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...we have been taught either to ignore our differences, or to view
them as causes for separation and suspicion rather than as forces
for change. Without community there is no liberation, only the most
vulnerable and temporary armistice between an individual and her
oppression. But community must not mean a shedding of our
differences, nor the pathetic pretense that these differences do

not exist.

—Audre Lorde

The Master’s Tools Will Never Dismantle the Master’s House

In 1979, Audre Lorde addressed
a feminist movement full of
differences. Today, a recharged
anarchist movement shares
parallel differences: political,
cultural, class, and racial. These
differences are real and matter.
There are solid reasons for them.
Unsubstantiated claims that
“we're all on the same page,”
or “we're really saying the same
thing, just differently,” will not
move any of us forward.

Arsenal points to some of these
differences, especially those with
a bearing on anarchist strategy
and culture. We want and need
to draw out our disagreements
as a community or a would-be
movement, rather than paper
over them in a pep-talk about
how great we all are. This sort
of examination will make us
more capable of understanding
and explaining our positions in
the world and on various topics
of importance. It is the basis

for making decisions that will
necessarily take us one way

and not another. It is an essential
component of transforming the
world we live in, of making
revolution.

In our first editorial, after offering
some opinions on the post-
Seattle status of North American
anarchism, we concluded with,
“If we don’t have the answers we
can still ask the questions.” In this
issue of Arsenal, we intend to ask
several questions, most of which

in one form or another, have been
bounced back and forth by lots of
anarchists over the last few years.
Our objective is to crystallize
some of the key points of
difference inside anarchism,

in order to move forward on
discussions that too often seem
stagnant or circular or more easily
avoided. Here we can move from
knee-jerk reactions and seat-of-
the-pants responses forward

to perspective, analysis and
planning that will challenge the
whole of the state and the whole
of capitalism rather than the bits
and pieces that offend today.

on gebate

Matches & Mayhem offered three
days of cultural activities in the
form of film, bookfair, debates,
performance, art and soccer.
Arsenal magazine, one of the
event sponsors, produced a series
of debates. The topics for these
debates, (anti-)nationalism, (anti-)
fascism, and (anti-)organization,
are important in current anarchist
activism and organizing. We often
stop short of recognizing the
significance of our differences

on these subjects. We talk about,
work on, and make choices that
steer future work in one direction.
That can mean that we specifically
don't work in another. Different
ideas mean different directions
and consequences.

Arsenal has published contentious
examinations of all three debate



topics and has received
critical responses on each
of them. The debates were
well-attended and generally
well-received. [It is worth
noting that the (anti-)fascism
debate was replaced with
an organizing workshop
sponsored by Chicago Anti-
Racist Action for the then
up-coming anti-police bru-
tality protests in Cincinnati.]

Nationalism in some ways
appears to be the most well-
defined of the topics. We
can ask, are we for it or
against it? Most of us can
answer this question,
whether or not we are pre-
pared to defend it publicly.
For decades, anti-fascist and
class-struggle politics inside
anarchism ensured that anti-
nationalism was taken for
granted. The fact that this
has become an open ques-
tion signals the possibility
of a shift in anarchist politics
and work in recent (and
future?) years. Negotiating

a tactical alliance that gives
room for and even requires
a critical working relation-
ship between anarchists

and nationalists corresponds
with the negotiation

between anarcho-purists
and anarcho-pragmatists.

The debate on this topic was
lively if not earth-shattering.
The two debaters, from

the Anarchist Black Cross
Federation (ABCF) and Anti-
Racist Action (ARA), agreed
on many things, including
the importance of anti-
imperialism to anarchist
politics, limitations of
revolutionary nationalism
exposed by a critique of
patriarchy, and the need to

avoid both an uncritical soli-
darity and the more tradi-
tional anarchist position on
nationalism represented by
the quote chosen for the
debate.

Disagreements emerged
around the issue of
anarchist interaction with
nationalism: does anti-
imperialism trump critical
solidarity when the vast
majority of a colonized
population has embraced
a national liberation move-
ment with whose politics
we disagree? While all
parties recognized the
importance of context and
particular examples, the
ABCF member argued that
generally it does, while
the ARA member and a
majority of speakers from
the audience disagreed.

By contrast, the debate

over (anti)organization
offered significantly more
well-defined positions. The
participants (both debaters
and audience) fell into two
camps, one of which rejected
technology and organization,
both as elements of strategy
and as prospective
components of a free
society, the other of which
did not. The debate team

in support of the quote,
editors from Anarchy,
Practical Anarchy and
Alternative Press Review,
argued for temporary
organizations that come into
existance only when there is
sufficient demand while the
opposing team (associates
of the Instute for Anarchist
Studies and the Institute for
Social Ecology) presented a
case for evaluating whether




ARSENAL

an organization is good

or bad, whether that
organization brings a free
society into being. Both
sides emphasized decision
making, power and division
of labor as critical for
determining the relative
merits of the organization.

on difference

The debate series at
Matches & Mayhem was
contrived to bring differ-
ences into focus. In our work
and groups, we move from
discussion to decision to a
course of action. We need to
take as much time as we can
to gather complete and
accurate information and
explore thoroughly our
options and their outcomes.
What can we do? What are
we willing to do? And why?
Hopefully, the debate series
was only one more start,
one more example, one
more try at taking seriously
our political differences and
the means they imply.

Of course, political differ-
ences are only one kind

of difference that makes
anarchism a varied body

of people and ideas. Even

if they could be resolved
through long discussion
and collaboration, other
differences are not so easy,
and some are not even
meant to be resolved. An
obvious example is identity,
all the differences that criss-
cross anarchism along lines
of gender, race, sexuality,
and so on. Writing anything
more than token declara-
tions is beyond the scope of
this editorial. But maybe we
can begin to approach such

differences by considering
how anarchists construct
community, taking Matches
and Mayhem as a concrete
example.

on matches
& mayhem

The Matches & Mayhem
debate topics were selected
based on discussions and
debates that were and are
taking place on anarchist
listservs, in publications and
among Arsenal collective
members. However, over
the course of Matches &
Mayhem weekend, other
issues proved contentious:
Censorship and Standards.

Censorship requires power.
The State will censor material
that challenges the status
quo. When anarchist orga-
nizers forcibly indicate that
someone or some group
or some message is not
welcome at an anarchist
event, this is not the
equivalent of State
censorship. Organizers
have a perogative to take a
stand and make decisions.
These decisions are
predicated on the work
the organizers to create
the event. They are based
on planning, discussion,
agreements and at times,
best guesses. Sometimes
mistakes will happen.
Anarchism has room

(and recourse) for the
occassional mistake.

Lines can be drawn for
good reasons. We promote
anarchism. We celebrate

it. We connect with other
anarchists. We attract the
curious. We get smarter and



we grow. And we do that by
declaring a territory, setting
parameters, honoring a
lineage, and transforming
ourselves and the world.
Whether by exclusions,
limits, or bars, we set the
outlines of our politics and
culture. The lines can be
made obvious, contingent,
and subject to corrections,
or they can be drawn in
invisible ink, without respon-
sibility, without means of
erasing.

Anarchism does not

mean “No Rules.” Anyone
demanding “No Rules”

has set the first rule in flat
contradiction to their neat
slogan. Is tolerance of every
opinion mandatory? Is it
even anarchist? Or can we
evict, demolish, disrupt or
otherwise remove advocates
of an authoritarian state
(even if it is not a capitalist
state), patriarchy, homopho-
bia and racism when they
walk in the room and get up
on stage?

Anarchism is social.

Events like conferences and
convergences and bookfairs
and shows are fulfilling and
fabulous. But there is too
often a discouraging element
that seems determined to
be anti-social, even among
(those we thought were)
comrades. Spaces, secured
by considerable effort and
resources, are damaged,
and sharing the work

and responsibility for the
events is avoided and even
ridiculed. It is appropriate to
have some basic standards
for participation, and if you
participate, you should

be accountable to those

standards.

A gripe: At Matches &
Mayhem, around 30 people
(among several hundred)
refused to help with the
work or costs. In total, 20¢
was collected from these 30
people. At an event and after
the weekend, a couple of
people “helped themselves”
to beer being sold and a
comrade'’s cigarettes. One of
them said, “We're the real
anarchists. We're living it.”
To which we could only
respond that we too live our
anarchism, but we live it by
being cooperative rather
than being parasitic. These
folks were not the only ones
who could not or did not
pay. But this group were the
only ones who didn't
contribute anything and
treated the events like a
playground they could
exploit and trash because,
well, they could. Fine. No
One Turned Away for lack of
funds. But behave like anti-
social suburban frat boys
(wearing anarchist and
punk gear) and you will

be turned away.

The content of Arsenal is
carefully chosen and in

the works months before
publication. We work hard
to make a quality magazine
and space for articles and
artwork is dear. We do

not publish letters in the
magazine because we want
to present careful, articulate,
developed writings. When
we get letters about the
content of the magazine
they are read, responded
to, and, if the content is







