Protection Without Police

North American Community Responses
to Violence in the 1970s and ’Jgffay

Victoria Law

frer successfully stopping an intruder from raping his
Asister, Antoine Dodson appeared on the local news warning
the cOmMMUItY, “obviously we have a rapist in Lincoln Park... hide
vour kids, hide your wife, hide your husband.” Addressing the
assailant, Antoine warned, “we’re looking for you we gon find you.”
In a follow-up interview, after acknowledging that other women
in the neighbourhood had been targeted and that public housing
police had refused to take action, Dodson asked: “what do we need
to do as people to keep our community safe?” Dodson’s question
raises an issue with which prison abolitionists and anti-violence
organizers must grapple: how do we keep our communities and
ourselves safe without relying on the police? It’s a question that
INCITE! Women of Color Against Violence co-founder and
feminist scholar Andrea Smith has also considered:

We asked ourselves “if the state’s not the solution, what else
let’s just do activist institutes around the country and start to

see what ideas might come up.”

In one workshop somebody said “this is a problem I'm dealing
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that’s beating his wife, and I don’t trust the police, T g,

to call them, but I also don’t want thig violence g COnt‘want
When she said this, it made me realize how this Cfimina?t-mu.e'"
approach had actually individualized not just SUrvivors OFVi::sme
but also people who might intervene because ¢ never OCcuerT:;

to her to organize the apartment complex to do somethjp
g‘

So if you ask yourself the question “what can I dop” there’s

_ : not
n?uch you can do other thar-1 call the police or do nothing, By,
if you ask yourself the question, “what can we dop”

then a Jo of
ideas start to develop...

When we developed these ideas, we saw these as 3 kind of 5
proactive and a creative process rather than a negative process,
That is, the idea was not to say, “if you are under attack you can't
call the police” because if you're under attack, do what you need
to do. The question isn’t “should you call the police or not?” The

question is “why have we given you no other options but to call
the police?*

In the late 1970s and early 1980s, the larger mainstream
anti-violence movement in the US began to rely increasingly on
state policing and prisons as solutions to interpersonal violenct
As awareness around gender violence grew, the state rf:spondEd
to pressure to address the issue by pushing for more - and more
extensive — intervention (such as mandatory arrests and I?Qgthy
prison sentences) and reframed abuse and violence as indmil:er
pathologies rather than symptoms of structural domination, pfoandj
and institutional patriarchy. Ignored, however, by this tyP¢ ons e
violence response are the ways in which police and p nsotione
themselves sites and causes of institutional and state-san¢
forms of violence, supp”

While the carceral state consolidated and won chinstrc
of many anti-violence activists, many outside‘t}{eajr'nzation
continued to challenge the idea that increased crimin llnce.
harsher penalties were solutions to irltfil’P"':rs(mal b ?al co?
recognized that the prison system is premised 0N B0¢. or of e
not safety. In 1982, Gail Sullivan, a former staff mcr'ne G
Massachusetts Coalition of Battered Women's Sem:ri 35580
publicly acknowledged that legislation was nOt R€C°% " qyef
to ensure women’s safety: “laws are made by thos u
protect their own interest. We need to understand tha- ot b
System, when men are punished for their behavio®

troll
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<cem iS p_rotecting women but becayge to
che S}Is an aspect of the system, such as racism
';litr; World Comml?lnitieﬁi”% |
[t's no Surprise ¢ .mt, ike Sull.wan, man
Jdvocates of (ICYCIQP‘"S altclr natxve§ to th
;rsL’CmS while sunultlaneou.sy' (?ghtmg ag
opt the concerns (?f the anti vllo er(lice movement in order to expand
s ability to MONItor, control, and punish. The increased reliance
on the state has taken power away from survivors
und shifted our focus away from the need to develo
esponses. Even w'hen activists take seemingly radical positions,
they sometimes fail to full).f or adequately address the question of
how to best respond to violence. Prison abolition Organizations
like Critical Resistance and INCITE! have highlighted how, by and
large, the anti-prison movement has yet to consider strategies for
tackling the rampant forms of violence that women and LGBT
people face in their everyday lives: street harassment, sexual
harassment at work, rape, intimate partner abuse, and state
and police violence. As both groups noted in a joint statement
released in 2001, “until these strategies are developed, many
women will feel short-changed by the movement. In addition,
by not seeking alliances with the anti-violence movement, the
anti-prison movement has sent the message that it is possible to
liberate communities without seeking the well-being and safety of
women.” In response, both groups called for analyses and strategies
that aimed to develop community-based responses while opposing
legislation advocating prison expansion, the criminalization of
Poor communities and communities of colour, and state violence —
CV(?n if this legislation incorporates measures to SUppOTt SUrvivors
ofinterpersonal gender violence.*
‘Although the question remains far from being resolved, we can
 Inspired by the work of a number of groups and activists from
:i;itali.zed communities who are = and have been -—Oourlf:lmﬁig
respondzlc;y _‘based- responses t? ORI 'anr::e gg)thers have
ooked 1. bln.llmedlately to specific acts of \'fI(t)i s n(;tions & ol
Drivi[ege ancll11 - Comminity challenge pre'em:nen%bers to challenge
Oth the : lp ower, and feducate cor'm.nunlt()j’ .ts underlying causes:
Wing Stlo en.ce M et comn.mmtles " It) violence before oA
Courg - - regies to address Gf not prevefl out appropriate
' More effective than scrambling to figure ledge of these
®Sin the aftermath of trauma. However, know eoflmunities
® has remained limited. Consequently, .
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eft without the benefit of knowing whje ¢
what failed in other times Emd Placss' .

[n what follows, I examne the C-O.rn.m“lmt}’“based res
of the 19708 alongside preslent—clay 1mt1atwes: These
span the spectrum from retallator-y .to preventative, Among Ny
American activists and co'mmumtles, there has been i rth
trend toward the preventative model. Nevertheless, while SQm;?ral
the examples from the 1970s involve confrontational acCtiopg tak:f
against assailants and all of the contemporary examples emphasizn
C;mmunity—buﬂding and educational initiatives, it would pe ;
oversimplification to say that all of the 1970s models relied
confrontation while today’s initiatives all rely solely on Communit;
building. Some current instances of activist community responses
to violence — particularly to sexual assault — have involve( physica|
violence. However, the contemporary responses I highlight here
attempt to centre the needs of those most vulnerable to, or those
who have survived, harm. While many of these strategies alsg
attempt to hold the perpetrator accountable, the focus is on the
needs of the survivor and community rather than on retaliation or
punishment.
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Taking Safety Into Their Own Hands

During the 1970s, women’s liberation groups recognized the need
to take safety into their own hands. By forming street patrols and
self-defense groups, they worked collectively to defend women
from violence. In cities across North America, women formed
vigilante-type groups to publicize — and sometimes punish — men
who assaulted women. Their actions were often immediate and t0
the point. In 1973, 2 group of women in Los Angeles formed an
“anti-rape squad” and vowed to shave the heads of rapists, COV¢f
them with dye, and put up posters featuring the man’s picture 2"
text that read “this man rapes women.” While it remains llﬂc!ear
T'Vh(fther the squad actually followed through on its threats, it did-
1trvlvat 3st one instance - publicly identify a sexual assailant: Wh;z
Sa;?;?fe;;()f th.e Squad realized that they had beeﬂ raped dl:}’tt
read “tw, ,w 2 Plf:keted outside his wedding with Pl_acarwom_”f
That omen in this group were raped by the hride hbouf
“AME year, after : hat a ne'6
followed her whe 4 woman complained t llowe
never she went out, squad members f0 6

man for ¢p :
ree days. Thej, actions persuaded him to Stop:
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hese actions arc among th(:: S Weu_known e
violence models used during the 1970s. Primar;
crivists’ tactics responded to acts of vigle

thesd raken place. However, it’s important tq note that regp,,
alred Kgnce during that decade ran the Spectrum fropm retri% nses
(0 woventati ve. In contrast to the more well-known apng hea(ﬁ_tlve
0 P‘: ing confrontations described above, the Women's libera:le"
gmz Cell 16 took a preemptive approach by Patrolling the StreI;ISl
ﬂg)c rpdark and eSCQrtiﬂg female factory workers to their cars ¢ to
yblic transportation..

Other communmfas also.too.k r'neasures
afety. In 1979, following police mdlfferenc.e
;nd murders of several Black women in Boston, residents
organized the .Dorchester Green Light Program. The program
provided identifiable safe houses for women 'who were threatened
or assaulted on the streets. Program coordinators, who [ived in
Dorchester, visited and spoke to community groups and gatherings
in their areas. Residents interested in opening their homes a5
safe houses filled out applications, which included references and
descriptions of the house living situation. The program screened
each application and checked references. Once accepted, the
resident attended orientation sessions, which included self-defence
instruction. They were then given a green light bulb for their porch;
when someone was at home, the green light was turned on as a
signal to anyone in trouble. Within eight months, over 100 safe
houses were established.?

Making safety the responsibility of the entire neighbourhood is
aconcept that’s still putinto practice today, especially in low-income
‘ommunities of colour. In the Bedford-Stuyvesant neighbourhood
 Brooklyn, lesbian, gay, Two Spirit, trans, and gender non-
COnf‘)fmirlg People of colour formed the Safe OUTside the System
Collective ¢ address violence using community-based strategies
Ir\?d,]er than the police. In 2007, the collective launched the Safe
rzggbn(:rh?()d Campaign. Similar to the Df)rches:fer }?L ‘::; I;icg)l;
Sexist hoo the 19705, the campaign p ro‘v1deS - ab.*:haviour,
ang on[elin (Phobic, transphobic, am.i e languagﬁ;ses In the
Bt e ;}f of all sorts. The campaign has three p el

Sbourhood public spaces such as restaurants,

chur
nes ' L : mselves as
Safe 1, nd businesses agree to visibly identify the

he ant! )
fice that hag

tO ensure womerps
to the bruta] rapes

ave , - m violence.
In ¢ . 1S for thoge threatened with or fleeing fro Jucational
€Cond B an €
C orates i
om Oneng o Phase, the campaign incorp soiticas

: d
address some of the causes of anti-gay an
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) -« of the camp anc
violence. Jt\fh'::ml.JlE‘é;t);;l;; \\‘p:llt‘t‘s‘ along with othe, LZE
Biss d651gni10n10|)lml)iu, cransphobia, ““f’l ways g pr““lty
mcmbers .Olll t rc‘ly'iﬂﬂ on law t‘l\l‘m‘(‘&"mt‘ll('.h In the th'lrd Cvent
violence Wltc;oucqtcs cecruit othet community memberg and i,
date sz'lce atl:::) c:nﬁ[miun- Lo chis way, they work to spregg theuid ;
S%‘S;i;?:; is a comm[miry responsibility and educage the |y, e:

~ e el Rer
about some of the causes underlying hOmOPhObic i

aipn train the ownerg

community o )
i ence.
tmné[ﬂhfg;g,\r;?ter a rash ot n\.uggings andl l'Ol)bCf‘ies in the .y
neighbourhood, Black mul%‘ ﬂrcsu.lcllt $ l"‘%‘»““ ?5L0rF1“8 people hope
from the subway station. ['he idea began one night after sever]
men shared stories of friends who had rc.cc‘ntly been mugged, ]
decided we can’t have these people terrorizing our young womey
and children, and we’re not speaking up and m‘nkmg our presenge
felt,” stated Richard Beavers, a 41-yea r-old who joined after a frieng
had been robbed on her own block. In addition to escorting subway
riders home, the group — called We Make Us Better — sponsoreda
neighbourhood outreach walk during which they stopped to tfl]k
to young men hanging out on corners. “We're about encouraging
males to be involved because you don't see men in their twenties,
thirties and forties involved in the community anymore,” stated
co-founder Kareem Verlack. “We're trying to bridge that gap.™
Both the Safe Neighborhood Campaign and We Make Us
Better demonstrate that the idea (and practice) of making safety
the responsibility of the entire community persisted beyond Fhe
1970s. Instead of holding forums about violence with local POhcet’
both groups organized their own initiatives. They also reached oV
to others in their community to educate them about the forms?”
causes of violence and to involve them in finding solutions.

Addressing Violence at Home i
above are community Stfategles.;lrrtl]ie
al threats of violence. As Safe DU eizing
ake Us Better demonstrate, today’s orgﬂﬂt d
mmediate threats like assaults on the itilcee af
dmong community members 0 challe ng(:"er‘
the conditions leading to violence: ) ot}
also recognized that develop Ing C-Orl 2 s
uld also actively involve develop ”;fdeﬁned
€1970s, community today is at e

The efforts recounted
at addressing extern
System and We M
often addresses j

Iresponse Strategies shq
of Community A i th
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pically. At Other times, it s defined more fy, 14,
raptt = ity

g
~.d values- B i
In 2006, WOmEeN 07 EHIOUL, queers, and Survivors

g Durham, Nortthz‘Lrolina, formed UBUNTU, a(::f) :E?t(}lal
gssau < community-building to combat violence, ¢ g
hat ‘1‘5“; calk about community as if it already exists, but T dogyy
?cﬂtfilly chink that we l}ave dan auton‘omous,. completely sustaineq
: nity,” notes co-founder Alexis Pauline Gumpbyg, “We live
anfnfzﬁ corts of dependence on the state and outside ing
\\\;]/fz lh:qve alot of work to do to have the type of communic

ort that would fulfill all of our needs.”"
suPPGumbs recalled that UBUNTU members asked themselyes and
each other, “what kind of community do we need to create to have
L world free of gender violence? What would that world be full
of? Not just an empty world with no sexual violence.” With these
questions informing their work, UBUNTU members set about
creating a “‘complicated community of people ready to be there
for each other in times of need... and to celebrate each other”
UBUNTU’s community-building efforts include informal support
mechanisms through which community members offer child-care,
trade massages, do aromatherapy work, share personal fitness
training, cook, and grow food together. “In that way everything
that we do to create community ... helps to clarify why and how
deeply we are ready to be there for each other in times of violence
and celebration.”

These community-building efforts have enabled members to
1espond to incidents of partner violence without having to rely on
the police. Gumbs recounted one instance in which an UBUNTU

m
ember ¢ncountered a woman who had been beaten by her former
Partner,
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or

lot of

titutions,
ation and

Fhis UBUNTU member called the rest of us to see who was home
flnd Wailable in the direct neighborhood, took the young woman
i:l:(; :Z; home'and contacted the spiritua_l-leader of the wortr;z;r;
the youn “Xperienced the violence along with other x'zvom;n 4
Came ¢, gt}':v °man trusted from her spiritual community, w ec:: g
Medicy] ¢ home, and made sure that she was able to rU e
fami] Are. She also arranged for members of our UB :
heali,): O have 4 teq session with the young woman to talk abO}:l
}’Oungg and Options, to share our CXpCI‘iCI]CES, to embrace t €

D in her
healin Man and to et her know that she wasn't alon¢
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Gumbs reﬂected:

ponses Wer” invented on the spot... withoy 2 pre.

These res e
log1st1cal agreement. But they S o

- or a
existing model

made possible by a la . ' - .
people living all over the city are committed to respop ding 1,

gendered violence. This comes out of the political educatiop atd
collective healing work that we have done, and the buﬂding of
relationships that strongly send the message... you can cqJ| g
you need something, or if you don’t. You can call me to be there
for you... O SOMEONC that you need help being there for, | think
it is very important that we have been able to see each other 5
resources so that when we are faced with violent situations e
don’t think our only option is to call the state.”

rger agreement that we as a cof]

In 1999, FAR Out (Friends Are Reaching Out) was foundeg
by queer communities of colour in the Pacific Northwest using a
similar framework. Working with queer-identified survivors, thej
closest friends, and family members, FAR Out works to prevent and
address partner abuse by facilitating discussions and working to
keep people connected. In abusive relationships, the abuser distorts
their partner’s perceptions of reality and self-worth. No matter
what the reality actually is, the abuser twists it to demonstrate
how worthless the other person is. If the abuser acknowledges that
harm has occurred (and many times abusers do not), they twist the
course of events to blame the partner for provoking it. Over time,
with no other mirror to reflect reality; the abused partner begins ©
believe these lies and grows convinced that they deserve the abusti.
Because this tactic often goes unrecognized by the abused person?
friends and potential supporters, it contributes to their sense of
isolation from the larger community.

Recognizing that isolation is a crucial but un
clement of abuse, FAR Out encourages friends and family ;
‘0 l_(eeP in touch and to develop processes to openly talk aPO‘;S
their relationships. Continuing friendships allows abuse suer_‘;"m
;?a;;:lieirria;i that Fhey are not 3.101.'16. Having friendst ;Zﬁﬂlﬂ; nge
i ot th?::; ‘.Wlth an abuse survivor enz.ibles FhernBecause
Ollt I'(ilieS on reISt9rF10nS l:)I'OUgh.t on bY ISOlatlon. n imperso
S0l st apene)'astmg frlend.sh1p.s rather than C;l . capﬂci
the commun, gencies or the police, it strengthens €

ty to handle abyse.

derestimated
members

n
0
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oD ared to the lengthy process of
\th ‘he 19705-€ra women'’s liberation group
Communlf);’aﬁadon, intimidation, and public shaming seem much
Ph)’si‘f rzn i aore efficient. However, while thege actions m(fn
Spcedne; nore immediate results, it’s not clear that they altered thz
pave ha s thinkingand behaviour. Like imprisonment, punishment
ﬁggreisodo not address the root causes of violence or foreground
modesds of survivors. While it is true that punishment models
the ne:ovide some sense of justice or closure for those harmed
may P y also prompt fears of retribution. Ultimately, they fail tc;
hegemonic ideas about power or encourage aggeressors to
der the impact of their actions.

99
(ICVCIOping
tactics of

they ma
challenge DES
eriously const

Men's Role in Ending Violence

Ending violence requires the dismantling of dominant ideas around
power, consent and gender which is why some contemporary
groups have taken on the challenge of engaging boys and men to
consider how they can work toward a world free from violence.
The DC-based organization Men Can Stop Rape (MCSR) uses their
Men of Strength (MOST) clubs to mobilize men in high schools
and colleges to speak and act out against sexual violence. “One of
the goals of the MOST clubs is to give men space to make mistakes,
but at the same time encourage them to hold themselves and each
other accountable for their mistakes,” MCSR member Joe Vess
recounts. “The first thing we do is hold a MOST club social, where
Webring in boxes of pizza and show movies to get the conversation
tarted.. We don't want to overwhelm them, so the week after
[.hat’ the guys have space to talk about what’s going on in their
t}::é fzﬁil)ﬁ girlfriends, schesses at sc.hool or in athletics.’; Fkrlom
they ;om fnembers or_gamze.comm.umty service progran:is w etli'z
Violence Srl?ilt to tasks like doing maintenance work at a C;lflf'lez -
“Womene te(;) @d encourage each other to be proactive allie

In Ne\:n Yglrls arf)und theml. : iy A
8endey viole Bt C‘t'Y, men involved in organlzmg it
developin o and' child sexual abuse realized that the g osgd
Predominf “OMmunity-based responses to harm “fere comp i
g they Mty of cisgender (those who identify with the gendcr
nDnbcc.nfower.e assigned at birth) women, transgender, an(.i,gen fer
ey en, 'Ming activists. “We felt that we needed more cisgenc

83ged in ¢y me
advanced 8d in. this work and that we would all need to do s0

Work SPecifically around male privilege and violence 11
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er future organizing work W}ilth more shareg naly..

ordef_m en(Ej Commitme“t’” note.d the three men Who began ths,
capacity an \fale Supremacy project. Partnering with groups like
Challenging v he System and Sisterfire NYC (a collectiye affliy ¢
Safe OUTside )f che project facilitated a Study-into—ActiOn 8f0::d

) E! .
vich INCIT anuary 2010 — disc
::hat _ between May 2009 and japuary ustee, fead, ang
ves,

reflected on male supremacy in kiheir per so:;a] a‘;-ddpolifical li

During these discussions, the group struggled to “rep|ye, the

- i men who are unable to notice their own o othere
norm of CIs MET &l ith one where th o
emotions and emotional Lriggers, with o €Y reciprocye
the support they get and-pl‘OVId(? supfort for others in Ways the
challenge patriarchal social relat10n§. The group also workeq ¢,
develop a “profound grasp and consistent p.I'F:IC.tICC of C(?nsent and
moving from a legalistic framework of soliciting permissiop to a
deeper and more nuanced understanding of power.” As a result,
group members have “tried to reframe consent — and particularly
the word ‘no’ — as something that can make healthier relatigns
possible for all parties, and allow us to maintain connection in the
future.”

Working with boys and men so that they can reexamine and
reshape their ideas about the world takes time. After all, as Vess
from MCSR points out, “when we meet a young guy in high school,
he’s gone through fourteen to seventeen years of conditioning from
popular culture and society about what a man is supposed to be, and
expecting men to limmediately} understand more complicated and
esoteric aspects of sexism is unrealistic.”4 Because the results ar¢
not as visible as picketing a rapist’s wedding, stalking a stalkes, of
even placing a green light bulb on a front porch, this work is offen
not f‘?(?ognimd as anti-violence organizing. However, challenging
Prevailing ideas aboyt privilege and power and connecting them ©
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and hal’m‘ 1 vitﬂ.l Step n shaping a World free ofviolence
No Cookie Cutter Formula
These exam

he
taken ag blueprints. In each of t

- jlor
above, groups and communiti€s tadw}ﬁle
UBUNTU drew i . Specific circumstances. For examp Ie,. tice
and fropy, the IﬂsplratiOn from the Zapatista model of I TU
Member WOrkeliiafl (;Jang in India, Gumbs notes how UB C oxts

. . cont
underStandinn °rstand their work in those €. w

C.
ci
8 that oyr conditions are really SP¢
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. i 1

. ing that SCrategies and tactics that succeed in smq]]
onlet

RecO8 ¢ work in larger cities, UBUNTU developed Strategie

) Ommunity-building to break through the iSolagos
Dsedng modern urban life. 'As a result, UBUNTU members arz
impo= people’s everyday lives so that, when they’re in crisis
who they can go to.”"® Not only do these relationshipsj
e the potcntizﬂ to address immediate threats and instances
fviolence, they can also be exp?cmded to benefit other projects
nd struggles. Moreovc?r, strategies that don’t rely on physical
‘confmma[ion are less likely to result in arrest or other forms of
e intervention.

But state intervention is not the only danger associated with
communities responding to violence themselves —particularly when
. community self-defines in exclusive terms. In 2005, after a rash
of burglaries in Baltimore’s Orthodox Jewish community, several
men began patrolling the streets in the early morning hours. These
efforts grew into Shomrim (Hebrew for “watchers”), a Jewish citizen
atrol group that has led search efforts for missing people, thwarted
bicycle thefts, and intervened in suicide attempts. However, in
November 2010, three members of Shomrim surrounded and
ittacked an African-American teenager, telling him, “you don’t
belong here!” In the preceding months, there had been a number of
ittacks on Jewish residents — including the pelting of a rabbi with
stones, anti-Semitic graffiti on vehicles, and an attack on a young
g:;hnoodtog boy.. Howeve.r, the ﬁfteen—year—old. attacked by Sh(ti)rnl?itr)rel
‘ frican-A;in l_ﬂvollved in these' attacks; h(? SImp-ly happene E;’

erican in a predominantly Jewish neighbourhood.
eit}l;zi ;Orlcerns around comm-unityjt?ased aCCf)UHtabifllit)l’ I}ZH ‘z
0n an indivizi{a;??le’ wha_t happens if activist ::1tt:ent1;0111 wliioafc}(;unt—
dle of refusu * What ‘1f_a Per[.)etrator refuses ti(])j e eocess while
Paing ip « ¢S to participate in an accountab' ty pr bty
Why © trvice to the concept of commumty.zfccoun "
g, * PETSON uses a community accountability process

Ngyer.  CIZ€ OF control another person’? There are no simp

g, esln Unfortunately; m any activists will be familiar with (tihe(sji
dissuade. Ut while these situations are difficult, they ol iat
U oy, r:C.UVISts from trying to develop community respo-nst_as:]ize
I“Orabe la.nt on the police. As the state has moved to Crim

i Wioyre v it oS femninists
b ow 'S, vigilante tactics like those used by 197 trator
"o g he perpe

rstanding th. 1
activist

villages

arig

fe |; .
e se hkely to result in arrests — not of ¢
‘Dr:trat()r Seeking retribution. However, unde

S . . i
1- Of“olence — and perhaps GSPCC‘aﬂy those 17
. £
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o
102 fon ¢ e advantage of their victims unwilj; "
bl
movements Oall the police; I don’t recommend that such esg
toC

or inabill ¢ list of options available tq _—

. irel ; o Ivg
be Smcken gﬂ:slsalﬂt' While physmal retaliation doesg not g Ig
of abuse an

. inal violence occurred, it may he dreg
ons of why the OTi8IE nse of cl the oy
1on he survivor to gain some SCnSC. 0. .c osure, Pafthularl
s for t has refused tO take responsibility and work towarg

. ir actions.

making ;uneriléis ltm(?;ﬂt:; tools and strategies to address - i ot

TT:tai \S,foléﬂce before it occurs is more effective than fguriy
Pre\f? copriate responses in the aftermath of trauma. In 5o
?:;o;ifzin[f; that partner abuse remains ir.lvisible 1n activist circles:
social justice Organizers and abuse SUrvivors Ching-In Chep, Ji
Dulani, and Leah Lakshmi Piepnza—Samz;rasmha compiled the 11;.
page zine The Revolution Starts at Horye.‘ “I had been inspired by
INCITE! Women of Color Against Violence and most specifically
their Community Accountability Principles and their internal
document on partner abuse within activist communities of color
writes Piepnza-Samarasinha in the zine’s introduction. “But I
wondered: how had the three hundred brainstormed ideas in the
document worked in practice?”™ The collection enables activists
and organizers to envision community-based responses to violence
and learn about the strategies and processes developed by others.

Even those who are not directly working to address questions
of violence can benefit from community response strategies. Sadly
many people within movements, projects, and communities have
experienced (or will experience) violence. At least one in four
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