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This cat, along with others, was
the victim of horrific experiments
at the University of Pennsylvania’s
Head Injury Lab, before the Animal
Liberation Front (A.L.F.) stepped
in and carried them away to
safety. This year marks the 25"
anniversary of A.L.F. operations
in the United States. Join us in
commemorating this landmark
anniversary and honoring our
brave warrior friends who are out
there on the frontlines everyday
saving lives.
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The No Compromise magazine and website are put
together and maintained solely by volunteers. Thank
you for your continued support.
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No Compromise always welcomes submissions. Please
send us your artwork, photos, and writings! We reserve the
right to edit submissions for length if the recommendations
are not followed.

Deadlines for Next Issue:
»August 15: Features, News, Opinions, Letters, and
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Maximum length for submissions:
»Features: 1300 words
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All submissions ready for publication should be e-mailed
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e-mailed to briefs@nocompromise.org. Submissions will
also be accepted via postal mail to the address below.
Please send a SASE if you would like materials returned.
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DISCLAIMER

The views expressed herein are not necessarily those of
the steering committee, contributors, or volunteer staff.
No Compromise is not intended to encourage illegal/
unethical activity or behavior. The information herein is
solely intended for entertainment, education, research,
academic, or other lawful purposes and is from sources
independent of No Compromise. Furthermore, the
information contained herein is neither guaranteed, nor
warranted to be complete, accurate, or reliable.

MAILING ADDRESS

MISSION STATEMENT

No Compromise
740A 14th Street #125
San Francisco, CA 94114

No Compromise is dedicated to unifying the grass-
roots animal liberation movement by providing a
forum in which activists can exchange information,
share strategy, discuss important issues within the
movement, network with each other in an open
and respectful environment and strengthen the
grassroots.



“ ““glhe Life

By Paul Shapiro
Perspective

If asked what a “broiler” is, many meat-eaters might guess that it’s
some type of cooking appliance, maybe a fast-food fryer. Few would
think it’s an industry term for the most exploited animal on the face on
the earth.

Unfortunately, a great number of animal advocates may not know
what a “broiler” is either. What is certain, though, is that most animal
advocates, including myself just a few short months ago, have almost
no idea what the major causes of suffering are for these chickens bred
for meat.

Compassion Over
Killing (COK) aims
to change that and
recently conducted
an undercover
investigation
into the “broiler”
chicken industry.
More than eight
billion of these
birds are killed for
food each year in
the United States.
They comprise
approximately 90
percent of animals
on factory farmsand
yet have virtually
no legal protection
whatsoever. While
beef and pork
consumption have
seen a net decrease
in the last few
decades, chicken
consumption has

skyrocketed to more than 75 pounds per person annually. This amounts
to more than 30 birds killed by the average American every year.

Compassion Over Killing’s Investigation

For seven weeks, COK investigators made visits to multiple “broiler”
facilities, documenting the week-by-week living and dying conditions
on factory farms, the catching process where workers round up birds
and throw them into slaughter-bound crates, as well as the killing
itself.

Readers can view photos and video clips from the investigation at
COK’s latest web site, ChickenIndustry.com.

The evidence COK investigators gathered clearly documents that
animal suffering is the norm within the “broiler” industry. The most
common welfare problems for these birds include:

s genetic selection for rapid growth, causing high rates of leg
disorders, heart failure, and respiratory problems
e overcrowding in filthy sheds
e  high ammonia levels in the air they’re forced to breathe

and Death of a “Broiler” Chicken
A COK Investigation

e  violent catching, transport and slaughter methods

Industry scientists have genetically manipulated “broilers” for fast
growth and high feed conversion, leaving the birds to cope with
painful disorders, including leg, heart and lung problems. According
to one industry journal, “[B]roilers now grow so rapidly that the heart
and lungs are not developed well enough to support the remainder of
{he body. resulting in congestive heart failure and tremendous death
osses.”

The Industry’s Mentality

In addition to the investigation, COK also compiled a report surveying
the literature  on
“broiler” productionand
welfare. The fully cited
report can be found at
ChickenIndustry.com
or a paper copy can be
requested by contacting
COK at 301-891-2458
or info@cok.net.

It should come as no
surprise  that many
involved inthe “broiler”
chicken industry
don’t consider animal
welfare a high priority.
In one recent issue of an
industry trade journal,
two poultry scientists
asked, “Is it more
profitable to grow the
biggest bird and have
increased mortality due
to heart attacks, ascites,
and leg problems, or
should birds be grown

'

Each “broiler” shed holds tens of thousands of birds.

slower so that birds are
smaller, but have fewer
heart, lung and skeletal problems? A large portion of growers’ pay is
based on the pound of saleable meat produced, so simple calculations
suggest that it is better to get the weight and ignore the mortality.”

We Can Help—Making Our Meals “For the
Birds”

Each one of us can take a stand against the abuse these billions of
birds suffer. While the trendy switch from beef to chicken has caused
a massive increase in the number of animals raised and killed per year,
effective vegan advocacy is the best long-term plan to prevent the
indefinite exploitation of these birds. We should never underestimate
the power of choosing vegan foods and helping others to do the same.

Paul Shapiro (pshapiro@cok.net) is campaigns director for Compassion
Over Killing. Copies of COK s latest 12-minute documentary, 45 Days:
The Life and Death of a Broiler Chicken, are available for only $8 on
DVD or VHS at ChickenIndustry.com.
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Trail-blazing a Corporate Attack

An Interview with Kevin Kjonaas

Kevin Kjonaas is the president of and a full-time volunteer with
Stop Huntingdon Animal Cruelty (USA). He is also one of the seven
individuals recently indicted on federal Animal Enterprise Terrorism
charges. Kevin's activist experiences have ranged from college animal
rights activism, to factory farm investigations, to volunteering as an
A.L.F. spokesperson, to working on successful UK fur and vivisection
campaigns. Despite the onslaught of lawsuits and attacks from the
feds, Kevin took some time to talk to No Compromise and offer some
perspective on the HLS campaign and grassroofs activism.

NC: When and how did you get your start in animal rights
activism?

It all started with a beagle named Barney. As a child, my life was
enriched by my little canine companion. We shared meals and cuddles
and got into trouble together. These memories of Barney began to haunt
me in high school, after a friend showed me a PETA videotape exposing
the use of beagles in smoking studies. As appalling and as wrong as |
knew this was, I could not articulate exactly why it was wrong.

While the concept of animal rights seemed so foreign at the time,
environmentalism did not. I began boycotting McDonalds because
the beef used was from clear-cut rainforest lands. This boycott of
McDonalds led to my giving up meat all together. In reading up about
the ecological impact of my new vegetarianism, I was exposed to
animal rights philosophy. After quickly devouring several books on the
matter (Animal
Liberation,
The Case for
Animal Rights,
etc), what I
had felt was so
unconscionable
about those
smoking studies
started to make
complete sense.

The intelligence

and logic
of these
animal  rights

arguments,

coupled with the compassionate ethic encouraged by my beagle
buddy, inspired in me a reassessment of justice and fueled my growing
indignation. While attending college I quickly became involved with
the Student Organization for Animal Rights (SOAR), and from there on
out I really grew as a person and an activist.

NC: Your involvement with the A.L.F. Press Office in Minnesota led
to a raid on your home. How did you deal with this, and did it affect
your outlook on activism?

I can say this much: It seems to get easier every time they (FBI agents)
come a knocking. I have always had this penchant for not being around

when the police show up. Whenever the F.B.I has raided my homes in
Minnesota, in New Jersey, and in the UK, they have always just missed
me by an hour. Dumb luck, I guess. I dealt with it like any normal
person, I suppose. I was upset and felt a bit violated, but I understood
that this is the price social change activists have always had to pay.

How 1 viewed activism changed a lot after this, and I really began
understanding the animal rights movement is a struggle. To advocate
that we end the exploitation of all non-human animals means we
challenge global economies, religions, fashion trends, and what our
palates are trained to crave — and that’s something that we just can’t
work for as a hobby, to say the least.

NC: You have been an unapologetic supporter of the A.L.F. since
your days with SOAR. Why is it important for above ground
activists to support the Animal Liberation Front?

We should be so proud that we can count among ourselves, ordinary
people willing to risk life and limb for those of another. We should be
honored our movement has a modern-day Underground Railroad.

NC: You spent some time in England working on campaigns there.
As you know, many grassroots groups in the States look to the
UK as being “way ahead of us” in tactics and achievements. After
campaigning on both sides of the Atlantic, what is your response to
this perspective?

The UK, certainly has had its share of major achievements and
has  pioneered
some of the
most  important

There is a lot to be learned from swese "
the U.K. successes, and I think this
has been done. SHAC is an example o =

organizing
techniques  the
animal rights

ever known,
wouldn’t

of “U.K. “strategies 'being ‘exXportedai. i
and meeting success stateside. gq i

accomplished in
the U.S.

British campaigns are incredible because they bring out people opposed
to animal cruelty from all walks of life. Their issues and activism seem
to be taken more seriously by the general public because it is the general
public that comprises their campaigns. I wish this were the case in the
U.S. and our efforts were not so youth-heavy. British direct action
campaigns additionally have the luxury of a more civilized criminal
justice system that prosecutes based on the crime, not the politics
behind it. I feel our U.S. system unconstitutionally disadvantages those
noble few who break unjust laws to help animals, but this also speaks
volumes regarding the dedication of those here who go underground
nonetheless.




There is a lot to be learned from the U.K. successes, and I think this
has been done. SHAC is an example of UK. strategies being exported
and meeting success
stateside. The U.S.
also has pushed
ahead where others
have not. In my
personal opinion the
U.S. has seen the
biggest and most
influential ~ A.L.F.
raids, a more press-
savvy approach to
campaigning and
influential, national
organizations rising
out of grassroots,
direct-action based

efforts (PETA, LCA,
Sea Shepherd, and
now SHAC).

NC: SHAC USA
was started in the
U.S. in 2001. At
that point, how
long did you see the
campaign against
HLS taking?

When SHAC

USA first started

I personally thought Huntingdon would close when Stephens, Inc.
divested. The loan the Little Rock-based firm extended to the lab was all
that was keeping it open. Now we know, from interviews and released
records, that indeed the U.S. SHAC efforts did beat the stubborn Stephens
empire into the ground, but the British government’s intervention helped
HLS negotiate a refinancing and kept it alive.

Essentially, SHAC did win, only to have its victory stolen away by a
major, first world government. Talk about power!

The same blow was dealt to us when SHAC beat the world’s largest
insurance company, Marsh Inc, and HLS was faced with having no
legally mandated, operational insurance. Again, by the corrupted grace
of the British government, HLS was given the unprecedented coverage
of the Department of Trade and Industry. Who says SHAC tactics don't
work?

Governmental intervention can only last so long, however, especially
with the current customer campaign. It is one thing for the lab to be
extended certain financial facilities?, but the government cannot force
companies to contract to HLS.

NC: SHAC USA, as well as dozens of activists and organizations,
has been a target of multiple lawsuits around the country. How have
you seen all the lawsuits affect the campaign against HLS?

These lawsuits have generally done exactly what those suing us have
been trying to prevent. They spurred on direct action against them.
Suing those who are most recognizably opposed to HLS — regardless
of whether or not they may have broken any laws-- only serves to
reinforce the injustice of the companies and the limits (and pitfalls) of
aboveground activism. I think these SLAPP suits have done more to
teach activists the importance of adopting security culture, not waiting
around for the police during home demonstrations, and perhaps even
foregoing above-ground demonstrations for those where you have less

chance of being caught and sued.

NC: What do you see the SHAC campaign achieving, above and
beyond the closure of Huntingdon Life Sciences?

In my opinion SHAC has already won and closing Huntingdon is just
the formality. For three years, the SHAC campaign has gripped the U.S.
animal rights movement and changed the face of grassroots activism. It
has provided a refreshing and necessary alternative to animal advocacy
that breaks away from the confines of sanctioned forms of social change.
The campaign has been praised and it has been derided. It has been
applauded for breathing life into an otherwise stagnant movement and
has been criticized for its tendency to ‘steal the show.” From its start,
SHAC has been a campaign of strategy and opportunity. Its primary

ohjective is the closure of HLS, but by no stretch of the imagination is
this where the goals stop.

Believing it necessary to take risks and act boldly, SHAC has followed
in the movement- building tradition of PETA as they controversially
worked with the A.L.F. in exposing the horrors of vivisection, Sea
Shepherd as they rammed, mined, and sunk whaling fleets across the
world, and Last Chance for Animals as they literally kicked down the
doors to the UCLA animal labs with a CNN camera crew. SHAC is
the equally controversial, 21 century extension to what has made this
movement a success.

SHAC has trail-blazed a plan of corporate attack that has left industries
shaking. The uncontrollability of secondary and tertiary targeting has seen
HLS lose 90% of its worth. With a footing in eighteen different countries,
the SHAC campaign has globalized the movement and has brought
accountability to corporations desperate to escape scrutiny and pressure.
The campaign has already had a huge impact on the pharmaceutical
industry, where
companies like
Chiron have lost
over $2.5 million
from the protest
activity and have
had their work place
culture permanently
damaged for the
worse.

Under the banner
of SHAC, tactical
ingenuity has been
bred. The campaign
has seen yachts sunk,
office complexes
evacuated, credit
cards stolen, mock
animal grave yards
erected in front
lawns, and computer
activism taken to
a whole new level
of  sophistication.
Most  importantly,
SHAC has used the
mainstream product-
testing issue as its
gateway drug to bring
new activists to a full-blown, animal liberation addiction.

continued on page 11
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INTERNATIONAL NEWS

By Robert Cogswell & Mel Broughton

The birth of SPEAK began in July 2003 at the launch of
the campaign to fight Cambridge University's plans to build
Europe's largest primate lab on the outskirts of the city. SPEAC
(Stop Primate Experiments at Cambridge) came into being
after discussions amongst activists at an ARC (Animal Rights
Coalition) meeting, and it was decided that the campaign
against the proposed primate lab had to become a national
issue. Previous to this, activists had waged a hard-fought and
dogged campaign in Cambridge under the X-Cape banner and
had received support from Animal Aid, a national animal rights
organization,

The proposed primate lab had already been denied planning
permission on two occasions by the local authority. But by now
it was clear other forces were at work, and the involvement
of people at Government |level became ever more evident,
Indeed the Prime Minister gave his support for the lab on more
than one occasion and his pro-vivisection science minister,
Lord Sainsbury, used every opportunity to ease the way for
Cambridge University.

The government decided that the proposed lab was in the
‘national interest’ and that it should be the subject of a public
inquiry. The public inquiry, which lasted for two weeks, heard

evidence from those involved in the lab and those opposed to
it. This also included scientific evidence on the use of primates
in brain research. Dr. Jerry Vlasak and Dr. Ray Greek spoke on
the scientific folly of animal experiments. Cambridge University,
which has been damaging primates’ brains for decades, failed
to produce any evidence to substantiate its claims that this
center would be a world leader in neuroscience.

putting an end to primate experiments

Gregg Avery of SHAC spoke on the protests that would follow
any effort to start construction of the site. Even the local police
opposed the plans, fearing large-scale protest and disruption.
It was clear to all present that the independent inspector
overseeing the inquiry was unimpressed with the attitude
of Cambridge University to the inquiry and the bias being
displayed by elements within the government. As the inquiry
ended and the inspector went away to write his report, SPEAC
was beginning to formulate its plans to make sure the primate
lab never became a hideous reality.

SPEAC met with the local campaigners and together we began
to draw up a strategy for fighting the university and its friends
within the government. It was clear that we had to get the
animal rights movement to stand together under the SPEAC
banner. The fight to stop Cambridge's plans had serious
ramifications for the future of animal experimentation in the UK.
People like science minister Lord Sainsbury were clearly intent
on a future with an increase in vivisection being carried out in
the UK. Cambridge University had lied to its own governing
body about the real nature of their plans for the proposed site
and the cost. They also failed to mention that planned to build
what would have been the largest primate vivisection lab in
Europe.

SPEAC began its campaign with a mass leafleting of Cambridge
City Center to make sure as many people as
possible were aware of what the university was
engaged in. We then moved towards creating
an atmosphere of siege within the colleges that
make up the university. This was achieved by
organizing ‘days of action,' at which people would
invade various colleges entering buildings and
occupying rooms. These became frequent, and
between the organized events other groups were
going to Cambridge unannounced, disrupting
lectures and making university life difficult.

In October 2003 SPEAC organized a national
demonstration against the proposed primate lab.
Over 1,500 people descended on Cambridge on
a sunny autumn day and a clear message was
sent to the university and the government about
the level of disruption they could expect once
the building work started. Award ceremonies
and university council meetings were disrupted
with noisy demonstrations outside the Senate
house in the City Center. On one memorable
occasion, Pro Vice Chancellor Alison Richard
was conducting an award ceremony on the lawn
in front of the Senate house. As the dignitaries
stood around in their gowns posing for the
camera, they were subjected to a barrage of
noise from the demonstrators only a few feet
away. The Pro Vice Chancellor could not escape
the attention and repeatedly turned to look at
us, clearly frustrated at our presence, but more
importantly reminded again that we weren't going to go away.

Prince Phillip, the vice chancellor of Cambridge University,
was similarly subject to attention during a walkabout after an
awards ceremony. As he strolled the streets surrounded by



security, he was suddenly joined by animal rights activists, one dressed
as a monkey. Another activist got alongside him and began to tell him
and everyone present just what the university was planning to do to the
primates at the proposed lab.

The disruption of university life continued with further ‘days of action’ and
home demonstrations against university council members and vivisectors.
In early 2004 the report from the independent inspector who had overseen
the previous
public  inquiry
was published. It
was a damming
indictment of
Cambridge’s
plans and was
critical of the
bias shown by
the government
in respect fo
the primate lab.
It also made it
clear that the
university had
FAILED to show
that the lab was
in the ‘national

university and the

“ Over 1,500 people descended on
Cambridge on a sunny autumn day
and a clear message was sent to the

the level of disruption they could expect
once the building work started. ”

Within a couple of weeks of the Cambridge decision, we were told that
Oxford University was already engaged in building a new animal torture
lab. Inside information suggested that the Oxford lab was going to conduct
brain research on monkeys. A closer look at the plans revealed a four-story
construction with numerous labs and attendant animal research facilities.
Oxford University told the media that the new building was to be a “state
of the art animal house” and that no animal experiments would be carried
out there.

The SPEAC
campaign of
Cambridge
remolded itself
into the SPEAK
Campaigns
- Voice for the
Animals, which
now focuses

its attention
government about « ‘cn

After our first
demo in March,
university
issued a second
statement that

interest’ and “the new building
that they had would in fact be
not shown used to carry

that the science of brain research using primates had been of any real
significance in helping human sufferers of neurological disorders. He
recommended that planning permission be refused. But the government,
in customary fashion, ignored the report and granted planning permission
to the university.

Undeterred, SPEAC continued to organize demonstrations, even
organizing a demo against Cambridge University's fundraising interests in
New York with the help of local activists. In mid-January, several hundred
activists descended on Cambridge City Center for a noisy and angry demo.
Later in the afternoon, activists made their way down to the proposed site
situated on the busy A14 road, and within minutes the road was blocked.
Traffic was backed up all
the way into Cambridge and
back to the motorway; other
activists had invaded the
site and climbed onto roofs.
Further activists were visiting
homes of university council
members, and others were
going into colleges.

The overall effect was
enormous; a few people
(including an 82-year-old
woman) were arrested for
obstruction of the highway,
but most importantly we had
shown what is to come if they
ever attempt to build this lab.
Within a week Cambridge
University announced that it
was abandoning its plans to build the primate lab, citing the spiralling cost
of security as the primary factor in its decision. The original cost of the
project stood at £24 million; it had now reached £34 million and not even
a brick had been laid.

out experiments on animals including primates. Oxford University, like
Cambridge, has lied to the outside world about its activities.

Now the battle begins again. The animal rights movement won an
historic victory at Cambridge against the combined might of Cambridge
University, the British government and the vivisection industry, but that
was just one battle-- not the war. Our enemies are regrouping in Oxford.
SPEAK campaigns are determined to fight Oxford University and all those
involved in trying to build this latest monument to scientific fraud and
academic arrogance.

The successful campaign in Cambridge is a clear indicator to the
animal rights  movement
around the world of just what
can be achieved when the
animal  rights  movement
comes together in a spirit
of cooperation. No height is
ever too difficult to scale when
we work as a unified force.
As a movement, we are an
unstoppable force for change,
and by working together, our
goal of animal liberation is one
step closer.

Eor ~ more
information on
the campaign

against Oxford University please visit:
www.speakcampaigns.org.uk.

one university at a time
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CAMPAIGN UPDATE

Foie Gras Industrv Reeling

“delicacy.”

size.

Once ignorant of the cruel process of force-feeding, the general public is now becoming
more aware of the suffering endured by ducks and geese on foie gras farms, thanks to

In September 2003, several stories broke in
the mainstream media about the controversial
production of foie gras. Activist investigations
and open rescues of ducks from of Sonoma
Foie Gras in California and Hudson Valley Foie
Gras in New York brought national attention to
the plight of ducks and geese force fed for this

For those who do not know, foie gras is a French
term meaning “fatty liver.” It is produced by
sticking a long tube down the throat of a duck
or goose and pumping excessive amounts of
food directly into their stomachs. In a matter of
weeks, the liver swells up to ten times its normal

'HOW YOU CAN HELP

Adiviss in (alifornia are one step closer to
bmmlummnulmmlmm
about their efforts and how o get involved ot
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__.m_ I!l York
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activist exposure. Capitalizing on this new public attention on the issue, activists have
managed to get legislation introduced in both New York and California (the only states with foie gras farms) to ban the force feeding of ducks and

geese.

As we go to press, the bill in the California legislature has passed the Senate (21-14) and the Assembly Business and Professions Committee (9-4).
It is now headed to the full Assembly for a vote, likely some time in August. If it passes there, it will go to the governor’s desk for his signature into

law.

According to Farm Sanctuary president Gene Bauston, SB 1520 “has gone further than any other foie gras bill has in the United States.” If passed, it

will ban both the force-feeding of ducks and geese and the sale of foie
gras in California by 2012.

The New York legislation (A 1821 and S 5153) to ban the force
feeding of birds to make foie gras has yet to be voted upon.

Activists have also taken the fight against foie gras to the courts.
Earlier this year, Farm Sanctuary presented an evidence packet
(including video, photographs, eyewitness testimony and veterinary
statements) to the San Joaquin County District Attorney’s office,
asking it to prosecute Sonoma Foie Gras for violating California’s
animal cruelty law.

Although the district attorney has declined to pursue criminal charges
against Sonoma Foie Gras thus far, activists are also pursuing a civil
suit against the farm for violating the state’s animal cruelty law. Action
is expected in that case later in the year.

Sensing their doom close at hand, U.S. foie gras producers are fighting
back. In response to the civil suit filed against it, Sonoma Foie Gras
has sued one set of activists for trespassing and “theft.” In New York,
GourmetCruelty.com spokesperson Sarahjane Blum was arrested and
charged with felony burglary for her part in the open rescue of several
ducks from Hudson Valley Foie Gras.

But any attempts to stifle activists are useless; ball is already rolling,
and public sentiment is squarely in favor of ending this cruel practice.
With a foie gras production ban already instated in many countries,
and legislation moving forward in the U.S., things are looking up for
the ducks and geese suffering today on foie gras farms. Hope remains
that tomorrow may bring freedom from this gross abuse.
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In the Spirit of Solidarity

by lauren Ornelas and David Hayden

We hear a lot of talk in the movement today about solidarity. What
does this mean? Has our movement always seemed so divided on
tactics and the "best way" to go about achieving animal liberation?
When you look at magazines from the 1980s, it seems as if there was
a wide range of support for different tactics and there were different
issues that everyone participated in.

What are the issues that seem to be dividing us? Is it whether or not
someone goes naked at a circus protest, or if the Animal Liberation
Front torched a dairy truck? Is it whether or not we are compromising
when working on legislation or animal welfare reforms? Or is it those
animal protection groups who seem to align themselves with the animal
industries, versus standing by their fellow animal protectionists?

Many of these issues have always been a part of our movement, but
over the years instead of getting
better at dealing with them we
seem to have gotten worse.

Activists in the U.S. often look at
England and the huge rallies and
protests and wonder why events
in the U.S. seem to be so much
smaller. Obviously, there are a lot
of reasons for this, but one is that
their events include people from
all walks of the animal protection
movement,

Many of these people may
have a dog they love, volunteer
at a local animal shelter, aid
feral cats, refuse to wear fur or
eat veal-- and yet they remain
leather-wearing meat eaters. If we could get all of the people who care
just about dogs (but aren't necessarily hard-core, militant activists) to
attend a demo against vivisection, we would have millions of people
there. The animal rights movement at its core is about ending animal
suffering, and if these people want to help stop one segment of that
abuse we must welcome them-- we do need the humbers!

There are billions of animals enduring different forms of abuse every
minute of the day, and they need us to use every tool at our disposal.
We are in no position in this movement to be acting as if there is just
one answer to stop all of this evil.

When we look at most social and political justice movements around
the world we can see that in order to succeed (or even make a dent),
it takes a variety of tactics to create change.

It might seem like old news to review, but from the women's suffrage
movement, to the anti-slavery movement, to the civil rights movement,
people used everything from legislation to direct action (or what some
might consider violence). They used whatever they could to try to
affect change.

This diversity of tactics serves an important function. Despite the
confidence that so many of us have that most of our strategies and
tactics are correct, we can't all be right. Taking a diverse range of
approaches makes it that much more likely that some of these efforts
will be productive even if it turns out we're wrong about which ones
are most effective.

Overriding our differences should be the fact that we all share the
common bond of wanting to end the exploitation and suffering of
animals.

Because of this we should be able to respect each other's positions
and, to the extent that it's possible, work through our differences in
a non-combative manner. Of course some differences will never be
resolved. When this Is the case we have to make a declsion-- Is the
disagreement so fundamental that we cannot work with a person
or group, or is it something we can just agree to disagree on while
working together on those goals we share?

Even if our differences are so extreme that we cannot work with a
group, the worst way we could deal with this would be to belittle that
group's efforts and maintain that if people aren't doing things our way,
they must be part of the problem rather than part of the solution.

This point is driven home in the
American Medical Association's
“Animal Research Action Plan”
(published in 1989). This plan
describes the threat presented to
the biomedical research industry
by a strong animal liberation
movement in general, and from
underground action in particular.
The solution they prescribe for
this “problem” is to try and drive
a wedge between the different
elements of our movement by
exploiting existing differences
over philosophy and tactics. We
must not do our opponents’ work
for them.

A good place to start is simply learning to give credit where credit is
due. Being humble can go a long way. Being public about appreciating
each other's accomplishments sets an important example showing
that animal advocacy groups can work together despite our
differences.

Another useful tip is to put a focus on the positive. If you feel it's
important to use a particular approach to activism, then talk about
why that approach is effective rather than criticizing other people for
choosing a different approach.

Standing in solidarity with our comrades becomes even more critical
when they are under attack by the government or animal industries.
The only way we can truly fight effectively for the animals is by
standing together. Any hint of divisiveness must stay within our ranks.
And most importantly, we must not let these basic disagreements
drive us apart. We share more in common than we disagree on,
and if our movement is to be successful that must be our focus. The
animals need us all.

lauren Ornelas is the US campaigns director of Viva!
USA. She can be reached at info@vivausa.org.

David Hayden is a volunteer with No Compromise. He
can be reached at dhayden@nocompromise.org.
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Esperanza de Libertad

- Hope for Freedom -

Esperanza de Libertad (or, in English,
“Hope for Freedom™) is a Bolivian
non-governmental organization (NGO)
dedicated to forming an animal sanctuary in
northern Bolivia. Why this is important is a
true lesson on how everything is connected,
from Bolivia to the U.S.

As a long-time animal rights activist, | have
read about and seen videos_of the wildlife
trade that is devastating so many local
ecosystems. I have also seen pictures of and
read about the devastation of the world’s
rainforests to create grazing land for cattle.
But it was not until my travels to South
America that I saw all this firsthand. After
witnessing the reality of what people are
doing to this beautiful land and its animals,
I became committed to making a difference
on their behalf.

While working at a primate sanctuary
in Bolivia, 1 was lucky enough to meet
Franci, another animal activist who is now
Esperanza de Libertad’s Bolivian Project
Coordinator. In this sanctuary, 1 learned
more about Bolivia’s environmental crisis,
and I got to know many of the animals on
an intimate level. Those animals helped me
decide to create a sanctuary for them—not
only one that would work to rehabilitate
them so they could return to the wild, but
one that would protect their land.

Trading animals

Each year, about 32,000 wild-caught
primates are sold on the international
market. About a third of them are imported
into the U.S. and sold for laboratory
research, zoos, and circuses. According to
Conservation International’s “Primates in
Peril” report, at the current rate, one in five
species of primates could become extinct
within one generation.

It is crucial to remember that animals taken
from Bolivian jungles end up all over the
world. A monkey taken from the jungles
we walked through could end up in a
vivisection lab in the United States, a zoo in
England, or a circus in Chile.

In Bolivia, we saw people with boxes with
parrots inside, destined for the pet trade. We
looked into their eyes and knew they would
not last long; only one in every four birds
taken from the wild survives in captivity.

Cruel capture

Hunters who capture monkeys in the wild
use a horrific method: The mother is shot
and the baby is taken from her. If members
of the group come in and try to protect the
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Baloo used to hang above me by
her tail and pull my hair, then
run as fast as she could up the
tree and look down at me, waiting
Jor me to come chase her. She
never understood that I was not a
monkey and couldn't climb after
her. You can tell she grew a lot,
but she was still a baby who really
needed a mother howler monkey to
take care of her. In the wild, she
still would have been drinking her
mother s milk, followed by a diet
of mostly leaves. In captivity, she
had been fed a diet of chocolate
and spaghetti, and though she ate
only fruits and vegetables at the
sanctuary, she rarely ate leaves.
Howler monkeys naturally live
in northern Bolivia, which has a
different climate and region from
the area where the sanctuary is
located. A combination of this and
other factors led to Baloo's death
when she was about a year old.

baby or mom, they are also shot. This is all
the more terrible because of the close bonds
between primate mothers and their children.
For example, howler monkeye stay on their
mother’s backs until they are two years old
and stay nearby until they are five,

In the marketplaces, we often saw baby
capuchin monkeys—crying and weak--
tied to logs waiting to be transported out of
northern Bolivia. In Bolivia, these animals
sell for about $3.50 each. In the United States,
they are sold as pets for $3,000.

One U.S. zoo is currently buying two jaguars
from a zoo in Bolivia. Many of these zoo
animals are ex-“pets,” whose caretakers
found them to be too strong or too wild to live
with. In Bolivia, people hand these animals
over to the zoos or release them back into the
jungles, where they cannot survive, Either
way, they are doomed.

NeLEro and Chyanne

At the sanctuary, I met Negro, an adult
male spider monkey who had escaped from
a laboratory in Cochabamba, Bolivia. He
had run through the streets for six hours
until the police finally caught him. Thanks
to an onslaught of media and public outcry,
the laboratory decided to send him to the
sanctuary. When he arrived, he was terrified
of everything. When I walked by, he would
grab my hand and pace with me. I found out
that grooming him helped him calm down
and I started spending any spare minute [
could with him.

As the months passed, I watched him
transform, and by the time I visited the
sanctuary last December, he was way up in
the trees and hardly came near people. To
this day he is still terrified of police, and if
he sees anyone in a uniform he swings from
the trees making warning hoots and stares in
horror until they leave. Even now, years after
thfg incident, he still remembers his run for his
life.

Capuchin monkeys are often trained as
pickpockets. They are letloose inmarketplaces
to pick pockets and return the money to their
human trainer. I met one of these capuchins,
Chyanne, at the sanctuary. He could unlock
locks and untie cords, and he would liberate
any animal who was in a cage or tied up. He
helped with clean up every day by running to
the river to get a bucket of water and dumping
it on the feeding table. Then he would scrub
the table with a brush.

Chyanne also taught me that monkeys use




medicinal plants. One day he had a huge gash on his hand, so he ran up
the tree and got certain leaves and chewed them up and put them on the
cut. He did this about ten times that day, and within two days, the cut was

completely healed.

Deforestation

In addition to learning about the stories
and lives of the animals in Bolivia, I
discovered firsthand what was happening
to the land. Right now, land is being sold
for about $30 an acre in northern Bolivia,
and large corporations are buying it
up. While I was there last year, both
McDonalds and Burger King bought
up large portions of land for cattle. Not
only is land extremely cheap, but the
government is now starting to lease the
land. Corporations just pay taxes on the
land, completely destroy it, and then give
it back to the Bolivian government.

Northern Bolivia is full of timber mills.
Everywhere in Bolivia, hillsides are
being cut for grazing land. Aside from
the immediate loss of life this creates,
clear cufting is very dangerous because
it leads to soil

erosion, which eventually can precipitate
landslides and flooding.

But still the loggers are cutting twelve
hours a day, seven days a week. One day,
we counted twenty logging trucks leaving
northern Bolivia. One logger told us that
they could cut 700 acres (which is the
amount of land Esperanza de Libertad is
planning to buy) in just two weeks.

Meaningless laws

Although Bolivia has strict laws regarding protection of the environment
and the animals, we saw little actual enforcement of these laws. Illegal
logging takes place on land belonging to indigenous peoples as well as

restaurants everywhere.

5100 200 kn
o 0n ."(.“f-?‘“
BRAZIL
PERU
 #lLAPAZ
cHiLE: el

ARGENTINA

Bolivia is a landlocked nation surrounded
by Peru, Brazil, Paraguay, Argentina and
Chile. The Andean mountains are in the
south, and the Amazon jungle bordering
Brazil lies in the north.

In 1992, Bolivia passed a law (Law 1333) making it illegal to keep
wild animals in captivity. But we saw no regulation of the number of

animals being taken from the wild, and
there is virtually no control over the
illegal trafficking of animals on any of the
Bolivian borders. The illegal wildlife trade
is a $5-billion-a-year business, second only
to drugs as a worldwide black market.

Unfortunately, industries (from the pet store
industry to the animal experimentation
industry) are driving the demand for
these animals to be taken from their land
in Bolivia. Wild animals are transported
under conditions so stresstul that many die
in transit. Those who survive are destined
for lives of boredom and suffering.

How Rmu can help

After all of my years of activism, 1
realized that I might be able to help solve
a problem before it becomes too large to
address. In Bolivia, we might have the
opportunity to make a dramatic impact
on the exotic animal trade by giving the
people in Bolivia a place to take rescued
animals and protecting the land from
further exploitation.

Esperanza de Libertad is now working
to raise $20,000 to buy 700 acres of land
in Bolivia. The land will be spared from
deforestation and eventually will be used
to rehabilitate and release animals caught
in the exotic animal trade. We will also
be hiring five armed guards to protect
the animals and the land. Guards deter
poachers, and paying people to protect

the land is quite cheap—especially for animals and land that are truly

priceless.

on government land. Jaguar skins are illegal, but saw them hanging in

Please contact www.esperanzadelibertad.org or stella@esperanzadeliber
tad.org to find out how you can help!

Kevin Kjonaas Interview, continued from page §

SynNnivId

NC: A great deal of fuss has been made about SHAC USA’s tactics. Some individuals and organizations in the animal advocacy movement
find the campaign’s approach too controversial. Others feel it gives the movement a bad name. How do you respond to these concerns?

I really don’t care what people in the animal advocacy movement have to say. If these critics are not proud enough to call themselves animal rights
activists or do not believe in animal rights, their opinions mean nothing,.

Secondly, there is no such thing as ‘SHAC USA’s tactics.” This is a campaign made up of people from all points of advocacy, engaging in everything
from letters to litigation. Ninety percent of what goes on the SHAC campaign in the background is just good, ol’ fashioned, plain organizing. What
grabs the most aftention-- both because it is sexy and effective-- is the direct action element. This element, combined with the rest of the campaign,
is doing to a lab-- really to a whole industry-- what so many of these critics have failed to do themselves. SHAC is being bold and taking risks. It
is trying new things because the safe approaches are tired, boring, and guess what? They are not achieving animal liberation.

The bad name SHAC is giving
considered a criticism, as at
name. PETA faces this same
couldn’t agree more with its

the movement cannot be really
least it is giving the movement a

SHAC has trail-blazed a plan of corporate whining over its stunts, and I
attack that has {clil't mdustrqes shakmg.” response: that it really cannot get

much worse for animals than it is already, so if we can at least get
people talking about the issue, albeit sometimes negatively, we
are accomplishing something. Martin Luther King, the suffragettes, trade unions, anti-war organizers and gay rights activists have all been smeared
by the press. If we start to let the likes of Fox News set our tactical agenda out of fear of displeasing them, then the animals really have no hope.

NC: You have been an outspoken advocate of controversial tactics. Do you think the change in the political atmosphere over the past few
years demands a shift to softer tactics?

Nothing I personally support is controversial. The mainstream public supports what I support and a whole hell of a lot more. The public supports
liberations, property destruction, arson, violence, terrorism, and war. The only difference is that the public supports it for human issues, though. It’s
not the tactics that are controversial; it’s what we are fighting for. Animal liberation is the point of contention and is what needs constant debating,
not the tactics. This is something I am afraid, all too many A.L.F. press officers have failed to understand.

Do I think the current political climate demands the animal rights movement shift to softer tactics? Well, considering more animals will die this
year than the year before, and that this will likely be the same for next year and the year after, I should think not. “Harder” tactics don’t necessarily
mean law-breaking though; it means thinking outside the box of prescribed methods we are told we can use, but that we know are not working. I
don’t think you could run a SHAC-type campaign against any company in any industry. I think the SHAC campaign works because it is against
HLS in this vivisection industry.
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Dear Opponents of Animal Abuse:

In the spring of 2002, I became aware of the disturbing world of primate vivisection. I had just
started to read about animal experimentation when I stumbled across The Primate Freedom Project
website and read about whistleblower Iviatt Rossell at the Oregon National Primate Research Center.
The description of the facility was extremely grim. Intrigued by their study of an endemic disease
called “shigella,” I called the Primate Freedom Project headquarters and spoke with Rick Bogle.

Rick has extensive knowledge of all types of primate research. He explained that shigella
causes monkeys to shed their intestinal lining, causing extreme pain and bloody diarrhea.
1 was horrified at this disease-inducing laboratory and began reading extensively. I first read
The Great Ape Project and was convinced by the philosophical and moral arguments for
extending basic rights to apes. Deborah Blum’s book, The Monkey Wars - an historical account
of primate experimentation, served as an excellent primer to the world of primate vivisection.

Asllearned more, the case for all primates’rights became clearer to me. lasked myself, “If monkeys
and apes demonstrate mental capabilities that in many ways are parallel to those of young human
children, why should they be treated so incredibly different?” And, after reading one startling paper
which showed that monkeys would rather starve themselves for 12 days than hurt each other, I asked
myself, *Why should we hold ourselves to lower standards than primates hold themselves 107"
During the summer of 2002, I made three trips that, in retrospect, I believe firmly cemented my resolve and rage against these primate laboratories.

First, I went to Ellensburg, Washington to meet five chimpanzees who speak American Sign Language (ASL). Although 1 had
been reading about the intelligence of primates and the life stories of these particular five animals, witnessing their cognitive
abilities first hand was a personal epiphany. Simply put, it forced me to admit to myself, “Humans aren’t so damned special.”

A month later, I met the primate victims of Daniel Casey, a vivisector at the Oregon Primate Center. I remembered reading about
his hideously cruel psychotropic drug experiments on capuchin monkeys, involving tremendous physical and psychological stress.

Reading and seeing are two very different things. It is one thing to read descriptions of atrocities or the stories of victims,
but it is a different experience altogether to meet the victims themselves. One was missing a tail. Another’s tail was bent at
a conspicuously awkward 90-degree angle. Yet another was severely frightened by every little movement or noise. All were
missing large patches of hair, and some were missing fingers and toes. It was clear they were the survivors of a holocaust.

My last trip was to visit Rick Bogle and his wife Lynn Pauly. Rick talked about his seven-month-long “Ape Army” tour to the primate
research centers in 1997 and about the subsequent 1999 Primate Freedom Tour that carried activists around the country on a large bus.

Shortly after, [ started the University of Utah Primate Freedom Project and began working against the primate
vivisectors at the University of Utah, where 1 was a student. This campaign still has many years ahead of it, but already
we're seeing some substantial legal victories that really give me hope for the potential of local grassroots eflorts.

While I feel I have accomplished a lot by the age of 19, I know I can do more.

I am currently visiting all eight national primate research centers, where 1 table and speak with passersby about the horrific animal abuse
occurring inside each lab. I fear, if they refuse to listen and to act, that future activists will have little choice but to turn to violence.

So far, the Tour has taken me to Washington, Oregon and Wisconsin. Those locations that remain are:

June 17th -23rd: New England National Primate Research Center in Southborough, MA
June 28th - July 4th: Yerkes National Primate Research Center in Atlanta, GA
July 6th - 11th: Tulane National Primate Research Center in Covington, LA
July 16th - 21st: Southwest National Primate Research Center in San Antonio, TX
July 28th - August 4th: California National Primate Research Center in Davis, CA

I think our movement needs a strategy. It is easier for defenders of the status quo to fall back on ill-defined defenses of the species barrier when
denying rights to honeybees or to rodents than when defending cruelties to primates.

The issue of primates’ rights forces defenders of the status quo into a corner by requiring them to delineate the characteristics that impart moral
significance to us, but not to others. The data on primate minds indicate there are no ethically significant, shared characteristics of humans that
set us apart from other primates. Therefore, their only argument can be simply that we are human, and they are not. The primate issue forces the
question, how much like us need they be?

1 hope my trip and the 2005 Primate Freedom Tour will prove to be a catalyst that ignites an abolitionist, movement-wide effort that
- will see the first true legal rights granted to animals. If you’d like to join me at any of these stops, or get involved please contact me at
jerm@primatefreedom.org.

Sincerely,

Jeremy Beckham _

2005 Primate Freedom Tour Coordinator
www.primatefreedom.com



Austia Bans Batiery Cages

In Austria, activists have achieved an historic victory. On May 27th, the Austrian Parliament voted
unanimously in favor of our three demands: a ban on battery egg farming, the placement of animal |
rights alongside human rights in the Constitution and the creation of animal solicitors to take up
court cases on behalf of nonhuman animals. In order to achieve this, we ran an essentially classic,
grassroots campaign.

It all began in March 1008, when we instigated a population initiative. Within a specific week, Austrian - .

voters can come forward to their magistrate to sign on to a particular initiative. If 100,000 signatures :

are collected in support of a particular issue, the Parliament will put that initiative topic on its agenda.

For our initiative, a stunning 460,000 people (8% of the electorate) signed on. Hence, Parliament set up a committee to debate the issue. But after that,
not surprisingly, the initiative went nowhere in Parliament. That was when we took action and ratcheted up our efforts.

In Autumn 2002, Austria had its first national animal rights conference. This helped to unify the movement and form strong links between groups.
Whereas previously, different groups did not even know of or talk to each other, after the conference, alliances were formed, and forty groups joined
together on a platform.

In the subsequent parliamentary elections, we forced all political parties to declare their policy on animal rights. When the Conservative party refused
to agree to anything, we conducted a thirteen-hour occupation of their headquarters just before the elections. As a consequence, they agreed to at
least debate a new law.

Thereafter, we conducted a carefully-orchestrated campaign over the next eighteen months, which eventually ended with the unanimous Parliamentary
vote enacting all our demands. A number of ingredients were vital to our success.

First and foremost we identified the enemy: the Conservative party. By focusing on them while maintaining close contact with the other parties, we
achieved two things. First, it led the other parties to agree with us in order to avoid becoming our next targel. We also made it impossible for the
Conservatives to pass the buck, which they have always tried to do.

We used every election, whether national or regional, as an opportunity to attack the Conservatives. We used media, fly-pasted placards, and held daily
demos where we showed a video on large screens on the streets— the usual grassroots tactics. And surely enough, whether it was due to our efforts
or not, the Conservatives started to loose one election after another.

Another vital ingredient in winning the battle was establishing very close links with about a dozen journalists sympathetic to animal rights. We were able
to convince them that the issue was important, that we were reliable and that we could supply them with up-to-date information.

For example, in summer 2003, we visited 48 battery farms within two weeks and were able fo provide video evidence that aimost all of them breached
animal welfare regulations. We also did three open rescues of battery hens. For all these actions, we had media with us from the start.

Avariety of additional actions are needed to enable the sympathetic journalists to cover the issue regularly over a long time period. So in addition to the
aforementioned actions, we commissioned a professional opinion polling agency, held press conferences with scientists, found 78 prominent Austrians
to sign our demands, ran full-page newspaper advertisements, presented collected signatures to the Parliament, and publicly introduced our new film
to the public. Also, the criminal trials following our investigations and open rescues all served to highlight the issue.

In the end the media engine ran on its own. Newspapers and TV stations decided to cover the issue permanently. Suddenly, the dam broke, and the
Conservatives gave way, agreeing to the battery egg farm ban.

Even though no party actually fully wanted animal rights in the Constitution,
public pressure was so strong that no party could afford to oppose it openly.
Hence, the unanimous vote was achieved through such a relentless
pressure as has never been seen on any issue before.

As a consequence, from now on all political parties will have to worry about
ending up on the wrong end of the stick. All of them now have animal rights
spokespersons who will stay in contact with us. Animal rights has become
an important political question and a deciding factor in mainstream election
campaigns.

What have we achieved? First, there is the law that animals are more
than just “things.” The lives and well-being of animals are now protected
by the Constitution, which sees them as sentient beings and fellows of
humankind.

Also, each Austrian province will now have animal solicitors, who can take up
court cases for animals. This is a vital step towards public acceptance that
animals deserve the same protection as people under the law. Obviously,
the character of each animal solicitor will be the deciding factor in how useful
this institution will be. But in principle, the stage is set for an all-out attack on
the animal abuse industry.

Based on the institution of animal solicitors, we plan, later this year, to start
court procedures for a trial on ape rights, based on the illegal capture and
import of chimps into an Austrian vivisection lab in 1982. These chimps
are now in a sanctuary, but we plan to start procedures against the lab for
compensation. | am very curious as to how that will go.

And last but not least, we have a ban on battery egg farming. Currently, there
are about 700 battery farms in Austria with 2100 employees all together.
Most of those will have to close down by Jan 1, 2009 (in 4 1/2 years),
because they won't be able to change to free range or barn production.
That is a major blow to the animal abuse industry.
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WHOSE SIDE ARE YOU ON?

I would like to react to the debate about violence and non-violence in No
Compromise Issue #23. In that debate, Jae Wong mentioned the shooting

of Pim Fortuyn by an animal rights activist in the Netherlands as an
example of why violence is not an effective technique for the animal

the shooting blocked a mink farm ban. The truth is that it didn’t; the ban
was just a proposal. It wouldn’t have passed just before the new elections
because other subjects, such as the ethnic mass murder in Yugoslavia,
were more important to Dutch legislators.

Because the Dutch army had failed to protect the people, the leftwing
party stepped out of the parliament just before the April 30 elections. That
meant instant death for the mink farm ban, because the parliament didn’t
have the power to vote on this issue anymore. Pim Fortuyn was shot on
May 6-- six days after the proposed ban had already died!

Pim Fortuyn wore fur and opposed a ban. A new wind in the political
arena would definitely ensure the ban would fail. But at that time, political
parties had been unable to push the ban through for the four years they
had been working on it! So it wasn’t so much the new political climate
that was the biggest enemy for the animals as it was the weakness of the
political parties and the pressure groups.

Pressure groups like Fur for Animals are using the changed political
climate to comfort themselves and to camouflage their own mistakes. But
it was they who failed the animals, not the radicals opening cages and
rescuing thousands of minks or demonstrating in front of fur shops.

Fur for Animals failed to connect with the anger of its members about the
outrageous murder of beautiful creatures like minks. Instead, they sold
them lies like a ban on mink farming. Instead of organizing big national
protests with thousands of people and really fighting for a ban, they just
sat back and relaxed, thinking that their mates in the parliament would do
the job. How naive!

In the meantime, the fur industry paid influential scientists to prove that
the welfare of minks is no worse than that of animals in other industries.
The fur industry also paid some influential people to speak (and have
a drink) with politicians. (One of them was the popular politician Pim
Fortuyn). Because of this (and the inaction from the animal welfarists),
the fur industry grew strong.

It is difficult to say definitively which tactics work and which do not. I
think that all tactics are useful and necessary, and that a true fist can only
be made when all tactics are used at the same time. It is arrogant for both
sides to think that they have the answer for all problems. It’s not as simple
as that.

People still turn vegetarian and animal protection groups still have a large
number of members. Actions like the Revolutionary Cells’ bombings
make it clear to animal abusers that they can expect anything. Even
though I personally do not like physical violence, it can make a difference
for many campaigns.

Violence, for instance, was effective in the Hillgrove campaign. It was
only after Chris Brown from the Hillgrove Catfarm found his wife with

a bag on her head (don’t panic; she’s still alive) that he changed his mind :

and stopped torturing cats. And while the shooting of Pim Fortuyn made
us all shake at the thought of the possible consequences, in reality it
turned out that the only thing that changed was that the national fishing
competition was cancelled because of a possible threat of animal rights
activities.

The downside of solely promoting militant actions is that many people
forget the different angles of campaigning. The animals need people in
the streets protesting against fur or meat consumption. Animals do need
grassroots campaigning. Otherwise militant actions are just a storm in a
glass of water. So come on, do what you are best at, and get active for the
animals on whatever level suits you best. There’s only one side you have
to choose, and that’s the animals’ side!

Theo Ottens, Change Animal Rights Magazine
Postbox 3607

1001 AK Amsterdam, the Netherlands
change@hyprocrisy.org

Change Animal Rights Magazine is a new platform for grassroots animal and earth
activists in the Netherlands.
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- -axpeﬁamas Ihave senous doubts . s

_'Some erganmahons do participate effectwely in the legislative process,
_and | applaud their efforts. | admire anyone who has the stomach for
~ this difficult and disturbing work. But whi
: woﬂdng in the political process, | also think it's critical to have activists |
~ and organizations working fo change public opinion so that legislation

__ls easier to pess

':5_ It takes alot of tirne money and energy to pass a bill. The | pracass can
_be drsheaﬁenmg draining, and even disgusting. Watching the world of
- politics and the wheeling and dealing it takes to pass a bill can make

someone ill. You quickly realize that many bills aren't evaluated on their

T mcﬁon ofgamzations at a distinct disadvantage.

_eglstatorss aiso change their minds frequently. Just when you think
- they're on your side, ready to vote for your bill, they change their minds.
- Maybe it's

it's because they've had a genuine change of heart, or perhaps
it's because they've cut a deal with another politician. Whichever it is, it

mean__ you've wasted your time with them,

Itsalso important to remember that even hard-fought victories may not |
. be permanent. Many groups spend years working to get a bill passed,
~only to have a different legislator introduce a bill in the next session that

essentially guts everything they worked for. If a law imposes a heavy

~_price on a powerful entity or business interest, they have every incentive
- to keep coming back to the political process until they get what they

Other bills are passed and remain on the books but they have no teeth.
 We can work to pass amazing laws for the animals, but if there is no
- money to enforce these laws, what good do they do? It's hard to get
 too excited ahout pourlng time and resources into passing symbolic bills

ir aides ona partlculaf issue, we can invest our time

ach to affect public opinion. Such basic fieldwork can

at's needad is snmp!y a more realistic attitude towards
that lobbying at the Capitol ( whether it be state or federal) does not

- need to be done silently. Animal protection groups sponsor many bilis,
~ but so few activists know about them. We can work on Ieglslatlon and
i USERB$8!'I ou’treachtooi .

Qne key quesﬁon is this Should we really wurk on bills: regandless_
~ of whether they have a chance of passing just because the outreach
opportunitias are good? Probably not. After all, if you work hard to
- convmce :c:msts to call and wnte' they may be dsscouraged when the

. Legisla’tlve woﬂ&can héip us publicize our issues and make margmal .
~ changes. But we have to keep one basic fact in mind: The law will never
_ truly protect a:ﬁmais_unul basic socral attitudes change. '

| think we need some groups

0 We hope that a bill to alleviate animal suffering gets serious
~ consideration, but that's often not the case. Sometimes, a legislator’s

I
vote may not even have much to do with how his or her constituents |
- fee] aboui the msue .

- Unfaﬂunately. ﬁ can come directly down to politlckmg Many lawmakers
~ stay in office only by paying back political favors and crafting legislation
~ that pleases donors with deep pockets. Despite attempts at campaign
~ finance reform, money often still equals power. That usually puts animal



By Martin Balluch

I was active in the animal
rights movement in the UK
for many years, and my
experience there was that
activist did not consider it
worthwhile to work to change
laws. I think that comes from
a general distrust of politics,
the state and law enforcement-
- often rightly so. But animal
liberation by “all means necessary” might also necessarily include the
use of state powers, courts and law enforcement to our advantage.

Imagine you want to increase public awareness so that more and more
people turn vegan. Is it ever conceivable that one day the vegans will
be a majority? I don’t think so. I believe that there are only so many
people willing to change their lives to that extent. And even if vegans
were a majority, the use of animals by the rest of society couldn’t be
stopped by a vote. The animal-using minority would rather go to war
than give up their livelihood and way of life. The reason behind this, in
my stern belief, is that it’s not people who are good or bad; it’s political
systems.

Laws are how modern societies create their political systems. A bad
system corrupts almost everybody, and a good system leads to almost
everybody living without oppressing others as much as possible.
Violent crime could be reduced to almost nothing in societies with a
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THROUGH LEGISLATION

just system, one that supported of those in need such that there is only
a small gap between rich and poor. The Nazi system, on the other hand,
corrupted almost everybody.

Regarding egg production, 86% of the public opposes battery farming,
but even with such a big majority it was almost impossible to change
the law and shut down the battery farming industry. One has to be
skeptical how we will fare against even bigger industries like pig
farming and the dairy industry at this point. Furthermore the number
of vegetarians and vegans does not appear to be increasing much in
Austria, albeit awareness towards animal issues does increase with this
kind of legislation.

I believe lasting change comes with first a change of awareness, which
does not always initially change the behavior, at least for the majority
of people. When you pass a substantive law (i.e. a system change),
the change in awareness is transferred to everyday living. In this
progression, people can accept dramatic lifestyle changes in just one
generation.

It is more complicated when there are trade laws, which can counteract
the effects of a ban passed against a product. For example, fur farming
has been banned in Austria since 1998, but fur sales are increasing
because trade laws keep the market for imported furs alive. However,
with more and more European countries banning fur farming, the
European Commission may decide to implement a EU-wide ban one
day, which would take care of the import problem.

In any case, a ban on animal circuses is an example of legislation that
actually stops the practice for good. If animal circuses were banned,
activists would never have to protest outside circuses again, barring
the possibility that the ban is revoked. That is fairly unlikely, however,
as in my experience only economic arguments stand up against animal
rights arguments, and if the practice has been banned for long enough,
there is no economic force behind it.

If you want to compare the success of campaigns that change people’s
behavior to those that change society’s laws to those that target certain
companies, you have to decide how success is measured, which is notan
easy task. Ifa company goes bust and the abuse moves elsewhere, the
campaign was only partly successful. Also, when chasing companies
you have to stay ever vigilant. In Austria in 1998, the furrier Kleider
Bauer closed its doors thanks to protestor pressure. But just five years
later, they re-opened, and by then, activists were too involved with
other companies to have resources free to target Kleider Bauer again,

With Austria’s campaign to ban battery egg farming, it was not easy to
get many people very interested, Although I felt it was worth dropping
absolutely every other campaign to pursue this one in full force, others
did not agree, feeling that laws are essentially useless. I don't think,
though, that any number of A.L.F. attacks could have realistically hurt
the battery farming industry as much as this ban does.

I hope people will chose their types of campaigns not based on what is
cool and makes them feel better, but by what is most efficient in getting
animal rights. Just to clarify, I think the A.L.F. is a very important
factor, both on its own and as a factor to creating pressure to make new
laws. Ultimately, a law banning a whole industry is an incomparably
more efficient way to financially hurt the animal abuse industry.

The Austrian success against battery farming now proves, in my view,
that a ban on a major industry is actually possible, even if based solely
on ethical arguments. It shows that capitalism and exploitation do not
always win. I feel that is a good reason for not losing faith in animal
rights activism as a means to achieve lasting change and eventual
liberation.

AdVLNINNOOD
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Long before there was an Animal Liberation Front, people were taking direct action to
prevent animal abuse and save lives. Typically these actions were unplanned, solitary
acts of compassion such as rescuing an abused dog from a neighbor.

But the abuse of animals does not just occur as random acts of violence. Industrialized
society has institutionalized abuse to the point where billions of animals are exploited,
tortured, and killed every year. In the face of this massive assault on the animal nations,
compassionate individuals have become more organized in their efforts to defend the
animals.

The growth of organized direct action on behalf of the animals can be traced back to the
early 1960s when the Hunt Saboteurs Association was formed in England. The group
sabotaged and physically disrupted hunts by laying false screens, misdirecting hunting
hounds, and chasing animals away to safety.

In 1972 a small group of English hunt saboteurs realized that they could be more
effective with a wider range of tactics and thus the Band of Mercy was born. The group
started by smashing guns used in hunts, and sabotaging hunters’ vehicles by slashing
their tires and breaking their windows.

The group soon expanded its efforts to include other animal abuse industries but in
1975 two of its members were arrested (Ronnie Lee and Cliff Goodman). After the
arrest, support for direct action grew and in 1976 the Animal Liberation Front was
formed. Since that time tens of thousands of animals have been liberated and hundreds
of millions of dollars in damage have been inflicted on animal abuse industries,

Twenty-five years ago the first Animal Liberation Front action in the United States took
place. On March 14, 1979 one cat, two dogs, and two guinea pigs were given a new
chance at life that few other laboratory animals will ever have when they were liberated
from the New York University Medical Center.

This action launched the first major trend in Animal Liberation Front actions in the
United States, as actions for the next decade focused on liberating animals from
laboratories and exposing to the public the atrocities being committed in the name of
animal testing.

Britches, the infant macaque pictured above, was the victim of
a sight deprivation experiment at U.C. Riverside before being
liberated by the A.L.F. on April 20, 1985.

Let the Lab Raids Begin!

The greatest success of this strategy was illustrated in May of 1984 at the University of
Pennsylvania Head Injury Laboratory. A L F. members inflicted $60,000 of economic
damage and made off with sixty hours of researchers’ videotapes. These tapes were
then sent to PETA, resulting in the production of “Unnecessary Fuss,” a video that
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documented vivisectors taunting and ridiculing animals while horrific
experiments were performed. This evidence, recorded by vivisectors
themselves, helped to stop funding for the experiments.

The following year, in April 1985, almost 1,000 animals were liberated (one
monkey, 21 cats, nine opossums, 35 rabbits, 38 pigeons, 70 gerbils, 300 mice,
300 rabbits and 460 rats) from the University of California at Riverside.
Documents and videotapes were taken, causing an estimated $700,000 of
damage. These videotapes were shown to the media to expose vivisection at Th

its worst.
A  video titled
“Britches” was

made to document
the story of one
infant primate who
was liberated. He
had been isolated
in a steel cage after
animal researchers
had crudely
stitched his eyes
shut for a blindness
experiment.  He
has since fully
recovered  after
being surrounded
with other primates

In 1999, A.L.F. operatives targeted United

in a loving
cnvironment. devices to set fire to the facility. Damages were
The most  million.

financially-

damaging A.L.F.

action occurred on April 6", 1987. This represented a turning point for the
Animal Liberation Front in the United States. Previous actions had focused
primarily on liberating animals and documenting abuse, but by burning down
the University of California at Davis’s Animal Diagnostics Laboratory while
it was still under construction, as well as 20 university vehicles, the A.L.F.
was able to cause over five million dollars worth of damage to the vivisection
industry.

As security at labs increased and the above-ground movement turned its
attention to other issues, A.L.F. cells found new ways to make their actions
more effective in the coming decade. With the dawn of the 1990s the Animal
Liberation Front turned its attention to the fur industry with the goal of
hitting the industry where it would hurt the most — in its wallet.

Operation Bite Back

In the early 1990s countless actions were taken against the fur industry’s
infrastructure. The primary focus of the campaign was not the retailers or
farmers, but rather the strategically-selected researchers and feed co-ops that
provided support for the industry.

As a result of the Animal Liberation Front’s actions, Oregon State
University’s experimental fur farm was forced to close after a June 1991
raid. Similarly, the Northwest Fur Farm Foods Cooperative in Edmonds,
Washington, was also forced to close down after incendiary devices caused
in excess of $1,000,000 of damage.

Other targets of Operation Bite Back included the USDA’s Wildlife Biology
Furbearer Research Facility, Michigan State University’s Experimental
Fur Farm, and the USDA Predator Rescarch Station in Logan Utah. On
December 21, 1991 timed incendiary devices were also used at the Malecky
Mink Ranch processing plant in Yamhill, Oregon, causing extensive damage
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TANGIBLE VICTORIES

At least one Huntingdon contract was cancelled and a mink farm in Spain
incurred approximately 300,000 Euros of damage after a raid. And after 300
mink were released and the breeding cards were taken from a fox fur farm in
Finland, damage was estimated at several tens of thousands of Euros.

In Germany, a breeder of cats and dogs for vivisection announced its forced
closure after enduring years of animal rights protests. And in Italy, seven
incendiary devices left at an Upim department store (a fur retailer) resulted
in severe damages and the store’s closure.

“INJUNCTIONS MEAN NOTHING TO US; QUOTE THAT IN COURT IF
YOU LIKE.”

A.L.F., after destroying three vehicles with paint stripper and
slashed tires. (04.09.04)

In May there were at least 70 acts of underground direct action in 10 different
countries... essentially two or more actions every night for a month. The U.S.
contributed four reported actions to that list (in the states of Florida, Illinois,
New Mexico and Utah).

With 13 reported liberations, over 1000 animals were given freedom by
our sisters and brothers in the Underground. Free from exploitation are
20 chickens, 34 dogs, two doves, five finches, 100 foxes, six geese, three
hamsters, 200 hens, some mice, 280 mink, 220 rabbits, and 210+ rats.

In dozens of reported acts of economic sabotage, an unfathomable amount
of profit was stripped from individuals and institutions of abuse. Of the
nighttime activities, at least four ATMs were sabotaged, 100+ circus signs
destroyed, 20 furriers hit, 14 locks glued, six pheasant pens destroyed, 25
cars and buildings spray painted, and approximately 131 vehicles were
vandalized.

A.L.F. volunteers in Russia continued their good work, liberating 110 rats
and five rabbits from the Moscow State University Biological Department.

In four separate arsons, not a single animal (human or otherwise) was
injured.

TANGIBLE VICTORIES

In the month of May alone, at least one Huntingdon contract was cancelled,
two fur shops were closed, one fur-farmer recruiting conference was
evacuated and at least one animal abuser in the U.K. was humiliated after 50
of her neighbors received professionally-hoaxed letters cautioning them of
her “contagious and virulent STDs.”
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BACK TO BASICS

This column is produced independently of No Compromise. It is
intended purely for entertainment, educational and other legal
purposes. It is in no way intended to encourage illegal action. No
Compromise, its steering committee, volunteer staff, advertisers,
distributors and/or other contributors assume no liability for any such actions.

Every so often it’s a good idea to revisit the basics. Even the most
experienced of activists could benefit from a
refresher course on the rudimentary aspects of
underground direct action.

Dear Shadow Activist, 1 want to join the Animal
Liberation Front. How do 1 find A.L.F. volunteers in

. my area? -Ignorant & Active
i Dear Ignorant & Active: Obviously, the
A.L.F. isn’t like the P.T.A. or your local Elk’s Lodge;
it’s not an entity that one can just sign up for, pay the
dues, and receive a monthly newsletter. And besides, if
there were A.L.F. volunteers in your area you’d likely
be unaware, as savvy nighttime warriors never work in

their own backyard.

If you’ve contacted any of the groups listed
in “In the Trenches” you most likely never received
a reply... and for good reason. For everyone’s
¢ security, there’s no entity that can connect you with
. underground activists, and grassroots groups do NOT
| want to know who is looking and wanting to engage
8 inillegal activity. A.L.F. volunteers have taken it upon
. themselves to get active and many began with nothing
more than a desire, a can of spray paint and a couple

As one A.L.F. volunteer stated in a “Letter from the Underground” (NC# 7),
Would anyone who put hundreds of hours into planning a covert, illegal direct
action that could land them in prison for ycars risk asking a basic stranger for
help simply because s/he was a vegetarian or belonged to the local animal rights
group?! NO! (At least not if s/he wanted to stay out of jail)... Come up with your
own plan! Really, it’s not as hard as you think.

Dear Shadow Activist, This may sound silly, but what is the best type of clothing to
 wear for a nighttime action? -Donatella Versace
Dear Ms. Versace, Like they say on the E! Channel... Casual is in. And
accessorize, accessorize, accessorize.
' It all depends on the night’s activities. For recon in an urban environment
. like a fur store or residential neighborhood, it might be best to begin recon in the
* daylight hours. Consider throwing on some jogging clothes or take a casual stroll with
your dog. The key is to blend into your surroundings. If it’s dark and rural, avoid any
reflective or light-colored clothing. Wear black or camouflage.
Again, the key is to blend into the surroundings! One action at a fur store
+ involved me wearing khakis and a cardigan. Of course, I accessorized with the
i balaclava when the mood was right.
Don’t wear nylon pants or clothes with zippers—they’re noisy.
Don’t wear anything reflective (including shoes).
Don’t wear heavy fabrics, as your adrenaline alone will heat you up pretty
fast (unless, of course, you'll be climbing razor wire or the potential of
being bit ten is high).
Do wear comfortable, quiet shoes. (Depending on the action, you’ll likely
need to throw these away.)
Do wear lightweight, comfortable pants and dark socks.
Do wear long sleeves and ensure that your body’s features will be
obscured.
Do wear a conspicuously-colored/ logo t-shirt under your outer clothing in
the unfortunate event that you need a quick change of appearance.
Do pick up a pair of fabric gloves that will provide adequate protection for
the job.

continued on page 23




TEST YOUR A.L.F L.

l When was the first Animal Liberation Front actlon in the Umted

¥

2. What A.LF. raid resulted in the production of the Peta video
“Unnecessary Fuss” and led to a four-day occupation at the National
Institute of Health?

a. New York University’s Sleep Deprivation Laboratory

b. University of Pennsylvania’s Head Injury Laboratory

c. Stanford University’s Beagle Unit

d Michigan University’s Maternal Deprivation Laboratory

3o What was the primary focus of the first part of “Operation Biteback™?
a. Destruction of fur farming research and development
b. Liberation of dogs from laboratories
(4 Liberation of animals on fur farms
d. Assassinating vivisectors

4- What book was reportedly found at the site of early A.L.F

ALF. in England?
a. Animal Aid
b.
(A
d. Band of Mercy

3
‘la Which group does not have
Fund for Anima
People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA)
Last Chance for Animals
Sea Shepherd Conservation Society
None of the above

‘ «Which of the following is one of the guidelines of the A.L.F.?

To expose animal cruelty by any means necessary.

b. To take all necessary precautions against harming any animal,
human and non human.
Anyone, whether carnivore or herbivore, who takes illegal
action to save animals can call himself or herself an A.L.F.
member.

d. To intimidate animal abusers.

8;. Who is Ronnie Lee?
a. A founding member of the A.L_F.
b. The target of the first A.L.F. action in the United States.
c. The author of the Animal Enterprise -
Terrorism Act
d. The first U.S. activist arrested for A.L.F.
activity

9. How does one join the A.L.F.?

a. Contact No Compromise for a list of
members.

b. Make an announcement at a local animal
rights meeting.
Anyone who follows the guidelines can
join.
Wear a ski mask to a local protest.




ANIMAL LIBERATION PRISONERS

Dave Blenkinsop EM7899, HMP Rye Hill, Onley, Warwickshire, CV23 8AN, sl
England. Serving 10 years for a stave attack on the Managing Director of HLS,
rescuing 600 guinea pigs from a lab supplier and planting incendiary devices under
abattoir vehicles.

Paul Le Boutillier KA9326, H.M.Prison, Hull, HU9 5LS, England. Sentenced to 5
years for making phone calls to various animal abusers, including Covance staff (at
work and at home), HLS share holders, hunt scum, farmers, agricultural suppliers,
shooters and other low lifes.

Hanna Ekegren, Box 1005, 718 92 Frovi, Sweden. Serving 10 months for her role
in destroying machinery (causing about $240,000 worth of damage) at Gimranas Inc.
Hatchery, Sweden'’s largest chicken breeder.

Paul Holliday KA9328, HMP Lindholme, Hatfield Woodhouse, Doncaster,
Yorkshire, DN7 6EE, England. Serving 18 months for making phone calls to various
animal abusers associated with vivisection, blood sports and farming.

ECO-DEFENSE PRISONERS

John Wade #38548-083, FCI Petersburg Low, P.O. Box 1000, Petersburg, VA

23804, USA. Serving 37 months for a series of ELF actions aimed against a number
of targets, including McDonalds & Burger King; urban sprawl; the construction
industry and an SUV dealership.

Jeffrey Luers, #13797671, OSP , 2605 State St. Salem, OR 97310, USA. Serving 22
years & 8 months for arson at a car dealership & attempted arson of an oil truck.
Craig Marshall, #13797662, SRCI, 777 Stanton Blvd, Ontario, OR 97914 USA.
Serving 5 years & 5 months for conspiracy to commit arson and possession of

incendiary devices, having used the devices to destroy SUVs to raise attention to the
environmentally-destructive nature of these vehicles.

Tre Arrow, c¢/o Rudy Kischer, Embarkation Law Group, 609 W. Hastings St.,
6th Floor, Vancouver, BC, V6B4W4, Canada. On remand, accused of involvement in
an arson of logging trucks and of vehicles owned by a sand & gravel company. Both

arsons occurred in the USA.

William Cottrell, #29526112, Metropolitan Detention Center, PO Box 1500,
Los Angeles, CA 90053, USA. Onremand, accused of involvement in a series of ELF
actions that saw the damage and destruction of approximately 125 SUVs.

Angela M Cesario, 66522-065, Federal Prison Camp Dublin, 5675 8th St. Camp
Parks, Dublin CA 94568, USA. Serving 41 months for an arson attack on logging
trucks at the Eagle Creek logging site.

Jeremy Rosenbloom, 66521-065, Federal Prison Camp Sheridan, PO Box 6000,
Sheridan OR 97378, USA. Serving 41 months for an arson attack on logging trucks
at the Eagle Creek logging site.

Fran Thompson, #1090915 HU 1C, WERDCC, PO Box 300, Vandalia, MO 63382,
USA. Serving Life for killing, in self-defense, a stalker who had broken into her home.
Before her imprisonment Fran was an eco, animal & anti-nuke campaigner.

Costantino Ragusa, c/o Il Silvestre, via del Cuore 1, 56100 Pisa, Italy. Under house
arrest, accused of promoting sabotage and participating in direct action. Also accused
of being a ring-leader of a large anti-GM protest.

Ibai Ederra, Carcel de Pamplona, C/San Roque. Apdo. 250, 31080 - Irufiez -
Pamplona, Navarra (Espafia), Spain. On remand, awaiting sentencing for sabotaging
the controversial Itoiz dam construction site.

Ifiaki Garcia Koch, Carcel de Pamplona, C/San Roque. Apdo. 250, 31080 - Irufiez
- Pamplona, Navarra (Espaia), Spain. Serving just under 5 years for sabotaging the
controversial Itoiz dam construction site.

Matius Nasira, Lembaga Pemasyarakatan Manokwari, J1. Sabang No.4, Manokwari,
Papua, Indonesia. On remand for taking part in a road block to prevent illegal
logging.

Marco Camenisch, Péschwies, 8105 Regensdorf, Switzerland. Serving 27 years
imprisonment: ten years for using explosives to destroy electricity pylons leading
from nuclear power stations and 17 years for allegedly murdering a Swiss Border
Guard whilst on the run after escaping from prison. Marco reads French, German,
Spanish & Italian.

Alessio Perondi, Casa Circondariale di Prato, Via La Montagnola 76, 59100

Prato, Italy. On remand, accused of promoting sabotage and participating in direct
action.




Shadow Activist, continued from page 20

Remember to match form with function. Wear clothes that will keep you
anonymous (from cameras or anyone who might catch a glimpse), inconspicuous
(don’t go creeping down Rodeo Drive decked out in military fatigues and a ski
mask) and will increase productivity (lightweight, etc.).

Dear Shadow Activist, 1 know how to complete the action. How do I avoid
detection after the fact( detection after the fact( i.e.. DNA evidence, hair,
[ingerprints, video cameras, tools, etc.)? -M.1. Paranoid?

Dear M.1, You’re not being paranoid, and you can never be too safe.
While this response isn’t comprehensive, it covers the basics.

Obtain your tools for the action out of town, at separate locations and
pay with cash. Don’t keep the receipt. Purchase the tools as far in advance as
possible to rule out your image being preserved on video.

Keep your tools and implements for destruction (rocks, bricks, water
jugs, etc.) clean from the beginning. Never handle them with bare hands, as you
may be unable or neglect to wipe off all of the prints. Always remember to wipe
down your tools thoroughly before the action and don’t forget to make sure to
use fresh, clean batteries. Wipe things inside and out, even if you don’t plan on
leaving them behind (you may drop something). ALWAYS wear gloves.

Always wear clothes that you plan on discarding. Don’t leave your
clothes lying on the floor at home (they’ll pick up hair fibers) and don’t brush
your hair while wearing them. Make sure they’re also free of companion animal
hair. Wear clothing that keeps your body’s features obscured (i.e.: shoes that are
too big, a large sweatshirt that conceals your breasts, a mask and gloves that
cover scars or indicating marks).

Leave excess jewelry, clothing and everything else behind. Carry the
absolute minimum.

Don’t lick any envelope or stamp if a communiqué is mailed out. Do
not handwrite anything. Use an anonymous machine if possible.

Make sure that you're not carrying any recon info en route to the action
(unless absolutely necessary), don’t retain anything connecting you to the action
after the fact and destroy all evidence (clothing, tools, receipts, photo originals,
etc.). And make sure that when destroying/ discarding of evidence and tools that
you are far away from the target and away from any video cameras or prying
eyes, :

If a rental car is used, make sure it’s spotless when returned. If your
own vehicle has been used for the action (tsk, tsk) make sure it is spotless thrice
over. Be aware of hair and dirt fibers getting into upholstery so consider lining the
vehicle with plastic or towels (and hope you don’t get pulled over).

Of course, never talk about the action after the fact and remember: No
One Talks, Everyone Walks.

And make sure that you leave nothing behind but empty cages and
maximum destruction.




By Will Potter

Seven police cars lined the street, a helicopter circled overhead, and seven people stood in
handcuffs. To a passerby, this looked like a scene from America’s Most Wanted: Maybe the
police had caught a group of mass murderers, or drugs smugglers, or Al-Qaeda operatives.
The outlaws, though, were a group of rogue activists who... didn’t buckle up.

The seatbelt-less scoundrels say they were just a few of the targets of a law enforcement
harassment campaign in California surrounding Liberation Weekend, a conference of
grassroots activists at the University of West Los Angeles School of Law. The conference,
May 15-16, drew activists from varied social movements to discuss “building a revolutionary
movement in the United States,” organizers say.

Since September 11, Bush’s War on Terrorism has led to an increasingly harsh crackdown -
on civil liberties. The string of bizarre arrests in California, activists say, are just part of a |
larger, coordinated effort meant to silence dissent.

Melissa Rodriguez, a co-organizer of the conference, received a phone call from friends in
Orange County on Sunday, who said they were being followed by unmarked police cars.
Her friends were upset, she says, so she and a group of other activists piled in her carto go |
keep them company. '

Soon after, she was pulled over by a Costa Mesa police officer, along with six other police
cars, and a helicopter hovering overhead.

Citing seatbelt violations, police put the bunch in handcuffs, and led them to separate police
cars for interrogation.

Police searched Rodriguez’s car, without her consent, and confiscated a guitar. The activists
were then taken to the police station, booked, and fingerprinted—for not wearing seatbelts.

A spokesperson for the Costa Mesa police ..
department did not return telephone calls §
seeking comment.

When Rodriguez left the police station to drop =
off activists at their homes, several police cars
followed. At the final house, Rodriguez wasb
pulled over by an FBI agent and told to step out ™
of the car. The agent said that the officers who
searched her car earlier found political posters
and a propane tank, and he asked what she was
doing that weekend.

“l just kept asking if 1 was detained, and he
said no, and he said they would just follow me
wherever | went,” she says, adding that she had
a small propane tank in the trunk from a recent
camping trip. They stayed true to their word,
and followed Rodriguez to her friend’s house, §
where the agents parked outside all night.

The seatbelt crackdown wasn’t the only
questionable law enforcement act over the weekend. On Saturday, Brook Hunter and a
group of activists were pulled over on the way to the conference for a faulty brake light. Inan
email, she said she was asked by police if they were going to the conference in Los Angeles,
and she told them, “no comment.” One of the passengers did not have identification, so they
were all taken into custody until Sunday morning; as a result, they missed the conference.

On his way to the conference, Nik Hensey, an activist from Los Angeles, was pulled over

the car. They said his vehicle “matched a description,” Hensey says.

Hensey was taken into custody, and his car was impounded and ransacked. Police opened
his mail, dumped out the contents of his backpack, and picked a lock on his laptop, he
says.

When he left the station several hours later, police followed him to the conference. And
when he left the conference, police followed him again.

When he approached one of the cars that had been following him, the driver told him that he =
“knew my politics and that they wanted to keep me from breaking the law,” Hensey says.

“I felt guilty that we might have to invade another country to sustain the fuel consumption
required for seven units to tail me throughout L.A, so I encouraged them to return tomorrow
with hybrid vehicles,” Hensey says. “Officer Doug said he’d work on it.”

Will Potter is a freelance reporter in Washington, D.C.




Billy Cottrell }

Political Prisoner

On March 9", the FBI, in conjunction with
the West Covina Police department, arrested
William “Billy" Cottrell for alleged involvement
in a series of ELF actions that took place last
year in Los Angeles. In the early morning
hours of August 22nd, the ELF torched and
spray painted 125 SUVs on residential streets
and at four area dealerships, one of which
was nearly destroyed. The resulting damage
surpassed two million dollars.

Not even a month later, the FBI and West
Covina Police department arrested anti-war
activist Josh Connole for the actions. During
press conferences and interviews, the FBI
insisted they had found their suspect. During
interrogation, Josh was told that they “had
his buddy” and that this person had already
confessed. They told Josh that if he confessed
they would give him the spray-painting charge
instead of the arson charge. Several months
later, they would give Billy the same story.

After releasing Josh due to a lack of evidence,
the Los Angeles Times allegedly received
e-mails taking responsibility for the ELF
actions from someone who claimed to have
been involved. According to the affidavit
against Billy, those e-mails were traced back
to Caltech computers and subsequently to
Billy. The FBI began to interrogate him and his
community in early January.

Billy is a 23-year-old Ph.D. student at
California Institute of Technology (Caltech).
Before college, he was involved with several
environmental/animal rights campaigns.
Billy has been charged with seven counts
of arson, one count of conspiracy and one
count of using a destructive device during a
violent crime, specifically a Molotov cocktail.
The first eight charges carry sentences of
five to 20 years each, which may be served
concurrently. The ninth charge carries a
minimum, non-concurrent sentence of 30
years to life.

Aside from the electronic paper trail (the
authenticity of which is in dispute) the FBI
claims to have statements from Billy's
acquaintances that implicate him. The Caltech
community is not an activist community, and
so it was not prepared to handle the FBl's
tactics. Many were subjected to interrogations,
others to the Grand Jury process. Despite this,
Billy has always maintained his innocence
and continues to do so. We know he will be
vindicated in court.

The FBI and associated agencies have

become desperate in their hunt for the ELF,
largely due to increasing pressure from the
affected industries. Anyone involved in the
above-ground movement can be targeted,
even people who are just environmentally
conscientious, like Billy. The want someone
to make an example out of in order to placate
the industries. Billy is not fond of SUVs; that
was all the FBI needed to warrant destroying
his life.

Since his incarceration, Billy has been held in
questionable conditions. He suffers from sleep
deprivation and limited access to healthy,
vegetarian food. Many of his letters go unsent.
He has also been denied confidential access
to his attorneys and legal documents. Just a
few weeks ago, suspected FBI agents were
inserted into the facility were Billy was being
held in a vain attempt to extract a confession
from him.

Billy has repeatedly been denied bail on the
pretense that he is a “flight risk.” However,
he knew he was under investigation for two
months before his arrest and did not even
attempt to flee. After his first request for bail,
the prosecution responded by adding the ninth
charge, which carries a minimum of 30 years.

Billy’s trial is set to begin on October 26".
Please check his website, www.freebillycot
trell.org. for the location and other updates.
Billy would sincerely appreciate any books
people can send on topics ranging from
environmental issues to philosophy and
history. He also loves getting letters on all
kinds of topics. (For Billy's protection, please
refrain from discussing his case).

All books and magazine subscriptions have
to be sent directly from the publisher to Billy's
address at MDC. Letters can be up to 10
pages, front and back. For a list of articles,
books and magazines please e-mail his
support network. For any other questions or to
help out, please e-mail us at freebillycottrell@
yahoo.com. Any assistance with legal support,
benefit shows and getting the word out would
help tremendously!

William Cottrell

#29526112

Metropolitan Detention Center
PO Box 1500

Los Angeles, CA 90053
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Terrorists or
Freedom Fighters?
Relections on
The Liberation of

Animals

Anthony J. Nocella, Il (Lantern
Books, 2004, 391 pages, ISBN 1-
50056 064 X), $22.00 (see adjacent
page for details)

Review by Michael Hansen

| must admit that | am not partial to books about animal rights

and rarely can | justify time spent perusing the writings of

animal rights proponents. | am not a fan of self-proclaimed and
self-aggrandizing “experts” on animal issues—especially those
who position themselves as authorities on the underground.
With this caveat and the suggestion that the over abundance of
praise from peers be omitted in subsequent editions, | believe
Terrorist or Freedom Fighters? begins to fill a largely unfilled
niche that is needed in our movement today more than ever.

To engage myself in reading a book of nearly 400 pages
packed with debate, information and rhetoric about animal
liberation was a daunting task for this animal rights activist. My
hope is that those new to the movement and those desiring
to learn more about our shadowy sisters and brothers of the
underground won't be intimidated by the length of the collected

works.

The editors were undoubtedly faced with a daunting task
to create an “anthology of writings on the history, ethics,
politics, and tactics of the Animal Liberation Front.” With its
amalgamation of activist rhetoric and scholarly analysis,
the inclusiveness of the anthology is testament to Best
and Nocella’s effort to provide a wide range of authors and
perspectives. And they accomplish just that.

Maxwell Schnurer's, “At the Gates of Hell: The A.L.F. and the
Legacy of Holocaust Resistance,” exemplifies a refreshing
blend of scholarly thought and revolutionary idiom. In
distinctively paralleling animal liberation with the Jewish
resistance fighters of World War I, Schnurer eloquently asserts
that, “any notion that liberation from mindlessness simply
requires information suggests a shallow comprehension of a

very complex problem.”

To this end, Terrorist or Freedom Fighters? succeeds in
bringing together authors who clearly and critically inform the
debate on whether wearing a mask in the night and applauding
the destruction of institutions of exploitation justifiably relegates

one to the status of a “terrorist.”

Contained within is some new insight from fresh faces and a
breadth of knowledge from seasoned and respected activists.
Terrorist or Freedom Fighters? couples academic thought with
inspiration reminiscent of Memories of Freedom, Against All
Odds and Free the Animals.

Nocella genuinely asks that we adopt an interpretive
approach—to look through the lens of the group being studied—
when trying to understand the A.L.F. and its objectives. The
diversity of positions throughout the book is an earnest and
conscientious attempt at this. Ultimately, there is no better way
to understand the A.L.F. than by becoming the A.L.F. | can only
hope that readers will be inspired to add their own personal and
clandestine final chapter to Terrorist or Freedom Fighters? by
going out and doing just that... becoming the A.L.F.

Edited by Steven Best, PhD. &

- opposition movements sh
the strategies used by the Noi
~ War, it is incredible to see how they seem to parallel with what is
At times Rosebraugh states as fact, rather than opinion or
- supposition, assertions that are far from widely-accepted

fl THE Looic oF __fﬁe'ngic of Political Violence:
B roLITICALR
S VIODLENCE

Lessons in Reform and

- Revolution

by Craig Rosebraugh

(Arissa Media Group, 2004, 267 pages,
ISBN 0-0742884-1-1), $17.95

Review by Cam Ruz

“It is not necessary to wait until all
the insurrection can create them.” Che
Gucvera

" The cover art on this book might make
~ you hesitate to take it on your next flight,

~ but the book itself is a ‘must read’ for anyone who is interested in
- how political violence has shaped the world around us and who isn’t

-squeamish about admitting that the current structure of the United
‘States must be dismantled. The Logic of Political Violence also
discusses creative ideas and tactics used in other movements that
could be applied by animal liberation activists.

 Rosebraugh starts by outlining the rules of the game for social and

litical change, as laid down by the U.S. government. These rules
ow from one basic premise: that all social and political change has

- come about through non-violent reform movements. This notion has
‘been pushed upon most of us since our youth. But, as Rosebraugh

notes, it’s more than a little ironic that the U.S. preaches that non-
violence is the only acceptable tool for social change, since the

nation’s history is drenched in bloodshed and cruelty.

 While the book takes the reader on a warp-speed tour of political
- struggles of the past, it is still a bit sluggish at points. If one can

‘make it through the introduction, anyone interested in revolutionary

~ history will find the various chapters a relatively quick read. The

pace winds down through the conclusions, which are not all drawn

~on as solid of a foundation as the reader might like.
‘The most exciting parts of the book are the “Cases and Lessons

from History,” which cover the Jewish resistance to Nazi genocide,
the U.S. civil rights movement, the movement in the U.S. against

e Algerian Revolution. the North Vietnamese
the Victnam War, the Cuban Revolution, and the

.:“'___aagy examples f ﬁliistériqal episodes in which small

ort on money and power triumphed over

apparently invincible armies Qﬁﬁdvcm'ments. With the example of
Vietnamese during the Vietnam

‘accountings of historical episodes. While his ultimate position—a
 belief _in-;rjc%?: efficacy of political change through political violence-
- is logically sound, some are likely to take issue with parts of the
logical framework he relies on to arrive at such a conclusion. But
~ you don’t have to accept his entire argument to find the book useful.

Even a critical reading can provoke thoughts about how some of

 these strategies can be used in the struggle for animal liberation.

~ Of course, the underlying theme of the book is the need for the U.S.
to undergo a revolution of its own. That can’t be a very disturbing
concept to anyone who takes the time to see what the U.S. has done
to the people, animals, and the environment around the globe for the

almighty dollar. The fact is that the U.S. is responsible for causing

‘an appalling amount of injustice around the world and it must be

stopped.

- We must not forget that the Bill of Rights allows us both freedom
_ of speech and the right to bear arms. As Rosebaugh makes clear,
 history shows that the use of violence is sometimes the only thing
that will make some people listen, This is especially true in a world
- in which the true proponents of violence—the industries cutting up

animals in laboratories and the agencies slaughtering billions of
animals for food-- are the ones who are respected.

conditions for making a revolution exist;



The contest for five open seats among the Sierra Cluh’s fifteen-member
Board of Directors was riddled with controversy this year in an election
that resulted in a resounding victory for the Sierra Club’s leadership-
supported candidates. Founded in 1892 by John Muir and David Brower,
the Sierra Club is one of the nation’s oldest and largest environmental
advocacy organizations.

The Board of Directors, which controls the organization and employs
its Executive Director Carl Pope, has found itself at odds and divided
into two camps: a majority contingent of directors referred to as “the
old guard” and a reformist minority contingent known for bucking the
status quo. The schism within the Board made this year’s election a
contentious, highly-publicized and emotionally-charged affair that has
resulted in a number of lawsuits.

The “old guard” represents a bureaucracy within the Sierra Club that
is more concerned with cronyism than environmentalism. They are
fighting to ensure a succession of power to hand-picked, internally-
selected candidates known as “nominating committee candidates.” They
are characterized as focusing their energies on maintaining a Board of
Directors run by Sierra Club “insiders,” while working to prevent outside
individuals and organizations from gaining a foothold within the club.

Reformist board members have been frustrated by both the inaction of
these majority directors and their unwillingness to address issues such
as overpopulation, the ecological devastation caused by factory farming
and commercial fishing’s role in the environmental degradation of the
world’s oceans. Also frustrating has been the Sierra Club’s tendency to
grant money to hunting and angling organizations in order to encourage
hunters and sports fishermen to join the club.

Given the anti-animal stance of the Sierra Club’s old guard, it is hardly
surprising that the Fur Commission USA (FCUSA) and its executive
director Teresa Platt also endorsed the Sierra Club’s nominating
committee candidates.

Tensions between the two camps erupted in the early stages of the
election when majority directors, along with Carl Pope, accused their
minority counterparts of attempting a hostile takeover of the club under
the umbrella of militant animal rights and anti-immigration organizations.
While some minority directors and petition candidates were, in fact,
vegan, philosophically supportive of animal rights and advocated U.S.
immigration stabilization as a means to combat overpopulation, they
were not indicative of the petition candidates at large, who represented a
number of different positions and issues.

By demonizing their opposition and utilizing a McCarthyistic approach
to sow seeds of fear and misinformation, majority directors created a
climate in which Sierra Club members were expected to rubber-stamp
their choices. Majority directions spent in excess of $200,000 sending
out postcards to their membership, and they illegally used Sierra Club
email to support five of the nominated candidates. A 1,000-word
campaign ad urging members to vote against petition candidates was
attached to the actual ballot.

Paul Watson, president of the Sea Shepherd Conservation Society and
one of the minority directors who has come under fire commented:

No one knows where this incredible amount of funds is coming
from. It is amazing that hundreds of thousands of dollars
are being spent to support candidates for the board of an
environmental organization. And apparently they don’t have to
divulge their source of funding which begs the question - what
outside interests really are trying to control the Sierra Club?

ity

The same question has also been raised regarding an anonymous.
$100 million donations received by the club, which came to light
during the course of the election. These are not the first time these
types of allegations of financial misconduct have been leveled
against Carl Pope or the club. In 1998 the Biotic Baking Brigade
(BBB), an underground network of militant bakers. hit Pope in the
face with a cappuccino cream pie for refusing to disclose the source
of donations to the board and what strings may have been attached.

Activists of all persuasions, and Sierra Club members in particular,
should be outraged by the results of the latest election. It is demonstrative
of a trend among many of the largest organizations that have, over the
years, shifted from the goals and ideals with which they began. They
pursue self-serving policies aimed at promoting their own interests rather
than those of the causes they supposedly champion.

The presence of a powerful elite within the Sierra Club that controls
its membership by manipulating the information they receive is hardly
surprising, given that so many of these types of organizations have sold
out over the years or been infiltrated and hijacked by the very industries
that they used to oppose. As activists, we must be vigilant in holding
these organizations accountable, correcting misinformation, exposing
controlling interests, and, when possible, reclaiming them for ourselves.

TE RRORISTS

or FREEDOM
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Sabbing the

with Earth First! Chuk’shon

By Rod Coronado

By now many NC readers may have heard that I was arrested in March
for allegedly sabotaging a state and federal hunt for cougars in Sabino
Canyon, just outside my desert home in Tucson, Arizona. March 10
began as just another mild-mannered day. Having dropped off my son at
daycare, | stopped for coffee and a vegan scone at my neighborhood café
on my way to work. Glancing at the newspaper box, I saw the headlines:
“Sabino Canyon Closed for Lion Hunt.”

The decision to hold a hunt was not based on facts. Rather, it was based
on the fear of a possible cougar attack, because of recent “sightings™ of
cougars in the canyon (not surprising, being that it is cougar habitat).
Most chilling, reported state and federal wildlife officials, was the
September 11th, 2003 “stalking” of a human by a cougar near the
canyon. The only thing lacking was the connection to the Al Qeada
terrorist network. Maybe Osama Bin Laden was secretly training
cougars to attack “the heart of America™?

The Arizona Fish and Game Department’s (AZGFD) search for
mountain lions of mass destruction was creepily like the latest in some
George W. Bush anti-terror campaign. There would be federal trappers
on horseback, AZGFD’s own lion hunters and professionally-trained
lion hounds. U.S. Forest Service (USFS) law enforcement officers
would enforce the federal closure until they had met their objective of
“removing” four to five mountain lions. I was pissed, to say the least.

Like most of the West, Tucson’s endless urban sprawl has gobbled up
so much of the valley that luxury homes now border our national forest
lands. Sabino Canyon Recreation Area is a crown jewel in the Arizona
park system in that it is one of the few
places lefi where native wildlife is still
protected from hunting. To know that
once again, the animals would pay
with their lives the cost of sharing this
planet with a species violently opposed
to global peace and harmony made me
sick and depressed.

My activist friends and 1 work *day
jobs” to pay the bills so that we might
have enough free time afterwards to
foment revolution and incite further
insurgent attacks on institutions of
torture and death. But there’s only so
much that anarchist daddies and angry
hippies can do right? Still, there was
no way in hell we urban warriors were
going to sit back and let a bunch of
state and federal rednecks and cowboys
roam through Sabino Canyon killing
our cougar relations.

With that thought, I bicycled around the

‘hood like Paul Revere, stopping friends on their way to college or the
vegetarian cafés, bakeries and corporate natural foods store where they
work. | told them that I knew this was a hunt we could stop. A federal
closure on the canyon and surrounding area meant the battlefield was set.
It would be the cougars versus the government’s best cougar killers and
their entourage of hounds, snares and helicopters.

| asked them what was really most important—jobs, classes or the
cougars? There’s a reason that my friends are my friends, and the ones I
most counted on did not disappoint me that day.

We said, “Fuck AZGFD and the USFS, fuck repression, and fuck the
FBI too.”

We were going to give our homeland’s mountain lions a little guerilla
army of their own. As old or laden with responsibility as some of us
might be, when the need arises, we are warriors first. We can’t let a

Bastards

little prison time scare us away from standing up
for what centuries of our generations have fought
for. That’s the duty of all of us who call ourselves
animal liberationists.

When we drop our heads in despair at the news of the latest onslaught
against all that we love rather than strategically resist, we allow ourselves
to be defeated. When the leaders have spoken and the courts have ruled,
that is when true revolutionaries must rise. When doing the right thing
has become very unpopular and the consequences have become extreme,
that is when it’s time to answer the call.

By the end of the day that began with my coffee and scone (and little else
to eat), six courageous friends and I entered the canyon in violation of
the closure. Our sole objective: Hunt the hunters.

For two weeks, my friends and I kicked ass in Sabino Canyon. A few
days after the hunt began, the lion hound training scent (made from
real cougar pee) that I ordered on the Internet arrived. Every night we
dragged the hunt area with the false scent, ensuring confusion for any
hound attempting to follow a mountain lion’s scent.

As the hunt intensified, AZGFD grew desperate under broad criticism
from the public, environmentalists and even the media. All the
components that allow for a direct action campaign to be successful
were in place. Even mainstream environmentalists like the Center for
Biological Diversity and Defenders of Wildlife expressed support for our
hunt sabotage efforts, a rarity in these days of divide and conquer. (Eat
your heart out, Wayne Pacelle!) And the conservative local residents of
the Tanque Verde Homeowner’s Association also embraced us, passing
a unanimous resolution saying so.

When AZGFD revealed it was setting secret
snares for cougars in the canyon, we secretly
videotaped them and supplied the tape to the
media. When AZGFD and USDA trappers saw
themselves on the top story of the news that
night, they decided to employ “seismic motion
detectors designed to identify the presence of
humans around the trap sites.”

On March 23rd, AZGFD (and possibly the
FBI) set traps for lions and their defenders.
According to AZGFD, a little after noon that
day, a hidden sensor revealed our presence
near a snare. AZGFD officials arrived at the
site to see “three individuals digging up and
destroying what was once a lion snare.” It was
only a matter of minutes before a small army
of FBI, AZGFD, USFS and Pima County
Sheriff’s officers caught me running down
the creek and ordered me to the ground at
gunpoint.

The newspapers and television news ran our
arrest as the top story, and three days later AZGFD was forced, due to
financial incapacitation, to publicly call off the hunt. Unfortunately, they
still privately set snares throughout the canyon. On April 7, AZGFD
snared an 18-month-old female lion who had returned to feed on her
deer kill.

Knowing the outrage that would have ensued had they simply killed the
cougar (whose only crime was being a cougar eating her natural prey
in her natural habitat), AZGFD instead sent the cougar to a wildlife
rehabilitation facility to spend the rest of her life.

After the capture, the AZGFD released a photo to the media showing her
handcuffed by her front and rear paws to the tailgate of a pick-up truck.
Maybe it was AZGFD’s own little “fuck you” to Chuk’shon Earth First!,
or maybe that is just how they are . Still, despite AZGFD’s intent to kill
four to five lions, it had caught only one.



The important thing is that once again, we demonstrated what a handful of
committed warriors can do to stop an opponent superior in many ways. |
remember residents calling me at the onset of our campaign, crying that “there
is nothing left to do.” After the hunt was called off, those same people started
coming to our meetings.

What’s most amazing is that in this climate of fear and mud-slinging towards
anyone protesting anything, we were able to openly organize an effective
illegal activity, carry out our sabotage and still receive broad public and media
support. This doesn’t mean there is hope in the corporate media or in public
awareness campaigns alone. It just means that sometimes the conditions exist
whereby our small numbers can be bolstered by a public angry at its own
government’s action.

Of cowse, now vomes the fun pait. the legal proceedings. But don’t worry
folks; this is just one battle in a centuries-long struggle, and if I have to go
to prison again-- well, at least I'll probably make those NC deadlines. Until
then, I’m not huddling in my home for fear of what they might do to. There’s a
prairie dog hunt in Northern Arizona next week and after that, we have the fall
elk, antelope, bear and bighorn hunts to prepare for.

As we witness our [riends falling victim to government repression, we must
remember that its sole intent is to keep other good people from doing the very
same thing. The consequences we face are part of the responsibilities of the
warrior. Many of us will go to prison. That is a fact, because our struggle is
nowhere near its end--at least, not if I can help it. These days my prayers are
filled with the hope that more and more people will not be intimidated by
government actions, but empowered.

Pick up a copy of your state’s hunting regulations from a Wal-Mart or sporting
goods store and a copy of Eco-Defense: A Field Guide to Monkeywrenching
(available from the Earth First! Journal here in Tucson) while you still can,
and get out there and show the earth and animals some love. At times like these
there's only one thing for a warrior to do: the right thing.

For more information on Chuk shon Earth First!s summer and fall hunt sab
campaigns, contact us ai: sabthebastards@hotmail.com. More importantly,
Jform a group of people that you can trust, and start researching your own
local hunts and the tactics used in hunting magazines and websites.
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FBI ARRESTS SEVEN
HLS CAMPAIGN WLUN’IlslzRS

By Josh Harper _

At 6:40 am. on Wednesday, May 26" 1 recmved a phone Lﬂll I'he FBI
had just arrested three members of Stop Huntingdon Animal Cruelty
(SHAC USA) in Pinole, CA. They entered the house with guns drawn
as Federal Air Marshals hovered outside in helicopters. Reports were
also coming in that long-time activist Andy Stepaman had been

_arrested at his home earlier that morning and rumors were already

spreading that others had been apprehended. My friend on the otlm' v

- end of the line warned me that I might be next.

~ Twenty minutes later there was a knock at my door. Members of the
_ FBI's domestic terrorism squad and the Office of Homeland Security

were outside of my apartment. I was told that I was being arrested on
an indictment out of New Jersey for conspiracy to violate the Animal
Enterprlse Terrorism Act (AETA). All told, the FBI made seven

 arrests that morning, sweeping activists out of their homes in four
states. While some of those indicted, including myself, face only one

count in the indictment, others face up to five felony charges each.

: "I“nesc am:sts did not oc:cur - because animal liberation volunteers had_

gone from legal campaigning to terrorizing the general public. In fact,

- the indictment alleges very few illegal activities, and those it does
~ allege are not attributed to any of the arrested activists themselves.
- Most of what the indictment mentions are legal forms of protest, like

calling companies to complam about anlma] abuse or sendmg e- mmlﬂ '

to HLS collaborators.

~ Even a conservative 1egai analyst from Fox News has expressed that
 she finds the indictment to be “reaching.” So why were we arrested?

Supposedly, the federal government feels that by reporting news

_ from the campaign on a website, philosophically supporting direct
action, and at!endmg and organizing legal demonstrations, we were
in actuality conspiring to make other people break the law. Legal
_ activities such as letter writing are also being counted as part of an
 illegal campaign because the government proclaims that we conspired
to create such a volmne of letters as 1o mterfere wnh interstate
- commerce.

Sounds absurd" It gets Worse.

 One part of the indictment actuaily makes ment]on of a “Top 20

Terror Tactics” post on the SHAC website. What the prosecutors fail

to mention is that SHAC did not write the document, but re-posted it

from a pro-vivisection website, which had written it to rally support
against SHAC. In other words, people are facing jail sentences and

_millions of dollars in fines for placmg our. oppcmrwn:s- wntmgs on the

SHAC Webpage

_ The political motwanon af these mdlctmmts should be clear SHAC
and other groups campaigning against HLS have successfully

interfered with the profiteering of powerful people for nearly five
years. These rich and powerful people are now using their connected

and influential friends (including Republican U.S. Senator Orin
Hatch, who hopes to expand the AETA) in order to retaliate against
us, and worse, to send a message to anyone else who would dare stand

: in'the'way of animal abuse and 'speciesi'sm :
 Let us send them a message in return by fighting these charges,

_ supporting those arrested, and continuing to build an educated,
_ unre%entmg a.nci mllitant movement against animal slavery.

~ On Behalf of the SHAC 7-- Darius Fulmer, John McGee, Jake Conmy, .

Lauren Gazzola, Andy Stepanian, Kevin Jonas, and myself-- let me be

the first to say that there will be no surrender. Victory to the animals
- and'to all of those fighting on their behalf! Please join the campaign

against Hl.S and conmder contnbutmg to the defense of those fac1ng
felonies.

~ For More lnfomar;on on the SHAC 7 and kaw to get mva!ved in the:r
. .mpporf please visit wwwSHAC? com
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SAROQ

Syracuce Animal Rights Organization

By Jeff Watkins

What words come to mind when you hear “Syracuse, New York™?

The one-time hotbed of animal liberation activism had been
stagnant for the last few years. But the winds have recently
changed in Syracuse, thanks to an influx of new activists and the
birth of a new organization that has brought together new and old
campaign participants.

While still in its infancy stages, the Syracuse Animal Rights
Organization (SARO) has been hard at work and getting results
against local and regional animal abusers. The intentions of SARO,
however, are to be a far-reaching group with the ability to combat
the industrial juggernauts of animal cruelty and environmental
destruction throughout the U.S. and beyond.

Most of us remember the mid-to-late 90s in Syracuse as a very
active time for the Animal Defense League (ADL). The ADL

was rigorous in recruiting members from the Syracuse University
student body. When those students graduated and relocated to other
cities, they brought their skills and experience with them, bolstering
and strengthening the animal rights movement on a global level.

Realizing our role as a potential training ground because of the
university, Syracuse activists and college students have again
teamed up and put Syracuse back on the animal liberation map.

SARO’s first victory came while the group was less than six months
old. Georgio’s Furs had opened a second store in the local mall, but
its doors were soon closed, thanks to a brief, very effective, SHAC-
inspired campaign. After spending an exhausting day closing his
store, store owner Mister Politis returned to his house to find dozens
of activists holding a candle-light vigil. Business is very poor for
Georgio's, and SARO is committed to seeing the last fur store in
Syracuse out of business.

SARO’s efforts for education and outreach have included a
screening of Angels of Mercy that was coupled with a symposium
on the A.L.LF. We have also been hosting weekly workshops and
discussions on activist tactics, campaign direction, and everything
from locking down to giving a favorable media interview. In April,
SARO hosted a three-day conference that boasted presenters such
as Steve Best, Kevin Jonas, Karen Davis, Josh Harper, Sarajane
Blum, and Andy Stephanian.

Current efforts include campaigning against foie-gras in addition
to campaigning against fur. We have been hard at work building
bridges and strengthening bonds with our neighboring cities,
Rochester and Albany. Upcoming events include an activist
training camp to be held outdoors as well as numerous educational
community forums that will educate people on the horrors of foie-
gras production.

SARO firmly and unapologetically supports the Animal Liberation
Front. We are committed to non-violent activism for the sake of
animals and environment. We welcome all who are sincere about
animal liberation and encourage everyone to look into what we are
about. Any high school students who are considering Syracuse
University in their future can rest assured that there is a functioning
grassroots organization to join. For more information feel free to
check ww.syracuseanimalrights.com.,

Earth First! Journal
PO Box 30 Tucson, AZ 85702
www.earthfirstjournal.org




Actiist Resources

BOOKS

Free The Animals, Ingrid Newkirk

Earth First Direct Action Manual

Ecodefense, Dave Foreman & Bill
Haywood

Earth Force, Paul Watson

War At Home, Brian Glick

Agents of Repression, Ward Churchill
and J. Vander Wall

Animal Liberation, Peter Singer

Vegan: The New Ethics of Eating, Erik
Marcus

Becoming Vegan, Vesanto, R.D.
Melina, Brenda Davis

Being Vegan, Joanne Stepaniak

Vegan Handbook, Debra Wasserman
and Reed Mangels

Animal Ingredients A to Z

An Unnatural Order, Jim Mason

The Dreaded Comparison, Marjorie
Spiegel

The Sexual Polities of Meat, Carol
Adams

The New Farm Vegetarian Cookbook

DIRECT ACTION BOOKLETS

The Final Nail #2

Memories of Freedom

Against All Odds

Keep Fighting: Three Interviews with
Britain’s ALF Press Officers

Animal Liberation Primer

RESOURCE GROUPS

Stop HUNTINGDON ANIMAL CRUELTY
(USA & UK) - Stop Huntingdon Animal
Cruelty is leading the campaign to

shut down Huntingdon Life Sciences.
Literature, posters, videos, t-shirts and
other campaign material available. In

the 11.S.; PO Box 22398, Philadelphia,
PA 19110, Phone: (732) 545-7560, E-
mail: shacusa@envirolink.org, Website:
www.shacamerica.net; In the UK: 6 Boat
Lane, Evesham, Worcestershire, WR11
4BP, Phone: 0845-458-0603, E-mail:
info@shac.net, URL: www.shac.net

Viva! USA - Viva! has great resources
on factory farming, veganism and other
animal issues. Vegan Basics - Guide for
New & Aspiring Vegans is now available!
Other resources include guides highlighting
the environmental impact of a meat-based
diet and the nutritional advantages of a
vegan lifestyle, plus videos, posters and
other materials; P.O. Box 4398, Davis, CA
95617, Phone: (530) 759-8482, E-mail:
info@vivausa.org, URL: ww.vivausa.org

ANIMAL RiGHTS AMERICA- ARA
maintains a directory of grassroots
animal rights groups; PMB 274, 15
Starrett Dr, Belfast, ME 04915, E-mail:
aral 00@adelphia.net

THE FUND FOR ANIMALS - Neiman
Marcus Flyers, hunting factsheets, articles
and videos, etc.; 8121 Georgia Ave. Ste.
301, Silver Spring, MD 20910, Phone:
(301) 585-2591, Fax: (301) 585-2595

PEoPLE FOR THE ETHICAL TREATMENT
OF ANIMALS - free posters, leaflets,

and stickers focused on veganism, fur,
leather, vivisection, rodeos, circuses, and
a free guide for grassroots activism with
tips for starting a group, organizing, and
more. They have graphic stickers (one
sticker shows a skinned cow’s head)

and cards to promote vegetarianism and
oppose fur or leather that you can carry
in your pocket. Their new KFC leaflets,
stickers, and posters show a psycho
Colonel Sanders torturing a chicken and
the KFCCruelty.com Web site. Web sites:
www.PETA.org, www.GoVeg.com. E-
mail: MeganH@peta.org; 501 Front St.,
Norfolk, VA 23510, Phone: (757) 622-
7382.

Puysicians COMMITTEE FOR
RESPONSIBLE MEDICINE - Nutrition

and anti-vivisection info, a “Guide to
Cruelty-Free Giving”, etc.; 5100 Wisconsin
Ave., Suite 400, Washington, DC, 20016
Phone: (202) 686-2210, x300, Fax: (202)
686-2216, E-mail: pcrm@pcrm.org, URL:
WWW.pCrm.org

PUBLICATIONS

Bite Back - 222 Lakeview Ave, Ste.
160-231, West Palm Beach, FL 33401,
E-mail: biteback@directaction.info,
URL: www.DirectAction.info

EF! Journal - PO Box 3023, Tucson,
AZ 85702, Phone: (520) 620-6900,
Fax: (413) 254 0057

URL: www.earthfirstjournal.org

For a list of useful website links, check out
the Resources section of the No Compro-
mise website: www.nocompromise.org
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Magazine Back Issues: $3.00 each

Shipping and Handling Rates

Merchandise Subtotal | Domestic Shipping | Int'l Shipping
$0.01 - $19.99 $4.00 $6.00
$20.00 - $49.99 $6.00 $12.00
$50.00 - $99.99 $8.00 $15.00

$100.00 - $199.99 $10.00 $20.00
over $200.00 FREE call for rates

Issue #23: Ronnie Lee on Controversial Actions, Violence Debate, Legal Rights Quick Reference Guide, Jeff
“Free” Luers on Prisoner Support, Dealing with Media Sensationalism, Ecological Impact of Mink Releases,
Gossio: Sodial Poliics and Aclive

Issue #22: Keith Mann taks about Battiing On; The Psychology of Dropping Out; Applying a Utiitarian Ethic to
M;WWRMMSMLMMC&MMMSpﬂdW;MSﬂ
101; Special Grand Jury Spread.

lssue #21: Focus section on Factory Faming - How to Do An Undercover Investigation; UK Live Export
Campaign; Interview with Jim Mason; Virgil Butler Exposes Tyson Cruelty; Dealing with Disrupfive Behavior,
Shadow Activist - Planning and Stealth.

Issue #20: Making It Personal Focus Section; Rod Coronado's Triumphant Retum; Reflections on the Anfi-Fur
Movement; Boyoott Adidas; Horse Killers on the Run.

Issue #19: RICO; Legal Defs; Depositions; VWVAIL 2002; Interview with Greg Avery; RMCP RAkds NAALFPO.
Jssue #18: HLE; Barry Home Dics; Civil Suite; Working Undercover; Finish A.LF in the 1800's; C0 Nehate;
Group Dynarmics; Becoming a Poliical Force.

lssue #17: ALF's Freedom Summer; Interview with David Barbarash; HLS; Faroe Islands; Speaking in
Schools; Genelic Engineering; Buiding an Activist Community.

Issue #16; Operation Biteback; Fur Farm Raid Tactics; Circus Addresses, Profies and Info; Shamrock Famms
Closed; Arson Debate; Angling Info and Sabbing Tactics,

Issue #15: 80's Lab Raids; An Insider's Perspeciive on Raid at U C. Harbour, Lab Suppler Directory; Lab Raid
Tactics; Fur Industry Takes Beating; WTO; ALF Strikes WA.

Issue #14: West Coast Lab Raids; Hilgrove Closed; ALF Rodks Wisconsin; ALFers Acquitied,
Issue #11: Bany Home; Starting a Grassroots group; #12M ELF Blaze; Eco-Waior killed by logging operation.

Issue #9: Govemment's war on wikdife; Focus Section: Strategies and Campaigns; Inferview with Swedish
berators.

lssue #8: One man's attempt to end the Canadian Seal Slaughter; Personal account of a Mink Raid.
lssue#3: Organizing CD; Representing yourselfin court ALF Press Officer, Robin Webb inferview.

Printed Media

Agents of Repression by Ward Churchill $22

Animmal Experimentation: A Harvest of Shame by M. Fadali, M.D. $15

The Animal Liberation Graphic Guidle by Lori Gruen and Peter Singer, lllustrated by Davie Hine $13
The Dreaded Comparison by Marjorie Spiegel $12

Free the Animals by Ingrid Newidrk $12

If An Agent Knocks: Federal Investigators and Your Rights $2

Rage and Reason by Michael Tobias $10

NEW! Snitch Culture by Jim Redden $14
MHMMWWWWNU&WNWMWNMI
by Brian Glick $9
gfamdxsadamdsmmuﬁ'gﬂﬂﬁe@mmsw.mmmm

Audio Media

NEW! The Logic of Political Violence: 65-minute live recording of Arissa Media Group co-founder Craig

W%mummmmbdmnmmwmwmmm
muﬁms%mmmmmammmdmmm

laboratories. Listen to heartening, exciting rescue stories from the animal iberation underground in this six-hour
abridged addition of Ingrid Newkir's - for commutes and roadtrips. $10
T-shirts

CLEA?QNCEI Circle A Magenta onwhite cirdke A L F., reads “Support the Animal Liberation Front” Available
inXL

Direct Action Black on ash photo of iberator rescuing a rabbit, says “Direct Action Speaks Louder than Words
- Supportthe A LF” Available in XL. $12

CLEARANCE! Open the Whie shirtwith photo of released mink leaving their cages on front, fist of
raids on back. Availablein M, L, & XL $8

r—-——_—--———-——_—_——————————-—_——‘

Merchandise Order Form

Item/ Description

Price Each Qty. Item Total | Name:

Address:

City/StZip:

Country:

E-mail:

Subtotal Send completed from with check or money order made out

Shipping & Handling (see chart above)

to No Compromise to: No Compromise, T40A 14th Street

CA Residents - Please add 8.5% Sales lax

#125, San Francisco, CA 94114, Please allow up to six
weeks for delivery. If you have any questions about your

Total order, e-mail ne-merchandise@nocompromise.org or call

|
I
|
|
Phone: I
|
I
|
I
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831-425-3007
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Exposing and Challenging Daily Terror Against Animals

Animal Rights 2004 *

I
July 8—12; Sheraton Hotel, Vienna, VA i
With more than 100 speakers representing 60 national & local organizations

=» Animal Rights Expo & Videos
=» Employment Clearinghouse
» Awards Banquet

» Strategies for our movement

% Newcomer Orientation

» Organizing & outreach skills
» ‘Rap’ Sessions on major issues =» Networking Receptions

=» Campaign Reports » Delicious vegan cuisine

$100 by 2/29, $120 by 4/30, $I4O by 7/4, $160 at the door, $120/wknd, $65/day
(Group/student/senior/low-income discounts and paid staff positions available.)

waw.AR2004.org 1-888-FARM USA | ' %
********************************
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Subscribe today to Checks should be made out and sent to:

No Compromise
740A 14th Street #125
San Francisco, CA 94114

The Milltmnt, Birect Actien

15 Regular Subscription
10 Student/ Low Income

$
Every issue of No Compromise $
$20 Outside US
$
$
$§

contains the latest in news from

[ ]
[ ]
[ ]

grassroots animal liberation orga- [ ]1$15 Renewal
[ 1815 Gift Subscription
[ ]

Donation *

nizations, Animal Liberation Front
updates, ‘activists interviews, spe-
cial focus sections, useful how-to
information, and commentary. No
Compromlse is published quarterly Please start my subscription with issue #
and produced entirely by activists

for act1v1sts

Nam
et your one-year subscrip-
tion, elt%ler fill out the coupon at Addrcss
right and mail it to us, or use Pay-
pal to send us money (using nc-
info@nocompromise.org). Be sure . st/Prov.
to specify that the money is for a |

l Country

subscription. L o
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