Editorial
by Dave Foreman

It seems that EARTH FIRST!
issuffering (more properly, bene-
fitting) from growing pains. In a
disagreement over publicizing
monkeywrenching, Pete Dustrud
has resigned as editor of this
publication and from EF! In a
sense, we are sorry to see Pete go.
He has contributed to the evolu-
tion of this paper and has put in
long hours for EF!. He has beena
friend to many of us. In another
sense, it is proper that Pete

- leaves. From the beginning, EF!
has refused to condemn monkey-
wrenchers. While we don’t advo-
cate illegal acts in defense of
Mother Earth, we admire those
who have the guts to fight.

I encourage you to read Pete’s
resignation piece. [tisimportant.
I also encourage you to read the
letters from Gary Snyder and
Hank Fonda. But—let's try to
look at this issue calmly and in
proper perspective. I can’t help
but feel that a molehill is being
transformed into a mountain. I
know of no one in EF! who ad-
vocates violence against people or
even serious industrial sabotage
or who wants EF! to officially
engage in even minor Monkey-
wrenching. Most of this contro-
versy Is a non-issue.

Gary Snyder is 100% correct in
urging EF! to foreswear vio-
lence and armed posturing. He is
probably correct in calling my
past editorial on the subject
“sloppy” since my position has
been much exaggerated beyond
what 1 meant. [ apologize for
that. (I do, however, find Gary's
ethical comments about
machines a hard pill to swallow.)
I'm not in favor of violence but I
see nothing wrong with
individual defensive actions as
espoused by Hank Fonda (who is
also a practitioner of Zen).

We are not terrorists—noteven
the “soft-core” variety. We are not
an environmental SLA, [RA, or
Red Brigade. But we are
militant. We are radical. Our
symbol is a clenched fist. Not a
peace sign. EARTH FIRST! will
engage in peaceful ecivil dis-
obedience (blockades, occu-
pations) to stop Getty Oil in the
Gros Ventre, the DOE in Canyon-
lands, and the Forest Service in
the Siskiyous. We will go to jail if
neccessary. We will not officially
spike trees or roads but we will
report on the activities of those
who do. They are heros.

EARTH FIRST! may not be
able to encompass the entire left-
wing of the environmental
movement. We will not compro-
mise to try to do so. We .will not
allow ourselves to be softened by
fear or liberalism.

We are what we are. We have
been such since our beginning in
March of 1980
Sonora. We will try to be open
and non-heirarchical. We will try
to be as anarchistic as possible.
But we do have a philosophy, an
approach to political action. That
is what is important.

As B. Traven wrote, “This is
the real world, muchachos, and
you are in it.”

in San Luis, -

«t

This Publication
—Dave Foreman, Editor

I'd like to apologize for any
failings in layout and content in
this issue of EARTH FIRST! as
well as its late arrival in your
mailbox. The issue was already
late when our previous editor,
Pete Dustrud, left in mid-stream.

If you sit still too long, you
stagnate. If you don't move, you
become a bureaucracy. So, as the
new editor, I'd like to say there
will be some changes. First, this
publication will no longer be
called a newsletter. Its name is

_simply EARTH FIRST!.

This paper will not be a one-
person show, Bart Koehler is
Associate Editor, Art Goodtimes
poetry editor, and the Jackson
WY group of EF! is in charge of
mailing. We want to encourage
many more contributions of
news, local reports, opinions,
regular columns, cartoons, art
work, and photographs. We'd like
help in layout. We particularly
would like a person to be in
charge of our mailing list.

Beginning with the September
21st issue, this paper will be
better organized and less clut-
tered. Regular features will be in
regular places. There will always
be a description of EF! and sub-
scription blank in the back.

Besides the mechanics of the
paper, we need to confront the
philosophy of it. We claim EF! to
be a non-organization, a group
without hierarchy, a movement.
But within this anarchistic ideal
we have a publication, maintaina
mailing list, and organize events.
We have positions and political
stands. How does all this square?
And, how do you make hard
decisions in such a situation?
How do you deal with the legal
requir ementb’ I am particularly
interested in how the publication,
EF!, ties in with the movement,
EF!

Because EF! is not legally a
formal organization, this paperis
a private business to meet the
requirements of the law. And
that may be the solution to our
questions. Let EARTH FIRST!
be a movement, a non-organiza-
tion. But within that movementis
the publication FARTH FIRST!,
an independent entity serving the
movement as a communication
medium. Subseribing to it does
not necessarily make you a
“member” of EF!. Nor does one
have to subscribe to it to be an
EFler. Despite this differentia-
tion, work on the paper is volun-
teer and all subsecription money
(including “profits”) goes to fund
the issues work of the movement.

We'd like to hear your opinion
on this. We'd like to have your
help in putting this paper out.

Dear Readers,

You now have a
New Editor

July 29, 1982

For the past nine months, it has
been my pleasure to serve you as
the editor of the Earth First!
Newsletter. I was excited to get
involved with Earth First!, and [
was delighted to be appointed
editor of this publication. For
once, ] felt my interests and skills
were being put to something
worthwhile. It was a lot of work
that 1didn’t mind doing because |
was thrilled to be doing
something 1 thought mattered.
But the thrill is gone. The new
editor(s) of this newsletter has
allowed me this space to explain
why:

Up until a few days before I
would have taken this issue of the
EF! Newsletter to press, I had
been under the impression that
part of my responsibility as
editor was that of exercising final
approval (or denial) of what goes
into print. During the course of
the previous five issues, I sent to
press a wide array of articles,
letters and other items, and
though I have not agreed with all
opinions and points of view
expressed in those pieces, I none-
theless have gone ahead and pub-
lished them

One aspect of this newsletter
which has always presented pro-
blems for me, however, has been
the eco-tactiecs or Ned Ludd
column. On several occasions, |
expressed my concerns to the
EF! Circle over the legal and
ethical implications of present-
ing a column devoted to printing
such tactics. During that time,

the few “eco-tactic” submissions I
did receive progressed from
relatively harmless and

humorous pranks to ones which I
feel border on outright violence.
In addition, most of the few
\reader responses on this subject

" seemed to reinforce my concerns.

In light of this, I became
increasingly uncomfortable with
the notion that such a column was
produetive at all. T now feel an
eco-tactics column, such as Ned
Ludd. is silly at best. suicidal at

- Worst.

This feeling was especially pro-
nounced when I was confronted
with a metal punji stake., or
“road-spiking” tactic. Since it has
been Dave Foreman who has
been most concerned with the
Dear Ned Ludd column, 1 called
to tell him that I didn’t want to
publish the road-spiking tac-
tic, whereupon I found out just
how much editorial diseretion I

| had: none. The feeling that my

role concerning the newsletter

“| was being reduced from that of
\“editor” to that of “graphic artist-

lin-residence”
very obvious.

I then dropped out of the
thirteen-member Earth First!
Circle and told them I would also
resign as editor if they did not
support my right to reject
material I didn't see fit to print.

I went back to get on with the
already overdue production of
this issue, but just prior to press-
time, several members of the
Cirecle arrived in town and they

suddenly beecame

decided, after having read the
galley-proofs, that all of the
critical letters-to-the-editor,
combined with my long editorial,
produced too much of a
“negative” image of Earth First!

So, after all the work I put into
what would have been this issue,
considerable pressure came to
bear upon me, and I reluctantly
consented to hand over the pro-
duction of the newsletter to Dave
Foreman and the other Circle
members who were present.

. Some of the stories and photos in

this issue might be mine, but I |
now have no furtherinvolvement/
with the Earth First! Newsletter, ! |
nor do I call myself an Earth/|

\ Firstler.

Onece I pick up the pleces from
thisexperience, I will be attempt-
ing to start up a new publication
which I am calling “Free Earth:
A Journal of the Environmental
Movement.” (I have grown very
fond of this kind of work.) If any
of you would be interested in con-
tributing to Free Earth, or would
like a free copy when it comesout,
or if you would just like to write
tome, here’s my address from
now on:

Pete Dustrud

PO Box 25041

Salt Lake City, UT
84125

Please note that whether you
see this message printed in the
EF! Newsletter, or read it in the
form of a direct letter, this will be
my last opportunity to
correspond with you: 1 will be
handing over the subseriber
index to the new editor(s) as soon
as this message is in the mails to
you.

Pete Dustrud

Letters

Dear Dave,
Thanks for the invitation tojoin
in the July 4th Wyoming Earth

First! rally. I heard about it at
many points in February an

March when I was traveling and
visiting with people in Wyoming
and Montana. I'd really like to
come. We are finishing up a con-
struction project here (com-
munity-built Zendo) and are
working right up through that
weekend. So I can't make it.
I've been meaning to write you,
both to praise and to criticize.
The reasons for praise are
obvious—Earth First! and its
little paper have brought a great
breath of fresh air and
commitment to the environ-
mental movement. I've been
subseriber from the first issue.
As fine as it is to see the sense of
humour and the spirit of
playfulness of Earth First!
though, the underlying serious-
ness you all present is even more
inspiring and more important. So
what I must address is the issue of
seriousness: If one is truly ser-
ious about the potentiality of vir-
tual biological holocaust, one is
deadly deliberate and impec-
cable in one’s choice of strategies.
Mere theatrics are not enough,
and toomuch of the "monkey-
wrench gang” stance is simply
theatrics. Thus, in your editorial,



