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Earth First! wants to eliminate the industrial form of society. This is clearly a
revolutionary goal. Yet it seems that many or most Earth First!ers still think and act
like reformers, not like revolutionaries.

This is illustrated by Darryl Cherney’s response to the bombing in which we assas-
sinated the president of the California Forestry Association. According to newspaper
reports Cherney was upset by the bombing because he was afraid that there would be
retaliatory attacks on Earth First!ers. Now we respect (with certain qualifications) the
nonviolent principles of Earth First! (even though we don’t think it would be practical
for everyone to abide by them) and if any Earth First!ers get beaten up in retaliation
for our bombings we certainly sympathize with them. But Cherney’s reaction shows
that his mentality is that of a reformer, not a revolutionary.

To a revolutionary, what is important is not the short-term goal of saving this or
that bit of wilderness or securing some grudging tolerance from the timber industry
sympathizers. What is important is the long-term goal of weakening and destabiliz-
ing industrial society so that a revolution against it may become possible. From this
point of view it is desirable that timber industry sympathizers should make physical
attacks on Earth First!ers, because such behavior tends to increase the social stresses
in industrial society and helps to turn people against the system.

It is important to distinguish between what the industrial system “wants” and what
certain people who claim to represent the system may want or may do. By what the
system “wants” we mean that which helps to assure the survival and growth of the
industrial system. This corresponds approximately with what is desired by the most
rational, self-restrained and “responsible” members of the systems [sic.] controlling elite.
But people who believe themselves to be supporters of the system often behave in ways
that are harmful to the system and thus serve as unwitting allies of those who want
to overthrow the system.

Take police brutality as an example. The most rational and “responsible” members of
the system’s elite are against police brutality. They want the police to use just enough
force (and no more than just enough) to insure [sic.] public order and obedience to the
system’s rules, because they know that police brutality increases social stresses and
tends to break down respect for the system. Bad cops (or timber industry goons) who
beat people up regard themselves as pro-system and hate those who are against the
system, but the behavior of such cops actually helps to undermine the system. Thus
police brutality is not really a part of the system, but is a kind of disease of the system.

Similarly, the irresponsible politicians who are currently repealing environmental
laws may be acting as unwitting allies of revolutionaries. If their actions lead to a
few more cases like Love Canal and the Exxon Valdez oil spill, they will be helping
to destroy respect for the system. Moreover the actions of these politicians help to
weaken the standards of decent, “responsible” political behavior on which the stability
of the system depends.

Footnote [In their own way, Rush Limbaugh, reckless right wing politicians and their
like are rebels against the industrial system even though they do not regard themselves
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as such. They want the technology and “prosperity” that the system provides but they
reject the restraint and social discipline that are required for the long-term health and
stability of the system. These people think they are for social discipline, but their
concept of social discipline is primitive: pile more homework on the kids and make
everybody click their heels and salute the flag. The kind of social discipline the system
needs would include temperance in the expression of political opinions, and realization
that what is good for the long-term health of the system is not always what brings
the biggest profits right now, and that psychological techniques are more sophisticated
than just “getting tough” are needed to make children behave in conformity with the
needs of the system. Through their irrational antics and lack of self-restraint Rush
Limbaugh & Co. are helping to weaken the system. Our most dangerous enemies are
not reckless right-wingers but those leaders who take a rational and balanced approach
to promoting the growth and power of the system. That is why we of FC always make it
our policy to vote for those politicians who are most corrupt, incompetent or irrational.
They are the ones who will help us break down the system. Pete Wilson said we deserve
to die for blowing up the president of the California Forestry Association. He shouldn’t
be so ungrateful. We voted for him.]

What the rational, self-controlled, “responsible” members of the system’s elite want
is not reckless repeal of environmental legislation; they want enough environmental
legislation to preserve the system’s image of benevolence but not enough to interfere
very seriously with economic growth and the increase of the system’s power. They
want exploitation of natural resources that is rationally planned for long-term eco-
nomic growth and stability, and that takes into consideration social needs (e.g. health,
esthetics) as well as economic ones. Like police brutality, environmental recklessness
is not really a part of the system, but is a disease of the system.

Needless to say, police brutality and environmental recklessness make us sick at
the stomach, and we know that Earth First!ers react the same way. And of course
we have to stand against these things. But at the same time it has to be recognized
that ending police brutality and environmental recklessness are goals of reformers. The
goal of revolutionaries is to undermine the system as a whole, and to this end police
brutality and the grosser forms of environmental recklessness are actually helpful.

The trouble with Earth First!ers is that, like reformers, they devote their attention
almost exclusively to fighting evils that are peripheral outgrowths of the system rather
than fighting those institutions, structures and attitudes that are central to the system
and on which the system most depends. We’ve only read about 6 or 8 issues of Earth
First!, but if these can be taken as a fair sample then EF! articles are devoted almost
exclusively to wilderness and environmental questions. These are extremely important
matters, but if you devote your attention exclusively to them you will never overthrow
the industrial system, and as long as the system survives the most you can hope to do
is slow, not stop, the taming or destruction of wilderness. Therefore we argue that the
Earth First! journal should devote at least half of its content to questions that have
central relevance to the development of the industrial-technological system. How about

4



some articles on genetic enigineering and its probably consequences for life on earth?
How about some articles concerning the tremendous powers that computer technology
is putting in the hands of the system? What will be the consequences if the computer
scientists ever succeed in developing machines that are more intelligent than human
beings? How about some articles on propaganda and other psychological tools that
help to induce behavior that conforms to the needs of the system?

Most importantly, you need to develop a coherent ideology that opposes technol-
ogy and industrialism and is based on analysis and understanding of the industrial
system, and you need to develop plans and methods for weakening, undermining and
destabilizing industrial society.

As for action, with only one exception all the actions we’ve seen reported in Earth
First! have been focussed on environmental and wilderness issues. But as long as you
fight only on environmental and wilderness issues you are fighting defensively. The
best defense is a good offense, and to fight offensively you’ve got to get out of the
woods and attack the structures that make the system run. For example, instead of
demonstrating (or monkeywrenching) at a logging site, you might demonstrate (or
monkeywrench) at a chemical plant. And the issue that you demonstrate about should
not be a particular case of environmental destructiveness but the very existence of
the chemical industry itself. You have to use your ingenuity to devise some forms of
action that will weaken the system as a whole, not just slow its destruction of the
environment.

* * *

Another indictaion of Earth First!’s essentially reformist mentality is your attitude
about the paper industry. You want to stop the cutting of trees for paper by finding
alternative sources of fiber, such as hemp. This is a reformist attitude. The revolution-
ary attitude would be: Stop cutting trees for paper, and if that means that the system
comes grinding to a halt for lack of paper, so much the better. To hell with the system.

You will answer that if your program implied an end to the mass production of
paper, then you would have no chance of putting that program into effect, because
few people would support a program incompatible with the continued existence of
industrial society.

But of course! That is the difference between the reformer and the revolutionary.
The reformer seeks to bring about some improvement in conditions NCW, by means
that are compatible with the survival of an existing system of society. The revolutionary
advocates measures that are incompatible with the existing system, knowing that
those measures cannot be put into effect now . But by advocating such measures
he plants in people’s minds the idea that doing away with the existing system is
a conceivable alternative. In this manner he helps to prepare the way for a future
revolution that may occur when the time is ripe.

* * *
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Some Earth First!ers think they can change the system just by providing, through
their own actions, examples of noble, nonviolent, passive, environmentally nondestruc-
tive behavior. But it won’t work. Look at history! It’s been tried before, repeatedly.
The earliest Christians, the Quakers, certain Hindus and Buddhists relied on passive,
nonviolent loving-kindness, but they had little or no lasting effect on the behavior of
the human race in general. people of the saintly type may have an important role to
play in a revolutionary movement, but their kind of action by itself cannot bring
down the industrial system. For that, revolutionaries of a tough, practical type are
needed.

* * *

It is a big mistake to complain about “capitalism.” To do so gives the impression that
industrial society would be OK if it were run according to some other ideology, such as
socialism. Actually socialism in Eastern Europe did more damage to the environment
than any capitalism did in the West. Our enemy is not capitalism, socialism, or any
other ideology that may pretend to guide the system. Our enemy is the industrial-
technological system itself.

* * *

The Earth First! journal should have a section in which successful monkeywrench-
ing operations are reported. Reading about successful operations will encourage and
stimulate other monkeywrenchers. Those who have carried out successful operations
should report their action to the journal in an anonymous letter. Such letters will con-
stitute evidence in “criminal” cases, so the journal will have to turn them over to the
police to avoid prosecution for obstruction of justice. Therefore senders of the letters
should make sure they bear no evidence such as fingerprints or handwriting.

Also, after every major successful monkeywrenching operation, the saboteurs should
send anonymous letters to the mainstream media explaining both the reasons for that
particular monkeywrenching attack and the long-term goals of the radical environmen-
tal movement.

The effectiveness of monkeywrenching operations will be greatly increased if they
are systematic and coordinated rather than random and sporadic. Each monkeywrench-
ing group should plan not just one operation but a campaign of operations lasting
several months. Such a campaign is best designed not to attack a lot of unrelated
targets, but to concentrate pressure on some particular class of targets. For example,
the monkeywrenching group might select a particular logging or mining company, or a
chemical or electronics firm, and attack a series of targets belonging to that particular
organization. It would be difficult to coordinate the efforts of different monkeywrench-
ing groups without compromising security. But some degree of coordination might be
achieved by passing the word through the grapevine that a certain week is to be a
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week of intense sabotage. A lot of sabotage concentrated into one week would be more
effective than the same amount of sabotage spread out over an extended period.

FC
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Is there an earlier draft out there
somewhere?

[D]uring the search of the defendant’s cabin, the Government found a letter
written to Earth First!ers. Its title was ’Suggestions for Earth First!ers
from FC’. That letter stated in part, ’As for the Mosser bombing’-and I’m
quoting now - ’our attention was called to Burson-Marsteller by an article
that appeared in Earth First!, Litha,’ which is the way of describing the
edition of that joumal, ’June 21st, 1993, page 4’.

But, no where in the above version does there include the claim about having chosen
Mosser as a target due to reading an article in the Earth First magazine. So, potentially
there are parts that have been redacted, or maybe he thought twice about making life
difficult for Earth Firsters by drawing more police attention to them if the letter ever
got into the hands of the FBI.
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The Earth First! article
B.C.

New studies provide irrefutable evidence of a joint government-industrial
strategy to destroy the remaining wild areas before they can be protected.
Most of the remaining wild areas will be roaded and logged in the next
three to five years.
—Scott Greacen

The war over British Columbia’s last vast wilderness areas is moving into its final
stages. BC populations of keystone species like Grizzly and Salmon face a future so
bleak it defies imagination. How could a region so vast and wild be so swiftly and
utterly laid waste?

British Columbia has millions of acres of roadless wilderness, the last and greatest
wildlands of temperate North America, and some dedicated folks working to keep the
wild alive. But the province’s politics are still caught in an industrial death-grip. BC
is a virtual colony of the multinational corporations which hold the rights to strip
the almost all of the province’s remaining forests. BC’s legal system protects timber
companies, not natural systems. Its citizens cannot sue to stop illegal projects; in most
cases, they don’t even have the right to see government plans.

In BC as elsewhere, activists are moving from a blobs-on-the-map vision of wilder-
ness protection to landscape- level conservation planning. Unfortunately, the multina-
tionals have learned from the US, and the BC government is running full steam ahead
on a program of landscape-leveling devastation. A stream of barges is now steaming up
the BC coast, carrying heavy equipment to the last great valleys of virgin temperate
rainforest. And nobody even knows it’s happening.

This spring, BC’s New Democratic Party (NDP) government approved the timber
industry’s plan for the forests of Clayoquot (klak’-wit) Sound, and by doing so dropped
all pretense to environmental sensitivity. As the last large, mostly intact area left on
either coast of Vancouver Island, Clayoquot Sound is essential to the survival of native
ecosystems on the island, and the decades- long struggle to protect the sound has
become the political centerpiece of the battle for BC’s forest wilderness. In rage and
disgust at the government’s decision—and its investment of $50 million in Macmillan
Bloedel—even the terminally timid groups which dominate BC environmental politics
have withdrawn from the government’s CORE (Commission on Resources and the
Environment) processes.
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The CORE process is a multiparty roundtable process which, together with the ludi-
crous PAS (Protected Area Strategy)—a scheme focused on protecting a representative
scrap of each of BC’s native ecosystems—was supposed to have been the NDP’s great
solution to the crises of BC’s natural resource policies. But both ”planning” processes
have been revealed as ”talk-and-log shows,” in which the only areas getting even tempo-
rary protection are those for which replacement sacrifice areas can be found. The Webb
Reports Activists’ bitter feelings have been crystallized by two reports prepared for
CORE by researcher Clinton Webb. Using government plans not previously available
to the public, Webb has painstakingly confirmed activists’ worst nightmares, provid-
ing irrefutable evidence of a deliberate government-industrial strategy to destroy the
remaining wild areas before they can be protected. ”The conservation options are dis-
appearing very quickly,” Webb told the joumal. ”There are hundreds of people working
full time planning and approving logging plans, and only a handful working to monitor
and trying to stop the plans.”

Webb prepared reports for the three most hotly disputed regions of the province:
Vancouver Island, the Cariboo-Chilcotin, and the Kootenays. His first task was to
inventory wilderness areas, including many important areas about which environmental
groups know little or nothing. Having mapped the ”conservation options,” Webb then
compared the remaining undeveloped areas with five-year logging plans approved by
the BC Ministry of Forests.

The results are stupefying. On Vancouver Island, where between 2.5% and 3.5% of
the islands magnificent temperate old growth forests have been protected in reserves,
Webb was able to identify 295 unprotected wilderness sub- areas. 98 or 33% are sched-
uled for logging in 1992 alone, and 194, or 66% will be cut by 1995/6. According to
his report,

”a total of 215 or 73% of the remaining unprotected wilderness sub- areas
… were found to be either potentially threatened or definitely scheduled for
logging between 1992 and 1995/6. Because road building usually precedes
actual logging by one or two years, this fragmentation and loss of wilderness
conservation options will occur within the next two or three years unless
the logging plans are significantly changed in the very near future.”

Counting cut blocks (clearcuts, and big ones: BC holds the world’s record for
clearcut size), Webb identified a total of 1050 planned cut blocks for Vancouver Is-
land, 1201 for the Cariboo-Chilcotin, and 1326 in the Kootenays. That’s a total of
3577 major clearcuts planned for areas that are now wild, all to be completed by 1997/
8.

It is difficult, but very important, to understand the implications of Webb’s report
He offers an analogy: ”It’s like a bathtub when you pull the plug. It drains slowly at
first, but when you get near the bottom it flows out very quickly indeed.” The bottom
line is stark. In the next two or three years, BC will make choices about wilderness
destruction that will not be open again for the next two or three thousand years.
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The Rest of the Grim Picture
BC environmentalists don’t have a lot left to work with. They’ve run public edu-

cation campaigns envied the world over. They can’t sue. Big Timber owns the con-
servative politicians and much of the media outright, and uses Big Labor to keep
progressives on a tight leash. Peaceful blockades by desperate communities, including
hundreds by forceful, committed bands of native people (known in Canada as First
Nations), have been met with a ruthless, coordinated campaign of intimidation and
suppression by industry and government. On Vancouver Island alone, 107 people have
been prosecuted for interfering with logging operations. Many have been sentenced to
hundreds of hours of community service, and given two years’ probation while more
than 20 others have spent up to 45 days in jail. Activists across the province face a
wave of SLAPP suits as well.

The BC Forest Alliance has retained the services of the world’s largest public re-
lations firm, Burston-Marsteller Ltd. of New York. This company practices a highly
sophisticated form of conflict management, and has previously represented the Argen-
tinean government, Union Carbide after Bhopal; and Exxon after the Exxon Valdez
oil spill. Burston- Marsteller has apparently had quite a bit to do with shaping the
provincial media’s coverage of forest and other environmental issues.

Industry propagandists have been particularly successful in using a few pitiful in-
stances of monkeywrenching to spread eco-terrorist hysteria across the province, help-
ing to obscure industry’s enormous crimes.

Taking Action
Road blockades will continue this summer on Vancouver Island both at the Walbran

(see story next page) and at Clayoquot Sound, where Friends of Clayoquot Sound
(FOCS) will again be coordinating protests in cooperation with local native peoples.

BC activists have begun to call for a worldwide boycott of BC’s wood products
industries. Garth Lenz of FOCS is one pressing for boycotts of Interfor and Macmillan
Bloedel; he states simply, ”consumers should not be supporting the destruction.” Lenz
and Valerie Langer of FOCS toured Europe with a slideshow presentation that cost
$5000. In response, the industry bankrolled a $1.5 million tour by top officials of the
provincial government.

Radicalization of BC’s famously polite environmental movement may be the most
lasting result of the NDP’s sham reforms, but it is by no means easy to be a pub-
lic radical in British Columbia. Environmental activists in BC are constrained both
by Canada’s civil culture and by the necessity of living and working in communities
dominated by industrial interests. Many have horror stories of harassment, intimida-
tion and violence. Canadian police agencies routinely monitor known activists. This
is something to bear in mind if you plan to visit BC: you will be denied entry to the
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province if authorities learn you are an environmental activist—if, for example, you
admit to having been arrested once on a logging road. Be discreet.

In addition to the ongoing tragedies of southern Vancouver Island, there are stories
in this issue about the Kemano II dam project and the plight of the Grizzly in BC.
What binds all these horrors together, beyond their common location, are links to the
world outside BC. Were it not for the US, European, and Asian markets for timber,
metals, power, water, and even pieces of dead bears, the multinationals and their
minions could not afford to destroy BC. US activists must help save BC, in part
because we may be the only ones who can.
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