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The pur pose of this short text is to out line a the o ret i cal pro gram which may
offer guid ance to rev o lu tion ary left ist move ments — par tic u larly anti- 
authoritarian ones — with the goal of solv ing issues within the men tal ity of
many such groups today. It is not some thing to be imposed, but some thing
to be ruth lessly cri tiqued and debated in the strug gle for coher ence of ideas
in the rev o lu tion ary move ment. Inspired by Chaz Bufe’s “Lis ten, Anar ‐
chist!” → https://theanarchistlibrary.org/library/chaz-bufe-listen-anarchist

1. Reject Nihilism — this means specif i cally rejec tion of defeatism and
rejec tion of the view that humans are fun da men tally cor rupt. In its
place, value high hopes for the flour ish ing of human ity and nature, out
of intense love for both!

2. Reject Indi vid u al ism & Ego ism — this means rejec tion of the idea
that an indi vid ual can or should attempt to exist alone. The dom i nant
ide ol ogy thrives on indi vid u at ing day- to-day strug gles and on mak ing
us for get the power of col lec tive strug gle, which is nec es sary to break
it. Free dom is not iso la tion, but the devel op ment of the social man. [1]

3. Reject Anti- Moralism — this means rejec tion of the view that all
actions are morally equiv a lent, or that it is accept able that an indi vid ‐
ual should be able to cause suf fer ing on oth ers for her own per sonal
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plea sure. In its place, value the Wob bly maxim: “An injury to one is
an injury to all!”

4. Reject Ide al ism — this means rejec tion of rigid plans for new soci etal
con struc tion and rejec tion of all utopias. In its place, ground polit i cal
action in the real i ties of mate r ial con di tions, both long- term and spon ‐
ta neous, and accept Marx’s teach ing that a future soci ety can not and
should not be imag ined whilst in the frame work of the old, lest we
risk recre at ing the old struc tures.

5. Reject Van guardism — this means rejec tion of the view that a cadre of
rev o lu tion ar ies should rule gov ern the rev o lu tion. In its place, value
pro pa ganda of the deed, edu ca tion, and the spon ta neous cre ativ ity of
the masses — else we will risk recre at ing oppres sive dynam ics. [2]

6. Reject Social Regres sion — this means rejec tion of all socially regres ‐
sive ideas, par tic u larly the estab lish ment of prim i tivist or pre- 
industrial soci eties and the estab lish ment of reac tionary social codes.
Soci ety nat u rally pro gresses for ward, thus we must use this momen ‐
tum for good by allow ing it to flour ish in a direc tion which increases
free dom, or else risk author i tar i an ism attempt ing to force it back ‐
wards. [3]

_________________________
[1] From Errico Malat esta’s Mutual Aid:

“The strongest man is the one who is the least iso lated; the most inde ‐
pen dent is the one who has most con tacts and friend ships and thereby a
wider field for choos ing his close col lab o ra tors; the most devel oped
man is he who best can, and knows how to, utilise Man’s com mon
inher i tance as well as the achieve ments of his con tem po raries.”

[2] From Mikhail Bakunin’s The Illu sion of Uni ver sal Suf frage:

“The instincts of the rulers, whether they leg is late or exe cute the laws,
are — by the very fact of their excep tional posi tion — dia met ri cally
oppo site. How ever demo c ra tic may be their feel ings and their inten ‐
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tions, once they achieve the ele va tion of office they can only view
soci ety in the same way as a school mas ter views his pupils, and
between pupils and mas ters equal ity can not exist. On one side there is
the feel ing of supe ri or ity that is inevitably pro voked by a posi tion of
supe ri or ity; on the other side, there is the sense of infe ri or ity which fol ‐
lows from the supe ri or ity of the teacher, whether he is exer cis ing an
exec u tive or a leg isla tive power. Who- ever talks of polit i cal power
talks of dom i na tion…”

[3] From Emma Gold mans’s Anar chism: What It Really Stands For:

“The his tory of human growth and devel op ment is at the same time the
his tory of the ter ri ble strug gle of every new idea herald ing the
approach of a brighter dawn. In its tena cious hold on tra di tion, the Old
has never hes i tated to make use of the foulest and cru elest means to
stay the advent of the New, in what ever form or period the lat ter may
have asserted itself. Nor need we retrace our steps into the dis tant past
to real ize the enor mity of oppo si tion, dif fi cul ties, and hard ships placed
in the path of every pro gres sive idea. The rack, the thumb screw, and
the knout are still with us; so are the con vict’s garb and the social
wrath, all con spir ing against the spirit that is serenely march ing on.”


