isations. Again and again, we see reluctance or inability to do this
hamstring efforts to organise. To not have dead words in our mouth
when we speak of our dreams of a world without police or prisons,
that has to change: not because — as some prison abolition activists
might insist (and unconvinced neighbours might demand) - we
must have blueprint solutions for a future we cannot yet know, but
because they are the very means needed to carry collective struggle
for prison demolition forward without faltering at every step.

For a start, we should accept that conflicts are not the exception,
but the norm. Conflict is our companion through life, and is often
clarifying, a means to grow and learn and change. Hence, when
we fear and avoid conflict (or try to prematurely ‘solve’ it), we rob
ourselves of this possibility. Not only this, but such discomfort can
lead to people simply penalising whoever made the conflict impos-
sible to ignore (thinking here of people who have been abused, or
who simply cannot continue to ignore a shared problem). Others
simply make the most of the situation to accrue points to their own
status, without fundamentally changing the conditions leading to
the problem.

It is a question of ‘when’ and not ‘if’ when it comes to a group
needing to address conflict, and so we need to talk about it before
the fact. To be able to take the collective opportunity, we have to
envisage a process in which everyone involved is transformed in
the process of a conflict, and not just reduce it to two or more in-
dividuals. This is very difficult in a culture which basically boils
down to identifying good guys and bad guys, and justifying harm
against the latter. There is, of course, an alternative: to pool our
abilities and, through a healing process, we all grow together, and
we don’t lose comrades.
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MIL and the OLLA?® - that organisation is the organisation of the
tasks of the struggle.)

For the purposes of what follows, without entering into justi-
fications for this analysis, we will consider the basic needs of the
current situation (at least in the circles we move in and know) as
fitting within three themes. Namely, intervening in social conflicts,
attempting to widen, deepen, and radicalise them (as we in turn
are often radicalised by them). Rooting ourselves in the territories
where we live and which we live as (obscured as this is by capi-
talism), including the land but also our histories and knowledge of
how we came to be where and what we are. And, finding communal
ways to address our vital necessities of life, away from the medi-
ation of markets, State welfare, and colonial extractivism on any
scale, and ensuring dignified survival in the face of attacks (pollu-
tion, borders, bosses, queer-bashing, gentrification, imprisonment,
whatever it might be). Properly speaking, these three needs are not
distinct but overlapping. Nonetheless some of our efforts will be
more easily identifiable as relating to one or another of these needs.

Only once we have already established a provisional framework
for what the tasks at hand are, and staked something in realising
the projects to achieve those goals, is it necessary to discover which
form of organisation will be most fitting for what we are already
doing. Hence, each locality and tradition of struggle, with its own
intensity of social conflict and internal dynamics, will have its own
appropriate organising to address these three needs (or others):
that is up to those who live in that reality to determine. To stay
with the theme of repression, the strategies of State intervention
will differ along with its interplay with media, culture, other social

%0 The Movimiento Ibérico de Liberacién and the Grups Autonoms, agglom-
erated into OLLA by the police that hunted them. Non-vanguardist armed groups
comprised of anarchists and dissident Marxists during the long Spanish dictator-
ship of General Franco, fighting not just for the democracy which that regime
eventually transformed into voluntarily, but against capitalism in any form.
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police, with one of their aims being to isolate the spread of informa-
tion not only from anarchist networks but also from other political
dissidents and those who have the courage to criticize the state:

The Indonesian Police from 2014 to 2019 have dis-
bursed funds of + 900 billion rupiah, which are used
as funds for buzzers'’ to curb the spread and growth
of counter-information media. In 2018 the Indonesian
Police began to re-focus on the anarchist movement
in Indonesia. Also, national police recently made a
statement about banning media from covering police
violence. However, we are sure that both individuals
and groups who are focusing on counter-information
and grassroots reports will continue to exist and grow.
Given the severity of this situation in which all the
tools of the State and Capitalism try to carry out
silencing and repressiveness either online or physi-
cally, this is not the time to be silent and surrender
ourselves to fear.

We do not agree with those who say that these repressive moves
specifically target us because of the fear that the system feels from
our actions and ideas in and of themselves; rather, it is when those
practices manage to seep out across the social terrain, especially in
moments of contestation, that our ideas become truly dangerous to
the State and its order.'® (For example, the EU “terrorism” report
cited above worries about the increasing amount of violence tar-
geting police stations, personnel and even their personal property:

7 RF. - Buzzers are in use across the political spectrum in Indonesia (as
well as other countries), from underground jihadists to the political mainstream,
flooding social media from multiple false accounts per buzzer to spread messages
(often ‘fake news’) and receiving payment for doing so.

8 A good example of this could be the wave of arson attacks against phone
masts — 5G or otherwise - that also happened (in the UK like other countries)
during the timespan between the creation of the new MI5 group and the raids
which shut down the NoState server.
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during the years when we have seen some of the most intense anti-
police rioting of recent years, from France to the so-called United
States, often in places with a history of anarchist anti-police agita-
tion and action.)

For this reason, resisting the enclosure that repression always
attempts (whether by the name of anti-terrorism or something else)
is always more helpful than allowing the enclosure to do its work,
even as we support those directly targeted. Lastly, making fighting
repression into a social process rather than an anarchist specialisa-

Anarchists had been burning communications infrastructure (for a va-
riety of solid reasons possibly not entirely shared by those torching the masts
during the first COVID-19 lockdown onwards, though that’s another topic) for a
good couple of decades or so, often communicating in plain detail their method-
ology and ‘recipes’, including in the UK. However, it was not until this point of
the spread of the tactic outside of our own circles — while 325 hosted ‘how-to’
posters for that task and another in solidarity with Badger, a comrade under-
ground since 2011 and sought for questioning by UK police concerning one such
arson in previous years — that the Dutch cops moved against the server, while
British cops launched Operation Adream and arrested the anarchist Toby Shone
(see appendix). This does not seem coincidental to us.

The operation was authorised by Max Hill, then Director of Public Pros-
ecutions, formerly the UK’s Independent Reviewer of Terrorism Legislation and
who lead the prosecution of various high-profile terror trials such as over the
2005 jihadist bombings in London (including defending the government during
the case that lead to Binyam Mohamed being awarded £1m compensation after
alleging MI5 complicity in his interrogation while under torture), and who was
knighted this year.

They initially charged Toby under terrorist legislation for being the 325
administrator (as well as for possession of explosive and phone-mast arson man-
uals, and soliciting funds deemed for terrorist purposes) — but eventually did not
present evidence upon trial, although infamously his prison term for unrelated
activities and bail terms have been marked by the application of anti-terror con-
ditions regardless, the investigators continue tailing and harrassing his comrades,
and the case seems far from closed. Thankfully we are not aware of any public
attempts at dissociation with the accused or the project targeted from within the
anarchist space, unlike during the preceding Operation Rhone (see the pamphlet
‘Dining with Vultures: Bristol Anarchists & the UK Media’ for reflections on those
events which may have contributed to collective learning), despite the “terrorism”
framing of the initial arrest.
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matic, have their pragmatism channeled away from the struggle
(when they feel the model of their former comrades is simply to
fight and get locked up for it, rather than anything “constructive”),
and their efforts end up fortifying some charitable or otherwise
non-revolutionary endevour. Does this sound familiar to anyone
else?

Hence, we would like to bear in mind for the rest of this open
letter that the basis of how we do what we do could ultimately be
what determines the success - rightly identified in the call-out for
this gathering as a necessity — of combining our struggles. We are
convinced that this also holds keys to resolving difficulties and/or
failures of anti-repression practice, both in specialised groups and
as a sentiment (or lack of it) in the movements more broadly.

Before the Blow

“It’s time to stop wringing our hands and instead get or-
ganised. What do we have in common and can we build
a common platform of action and discussion that helps
us build a better world.”

— first call-out for the International Anti-Prison / Anti-
Repression Gathering, Brighton

What framework do we have in mind when we speak of getting
organised? To begin to answer this question, of course on the one
hand we must have some kind of more specific idea of what the task
at hand is. (That organisation must be a verb, a process of action,
and not a static end in itself, was known to the comrades of the
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our spaces: everyone is expected to be able to do everything, to ulti-
mately be interchangeable (to use the democratic parlance, ‘equal’).
To be clear, more roles than this already exist, and have always ex-
isted, else we would never have survived this long as a tendency:
but they often are neither valued nor developed (or rather, they are
not developed communally and in complementarity, rather than
as an individual project or even profession). Hence, we do not let
them develop to their full potential. Those dedicated to tackling re-
pression already know this; it is easier to find participation in the
Warrior and Messenger roles than in those of attending to the emo-
tional and practical needs of everyone impacted, tasks which are —
not coincidentally — feminised in this society.

A recent Catalan text (forthcoming in English translation) by
Josep Gardenyes, ‘Organization, Continuity, Community’, exam-
ines this exact dynamic. It lists a whole raft of existing modes of re-
sponsibility (sometimes more than one being fulfilled by the same
person at some point of their life, but probably with a natural limit
to how much time and energy one has to develop skills necessary
for too many roles) which are visible once we really examine our
spaces and struggles; fighters, healers, caretakers, builders, links,
mediators, mediums, storytellers, and — at present — “be-theres”,
those without as yet a defined contribution; and finally of course,
ideologues who propagate justifications for their own current’s ap-
proach instead of actually performing any other role.

Many of these roles are necessary for multiplying the force of
any struggle. This is impossible as long as any one element consid-
ers itself the most important; we have lived with the consequences
of this arrogance for too long. The few healers among us are over-
used and under-appreciated (for example, by the fighters who see
themselves as the most vital or even sole agents, yet don’t know
how to articulate their emotions or address the endless conflicts
they generate around them). The healers, for their part, like the
caretakers and mediators, end up turning to pacifist conceptions of
struggle. The builders, mostly seeing themselves as the most prag-
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tion also allows for the possibility of prisoner solidarity to become
a practice for a wider section of society than our own resources
can allow, sustaining us in combating the extreme isolation that
terror suspects are often subjected to, and — just as importantly -
allowing prisoners a greater possibility to continue to participate
in some ways in the struggles that often led them to the cells in the
first place, circumventing the efforts of the jailers and investigators
to wear us down, hem us in and destroy us.

Terror charges are a way to strip struggles of intelligibility, of
history, of context, reducing the accused to ‘bare life’ that can be
done with as seen fit. How to we break out (discursively, spiritually,
and of course ultimately practically) of the enclosure raised around
us? At least in part, by improving our own intelligibility, history,
context, and showing — not just telling - the values which give
our lives meaning. Doubtless, beyond simply protesting the ‘exces-
sive’ application of the term, a part of this ‘anti-anti-terrorism’ is
too often disavowed by the more populist among us: that part is
throwing the dichotomous partner of the dominant terrorism dis-
course — democracy — into the wastebin as yet another revolution-
ary dead-end or diversion, to be surpassed along with every other
false dichotomy. (After all, which democracy hasn’t been built on a
foundation of alienation, slavery, warfare and genocide: on terror-
ism, if you like?) Before the blackmail of totalitarianisms — demo-
cratic, communist, or fascist — revolutionary anti-state solidarity
in words and acts.

The State here (and especially under the Conservative govern-
ment) has for some time been pursuing a course of successively
criminalising every form of rebellion or protest that even edges to-
wards effective disruption of the status quo, a strategy that could
be characterised as “shut up or blow up’'* When even the usual

! Here in the UK we’ve recently heard threats to treat the home demon-
stration against a pro-Israel politician as ‘extremism’; almost comic in the face
of the bloodiest massacre of the century so far in service of a settler-colonial
machine (see Peter Gelderloos’ ‘Israel is Committing Genocide’ for important
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release-values of “democratic dissent” are stopped up (possibly be-
cause the global elite, bloated on its own arrogance since the 1960s,
barely remembers a time when they were last forced to offer con-
cessions due to powerful movements threatening revolution), we
are sitting on top of a powder-key that seemingly could go off at
any moment.

“In other words,” continues ‘A Wager on the Future’, “we live
in a world where the powerful are trying to hide and to crush re-
volts, the desire for freedom, and revolutionary movements behind
a curtain of antiterrorism”

Antiterrorism is still convincing, it still mobilizes peo-
ple and serves to justify more repression and control,
but at the same time, this is a world in crisis, in which
the majority of perturbed people, angry people, pre-
carious people, are reluctant to trust either of the two
poles of power. It is a dichotomy made to be taken
apart, to allow us to again create a self-defined space of
struggle and freedom. [...] Yet it seems that few anar-
chists have taken notice that attacking antiterrorism,
discursively and in practice, will not only decommis-
sion one of the most potent weapons in the state ar-
senal, it might also be our only chance of regaining
our protagonism, self-defining a subjectivity of nega-
tion and rebellion, and projecting revolutionary paths
in the coming years.

context) that seems to specialise in murdering children. Yet behind this dispar-
ity lies the very real need that various States across the world conducting as-yet-
less-intense counter-insurgency on their respective populations have to procure
the surveillance and killing technologies pioneered and battle-tested in the Gaza
open-prison society. (Here in the UK, the infamous Israeli arms firm Elbit Sys-
tems — key to the current genocidal push - rents its UK headquarters directly
from Somerset Council, which was targeted by activists for this reason while we
were finishing this article.) On this latter point, see the recent short film by Sub-
Media, Gaza is an Image of the Future.
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In the face of all this, it serves us well to ask how to
proceed given that — as anarchists — we are not sim-
ply trying to attend to the ravages of repression after
the manner of lawyers and human rights campaign-
ers, but rather with an eye to fortifying the very strug-
gles which the enemy is trying to shut down or pre-
empt. Ultimately, the strongest base we have for re-
sisting repression is neither a sound counter-discourse
nor the most impenetrable security culture (though
both are invaluable), but the maintenance of strong
and well-rooted struggles themselves which can con-
tinue to give context to the cases of repression and
allow those targeted by the State to continue partici-
pating, and it is to this — albeit still within the frame-
work of our efforts countering repression — that we
now turn.

Expanding Our Horizons

“In the face of escalated attacks against workers, young
people, migrants and the living conditions of prisoners,
we call for an encounter to learn how we can combine
our struggle...”

— first call-out for the International Anti-Prison / Anti-
Repression Gathering, Brighton

Combining struggles might be easier if we cultivated the ability
to see the value in a symphony of complementary roles that each in-
dividual struggle, to be successful, must already contain. Yet more
often than not this is not what we see in anarchist spaces. Either
we find a valorisation of a couple of roles at most (mostly some
variation of Warrior and Messenger) at the expense of all others,
or we find the malignant heritage of the democratic imaginary in
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