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work in parallel with them as it can be mutually beneficial, but we must do so on
our own terms. Tight integration into their structures prevents anarchic principles
from developing, and often the abuses or vulnerabilities to infiltration within these
orgs affect us to. Left Unity is a spectre of a past that never existed, and we need to
stop listening to authoritarians who say that we’re similar.

If the goal of security culture is to minimize disruption either by imprisonment
or even endless discursive loops, then we need to be attuned to how affinity fraud
can wreak havoc within our movements. Intersectional approaches are critical, but
reflexive deference in the name of intersectionality allows for malicious actors to
exploit our empathy and disrupt our abilities to organize.

As was said before, this isn’t the most pressing issue, but it’s not something we
can pretend doesn’t happen either. When one assess risk, they can accept it if the
mitigations against it are too costly. Maybe you choose to accept risks of disruption
because you couldn’t bear to not take an accusation of abuse or solicitation for help
seriously. Maybe you choose to minimize the risks affinity fraud poses because
you’ve seen it shred social networks. More likely, it’s something in between. I
can’t tell you what approach will lead to the least harm. I can only characterize
the phenomenon and hope that every individual and crew reflects on how affinity
fraud could disrupt their ability to organize.
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Theexactnatureofanysolutiondependsonthenatureofthescenewherethe
fraudistakingplace.Whatfollowsaresuggestionsforhowtheseissuescouldbe
resolved,butthey’rebynomeansedictsaboutwhattochange.

Harassersandabuserscansoeasilyaccusepeoplewithdominantidentitiesof
beingracistsorsexistsbecauseofhowoftenthat’sactuallytrue.Thesolutionisn’t
todoubtallaccusationsofshittybehavior,buttoeradicatetheshittybehaviorinthe
firstplacesothateveryaccusationcanbetakenseriouslyandactuallyinvestigated
andresolved.Partoffraudsters’modusoperandiistousevagueorfabricatedevi-
denceoftheproblematicbehavior.Becauseincasesofactualabuse,thereneedsto
berespectforthewishesandanonymityofthevictims,wecannotaskforiron-clad
evidenceofabuse,buttothelargestdegreepossibleweshoulddemandthatcall-
outshavesufficientevidencetodemonstratethebehavioractuallyoccurred.This
isespeciallytrueinonlinespaceswhereevidenceshouldbeample.Evenifscreen-
shotscanbefabricated,havingnoevidenceatallisaneasyredflag.Wedonot
haveinfinitecapacityfortransformativejustice,andjustaswetellsexpeststhat
theyneedtofuckoffforever,harassersanddisruptorswhoconstantlystirupshit
needtobewalledofffromourscenes.

Ifourcollectives,crews,andsocialnetworkswildlyoverrepresentpeoplewith
dominantidentities,weneedtoreflectonwhythatis.Theeffectsofthechanges
wemakewillnotquicklybearfruit,andinpartsuchchangesdependonthewhole
scenechanging(elsehowwouldthemarginalizedknowyourcrewissafeforthem?).
Fishingfordiversityleavesastrangeopeningforinfiltration,andbybuildinggen-
uinesolidarity,wecanclosethatoff.

Thedevelopmentandprevalenceofideologicallyprincipledanalytictechniques
isprobablythesimplestcountertoaffinityfraudthatworksintheshort-term.
Fraudstersrelyontheirfraudnotbeingnamedforittobesuccessful.Detecting
it,namingit,andthenpushingbackwithitusinggenuineprinciplesofsolidarity
andanti-authoritarianismtendtohavesomeamountofsuccess.Doingsomight
notwintheargumenteverytime,butitcanplanttheseedofdoubtinthemindsof
bystandersandotherparticipants.Maybenexttimethepersontriestopullsome
bullshitandhidebehindtheiridentity,they’llhaveonelessally.

Whatwecan’tdoisrepeatwhattheworstdeferencepolitikersdoandaccuse
everyonewedon’tlikeofnotactuallyholdingtheiridentity.Ourargumentsand
positionsshouldbesynthesizedfromboththelivedexperiencesofthemarginalized
andapolitical/ethicalframework.Apositionispoorbecauseitdoesnotreflect
realityorbecauseitisnotinalignmentwithaliberatorypolitic.Apositionisgood
becauseoftheworlditbringsaboutnotbecauseoftheidentityofaspeakeralone.

Alessonthatcanbehardforsometolearnisthatanarchismisitsownproject.
IthasfarlessincommonwithStalinismorsocialdemocracythantheproponents
ofthoseideologieswouldcaretoadmit.Wedonotneedunity,andwedonotneed
tobowtotheauthoritiesthatspeakonbehalfoftheseideologies.Attimes,wewill
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Ağacabaltavurmuşlar“sapıbedenimden”
demiş.
Theyhitthetreewithanaxe,andthetreesaid
“thehandleisofmybody.”

Turkishproverb

Introduction

Thiszineexploreshowidentitycanprovidecamouflagethatallowsforintentional
orincidentaldisruptionofradicalcirclesandorganizing,andhowthesecuritycul-
turewe’vedevelopedtomitigatemanythreatscanclashwiththeanti-racist,anti-
sexist,andotherwiseprogressivenormswithinourmovements.Whatthiszineis
notisafullreviewoftheglaringlyobviouswaysthatourorganizingcanbedis-
ruptedbydirectdefamationfromStateandState-adjacentactorsorthroughthe
abusescommittedbymembersofourradicalcommunitieswithdominantidenti-
tieswhowield(whitepatriarchal)power.Thosethreatsexist,buttheyarealsothe
onesmostfrequentlyaddressed.

“TheLeft”

Thepoliticalmovementknownas“TheLeft”takesitsnamefromtheFrenchRevolu-
tionwherethosewhowantedamoredemocraticsystemsattotheleftofthechair
ofthepresidingmemberofparliament.Thenameisahistoricartifactratherthan
awell-definedidentity.Atpresent,TheLeftisnotaunifiedgroup,noris“leftism”
acoherentideology.It’sthecoalitionofthepoliticalunderdogsandthemarginal-
izedwhogenerallypushtowardamoreegalitarianandprogressivesociety.Despite
therebeingnosuchthingasTheLeft,thephraseitselfcanbeusefulfordiscussing
trendsthatexistacrossavarietyofmoreconcretelydefinedandinternallyconsis-
tentideologieslikeanarchism,communism,anddemocraticsocialism.

Supportfortheunderdogs,thedowntrodden,andthemarginalizedisthedefin-
ingfeatureofTheLeft.1ItmightmanifestassimplyasocialwelfareStatethat
doesn’tevenmakeapretenseofabolishingimperialismorbillionaires,oritmay
bedecentralizedgroupstryingtoeradicateallpowerheldoverotherstocreatea
societywithoutrulersandcoercion.Whatevertheflavorofleftism,thereisusually
somedegreeofacknowledgementofexistingmarginalizationsandsomedegreeof
deferencetothemarginalizedashavingvoicesthatarenotjustvaluableontheir
own,butthatareinneedofbeingupliftedtobeheardoverthedroneofthestatus
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quo.
As one trends more radical, the drive to help the most oppressed increases. It

becomes less a kindness that one should dole out when they have the time or means
or disposition. The burning desire to help others becomes more and more a core
ethical consideration, and from this we draw our strength. Actual care for one an-
other, mutual aid, and a diversity of ideas give us an edge over the lurching machine
of the dominant society.

CharacterizingThe Left like this is important in the context of this zine because
of the hazy boundaries between groups and ideologies and the way in which theory,
praxis, and norms can pass easily between the different categories of ideologies
on The Left. Principled and radical groups may still find themselves influenced by
performative radlib ideas, and practices that are normalizedwithin one crewmay be
attacked endlessly fromwholly incompatible outsiders for “doing it wrong” because
“you’re a leftist just like us.”

Classic Affinity Fraud
Fraud, or rather deception for personal gain, is as old as human history. It’s in our
legends with trickster gods and our fables with warnings about taking advantage
of others in our communities. Today, we might rightly identify institutional actors
who have swindled our communities and taken funds for public works to pay for
penthouses. We can point out the grift that’s endemic among conservatives as they
race to reach a critical mass of influence or clout that gives them a free ride into
micro stardom and minor wealth. However, there is no social group that is devoid
of fraudsters, even The Left itself and its various components.

Affinity fraud is a type of deception that targets members of a particular group
where the fraudster pretends to be or genuinely is a member of that group and then
leverages that affinity to exploit others’ trust. In particular, affinity fraud tends
to target people based on their religion, their status as elderly, or their race and
pull them into fraudulent investment schemes. The initial distrust people carry
for strangers—especially when it comes to matters of money—is overcome by the
shared characteristics between the fraudster and the target. If the shared identities
or community itself isn’t enough, the fraudster might befriend and trick an author-
ity figure within the community then use their standing to establish the initial trust
with others that’s required for the scam.

Beyond the initial established trust, a tight-knit community might be unwilling
to seek legal or external help to deal with the fraudster and, outside of radical cir-

1Admittedly, some forms of right-wing populism have convinced the whites, the cis, the men (usually
all three) they they are the ones who are oppressed by the actually marginalized, so it isn’t truly a unique
feature of The Left to claim to support the oppressed. One can also easily point out that many parts of
The Left do not actually help the marginalized at all, though they claim to do so or believe they do.
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say online with next to no consequences.
More than the traceability of claims or consequences for actions is that the

low bandwidth asynchronous communication of text, emoji, and maybe some GIFs
makes it significantly harder to get a read on someone, though this is offset by peo-
ple being more vocal about their shitty opinions. In person, someone won’t have
minutes or hours to construct an answer if they feel themselves being caught in a lie.
The rapid nature of conversation means that in the same 10 minute period of con-
tinuous online vs. offline chat, far more information would be transferred by just
the words alone. This isn’t adding to the other vocal cues line intonation or accent
and visual cues like gesticulation, posture, or attire. The “vibe check” of talking to
someone in person is far more likely to reveal hidden traits. Maybe something feels
off, and often it’s nothing, maybe just neurodivergence or someone being unfamil-
iar with customs. But maybe some oddity warrants investigation, and in doing so
lies unravel.

The low barrier to entry and the minimal contact we have via posts and chat
versus shared physical spaces makes it far easier to barely pass as an anarchist and
get accepted. Online spaces are exceptionally susceptible to affinity fraud especially
among newly radicalized people whose primary contact to The Left is via these
online spaces.

Against Affinity Fraud

Affinity fraud is a security culture issue because of the way it can be used to harm
individuals and movements. It’s not themost important issue, but failing to address
it leaves us vulnerable to attack. We can shift our norms and security culture to
account for this kind of fraud while retaining the solidarity and altruism that are
fundamental to The Left.

This zine has a particular focus on how affinity fraud happens in online spaces
because it is overrepresented there relative to offline spaces, but also because affinity
fraud is used as a rhetorical device. Online spaces are purely discursive, so one
wields whatever they can to win the argument or convince people to take their
side. Affinity fraud is most perceptible there.

There is no acceptable solution to affinity fraud that looks like rescinding solidar-
ity with marginalized groups or putting them under increased scrutiny compared
to their dominant counterparts. There can be no cutting off of life-saving funds
because some of it might be given to frauds or grifters. While there are malicious
actors with marginalized identities, there are plenty more with dominant ones. We
can call out bad behavior when we see it, but dominant groups dictating terms for
marginalized groups on how to clean up house will get us nowhere. The solution
is to fix our scenes so that this behavior can’t thrive.
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attractivewoman.Shetoopostedlow-effort,generallyunobjectionablememes
andtakeswhichgaveherlegitimacy.Whenherpro-pedophiliatakesweren’t
enoughtocompletelydriveherfromonlineleftistspaces,shediedaperfecthero’s
deathdefendingarandomyoungwomanfromdomesticabuse.Exceptshenever
existedinthefirstplaceandwasthefabricationofAndrewPeterLloyd,amid-50s
manwhousedherpersona(andatleastoneknownpreviouspersona)tocoerce
sexoutofsexworkersandnudephotosfromonlineacquaintances.

Bothoftheseindividualsexplicitlyusedanarchismasacovertogetaccessto
women’sbodies.Bothofthemwereabletousehigh-prestigevaluesandidenti-
tiestoelevatethemselves.Bothofthemreliedonpeopletrustingtheirclaimed
politicsandidentitytodefraudthem.Butmostimportantly,withbothofthem,
therewerewarningsignscomingfromtheirshitty,incomplete,orincoherentpoli-
ticsthatalertedmoreexperiencedmembersofthecommunity,andthesewarnings
wereignoredanddismissedbyothers.Manyofthosetheyabusedwereharmed
afterDennisandAnarqxistasaidproblematicthings.Onlineandoff,thesethings
rarelyhappenoutoftheblue.There’swarnings.

BothDennisandAnarqxistausedrecycledgenericmemesandtakestogain
legitimacy.Speculatively,theknowledgebarriertoinfiltrationmentionedearlier
(thatfedsthinkanarchistsreadtoomuchtoinfiltrate)ismaybenolongertrueforas-
cendinginonlinespaces.Thisisn’t“justanonlineproblem”thoughasbothDennis
andAnarqxistawereabletousetheironlinelegitimacytohoptophysicalspaces.If
toomuchreadingisabarrierforfeds,thenmemorizingquipsasaproxyforpolitical
analysiswillbeashortcuttheyuse.

Whilethere’snotahardbreakbetweenonlineandofflinespaces,thereissome-
thingtobesaidaboutthewayalotofnewradicalsinteractwithonlinespaces.Not
allcandoon-the-groundworkbecauseofthingslikegeographicisolationormen-
talorphysicalhealthissues.Legitimateorganizingandanarchistthoughtcanand
doescomefromonlinespaces,buttheyhaveverylowbarrierstoentry.Somehow
thesespacesstillgettreatedbytheirdenizensasinterchangeablewithinfoshopsor
squats.Inphysicalspaces,claimsaremoreeasilyverifiable.Ifoneclaimstohave
beenaroundalongtimeorevenatjustoneparticularevent,thiscanusuallybe
checked.Onegetsareputationthatcanfollowthem,andtheycan’tsheditjustby
makinganewaccount.Physicalspacesalsotendtoholdnewcomerstoaminimum
standardfortheirbehaviororbeliefs,butwithonlinespacespeoplecanbounce
aroundandfindcommunitiesthathavenoattachmenttoestablishedanarchistthe-
oryorpraxisandnoelderstohelpguidenewcomers.Behaviororopinionsthatare
sounacceptabletheywouldgetone’smouthpunchedinphysicalspacesareoften
metwithoutconsequenceinonlinespaces.Evenwhenlookingonlyatanarchist
subculturesonlineandoff,thisinadvertentallowanceofscumbaggeryskewsthe
Overtonwindowandmakesitseemlikeunacceptabletopicsarefine.Thingsthat
wouldgetLloyddraggedfromameetingandstompedarethingsAnarqxistacould
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cles,thiscanmeanlittletonorecourseagainstthefraudster.Thismaybedoneto
protectthereputationofindividualswithinthegrouporthatofthegroupitself,
andthissilenceandopaquenesscanallowthefraudstertocontinueconningothers.
Thephrase“butthey’reoneofus!”canbeusedbyco-conspiratorsorcredulous
victimstodissuaderetributionorevenacknowledgementoftheharmsthatwere
committed.

ThreatsandSecurityCulture
TheLeftisunderperpetualthreatofdisruptionfromStateandnon-Stateactors.
Underso-called“liberaldemocracy,”thisisprincipallycarriedoutbyStatedomestic
intelligenceagenciesandlocallawenforcement.Theysurveil,entrap,prosecute,
levyfinesagainst,andimprisonthosewhowouldopposetheirhegemony.Other
methodsincludewhatmightbeaptlycalledsabotagewhereinterpersonalconflicts
arefanned,timeiswasted,orrumorsarespread.Inmanycases,lawenforcement
mightbethespark,butweareboththetinderandtheflamethattorchesourscene.

Non-Stateactors—suchasfar-rightgangs,onlinetrolls,orconservative
neighbors—mightusesimilarmeansofdisruption.Opensourceintelligence
(OSINT),orrathertheuseofdatalikesocialmediaorpublicrecords,canreveal
tremendousamountsofactionableinformation,andthiscanleadtodoxxing,
propertydestruction,orbodilyharm.Achiefgoaloftheseeffortsisfinancialharm
viathelossofworkfromdoxxingorhavingtopaytorepairorreplaceadamaged
homeorotherpossessions.Inparticular,onlinetrollscanveryeasilydisrupt
onlinespacesthankstothelooseconnectionsandtheeaseofcyclingthrough
inventedaliasesandaccounts.

Financialdisruptionisaparticularkindofharmfultobothindividualsandmove-
mentsbecause,asmuchaswemighttrytoexistoutsideofcapitalism,manyofour
basicneedscanonlybemet(atscale,atthistime)usingmoneyandcommerce.
Resourcesdoexistincludingautonomouslyrunsheltersfortheunhousedorsoup
kitchensforthehungryàlaFoodNotBombs.Neighborhoodsmightsetupfree
boxesforfoodorclothing,andsocialcentersmightstretchafewquidquitefarto
helppeoplemeettheirneeds.Buttryaswemight,wearelimitedbyouraccessto
moneyandcapital,andouradversariescanhitourwalletsasameansofslowing
orevenhaltingourwork.Boguschargesmightnotstick,butthehiringoflegal
counsel—orthepayingofbailwhereapplicable—canrapidlydepletefunds.Fines,
thecostofmovingflats,hospitalbills,andsooncanstackfastenoughtorequire
groupstomakechangesinstrategy.

Thenormsweestablishasameansofcounteringthetypesofdisruptionwe
faceareknownassecurityculture.Generally,theseincludehidingone’sidentity,
cautiouslysharinginformationonaneed-to-knowbasis,andpossiblyaboveall
elsevettingindividualsandestablishingtrust.Canonically,securitycultureaims
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to counter State repression via surveillance and infiltration, but this is too narrow
in scope since our adversaries aren’t always so clearly defined. We need to devise
strategies that counter all threats to our abilities to organize and achieve our goals
including those from unlikely actors.

Aside frommoney, time (as the clock ticks) and time (as in ourallocatable mental
capacities) are limited. Our activism and political projects are worked on in parallel
with our day/night jobs that put food in our bellies, and this activism often comes in
the time that remains after we have secure our own survival. What few remaining
hours we have available for coordinating and carrying out actions can—with some
effort—be reduced to nothing.

This is a known tactic of disruptors. The OSS2 Simple Sabotage Field Manual
published for distribution to civilians duringWWII lists numerous ways for them to
disrupt organizations with a whole section focusing on wasting time and creating
resentment between coworkers. COINTELPRO3 was an FBI program in the US that
aimed to disrupt the black power movement, communists, the anti-war movement,
and others that were deemed subversive. As part of this program, tactics that we
commonly call “psy ops” were heavily employed including defamation, the spread-
ing of rumors, and the creation of false leftist organizations to derail the movement
at large. The policy of Zersetzung (“decomposition” / “disruption”) by the Stasi of
the GDR4 included efforts to cause loss of self-confidence and alienation of targets
from their peers. Contained in the Snowden leaks of 2013 were documents describ-
ing the JTRIG5 methods of disrupting online communities. Social disruption is a
persistent feature of State repression and counter-insurgency efforts.

Before stating the argument of this zine, I want to first make the foundational com-
ponents of it quite clear.

1. The core of The Left is the reduction of oppression and fostering of egalitari-
anism with a focus on uplifting the marginalized.

2. Affinity fraud is the use of shared or deferred-to identities by fraudsters to
establish trust that can then be exploited.

3. State and non-State disruption rely not just on surveillance and violent re-
pression, but also on underhanded and subtle methods.

Malicious actors are constantly looking at our patterns and behaviors for openings
that they can exploit for some sort of gain. Security culture can hide many of these

2Office of Strategic Services, the United States’ predecessor to the CIA.
3Counter Intelligence Program
4German Democratic Republic. “East Germany.”
5Joint Threat Research Intelligence Group, a division of the GCHQ (Government Communications

Headquarters, a UK intelligence agency).
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Counter-insurgency efforts from the State security apparatus know the game
grifters and opportunists play and how their social status or even money alone are
primary driving factors. Influencers are used to launder centrist ideas and recuper-
ate radical movements. Sometimes they’re even outright paid for this! Celebrities
and internet influencers with marginalized identities are targeted for recuperative
efforts where they are encouraged to speak in favor of status quo. This might be
strike breaking or it might be simply calls for “moderate” responses to social crises.

Countering these counter-insurgency efforts is a challenge because a mass of
well-meaning but confused liberals act as footsoldiers of conservatism when they
attack anyone who pushes back against these grifters. The identity of the grifter
even when acting against the interests of the social movement they claim to repre-
sent is enough to defend against any criticism, and those who criticize are labeled
as racists or sexists.

January 2023
I first wrote this zine in June of 2022 but then let it dangle indefinitely after I finally
got COVID. What pushed me to tidy it up and submit it for publication was watch-
ing the radlib parts of the fediverse23 lose their minds over people pointing out that
the #fediblock hashtag while well-meaning (and invented by the marginalized!)
was routinely used to harass marginalized people by spreading vague statements
and half truths. This was on the heels of federal informant and rapist Laurelei Bailey
being outed as a mod of a Mastodon instance24 after using her position as a trans
woman to defend abuse and attack other trans women.

To pile these cases on further, between submitting this zine and its acceptance,
two popular figures in the online anarchist world were outed as engaging in affinity
fraud and sexual abuse: Dennis the Peasant (from the US) followed by Anarqxista
Goldman (from the UK). I would be remiss to leave these two additions out.

Dennis had a rapid rise to online notoriety by posting low-effort anarchist
memes and takes, being incendiary, and insinuating more involvement with both
the George Floyd insurrection and Portland anarchist scene than he actually had.
He hand stitched patches on to his jacket, listened to Pat the Bunny, and extolled
the virtues of Tiqqun and Foucault. He got outed and then admitted to rape and
other forms of sexual abuse. When doxxed, it was learned that he was a trust fund
yuppie who attended a private university and was afraid to set foot in infoshops.

Anarqxista had a similar ascendency online for being a prolific (merely by
quantity) writer who churned out several books with hundreds of pages, for being
a take-no-shit firebrand anarcha-feminist, and in no small part for being hyper-
sexual, a full-service sex worker, and a conventionally-by-western-standards

23The federated publication services like Mastodon.
24She was also previously outed as a mod of /r/antiwork which is a tale for another time.
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GriftersandOpportunists

Grifting,asthetermisusedinradicalcircles,iswhensomeoneusesthetheirgen-
uineorfabricatedstatusaspartofTheLefttomateriallyprofitfromthatstatus.
Similarly,opportunistsarethosewholatchontoamovementtoascendtopower
eveniftheydon’thavegenuinesupportforit.Thiscancomeinmanyformsinclud-
ingfundraisingdirectlyforone’sself,creatingPatreonpagestobecomea“paid”
activistthenamassingwealth,appointingone’sselftoaleadershipposition,chas-
ingfameandnotoriety,orelevatingone’sselftonegotiatingwiththeStateon
behalfofamovement.

Griftersandopportunistsdon’thavetouseidentityasmuchasotherformsof
affinityfraudwithinTheLeft,andatthehighestlevelstheneventendtobewhite
and/ormen.Themainidentitytheyclaimisoftenjust“leftism,”anti-capitalism,or
nondescriptsocialism.

Acommoncritiqueanarchistshaveofworker’sunionsisthatunionsusethe
rank-and-fileworkerstoelevatetheunionrepstothelevelsofthebossesinsteadof
tearingdownthehierarchythatleadstobossesinthefirstplace.Likewise,grifters
andopportunistsoftenimplythattheirstatusisnecessaryforTheLeft.Theygive
avoicetothevoiceless(despitethemhavingvoicesoftheirown),theynegotiate
onourbehalf(withoutourinput),andtheydisproportionallydrivethenarratives
throughsocialortraditionalmedia(asifwecouldn’thavetheseconversationsour-
selves).

Oneexampleofthecovertprestigeofclaimingtobean“antifascistresearcher”—
otherwisethesepeoplewouldn’tbeabletoascendtoundeservedheights.Likewise,
withinradicalandevenacademicmilieusthere’ssomecovertprestigetoholding
marginalizedidentities.Otherwise,therewouldn’tbesomanycasesofblackface
likeinthecaseofCVVitolo-Haddad.Pop-leftinfluencers,“organizers,”podcasters,
andsoonoftenclaimtobeanarchistsoranti-authoritarian,andthatisenoughto
derailclaimsthattheyareactingoutsideoftheirstatedprinciples.Whilepeople
gohungryorrationlife-savingmedicine,whilethey’rehomelessorsufferingfrom
dysmorphia,thesegrifterssolicitdonationsthroughtheirnon-profits.Theyrake
incashthroughrecurringPatreonsubscriptionsandone-offcampaigns.Theybuy
luxurioushouseswithmoneyfromwell-meaningpoorqueersandantifascists.

Beyondtheiractionsatthesurfacebeingcounter-productivefordeveloping
principledradicalcommunities,theexistenceoffigureheadsisitselfathreattoout
movements.TheentirehistoryofTheLefthasbeenplaguedbyStatesecurityappa-
ratusestargetingmovements’elitesasameansofdisruption.Theelitehaveavested
interestinprotectingtheirposition,whichoftenmeansholdingprogressivelymore
milquetoasttakesastimegoeson,butalsoinbendingtonegotiatewiththeState.
Iftheyfailtonegotiate,they’repassedoverandthenextinlinebecomesthenego-
tiatorandthusreapsthebenefits.
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patternsandreducethewaysinwhichtheyareexploitable.However,someofour
behaviorsarecoretoourpoliticalandethicalphilosophies,andwecannothide
them.Weloudlyannouncethemeverychancewegetasameansofestablishing
whoweare,aspropagandatoattractlike-mindedindividuals,andtospreadthe
ideathatanotherworldispossible.

Thus,ourempathyandeffortstocompensateforprejudicesthatareexplicitin
broadersocietyandresidualinourselvesarenotjustamongourgreatestassetsbut
arecentraltomanyleftistmovements.However,withoutduecaution,thisempathy
andtheseegalitarianmeasurescanbecomeavectorfordisruption.

ExploitableCounter-Prejudices

Weliveinaracist,sexist,queerphobic,andotherwisediscriminatoryandoppres-
sivesociety.Becausewegrewupandcontinuetobesocializedinthisprejudiced
world,weourselveshaveinternalizedmanyofthesephobiasand*-isms.Theyare
thereinoursubconsciousandourhabits,ormaybethey’rejusthidinginourblind
spotsbecausewelacktheknowledgeorcontextneededtoseehowourbehaviors
harmothers.Atopthat,manymembersofTheLeftareunwillingtogiveupwhat
privilegesoradvantagestheyhave,ortheyactivelywieldthemtogainstatusand
poweroverothers.Morethanunethical,thisactivelyimpedesorganizingeffortsby
drivingawayvaluablecontributorsandcreatingfractureswithinthecommunity.

Tocounterthesetendencies,groupswilltakeintentionalstepstominimizehow
oftentheseoppressivebehaviorsappearandhowmuchharmtheycancausewhen
theydo.Letuscallthesestepsandpracticescounter-prejudices.Becausesociety—
eventheradicalparts—ismisogynistanddefaultstoprotectingabusivemen,the
mantra“believewomen”rosetoprominenceasacountertothereflexivedefense
ofabusersanddismissalofvictims.Duringmeetings,somegroupsusea“progres-
sivestack”togiveprioritytomarginalizedvoicestoallowthemtobeheardwhen
outnumberedbydominantgroupswhoareusedtotalkingoverothers.Toprevent
groupswhocauseharmfromexculpatingthemselves,welistentothemarginalized
aboutwhatisorisn’tracistorableist.Therearemanysuchstrategies.

Inmanycircles,suchmeasuresoftendonotgofarenoughasthecirclesare
inundatedwithbrocialistsandmanarchists,classreductionists,andvarioustypes
ofbigotedindividualswhoplacetheirpersonalgain—eitherasanindividualorfor
theirdemographic—aboveallelse,butwherethesecounter-prejudicesareskillfully
applied,themarginalizedarefarbetterincluded,andmovementsflourish.

Theestablishmentofthesenormsforourconductinpublicandprivatecreates
abottom-upmechanismwhereweareallresponsibleforcheckingeachother’s
actions,andthisdecentralizationallowsanyonetoraisecomplaintsandrallyapeer
grouptohelpaddressharms.Insomenon-existentidealizedworld,eachcaseof
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harm would be judged purely on its own, but with limited time and knowledge, the
default of believing the most marginalized reduces harm in a majority of cases and
is a pragmatic starting point for further investigation. To prevent ourselves from
slipping back to the status quo of misogyny, white supremacy, etc., we couple this
default position with some amount of taboo of questioning the marginalized when
they speak out against being wronged.

The general disposition is to not question the person who was harmed, espe-
cially when they aremarginalized andmoreso when they aremultiply marginalized.
It’s admonishable to doubt a woman who calls out a man for abusing her. We’re
told to check our internalized racism if we side with the person that a PoC member
of our crew accused of making racially bigoted remarks. However, this counter-
prejudice bulwark we’ve built up to hold back many of the worst behaviors in our
society can just as well be turned against us.

This hijacking of counter-prejudice happens in many ways with more or less
the following playbook:

1. A social circle establishes a norm of counter-prejudice.
2. A malicious actor has or claims to have an identity that is marginalized or

deferred to.
3. The malicious actor makes demands, causes harm, or makes accusations that

benefit them in some way.
4. When someone opposes the malicious actor, they are then called out as big-

oted by either by the actor themselves or other credulous members of the
group.

The malicious actor does not have to act alone, and often they do not. They don’t
even have to establish trust and rope people into their scheme. They can rely solely
on the pre-existing norms within the group to provide them with unwitting co-
conspirators and ideological cover.

In these discussions, the phrase “malicious actor” does not strictly mean infor-
mant or saboteur, though in some cases it does. It means someone who is acting
counter to the goals of the group or for personal gain. In an anarchist or anti-
authoritarian crew, it could mean someone who generally is an anarchist, but cul-
tivates social capital to always get their way or shut out people they squabble with.
In an anti-racist collective, it could mean someone who is themselves anti-racist
and works to those goals, but uses the established anti-racist framework to elevate
themselves to a position they can leverage for media presence or financial gain. The
malicious actor places personal gain over the normalized altruistic ethical frame-
work within their group.

As said before, there are many groups that recreate all the existing hierarchies
we have in society, and in such circles the exploitation of counter-prejudice is less
effective and seems to be less frequently used. On the other hand, circles that
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The most blatant affinity fraud happens within anarchism, however, seems to
be at border of the nihilist/insurrecto (and often also anti-civ and egoist) anarchist
thought and the most anarchist-themed parts of the Boogaloo21 movement in the
US.22 Many of them have adopted an anarcho-themed aesthetic that is similar to
that of the insurrectos including but not limited to the circle-A logo, the chaos star,
and glitch-wave aesthetics for their memes. They call themselves anarchists and
quote famous anarchists while advocating for praxes and goals that are explicitly
at odds with anarchism. The affinity many anarchist seem to feel with them comes
from edgy vibes, wanting to shoot at the government, and the boog not (always)
being explicit nazis. It’s unclear to what extent the core of the boog that dresses
in anarchist attire actually believes they’re anarchists, but we know that national
anarchism attempted fascist entryism into anarchist spaces, and we know that neo-
nazis dress up as right libertarians to recruit and co-opt those spaces. We have to
believe that at least some portion of the anarchist-themed boogs are attempting
explicit ideological fraud.

The very idea of Left Unity itself is affinity fraud. This term is primarily thrown
around by the statist parts of The Left to gain obedience by the libertarian left. It
claims that there is a shared identity between incompatible parts of The Left, and
acquiescence to party-centric forms of organizing for some vague sense of togeth-
erness defangs the most radical parts. The anarchist parts of the left are successful
at what they do precisely because they do not adhere to some code of conduct that
attempts to minimize conflict between fellow travelers on some socialist road. A
line on the matter, while a little reductive, that’s been stuck in my head for many
years is:

The enemy of my enemy is my enemy’s enemy. No more. No less.

Just because someone looks like you and talks like you, just because some org
says that your goals are their goals does not mean that you need to bend to them or
give up your principles for some imagined great revolutionary coalition. It doesn’t
mean that you should tolerate the aspects of how they organize or their beliefs that
contradict your own. One shouldn’t stay constrained to a narrow ideological path,
and exposure to other ideas, even if they’re not adopted, helps us grow ethically
and politically. It can be instructive even if only teaching by counterexample, but
we have to be wary of the influence of those who share a vibe with us as they might
intentionally be trying to derail our projects.

21The quasi-militia far-right anti-government movement that takes it name from riffing on a meme
and ending up with “Civil War 2: Electric Boogaloo.”

22I don’t mean to pick on the US so much, but you folx for all your incredible contributions can be so
strange and wrong about so much too, and you do it so loudly. I also blame tech companies and their
algorithms for dominating the internet with what you say.
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identities—thosewhocanprovidesomethingthecrew“needs”—isexposingone’s
crewtoaffinityfraud.

FalseFriends

ThevaguenessofTheLeftmakesitdifficulttodeterminebothnominalalliesand
enemies.Generally,enemiestendtobetheUK,US,andotherimperialistEuropean
States;billionaires,bosses,andlandlords;andcops.Thisisonlygenerallytrue,be-
causedependingonwhoyouask,some“People’sCops”and“People’sBillionaires”
aregoodandcool,actually.Imperialismisoftenshrunkdowntotheanglophonena-
tionsandWesternEurope.Alliestendtobemarginalizedgroups(naturally),States
thathistoricallywereimpactedbyoropposedUSimperialism,andStatesortheo-
ristswhoatonepointraisedredbanners.TheLefttendstobesomewhatstuckon
asimplisticviewoftheworldthatmoreorlessmapstothelinesdrawnbetween
EastandWestduringtheColdWar.

Tomanyleftistsintheanglosphere,theirworldviewhasbasicallyreduceddown
to“UK/USbad,theirenemiesgood.”Thisdoesn’taccountforthenuancesofthe
myriadofviewsheldbythepeopleinthoseStates,anditmakesthemistakeof
endorsingnationalists’viewsoftheunityofpeopleandtheState.Itignoresthe
factthatsincetheRussianandChineserevolutionandthefalloftheirallegedcom-
munism,thatStates,thecultureswithintheirborders,andpoliticalpartieshaveall
changeddramatically.StateandState-adjacentactorscapitalizeonthisandwill
leverageeithertheaestheticofSovietcommunismortheiroppositiontotheWest
toprotecttheirinterestsfromtheireofradicalanalysisandaction.Weseethis
whentherearecheersforRussianandChineseStateofficialsandmediaoutlets.
“Alternative”“independent”newslikeRedfishandTheGrayzonearejustrepack-
agedalt-imperialistpropagandathatreliesonsomedesireforastrongandunified
LefttosupportsomeDuginistideaofamultipolarworld.

Thisaesthetic-basedalignmentwithnormativeallieswhooughttobeenemies
isnotlimitedtothebig-CcommunistpartsofTheLeft.Anarchistsarecurrently
trendingtowardanarcho-primitivismandanti-civanarchism,andwhilethesefla-
vorsofanarchismarenothugelyproblematicontheirown,20theyoftenbleedover
intothekindsofeco-extremismthatareincompatiblewithanarchismorevenleft-
ism.ThismanifestsasdefenseforthelikesoftheTedKaczynski(whobombedthe
leastculpable)andITS(whoclaimedfemicidestheydidn’tevencommit).What-
evermodicumofvaluetheircritiqueof“modernity”mighthaveiscompletelylost
intheirdisregardforlifeandautonomy,andtheveneerofanarchistthoughtgives
legitimacytoharmfulideas.

20Butatbest,theystillaren’tgreat.Insteadofhandingwavingandleavingyoutobelieveme,William
GilliswroteaboutitinAQuickAndDirtyCritiqueOfPrimitivist&AntiCivThought.
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practicecounter-prejudicecanfallintothetrapofdoing“hierarchicalinversion”
whereinsteadofremovinghierarchyentirely,theyflipthepyramidandplacethe
marginalizedabovethehistoricallydominantgroups.Thiscanstartwithastatistic
thattendstobetruerightnowinsocietyatlargebutwhichisessentializedintoa
universaltruth.Menmightstatisticallybetheprimaryperpetratorsofsexualvi-
olence,andthevictimsmightalsoprincipallybewomenandothermarginalized
genders,butthatneithermeansthatallmenareabusersnorthatwomenareal-
waysthevictimsnorthatmencannotthemselvesbeavictimofawomen’sabuse.
Itcanstartwithsomethinglike“allwhitepeoplehave(somedegreeof)internalized
racism”whichisnear-universallytruebecauseallpeoplelivinginaracistsociety
havesomeinternalizedracism,butthisisthenflippedintotheclaimthatallwhite
people’sactionsarealwaysmotivatedbyracismespeciallyiftheydisagreewitha
personofcolor.

Thehierarchyofidentitiesindominantsocietyisusedtodecidewhoisdeserv-
ingofdignity.Asitplaysoutinthedominantpartsofsociety,thehigheroneranks
onthehierarchy,themoreempathytheydeserve,themorerightstheyshouldhave.
Whenoneislower,theyaretobescornedandnotextendedanyhumanity.This
samephenomenonhappenswithinsubculturesbecauseofhierarchicalinversion.
Incircleswherethisinversionhappens,individualswhoshareevenoneidentity
withagroupthatisdominantinsocietycanhavetheirhumanitystrippedleaving
themopentoallattacksbecause—asit’ssometimesexplicitlystated—thereisno
quarterforoppressors.

Therearefewercirclesthatpracticeanysignificantformofcounter-prejudice
thanthosethathalf-assit,andofthosethatdomakeaneffort,itseems—atleastin
myexperiences—thatfewerstillfallintothetrapofhierarchicalinversion.Thatsaid,
evenwithoutthefullinversionpresent,Ihaveseenmanycaseswhereotherwise
wellmeaningradicalsandalliesturntheircounter-prejudicesagainstundeserving
orinnocenttargetsaspartofthenormalizedcounter-prejudiceoratthebehestof
maliciousactors.

Individualsandtheideastheyholdhavesomeprestigewithinbroadersociety.
Atthecore,theexperiencesofcisgendered,heterosexual,allosexual,monogamous,
neurotypical,able-bodiedwhitemenarethemostprestigious,andasonemoves
awayfromthiscoreintermsofheldidentitiesorsupportforthatcore,theless
prestigeisassociatedwiththosepeopleorideas.TheLeftdoesnotusethesame
metricasthestatusquo,andwithinTheLeftthereisnosingularmetricforwhat
isprestigious.Thereare,however,trendsthattendtobesharedbothregionally
andglobally.Followingthebordercrisisthatpreventedthesafeandeasytravel
ofmigrantsandrefugeesfromnorthAfricaandwestAsiaintoEurope,support
forrefugeesandinitiativesthataidedthembecameandremainshighprestige.6
Withintheimperialcore,supportanddeferencetoblackpeopleisconsideredhigh
prestige,especiallyintheUS.7Whatcounter-prejudicesareinvoguewithinThe
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Left correlate with what opinions are high prestige, and this can have increasing
intensity in smaller circles. A high prestige opinion “within” The Left might only
have minimal counter-prejudices thus making the held position minimally mean-
ingful, but a single milieu can nevertheless base a significant portion of their own
norms and counter-prejudices around such an opinion. This can lead to conflict
between milieus and extremely steep gradients of resistance to certain ideas as one
moves throughout The Left.

Malicious actors seeking to exploit counter-prejudice rely on our empathy.
When we see someone or a group who is suffering, and not just suffering from
some perchance ill, but who is being ground down by centuries of structural
oppression, to side against the marginalized is to side with all the things we hate
and oppose. It causes us heartache and distress to think we might have wrongly
taken the side of white supremacy or capital against one of its victims.

A second factor is one of protecting our reputations. Within The Left, there
are fewer ways power is officially established, and reputation of individuals and
groups is one of the main sources of social capital. A lifetime of careful and dili-
gent work can be undone with a careless word or act, and fabricated or bad faith
accusations can be used to tear someone down. It’s not enough to counter the big-
otries within ourselves; we must also counter those around us, and the harboring
or even tolerance of bigots in our midst is rightfully unacceptable. This is itself ex-
ploitable because the implicit—and sometimes explicit—threat behind a malicious
actor’s scheming is that defending their targets makes you a target too. They claim
the target is a bigot, and if you defend them then so are you, as are your defenders!

In common discussion, the phrase “identity politics” loosely refers back to its
original formulation of marginalized groups organizing around a shared identity.
It often is held up as the opposite of the Marxist-derived class reductionist idea
that the focus of liberatory struggle should be that of the proletariat versus the
bourgeoisie and that anything else is bickering or a distraction from Real True Rev-
olution. Identity politics in the intersectional sense are certainly necessary for all
liberatory struggles, so to differentiate this meaning from the pop-left radlib usage
of phrase meaning the deference to the marginalized in alignment with a hierarchi-
cal inversion, “deference politics” is what we’ll call the latter.

Deference politics is uniquely susceptible to affinity fraud because it places iden-
tity above the concrete analysis of a given situation. Someone is right because of
their marginalized identity, not because of some lived experience that was analyzed
through a coherent ideological lens. The position or actions of a deference politiker
are held as unassailable not just from criticisms by someone who has fewer or less

6Even though much of this is lip service and in many places refugees are under supported and
marginalized by radicals who don’t want to stray from their agenda based on the texts of white men
who died 100 years ago.

7Even the shitty parts of The Left that are still actively, unrepentantly racist might still acknowledge
that their opinions are of low prestige, and they may hide them or not directly act on them.
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gets from having members who aren’t just white men (and women). It’s high pres-
tige to be a non-white, non-cis-man anitifascist, and it’s high prestige to get part
of a diverse crew.17 It’s a signal that they’re sufficiently anti-racist or anti-sexist,
and it can let them be more “topical” by having a member who holds some iden-
tity or has a different background and can speak on topics from experience rather
than just as some academic abstraction. This can be seen starkly when these groups
go fishing for diversity when they hold events and need speakers who aren’t just
white.18

Groups that are comprised of a majority of individuals with dominant identities
that are actively recruiting marginalized people—either out of a genuine desire for
diversity in their ranks or cynically for increased social standing—tend to relax their
standards for admission for marginalized individuals relative to individuals who are
of the dominant identities. This relaxation often presents itself as lowered require-
ments for ideological similarity or levels of experience needed. This relaxation is
at odds with an important part of security culture: sensitivity to people who can’t
“talk the talk” sufficiently well. Police documented their trouble with talking the
talking in a 2004 paper about the infiltration of anarchist movements saying:19

Few agencies are able to commit to operations that require years of
up-front work just getting into a “cell,” especially given shrinking bud-
gets and increased demands for attention to other issues. Infiltration
is made more difficult by the communal nature of the lifestyle (under
constant observation and scrutiny) and the extensive knowledge held
by many anarchists, which require a considerable amount of study and
time to acquire.

This observation comes from a pre-social media era where anarchists weren’t
doing so much online organizing or having so many conversations over trivially
recordable media, so it’s unlikely that it’s as true now as it was then. Nevertheless,
we know that one of the ways we can protect ourselves is by having high standards
for the sorts of people we organize with because it raises the bar for the amount
of effort needed for a successful infiltration. I have no evidence that crews who
are fishing for diversity have actually been infiltrated because of it, but the low-
ering of one’s guard to admit individuals who have preferred or implicitly trusted

17This isn’t saying it shouldn’t be valued, just that beyond it being desirable in an ethical sense, there’s
clout to be gained for being diverse.

18This isn’t itself bad in as much as it’s good that they want to share their platform, but the fact that
they don’t organically attract such people suggests that they haven’t unpacked their internalized *-isms
enough or implemented enough counter-prejudices for marginalized people to feel both welcome and
that they are equals.

19Anarchist Direct Actions: A Challenge for Law Enforcement, Randy Borum and Chuck Tibly, Studies
in Conflict & Terrorism, DOI: 10.1080/10576100590928106.
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formsofmarginalization.Someofthesecanbefaked,especiallysocialclass.Oth-
erslikeracearemuchhardertofake.TheLeftoverstatesthecorrelationbetween
marginalizedidentitiesandradicalpoliticsandhasatendencytotreatpeoplewith
marginalizedidentitiesasinherentlyradical.

Wealsotendtohaveahandfulofarchetypaladversaries.Weimaginethemtobe
theembodimentofwhitesupremacyorthecorporaterulingclass.Maybethey’re
privateschooleducatedorhaveacertainaccent,perhapsa“perfect”setofteeth
andhandsthathaveneverseenmanuallabor.Inshort,weimagineamiddle-aged
coporayoungsuitcosplayingasapunk.Thisisn’tentirelyuntrueasamajorityof
thespycopsintheUKwerewhitemenwiththelargestminoritygroupbeingwhite
women.Groupsthatorganizedalongidentitylinessuchasracemighttendtobe
wiserandnotassumethattheirinfiltratorswillbe“typical”cops.Thatsaid,there
isenoughdiversitywithinlawenforcementandintelligenceagenciestosendoper-
ativeswithtrustedidentitiestoinfiltrateourspaces,andthefilterof“besuspicious
ofwhitemen”iswoefullyinsufficient,especiallysinceover99%ofthewhitemen
activistswemeetaren’tcops.

AcasefromtheUSinearly2022illustratesthispoint.16Thedescriptionof“a
pinkhairedcopnamedAprilRogers”(AKA“ChelsieKurti”)struckmeasexactly
thekindofidentity-as-camouflagethatisdifficulttoaddress:

Shehadpretendedforawhiletobeasexworkerinordertorationalize
whyshecouldn’ttellusmuchaboutwhatshedid,thatshehadreason
tobeafraidofthepoliceanddidn’twantustoaskhertoomanyques-
tions.Sheusedthistactictomakeherselfseemlikesomeonewhose
privacyneededcarefulprotection,whowewouldsee,bydefault,as
someonewhohadtoomuchreasontosaytheywereafraidofthepo-
licetodoubttheircredibility.

Ihavenocontactwiththecomradeswhodealtwiththis,andIaminexactlyno
waysayingthattheydidn’tnotice,mishandledit,orareatfaultfortheiractions.
Ionlymentionthisherebecauseit’ssuchanillustrativecaseofhowcopscanuse
identityforinfiltration.

Acommontacticofinfiltratorsistoingratiatethemselveswiththeirtarget.This
mightbealwayshelpingoutorassimpleasofferingmoneyandgoods.Notably,
MarkKennedy’sinfiltrationofgreenactivistgroupswasgreasedbyhisvanandthe
moneyhefreelygavetoactivistsinneed.

Somelocalscenesintheimperialcorearedisproportionallywhite(addition-
allywithmenoverrepresented)inregionsthatalreadyhaveawhitemajority.In
general—butespeciallyinsuchscenes—thereissomelegitimacyacollectiveorcrew

16HowanUndercoverColoradoSpringsPoliceOfficerTriedtoEntrapLeftistswithIllegalFirearms
Charges,ColoradoSpringsAnti-Fascists,It’sGoingDown.
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pronouncedaxesofmarginalization,butalsofromcriticismbyotherswhoshare
theirmarginalization.Evenwhenacriticofthedeferencepolitikersharesallthe
identitiesthatarerelevanttothetopicathand,thecriticislabeledasadefenderof
whitenessorotherformsofdominance.

Thisdefinitionofdeferencepoliticsbythosewhopracticeitisnoteveninter-
nallyconsistent.Therearewomenwhofightagainstabortionandbodilyauton-
omy,blackpolicecommissionerswhoenablebrutalityagainstotherblackpeople,
gaypeoplewhosupportfundamentalistChristianfascism,andtranspeoplewho
slagoffthosewhotransition(ordon’tdoitinawaytheyfindpalatable).Since
theseindividualsaren’tdeferredtoorheldupashavingvaluableideasofworthy
ideologies,obviouslytheethicsandideologiesofthepersonfactorintohowwere-
ceivetheiridentities.Wherethisbreaksdowniswhensomeonenominallyclaims
tobepartofTheLeft.OnceclaimingtobepartofTheLeft,identitycantrump
ideology,andawideberthisgiventoindividualswithmarginalizedidentitieswho
haveharmfulactionsorideas.WithinTheLeft,wecanseethisinthesplitbetween
theauthoritarian/statistLeftandthelibertarianLeft.ThestatistLeftclaimstohave
thenear-totalsupportofpeopleofcolorlivingintheperipherybecausetheirhis-
toricalalignmentwithstrainsofMarxism-Leninism.Anarchistswillpointoutthat
therearepeopleofcolorlivinginthoseregionswhorejectStateswithredflags,yet
thisstatementiscalledracistorwestern-centricbywestern(oftenwhite)tankies.
Deferencepoliticsisatbestarhetoricalcudgelthatisusedtocementones’position
ascorrectwithinthebroaderLeft.

Amaliciousactorwhowantstoexploitdeferencepoliticswillfindorcultivate
amilieuwheretheiridentitiesareheldinhighprestige.Becauseevenextremeposi-
tionscanhavemoderateprestigewithinTheLeft,andcounteringactorswhohold
thesepositionsisnotonlylowprestigebutalsohighrisk,theseactorsoftengo
largelyunchallenged.Thesepositionsarefurthermagnifiedbythetrendthatwe
needtotakethemostextreme“left”positionspossibletocountertheextremecon-
servatismandfascismofthestatusquo.Thisissummedbytheoftrepeated(and
totallyshit)quotebyProudhon:“IdreamofasocietywhereIwouldbeguillotined
asaconservative.”However,theextremenessofapositionisnotindicativeofits
utilityforliberation.Politicallesbianismwasanabjectfailure.Anti-appropriation
canturnintoculturalsegregation.There’sanumberofseparatistcurrentswithin
TheLeftalongdifferentidentitylinesincludingactualanti-miscegenation.While
mockableorevenonlyheldintheirentiretybywingnuts,thesepositionscannev-
erthelessbehighprestigebecausethey“comefromagoodplace”oraimtohelpthe
rightpeople.

Theabilitytoexploitcounter-prejudicesboilsdowntowhatideasareheldin
highprestigewithinTheLeftoracertainmilieu,theamountofradlibdeference
politicspresentwithinthesegroups,andtheextendtowhichtheyperformhierar-
chicalinversion.Whileit’strue,yes,thatmanyofthesenormsgenuinelyshould
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exist (in some form, with some nuance) or at least come from a place of altruism
and empathy even if they’re misguided, they can provide cover for selfish people
and saboteurs. This long characterization of affinity fraud and deference politics is
necessary in order to be able to discuss this complex phenomenon, and especially
if we are to counter it without losing out on the necessary empathy and counter-
prejudices that are the foundation of our movements.

Affinity Fraud in Action

These deference politics-derived forms of affinity fraud are present in our commu-
nities, and this section gives concrete examples to help show that this isn’t some
purely theoretic argument.

Harassment, Abuse, and Power

Anarchists identify that the large structures and organizational methods of the sta-
tus quo and statist Left tendencies are ripe for abuse. Rigid hierarchies, a party line,
and excessive concern with the perpetuation and protection of an organization it-
self create incentives that attract those who lust for power and reward not address-
ing such abuses of power. Within dominant society, there is little room for the
marginalized to ascend to power, though a small number manage to do so. Those
who seek power and control but are otherwise shutout from the dominant power
structures either through their identities or circumstances can find place within in
The Left where they can be the biggest fish in a small pond, a tyrant of a tiny fief.

This phenomenon is most sharply felt online where there are mobs of harassers
who do drive-bys on other lefties. Social media algorithms reward outrage, and we
get hits of happy brain chemicals when we tell someone we oppose to get fucked or
when we can jump to defend some ally we see being maligned. There is reward for
“hot takes” and bombastic statements that reduce complex issues to catchy sound-
bytes and sick dunks. Novices to Left scenes cut their teeth by testing out new
positions. The deep understanding of complex topics one needs to be an expert
in historic movements, modern practices, or nuanced theoretical arguments inher-
ently creates a barrier to entry around the conversation. Quickly barfing out an
incendiary position with a patina of leftist thought can garner one clout, and using
poor interpretations of existing radical theory can be used to attack naysayers. Not
all individuals who take wingnut positions or start “discourse” are explicitly seek-
ing power, but their arguments can be commandeered by those who are looking to
gain power. Likewise, State interference isn’t needed for the biggest and loudest
accounts.8 Smaller, but passingly credible, accounts can launder rumors or be the
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albeit inadvertently—accusing a marginalized person of lying about their identity
and have to live with the stigma and unending posts with screenshots captioned
with “this you?” for the rest of their time online. There is fairly strong pressure to
say nothing and simply ignore these campaigns even if they are identified.

Because of the ease of calling out dominant activists online within some circles
of The Left, a tactic that is often tied to donation requests is accusations of sexism
or racism by the fraudster. They might DM15someone once or several times or
reply to unrelated posts. Failure to boost their campaign leads to screenshots of
unanswered posts or DMs with claims that they are unanswered purely because of
racism. Doing this allows the dodgy accounts to launder their campaign through
already trusted accounts, which is definitionally affinity fraud.

This isn’t saying that all or even a majority of campaigns are fraudulent, but
certainly some portion are. If you believe all are the ones that you’ve seen are
genuine, then you’re the kind ofmark they’re targeting. Aswith all threatmodeling,
one can acknowledge risk and then accept it, so if you choose to not filter because
you don’t want to exclude anyone whomight just maybe need help, then that is still
entirely reasonable, but this is not the same as saying it’s not happening.

However, when there’s not enough to go around, it might be prudent for us to be
more discerning with howwe allocate our limited resources. This kind of monetary
exchange is zero-sum. One has a budget they can allocate across many programs
and individuals in need, and any money picked up by a fraudster is money than
can’t go to someone who more desperately needs it.

Infiltration
As a member of an in-group, we develop a sense for who also is a member and who
is not. This sense not perfectly accurate, but these gut feelings can be reasonable
starting points for whether and how to vet someone as legitimate. It relies on the
totality of the person being observed. New faces can activate this sense simply
because the in-group is an unfamiliar social setting, and the newcomer finds many
of the norms or mannerisms unusual. In-groups develop a fashion sense that can be
copied, but not perfectly unless someone really understands the nuances. Ways of
speaking or knowledge of a topic can signal that someone is not part of the in-group
because something they say seems superficially similar but the lack of nuance is a
dead giveaway that the newcomer isn’t speaking from the same background as the
in-group.

Identity is one of the markers of an in-group, and this too is true on The Left.
There are queer in-groups, trans in-groups, and more specifically still trans masc
in-groups. In-groups might form around race, migration status, religion, or various

15Direct Message
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understandthelimitedfundsthatmustbeallocatedacrossallinneed,andthey
mighttaketheminimumneededtocoverlife-savingexpenses.Othersmightnot
besoscrupulous.Theyareincentivizedtopresenttheirsituationasmaximallydire
andtoputforthasmanymarginalizedidentitiesaspossible.Amongleft-leaning
individuals,theseidentitiesareunderstoodtobeproxiesfordisadvantagesbecause
theystatisticallyare.

Further,becauseofthecompetition,nearlyallpeoplewhostartsuchcampaigns
areincentivizedtogoforaglobalcampaign.Peoplewhomightonlyneedtoraise
afewhundredfromlocalcomradestocoverrentarecompetingagainstcampaigns
fromallovertheglobe.Assuch,theyareforcedintopushtheircampaignsoutside
theirimmediatecircle.Theendresultisthatarandomuserwhoscrollsthrough
postsandmessagesseesmany,manycampaignswhereachaininrelations(i.e.,
trust)can’tbeeasilyestablished.

Amongalltheaccountswithgenuineneeds,therearefakeaccountsmasquerad-
ingasmarginalizedindividuals(orperhapssimplyexaggeratingtheirneeds)and
targetingleftieswithaformofaffinityfraud.Theyrelyonourdesiretohelpthe
mostmarginalizedandeithertugatourempathyorourguilt.Characteristicsthese
accountsandcampaignstendtoshareare:

•Claimingone,butusuallyseveral,marginalizedidentities.
•Fewfollowings/followers,manyofwhichappeartobesimilaraccounts.
•Afeednearlycompletelyfulloftheirownandboosteddonationsolicitations.
•Poststhatarepredominantlyorevenexclusivelyrequestsformoneyand
boostingotherrequestsformoney.

•Anextremelyspecificrequestwithaveryshortdeadline(e.g.,“Ineed$47for
acabtogethomesoI’mnotvulnerablealoneat1am”).

•ManyhashtagsthatareassociatedwiththeTheLeft,thoughoftenmorelib-
eralandlessradical.

Anyfilteronemakestodivideupindividualsintotrustedanduntrusted—inany
context—willinevitablymiscategorizesome.Astrictfilterwillhavemanyfalse
positives,andalenientonewillhavemanyfalsenegatives.Theabovecharacteris-
ticsalonearen’tsufficient,andevenwithsomeconcertedcheckingbeforedonating
orboostingthemessage,therewillbeerrors,whichistosay,thereisnohardrule
noramIproposingone.

ThesecampaignsareunchallengedatlargebecauseofthemanynormsonThe
Leftthatexisttoundothenormsofthecapitalistandracistworldwelivein.State
welfareprogramsaremeanstestedtocreateburdensandshameforthepoor,and
leftieswhoattempttodetermineifsomethingmightbeascamareaccusedrecreat-
ingthesamesortofpressurewithinthemarketfordonations.Anysuggestionthat
thecampaignermightnotberealorthattheydon’thavetheirclaimedidentities
isrebuttedwithclaimsoferasure.Moreover,noonewantstobecaughtfalsely—
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sparkthatstartsamobwithafewcarefullyplacedposts.9
Outrageandmisinformationspreadfasterthanlongertreatisesfullofcaveatsor

preciselywordedcounterarguments.Usingradicallanguagetopaintideologicalor
personalenemiesas“problematic”canquicklygenerateamobthatwilldogpilethe
target.Oftenthisisdonewithvaguelanguagelikesayingthatsomeoneisaracist
orsexist,orevenjust“ummwowproblematicmuch?”Noonewantstodefenda
racistnordotheywanttoquestionwhatisorisn’tracism.Thistendstobecoupled
withoutofcontextscreenshotsorsimplytreatinganyinsultinthetarget’sretorts
assignsthatthetargetisaharasserandthusdeservingofallretributions.

Onlinemobsthatharasslefties(fromaleftperspective)ofteneithercomefrom
accountshavingorclaimingmarginalizedidentitiesorareinitiatedbyaccounts
deputizingthemselvestoactonbehalfthemarginalized.Theargumentsrapidly
devolvefromdiscussionsoftheactualpositionstonamecalling,fed/badjacketing,10
orsimplycallingtheotherperson“white”or“western”regardlessoftheiractual
identities.Thisisrhetoricallyeffectivebecauseitreliesontheassumptionsheld
bytheharassersandtheircroniesthatanyobjectiontoanargumentmadebya
marginalizedpersonmustbebecauseofwhitesupremacy,patriarchy,orsomeother
formordomination.

Thisisnotuniquetoonlinespacesandithappenssimilarlyinourofflinecircles
andlocalscenes.Rumorscancirculatewithevenmoredistortionbecausethere’sno
tweetorposttoscreenshotandrepost,andourmemoriesarefallible.Afeatureof
offlinebadjacketingisoftentheuseofanonymousandcompletelyunverifiable(i.e.,
fabricated)victimswhoseidentitycan’tberevealedonthegroundsofprotecting
victims.11Theseaccusationscarrywaterbecausethereisgenuinelysomuchbigotry
andwieldedprivilegewithinourcommunitiesandscenes.It’sveryeasytobelieve
thatamanwassexpesttoheapsofwomenorthatamajoritywhitecrewtreateda
blackmemberofanothercrewracistly.

Whenfalseaccusationshappenandsomeonedefendsthemselfortriestodeny
8However,alotofthesebigaccountshavetiestosayStatemediaoutlets,andthereisabizarre

amountofright-wingconservativedarkmoneycirculatingaroundtheauthoritarianleft.Butwedon’t
needtoevenassumethattheseinfluencesaresodirect,onlythattheymightbeusefulidiotsorquislings
forsomeimperialcause.

9Thisispreciselywhy“follow-trains”(e.g.,#NoComradesUnder1k),orboosting/followingrandom
accountsaskingtohitsomearbitrarymilestoneareharmful.Followersbothbyvolumeandbyaccounts
onealreadyfollowsaresomesignaloflegitimacythatweshouldsomewhatcautiouslyextendtoothers.
Bediscerning.

10Respectively,labelingsomeoneasafederalagentorunrepentantlyproblematicperson.Thename
referstothefolders(“jackets”)usedinpolicerecords.

11Anonymityisfrequentlyandjustifiablyusedtoprotecttargetsofabusefromretributionbothbythe
abuserthemselvesorthosewhoalignthemselveswithsaidabuser.However,thereisoftenavagueness
aboutfabricatedvictimssuchasnotbeingabletonamewhenorwheresomethinghappenedandalack
ofspecificsaboutwhatactuallyoccurred.Thisdoesnotmeanthatsomeonebeingunableorunwillingto
speakabouttheirtraumasismakingitup.Determiningthetruthinessofasituationwhereonewasn’t
presentisalwaysafraughtendeavor.
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it, they are accused of doubling down or “gaslighting” as if any self-defense is itself
proof of their problematic nature. Increasingly specific terms lifted from therapy
sessions and pop psychology are thrown around, and there is incentive to go full
nuclear from the get-go to quickly get the community to side with the malicious
actormaking the false accusations. Of course, when accusations (false or otherwise)
happen in a scene with barely implemented counter-prejudices, they are ignored
and the accused goes on as if nothing happened. When they happen in a scene that
leans into the tendencies of deference politics or uses inverted hierarchies, they
are near impossible to counter. “Of course the man is denying being a sexist.” “Of
course the cis person is denying being a transphobe.” The rumors can linger for
years or never go away, and at times the victim has to retreat from organizing
publicly and take a background role or work exclusively with small crews that know
the accusations were falsifications.

The harasser in these cases can reap social standing no matter how the victim
responds. If they take a step back, it’s seen as a win for the marginalized for crush-
ing another instance of white supremacy. If they fight it, it boils over into endless
spats that can draw well-meaning people to side with the harasser. If they ignore it
by moving to another crew or blocking the harassers on social media, the harassers
can forever milk it as “dodging accountability.” Repeating this often enough will
eventually get a critical mass of individuals behind the harasser to the point that
they are untouchable and can continue their attacks in perpetuity.

What can start as one harasser attacking one target can spiral and drag down
entire scenes. Splits emerge based on these accusations,12 and organizations refuse
work with each other because of a rumor they heard. Often bystanders refuse to
comment to avoid getting dragged in, but their silence can be called out and orgs
will demand that other orgs make formal statements. Avoiding and ignoring these
campaigns is often impossible.

Online trolls of the 4chan ilk know that this tactic works, and what we can glean
from leaked government docs tells us that the State is aware of these tactics and
practices them too. Brand new accounts pop up and spend all their time accusing
activists with dominant identities of being racist or sexist, and people join in on this.
Individuals and orgs with zero connection to on-the-ground organizing will stir up
controversy as a means of making themselves relevant. Offline, this happens too
with smaller newly-founded orgs that are rather uninvolved trying to gain standing
by tearing down others.

Similarly, this tactic used by harassers chasing power is used by abusers to pre-
vent their victims from being able to meaningfully carry out transformative justice
or accountability processes. Abusers who have more marginalization along one
or more identity-axes can be incredibly difficult to remove from a scene. Some-

12Granted, these splits happen even when someone is actually guilty of the harassment and their
friends refuse to ever acknowledge or oppose the harms caused.
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times they don’t even have to intentionally wield their identity against their target
as the local community does it for them. An abuser who yells at, insults, and de-
means someone publicly can be defended from criticism by telling the victim to
not tone-police. Toxic behavior can be excused as a response to trauma, mental
health issues, or neurodivergence. At its most grotesque, abuse gets defended as
justified response from a marginalized individual against a member of a dominant
group because of the righteousness of the downtrodden to strike back at perceived
oppressors.

This type of harassment is difficult to oppose because no one wants to be seen
as telling a marginalized person that the harassment they received because of their
marginalization wasn’t real. Onlookers can’t parse out what actually happened or
not because superficially these fights look like actual instances of abuse and denial.
The end result is disruption. It wastes time, assassinates reputations, causes frac-
tures, and demoralizes us while painting the scene as more unrepentantly problem-
atic than it actually is. Not everyonewho does this is a fed, but it is indistinguishable
from fed behavior.

Fraudulently Soliciting Donations
Mutual aid is as old a humanity, and one of the modern forms it takes is online
donation campaigns on fundraising sites like GoFundMe or on social media or via
direct payment apps like CashApp or Venmo. While these do appear occasionally
in Europe, they seem to primarily exist in the US13 with its barely existing State
maintained “social safety net.” GoFundMe reported in 2019 and again in 2021 that
one-third of their donations go to medical campaigns. When one’s local social net-
work cannot help cover expenses or meet needs, the internet offers vastly expanded
reach with the possibility getting the needed support.

From anecdote and extrapolating from other parts of society,14 the already privi-
leged have a leg up on themoremarginalized in terms of funds they can receive from
these campaigns. At the most obscene end, celebrities can snap up six-figure sums
from fans to cover expenses they can already afford. More generally, campaigns
for people who are white, stereotypically attractive (in the white/western-centric
way), and young tend to meet their donation goals more quickly and more often.
But this isn’t about them; that’s another problem.

Donation campaigns compete against each other in an attention economy
where there are limits to a post’s reach, funds available, and the emotional invest-
ment any donor might feel when selecting between campaigns. Some individuals

13When looking at the imperial core, at least it seems to be US-centric. As someone who can only
read/skim romance and Germanic languages and has minimal contact to the periphery, these might be
prominent in other places, but I simply do not know about them.

14I tried to find academic research to confirm this but failed. It really, really seems like this is definitely
true, but absent data, I’m hesitant to state it so directly.


