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An anarchist walks out of a punk show to smoke. On her vest are anarchist
patches with various standard slogans, “No Gods No Masters,” “Death To Trans-
phobes,” “Kill Your Local Rapist,” “All Cops Are Bastards,” “Punch Nazis,” “From
The River ToThe Sea PalestineWill Be Free,” “Make Total Destroy,” “The Only Good
Cop Is A Dead Cop,” “Eat The Rich,” “Death Before Detransition” and… “Fire ToThe
Prisons.”

A suddenly red-faced bystander trots up to her to argue.
“Oh so you’re saying you support a blanket social policy of allowing anyone to

burn anything they accuse of being a ‘prison’ with no evidentiary standards⁈ With
that sort of policy you would have endorsed the Philadelphia police when they burned
down an entire black neighborhood! Encouraging people to burn down prisons like
vigilantes is worse than maintaining them because you’d kill all the prisoners inside!
You’re actually the opposite of abolition!”

She laughs and spits in his face.
Back inside the band on stage howls something about “liberation.” The lead

singer has raped five people, and each time an “accountability process” of his friends
proclaimed him reformed, so still talking about it is “carceral.” The venue coordi-
nator infamously provides unspecified drugs to young women and then brutally
rapes them for hours in collaboration with his wife, both smirkingly justifying it
with the phrase “buy the ticket, take the ride.” Several of their survivors have needed
reconstructive surgery on their genitals. The bouncer has never raped anyone, but
when girls get “hysterical” or “start talking drama” he always kicks them out and
not their rapists. At the merch tables a proud womens’ and gender studies major
distros zines with pastel flowers on them; he speaks in rapt, seemingly compassion-
ate and spritely tones, about how “we all do harm.” He hospitalized his last partner
twice. She got out a couple months ago and fled the punk scene and the city.

An older trans woman, covered in tattoos and with graying hair, tentatively
enters the space with a friend, their first night out at a show in years and look
around, quickly recognizing her own rapist happily chatting and backslapping with
the “professional accountability team” who stepped in and offered their services
when she called him out. One of her conditions was that he stop attending shows
and stop drinking. He has a beer in hand.

Nothing can be done.
“It’s an unfortunate fact,” says an older punk in earshot, “but while perpetrators

can be rehabilitated, survivors are often too broken and crazy to be allowed in our
spaces. They’re disruptive, individualistic, and anti-democratic. They’d just continue
the cycle of violence if they got their way.”

The older trans woman and her friend walk out the door, they’ve been there for
all of a minute but the night is ruined.

The red-faced liberal with spit on his beard is still screaming apoplectically at
the punk girl in the battle vest, “That’s assault! You’ve committed assault! That’s
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scenes do so for a host of reasons. Some are self-consciously anti-feminist, oth-
ers are knee-jerk defenders of their friends, others just want to restore social peace
and avoid personal responsibility at any cost, and still others are sincerely infected
with liberal ideology in someway. All of themwish survivorsmaking troublewould
shut the fuck up and go away.

By coalescing in wide coalitions with storms of normie liberals against mili-
tant anarcha-feminists, they very much seek to push the “crazy bitches” that have
haunted anarchism out of discourse and out of radical spaces. They wish to culti-
vate community ignorance again. I’ve seen them try to paint the militant anarcha-
feminists as newbies, as rabble, as purely online weirdos, when a huge fraction of
the people they’re talking about have been around longer than them.

This is a message for them: I’ve seen you cheer about how the “tide is turning”
against militant feminists by rallying liberals outraged about “KYLR.” The idea that
the tide was ever anything but on your side is laughable, but I will frankly admit
that you may yet be able to defeat the menace, in some sense. You may yet be able
to secure hegemonic control over local scenes and even form up national or inter-
national ranks. But the simple fact is that for decades the approaches you demand
and say are enough have not had any real success in stopping rapists. Thus you will
continually produce “crazy bitches” you then have to work to shut out.

You will never find peace.
And the rest of us will still be here, waiting for them.
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otherfactionsofthecoalitionsuddenlyscreamingabuseandbadfaithargumentsat
anyonedefendingtheslogansurelyhadtoknowrapistswouldbejoiningalongside
them,yetIneversawasingleattemptbythosescreamingaboutprincipletopre-
emptivelydrawlinesagainstbothsidesorreallyengageinanycounter-signaling
againsttheintenserapistapologiaandanti-survivorshitintheirsamedogpiles.
Outragewasunrelentinglydirectedtotheanarcha-feminists.

TheaccountlaterexposedasUrielwrappeditselfincertainaestheticsofpastel
softness(Urielhasalwaysaggressivelyidentifiedasastraightcisman),yetwould
spendalldaysnarlingthreatsandpostingimagesoflynchingsofBlackpeoplein
thecommentsoftheBlackradicalsdefending“KYLR.”Urielwasnotaloneinthis;
liberal“abolitionists”cametobarrageprettymuchanyfeministvoicedefending
militancyagainstrapistswithimagesoflynchingsand,inparticular,EmmettTill.
OftentheirsharpestbilewasreservedforBlackwomenendorsingviolentresistance.
I’mwillingtobetnotaoneofthemhadeverheardofJoanLittle,despitetheequal
historicalsignificanceofhercaseanditbeingthefarmorerelevantcomparison.

Ahugefractionoftheanarcha-feministsthatfacedthisstormweretrans
women;afterallamajorityofthelocalanarchistsIknowinmilitantgirlgangs
aretranswomen,andyetanabsurdnarrativebegantobeaggressivelypushedin
which,becausemanytransmisogynistsfalselybelievetranswomentoberapists
bynature,tosupportanarchistmilitancyagainstorevenpubliccalloutsofrapists
wastreasontotranswomen.Onecannotimagineamoretoxicanddeadlyway
toempowerrapiststhantellingalreadyextremelymarginalizedtranswomenthat
theywillbeexpelledfromtheircirclesiftheyresistapredatorintheirownranks.

Inapatriarchalworldwhererapeissodeeplylegitimizedandnormalizedas
amethodofgendercontrol,onecannotimagineagreaterbetrayalofqueerfolks
thantotrytoframeresistancetorapeasinherentlyanti-queer.

Butokay,thediscoursewasbadonline,sowhat?
Well,attheendofthedayitshouldn’tbetoosurprisingifaliberal—evenone

withapastelandtwee#abolitionInstagramaccount—hasneverheardvenerable
anarchistslogans,hasnoawarenessofsubculturalscenesorthehistoryofprefig-
urativeexperiments,andsoreactsinhorrortomilitancybyscreamingabouthow
youcan’ttakeactionoutsidethelaw.Weexpectliberalstohavetheseresponses,
butit’sparticularlygallingwhenanarchistsdo.

Thiswasthethingendlesslyrepeatedinshockanddisbeliefbyanarchistsabout
theKYLRdiscourseonline:“Whyareyousuddenlymakingliberalargumentsabout
rapiststhatyouwouldnevermakeaboutfascists,cops,bosses,etc?Whyshouldn’twe
usetheanarchisttoolkitheretoo?”

Thesenseofbetrayalisintense.AndI’veseenliterallydozensofcomradesditch
socialmediaentirelyoverit.

Thiswas,ofcourse,theintent.
Theoldboysnetworksthatdefendthemissingstairsofradicalsubcultural
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carceral!That’sretaliatory!Youthinkyou’reananarchistbutyou’rereproducingthe
logicofrevengethatconstitutesthestate!I’mcallingthepolice!”

She’sstilllaughing.
Theoldertranswomannoticesher“KillYourLocalRapist”patchandsmiles,

sometensionfinallyreleasing.“Hey,Ilikeyourpatches.Youwannaditchthisshit-
showandgogetpizza?”

ASloganWithContext

Alllanguageusetakesplacewithinsocialcontexts.Unfortunately,theinternetof-
tenstripsawaythiscontext.Someoneinawildlydifferentsubculture,enmeshed
inadifferentdefaultparadigm,mightsee“NoGodsNoMasters”andimmediately
pattern-matchthattoacalltoexterminateeveryreligiousbeliever.Or,moredi-
rectly,see“DeathToTransphobes,”believeittobeaseriouspolicyproposalfor
deathcamps,andstartscreamingabouthowmostoftheworldispresentlytrans-
phobic,andsothisisgenocidalwesternimperialism.Butjustas“DeathBefore
Detransition”isn’tacalltokillotherpeopledetransitioning,“FromTheRiverTo
TheSea…”isn’tacalltoexterminateJewsfromtheLevant,and“MakeTotalDe-
stroy”isn’tacalltoblowupthesun,“KillYourLocalRapist”isn’tapolicyproposal
tohaveeveryoneontheplanetimmediatelylynchliterallyanyoneeveraccusedof
rapebyanyone.Everydaylanguageuse,tosaynothingofapoliticalmeme,always
hascontext.

Thelinebetweendeliberatebaitingbadfaithandsimpleignoranceonthepart
ofresponderscanbehardtoparse,however.

Some,withlittlecontactwithradicalsubculturesawayfromglowingelectronic
screens,mightreadtheabovestoryasanabsurdlycontrivedone,rhetorically
loadedhypotheticalsdesignedtocompletelyobscurereality.ButwhileIstacked
thedeckinpresentation,theexamplesareallabsolutelyreal.Eventheclownish
objectionsto“FireToThePrisons.”

Noristhedensityofexamplesofrapistsinonevenueatallcontrived.I’veex-
periencedgoingtoaprotestorashoworageneralmeetingandnoticingapileof
rapistspresentcountlesstimes,myfriendsevenmore.Alloftheexamplesarethem-
selvesgeneralizationsovermultiplesimilarexamplesI’veknown,allwell-worn
commoncategories.Iamnotinventingextremehypotheticalsbuttryingtorelay
basiccontexttoyou.Thisisjustpartoftheworldinwhicholdanarcha-feminist
sloganslike“KillYourLocalRapist”live.

It’salsoimportanttonotethatthisisn’tsomethingmagicallyuniquetosubcul-
turesoroneswithcertainpolitics.Thebackgroundrateofrapistsinoursocietyis
prettyhigh,eventheextremelyconservativeestimatesputitat5%ofmenalone,
withevidenceforhigherclaimsof20%.Thisbaserateappliestosuburbannormies
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just as much as activists or punks, the difference is that in subcultural scenes folks
are often far more socially connected — instead of having at best a couple friends
and a couple work friends like most people, you have social ties with hundreds
of other people in your city. And plenty of people are constantly moving to and
from other cities, bringing stories and direct experiences. You thus encounter more
rapists in active subcultures. Although how many you hear about is influenced
by how trustworthy folks may consider you. Yes, it’s true that predators are at-
tracted to subcultural spaces with a large pool of potential victims, to say nothing
of communities with high turnover like radical activism. And there are some who
are drawn to spaces like anarchism because they mistakenly think a community
prohibition on calling the cops means they’ll face no consequences. But the main
influence that an ideology like anarchism has is being more prone to proactively
air the presence of rapists rather than hush it up behind closed doors. Thus one
publicly hears about the rapists in anarchist spaces (at least if the town in ques-
tion isn’t toxically secretive), but less frequently about the same number in liberal,
communist, or conservative spaces.

In 2007, some conservatives in Minnesota discovered the existence of anarchists
as we planned for protests against the Republican National Convention. They read
our websites with astonishment, “These anarchists seem really fucked up! They talk
about having something called ‘rape culture’. Imagine being so evil that you have a
rape culture!”

I hope you, dear reader, can laugh and immediately recognize the fallacy. But
it’s a recurring one.

We exist pickled in an omnipresent rape culture. The chortling conservatives
certainly do. There are tons of rapists in their communities; they just cover it up,
studiously avoid seeing it, or torture the definition of rape so badly that the com-
plaints of their uncle’s child bride don’t register. Liberals of course use different
deflections, but are just as saturated. From the Catholic Church to Hollywood, our
society may occasionally put on some pretenses of opposing rape, but in every way
that matters abet and defend rapists. Work a crisis line and you will discover, be-
yond the callousness of almost everyone and the stunning lack of even the most
basic resources for survivors, the sheer ubiquity of rape in all corners and all com-
munities.

Driving home one night a couple years ago, my partner and I stopped for a
naked girl standing dazed in the middle of the street as every other driver moved
around her, dismissing her as an insane homeless person. She was drugged out of
her mind, terrified beyond all sanity, and incapable of speech. As we waited with
her for hours, got her clothes and drove her home, the horrific bruises started to
form everywhere on her body. She had barely escaped a planned and brutal rapist
who had clearly done this many times before. She was just some normie girl. He’s
one of our friendly normie neighbors. We just don’t knowwhich one; it would have
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guidelines are said to apply no matter the context. Six month to three year prison
sentences are handed out to rapists, regardless of thewishes of survivors oneway or
the other. One of the main intentions of its centralized structures has been to assure
peace and suppress vengeance. This is because the social landscape it operates
above is still structured into perpetualized collective units, families, and thus the
fear of blood feuds dictates policy. Revenge is bad, they lecture.

And yet there is no other way to describe the act of calling someone’s entire
social network and shouting with joy in their ear that their friend, their son, their
brother is dead.

ISIS is best defined as an army of rapists, whose central motivation is the ide-
ology of rape. Privileged first world kids, from engineering students to doctors,
poured into its ranks to form what amounts to a single battalion in the cause.

The women who fight them are often survivors without a family or clan to treat
them as property orwage blood feuds over them— individuals engaged in theworld-
wide feminist insurgency against the army of rapists. Whatever the “revolutionary”
authorities try to dictate, they still scream with joy.

Conclusion: The Discourse

In 1975, Joan Little, a 21-year-old Black woman, was put on trial for murdering
the 62-year-old white jailer, Clarence Alligood, who attempted to rape her. The
case drewmassive attention and her act was enthusiastically defended by the wider
Black liberation, revolutionary abolitionist, and feminist movements. Because she
killed him with an ice pick, the radical left chanted the slogan “All Power To The Ice
Pick.”

In 2022, leftist social media spaces were plunged into a sudden contrived storm
of outrage over the similar decades-old punk and anarcha-feminist slogan of Kill
Your Local Rapist. About a month in, it was revealed that the two most virulent
and active accounts fanning the outrage were separately run by notorious serial
rapists, Laurelai and Uriel. One local leftist had a breakdown in shock when folks
proved the account was Uriel’s and showed his callouts – suddenly in their twitter
feed was the face of the stranger who had raped them at a party, a face they never
thought they’d see again. As time has gone on evenmore of the accounts that raised
such a disingenuous fuss have been exposed as well known rapists and abusers, in
some cases literally even working for the FBI or defense contractors.

That such predators would be highly active parts of the coalition of outrage
should be completely unsurprising; they know who their enemies are. They know
“the cancel horde” poses an existential risk to them; their very survival depends upon
weakening all consequences whatsoever.

Now this is not to slur all those who raised objections as rapists and cops. But
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Inthelate1990s,theSPLCclassifiedanarchismasanideologyofhate.
Thisisnottosimplyreversetheliberalnarrativeandmakeavirtueoutofhate

orrevenge.There’salongstandingtendencyforanarchiststoleanintothis.“RE-
VENGE”haslonggracedourbannersinvariousslogans,andwhilethere’satrivial
senseinwhichthisisfineenough,evenusefulrhetoric,Ibelievewecangowrong
whenweactlikeitpicksoutaclearornaturalcategory,muchlesstrytovalorize
suchafuzzynotionasanemotionalstatethatisgoodin-and-of-itself.Ijustdon’t
knowwhatitwouldmeantoopposeorendorseanemotionandI’mwaryofthe
arbitrarinessofanyethicalframeworkthatactslikethedescriptivebundlingswe
pickoutwithournamesfor“emotions”cutrealityatthejoints.

Still,if“vengefulness”isanythinglikeanaturalclusterofbrainstates,itproba-
blyemergesataprimordialevolutionarylevel,inmuchthesamewayasthehighs
wecanfeelwhenengagedinmutualaid,theseareroughstrategiesthateveryor-
ganismneedssomemixoftosucceed.Ifthereisaninstinctualurgetoretaliate
wheninfringedupon,thismakessenseasasurvivaltrait.Butitisalsothecase
thatprimordialevolutionaryinstinctsarenotalwaysthebeststrategy;wehave
brainsspecificallytothinkthingsthroughinuniquecontextsandimproveover
rawheuristics.

Iamthusuncomfortablewith“vengeance”asanend-in-itself.Andjustbe-
causeChristianitypromotesaformofpatriarchygroundedinpushing“forgiveness,”
weshouldn’tforgetthatthereareoldergenealogiesofpatriarchygroundedinthe
fetishizationofrevenge.WhenIgrewupintheprojectsthelocalstrategicmixwas
toxic:everypublicslightdemandedimmediateviolentretaliationorelseyouwould
bebrandedasweakandmadeatarget.Ididwellenough,butmymothercertainly
gotboredwithdrivingmetothehospitaltogetstitches.Ihaveabsolutelynode-
siretoliveinaworldwhereescalationistheonlyavailablestrategyandseething
vengefulnessisseenasapersonalvirtue.Myembraceofanarchismisinnosmall
partgroundedinrejectingthatworld’ssimplisticnorms.Butforagivenemotional
stateinagivencontext,Ithinkthat“revenge”canonlybejudgedintermsofits
consequencesforliberation.

Anyethicsthatdoesn’tterminateindescribingemotionalstatesasvirtuesor
viceswouldhavetoconcedethatrevengeissometimesgoodandsometimesbad,
dependingon,youknow,everythingelse.Ifvengeancecloudsthemindandself-
perpetuatesregardlessofconsequences,thenit’sbad.Ifitgetsyououtofbedeach
morningtoplotthedownfallofaking,it’sgood.

WhenfeministfightersinSyriakillamemberofISISthey’lloftengothrough
thecontactsinhisphoneandcalleveryoneofthemtobragthat,“anotherrapistis
dead!“

Whileunrecognizedbytheinternationalcommunityanddeeplyinspiringin
itsliberatoryreforms,theexperimentinRojavaisfunctionallyastate,andassuch
isshotthroughwithcentralization.Ithaspolice,courts,andprisons.Uniform
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beeninappropriatetopressher.Statisticallyspeaking,oneofyourneighborsisjust
likehim.

Ifyouthinkyoudon’tpersonallyknowrapists,youjusthaveyoureyesclosed.
Whatcanbedone?
Bydefault,eveninradicalsubcultures,everyonewantstogothroughsomething

likeofficialchannels.Noonelikestorocktheboatandpisseveryoneoff.Soyou
walkuptotheshoworganizerorthevenueorganizerorthebouncerandaskthem
tokickarapist.Theyrefuse.“Where’syourevidence⁈Wecan’tjustaccepttestimony
fromanyone!ItakerapereallyseriouslyandsoI’moffendedbyhowcasuallyyour
makingthisaccusationwithoutsufficientdocumentation!”

Eveniftheindividualinquestionisn’tbadfaith,theyinstinctivelyseethesit-
uationasoneofconflictmediationwheretheyareobligedtostartfromneutrality
betweentwoequallylikelypossibilities,rapeandfalse-accusation.Exceptthere
usuallyisanasymmetry:they’reannoyedatyouformakingittheirproblemand
they’reoftenalreadyinclosersocialproximitytotherapist,otherwiseyouwouldn’t
bebringingthistothem.Thusiftheysidewithyoutoanydegreetherewillbefall-
outforthem,hangoutsandconversationswillsuddenlybecomeawkwardatbest.
Removingabandoraspeakeroratablertheywereworkingwith?That’sahuge
costonthem.

Fromyourpocketyourphonekeepsbuzzingasmanyofthealertedsurvivors
you’refriendswithscreamatyoutojumptheirrapist,togetthemkickedout,to
screamwarningsouttotheentireroom,tocutthepowertothewholeshow,to
relayapersonalmessagetoanyonehe’schattingup,butwatchout,hecarriesa
bigknifeandfreelyusesitonfolks…It’soverwhelming.Yourememberhelping
oneofthesefriendsgettotheemergencyroomandthenescapewhenanofficer
demandedastatement.Youremembermonthsofhelpinganotherfriendprocess
overtextmessages.

Soyoukeeppressingthevenue’sauthoritiesforawhileabouttheactiveriskto
attendeestherapistspose,andemphasizingthatthevenuecouldbeseenasculpable
forrefusingtodoanything.Theyfinallyrelentandallowyoutomakeageneral
statementaboutthepresenceofrapistsintheroom,“Butdon’tnameanyone‼”

That’showyouendupstandingbeforearoomofpeople,interruptingtheshow
ormeetingorwhateverandawkwardlytellthemthatthereareknownrapistsin
theroomandjusttolikewatchyourdrinksandmaybebealittlecareful.

Theroomsuddenlyexplodesinoutrageatyou.
“Whywon’tyounamethem!”“Becausetheyobviouslydon’thaveproof!”“Isay!

Interestinghypothetical!Ithinkweshouldalldiscusshowweshoulddecidethesekinds
ofnovelsituations!”

Withamazingspeedtheroomspontaneouslyorganizesitselfintoacollectiveju-
dicialproceeding.Everyonefeelsrightwiththisnewarrangement.Itfeelscorrect,
known.TheThingToDo.
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Regardless of whether any given person took civics class, there are omnipresent
narratives, frameworks and techniques in our society that we grow up breathing in
and out like air. So the entire room starts vapidly declaring phrases like “Innocent
Until Proven Guilty.”

One of the brutal serial rapists you know closely looks you square in the eyes
with a cocky smirk and announces to the room, “Speaking as a survivor, this feels
really retraumatizing and inappropriate. It’s irresponsible to call people out against
the wishes of any survivors and outside of the formal channels for transformative jus-
tice. In general I think you all could really stand to read unspecified Black Indigenous
feminists so you could learn this kind of carceral mob mentality doesn’t help anything.”

After you’ve done this dance a few times you stop bothering. You just go home.
You never go in the first place.

Dozens of you do the same. Then hundreds. But, of course, the shows, the
protests, the meetings, keep happening with the same old folks and the same old
rapists and their enablers. New survivors keep being generated. But the people
who remain notice none of this damage; they thank themselves for having bravely
resisted the potential injustice of wild accusations. Some of them think they helped
survivors! They took the dangerous chaotic messiness and pressured it into stable
institutionalized accountability processes. When a rapist talks a big talk about be-
ing reformed after reading a single bell hooks zine, everyone present feels warmly
encouraged. They did do the right thing! Of course they did! Society is at peace
now. The destabilizing exceptions have been dealt with.

And they can get those warm feels again in a couple years when he echoes the
same words in an accountability process for another rape!

Part of the dynamic is that half the population quite evidently can’t imagine
being raped, yet think it’s totally plausible that they could rape someone or be
falsely accused.

But another dynamic is that liberalism completely warps most people’s perspec-
tives, making them incapable of thinking outside the implicit framework of a state.
The necessity of centralized authority to exclusively evaluate and sentence, itself
bound by formal constraints, is deeply embedded in many people, regardless of
whether this is relabeled as The Commune, The Organization, or The Community.

Okay, but what else could we do?
“Kill Your Local Rapist” may read to a liberal used to thinking in terms of pol-

icy proposals, like a legal regime of immediately executing anyone ever accused
of being a rapist by anyone else; certainly a bad prescription. But even if most
anarcha-feminist punks wearing the patch mean something more like a provoca-
tive push towards survivor-led militancy, for most liberals there’s nothing in their
frame of reference besides legal trials and lynch mobs. Contextual provocation or
not, “Kill Your Local Rapist” is still an endorsement of “vigilante” action, the same
as assassinating a cop or CEO or nazi, and isn’t that just mindless mob justice that
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The liberal sees in the survivor defendant not an insurgent against the patriar-
chal system that prisons are a part of, but instead the essence of everything in the
prison system the liberal wants to do away with. Not only do survivor defendants
shatter the social peace, not only do they open up the prospect of individual re-
sponsibility in decentralized and context-aware struggle outside the state, but they
embraced ‘retribution,’ and potentially the worst thing possible, in the eyes of liber-
als, ‘revenge.’

The conceptual category of “retribution” is fucking weird. It’s literally just any
sort of negative response to an act. If you touchmy thigh and I slap your hand away,
that can be classified as ‘retribution.’ If you say something awful and I tell you to
shut up, that’s ‘retribution.’ And certainly any response to an act that attempts
to disincentivize it constitutes “retribution” in the broadest sense. If you exclude
any strategy that could look like “retribution” you get game-theoretically clobbered.
The emergence of mutual aid that Kropotkin mapped becomes entirely impossible.

Positive-reinforcement with children and animals is both ethical and an amaz-
ingly effective strategy — no one is beaten into having good values and healthy
relationships — but if you’re totally unwilling to draw a barrier at some point in an
escalation ladder and push back, your puppy will shove you aside and eat off your
plate. And if you’re unwilling to punch or shoot nazis, you will simply be murdered.
Every strategic bundle capable of flourishing necessarily includes some threshold
at which you respond negatively.

It’s not even clear that we can distinguish some essential line between disincen-
tives and incentives. The two are the same thing; the possibility space of our world
is just a single continuous landscape of relative ups and downs.

Revenge, by contrast, is an emotional concept.
And liberals operate by default in a paradigm of personal virtue — especially

those “abolitionists” who are just continuing the tradition of christian prison
reformists. In such a paradigm, emotions are not heuristics, tools, or even hazily
grouped byproducts of underlying thoughts, but virtues and vices in-and-of-
themselves. To be mad is to be bad. Thus to be mad at your rapist is an unethical
state, however understandable, that you have an obligation to work yourself out
of.

Liberals swoon when told of a story where a survivor of genocide or torture
looks their captor in the face, ideally in a court of law, and forgives them. They are
not so happy about revenge stories. They do not want to hear about the survivor
who goes to their grave hating the monsters.

Hate, after all, implies a continued tension. To hate the bloodsoaked genocidaire
of your people who has retired comfortably to the same american suburb as you,
is to reject the neutrality of the comfortable personal bubbles liberalism would put
you in. Hate is a directedness on the social graph, akin to an individual obligation
or responsibility.
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Localanarchistsinvolvedinsurvivorsupport,leftistsindomesticviolenceorgs,
aswellasnumerousorgsinlocalBlackandMuslimcommunitieswerebeyondfuri-
ousattheirresponsibilityand/ornaivety.Butthebailfund,fortheirpart,callously
referredtothebrutalmurderas“harm”,refusedtoadmitmistakeorapologize,com-
plainedthatthechildrenwhohadwatchedtheirmothermurderedwerenowbeing
deniedafatherfigurebyhisarrest,anddecidedthatanycritiquesoftheiractions
weredefinitionallyright-wing.Questionsofwhythismanwasprioritizedover
hundredsofotherfolkswererespondedtowithincredulity.

Itshouldcomeasnosurprisethatconservativemedialatchedontothecase
todemonizeeveryoneopposedtoprisonsandpoliceasequallycallousandirre-
sponsible.Butliberalshavelargelyresponded,inturn,byleapingtodefendthe
PortlandFreedomFund,repeatedlyexpressingrabidoutragethatanyonewould
critiquethemforAdan’sactionswhentheFundwas(supposedly,ifnotinfact)
committedtoageneralruleofbailingeveryone.

Intheliberalmindtheuniversalityofthemeta-rulemustcomefirst;thisiswhy
liberalsarealwaysmostinterestedindefendingthefreespeechofnazisandnot
leftists.Thebailfund’ssupportforamonsterlikeAdanoverotherpettycriminals
orpoliticalarresteesislikewiseseenasanexpressionofhowcommittedtheywere.
Nothingsignalsone’spersonalvirtue(iededicationtoliberalism)morethanpicking
outanddefendingthemostshockinglynoxiouscase.

Ifwomenhavetodie,brutallykilledatthehandsofthesecases,that’sasmall
pricetopay.

Inthisframework,survivorsare,almostbydefinition,theenemy.Andstate-
mentsputoutbythesesortsofliberals,aswellastalksandtrainingstheygive,
couldn’tbemoreclearonthisdisdainandenmity.

Because,let’sbefrank,survivorswillfrequentlyworktheirassesoff,dowhat-
evertheycan,togetimminentthreatstotheirlifeputbehindbars.Itrarelyworks,
butalotofthemdotry.Whenyourlifeisontheline,whenyou’redesperately
scramblingforanyonetohelpandanyoptionwhatsoever,youdon’tpausetothink
“butwhatifmylifelessbodycouldprovideliberalismwithafewmoreintangiblevirtue
points?“

Somesurvivors,however,correctlyrealizethatthestateisalignedagainstthem.
Thatcallingthecopswillalmostcertainlymakethingsworse.Sotheytakethings
intotheirownhandsandkilltheirrapist,theirabuser,theirtrafficker,theirfather.

Liberalabolitionistshatethesepeoplemorethananything.Theygetapoplectic
whentheveryconceptisbroughtup.Thesearenotwhothey’retryingtobail
out!Indeed,theyrepeatedlygiveeveryindicationthatthisistheonecategoryof
prisonertheythinkshouldremaininprison.

Inmuchthesamewaythatliberalsfuriouslywailabouttheviolenceofantifas-
cistswhileignoringthatoffascists,thecategoryof“survivordefendant”sundersthe
earthbetweenliberalabolitionismandradicalabolitionism.
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wouldleadtoendlesscyclesofviolence?
Whatevenisthereoutsidethestate?

HowStatelessSocietiesWork

Thefirstthingtounderstandaboutactuallyexistingstatelesssocietiesisthatthey’re
notnaive,merelystatelessbyignorance,havingfailedtoinventorevenimagine
thestate.Tothecontrary,statelesssocietiesareconstantlyhauntedbythepossibil-
ityofstate-formationandthusdiligentlyshapealmosteverythingtheydoaround
avoidingsuchrunawaypower.Theymayhaveseenakingemergeinaneighboring
regionandthey’llbedamnedifthesamethinghappenstothem.

Thisisimportantbecausenostateinhistorywasformedthroughrationalde-
liberationoncollectiveactionproblemsandrisk—likealiberaltextbookmight
suggest—insteadthestatistsystemiseverywheretheunbrokencontinuouslegacy
ofpillageanddespotism.Nocommunityeverconsensedonasocialcontract;power
wasalwaysimposed.Insofarasmodernstates“provide”anyboonstotheircitizens,
thesearetheproductofthestateeventuallyseizingcontroloverpreexistingdynam-
icsinsocietyorseekingtobettermanageandcontroltheirworkforce.

Liberalsareveryproudofafew“checksandbalances”imposedintothefleshof
thesebloodthirstybeasts:thingslikevoting,competingbranchesofgovernment,
semi-consistentlegalsystems,andepistemicblinderstodealwithevaluatingtruth
inall-or-nothings.Inpractice,ofcourse,noneofthesehasanyrealtractionor
stoppingpower.Atbesttheyslowthestate’scompoundingtyrannyalittle.The
power-seekingsimplyfocustheireffortsoncapturingasingleexistingbehemoth
andthenleverageitseconomiesofscaletodounimaginablelevelsofharm.The
centralizationisarunawayfeedbackprocess.Alltheincentivesaretoincrease
thepowerofthatbeast,nevertodiminishitspower,andsopeoplearefedtoit
inanendlessstreamofcarnage.Killingthebeastbecomesaharderandharder
task,requiringevergreaterlevelsofsacrifice,sothatevenifweeventuallywin,the
statistsystemthatpresentlyenlockstheplanetwillhavetortured,enslavedand
murderedforgenerations.

Toavoidthisrunawayprocess,atleastlocallywithintheirowndomain,state-
lesssocietiescreatefractallymorechecksandbalances,oftenbyrejectingcentral-
izationentirely,sothateveryindividualbecomesthemselvesanactivecheckand
balanceinahostofways.

Toreallyunderstandstatelesssocietiesit’sbesttogetoutsidetheframeofmind
ofinstitutions—thinkingofa“statelesssociety”asasinglething,astatethattech-
nicallyisn’tastate,astateminussomedistinctstateaspects—andinsteadthinkin
termsofacollectionofindividualsrunningvariousstrategies,inagametheoretic
sense.



8

In game theory you might have a set of actors all interacting with one another
in endlessly repeating iterations. Thanks to repetition and the ability of actors to
remember past behavior, there can be strong pressures towards cooperation. The
anarchist game theorist Michael Taylor famously wrote about these dynamics, pro-
viding rigorous modern grounding for Kropotkin’s arguments for the social and
evolutionary emergence of mutual aid.

The classic example is the n-iterated prisoner’s dilemma. While snitching is the
optimal strategy in the one-off version of the game, when parties repeatedly play
the game and canmake decisions based on the track record of the other player, more
complicated strategies become possible and yet the best one is incredibly simple: tit-
for-tat with a slight skew towards cooperation. You cooperate by default but punish
deviation from cooperation, maybe eventually testing out a tentative forgiveness;
you don’t trust someone against the evidence.

More interesting things start happeningwhen you run a bunch of different types
of games and increase the number of players in the pool from two. Surprisingly,
cooperation often remains highly viable, but two things broadly emerge:

The first is that the population often contains a mix of strategies. Some players
(human or automated) consistently play minority strategies and still survive. The
resulting ecosystem may stabilize with a high number of cooperators, but it usually
retains a stubborn minority of predatory monsters who will take advantage of them
at the first opportunity; these never go entirely extinct or all mutate to a different
strategy, at best they settle into a persistent fringe exploiting the cooperators.

The second is that dominant strategies of cooperation involve not just mild re-
taliations in kind when someone does something to you specifically, but aggressive
self-sacrificing retaliation against those who demonstrate predatory strategies to
anyone. Solidarity, as the old anarchist saying goes, means attack.

What’s important to note is that there is nothing like a state in these models,
just decentralized individuals adopting varying strategies. Depending on a host of
things the resulting overall ecosystems that stabilize can vary quite a bit.

Of course, anthropologists never needed fancy math and computer simulations
to discover this reality. Many learned it quickly from just talking to those actually
living in stateless societies.

These people were not unaware of the possibility of state formation, but
all-too-aware, and thus their societies were characterized by extreme hypervig-
ilance distributed in a multitude of ways aggressively trying to nip all possible
state-formation in the bud.

The central imperative is that anyone seeking power be immediately recognized
and attacked or aggressively sanctioned by everyone. If someone tries to set up
severe charismatic authority, a mafia shakedown operation or a personal army, this
must be quickly detected and relayed widely and everyone in the vicinity has to put
everything down to go create a massive disincentive, using whatever’s normalized
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our project by allowing liberals to focus on the wrong thing. Thus revolutionary ar-
guments for the abolition of prisons became subsumed under existing prison reform
movements.

As Black radicals like Joy James have critiqued at length, these reform move-
ments were not interested in burning down the prisons and liberating police-killing
comrades at gunpoint to continue the struggle, they were motivated by trying to
make the existing regime work better. And the regime has been happy to cultivate
such pseudo “abolitionists” as a dumping ground for misdirected activist energy.
Whole ecosystems of nonprofits and academics now happily run on grant-funded
treadmills, echoing an “abolitionism” stripped of any radical analysis or revolution-
ary imperative.

These reformists correctly recognize that prisons constitute a form of sustained
personal domination – torture, in other words. But they don’t place responsibility
for this on the core self-preservation imperatives of the state; they don’t see this as
part of a wider feedbacking of power. No. Instead they decide that prisons must be
a product of psychological failing in the general population.

Like the Christian traditions of justice reform that they are a continuation of,
these liberals continue to view this all in terms of people holding negative feelings.

Retribution and Revenge

During the 2020 uprisings literally millions of dollars poured into Portland, filling
the pockets of whatever grifter or liberal was ready to mobilize a donation link
online.

One of these, “Portland Freedom Fund” proclaimed it would pay for bail for
people of color. After ignoring countless folks for months they got a request from
someone in their circles to bail out one Mohamed Adan. The papers that the main
woman behind the fund signed explained some of the situation of strangulation
and contempt violation. Adan was on his 9th domestic violence charge, this time
arrested after he had again broken into the home of his ex, Rachael Abraham, and
woken her up by beating her with prayer beads. He had been charged with five dif-
ferent attempts at strangulation, in addition to the lengthy beatings and putting a
gun to her head promising to murder her… only to be released on an ankle monitor
and then cut it off. Rachael, an Afro Latina and a Muslim, had emphasized with
frantic certainty that Adan had promised to murder her. The bail fund covered his
bail and released him without any plan to check him or to provide safety for his tar-
get. He promptly murdered his ex, beating and repeatedly stabbing her countless
times in front of their three children before finally strangling her to death and con-
tinuing to stab the corpse – a slow excruciating murder that had been telegraphed
and warned of in every conceivable way.
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thetime.
Thesebiasesofliberalsarewhythey’vesobadlymisconstruedtheanarchist

projectofabolishingthestate’scoretoolsofprisonsandpolice.
Liberalsreadourcritiqueofthesemechanismsonthesurfacelevel,asacritique

ofpeoplebeingmeanorviolent.Theyfailedtograspthatthecritiqueisofcentral-
izationanditsrunawaydynamics,notofanynegativefeelingsorharmfulactions
perse.Thusthisliberalappropriationof“abolition”hasmanagedtostealsomeof
theaestheticsandculturalcachetbuiltbytheanarchistmovementandalliedliber-
ationstrugglesandusedittorepeatthesamestaleoldattacksonthoseverysame
people.

In1999duringtheBattleofSeattleagainsttheWTO,Iwasacrossthestreet
whensomeanarchistsinblocsmasheduptheStarbucks.Theliberalsimmediately
freakedout.Somecomplainedaboutsuch“vigilantism”beingthesameasKKK
lynchings.Theysaidthatallviolencewasinherentlymaleandthuspatriarchal.
Andtheysaidthatonlywhitepeoplewouldeverengageinviolencebecausepeo-
pleofcoloraretooterrifiedofeveractingagainsttheiroppressors.They’vebeen
repeatingthesesamesillybitsfortwentyfiveyears.Infamously,theywilllookdi-
rectlyataBlackgirlinblocclearlyamongothernonwhitemalesandrefertoher
asa“straightwhitemale.”Theyareabsolutelyshameless.Andtheyallcomeup
withexactlythesameobjectionstoanydisturbanceofthepeace.

“Aneyeforaneyemakestheworldgoblind.”
Instrictcategoricaltermsthiskindofobjectionisludicrous;ifthepricefor

smashingupabillionaire’sStarbucksishegetstosmashupanystarbucksIown,
that’saneasytrade.Iwillhappilysteal100%ofabillionaire’swealthanddonate
itawayifthetradeishegetstodothesametome.Contextclearlymatters.And,
bydefinition,nofeministwhatsoeveriscallingforaneye-for-an-eyeinthecaseof
rape.Wedon’tthinkthatthesolutiontotorturersistorture.Wedon’tthinkthat
thesolutiontoprisonsisprisons.Wedon’tthinkthesolutiontorapeisrape.

Butwhattheliberalreallymeansisthatsomethingtheycall“retaliation”isbad.
Thisisaninterestingconceptualslippage.
Atcoreanarchistswanttoabolishprisonsforthesamereasonwewanttoabol-

ishpolice,borders,legislatures,etc:becausethey’retoolsbywhichorganizedvio-
lenceiscentralizedandthusinherentlycorruptedinaninexorablefeedbackloop
ofpowerconcentration.Unlikedecentralizedsocieties,theseinstitutionsarenot
fluidlycontestable,butinsulatethemselves,creatinghigherandhigherthresholds
ofinvestmentnecessaryforanysortofchange.

Liberalscannotadmitthatsuchrunawaypowerconcentrationisaproblem,so
theyhaveselectivelyfocusedonsymptomsofit.

Thisispartiallythefaultofradicals.Inourargumentsagainstprisonswewould
oftenmakethrowawaypointsattheendlike,“andevenintheirowntermsthey
don’tevenworkatstoppingcrime!”Butthisrhetoricalpoint-scoringundermined
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assufficientforaclassofcasesinalongspectrumofoptionsfrommockerytolethal
force.Suchconfrontationscanbecostly,andsomeindividualsmightbedisinclined
tojoinin,sooftenthestrategicnormistolikewiseapplysocialpressureagainst
neutrality,inmuchthesamewaythatactivistswillwhenmobilizingaboycottor
strike.

Infamously,statesocietieslikeourownnormalizeneutralityandpassiveness,
eveninthefaceofoppression,alwayssloughingoffallresponsibilityordecision-
makingtosomedistantcollectiveinstitutionorauthoritythat,evenifit’ssomehow
alignedagainsttheoppressioninquestion,hasaninherentlyhardtimeintegrating
knowledgeofparticularcontextsmuchlessactingquicklyordexterously.Incon-
trast,statelesssocieties,attheirbest,areallaboutactiveindividualresponsibility.
Proactivevigilanceagainsttyrannytakingrootistheconcernofeveryone,witha
distributedsocialfabricthusenablingindividualstoapplytheirownuniquepar-
ticularizedknowledgetodisincentivizepower-seekingbehavior,inwaysthatcan
fluidlyshiftandvaryacrosscontexts.Howfaralongisacertaincharismaticindi-
vidualaggregatingsharpinfluencetobecomingawarlord?

Themixofstrategiesagivenstatelesssocietyusesaroundthisdisincentivization
vary,andobviouslynoteveryoneofthemshouldbeuncriticallytreatedorfully
adoptedbyanarchists,whoadditionallyseektoavoidinterpersonaldomination
andmaximizefreedom,notmerelytoavoidstates.Somestrategies—likeextreme
mockeryofanythingthatsmellslikepersonalconfidence,orextremelyaggressive
sanctionofhavinganywealthwhatsoever,orperiodicuprisingsagainstthe“sor-
cery”ofanyonewithsocialprestige,ortotallyostracizinganyonewhousesvio-
lenceatallever,evenwhenresistingslaveraids—clearlyoverreach.Thosemight
suppresstheemergenceofpowerlociandkeepthecancerofstate-formationat
bay,buttheydosoatarguablyunnecessarycosts.Someonebeingobnoxiously
arrogantisnotthesamethingassomeoneactuallywieldingpower.Similarly,a
smalldegreeofvariationinpersonalmaterialwealthorstatusisworthaccepting
ifthealternativeisowningnothingbutwhatyoucancarry,neverhavingfriends,
orneverexcellingatanything.Andsimilarlyviolenceasacategoryisn’tthesame
thingaspoweroroppression,butoftenquiteimportanttoresistance.

Butevenifthestrategiesthatcongealedinsomestatelesscommunitiesasso-
cialnormsarelessthanfullyoptimizedbyanarchistperspectives–andwecan
significantlyimproveonthemwithmoremeta-awarenessandnuance–wemay
stillappreciatehowsuchsocietieshistoricallyevolvedsuchimprecisemeasures
andovercorrectionsjusttobesafe.Theexamplesofbottom-upcensureofwealth,
arrogance,oranyviolenceareunderstandablefailuresoftargetingasimpleand
readilyapparentmetricratherthantheunderlyingtarget,aclassichallmarkofso-
cialnormsformedthroughpiecemealevolutionratherthandeliberativeradicalism.

Whenitcomestorapists,adiversityofresponsesisdocumented,inpartde-
pendingonhowgender-egalitarianasocietywas.Twoextremecategoriesareil-
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lustrative: In the first, some stateless societies just kill rapists (or expel them alone
into the wilderness where death is likely). In the second, other societies handle a
rapist by means of adjudicators in a polycentric legal system.

Neither of these examples is perfect, nevertheless the structure of imperfections
can be instructive.

The Xeer polycentric legal system across Somalia, adopted since the seventh
century, is a classic example of a stateless “justice system” and has been cited as
inspiration by both social anarchists and libertarians. There’s certainly strong com-
monalities with approaches independently invented and applied in anarchist com-
munities across the world since the 90s. Yet, across these cases, while the poly-
centric adjudication model could work on cases of mere interpersonal harm, like
stealing another activist’s car, they proved incredibly weak on rape, being struc-
turally skewed towards maintaining social peace.

In more traditional polycentric systems like Xeer, kinship is the central social
unit and this collective structure is how accountability is enforced. Unlike individu-
als who can die and thus no longer present their case to an adjudicator, families are
relatively perpetual “actors.” Your family is thus responsible for defending you, tak-
ing any claim you might have before adjudicators, but your actions are in turn the
responsibility of your family. If you murder someone, their family and your family
agree on common reputable adjudicators, the adjudicators weigh the evidence and
circumstances, and then your family pays their family some restitution. Agreeing
on common adjudicators is actually pretty smooth, as are the competitive pressures
on them to be neutral between clans and consistent. Outsiders expect this sort of
system to immediately devolve into blood feuds between families, but those are
surprisingly rare because no one involved is a fool and the entire system is shaped
around avoiding such. Peace rather than conflict is always strongly in the interests
of families and adjudicators, individuals be damned.

As two liberal critics put it,
“the accused in a rape case is usually required to pay monetary compensation,

a burden shared by his family and clan members, or, in limited circumstances, he
may be required to marry the victim. The victim is not perceived as being denied
justice, or as someone whose welfare has been subsumed by the wider interests of her
community. Instead, keeping the rape case out of the courts and the public eye is
regarded as advantageous for the victim. The objective sought by elders is to ensure
there are no reprisals that could unleash a cycle of violence and to protect the reputation
and marriage prospects of the victim, not to prevent future criminal behaviour. While
peace between families and clans is maintained, it is at the expense of providing a
deterrent against rape” source

We can also view the explicit patriarchal norms of such traditional polycentric
systems as a product of regulatory capture. The professional adjudicators have some
level of competition keeping them honest between clans, but with stature and famil-
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moment things shift to violence they obtain a final total victory.
Liberals are prone to sneer about the encouragement of gun-owning as a check

on the state, “Don’t you know that in a real war the state would steamroll you with
missiles and drones⁈ You’re never going to win a revolution against something like
the US empire, that’s why you’ve gotta vote and build a mass movement!“

But this entirely misses the point. War is costly. The potential and presence of
violence, can have a massive impact in changing incentives, without lining every-
one up on a field and letting them fire all their weapons at one another directly.

Just because it’s theoretically possible for one party to defeat another doesn’t
mean suchwould be cheap or preferrable. Similarly, insurgents don’t have to march
into the capital of an evil system to win against it, they just have to make its con-
tinued operations unfeasibly expensive.

As every radical knows, KKK lynchmobs were defeated not through centralized
means, but through Black communities and activists getting armed to the teeth. Yes,
white racists often outnumbered their targets, but the moment things got costly or
risky most of them backed down. While figures like MLK put on public spectacles
of nonviolence, behind the scenes he embraced protection from armed activists.

Moreover, violence isn’t just useful for liberation in the context of defensive
counter-escalation; there are often specific situations in which we do have an ad-
vantage in violence over our enemies. Where an insurgent strikes at a vulnerability
can have a huge impact. Awareness of these possibilities requires effort. But, from
riots to assassinations to punching Richard Spencer, history shows a host of exam-
ples.

Across the board, liberals have studiously refused to learn this lesson because
it obliges personal responsibility and risk outside the comforting structures of cen-
tralized law. As a result they refuse to even think about engagements past a certain
point in the escalation ladder, and thus provide every incentive for fascists to just
escalate to the level of conflict in which they are unopposed.

Rape culture, as feminists have emphasized for decades, constitutes a
widespread war. Patriarchy is a constant campaign of abuse, femicides, and rape
— a regime of terror where violence is always partially targeted to bystanders as
a means of broad enforcement, setting norms, expectations, risks, and fears. Like
white supremacy, patriarchy is both centralized into institutions and decentralized
into an ecosystem of reinforcing individual strategies.

Since liberals cannot imagine or permit decentralized solutions to decentralized
problems, they instead try to box rape into being amerematter for a “justice system”.
They will themselves behind a veil of ignorance so they can ignore all context, just
as they refuse to see the future implications of conceding the top of an escalation
ladder. Rape is then always an individual exception rather than an ongoing struggle.
And rape is not a matter of power; rape becomes simply a matter of “harm,” in no
sense categorically different from the harms everyone inflicts on one another all
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feelthissacrificesanexistingmutualcompactwiththefasciststocivildebateand
electoralcompetitionwithinaframeworkoflaw.

Youmayretortthatthisisself-evidentlyabsurd,nofascistisinanywaybound
tothatmeta-accordandfailingtoviolentlydisruptthemearlyintheirmobilization
onlyallowsthemtogatherstrengthbeforetheyinevitablystrike,butjustasliberals
recoilfrompersonalresponsibilitytheycannotfathomanythinglikewar.Thisis
whytheyrefusetoarmthemselvesorprepareinanyway.Theywouldultimately
ratherbepassivelyledtothedeathcampsthanturntoactualresistance.Liber-
alsbelievethatarmedconflictisinherentlythedomainoffascists.Thustoeven
personallyownaguninpreparationistoembraceaconflictonewilllose.

InabarinHamburgaftertheChaosCommunicationsCongressin2013aliberal
lawyeroverheardafriendandmetalkingaboutpotentiallypicketingtalksbycol-
laboratorswiththeNSA,andexpressedheroutragethatwewouldabandoncivility
andTheSystem’sinternalmechanismsforadjudication.Ilaughedandsaidsome-
thinglike,“Imean,lady,Isupportpeopleshootingsnitches.Thecivilrightsmovement
waswonthroughthebarrelofactivists’guns.”Shelosthermindandapoplectically
screamedatusinhorrorlikewewerelovecraftiannightmaresouttoabducther
child,sprayingspittleinourfacesasshedetailedhowmanymembersofherfamily
hadbeenlostintheHolocaust,beforeshoutingherchillingconclusionthatIhave
neverforgotten,“ButifthefasciststookpoweragaintodayIwouldproudlymarch
youanarchiststothecampsmyself!Becauseanarchistsarefarworsethanfascists!
Weneedlaws!“

Soitgoeswithliberals.
Iwanttobeclear,however,thattheydohaveasmidgenofapoint.Eventhough

it’samyththatfascistgovernmentswereefficientatwarfare,andeventhoughan-
archistshavemanyadvantagesindecentralizedconflict—henceourlongstanding
embraceofinsurgencyand4thgenerationwarfare—therearesomerespectsin
whichpower-seekersarebetteratviolencethanus.Violenceisartificiallysimple,
itcutsawaytanglesofcomplexityandreducessituationsdowntoacalculusin
whichsomeofourgreatestadvantagesdonotapply.

We’reexceptionallygoodindomainslikeartandscience,butnotparticularly
goodbydefaultatfisticuffs.Fascistsknowthisandspendalmosttheirentiretime
complainingabouthowunfairitisthattheirpreferredarenasaren’tdominant.
Theylongforthedayoftherope,wherealltheculturaldecentralizedthinky-things
areirrelevantandallthatmattersisbrutestrengthandcruelty.Inaparalleltothe
eternaloutrageofpatriarchsabouttheirwivespoisoningthem,they’reperpetually
madthatmanyantifascistsaretwiggyoreffeminateandfightfromtheshadows
“withouthonor.”Theyknowthatina“fairfight”onanopenbattlefieldoran
opencampaignoftotalgenocideinwhichthey,forinstance,justslaughterallcity-
dwellers,theywouldfinallystoplosingtous.

Butjustbecausefascistshaveanedgeonusinviolencedoesn’tmeanthatthe
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ialrepresentationascentraldynamics,bothareeasilycapturedbythegerontocratic.
Withmenthencontrollingrolesasfamilialrepresentativesandadjudicativeelders
theycanlockoutwomenandtheirconcerns,bothinvolvingrapesinsideaclan
andrapesthatcrossclanboundaries.Thisisthecoreproblemwiththecollective
institutionsoftheXeerapproach.Maybenotquiteasbadasstates,butsubjectto
thesamecorruptions.

InmedievalIceland–oftencitedbyanarcho-capitalistsasanideal–thesame
sortofrelativecentralizationandclanstructureapplied,withsimilarpatriarchal
failuremodes.Inrelativecontrastamongpolycentriclegalsystems,theanthropol-
ogistOkoElechidetailedinDoingJusticeWithoutTheState,howhispeople,the
Igbo,usedwhatwerefunctionallyoverlappingmeshesofmutualaidsocietiesin-
steadofpatriarchalclans,soagivenindividualcouldappealtomultiplegroupsfor
solidarityandrepresentation,includingalongcommonlinesofidentitylikeyouth
andwomen.Thepointofsuchfurtherdecentralizationwastoprovidecounterpres-
suresagainstsystemicregulatorycapture,althoughthisdidnotenduppreventing
theAfikpo(incontrasttotheAbaja,OtanzuandIsu)fromclassifyingsomerape
asadultery,andadulteryasacrimeagainstsocialstability,withthesolutionsome-
timesbeingthemarriageofthesurvivorandtheirrapist.AsOkoElechiwrites,
centralizationintotheNigerianstateonlyexpandedsuchleniencytowardsrape.
DeeperdecentralizationthanXeeristhusanimportantbutinsufficientcomponent
instoppingrape,therearebroaderdynamicsthatconstituteaculture,forgoodor
forbad,beyondaformaljusticesystem.ThebookPeopleWithoutGovernment,by
theanthropologistHaroldBarclay—whocametoembraceanarchism—covers
awidearrayofexamplesofstatelesssocietiesbeyondsuchpolycentricsystems,
includingmoreegalitarianones,comprisedofdiffusestrategicmixeswheredis-
tributedsanctionandmorespontaneousadhoccounter-organizingordirectaction
isnormalized.

Givenallthiscontext,theliberalsquotedontheXeersystemaresillytoex-
pectastatejusticesystemtooffersurvivorsanythingmoreorprovidesubstan-
tivedisincentivization.Xeeriscapturedbypatriarchyinnosmallpartbecauseof
thecentralizationwithinit.Thecentralizationofstatesmakesthempreytoeven
worseregulatorycapturebypatriarchy—considerthesheerhostilitycopshaveto
survivors—andeveniftheyweretobesomehowshiftedtoprosecuterapestrin-
gently,wewouldhavegoodreasontonotwantthemto.Rape,byitsnature,often
occursinwayswhereknowledgeofthetruthishighlylocalized;youandyour
friendsmayhaveverygoodcontextualreasontobelieve,butthatisn’tnecessar-
ilytransitivetoadistantglobalarbiterlikethestate.Whatindividualscaninfact
knownearabsolutely,distantstrangersdivorcedfromthesociallocalweboftrust
mustbemorereservedabout.Asinglecentralizedsystemwithamonopolyonvio-
lenceshouldnoteasilybelieveanygivenaccusation,becausethatwouldincentivize
wildexploitationofthesystem.Asinglecentralizedsystemcapableofextracting
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the truth would use those surveillance powers for absolute tyranny. It’s almost as
if centralization removes dexterity, knowledge, and nuance while intensifying all
dangers.

If centralized solutions like state judicial systems were the only option on the
menu for rape survivors, there would be no hope.

Thankfully, we can demonstrably do without states. Statelessness thus offers
a wide platform within which we can craft better individual strategies and norm
ecosystems – not just polycentric adjudicative institutions. The extent of the pos-
sible is much vaster than with statism. It’s thus critical that we understand the
core strategy dynamics that enable them to exist at all; but not every experiment is
perfect and we should learn from and improve on mistakes.

A Brief Report Back on Accountability Processes

In the 1990s anarcha-feminists started experimenting with ad hoc attempts to re-
form rapists. Some of the early projects in Portland, Minneapolis, and Philly be-
came templates that were copied across continents and into small towns with great
hope.

Uniform across these attempts was a DIY ethos. How hard could it be?
But the folks involved often had divergent implicit goals and expectations; for

example:
1) Restoring the survivor, providing them with safety from the rapist/abuser.
2) Protecting potential targets of the rapist/abuser in the future.
3) Getting the rapist/abuser to change their core motivational system and entire

view of the world.
4) Restoring peace in the broader community and suppressing social conflicts.
This is because themakeup of an accountability team dramatically varied. Some-

times it was the survivor’s friends and the perpetrator’s friends. Sometimes only
one “side.” Sometimes it was them plus bystanders. Sometimes it was only ad hoc
bystanders. Sometimes it was bystanders trying to make a reputation for them-
selves as professionals and authorities in this new field. Sometimes it was just an
existing patriarch leaping at the opportunity to posture as macho and benevolent.
Personal motivations varied wildly.

I want to be clear: Despite them now being a widespread joke, I’ve seen and
heard of accountability processes that worked. But only ever because the perpetra-
tor was independently motivated and driven to change or because the accountabil-
ity process was over something like mere interpersonal conflict, a theft of a car or
a clash of personalities, for example, not an act like rape or abuse that’s grounded
in power-seeking.
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sonally, I heard that a thousand Proud Boys are coming to attack this protest right
now because a friend-of-a-friend-of-a-friend heard someone saw a pickup truck
with an American flag.) But the overall skew is sharp.

The solution to this phenomenon is not to deny that you can know situations
directly as an individual and you can develop incredibly high credences in certain
things via network effects and their compounding dynamics, but to more aggres-
sively leverage the asymmetries that benefit the altruistic, the true, and resistance
to power. The anarchist solution to the specter of false accusations, in other words,
is to intensify what we already do. To spread participation in our kinds of decen-
tralized epistemological structures and continue to insurgently disrupt and disin-
centivize power.

After all, we broadly trust our comrades fighting ISIS in Syria to make evalu-
ations on the ground, to evaluate who’s an ISIS member and who isn’t on the fly.
Sometimes the evidence can be borderline, but mostly it’s overwhelmingly clearcut.
And those with experience build up tacit knowledge about what constitutes a sniper
or not that would be hard to codify into some centralized universal “justice system.”
If anarchism is an unending path we walk, a perpetual minority insurgency against
power, why should our campaigns of resistance against rapists look any different?

Why shouldn’t a crew of survivors who’ve dropped out of activism to waste
their time and emotional health for years on a fruitless accountability process, while
the rapist keeps raping, just get some baseball bats and jump the fucker?

Insurgency vs Liberal Abolitionism

But, of course, liberals simply cannot think outside the artificial global neutrality
of “policy” and “justice.” A liberal will hear something like “Fire To The Prisons”
and immediately transmute this into a meta-policy that licenses the police burning
down neighborhoods. I wasn’t making up that example! Liberals have literally had
that response!

Even when looking at a group of insurgent Maquis fighters assassinating a fas-
cist in his sleep, the liberal mind squirms to avoid recognizing the specificity, “oh
so you think it’s okay for any individual to kill anyone whenever they feel like it.”

This is because liberals are utterly terrified of taking object-level stances on
specific things, even when that’s something like “fascists are a threat and individual
violence is justified in stopping them.” To get inside the liberal mind you have to
understand that they feel overwhelminglyweak, they do not think they canwin any
outright conflict head-on, so instead the strategy is always to trick the opponent
into agreeing to a neutral meta-framework. You will then both be bound by this
framework, but — surprise — it is structured in such a way that the liberal is favored.

This is why liberals cannot stand outright violent resistance to fascists; they
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turnedintononprofits,theybecamesubjecttothissortofregulatorycapture.Yet
acrossthewidermovement,astimeprogressed,experiencewiththediversityof
abuseandrapeaggregated,buildingknowledgeandnuancein.

Infiltrationintodensofaltruistsisasatiation-postponingstrategyforpower-
seekers,whichfewhavethestomachfor.Buteventhosewithsuchtolerancethen
havetooperatesurroundedbyvigilantenemies.It’sfarlessriskytogroupupwith
otherpower-seekersratherthanamongthoseanti-authoritariansactivelytrying
torevealpeoplelikeyou.Youmightpulloffsomeshorttermgains,butyouwill
eventuallybeexposed.Andwhenexposedyouwillhavesunksomuchintothe
investmentyou’llhavenothinglefttoretreatbackto.Iknowofanabuserwhospent
immenseenergyandtimeposturingasgoodonabuse,tothepointthat,whenhis
ongoingabusehewashidingwasrevealedandhecommittedsuicide,everysingle
oneofhisfriendsrefusedtoshedatear.

Allofthisisasubsetofabroaderasymmetrythathasenabledanarchiststo
dramaticallyinfluencetheworldandachievemanyvictoriesoverthecourseofour
movement,despiteourunavoidableunpopularity:Mutualaid.

Whilesomenowusethetermasmerely“nicefeelswhenbeingnice,”what
Kropotkindescribedwasagametheoreticdynamicthatskewswhatstrategiessur-
viveinapopulation,bothbiologicallyandsocially.Altruistsarebetteratdecentral-
izedcoordinationthantheselfishandpower-seeking.Thenon-altruisticwillsome-
timesrecognizetheyhavecommongoalsoraclassidentity,buttheywillnever
individuallysacrificeforothers.Tosolvecollectiveactionproblemstheironlyop-
tioniscentralizationandhierarchies.Copswon’trunintoaburningbuildingto
saveoneanotherunlesssomeoneiscapableoforderingthem.Butadistributednet-
workofaltruisticindividualscanautonomouslysolvecollectiveactionproblems.

Power-seekersaresimplybadatcollectiveactionindecentralizedcontexts,
whichispartofwhyfascistsseekingtodointelligenceworkagainstanarchists
andantifascistssofrequentlyusethecopslikeacrutch.Leftontheirown,they’re
notoriouslybadatevidentiarystandards.Eachindividualhasanincentivetobe
sloppyondoxworkor—moreoften—makeupfantasticalfabrications,withno
realincentivetopersonallyengageininternalconflictorpushbackthatwould
disincentivizesuch.Asaresultoftheirlimitedexperiencesinsuchdecentralized
situations,thenon-altruistictendtothrowuptheirhandsandcategorically
dismissthedecentralizedasthesamesortofcesspoolofconstantliesthatthey
generate.ThesameunbrokendynamicthatlynchedEmmettTilltodaysetsup
ruralbarricadesandpullspeopleoutofcarsdemandingtoknowifthey’rethe
Soros-fundedantifaresponsibleforforestfirestopush“globalwarming.”

Nowthereareexceptions,tobesure.Asmallminorityofreactionariesareal-
truisticinthesensethattheywillseriouslyself-sacrificeforoneanotheroracause
—notjustinashowyself-aggrandizingmomentofmartyrdom,butinuncelebrated
dailydrudgery.Noriseveryoneonoursidealtruistic,diligent,orexperienced.(Per-
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ThelattersortofsuccessesparallelpolycentricadjudicationsystemslikeXeer.
Theyworkreallywelloverfrictionandeconomicdisputesbetweenindividuals!
Whenanindividualdoesmere“harm”toanother,anaccountabilityprocessmaybe
thewaytogo.Butrapeisusuallynotevenremotelyinthesamecategoryasmere
harm.

Ananarcha-feminstfriendofmineandscholarofaccountabilityprocesses,who
washerselfrepeatedlyrapedforyearsasachildbyaneighbor,haslaugheddarkly
abouttheseapproachesforoveradecade.“Theythinkofrapethroughthelensofa
drunkenconsentslipduringahookup,becausethat’shardenoughtoconfront,they
can’treallyevenbegintofathomanythingbeyondthat.”

Inthisview(3)isvirtuallyimpossible.Someonewhosecoremotivationtowards
theworldisoneofpredation,whojoinedanarchistsubculturalspacespurelybe-
causehethoughttherewouldbemorevulnerablelambsthere,isnotgoingtoinvent
empathyandethicsfromscratchbyreadingsomefeministtheory.He’snotgoing
tobepeer-pressuredintoit.Norishegoingtobreakdownonthecouch,discover
somechildhoodtrauma,andtranscendit,becausetwopunkscoutstryingtoget
theirtherapybadgetalkedtohim.Andifyouthink“providinghimwithresources
forhisneedsandcommunitybelonging”isgoingtoopenhisheart,congratulations
you’rejustvoluntarilysubsidizingapredator,whileintheprocessoffensivelyand
incorrectlysuggestingpoorormarginalizedpeoplearemorelikelytorape.

Atbesthe’sgonnalearnsomenewimpressivelanguageandplanwaysaround
thisinconvenienceinthefuture.

Somepeoplegetreallyweirdatthisjunctionandstartexpressingexistential
depressionaroundtheproposition“everyonecanchange.”I’veneverunderstood
thisreaction.

There’safinitenumberofbitsinahumanbrainandthusalwayssomeconceiv-
ableinputstringthatwillundowhatevercomplexpath-dependentchainofcauses
ledthatpersontoossifyintothevaluestheycurrentlyhold.Withimmortalityand
trillionsofyearsateamoflikewiseimmortaltherapistscouldnonstoptrytofigure
outsomeexactfractalskeletonkeythatwillturnHitlerintoadevotedanarchist.It
istechnicallypossible.

Andyou,yourself,candoincrediblefeatsofself-reconfiguration,ifyouwant
to.TakesomeLSD,reconnectwithyourchildhoodperspective,meditateandbuild
extensivechainsofself-awarenessdowntheentiretyofyourconsciousprocess.
Restructureyourdailyhabits,correctyourdefaultnarratives.There’ssomuchyou
cando.Youarealmostinfinitelyplastic,exactlytotheextentyouwanttobe.One
ofthesweetestguysI’veknownwasstudiouslyself-controlledlikenootherand
ofconstantcompassionateassistancetosurvivors,preciselybecausehe’dbeatena
partnerdecadespriorand,livingwiththevisceralhorroranddisgustofthat,onhis
owndedicatedhisentirelifetoneverlettinganythinglikethathappenagain.Butif
thoseprocesses,narratives,instinctualstrategicframes,andnotionsofself-identity,
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in your brain with root privileges, are never internally motivated to release control,
then nothing’s happening.

Neither of these facts changes the reality of cost-benefit tradeoffs we usually
face. How long will it take to convert a captured spy of the enemy army before we
trust him to wander freely back out into the trenches, transformed into a committed
anarchist? More time and effort than we can spare.

Half the stories told of failed accountability processes zero in on this. The perpe-
trator never changed in any core way; instead years went by with a crew of activists
wasting their lives and energy down the drain. Inmany cases this is so demoralizing
and exhausting that they drop out of the movement or of being activists altogether.

But the other half of the stories are somehow even worse. In these stories it’s
not just the perpetrator failing to change, it’s that the entire accountability process
was hijacked by folks involved in it — regulatory capture on the fly.

Sometimes the accountability is captured by the perpetrator’s friends who use
it as a shield between him and the survivor, a way to marginalize her and paint her
as unreasonable, and then a way to certify him as reformed and aggressively silence
anyone still talking about things.

Sometimes the accountability process is captured by opportunists seeking val-
idation. They see the accountability process as a personal position of power and
prestige. From this vantage point, it makes no sense to admit any problems with
the accountability process. The whole goal is to certify what an amazing job as
mediator you did, and thus anything to the contrary must be suppressed.

Often the accountability process is captured by scene elders and bystanders
whose primary goal is to stop the fighting, to remove all social pressures to break
apart friendships. Their whole framework is restoring The Community, a nebulous
concept that means something like a warm feeling of belonging their instinctual
primate brain conjures when they have a bunch of friends and no one is mad. Of
course themost efficient way to do that is to kick the survivor out. She’s the one that
raised all the fuss in the first place. The rapist only hurt one relationship, she’s hurt
many relationships by trying to make them take a stance on the rapist. Folks may
not consciously want to expel the survivor from the start; but as things go on the
conflict between their goals and hers become more and more apparent, which they
consider a betrayal by the survivor, prompting them to come up with reasons to
crusade against her. Additionally —beyond the maintenance of “Community”— spe-
cific scene elders often actively benefit from the continuation of patriarchal norms
just as tribal elders in Somalia do.

Usually it’s a mixture of these dynamics of regulatory capture. As a result, sur-
vivors frequently report the accountability process as far more traumatizing and
alienating than the rape.

This has led to widespread endorsement of survivors going it alone or with
their friends, which can still look like different things. In terms of accountability
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sloppy in research, believes eventually revealed falsities without verifiable good
cause, or tramples over the wishes of survivors in their means of sharing will get
iced out in proportion, a crew that leverages callouts in attempts to grab power will
be treated hostilely. Some of the sharpest sanction I’ve ever seen militant anarcha-
feminists bring on individuals was on those proven to be lying. Often this happened
immediately because the lies were bad, but sometimes it took the liar continuing to
apply their strategy.

None of this should be a surprise. Just as when you run games like the pris-
oner’s dilemma repeatedly, and allow the actors to remember past behavior from
other actors and respond with disincentivization, bad behavior becomes sharply
suppressed.

But the benefits of n-iteration isn’t just that agents running the lying strategy
eventually slip up, and only need to slip up once, it’s also that agents running the
altruistically-sanction strategy repeatedly play the game and evolve, integrating
more and more tacit knowledge. Thus the “bitter old crazy bitch” of a given scene
that every survivor goes to for help ends up getting a lot of experience with rapists
and their games as well as false-accusations, learning more and more about how to
detect and counter.

In contrast a liar does not have this experience, because they’re strategizing
from a deeply asymmetric vantagepoint. They can less afford to lose in conflicts, so
they can’t aggregate knowledge from those losses. They’re also focused on fewer
interactions because their selfishness gives them limited horizons. A liar isn’t go-
ing to slog through supporting three dozen survivors in depth to gather the tacit
knowledge to pull off a lie. That’s just not a cost-efficient investment for whatever
the fringe personal benefit might be. Plus their heart just isn’t going to be in it, and
the facade will eventually crack.

Now, despite these asymmetries, certainly bad actors can and do sometimes
attempt to grow more enmeshed in survivor support circles in order to gain useful
social capital and learn how to cloak their own power-seeking. A classic example
from the 80s is a woman who gained power as director of a Portland domestic
violence nonprofit after having been abusive to her husband, and, after he escaped,
she stalked his new partner, assaulted her, and then shot him in the genitals at his
new house. This was the bad old days of second wave feminism, so she’d been able
to partially cloak her own power-seeking by means of absolutist stereotypes about
gender classes. Still, even before this was revealed, her staff – who were, unlike her,
actually involved in repeated day-to-day support for survivors – hated her, correctly
recognizing a pattern of abusive behavior in other contexts and generally smelling
what she was. It’s important to note two things about this: first, this infiltration
leveraged organizational centralization and hierarchy, and second, it was relatively
early on in the history of domestic violence activism.

As many of the early grassroots radical activist projects of the 60s and 70s were
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Partofwhypeopleoverwhelminglylovethecentralizationofthestateisthat
itremovesallobligationtothinkandactforyourself.DidMonicarapeSusie?You
cansimplywaitforTheTrialtodecide.Whatshouldbedoneaboutit?I’msurethe
appropriatesentencewillbehandeddown.

EvenwhenTheStateorTheOrganizationhandsdownaverdictandsentence
youdisagreewith,itprovidesaneasyreferencepointtocenterdiscussionon.

Anarchism,bycontrast,isinfamouslyunpopularbecausewedemandindivid-
ualethicalresponsibilitywithoutbounds.Wherefakeanarchistslike“anarcho-
capitalists”drawatinycirclearoundafewpowerdynamicstheyoppose,declar-
ingneutralityoneveryotherethicalissue,anarchistsfollowMalatestainbelieving
thatthereisnoendtoourstruggleagainstpower.Thishypervigilancewherewe
neverstopevaluatingourinterpersonalandcontextualactsdefinesourmovement,
wherewepressnewfrontiersonrelationships,youthliberation,animalliberation,
etc.Thisissimilartohowpower-seekerswillalwaysbeinclinedtounifyagainstus
becauseouraspirationsleavethemnoroomtoretreat,noalternatewayofplaying
‘thegame,’noprivaterealmofunchallengedtyranny.

Partofthetransitionfromstatelesssocietiestostatescanbeexplainedbythe
factthatoppressionissimpler.Wecancomplainabouthowpowerissystematically
rivenwithstupidity,butthatcanhaveavisceralappeal.Liberalsgettonothaveto
think,justoffloadeverythingontoTheState,maybetakeavote,andthensitback
andgrill.TheinfamouslyunselfawaresloganduringtheTrumpyears,“IfHillary
wonwe’dbeatbrunchrightnow,”isreflectiveofthis.

Nevertheless,therearestillplentyofexamplesofdecentralizedsocialepiste-
mologyeveninourstatistsociety.Science,forexample,managestocapturemore
andmoretruthwithoutanythinglikeacentralizedtrial.Indeedscienceisrobustin
nosmallpartaccordingtohowmuchitresistscentralization;individualsfollowing
theirownnosesinvariedlocalcontextsandsharingtheirresultsisastarklypotent
approach,whichexplainswhythestateworkssohardagainstsciencetoconstrain
andre-centralizeit.

Similarly,antifascistresearchcrewsarenotoriouslybetterthanprofessional
newsoutletswhenitcomestoidentifying,tracking,andexposingfascists.One’s
reputationfordiligentresearchandnuancedaccuracymeansaton,andthepush-
backofrealityovertimeisaharshfilter;thosewhofallshortintheseaggregating
standardsaremarginalizedfromexistingnetworks.Thresholdsofdiligenceare
expectedbeforesharingleadsorinitialwork.Theinnocentareprotected—for
exampleblurredoutofphotographicevidence(includingthefacesofdogs).The
workcanevenextendtodeeplyseriousandhighlyresourcedprojectsoflongterm
infiltration.Thereisneverany“trial”ofafascistbeforethey’redoxedorjumped,
theproofisaggregatedasopensourceandverifiedacrosscompetingresearchers.

Anarcha-feministwhispernetworksareremarkablysimilarinfunction,aggre-
gatingovertimewithincreasedstandardsandexpectations.Anindividualthat’s
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processesthere’sbeenashifttorecognizethat“ifit’snotsurvivor-led,it’snotac-
countability.”(Becausewhoelsewoulditbeaccountabilityto?)Butbeyondthein-
stanceswhereasurvivorbelievesanaccountabilityprocessmightwork,anarchists
haveadaptedthetoolsweuseininsurgentstruggleonotherfronts,recognizing
therapistasoftenlessacaseofinterpersonalconflictthansomethingmoreakinto
state-formation.

Soanarcha-feministsformnetworksofundergroundcells(whispernetworks),
somecrewsbecomeresearchprofessionals(adaptingworkexposingnazis),folks
maydoahousedemo(muchlikeamarchontheboss),orsabotagetheperpetrator’s
tools,ortagandpasteupwarnings,orhuntdownandjumptheperpetratorlike
onedoesneonaziboneheads.Andjustasboycottscanbenecessaryupanddown
thesupplychaintobringacapitalisttoheel,mobilizationagainstrapistsobliges
pressingsanctionsontheirfriendsandsupportnetwork.

Avastshifthasthusoccurredfromviewingrapistsasmisbehavingfolksin
mereintra-sceneconflict,toviewingthemasexistentialthreatsoroutsideene-
mies.Justasanarchistswillstillruthlesslyorganizelaboragainst“smallbusiness
owner”bosseswithinoursubculturalscenes,ignoringtheirclaimsthat“we’reall
onthesameside,”sotoohavewelearnedtoorganizeagainstrapists.

Soit’sworthaskingwhyanyonewouldthinkthecommunity-restoring“ac-
countability”approacheswouldworkwithrapists,whenwewouldneverconsider
applyingthemwithsomerandomneonazibonehead,MAGAchud,occultecofascist
entryist,TERFkaren,orkillercop.

RapeasaValueSystem,Ideology,andPowerDy-
namic
Imeantheanswerobviouslyispatriarchy.Anygivenfeministonthestreetcould
provideanimpromptulectureindepthonwhysomanypeopleidentifywithrapists
morethansurvivors.Aswellashowtheoverallsocialnormscreatedbyrapeculture
providesavarietyofmaterialbenefitstotonsofpeople(mostlycismen)whodon’t
themselvesrape,thusseedingincentivestoshyfromtacklingit.Hell,Iknewa
ciswomanwhoexplicitlyendorsedrapeculturebecauseshelikeditroughand“it
makesgettinglaideasierforme;ifsomeotherbitchesgethurt,whyshouldIcare?”
(Shelaterrapedaclosefriendofmineandthenbraggedaboutitpubliclyafterwards,
mockinghim.)

Vastnumbersofbooksandzineshavebeenwrittentracingallthewaysnarra-
tivesunderpinningrapeculturecoursethroughoursocietyandembedthemselves
ascommonsense,bothmisrepresentingthefactsofpatriarchyandreinforcingiden-
tificationandvaluesthatalignwithrapistsagainstsurvivors.Butiftracingsuch
narrativesweresufficient,onecouldtrulyjusthandaperpetrator(orapologist)a
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reading list and fix the problem.
What anarchists and feminists have been emphasizing in addition is that rape

is a matter of power. Beyond the experience of rape for its target, which is a direct
and visceral experience of having all your agency taken away, much the same way
that waterboarding is, rape is about power for the rapist:

1) People feel sufficiently entitled to use other people’s bodies because they
already have onlyweak recognition of the other person as just asmuch amoral ends
as themselves and thus relax or simply fail to feel ethical diligence towards them.
Controlling people is often quite efficiently instrumental to other ends. Existing
apathy and self-interest thus finds rapid expression as power.

2) People pursue power over others as an end-unto-itself, relishing situations
and relationships of domination and control. The victory of suppressing another
person’s annoying agency, the sense of strength and potency is intoxicating to a
lot of people, but it also closely interlocks with their core worldview. Power as a
terminal goal thus becomes satiated through the rape itself.

3)There are power differentials in our society such that it’s not just quite feasible
to get away with rape, but often positively rewarded. People with power forge
bonds together over raping their social inferiors. This doesn’t just mean billionaires
bonding on Epstein’s island, but extends as a wide phenomenon: Oakland cops
repeatedly raping an underage girl together. A circus punk project, band, fraternity,
or occult group may rape to demonstrate their solidarity with one another over
both outsiders and the targets’ specific class. It extends down to the most micro-
interpersonal level: a couple might help each other rape a target in part because
it creates shared social culpability and obligation to one another. Thus rape often
functions to facilitate broader social dynamics, like centralized social bubbles of
power, some of the earliest seeds of states.

When speaking of patriarchy as a cultural and institutional system, rape is its
most core technology of enforcement. Rapists are not just cops in the sense of dish-
ing out terror and control, but in the way that they interlock inmutual class identity,
solidarity, and collaboration. The lone rapist whose motivation is cold apathy and
selfishness rather than active sadism is facilitated by this wider army of rapists, who
make his choice so easy, and of course the impact of his act is to reinforce the wider
system; in this he operates akin to someone voluntarily deputized into a posse.

Note how you can’t at all fix this stuff by reading a pile of feminist analysis
or being hugged by everyone in your “community.” These are questions of val-
ues. Someone who does not ultimately care very much about other people will be
unmoved. Someone who sees power as an end-in-itself might read feminist analy-
ses of patriarchy as blueprints with critical commentary implying how patriarchy
could be strengthened. The member of the fraternity, manarchist platformist read-
ing group, or whatever that uses collective solidarity around rape as a bond will be
unmoved so long as the power nexus remains. Even if you break it up and resitu-
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you start to delve past direct weightings you get then to questions of complicated
dependencies, fractal tangles of influences, potentialities, causes, etc that are hard
to convey and themselves involve weightings.

All this extends to veracity claims, too. When someone says “I’m really confi-
dent,” that doesn’t actually mean much to a room full of strangers. Even if someone
sets out a pile of claims with various rankings against one another, like being more
certain of A than B and B than C, or even saying “I’m 5% certain” the truthfulness
and context of those claims is hard to convey. (This is part of why bets and markets
do better than discussion groups or request forms at conveying things like certainty
and interest.)

A fundamental gap exists between our individual brains, one that cannot be
easily bridged by any application of language.

Collective entities thus face limited capacity to obtain or hold relevant infor-
mation and systematic uncertainty about it. This is why legal systems develop so
much timidity and constraints on action, judges, juries, legislatures, direct assem-
blies; there are sharp constraints on their capacity to know.

Individuals, on the other hand, are capable of knowing quite well. You know
whether you were raped. (It’s no coincidence that so many of the reactionary “false
memory” pseudoscientific grifters who spent the 90s telling everyone there was an
epidemic of false accusations have gotten new lives as anti-trans grifters.) Similarly,
while to a collective entity your friend Sarah is just another interchangeable hypo-
thetical individual, relatively stripped of context, a single gray dot, to you, with rich
and long knowledge of her, she’s a galaxy. Because of so many points of context
that would be impossible to relay, when she confides in you that she was raped,
you can evaluate how overwhelmingly unlikely it is that she would “make this up.”

Before the cold impartiality of a collective system, however, very little that in-
forms your evaluation can be integrated. She’s a black box and a potential exploita-
tion of the machine. Your testimony to her character is just another gray dot. A
potential collaborator trying to exploit the system along with her.

The centralized trial system of the state is so systematically bad at helping sur-
vivors, not merely because of historical contingency, but for structural reasons.

Moreover, trials dehumanize, traumatize, publicize, and provide means for con-
tinued torture by the original perpetrator. Some are able to find solace or strength
in confronting their torturer before witnesses, but for many, especially given the
structural inclination of courts to remain neutral on facts (i.e. side against survivors)
with regard to things like rape and stalking so dependent upon personal experience
and hyperlocal context, the trial is a continuation of the original act.

Again, adjudication by a collective or neutral third party may work well enough
in cases of mere conflict, like a disagreement over the title to a car — two gray dots
in a tug of war seeking a mediator. But it’s simply not in any way able to handle
instances of deeply personal power-seeking.
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aresillyandalittlecreepyandIwasdisturbedwhenbothgotbackaroundtome.
ButhowcanItellthattheversionthatgotbacktomewaseventheforminwhich
thingswereoriginallyrelayed?Everyoneknowsthatretellingscangetdistorted.

Itiscertainlytruethatsomedecentralizedwaysofspreadingandingestingin-
formationarenotreliable.

Sohowcanweknow?
Howisknowledgeevenpossible?
Don’tweneedformaltrials?Isn’tthatthebestmeanseverinventedforfinding

truth?
We’vetalkedabouthowcentralizedsystemsarepronetoregulatorycapture

andhavestructuralbiasestowardsprioritizingthecommunity“peace”thatunder-
pinstheirownexistence,butit’sworthemphasizingjustasmuchthatcentralized
systemsarereallybadatknowinganythingandhowunavoidableindividualismis.

Individualsintimatelyknowtheirowncontext:weknowourmemoriesandten-
dencies,weknowtheenvironmentweinteractwithregularly,weknowalotabout
individualpeopleclosetousinsomeways,weknowthetrustandaffinitydynamics
ofoursocialrelationsandtheirinteractions,weknowparticularskills,weknow
ourowndesiresandmotivations,andweknowatonmorethatisbuiltupsubcon-
sciouslyorreflexivelyintoinstinctandhabit…Allofthesearehardtoconvey:we
havetroublecodifyingtheminideas,wehavetroubleenunciatingtheminwords,
wehavetroublebeingconciseinourtestimony,wehavetroublesynchingwiththe
languageandthoughtsofthepeoplewe’retalkingto,andwehaveimmensetrouble
provingtheappropriateleveloftrustworthinessforthethingswesay.Additionally,
individualscanundertakegreatcognitiveleapsthatarealmostimpossibletorepli-
cateformallyinfrontofotherpeople.Youcansolveamathprobleminseconds
thatthentakesdaystoexplain.

Thisisalladeepandinexorablephenomenontiedtothedensityofinformation
ourneuralnetworksarecapableofholding,thespeedofcomputationthatthey’re
abletohandleinternallyandthesheerslownessoflanguage.

Collectivesystemsareconstrainedbythebitrateoflanguage.Ahumanbrainon
itsownisincrediblydenseandfast,butwhenabunchofbrainsarewiredtogether
intoastatic“organization”saidentitycanonlyoperateatthespeedoflanguage.
Thisiswhymeetingsarealwayssuchadrag.Everysinglepersonpresentcan
thinkfasterthanthemeeting,asacollectiveentity,can.

Butthere’stheadditionalproblemsometimescalledthatofrevealedpreference;
evenifeverysingleparticipantisearnestlytryingtoconveythetruth,it’simpossi-
bleforotherindividualstoknowhowmuchweighttogivethings.Imaysaythat
IwantX“alot”or“sorta”butthatdoesn’tmeanmuch.Evenifwestartassigning
numbers“onascaleofonetoten”there’sstillnoclarityonhowIactuallypickout
thoseweightingsinmyownmind.Languagealone,nomatterhowdescriptiveor
evocative,simplycan’tsyncourbrainsupoverquestionsofweightings.Andwhen
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ateeachmemberinanewcommunityofexclusivelyfeministswhomightcreate
adifferentnormsystemofsocialsolidarity,youhaven’taddressedtheunderlying
motivationsthatledhimtoit.

I’mnotsayingit’simpossible,intheory,tobootstrapachangeinsomeone’s
personalvaluesagainsttheirvaluefortheself-preservationofsaidvalues—values
cananddochange,butsuchcasesarerelativelyrareinadults,usuallytheresultof
preexistingdramaticinternaltensionbetweenvalues.They’realsoreallyhardto
overseeormastermindfromtheoutside,especiallyinanantagonisticorstressful
confrontationwithsomeonethey’veraped,whereeveryincentiveistofindaway
out.Atbest,allthatsocialpressureorrewardscandoisincentivizenotgetting
caught,performingacertainway,winningoverthosewatchingyou,triangulating,
takingadvantageofnewcontext.Importantly,andcontrarytoapopularmyth
ontheLeft,valuechangesarenotsomethingthatfallsintoplaceasaninexorable
deterministicresultofsocialchanges.Thestructuresandnormsofasocietycan
certainlypartiallyinfluencethedevelopmentofourorientations,butasignificant
componentisrandom,internalorstraylocalinfluences.Andmanyofthoselocked
intopower-seekingvaluesstaylockedin.

Inthissenseitmakessensetothinkofrapistsinmuchthesamewaythatwe
docopsorcapitalistsortankiesornazis,asideologicalenemies.Ifyoufindacop
hidinginanarchistcirclesthere’snoquestionabouttheseverityoftheresponse
required,sowhyshouldwetreatrapistsallthatdifferently?

Whenconfrontedwiththeserealities,asizablefractionofpeopleinradicalmi-
lieushaveoneoffourresponses:

1)Oneresponseistotakeobjectiontotheentireideaofanarchisminthefirst
place.“What⁈Sincewhenarewesupposedtobeopposedtopower-seekingoractively
seektopreventitinthewiderworld⁈That’swokemoralism‼”Towhichyoucan
reallyonlysay,yesyesyes,we’reanarchists,that’sthewholepoint,seeyourself
out.Thisfractionofpeopleissmall,buttheywillattimesquitefranklyadmitthat
they’reinradicalcirclesspecificallytopreyuponpeople.Theymayseeanarchist
politicsasaddingsomeslightconstraintsonhowthegameofsuchpredationfunc-
tions,buttheyprimarilyseeitasaboutresistingdistantformalinstitutionslikethe
state.Strugglesforinterpersonalpoweranddominationshouldcontinue—asthey
can’timaginesocialityorsatiationwithoutit—andtheyweremistakenlyattracted
toanarchismastheaffirmationofthissupposed“individualism.”Thissortofper-
sonisoftenalsoattractedtooccultorsatanistcircles—“dowhatthouwilt!”has
manyanaziorrapistinpunkcirclesshoutedintheirowndefense—butalwaysbe-
lievestheliberalnarrativethatpoliceeitherdesireorareintendedtostoprape,and
thusseeanyanarchisteffortsatstoppingrapeasus“beingcops.”Inthistopsy-turvy
worldview,rapistsaretheanti-establishmentrebels,andthosesurvivorsstruggling
againsttheiroppressionaretantamounttoapolicestate.

2)Somepeopleweirdlyhaveanemotionalbreakdownandexistentialcrisis,
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because their entire worldview has been built on the assumption that people are
innately good and only institutions make them behave badly. They correctly notice
that police forces are structurally incentivized to behave in certain ways, but largely
discount that they also work by centrally collecting and mobilizing people with
already bad value systems. In this sort of person’s perspective, power is a matter
of big distant systems that somehow exist separate from us and then impose their
logic downward, not something that bubbles up fractally. But state-formation is not
something magically imposed from without, nor is it a single mistake. Individuals
are constantly trying out different strategies from birth on, and thus power-seeking
is constantly reinvented, at least at some low rate. While actually existing stateless
societies understand the need for constant vigilance and suppression of power, this
person often inherits a very marxist way of thinking in which people are merely the
products of their culture and time, so abolishing rape is impossible until we have a
revolution and abolish capitalism; whereupon it’s an automatic result.

3) Quite a lot of folks will violently reject the premise that rape is about power
on the grounds that, because they worry about “accidentally” raping someone, such
cases should be the prototypical ones. I want to be clear: well-intentioned missteps
around consent in bed can happen, as can missteps from relatively limited levels of
apathy and selfishness. Consent isn’t a legalistic absolutist system of formal agree-
ments, but can extend to context, implications, non-verbal signals, etc. Someone
didn’t think you were affected by alcohol, but you were. You froze up having a
severe trauma reaction and your partner didn’t notice. You felt obligated to say yes
and pretend you were enthusiastic because you were alone on a boat with them and
couldn’t risk “the implication.” Even people who are hypervigilant about consent
canmiss signals and context. Furthermore there are situations where, yes, someone
got lazy about attentiveness and memory from what is ultimately their selfishness,
but the degree of such is relatively limited. “Hey come back to bed,” and they lightly
grab your arm, something that in some contexts would just be a friendly form of
nonverbal communication, but creates a threatening or “implication” dynamic in
this specific context they don’t bother to see. Or someone consensually sleeps with
one partner off-condom and then gets so wasted before sleeping with their other
partner they fail to inform them of the contextual change in risks around STIs. Or
someone gets so into the act that they at one point instinctually and animalistically
claw so hard at their partner’s back they draw blood, despite an explicit prior agree-
ment against pain or blood. These are violations of consent and they can be quite
grave or dismissible to different affected parties in different contexts. Consent is in-
extricably a felt experience, not something entirely reducible to formal paperwork.
It’s totally fair for someone to describe a given experience like this as rape, includ-
ing the implicit leveraging not just of interpersonal power but of systemic power,
but also feel that their rapist is not wedded to the pursuit of power as a core value
and would pretty easily course-correct forever upon being informed and helped.
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serious“? Are you going to meet someone in court and litigate the claim that you
have “loser taste in music“? Are you going to write a defensive thread on twitter
about how the scene queen derisively refers to you with the nickname “Stunty“?
Even “it’s sad and my heart goes out to her, I wish we could provide her help, she’s
really unhinged and has a lot of STIs” can be devastating. These are impossible to
contest or even acknowledge and FAR more effective at boxing people out from a
position of social capital because they carry overwhelming implicit threats around
having anything to do with you. Even when you’re threatening someone, in this
age of screenshots it’s easier to work in the realm of nebulous implication.

You absolutely do not want to show your hand or get into an actual argument
with them over nerd shit like values and facts.

Even in toxic corners of entirely-online Leftist spaces where callouts are
weaponized incessantly, it’s far easier to nuke someone with a callout of language
misuse or problematic take or insufficient deference. Indeed, in the constantly
shifting landscape of made-up-on-the-spot expectations around precise language
use, the piranhas attracted to these spaces tend to condemn rape callouts as carceral,
as not speaking the language, not following a subcultural code of performative
tenderness, precisely because they’re too grounded in serious matters of direct
reality, they would disrupt the daily games.

Almost no one with social capital uses rape accusations against those without.
It’s simply way too inefficient and risky. Rapists and their apologists tend to know
this in their bones, which is why their counter-plays are so often of this form rather
than direct counter-accusations. Again, not saying they never make fake rape ac-
cusations in response; the powerful can always get creative in their sadism, and
there’s an eternal tendency of those called out for rape to want to craft a fake call-
out “to prove a point,” but in general why take direct risks when other means have
long sufficed?

Even though there are still some holdouts who have wrapped themselves in suf-
ficient shielding to avoid getting dethroned, the increasing tendency for rape call-
outs to matter hasn’t reinforced the power of those with social capital; it’s eroded
their insulation.

I also want to acknowledge that when people think of “gossip” they often col-
lapse a bunch of things together including the above social moves. To some people
“gossip” can be a stressful cipher, a cursed realm that operates according to chaotic
and unpredictable, seemingly magical, rules. I have sympathy for this perspective.
Different social circles, stratas, cultures, etc. leverage different norms around such
decentralized epistemologies. Some dynamics stuck under the umbrella of “gossip”
can, in fact, be fast and loose. I learned years later that someone I’d helped online
during a suicidal moment and only met in person twice, had promptly gone around
implying to tons of people that we were partners. And some other random person
in Olympia apparently told lots of people we were in a polycule together! These
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implysheandherfriendsarewhite,thenexplicitlyleveragemisogynyandcolorism
againsther.Opportunismabounds.Folksgrabatwhatevertheythinkmightwork
beforeagivenaudience.

Farmorestark,though,areasymmetriesaroundsocialcapital.
Therearestillacoupleserialrapistsandabusersinpositionsat,forlackofa

betterdescription,highplacesintheanarchistmovement,consideredelderswith
immensesocialcapitaland/ororganizationalstanding.Survivorstorieshavecir-
culatedfordecades,butallhavebeentooscaredofapublicfight.“Nothingcan
bedone.”Andit’strue,eveniftheanarchistmovementorganizedonebigformal
publictrial,there’sgoodchancesit’dbeablowoutagainstthesurvivors.I’mnot
goingtolietoanyoneaboutthat.Ifit’ssometimesimpossiblyhardtokickacouch
surfingnazioutofapunkhouseforrapingoneoftheactualroommates,theodds
aren’tgoodagainstsomeonewithanentirenetworkofoldboysimmediatelywill-
ingtosidewiththemagainstsomeupstart.Suchpressureextendsandcanquickly
overwhelmafewvoices.Adirectconfrontationthreatenstoswampyoujustin
therepliesandthecounter-narrativesbeingspuntoofasttoevensee.Thesecond
asocialmediaaccountstartstoimplysomethingitgetsreportedintooblivionby
hundredsoffollowers.Andtheecho-chambereffectsoflargenumbersfeelingle-
gitimizedbytheamountofotherpeopleagreeingwiththemisahorrifyingthing
towatch.Thelastthingyousometimeswantisajuryofyour“peers.”

Similarly,whenyouhaveverylittlesocialcapitalyouhaveverylittlecapacity
topunchbackordisruptfreefloatingaccusations.Thisistrue.ButIwanttonote
somethingspecificallyaboutthat:

It’sfareasiertoboxsomeoneoutofcommunitieswithsomethingotherthana
calloutofrape.

Evenbeyondthepresentubiquityofrapeculture,suchthatsomeonewillgeta
volunteerdefensearmyuponaccusation,arapecalloutputsyoupersonallyonthe
line.Itexposesandrisksyourownskin.Evenifyouclaimithappenedtosomeone
elseandyou’rejustrelaying,you’vetakenaconcreteandmajoraction.

Mostpeoplewhowanttomarginalizesomeoneelseinstinctivelyusefarmore
efficienttoolsthatarealsonebulous.“Hahaha,let’sallmakefunofthisperson.”“Oh
she’ssoproblematic.”“Wait,youactuallyhangwiththem?Oh,wow…”

Unfortunately,atalmostnotimeinhistoryhas“rapist”beenamorecutting
barbthanthelocalequivalentof“poseur.”Anyonewitheyescanseethatpeople
willcollectivelyshowerfarmoreactiveharassment,cruelty,andoutrightviolence
onpeopleforanebulouscrimelike“cringe”thantheyeverwillforactualconcrete
ethicalinfringements.

Whenyou’restrikingfromaboveinasocialcapitallandscape,youhavefar
moreefficienttoolsthatdonotbothertocontestintherealmofcrudefactsandthus
exposeyou.Andwhatareyougonnadowhentargetedlikethis,writeacounter-
calloutabouthowsomeoneincorrectlyspreadtheclaimthatyouwere“deeplyun-
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Survivors—aspreviouslydiscussed—arethemostinformedpartywiththebest
knowledgeoftheirsituation.“Wewereboth17,hewasjustignorant,”isacommon
lineasis,“itwastechnicallyaconsentviolationworthnoting,butIreaditasanacci-
dent,itdidn’tmeanmuchtome,andhavinggivenitalotofthoughtIthinkshe’snow
veryunlikelytorepeatit.”Andfairenough!Butwhilesomewhatcommon,these
aresimplynotanywhereneartheprototypicalcaseofrape.Thevastmajorityof
rapesaredonebyserialrapists.

4)Mostfrequently,however,thepersongoesintoconniptionsabout“howcan
youknow⁈‼”Forsurvivorsandtheirimmediatefriends—thoselikelytobewear-
ingtheaforementioned“KYLR”patches—thisisacompletelybizarreandludicrous
response,ashockinglybadfaithnon-sequitur.Howcanyou“know”thatsomeone
isacoporaCEO?HowcanasurvivorofGuantanamobay“know”thattheirtor-
turerisatorturer?Suchdemandsareabsurdities,preposterousderailmentsand
deflectionsthataggressivelymisreadanongoingcontextinwhichalmostneveris
thereanyconflictorremotelyplausibledoubtoverthefacts.It’shonestlyrareeven
forserialrapistsinsubculturalspacestodenytheiractions,soconfidentlyinsulated
havetheylongbeenfromanyconsequences.Alotofthetimetherapistevenhas
releasedastatementadmittingtoit,thinkingthatwillwinaccoladesandthenbury
theissue.“Butshe’sacrazybitchwhokeepsbringingitup”and“thiswasacouple
yearsago,letitgo”areusuallymorethansufficient.Thosewhododenythebare
factsusuallydosointhemostcartoonishandleastconvincingmannerpossible,
myfavoriteexamplewasabrowhopuffeduphischestandshoutedinthemid-
dleofananarchistspace,“What,areyougonnalistentothoselyingcrazybitches!
Sayittomyface,youpussies!I’llstabanyonewhosaysI’mpatriarchal!”Suffice
tosaythereshouldbenorealepistemicbarriertoevaluatingthetruthofhiscase.
Inthisubiquitouscontextofwell-knownserialrapistsinfestingsubculturalspaces
andcontinuingtopreywithoutconsequences,aswellasthe>99%failurerateto
doanythingbycentralizedsystems(statejusticeandorganizationalaccountability
processes),peopledeclaring“wemusttreateveryoneastotallyinnocentuntilproven
guiltyinatrialoflaw!”mightaswellbespeakingMartian.Butobjectorsinthis
veinoftentreattheirobjectionasaconcernwithrunawaypower…intheother
direction.“Ifwepromotebelievinganyaccusationandtakingmilitantactionthen
that’llinevitablyleadtoopportuniststakingadvantageofthisandthemostsuccessful
willbethosewithpoweralready,targetingtheweakest,soanypunishmentofrape
willonlydeepenexistingpowerrelations!”

Sookay,let’sfinallytalkabout
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Epistemics and Asymmetries
In 2012, defenders of a contrived accountability process that had not just protected
an acknowledged violent abuser but aggressively attacked the survivor and her
friends, trying to box them out of anarchist and antifascist circles nationwide, in-
terrupted a feminist conference to read aloud a statement ghostwritten in part by
Kristian Williams. What it amounted to was a list of contrived rhetorical questions
like, Should we always believe survivors⁈ Should we always follow the wishes of sur-
vivors⁈

They were unprepared for the room to be critical of this insultingly baiting line
of attack and, when folks pressed back, this confirmed to them that feminists were
totally unreasonable, gripped by hysterical thinking and a mob mentality. They
themselves were self-evidently the cool, collected, reasonable ones, dealing in ab-
stractions and principles; it’s such a shame that such emotional feminism had in-
fected anarchism and refused to civilly debate in the public marketplace of ideas.
But then such feminists were so obviously illogical that is it any surprise they only
rely upon knee-jerk denunciation of anyone who merely questions them?

If it will bring you comfort, let me now hold your hand and say, yes, exceptions
are possible. Exceptions exist.

Yes, there are occasionally some false accusations in radical spaces. I’ve seen
people in queer spaces rush to get out fake accusations first in hopes of turning a
community against their survivor. I’ve also seen rapists compose studiously disin-
genuous callouts of their survivor. I’ve seen all kinds of wildly fucked shit. Still,
false accusations are far rarer than even just easily confirmable ones.

Yes, a flat societal norm of “believe every stray verbal accusation of any stranger
with 100% credence and immediately use lethal force as a punitive measure” will be
exploited. In the immediate aftermath of #MeToo someone once went around town
threatening people with the claim that they were best friends with a prominent
feminist (theywere not) and, “if you don’t do as I say I’ll tell them tomake up a callout
about you.” I’ve read text messages in which someone tries to rope another person
into a relationship by threatening to make a contrived callout. Both opportunists
were laboring under the hilariously mistaken belief that callouts are easy and likely
to do anything beyond at most losing a couple friends and causing some friction,
and both were promptly exposed in their malicious opportunism on local anarcha-
feminist whisper networks.

Yes, there are still ethical bounds on survivor requests. If a survivor asks you to
blow up a planet to kill their rapist, that’s bad. If a survivor asks you, as one once
did, to kill their violent abuser – who had literally gotten away with murdering
a homeless man – by, in turn, burning down an entire venue he was in, killing
countless innocent attendees as collateral damage in the process, that’s obviously
bad and you should say no. Similarly, some things are categorically bad, like rape or
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prison, because they instantiate precisely the worst sort of persistent relationships
we’re seeking to abolish. So if a survivor demands to rape their rapist, that’s bad
and should set off every alarm bell possible. Assassinating Hitler to quickly remove
his threat is one thing, raping him is a completely different thing that reveals far
more about the would-be-rapist.

Yes, existing power relationships can influence and skew who is taken seriously
and who is weak to attacks. Outside of anarchist spaces, blanket claims that queer
folk, trans femmes, Black men, and many others are rapists by nature remain ram-
pant. Some have thus increasingly claimed that trans femmes are overwhelmingly
targeted by false claims of rape in radical circles as well and thus no one should
ever believe any specific accusation against one. In my experience – just as is true
with all other demographics – there are far more easily confirmed accusations of
rape than even slightly suspect ones and most predators get away without any real
consequences. Rapists are just as common as anywhere else. The only appreciable
difference regards the kind of opportunism available: the rapists in this community
frequently leap to use their transness as some kind of a defense, even when – as is
often the case in a marginalized community that clusters together – their survivor
is also a trans woman.

That said, when a predator exempt from transmisogyny rapes or abuses a trans
femme – which is quite common given the precarity of many trans femmes – and
then attempts to push lies about the survivor, it’s ghastly how viciously many by-
standers or even friends who directly know it to be a lie will enthusiastically side
against the trans femme and ruthlessly and explicitly leverage claims that they’re
just aman and thus inherently evil. By her very act of naming, resisting, or denounc-
ing the rapist, the trans femme is derided as failing to perform her gender role (as
a passive object) and thus trans femmes experience particularly aggressive gender
policing around any rage they demonstrate towards perpetrators. Rape apologists
are notoriously opportunistic, grabbing onto anything they think might work, and
thus they have no qualms against trying to rally outsiders to a radical space to defeat
a survivor.

The impact that both dynamics have is to cut young precarious trans women off
from any support against their rapists. It’s no wonder then that the overwhelming
majority of militant anarcha-feminists I encounter wearing “Kill Your Local Rapist”
patches in recent years are themselves trans femmes.

Over prior decades I’ve seen survivors completely leave radical scenes rather
than attempt to callout someone with more, as it were, “oppression points” than
them, and this used to provide a lot of cover for cis women raping men. At least in
radical spaces, times have increasingly changed as folks have been forced to come to
terms with the ubiquity of rape across demographic categories, but rape apologists
will always be more than happy to leverage identity whichever way. A Black man
accused by a Black queer woman will scream about how he’s being lynched and


