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Workers, youth and students demonstrate, riof over
economic crisis. Paris, March 20, 2009
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-~ France, 1968

Paris streef, May 1968

were originally battling or else reviewing 2 list of accomplishments that are
so wateted down the ink displaying them has run and simeared unintelligibly
across the papet. |

“The majority” cited by the obedient as being alienated by direct action is
a mere weapon of the status.quo. In this vile social ordet, our senses are
colonized by the fear (the hatred!) of thought and action that truly charts its
own channels. Indeed, on 2 macro level, this explains why many who find
little benefit in the preservation of the present order will be reluctant of even
spiteful of those efforts that distegard the typical ruts.

When a movement questions the unquestionable, travels beyond the worn
routes, then the subconscious and conscious--the deceived and sincere--pre-
servers of the old order must rail: “Don’t alienate the majority! Don’t go too
far! What about a broad base? What about the long arc of progressr” Some
of these preservers might even masquerade as radicals.

It is necessary to clear the air of these typical poltutants, but it is also crucial

to advance, just as in many ways the NYU occupation amplified the em-
powering echoes of the earlier one in The New School. The indifferent, the
doubters, the seated radicals, the contented liberals, must be cast aside as we
featlessly charge for the unattainable horizon, revealing evermore humane,
free, terrains of struggle.

. The scene made my eyes glassy. Basly in the second morning of the NYU

occupation, hundreds of restive protestors in solidatity with those inside
chanted, sang, dariced, shouted, and, at the height of the chaotic crescendo,
pressed against the batricades of the heavily armed NYPD--who were pro-
tecting the entrance to the building--in a brazen effort to join the occupation.

‘Police batons cracked and peppet spray spewed in streams, but they were not

deterred, continuing to push forward without deference for badges or titles.
Tt wasn’t untl the cops started arresting and violently wrenching protestors
over the batticades that the crest was broken, When the ctowd reverted to,
singing and dancing and simple mischief, you could see--feell--their simmer-
ing power if you squinted hard enough.

We are the strengthening enemy of channeled order. We are the new ground

that will allow an infinite diversity of pathways. We are building a revolution-
ary situation. . .

90




bring. For both, it brought more occu-
pied space, incredible media coverage,
large influxes of students, and solidarity
protests and actions outside that shut
down entice city blocks! What leverage
might the day after that bring the next
. occupation? Personally, I am in favor of
seeing an occupation as a victory in itself,
perhaps not even making demands--in-
stead listing grievances--as the collective
attempts to expand the occupied space
and reclaim it for grassroots power. But
this is hardly a break from those who
explode the possible through unrcahsttc
demands.

Finally, the proper channels are those
means by which subordinates are per-
mitted to affect the general goings-on.
Rationalized prtvilege, apathy and sub-
jugation to custom aside, there is little
doubt as to their true nature. In democ-
racy, they are the brilliant constructions
“of those in power. All of these chan-
nels begin, end and course through the
orifices of the ruling elite. They are
co-optation manifest--genius  because
reform is indeed possible through them,
but only reform which does not threaten
or distupt business as usual. These
powes-serving organs through which the
lowly voice must be heard in order to be
“democratic,” “moral” and “righteous”
(according to-the conventional wisdom)
are, by definition, choked by the powers
that grip them. Those who want total
transformative change through these
appropeiate channels find their efforts
so diluted and compromised that by
the time victory is declared, either they
themselves are at the helm of the same

New York Universizys Kivwmsl
Hall, oampisd, Fb 20, 2009

NYC

Oniride the NYU osnupation.
Feb 19, 2009, NYC
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- thay fajeat,
be L}“ﬂ for the profit of ditectors. We want to do away with the separauon

Exemplary Character of the
 Univetsity Occupation
from IParkerS thdent Ation Commitiors

by Fs:ed'y I’I!lmm & Roger Gregoite, 1968
: leetltld leil! i A Revolutionaty Base
k To. undmmd Wh}’ university students in an mdustna]ly developed society

Care "!m‘ﬂd.” It s snsontlal to undetstand that the students are not enraged
- abolit'thir eouzsan, the profensozs, the tests, but about the fact that the “edu-

nres them for a cortain type of social activity : it is this activity
rafuuse to be scholass cut off from social reality. We refuse to

rae the work of executing and the work of thinking and organizing,”
_‘ﬂj!ﬂﬂnﬂ the roles for which the education forms them, the students
5t'the soclety in which these roles are to be performed. “We reject this
ty of rapression” in which “explicitly or implicitly, the University is uni-
i1l only for the organization of reptession.” [6] From this perspective, a
4l an apologist for the existing order, and a trainer of servants for the

-:cnpi&liot systeim; an englneer ot technician is a servant who is super-trained
- to parform highly specialized tasks for his master; a manager is an agent of
. exploltation whose institutiona! position gives him the power to think and

decida for others, “In the prosent system, some work and others study. And
we've got # division of social labor, even an intelligent one. But we can imag-
ine o difforent aystem,.” [7] Thin division and sub-division of social labor,
perhapn necessary at an earlior atage of cconomic development, is no lon-

g ncceptod, And If growlng wpecinlization is associated with the birth and

“progrens” of eapltalist xoelety { ns was argued, for example, by Adam Smith
), then the rejection of wpecialization by future specialists marks the death of
capitalint voclety, :

Studenta have diseoversd that the division of social tasks among special-
ized groups In at the raot of allenition and exploitation. The alienation of
political pawar by all member of wocicly, and the appropriation of society’s
political power { rhmugh slection, inheritance or conquest ) by a specialized
ruling clasn, s the basis for the division of society into rulers and ruled. The
alienation { sl ) of productive labor by producers, and the appropriation (
puzchase ) &f the Iabor and its products by owners of means of production (

capitalists J, Is the'basis for the divislon of society into bosses and workers,
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managers and employees, exploiters and exploited. The alienation of reflec-
tive activity by most members of society and its appropriation by a special-
ized corps of “intellect workers” is the basis for the division of society into
thinkers and doers, students and workers. The alienation of creative activity
by most people, and its appropriation by “artists,” divides society into actors
and audience, creators and spectators, The specialized “professions” and
“disciplines” represent thé same pattern ! a particular economic task or social

activity is relegated to a particular individual who does nothing else, and the

rest of the community is excluded from thinking about, deciding or partici-
pating in the performance of a task which affects the entire community.

By refusing to be formed into a factor or a function in a bureaucratically ot-
ganized system ( even if it is an intelligently organized system ), the student is
not denying the social necessity of the tasks and functions. He is asserting his
will to take part in all the activities that affect him, and he is denying anyone’s
right to rule him, decide for him, think for him, or act for him. By struggling
to destroy the institutions which obstruct his participation in the conscious
creatton of his social-economic environment, the student presents himself
as an example for all men who are ruled, decided for, thought for, and acted
for. His exemplary struggle is symbolized by a black flag in one hand and a
red flag in the other; it is communicated by a call to all the alienated and the
exploited to desttoy the system of domination; repression, alienation and
exploitation.

* 3k ok

“On Saturday, May 11, at 6 in the evening, militants of the May 3 Action
.Committees occupy the annex to the Faculty of Letters, the Censier Center.
All night long and on the days that follow, the atmosphere is similar to that
of the “night of the barricades,” not in terms of viclence, but in terms of
the self-organization, the initiative, the discussion.” [8] The university ceases
to be a place for the “transmission of a cultural heritage,” a place for training
managers, experts and trainers, a place for brainwashing brainwashers.

The capitalist university comes to an end. The ex-university, or rather the
building, becomes a place for collective expression. The fitst step of this
transformation is the physical occupation of the building. The second step
is discussion, the expression of ideas, information, projects, the creative
self-expression of the occupants. “In the large auditoriums the discussion is
continuous. Students participate, and also professors, assistants, people from
the neighborhood, high schoolers, young workers.” [9] Expression is

C 3

The second critique is connected to the first in that it questions the drive
and seriousness of the occupants. There is a Chtistian ring to it: if you do
an action that disrupts the normal flow of an institution, you should drop
to your knees and accept your punishment or else self-flagellate because you
have sinned--if we are even to accept that a righteous action is a sin! Punish
me! the students should scream if they aré¢ committed enough. For those
minimally concerned with winning a long struggle, why would you not build
an exit strategy into a single action? When dealing with a private university
whose administration is reluctant to involve the police for PR reasons, the
amnesty demand becomes more relevant. Since the power of security guards
is fragile at best, their bosses will be more likely to sue for peace and cave
in.

‘The complaint against amnesty implies that the students were cowardly. No
further reasons for this are issued because no facts support it. It is roundly
untrue! When facing violent security guards, threatened expulsion, a pathetic
food supply, dwindling energy, and the constantly stated assutance by the
admuinistration that if they just left all would be forgiven, the occupants held
fast as onel Show me a mainstream journalist who dares suggest these stu-
dents were cowards, and T will show you a face that belongs in the dictionary
under “putless™

Two of the loftier demands: “That the university donate all excess supplies
and materials in an effort to rebuild the University of Gaza; that NYU signs
a contract guaranteeing fair labor practices for all NYU employees at hoime
and abroad. This contract will extend to subcontracted workers, including
bus drivers, food service employees and anyone involved in the construction,
operation and matntenance at any of NYU’s non-1.S. sites.”

The third cable’s lack of imagination is crippling and self-defeating, The Take
Back NYU! demands wete not at all in the ether, but again let us play with
the critique by accepting its furrowed brows: Why not demand the moon?
It is inspiring and empowering to aim for the intangible, working to bridge
the impossible with the possible. At occupation itself is impossible. This is
shown by the astounding amount of press that both occupations received
when each lasted less than two days! An occupation, in challenging authori-
ties in ways to which they are not-accustomed--in ways which challenge their
very existence—opens vistas previously unseen by the most astute activist. In
the first night of both occupations, spitits and numbers were low. Defeat was
painted on the walls. No ope imagined the strength the next day would
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ized corps of “intellect workers™ i1s the basis for the division of soclety into
thinkers and doers, students and workers. The alienation of creative activity
by most people, and its appropriation by “artists,” divides society into actots
and audience, creators and spectators. The specialized “professions” and
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activity is relegated to a particular individual who does nothing else, and the:

rest of the community is excluded from thinking about, deciding or partici-
pating in the performance of a task which affects the entire community.

By refusing to be formed into a factor or a function in a bureaucratica]ly_or—
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will to take part in all the activities that affect him, and he is denying anyone’s
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to destroy the institutions which obstruct his participation in the conscious
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The capitalist university comes to an end. The ex-university, or rather the
building, becomes a place for collective expression. The first step of this
transformation is the physical occupation of the building, The second step
is discussion, the expression of ideas, information, projects, the creative
self-expression of the occupants. “In the large auditoriums the discussion is
continuous. Students participate, and also professors, assistants, people from
the neighborhood, high schoolers, young wotkers.” [9] Expression is

The second critique is connected to the first in that it questions the drive
and seriousness of the occupants. There is a Christian ring to it if you do
an action that disrupts the normal flow of an institution, you should drop
to your knees and accept your punishment or else self-flagellate because you
have sinned--if we are even to accept that a sighteous action is 2 sin! Punish’
me! the students should scream if they aré committed enough. For those
minimally concerned with winning a long struggle, why would you not build
an exit strategy into a single action? When dealing with a ptivate university
whose administration is reluctant to involve the police for PR reasons, the
amnesty demand becomes more relevant. Since the power of secusity guards
is fragile at best, their bosses will be more likely to sue for peace and cave
in.

The complaint against ammnesty implies that the students were cowardly. No
further reasons for this are issued because no facts support it. It is roundly
untrue! When facing violent security guards, threatened expulsion, a pathetic

food supply, dwindling energy, and the constantly stated assurance by the

administration that if they just left all would be forgiven, the occupants held
fast as one! Show me a mainstream journalist who dares suggest these stu-
dents were cowards, and I will show you a face that belongs in the dictionary
under “gutless”! '

“Two of the loftier demands: “I'hat the university donate alt excess.supp]ies

and materials in an effort to rebuild the University of Gaza; that NYU signs
a contract guaranteeing fair labor practices for all NYU employees at home
and abroad. This contract will extend to subcontracted workers, including
bus drvers, food service employees and anyone involved in the construction,
operation and mamtenance at any of NYU’s non-US. sites.”

The third cable’s lack of imagination is crippling and self-defeating. The Take
Back NYU! demands were not at all in the ether, but again let us play with
the critique by accepting its furrowed brows: Why not demand the moon?
It is inspiting and empoweting to aim for the intangible, working to bridge
the impossible with the possible. An occupation itself is impossible. This s
shown by the astounding amount of press that both occupations received
when each lasted less than two days! An occupation, in challenging authori-
ties in ways to which they are not accustomed--in ways which challenge their
very existence--opens vistas previously unseen by the most astute activist. In
the first night of both occupations, spiits and numbers were low. Defeat was
painted on the walls. No one imagined the strength the next day would
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Security tries to stop more students from enter-
ing the NYU occupation. He fails. Feb 19th,
2009

87

_ the u:m:plc of othe: that they have specific mformatton to conttibute,
i thlf ﬁh.y nre able to express idens, that they can initiate projects. There are
no lonw lplﬂi&ﬂltl or experts; the division between thinkers and doers,
. between students and workers, breaks down. At this point all are students.
thn - explrt # professor of law, tells the occupants that the occupation

contaglous, !hopll who have never expressed ideas before, who have never
SPOan in E:m Bf rofemar and students, become confident in their ability.
It is the ﬂtﬂl’ﬂlﬂh of others sponking, ranlyzing, expressing ideas, suggesting
projectl.-_‘gr_mﬂh ves people confidence in their own ability. “The food ser-
vice," fot umnp “Ia seprosented at the meetings by a young comrade : he’s

: thi:mn',?mtybi fourteun, He organizes, discusses, takes part in the auditoti-

v Hl wis behind the barrlenden, His action and his behavior aze the only

.anlWBt h II‘II dﬂ\"l about lﬂgl'l-uclmolers being irtesponsible brats.” [10]

; \ 'l ﬂ ﬂﬂl pﬂiﬂt hn ﬁ process of collective learning; the “university,”
, i 0! ﬂ‘l‘ fieat thme, becomes o place for learn.mg People do not only

of i8 \iniveralty is illegal, a student tells him that it is no longer legal for an

expatt to define what is illegal, that the days when a legal expert defines what
X peopll ean and cannot do are over. The professor can either stay and join

‘the procam of collective learning, or else he can leave and join the pohce to
~ re-irnpou hin legalicy.

Within the oceupled unlversity, expression becomes action; the awareness of
one's nbilll'y te think, to initiate, to decide, is in fact an awareness of one’s
ability to aet, The oeeupanin of the university become conscious of their
coliective power | "we've decided to make ousselves the masters.” [11] The
occupants no longer follow orders, they no longer obey, they no longer serve.
They exproas themselves in a gencral assembly, and the decisions of the as-
sembly are the expreasion of the will of all its members. No other decisions
are valici no other authadty iv recopnized. “The students and workers who
fought on the barrleades will not allow any force whatever to stop them from
expressing themuelven and from ncling against the capitalist university, against
the soclety domlnated by the bourgeoinic.” [12] This awateness of the ability
to express onesell, thiv conmeloumness of collective power, is itself an act of
de-alienation : *You ean no longer sleep quictly once yow've suddenly opened
your eyes” [13] Peaple are 0o longer the playthings of external forces; they’re
no longer objects; they've suddenly become conscious subjects. And once
their eyen ate open, people ate not nbout to close them again : their passiv-
ity and dependence ace negated, annlhilated, and nothing but a force which
breaks thelr will éan zelmposs the passivity and dependence.
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‘The general assembly does'not only reject former masters, former authg
it also refuses to create new masters, new authority. The occupants con :
of their power refuse to alienate that power to any force whatever, whaiRES '
it is externally imposed or created by the general assembly itself No e
force, neither the univetsity administration nor the state, can make deci

- for the occupants of the university, and no internally created force can
decide, negotiate, or act for the general assembly. There are neithet |gf
ers nor representatives. No special group, neither union” functionarie,
a “coordinating comimittee,” nor a “revolutionaty party,” has the p
negotiate for the university occupants, to speak for them, to sell them.
And there’s nothing to negotiate about : the occupants have taken oves
speak for themselves, make their own decisions, and run their own ac_:'t!l
The State and the capitalist press try to set up leaders, spokesmen, repte
tatives with whom to negotiate the evacuation of the university; but nog
the “leaders” are accepted : their usurped power is illegitimate; they spea
no one. In the face of this appearance of direct democracy, of grass
control ( the Capitalist and Communist press call it “anarchy and chaé
the State has only one resort; physical violence, :

Consciousness of collective power is the first step toward the appropsi
of social power ( but only the first step, as will be shown below. Conag
of their collective powet, the untversity occupants, workers and students
gin to approptiate the power to decide, they begin to learn to run their
social activities. The process of political de-alienation begins; the univag
is de-institutfonalized; the building is transformed into a place whichi is #1
by its occupants. There are no “specialists” ot “responsibles” The conm"i
nity is collectively responsible for what takes place, and for what doesn't tak
place, within the occupied building, Formerly specialized social activities a§
integrated into the lives of all members of the community. Social taske azg.
longer performed either because of ditect coercion or because of the i
rect coercion of the market ( Le. the threat of poverty and starvation }.
result, some social activities, like hair dressing and manicuring, are no lo
performed at all. Other tasks, like cooking, sweeping the rooms, cleaning |
toilets -- tasks performed by people who have no other choice in a coesg
system -- are left undone for several days. The occupation shows sign
- degeneration : the food is bad, the rooms are filthy, the toilets ate unua
These activities become the otder of the day of the general assembly : ¢
one is interested in their efficient performance, and no one is institutle
coerced to perform these tasks. The general assembly is responsible fo
petformance, which means everyone is responsible. Comumnittees of v@

With. the New School and NYU

- Student Occupations!

Tim Hearin
2009

With laudable exceptions, the myopic mainstream replied to the occupations
In ‘The New School and NYU in December and February, respectively, with
seorn and dismissal. Four primary cables supported the convenient network
of complaints submitted by these sycophants of prevailing power structures:
Fist, the occupants are the sons and daughters of privilege and are therefore
ungrateful, unworthy. Next, the push for amnesty as a salient non-negodable
demand proves that they are not dedicated revolutionaries. Third, the de-
mands made by the occupants were unrealistic. Last--and most infuriating-
~the rejection of the proper channels of student participation is not only
evidence of the occupants’ hatred of democracy, but of their recklessness
and irrationality.

The first armchair critique is simply weird. A strong number of the students
who were inside are spiraling deep into debt since the bank, and not their
parents, pays their tuition. Others were only able to attend university because
of good scholarship packages. If this is not good enough for those more
concerned with identity than action, many of the orgarﬁzers in the occupa-
tions were from low-income communities--2 good portion of these were of
color. But let us pretend that this is not a distraction and that all the students
insice were tremendously privileged. Is there any substance to this point
besides the understandable visceral reaction against people of privilege?
Those who greatly benefit from the prevailing order are especially trained
to wield its tools for self-advancement. This was precisely the opposite of
what happened in the occupation, a decidedly anti-establishment .action;
those students of privilege had every reason to use the tools already in place
0e nﬁposed to making their own. All that remains is the point that since they
nre privileged, they are not risking anything--they can always “call daddy.” If
this is true--which it is not, since many students face suspension and others
eriminal charges--is the only solution for a privileged student whose blood
hodls for true justice to hang her head and pout, doing nothing in the face of
i rotten institution? Anyone who is not hurling insults for its own sake can
sce the absurdity of this claim,
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outside. (A banal meta-reflection, the cameras and journalists who wese in-
side with us filming and reporting put an immediate stop to police brutality
when the cops realized they were being recorded).

4. Security guards are not on your side. We can argue for days about whether
they are fellow workers--which is an irrelevant argument anyway--but despite
your friendship with a security guard, or the guard not being happy with his
union contract, or the guard claiming he is on your side, he is not. Sure you
can crack jokes with him and talk about your common mmusic intetests, but
. open your eyes when the moment is not trivial. He will push against the baz-
ricades. He will tackle you, He will rip your clothes, He will call the cops on
you. That is his job. I think of econotnic conscripts, Gls in raq, Yes, they
might bting candy to kids in the street. They might hate President Bush, They
might even hate the military-industrial complex, But when thete is tesistance
to their presence, they will be ordeted to snuff it out. In order to kesp their
job, they must obey. This is not to say that soldiers or security can never be
on your side, but it would requite them doing precisely the opposite of what
is required of them.

One more comment on this, There was a security guard duting the occupa-
tion who was also a student. Some RSU members were friends with him,
buddying up with the guy and even inviting him in at points, But what hap-
pened on the last night when we propped open a fite door and let in scotes
of supporters and students? This very same security guard who was “just n
fellow worker” was seen tackling students trying to get on the right side of
the barricades. . - ‘

5. Ever-expanding occupation is an extremely effective tactic for revolution.
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teers are formed. A Kitchen Committee improves the quality of the meals;

- the food Is free: it prwldud by neighbothood committees and by peas-

ants, A sesvice of order elinzgan itmelf with maintaining clean toilets stocked
with tollot-papar, Hach action committee sweeps its own room. The tasks

" ate performed by pmfmm. students and workers. At this point all of the

occuplm‘l of Censler ara workers. Thete are no longer upper and lower class
jobe; there aza no longer latellectual and manual tasks, qualified labor and

: unqutnﬁldhbdﬂ there ate only socially necessary activities.

An acﬂv,lt'y whlch I gensidered necessary by a handful of occupants be-

‘comel ﬂﬂ hlﬂl for the formation of an action committee. Each person is
. o thinliek, en [nltiater, an organizer, o worker, Comrades are being seriously
g Jnjliﬂd by 00[” In the stroet fights : a floor of Censier is transformed into a
= holpitlll dbﬂtﬂ!l and madical students care for the patients; others without
. middlea]
'hﬂW hjblll and as n esult cannot take part in activities which interest them

j l:tpltlance help, coopetate and learn. A large number of comrades

“mndﬁl unite to form a nursery. The action committees need to print
) ADnouncements, reports : mimeograph machines and paper are
ind a free printing service is organized. Townspeople -- observers

: an‘ ‘_plﬂntinl patticipants -- stteam into Censier constantly and are unable to
: ﬁhd . ole way around the complex social system which has started to develop
. Mt}'llﬂ the bullding ¢ an information window is maintained at the entrance
.ﬁﬂd lnfa!mldon offices are maintained on each floor to odent the visitors.

Many mlﬂtunti live far from Censier : a dormitory is organized.

Censier, formetly n caplislist university, is transformed into a complex system
of nelf-orsnnind aotlvitlen nnd social relations. However, Censier is not 2
self-sufficlont Commune romoved from the rest of society. The police are on
the order of the day of every gencral assembly. The occupants of Censier are
acutely awnre that thelr self-organized social activities are threatened so long
as the State and l repreanlve apparatus are not destroyed. And they know
that thelr own forge, or even the foree of all students and some workers, is
not sufflciant 1o destroy the Staie's porential for violence.

The only fores which ean put the Censier occupants back to sleep is a force
which In phyllﬂ!“}' strong enough to break their will : the police and the na-
tional nemy stll repressnt such g force,

The maans of violence produced by n highly developed industry are still con-
trolled by the eapitalist $tate, And the Censier occupants ate aware that the
powet of the .ﬂﬂ Wm llﬁt b. broken until control over these industrial
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