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Translator’sIntroduction

Thetexttranslatedherefirstappearedin1995asapamphletaddressedtotheoccu-
piedspacesandsocialcentersinItalybytwoanarchistoccupiedspaces.Inthefew
yearsprevioustothis,amovementaimedatthelegalizationofcertainoccupied
spacessprangup,largelycenteredaroundtheMilanesesocialcenterLeoncavallo
(nowwell-knownasoneoftheplacesfromwhichYaBasta!AndtheTuteBlanche
originated).Fromthestart,thismovementforlegalizationinvolvednotmerely
negotiationwiththestateinstitutions,buttheformationofallianceswithspecific
partiesoftheofficialleft.Thatthefirstsocialcenterstoinvolvethemselvesinthis
movementwerepartoftheAutonomiarevealsthepurelyinstrumentalnatureof
theirdecentralismand“autonomy”.Thelegalizedsocialcentersarenowallcamp
followersofoneoranotheroftheLeftparties.Inthistext,theauthorsfirstset
forththeirownbasisforchoosingtocarryoutoccupationsandthenexaminethe
implicationsofthelegalizationmovementintermsoftherecenthistoryofsquat-
tinginEuropeandintermsoftheeffectsofnegotiationandcompromisewiththe
institutionsofdominationontheprojectofself-organizationandmoreparticularly
onthosespacesthatrefuselegalization,compromiseandnegotiationwithpower.

Onemayaskwithsomereasonwhatpurposethetranslationofsuchatext
mighthave.ThecircumstancesinItalyandthroughouttherestofEuropediffer
significantlyfromcircumstanceintheUnitedStates.Thesortofpublicandopenly
antagonisticoccupationsthathappenedthroughoutEuropehavebeenveryrare
here,thesquattingmovementintheLowerEastSideofNewYorkCitybeingthe
mostobviousexample.Itiscertainlynotmyaimtotrytopromoteamindless
imitationofEuropeanorspecificallyItalianoccupations.Thiswouldbeneither
possiblenordesirable.

RatherwhatIfindinterestinginthistext,andwhatIconsiderworthyofdis-
cussionbyanarchistsintheUnitedStates,istheconceptionofself-organization
(orself-determination)[TheItalianwordautogestioneismostoftentranslated“self-
management”,butwithintheAmericananarchistmilieuthistermusuallyrefersto
themanagementofenterprisesbytheirworkers,anideafartoosmallforthevision
expressedhere.Thevisionhereisoftheautonomouscreationofthetotalityofexis-
tenceandthusofalifeandworldwithoutenterprises—withoutseparatedspheres
ofproductivityandthuswithoutthesocialrelationshipofwork.Therefore,Ihave
chosentousethemoregeneralterms“self-organization”and“self-determination”
inmytranslation.]expressedbythewritersofthistext,aconceptionthatmakesit
veryclearthataprojectthatreliesforitsexistenceuponinstitutions,uponthestruc-
turesofpower,cannottrulybecalled“self-organized”.Theyfurthermoremakea
cleardistinctionbetweenprojectsofrevolutionaryself-determination,whichare
anti-politicalbecausetheyspringfromthedesiresofthosewhocreatetheprojects,
andradicalpoliticalprojects.Sincepoliticsis,infact,anartofcompromiseand
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negotiation, those who carry out such projects will place efficiency above desire
and at some point or another probably negotiate with those in power, seeking their
place in the political framework. But those who base their projects on their desire
to create the whole of their existence on their own terms against all domination
will necessarily refuse such compromise and negotiation, avoiding talking with the
ruling forces in any way except under duress.

The conceptions of self-organization and the nature of anarchist and other self-
determined projects, the examination of the effects of compromise on such projects
and of the cumbersomeness of any sort of centralized organization for those seeking
to carry out self-organized revolutionary projects are all of relevance in relationship
to any anarchist project and any self-determined project of revolt. I am publishing
it in the hopes of stimulating discussion here in terms of our own projects. -WL

Introduction: Live Free or Die

Our dream is to live free, destroying every form of established power and every
hierarchy since these are the negation of this dream.

For us freedom cannot be separated from pleasure. Therefore, we are willing to
make titanic efforts in order to realize freedom and pleasure, aware that freedom
does not exist in sacrifice and immolation.

In this sense, the most complete experience that we now take the extravagance
of living is that of self-organization whichmakes room for direct action, understood
as open, collective, expansive experience that doesn’t give a damn for the fences set
up by the state between legality and illegality.

The occupation of abandoned spaces brings these prerogatives together and
opens the way, in the most precise manner, for self-organization. The development
of the self-organization of our lives is not possible without subverting the existent.

Self-Organization:

is the form of organization of anarchy, its pulsing heart.
Self-organization is the possibility of establishing the order of one’s existence

in accordance with the principle of individual responsibility and the method of una-
nimity (certainly not the democratic method of the majority).

Self-organization in order to offer ourselves the possibility of reunifying sep-
arate spheres of human experience thought and action, manual and intellectual
activity, in order to reconquer the wholeness that was taken away from us by the
specialization of activity imposed by the culture of domination.
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they carefully avoid providing precise directions and ideological prescriptions on
the ways for going about it.

The only principle that we firmly set forth, not only in relation to anarchists, but
to all those who aspire to a path of self-determination aimed at the subversion of
the current state of affairs, is that the freer we are the better it is. It seems obvious
that we will never seek dialogue with institutions (certainly not with parties either
of the right or the left) except in the case of extreme necessity. It seems to us that
the fates of occupations, particularly in big cities, are not completely at the mercy
of party favors and the law, though this occurs more often elsewhere, so we can
only consider an operation aimed at negotiation and legalization as an attempt to
legitimate para-institutional power that has nothing whatsoever to do with self-
determination and revolt.

Besides, we have no intention at all of paying the price of this opportunistic
bookkeepers politics.

If this process cannot be avoided, we will know to whose account we should
charge it. For this reason, until that time, we will expose these stinking arbitrators
along with all the burden of the threats that they hide.

This is why we have no interest in being the “greatest” number possible unless
the affinity that ties us to specific individuals through our daily practice of direct
action brings this about.

We choose not to be in a “movement” of alternative clubs that pursue the dream
of show business or that want to try to live off a poor person’s market stall, much
less off the para-institutional cells prepared to meet with the organs of domination
(even if those of the left) simply in order to survive for the purpose of carrying out
a mysterious role as vanguard of the masses.

Our aim is the destruction of politics. So we don’t want any sort of Power, but
rather want to destroy Power.

We therefore propose the greatest spreading, particularly through direct action,
of the various experiences of openly revolutionary self-organization as the func-
tional heterogeneity of the experiments of occupations on the entire national and
international territory. We call for a series of meetings with the aim of sharing in-
formation and experiences relating to our alegal, anti-institutional methodologies
that affect all the conceptions, individual and collective, of anyone who has decided
of their own free will-and not due to miserable necessity-to live according to the
principles of self-determination and freedom.

The subjects that we propose are thus those dealt with by anyone who works
actively on a daily basis in the various spaces self-financing and the organization
of harmonies outside of the form of the alternative business, self-production, distri-
bution, self-construction, support activity for the smaller occupations, the spread-
ing of our ideas and practice and all the spheres of activity outside the occupied
spaces anti-militarism, anti-clericalism, abstention, social control, the critique of
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Itisherethattheintroductionofthenationalassembliesthatdescribethem-
selvesasthesolerepresentativeoftheabove-mentionedmovementoccurs.

Itisalsoclearthatiftherearethosewhobuildaunivocal“line”,ontheother
hand,alltherest(thegreaterpartoftheoccupationsmovement)findthemselves
actuallynottakingsidesornotwantingtotakesides.Theonlyalternativeforthem
inthefaceofaconfrontationwithpoweristhatoffacingalinethattheydidnotask
forordesire,butwhichtheyareforcedtodealwithagainsttheirwillanddesired
ornotthisiscalledabreachoftrust.

Ofcourse,thislegalizationmightnotstandonitsownwithasinglevoiceit
couldbeapassagethatincludescompulsoryassociation(withsomanystatutes,
presidents,treasurers,etc.),thecooperative,symbolicormaybenotsosymbolic
rentpaidtothemunicipaladministration,coexistencewithotherassociationsof
everytype,respectforfire,hygieneandhabitabilitycodeswiththecorresponding
controlsbyvariouscivilandpolicefunctionaries.Andthenalsothealcohollicense,
thepermitsforplayingmusicandhavingshows(somethingalreadyproposedby
VerdiinTurintheenclosedsocialcentersmustthussellticketsandpaytaxeslike
everyoneelse…),etc.,etc.Maybeallthiswillnothappen,maybenotallatonce,but
onceopened,thediscussionwillneverbeabletobeclosedagain.Sofar,itisclear
thatthestate,stillquitesatisfiedwiththecreationofaprecedentforconfronting
andresolvingtheproblem,wouldnotimposeunjustconditionsontheGreatSocial
CentersoftheGreatCitiesthatcouldrousereactionsfromthebase,butitwould
havenoqualmsaboutimposingtheminthelesspublicsituationsfromthestart.

Butagain,duetothisproblem,theinherentconsequencesofthepoliticsof
theAutonomiaarequiteobvioustheplacesthatmanagetonegotiatewithPower
withoutlosingtheirspacewillbethosethathaveattractedthemassestotheirside
bydemagogicallypresentingthemselvesasthepoliticalvanguard,inotherwords,
thosewhohavetheherdfactorontheirsideandthereforealsohaveavoicein
thenewspapersandonTV,thusbeinglegitimatedbeforepublicopinionandthe
institutionsallintermsofthedemocraticdogmathemajorityisalwaysright.

Iftheaxisthatsupportsthestrugglefortheoccupationhastobetheassurance
thatitwillnotbetouched,theassuranceoftherecognitionofitsstatus,itendsup
eradicatingallthepsychologicalelementsofrupturethatcharacterizearevolution-
arywillfromthemomentitexists.

Thosewhoreallyseekaradicalchangecannotseekassurances,inthattheonly
assurancewecanhaveisinpreservingourdignityasrevolutionaryindividualsin
thefaceofaworldinwhichwecannotlivefree.Anythingelseistragicnaivetyor
analienatingmystificationoflife.

Fortheirpart,anarchists,notbeingamovementandhavingneitherlinesnor
centralorganizations,livetheirsituationsofoccupationandself-organizationin
awidevarietyofdifferentways,leavingthefieldopentoeveryexperimentfor
thosewholivetheexperiencesdirectlyontheirterritory.Preciselyforthisreason
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Therefore,self-organizationistheprimarystrengthoftheoccupationsandthe
indispensablepremisetotheirdevelopmentinthesubversivesense.

Sincewaybackin1988,theoccupiersofElPasohavewritteninthebulletinof
theSocialCentersthattheoccupiersmadethemselvesthesubjectsoftheiractions
aboveallinordertoenjoythemselves,aboveallinordertofindsatisfactionin
themselves.

Theoccupationarisesfromthenecessitytosatisfyrealneeds,forahome—ex-
pressivespace—sociality—non-commodification—gettingbeyondthealienating
rulesofinstitutions.

Thisinterestalone,thisdesiretomakethesestrongaspirations,whichhave
beendeniedtotheoccupiersbyforce,realleadsthemtogetbeyondtherepressive
stages,topassfromevictiontoeviction,fromdenunciationtodenunciation,until
theysucceedinopeningaspaceandreallyinitiatingcollectiveself-organization.
Andtoenduretheoppressionofpoweragainsttheoccupiedspaces(controls—
inroads—newdenunciations).

Thefactthattheoccupierscentertheoutcomeoftheiractionsandof
self-organizationegoisticallyaroundthemselvesisthebestguaranteeofthe
authenticityofwhattheysay.Andsoanyonewhowouldliketodothesamefinds
anewwaythathasalreadybeentested.Thus,withouthavingtorenouncepolitical
struggle,orratherthestruggleforthedestructionofpolitics,theoccupiersreject
theroleoftheseparatemilitantvanguardandpresentthemselvesastheprimary
beneficiariesoftheirownactivity,personallyputtingthemselvesontheline.

Thegenerosityoftheirexperimentoflifeandthesubversivedignityoftheir
proposalswillbeseenintheresultsofself-organizationinsideandoutsidethesquat.

Theoccupiers,beingpersonallyinvolvedandnolongersolelyontheplaneof
ideologicalabstraction—likethemilitantsofthepoliticalcollectives—willthus
finallyhaveathousandgoodreasonstofightfortherealizationofself-determined
projects,theprotagonistsofwhichseeanimmediateimprovementofthequalityof
lifeduetothereappropriationofspacesoffreedomtakenawayfromthepowerful.

Thus,werealizethecompletesupercessionofthesadandanachronisticfigure
ofthepoliticalideologicalmilitantfromthe1970’sthatiscompletelyincompatible
withthedynamicofself-organization.Andwithitsdisappearance,thepallidfigures
ofthepoliticalcadreandthemass-manonmaneuversinthestreet,futureleftist
voters,findlifedifficult.Thereisaclearrupturewiththealienationofthemarxist-
leninistmatrixthatproducedthe70’sandthe80’s.

Aslapinthefaceofthemassificationthatpresupposesdelegationandhierar-
chies,divisionofrolesandrigidorganization.Aslapatthequantitativeasthe
centralstandardforevaluationofallinitiativesandideas.

Aslapinthefaceofthequantitativeconcept“byanymeansnecessary”that
standsatthebaseofsomuchofthepoliticalpropagandaoftheherd.
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Self-Organization Enclosed Dies

Self-organization is the indispensable premise for the development of a subversive
practice of sociality.

This is made forcefully evident in the occupations.
But self-organization dies when trapped within the walls of an occupied space.
Subversive libertarian theory and practice cannot be exhausted in the conserva-

tion of a space, even an occupied one. Their development excludes a static dimen-
sion.

The very idea of self-organization is inconceivable if it is not extended to
all aspects of life and cannot accept confinement within four walls. When
confined, self-organization inevitably becomes the self-organization of misery, the
self-organization of the ghetto.

Grasping at crumbs that fall from the banquet of the powerful when there is a
world to be reconquered is a discourse of meager self-preservation that is foreign
to us, that is congenial instead to the plans of control and recuperation of those in
power.

The experiences of the social centers and occupied spaces of the 1980 s in Italy
and internationally gives a clear picture of the sad end reached by the self-organized
reality that was closed in on itself.

The stages gone through in this self-extinction are recurring a great lack of ac-
tivity addressed to the outside world. In particular, no political activity. All political
activity, experienced as the root of corruption, is demonized and identified — not
completely wrongly — as useless, sacrificial activity.

At this point, one specialized in laying stress on other cages that of “artis-
tic”/artisan creativity, self-construction, self-production, collective work or
entertainment-sex, drugs, rock’n’roll.

The peculiarity and the specialization of the self-organizers into one or a few
of these activities are separated from the rest of life that is only faced individually,
when it slams us in the face. Among the first “political” forms to collapse is the as-
sembly that comes to be seen as a useless waste of time. Superfluous in a group of
a few individuals, that is always useful to talkative small-time leaders. Owing to its
very limits, the assembly is always exhaustive and remains a tool of confrontation
and collective decision that is not replaceable in the populous squats that are rich
in initiatives. The avoidance of confrontations, especially collective ones, is indis-
pensable to the little leaders in formation so that they can impose their initiatives
as accomplished facts.

The camp followers, for their part, are quite happy not to have to waste time in
a frustrating situation where others are expressing themselves while they always
remain mute and passive.
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organized realities Rome and Milan.
And let s now consider how the consequences of the agreements accepted by the

large places in these two cities compare with the rest of the world it should be clear
that if one cannot occupy and hold a space without coming to terms with the parties
here — where the masses exist and where therefore, according to the sheep-like
mentality of democracy, the biggest struggles exist, even if they are insignificant
from the revolutionary standpoint — we must take the reality in the provinces or of
those who — ah, calamity — have the fault of not having a mass behind them into
account.

Let’s imagine the attitude of the administrators who would be quite certain of
their political invulnerability in the face of so many examples if they were to evict
those who do not submit to such agreements. When there are such clear precedents,
the course is obvious (except that blood does not flow thereafter and so even more
clear precedents develop).

Every other place, those that already exist, but especially the new ones, those
in the big cities, but especially those in the small towns and provinces, and above
all those who have made no agreements, will find themselves facing immediate and
military repression or the alternative of accepting a state of affairs determined in a
limiting sense by the agreements already accepted by other realities “in high places”,
more legitimate before the authorities.

And all the occupied spaces that continue refusing to have anything to do with
a dialogue with those in power and that find themselves coexisting with the groups
that have pushed for legal recognition will be evicted by force the evictors will be
fully justified in their operation of repression by the agreements accepted by the
large spaces in the cities, agreements that reestablish a dividing line in the eyes of
public opinion between the good (who accept dialogue with the institutions) and
the bad (who refuse it).

The possibility for carrying out new occupations will be definitively closed, as
can be seen quite well in other lands in Europe where the legalization of squats is
in effect. Anyone who wants a space can send a request to the administration and
wait trustingly. Anyone who still insists on occupying will immediately be evicted.

The seriousness of the responsibility of those who want or seek an unneces-
sary dialogue with Power is amplified by the fact that this sphere is presented as
a united group that has indicated a precise line that is rigorously observed by all
of its associates for every initiative, creating specific positions in the milieu of the
extreme left itself it is no accident that there are situations of dispute and conflict
within cities such as Rome, Padua, Florence and Milan. The situations that do not
align themselves, even though they are still part of the left, are left out of considera-
tion and ignored by official news sources the only voice represented to the outside
is that of those who decided to establish relations with the institutions and who
impose themselves as the sole existing interlocutor.
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offourwallsthattheyhavenotdirectlygrantedonlyontheconditionthatthe
methodsandultimateaimsoftheothersidearenotinconflictwiththestatusquo.
Thus,thefreeandvoluntaryservicesthecentersprovidetofillthegapsinthestate
assistanceprogramsarequitefitting.Thesocialworkthatlegitimatestheexistence
oftheSocialCentersalsolegitimatesthoseinpowerwhoallowthemtoexistand
thepositivegovernmentcollaborationthatcouldimproveourwayoflifewithin
thisstatewithouteverputtingitsrealandproperexistenceindanger.

But,incredibly,itisnotjustthepartiesofrecuperationthatpushforlegalization,
forpeacefulsurvivalandcoexistence,forare-entryofthemomentsofrevoltinto
categoriesmoreeasilyassimilatedbyPower,asitwouldmakesensetothink,but
alsosomewhocouldactuallybesaidtobeainvolvedinthatspherethat,withall
duereservations,wewillcall“themovement”,particularlytherealmoftheso-called
Autonomia.

Inthiscase,itseemsthattherequestsforlegalizationandforreconciliation
withtheinstitutionsmustgohandinhandwiththeconsolidationoftheirposition,
thatistosaywiththerecognitionofapowerorcounter-powerasonemayprefer
tosay.Itisadirectconsequenceofawayoflivingthathaslittletodowithone’s
desiresandthewilltobefree,butratherdevelopsfromapoliticalmethodologythat
hasalreadyrevealeditsmonstrousbankruptcytoeveryoneevenontheindividual
plane.

Inordertofundamentallyunderstandwhattheresponsibilitiesoftheabove-
mentionedmovementforlegalizationare,let’skeepafewspecificsinmind:

1.Intheireyes,thesocialcenterismadelegitimateonlythroughmassuse.
2.News,meansofcommunication,rightsofuseand,aboveall,activitiesare

establishedinstrictrelationtotheexistenceofprecisesocialclasses(thesame
onesthatPowerprovides)proletarians,students,immigrantsofcolor.

3.Everyindividualdimensionofrevolutionisignored,orone’slifeisnotreally
absolutelytransformed,butisdividedbetween“personal”timeand“free”mil-
itanttime.

4.Eventheimaginaryrevolutionarydisappearsnolonger“Wedon’tbelievein
themedia”,but“weuseitbecausecommunicationispowerful”nolonger“in
ordertohaveafutureitisnecessaryfirsttodreamit”,becauseitistimetobe
definitivesincethereisalwaysamassinthestreetstowhomtogiveprecise
directionsnolonger“Downwiththepartymafias”becausenotallpartiesare
equal,therearethepartiesoftheleftwithfriendsweknowwhocanhelp,
advise,defend,supportandfinanceusonlytheRightistheenemy.

Let’skeepthesefourspecificsinmind.
Let’sputitinitsplaceintheItaliannationalpanorama,inwhichtherealities

ofatleastahundredoccupationshavebeensetinmotion,butthepubliclyavail-
ableinformationexclusivelyreflects(asisthecustomofthemassmedia)twogreat
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Delegationdevelopsasthenormalwayofrelating,andwithitslanderandcom-
plainingassafetyvalvesformalcontents.

Withtheclosingdownofactivitydealingwiththeoutside,theinherentlyhier-
archicalspiritofthegangprevails,andthedivisionofrolesinaccordancewiththis
hierarchy.

Theleadersandtheunderlingscomeintoexistence.Trueleaderswhodecide
withouteverconsultingtheothers,butwho“smellout”what’sblowinginthewind.
Theapplicationoftheleader’sdecisionsfallstotheunderlingsfoundinthegroup
ofthemostfaithfulthatrevolvesaroundtheleader.

Eveninsituationsofovercrowding,friendlyrelations—“We’reallfriendshere”
—thatleadtothealmostimmediateformationofmafia-stylerelationshipsprevail.
Thereisnolongerreallyacommonagreementtowhicheveryindividualagrees
becauseshehasfreelychosenit,discussingitwiththeothersandapprovingitac-
cordingtothemethodofunanimity.Instead,everythingisgrantedtothosewhoare
friendsoftheFriend,andnothingtothosewhofallintodisgraceorareconsidered
tobeoutsidethegang.(Miserable)Privilegeandabuseofpowerareperpetuated
withoutanypossibilityofmakingone’sargumentsheardinamomentofcollective
confrontationthatnolongerexists.Theonlywaystomakeoneselffeltareforce
andintrigue.

Alltheindividualtensionsbuiltupoutsideandonthejobexplodeinsidethe
squat.Thereisnolongeranypossibilityofreleasingthemoutside,wherethey
originate,sinceactivityrelatingtotheoutsideworldislacking.

Ifactivitiesrelatingtotheoutsideworldsurvive,itisamatterof“peaceful
things”shoddyandunnecessarycraftproduction,minorsocialservicesdelivered
withtheenthusiasmofagovernmentemployeeand,predominantly,concerts.

Everyoneismadetopay,notinordertofundnewself-determinedinitiatives,
buttomaintaintheorganizersof“self-organization”.Theconstantimpoverishment
ofideasthatonlyconfronteachotherinprivate.Assemblyonlyasaritualactivity
wearilyrepeated,harkingbacktotheerawhentherewasafeelinginthegroup.
Residenceinthesquatthatclearlyspringsfromanincapacitytocreateanything
else,howeverlimited,fromexpediencyandnotbychoice.

Atendencydevelopswiththepassingoftime,toprivatizeallthespacesand
tofitthosethatdonotserveforhabitationtocongenialbusinesseswiththeaim
ofmakingbothendsmeet.Transformationoftheoccupiedspaceintoahuge,de-
gradedshop,onwhichalltheoccupierswillhopetolive,cultivatingtheillusionof
escapingtheconfrontationwiththerestoftheworld.

Atthispoint,itisnolongerpossibletospeakofdisfiguredself-organization,
butonlyofdisfigurementassuch.

Allthemechanismsofalienation,authoritarianism,exploitationandsimplecon-
formity,fromwhichoneescapedbysquatting,arereproducedinsidetheoccupied
space,badlyimitated.
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The squatter first renounces direct action, content with the one that led to the
conquering of the space. Placing faith in being able to live on a happy island, she
renounces self-organization bit by bit. But the squat that loses self-organization
loses its spirit, its identity. All that is left is the condition of things.

Direct Action
As we all know, the act of occupying a building is a form of direct action illegal
— collective — carried out openly that leads a group of individuals to reconquer a
living space previously taken away from the collectivity by those in power.

The anarchist practice of direct action enlivens the self-determination of exist-
ing occupations, bestowing the precise dynamic dimension that can transform oc-
cupations from warehouses for all the poor and dispossessed, advancing from the
state of things in the spreading experience of liberation.

We who cultivate the taste for adventure and the free flow of the passions see
that only through the ongoing practice of direct action, springing beyond the four
walls, going beyond the limits of lawfulness imposed by the state, can we succeed
in opening new spaces for the self-organization of our lives outside the squat and
instilling new dignity into the existing occupations. In short, in spreading the prac-
tice of generalized self-organization here and now.

The Label of Self-Organization
In the varied panorama of the occupations in Italy, a set of social centers stand out
from the rest for their unique interpretation of self-organization.

In these centers, the political form of alienation distinctly prevails over other
forms (artistic, existential, productive). These centers are also where the zombies
of sacrificial militance crawl. Their matrix is marxist-leninist with a bit of stalinist
and maoist coloring here and there. Here, and only here, ideology never dies, time
has stopped, beards, icons of Che and 3-D hammers and sickles are all around.

The only reason why they arise is the mass aggregation around political objec-
tives decided at the top of the political organizations that lead them. It is really no
surprise that these Centers offer only a sham form of self-organization, a discourse
that is not practiced. But is good for waving as a flag.

Some of these CSA (Autonomous Social Centers) stand out for an instrumental,
spectacularized and centralized management of music. Very accommodating to
commodification and the star system.

If the aim is to bring in a lot of people, then it is better that the big name Group
plays, even if whores in the service of the capitalists of the big recording multina-
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Initiatives and actions, demonstrations and struggles are proposed to a move-
ment already content with the illusion of having snatched a few square meters from
the profiteers. In the practice of direct action, the movement, in fact, expresses it-
self in fixed and spectacularized terms the sportive Berlin May Day ritual is a clear
example.

In Hamburg, despite the celebrated radicality of Hafenstrasse, the squats have
all been legalized. Those who occupy a space are evicted in 24 hours. A few squat-
ters have come to confront the problem of where to live by living in caravans. The
same solution was adopted in Bema Zaffaraya is a field of trailers and trucks on the
outskirts, inhabited by about twenty squatters.

The Political Responsibility of those Who Desire Le-
galization
In the last few years, almost all of the leftist parties have made their alleged sympa-
thy for the Social Centers clear of course, this has happened, above all, because of
the utilitarian opposition that they want to see appear in the confrontations with
the Right (the monster appointed for struggling against, while ignoring everything
else and voting for the left while “holding one’s nose”), the hateful and hardened
position of which in relation to the CSA is well known.

It is no accident that they don’t speak of occupations but of social centers this
awful term, with the flavor of the bureaucratic-socialist realpolitik, encompasses
all the places, without making distinctions, that carry out functions of public utility
in the eyes of so-called civil society from senior centers to ceramic cooperatives,
from quick intervention for overdoses to rehearsal rooms for the district. All Social
Centers.

With such ambiguous concepts, the Left has let loose with everything in its
power, rambling on and on about solidarity with every open space, but always
avoiding any mention of occupations. As a consequence of this attitude, the red
councils have continued evicting every illegal space as soon as they get in office
from Genoa to Rome, following the ideal path of good leftist government that ev-
eryonewho has been evicted in the last ten years by the red councils in Turin, Milan,
Bologna, Genoa, etc., etc. know well. Looking very much like fascists.

We said above that it is no accident that the occupations are not mentioned the
parties of the Left (Rifondazione, PDS, Verde, Rete) are disposed to tolerate social
centers only if one of their functions is recognized by civil society and if they are
legitimated by the satisfaction of those who receive their services in a way that does
not undermine electoral consensus and to avoid the charge of tolerating situations
extraneous or downright hostile to the ruling order.

Put briefly, those in power come to terms with tolerating the physical existence
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LegalizationinForeignCountries

Despitethedifferencesinthedevelopmentandhistoryoftheoccupationsofnorth-
ernEurope,afewobservationsarepossible,particularlyabouttherelationshipthat
developedbetweenthesquatters’“movement”andthoseinpower.

Legalizationisoneofthemosteffectiveremediesagainsttheinconveniencesof
subversion.Itwasusedbythesocialdemocraticregimesinparticularinorderto
suppressthemostradicalandopenlysubversiveelements.

Already,yearsago,theTREVIplan,engineeredbythevariousMinistersofthe
InterioroftheEEC[EuropeanEconomicCommunity,precursoroftheEuropean
Union],workingtogether,againstallsocialsubversion,recommendedtworoadsfor
solvingtheproblemofsquatsthedirectinterventionofpublicforceortherecourse
to“gradualprocessesoflegalization/integration”(fromUmanitaNova28/11/1993).

Here,briefly,aresomeofthephenomenalegalizationhasproducedinthegreat
Europeancities,Hamburg,Berlin,Geneva,Paris,Zurich:

Separationdevelopsbetweentheaimsofthesquattersandthoseofthelegalized.
Legalizedspacesdonotnormallyoffersolidaritytoillegalspacesthreatenedwith
eviction.

Havingacquiredtheaccommodationsandlivingspacethroughacontractwith
theowner,thetensionoftheformeroccupiersdiminishestheyareseenlessfre-
quentlyatdemonstrationsandinstrugglesthedomesticsituationtakespriority
overthewilltoact.

InBerlinandHamburg,duringtheoccupationmovementoftheearly80’s,the
numberofillegalsquatswasgraduallyreduceduntiltheynearlyvanished.Atthe
sametimethemostradicalstrugglesalsodiminished.

Thecontractsbindtheoccupants.
Thehousesundercontractarerestructuredinaccordancewithagreementswith

theowner,graffitiandfacadesarepaintedoverandtheownerrequiresthepayment
ofrent.Thesquatteristransformedfromapotentialsubversivetotheutterlynor-
malassistedtenant.

Thealternativebusinessarises.
FromBerlintoGeneva,therearemanylegalizedSocialCentersthatpaytheir

bartenders,theirbillposters,thecashiersthattakethetickets.
Thebusinessofmusic,ofshows,offestivalsdevelops,andeveninthemost

alternativeplaces,theatrical,filmandmusicalgroupsrequestsubsidiesfromthe
municipality,blithelytramplingtheelementaryprinciplesofindependence,self-
financingandself-organizationunderfootforahandfulofcoinswhilecontinuing
toholdtothelabel,“alternative”.Furthermore,itisnotuncommonforthemto
willinglypaythevarioustaxesthatthestateimposesonmusicandshows.

Theybecomeisolatedfromthemostradicaldiscussions.
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tionalsmorepeoplewillcome.AndwhentheGreatGroupplaysintheGreatSocial
Centerofthemetropolis,…evenmorepeoplewillcome.

Thereisaninsufficientandirregularpracticeofself-constructionandanequally
inadequatepracticeofself-production.Self-productionisaped,withincrediblede-
lay,fromthepracticeoflibertarians.Butsuddenlymodernizedwithaudacityand
nimblyalignedwithmachiavellianJesuiticalthoughtthatjustifieseverymeansto
reachthesupremeendself-productionandself-organizationofmusicmiredinbusi-
ness,incommodification,inadvertising,thatplaceasterilizingstigmaonallthe
activityborninstrumentallyforthehigherpurpose.

TheCSAthatmade“autonomous”oneoftheirinitialsdonotreallyrefrainfrom
makingdemandsforstatesubsidiesandstateservices(restructuring,upkeep,sup-
plyofmaterials)inordertofurnishotherservicestothecollectivity,it’sunderstood.
Webetterexplainthetouristicapproachtothethematicofself-construction.

ItwouldbeagreatthingiftheSocialCentersthataresubsidizedbythestate
wouldputanendtothemisunderstandingbymakingitknowntoallthatthelast
letteroftheirinitialsstandsfor“assisted”andnotfor“autonomous”.

But,aboveall,averticaldecision-makingsystembasedonhierarchyanddele-
gationthathasnothingtodowithself-determinationsurvivesintheCSA.

Thesecentersworryverylittleaboutthespreadofthepracticeofself-
organization,butpayalotofattentiontothepoliticsoftheparty,determinedat
thetopoftheorganizations,wheretheSocialCenterscarryouttheroleofthe
driving-belt.ThecentralizationoftheGreatSocialCentershasthedevastatingef-
fectoftheimpoverishmentofthoseontheperipherysothatweslogan10-100-1000
occupationssoundslikeawager.

Intheend,manyCSAaremorethanavailableforaself-reformistandcompro-
misingpracticewiththepowersthatbe,withoppositionparties,go-betweensfrom
whichtheyhopetogainsecurity,recognition,guarantees,contracts,rightsand
moneyparticularlyifaninstitutionalparty-oneofthepartiesoftheleft-bestowsit
uponthem(evenifthereasonisthatofelectoralpropaganda).ThemythofUnity
oncommonideologicalbasescomesbackoutasaghost.Feigningignorance,they
reachthepointofpassinglegalization—thathasputanendtooccupationsinthe
restofEurope—offasapoliticalvictory.

Infact,withalargedoseoffoolishness,theycanevenfoolthemselvesinto
thinkingthatantagonisticstrugglescanstillbeconductedfromthecentersthatare
legalized,restructured,regulatedandcontrolledbythestate.

Theonethingthatcancertainlynotdevelopinsuchconditionsisself-
organization.Self-organizationrequiresmaximumfreedominordertodevelop.
Andtheself-organizationpracticedbysquattersistheonlycoherentbasisforthe
developmentofsubversioninsideandoutsidethesquat.
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Spectacularization
From their birth until a few months ago (in 1995), the achievements of the occu-
pied spaces were always censured by the great enslaved media (the press, radio,
TV). Their spectacularization was widespread only for the purpose of producing
superfluous services and for counter-cultural color or as episodes of dark gossip.
The image of the squatter tossed out to feed the masses fluctuated from the many-
colored young punk to the potential “terrorist”, autonome or anarchist. And all
were suspected of being on drugs.

Whenever the occupiers put some aspect of the state in crisis with their actions
then, of course, it had recourse to the second image, which was not so reassur-
ing, the image of heirs to the extremist fighting groups of the 70’s, rabid lunatics
completely isolated from the civil context. Otherwise, in the summer, a color sup-
plement appeared about the strange young people who don t want to hear about
work, who pierce their ears, tattoo themselves like animals and listen to rock music.
These headlines of the mainstream press were always opened with initial surprise
by the occupiers themselves.

The democratic opening to the spectacular/cultural aspects of the social spaces
is a fact that makes one reflect.

Through the mainstream press, the social spaces have been able to present their
spectacular-welfare aspect to the great masses while everything else is censured
or distorted, creating a significant and not uncertain mutilation in the collective
imaginary.

The situation has remained unchanged for years. For some time, particularly
since the CSA Leoncavallo [aka Leonka] was placed under eviction, we have wit-
nessed the thaw of more or less mainstream organs for the manipulation of consen-
sus that are in the hands of the institutional left in dealing with the extreme left,
Autonomia in particular, that is present in the CSA.

Two examplesThe flow of news stories about the clever kids of Leonka on RA13,
the Manifesto that is transformed into a tribune of the Autonomia on the question
of Social Centers.

What followed?
From its side, the institutional left (PLUS, Rifondazione, Rete, Verde — Italian

left parties) decided to initiate its electoral campaign against the victorious League
in Milan, using the eviction of Leoncavallo.

It is a prime example of political opportunism by the former PCI that, together
with comrade Craxi, had militarily evicted Leoncavallo and razed a good part of
it to the ground in 1989 as the government of the city. But the avid anti-Leaguist
upstart had suddenly changed his political evaluation of the Social Centers.

For their part, the Autonomia, that manages Leoncavallo, opted to save the old-
est and most celebrated Italian Social Center “by any means necessary”, the clear
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decision — from the top level — to seek out any sort of legitimation from the state.
In Milan, as in Rome, the Autonomia seeks the political power necessary to

snatch some recognition from the state. But this power is not there, and it is neces-
sary to tighten alliances and to form united fronts.

In Rome, the obscene embrace leads the CSA to gather signatures for legaliza-
tion togetherwith the ARCI and the boyscouts and to support Rutelli in the electoral
campaign. But in Milan, the “Popular Front” united around Leoncavallo finds its
most complete expression in the spectacle. Interviews, round tables, endless wait-
ing, processions, presidents, counter presidents, artists, acrobats, clowns, martyrs,
Oscar awards, progressive intellectuals, cast-iron and cops, pages in the dailies and
the worried mothers. Fiction and reality mix, and the spectacle becomes so total
that everything is changed into spectacle.

And with spectacularization comes sterilization.
Everything occurs within a great spectacle and the spectacle dominates all of

life.
The social center that chose the molotov to defend itself in 1989 now chooses

to defend itself through negotiation with its evictors. And the conditions are
quite hard. Two months of spectacle through the comrades of the institutional
left trapped Leoncavallo in a blind alley. The center was temporarily moved to
the extreme periphery, accepting very limiting conditions whenever they were
applied.

And when the people of Leoncavallo slip, straying from the script that they
agreed upon with the left parties and something occurs that doesn’t please the com-
rade owners of the media, first comes the thrashing and then the silence of censure.

In the meantime, for months the discouraging image imposed as the prototype
for the social center is passed along on all the TV stations and in every newspaper.
What pleases the party, Social Centers as places for the distribution of services to the
marginalized, as colorful extra-communitarians, as a place for the re-introduction
of the charitable houses, as a place of “free time”, of the unconnected, as containers
and reproducers of youth subculture, as centers for bringing together tensions that
are evidently sublimated there, ennobled only because they are part of the left and
definitively constitute a reservoir of votes and cadres for the parties of the left.

In essence, these social centers become aided and supplementary places for the
reproduction of conformity and normalization through the administration of ser-
vices that the state lacks for the increasing numbers of marginalized people in the
big cities who might become a problem for the public order.

This may be the most disquieting aspect of the spectacularization carried out by
the left united around Leoncavallo.


