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Chapter 1:
Occupying Reality: The Truth about Occupy Wall Street

November 15, 2011, 1:30 a.m.

Zuccotti Park, New York City

I sidled up behind a mob of about fifty furious Occupiers. It was the night of their eviction from the park. Police floodlights lit up the sidewalk like a movie set, and two surveillance helicopters hovered in the blackness above the Manhattan skyline. Occupiers, mostly white twenty-somethings, stood face-to-face with a phalanx of helmeted NYPD officers with batons at the ready. They alternated between screaming profanity at the cops and encouraging them to switch sides. Hundreds of them had already been arrested.

In a coordinated police sweep, the City of New York had taken away the Occupiers’ Zuccotti Park home base earlier that night. OWS distress calls shot out across Twitter and Facebook around midnight. After a core group of about two hundred had been arrested for refusing to leave the park, the remaining Occupiers had gathered on its outskirts. They were determined to “take back” the private property that never belonged to them in the first place. I maneuvered just behind the groups as they looked for an opening back into Zuccotti.

Moments later, more Occupiers were thrown onto the hoods of police cars and the pavement. Others moved corner to corner, hoping to out maneuver the police and then make a last charge on the now cordoned-off Zuccotti Park—but it never happened.

After hours of roaming the streets of lower Manhattan with the mob, I followed them to nearby Foley Square as the sun began to rise. They held a “General Assembly” meeting and decided to regroup. It was time, they decided, to process video clips and get the word out across the globe about what had happened that night. After two months of political theater, their physical eviction had finally come, but they knew well that the real battle—the one of public opinion—was only just beginning.

     

What Do They Want?

On September 17, 2011, a ragtag rabble of left-wing protesters gathered in lower Manhattan to protest Wall Street excess and restore fairness to the system. In a matter of weeks, the small group had spawned a global protest movement that eventually became known as Occupy Wall Street. It now seeks to steer American political discourse under the banner of the “99 percent.”

Most Americans were led to believe that the Occupy movement was spontaneous, nonpartisan, and primarily the result of public anger at Wall Street banks and economic inequality.

As someone who has been with Occupiers at every major event in New York City and has spent countless hours among them, I can tell you this: All of those claims are completely false.

When you dig down a few layers, you see that Occupy Wall Street is largely a Trojan Horse political movement. Its true agenda is driven by the deepest ambitions of the political left, rallying its factions to go all-in. The anti–Wall Street rhetoric is a smokescreen—a very effective one—for a much bigger and more radical slew of political objectives that elevate the state over the individual.

This is not to say that the financial sector hasn’t let Main Street down, or that Americans shouldn’t be upset about Wall Street corruption. There is genuine and justifiable anger over the role that Wall Street and the U.S. government played in the financial collapse. We still haven’t gotten to the bottom of that story. But that’s not what the OWS movement is really all about—at least not when the ubiquitous livestream cameras are turned off and the media has gone home to sleep.

What Occupiers see at stake is not so much Wall Street “reform,” but the entire progressive agenda of the post–World War II era. They believe that the anger and hardship of the masses can be focused and used to power a great leap forward, a “New, New Deal,” and they feel that now is the time for that leap to happen.

That’s the simple truth about the Wall Street Occupiers: They know the Nanny State is at a tipping point. Statist regimes around the globe are collapsing under the weight of outsized entitlements. This has spurred a fundamental transformation in the way Western democracies view their own future. Does the economic collapse signify that the welfare state is a failed experiment; or does it prove that the government needs to do more, that the safety nets need to be expanded even further?

OWS very much wants to provide a simple answer to that question. Yet, once you get past the signs and talking points and bumper sticker slogans, you begin to realize that its solution is not simple at all.

First and foremost, the Occupiers want stuff. The movement is less about what bankers have than what the Occupiers think they should have, courtesy of Uncle Sam and U.S. taxpayers.

While the Occupiers themselves are a diverse bunch—at least when it comes to their motivations for standing in a park—the one thing that nearly all of them agree on is that government should redistribute more goodies to people like them. The complaints over the “1 percent” are just a convenient pretext to demand more benefits from Washington, D.C.

     

More Is Not Enough

To really understand what OWS wants and why its demands are so unreasonable, it’s helpful to first take a step back. Our government has become a giant grab bag, a massive system of carrots and sticks that serves primarily to punish success and reward the lack of it. Those who create, earn, and prosper are continually and increasingly vilified at the hands of those who want more stuff: Unions want to keep their unsustainable contracts, students want their loan debts erased, homeowners want their underwater mortgages forgiven, and socialists want “free” healthcare, housing, and education. The list goes on forever.

What does not go on forever is giving much thought to who will pay for any of it. The answer, as it has been throughout history, is obvious: the rich.

Does any of this seem far-fetched yet?

The Occupiers have clearly been watching what is been happening in Europe. The EU over promised to its citizens, who in turn became dependent on the long, cold embrace of cradle-to-grave social welfare programs. That entire Euro way of life is suffering a long, slow death, yet OWS wants to recreate the socialist welfare state in America.

The consequences of that would be enormous. A stifled economy is just the tip of the iceberg. If the EU collapses, major financial spasms and possibly social unrest in the United States would not be too far behind. Bank failure contagion could spread. A great reordering of our society would ensue, with government in control of huge sectors of the economy.

This state of affairs simultaneously terrifies and encourages the Occupiers. America is standing at the precipice of massive change, and OWS views our precarious situation as a zero-sum game. Somebody is going to take the helm of the global economic and social forces shocking the world right now.

Statism is momentum-driven, so either the ball moves forward toward authoritarianism, or it slowly rolls back toward liberty. Whoever drives U.S. decision-making in the next couple of years could set policies in motion that affect—or dictate—the lives of generations to come.

That’s assuming, of course, that a precipitous collapse is avoided in the meantime.

What’s really at stake is nothing less than the nature and character of Western civilization—and the Occupiers know it. If they didn’t, what were they doing down on Wall Street for months? Why have they expressed solidarity with Cairo, Athens, and Madrid?

Occupy Wall Street is playing for the global audience of societies in various stages of unrest. “[I]t’s revolution, not reform,”1 they say. We should take them at their word.

If this all seems crazy to you, something out of a thriller novel that has no basis in reality, then just take a look at the Arab world over the past twelve months. Then look at Europe. Maybe Greeks throwing Molotov cocktails at police doesn’t frighten you. Hey, they work four hours a week and pay no taxes. It’s a weird place.

Fine. But how about lootings and rampant arson in London last summer? Or those Occupy-induced tear gas and Taser showdowns with police in Oakland and Denver that resemble newsreel footage of some tumultuous banana republic?

It’s not that all this might happen here, it is already happening here, slowly, in increments. Like it or not, Occupy is our new reality.

So, if it’s already here, you might be wondering what the point of this book is. Well, the truth is that I’ve analyzed insurgencies in two wars for the CIA, and I’ve helped the NYPD Intelligence Division combat terrorism with domestic and international nodes. And while I’m not saying New York is about to turn into Baghdad, I am saying that if we don’t take control of the situation soon, it could definitely turn into Athens. A quick YouTube search of “Greeks” and “riots” should prove that that scenario is worthy of your time and attention.

The reason I spent so much time observing the Occupiers and writing this book is simple: This thing isn’t over yet. America can still win. Freedom of opportunity can still be preserved. But, to win we must first take a serious look at the Occupy Wall Street argument and agenda. Americans need to know where this techno-statist movement came from, how it operates, who’s in it, and where it’s likely to go in the short term.

The protesters themselves might look harmless enough when viewed on the evening news, but their larger points cannot be so easily dismissed. We must tackle the issues that have led angry and embattled Americans to be sympathetic or apathetic to the Occupy protests. That’s where the real debate is happening, and that’s where you need to engage. We must isolate the legitimate Wall Street crony capitalism critiques from the rest of the leftist agenda. Don’t let them shoehorn socialism into a free market system that simply needs some commonsense reform. You don’t kill a patient simply because he has a wound; you focus on fixing the problem at hand.

I hope this brief treatment of Occupy Wall Street will give you context and facts to win the arguments that lie ahead for all of us who continue to believe that maximum freedom and minimum government is the best way forward for America. With the truth in hand, we can chip away at the media mythology surrounding the Occupy movement, and expose the motivations of the politicians and intellectuals who have embraced the Occupiers as a nonviolent movement focused on “income equality.”

Armed with knowledge, courage, and facts, America can stop Occupy Wall Street, and return to economic prosperity.

Let’s get to it.



Chapter 2:
This Is What Mobocracy Looks Like!

The first Wall Street “Days of Rage” protest on September 17, later renamed “Occupy Wall Street,” was a leftist mishmash of anticapitalist grievances. I heard lots of criticism about banker bailouts and the influence of money on government, but a dizzying array of other causes also joined the fray. Antiwar groups stood next to anti–death penalty advocates. I wandered the crowd and saw protesters trying to be earnest, though most came off as unserious.

The thing I remember most about that day is that most of the people there seemed to know something that I didn’t. They yelled: “This is just a practice.”

Amidst the easy-to-dismiss professional agitators, I was struck by the preponderance of Guy Fawkes masks in the crowd. Symbols of the hacker collective group named “Anonymous,” they were an eerie, unsettling addition to what at first looked like a standard leftist loonfest. Somehow, I knew, this was going to be different.

While the Occupiers shouted about nonviolence, and claimed to represent 99 percent of the population, they had adopted the face—literally—of a movement that ends its proclamations with “We are Anonymous.  We are Legion.  We do not forgive.  We do not forget.  Expect us.”

Hardly the stuff of Dr. King or Gandhi.

The protesters yelled a self-justifying, all-purpose chant for the disenfranchised. It would become their rallying cry: “This is what democracy looks like.”

 

Among the crowd at that initial demonstration were disgruntled college kids, nostalgic hippies, and professional agitators. Some of the appeal of the group was obvious: You could jump into a drum circle and learn cool hand signals. It was like summer camp, but with police instead of counselors. If you could draw an unhappy face on a piece of cardboard and spell “Bail Out,” you immediately went from unemployed postgrad student to glorious revolutionary overnight.

Viva la Revolución!

From the outset, there were obvious signs that the Occupy movement was going to have consistency problems. Sure, they planned to change the world and save the poor, but in the meantime they looked like privileged crybabies. A few hundred protesters claimed to represent all but the devilish “1 percent,” and they simultaneously showed solidarity not only with a global hacking collective but also with the massive labor unions that wield outsized power in government.

After initial fascination with the carnival of the bizarre wore off, there was criticism from honest observers that Occupy had no clear message, and no list of demands. This turned out to be a deliberate strategy, however, and not simply a by-product of the group’s obsession with “consensus building.”

There was a method to their madness.

A list of demands is generally associated with terrorists and hostage-takers. Even the Occupiers knew that “demands” would have rubbed the public the wrong way. Worse, a list of demands would have been creating a platform that could be debated and tested. In fact, a later attempt at an official list of grievances posted to the OWS website was laughably broad and silly, including such prescriptions as “Free air time for all political candidates who gather sufficient signatures” next to “Spurring China to end currency manipulation” and “student loan debt forgiveness.”1

The truth is that Occupiers want to avoid real inquiry. Their invitation for “open dialogue” is for public consumption only (ask any Fox News reporter how “open” they are to visitors with whom they don’t agree). Behind closed tent flaps and under rickety tarps, I overheard their real agenda time and again.

Occupy Wall Street is not really about reforming banks, protecting the middle class, or addressing economic inequality. It’s about harnessing mass discontent in the quest for state power under a veneer of populism and a desire for “social justice.”

How do I know that this was not some spontaneous outpouring of anger among everyday Americans? Because the message and goals of the Occupy movement were set up and preordained months in advance of that September 17 demonstration. They were merely held back until the necessary pieces were put in place. Even Occupiers need public relations. The Canadian progressive magazine AdBusters called for the Occupy movement months before any Occupations began. And in the run-up to the Zuccotti Park occupation in Manhattan, there were a series of strategy meetings held in the East Village’s Tompkins Square Park.

The seemingly juvenile display of “hand signals” and “general assemblies” gave an air of inclusiveness and “direct democracy” to the protests. But, in reality, these simple tools are minor compared to their use of the very technology that has brought class warfare into the digital era. The ubiquity of smart phones, social media, and laptops among the demonstrators has magnified the reach of their message exponentially.

Occupy Wall Street is an act of political theater broadcast in real time around the world, similar to what was seen in Egypt’s Tahrir Square. Every disaffected, angry person on the planet can be shown the mansion of a David Koch, Jamie Dimon, or Rupert Murdoch and be told that success is only possible because of oppression. It’s Marx meets the Matrix.

“The whole world is watching!” they yell. In many ways, it’s their most truthful chant.

This is a great time to be a class warfare demagogue. America does have an inequality gap, just as any capitalist society does. Our economy still teeters on the brink of another recession (or worse), a housing recovery is nowhere in sight, and our national debt continues to spiral out of control. Upward socioeconomic mobility for many Americans appears limited. For the bottom fifth of Americans on the income scale, the situation appears unacceptable. Someone must be responsible for this; someone must be held responsible.

Crowds are ripe for rage.

There are indeed big economic problems in America, but where the Occupiers fail is with both their diagnosis and their intended remedies.

Instead of trusting more in a capitalist system that has raised more people out of poverty in the past hundred years than had been raised in the previous thousand, the Occupiers want government, not the market, to determine what’s “fair.”

They don’t believe we have enough government taxation, federal spending and regulations, and everything else that the feds do (except national defense—that’s the one thing that the government does too much of).

OWS doesn’t want to fix the capitalist system; it wants to fundamentally transform it.

Occupiers are trying hard to foster the perception that nearly all Americans are on their side. That lends perceived credibility and legitimacy to their movement—but it’s also the root fallacy of Occupy Wall Street.

Look past the media glorification and obsession with this “movement” and instead look at the numbers.

OWS claims to represent the “99 percent” of Americans left behind by our economic system. It’s a genius marketing line because it forces even many honest observers to stumble around for a response. How could anyone oppose such a vast majority?

A favorite tactic of the liberal left is to claim the debate is finished before it starts and then rhetorically ask who would dare challenge the consensus.

Don’t let them get away with it.

    If you added up every Occupier in every Occupation across the country, you would have far less than 1 percent of the U.S. population. You wouldn’t even have 1 percent of New York City. The biggest Occupy protest ever in New York—the Global Day of Rage—was about fifteen thousand people. In other words, the Occupiers represented about one-five-hundredth of the New York City population on that day, which makes them more like the .1 percent than the 99 percent.

They claim to represent—not actually be—the 99 percent, but the use of that statistic is clearly meant to skew the debate from the start. As with “anchoring” in a negotiation, they set the number high enough to shift the context of the debate in their favor.

But really, Occupy Wall Street has not represented a majority of the electorate by any one’s calculation, and they certainly have no mandate from the American people. Polls from outlets friendly to the Occupiers put their support with Americans around 35 percent2 (as of November, when the movement was at its peak in New York). Around 64 percent disapproved then. The most favorable polls cited as evidence of Occupy seizing the inequality narrative show that, as of January 2012, about the same percentage of people were in favor of higher taxes on the wealthy as the year before.3 Clearly not a sea change in sentiment.

When you look at their political track record, another fact becomes clear: The Occupiers voted for Barack Obama by an overwhelming majority4 and are an outgrowth of his leftist political base. Yes, there are polls that claim only 30 or 40 percent5 of Occupiers are registered Democrats, but it’s a safe bet that none of the rest voted Republican. I’ve seen plenty of pro-Obama signs at Occupy rallies.

Liberals and progressives own this movement. They are this movement.

Occupiers are the devoted left of American politics. But instead of embracing that label they deny it and attempt to discredit those who apply it.

Then there are the more basic philosophical problems with OWS calling for “direct democracy.” Even if the Occupiers did represent the 99 percent, our Constitution and Bill of Rights are rooted in respect for individual rights. If you eliminate the Constitution, anything becomes permissible so long as the majority agrees to it.

That, of course, is why you so often hear people talk about how we live in a democracy. It’s simply not true. We are a republic, with branches of government and representatives elected to do our voting. “Majority rules” and direct popular votes on issues is simply not the way this country works—and for very good reason. In practice, popular votes would place unchecked power in the hands of demagogues and rabble-rousers.

There is, in fact, already a name for the “direct democracy” political system championed by the Occupiers: ochlocracy, also known as mobocracy, or rule by a mob. In Plato’s Republic, Socrates considered mobocracy the worst form of government.

Still, it won’t be enough to scream at an Occupy drum circle, “Disperse, ye ochlocrats!” They may even smile back, thinking you have referenced the latest up-and-coming hipster band in Brooklyn. No, you have to go much deeper against their arguments.

Remember, the general assemblies, consensus-building exercises, direct-action workshops, and other organizational methods are easy to mock, but they have been highly effective at creating a culture for the Occupations that have been replicated on a global scale. That process of institutionalizing Occupy organizations is broadcast daily on the Internet. Their foot soldiers are now trained, and unified by a shared subculture.

If there is one thing you take away from this material it is that you should not underestimate the Occupiers. They have been very effective in using simple political slogans and basic organizing tools to build a radical movement that has metastasized across the globe with astounding speed.

To bring a halt to the Occupation of our political discourse, we have to first tackle their ace-in-the-hole, just-add-water argument for grievance activism. It is the Trojan Horse they are trying to push into our minds because it’s their most sympathetic argument, it gave name to their movement—and it’s the one point they’ve deployed to greatest effect:

“Blame it on the Banksters.”



Chapter 3:
Wall Street: The Boulevard of Bankster Dreams

Photographers push and shove around me to get the perfect shot of the oncoming mob. It’s November 17, two days after the Zuccotti Park eviction, and Occupiers are streaming toward a barricaded Wall Street. Occupiers shout and bang drums, while police fan out across the metal barriers that have blocked off the cobblestone path that is actually Wall Street.

Thousands of Occupiers swarm the barricades, taunting the police with cries of “join us,” and “we are on your side” while contemplating the perfect moment to break through police lines. A radio station calls me for live updates, just as I see some of the direct-action cells pulling up their hoods and tying bandanas across their faces. It was apparently time to end the stalemate.

Occupiers dart across streets, get tackled by police officers, and proclaim their innocence loudly for the assembled cameras. Small groups break off from the main pack to sit down in intersections, snarling lower Manhattan traffic.

For the first time, the protesters were making an assault on Wall Street itself. As the digital cameras streamed video of arrests onto the web, there was no doubt left in my mind that OWS would return to fight Wall Street another day—one way or another.

 

Occupy has made financial industry professionals—or “banksters”—public enemy number one. Calling out crony capitalism, corporate welfare, and outsized bonuses has been the Occupiers’ single most effective propaganda tactic for one reason: There is a lot of truth to the crony capitalism accusation.

Those who see Occupy for what it really is must first deal with the reality that the protesters’ basic complaints are shared by many Americans. The general public sees the country hurting and wants accountability. People don’t understand how banks and bankers could wreak so much havoc on this country and yet not face any serious consequences.

 

The complaints themselves are legitimate. The problem is that the group promoting them is not. Far from demanding accountability or reform, Occupy instead wants to corner the market on discontent for ideological gain.

Despite what Occupy would like the world to believe, Wall Street did not cause all our financial woes by itself. There were plenty of willing accomplices—including many regular Americans who were all too happy to take advantage of ridiculous lending policies. Any honest discussion about blame must start there.

As much as it may comfort a suffering America to place blame on one group, there are some uncomfortable truths the American people have to confront before we take OWS’s advice and start taxing banker bonuses at 80 percent and throwing entire proprietary trading desks in jail.

The root of our problems started not with Wall Street, but with government. Government, in the form of federal legislation, lowered lending standards over the course of decades. The monstrous hydras that were Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac played a huge role in eliminating the concept of risk from the housing market. Of course, the downside from those trades was eventually transferred to the taxpayers in 2008.

In addition to government interference, there are structural changes that will continue to force adjustments in America. Occupiers believe in global governance, but they fail to recognize that globalization is a primary driver of wealth inequality in the United States.

Capital, like media, is now digital. It can be instantly transferred from one entity to another, anywhere in the world. With this unprecedented free flow of funds, we have just begun to feel systemic imbalances in the new information economy.

Ironic, isn’t it? The open borders, we-are-one-world economic and social policies promoted by American progressives have done the most harm to unskilled labor and the undereducated in America. And all of this has been magnified in a web-based world.

The truth is that labor in some places overseas is cheaper than it is in America in large part because we have been taught to expect and demand more as Americans. Our government creates these expectations by setting wage laws, environmental regulations, and other standards that raise the costs of doing business here.

And speaking of wages, we have been led to believe that we deserve ever-increasing salary and benefits simply because—well, because that’s what’s happened in the past. Nowhere has this mentality been more obvious than inside Zuccotti Park, where Occupiers with advanced degrees and mountains of student debt prattle on about their difficulties finding a job.

In many cases, they aren’t really talking about a “job” in the traditional sense. After all, working at an Apple store or Starbucks (two places these folks seem to frequent) is an option—but that’s not what they want. The Occupiers demand a lifestyle. Many of them think that the world owes them something akin to a teaching job for West Polynesian literature studies at one hundred thousand dollars a year, with full benefits, from which they can never be fired, and that requires eight months of work a year at eight hours a week.

Leftists love big government, as long as they get to hang out in the faculty lounge and talk about destroying the very system that enables their latte-drinking, bourgeois existence.

The Occupiers are symptomatic of an American youth and labor movement increasingly unable to compete with foreigners, and unwilling to make the changes or sacrifices necessary to enhance their competiveness. Instead, their response is to turn to government for the redistribution of wealth, like a child who spent his allowance and demands more, or else he will hold his breath. Underlying all of this is the psychological rot of entitlement pervasive in Occupy Wall Street.

Still, few are ready to step out in front of Wall Street millionaires and start taking punches for them. The American love affair with Gordon Gecko has come to an end. Greed is no longer good. We were once told that the Wall Street Bankers were Masters of the Universe, in Tom Wolfe’s immortal phrase1—an alpha male elite.

That all changed when they needed $700 billion2 to keep their industry afloat and prevent a global depression. After that, Wall Street just looked greedy and inept. And the Occupiers have seized on this public reckoning to great effect.

This is why, when talking about OWS, the first phrase that sputters out of so many mouths, from both sides of the aisle, is, “I have some sympathy for their message,” or, “I understand their frustration.” But people must be careful not to let the sentiment cloud their understanding of what this movement is really all about: “Bankster” and associated critiques are simply the beachhead of a broader statist agenda. Don’t take my word for it—listen to the godfather of socialist agitators, Saul Alinsky:

 

Once you organize people around something as commonly agreed upon as pollution, then an organized people is on the move. From there it’s a short and natural step to political pollution, to Pentagon pollution.3

 

Substitute the phrase “Wall Street corruption” for “pollution” and you start to understand what OWS is really all about. And it’s a short step from there to massive taxation, a stifling federal government, and, perhaps, socialism itself.

We can’t allow Occupy to bundle all leftist causes under the Wall Street reform umbrella. All the antibankster talk is just a way to rally the leftist troops for a statist agenda and help shift the conversation away from a failing Obama administration economic policy. An adult discussion about financial reform—which would include a complete reform of the current tax code, for example—is not even on the table.

But again, we can’t go too far down the rabbit hole. While we take the “bankster” rhetoric seriously, the real motives behind Occupy remain unaddressed.

If Occupy Wall Street cares about Wall Street, why the constant references to Cairo? Why are there avowed Marxists and anarchists at every rally? If we are just going back to the days of a thriving middleclass, what’s with all the talk about revolution?

How about a list of ten policy recommendations to curb Wall Street excess—and then campaigning for candidates who stand behind them? If they represent the 99 percent, how hard can it be to get support for their candidates?

Of course, that’s not at all what is happening, and it never will be. “Occupy Wall Street” is leftism’s one-size-fits-all war cry, and with it comes the entire progressive agenda of the postwar era.

It is a masterstroke of propaganda meant to create the conditions for a complete change in American society. A radical transformation that negates the “right to rise”4 of those who live in a capitalist society.

Occupy Wall Street wants to ignite a progressive revolution, fought in stages, with different groups playing specific roles. And when the dust settles, the statist factions will divide the spoils.



Chapter 4:
Occupation Nation: Meet “The 99 Percent”

They claim to represent the 99 percent, but the Occupiers are really a reflection of the 21 percent of Americans who identify themselves as liberal.1 That slice can then be broken down into three tiers of Occupiers: reformers, redistributionists, and revolutionaries.

They don’t want the same things, but, as we have seen countless other times in history, they are willing to work together against a common enemy. The enemy of my enemy is my friend. Remember, we teamed up with the Soviet Union to defeat Nazi Germany—and we had a few close calls with nuclear annihilation at the hands of our Russian pals in the following decades.

If you have a deep hatred of something the United States is doing right now, whether it’s war in the Middle East or free-market capitalism, now is your time to pile onto America. Uncle Sam is limping and looking for help. The Occupiers want to give him that one last shove to the ground. And for the most part, they are perfectly willing to work together to make that happen.

Here’s an overview of the three main groups of players in the Occupy Wall Street movement:

     

Group One: Reformers (Including “Useful Idiots”)

Some people really are mad about the banks and the culture of crony capitalism.

But they have joined up with the Occupiers without really thinking hard enough about their new anarcho-socialist allies.

This group provides a level of respectability and earnestness not deserved by the rest of the Occupy movement. In a sense, these are like the pro-Western, English-speaking democracy advocates in Egypt who made the overthrow of Mubarak seem like a great idea. Credulous journalists wanted us to forget about sketchy guys yelling about sharia in the background.

You cannot judge a movement by its most presentable, cogent elements, and you can’t dismiss them either, since their propaganda value is critical. In addition, it’s this slice of people who are more likely than others to be won over with reason and facts.

This tier also includes those who are uncharitably referred to as the “useful idiots” of the movement. Yes, there are some nice Occupiers, even a few who are otherwise thoughtful about society and politics. There are kindhearted old ladies, and even a handful of women most guys might want to take out for a soy latte and an organic gluten-free muffin.

We identify the more sympathetic Occupiers here to acknowledge their presence, not to elevate their stature. They are bit players who give cover to the more insidious elements of the movement. Whenever the real radicals have emerged to antagonize police or create chaos, this tier of reformist Occupiers has all but disappeared. They don’t hold the “direct-action” elements to account because they can’t; they are vastly outnumbered.

Understanding these factions, however, is critical. As Mao Tse-tung said:

 

It is good if we are attacked by the enemy, since it proves that we have drawn a clear line of demarcation between the enemy and ourselves. It is still better if the enemy attacks us wildly and paints us as utterly black and without a single virtue, since it demonstrates that we have not only drawn a clear line of demarcation between the enemy and ourselves but achieved a great deal in our work.2

 

We don’t want people on the fringes of Occupy to feel under attack and compelled to double down with the hardcore Occupiers. Let’s not unite OWS with blanket ridicule, but instead siphon off reasonable followers with facts.

When friendly media arrive with softball questions, these OWS reformers will be showered, shaved (figuratively speaking), and ready to go. But the moment things turn ugly they are the water boys on Team Occupy, either ignored or nowhere to be found.

There are several subgroups of this first category:

     

Wall Street Reformers: The intellectual and propaganda vanguard of OWS, their complaints over Wall Street greed are what gave the Occupy movement its initial momentum. They tapped into the deep-seated resentments fostered by our poor economy and brought many people down to Zuccotti Park who would have otherwise shied away from a straight-up communist march. Some in this subgroup actually have legitimate policy prescriptions—like reinstating Glass-Steagall (which would create separation between the commercial and investment banking divisions of a company).

Ron Paul Fed-Enders: There have been self-proclaimed Ron Paul supporters at the Occupy protest from day one. While some are perhaps overzealous, they generally do want real reforms and can usually articulate their ideas. They tend to be among the most intellectually serious reformers in Occupy—but are a negligible presence in terms of numbers.

Blue-Haired Grannies for Goodness: Free Healthcare! Free Palestine! Frack Off! These old ladies are silly, but they mean well. Some are clearly veterans of antiwar protests stretching back to the late 1960s. They are bystanders in this movement who seem to have no idea about its transnational aims and solidarity with global Marxist movements.

Nut Bags and Fanny-Packin’ Tourists: Some people have joined Occupy because they are unhinged and want attention. Others just see good photo ops, entertaining interviews, and all the “99 percent” T-shirts they can carry. Again, none of them matter much, but it’s important to remember they are down there before writing off the entire movement—or taking any one person too seriously.

     

Group Two: Redistributionists

If you think of Occupy as an invasion, the redistributionists are the lead infantry force (or “main effort” for the military buffs out there). Their core belief is that government must take from some to give to others. The Marxists, socialists, and communists who gather together under the “redistributor” banner have a major impact on the methods and goals of OWS, and are ultimately the heart and soul of Occupy Wall Street.

The Wall Street bankster narrative has started to chip away at our basic notions of fairness. This has laid the groundwork for the redistributors to convince Americans that the only way forward is class warfare. The national conversation about “wealth inequality” and “fair share” has allowed the comrades to dust off arguments that seemed almost dead after the fall of the Berlin Wall.

All the other Occupy factions are onboard with the Marxist agenda because government redistribution solves their problems, too. If you think we are all going to die from fracking, for example, then massive regulatory agencies and endless fines to feed environmental bureaucracies sounds great to you. From each according to his ability, to each according to his sense of entitlement.

Here are the subgroups of this category:

     

Join the Commune, Comrade: Avowed Marxists, communists, and socialists are all working together in the Occupy movement toward one authoritarian endgame. Some of the more prominent Marxist/radical socialist groups are World Workers Party, Working Families Party, Communist Party USA,3 and the American Nazi Party.4

Poof! Unions Appear Like Magic: Organized labor knows a critical battle for power is underway, and they want to make sure that they get their cut. They aren’t just joining in to show off tattoos and bold mustaches. Union agitators from SEIU, Teachers Unions (UTF), and a whole slew of others have been major players in the Occupy protests.

Environ-Mental Causes: Forget Wall Street, some Occupiers think the world is about to end unless we all use preapproved lightbulbs and ride bicycles to work. Taxing the rich can pay for a lot of government-funded solar companies (cough. . . Solyndra), so the environ-mentalists are totally psyched for the Occupy redistribution agenda.

Community Organizers: Resentment is the air that community organizers breathe, so Occupy is their natural ally. They don’t have the muscle of the unions, but are deeply tied to them, and they provide bodies for the Occupy-affiliated marches that have been popping up all around New York City and other Occupations.

     

Group Three: Revolutionaries

Among the squabbling mobs stretching from Boston to Oakland, there are some truly dedicated radicals. They’re the revolutionaries in the Occupy movement, and trust me, they are of the Maximilien Robespierre variety—not the George Washington one.

The Occupy revolutionaries don’t care about the tax rate, prosecutions of corrupt bank CEOs, or socialized medicine. They want to collapse the American system and build a new society on the ruins of the old.

They tend not to represent the majority at Occupy rallies, but revolutionaries have done more to push the movement into the headlines and cause chaos than any other faction. They go under names like “black hat” groups or “direct-action cells” and they wage a self-righteous campaign of disorder sometimes bordering on domestic terrorism.

Some hard line Marxists also fall into this group—history tells us there is often crossover—but the big difference is their means: Redistributionists are willing to use the federal government to achieve their goals. Revolutionaries want societal collapse and a new government to form.

These are the shock troops of the Occupy movement (or perhaps the suicide bombers, to extend the metaphor). They want to bring America down. Even five years ago, talking about an American collapse would have put you in the same category as the squirrely-looking guy standing on a soapbox with a “the end is near” sign in his shopping cart. Not anymore.

America ignores these factions of the revolutionaries at its own peril:

     

Anarchists: It’s never hard to pick these guys out of the crowd. They dress in black, wear scarves or bandanas across their faces, and have the letter A with a circle around it tattooed on their foreheads. They have already shown a willingness to use violence and want to disrupt the system above all else.

Cop-Haters: An insidious, essential component of the radical agenda, the antipolice groups are in full-force within Occupy. They work in two ways: to cause violent incidents with the cops and to convince the public that police brutality is systemic and intentional. Think about what a major city would look like two hours after all the police go on strike and you soon realize why revolutionaries target and undermine police. They have often been on full display during Occupy unrest in Oakland.

CAIR-ing about Occupy: Members of Muslim groups with sketchy ties, such as the Council on Arab Islamic Relations (CAIR),5 have popped up in Zuccotti and likened the Occupy struggles to the Arab Spring. They are not anti-Semitic, they say, just anti-Israeli. But there have been plenty of anti-Israel and anti-semitic signs at Occupy Wall Street. You can draw your own conclusions about CAIR’s motives.

Hackers: The Occupy movement encourages involvement online, and that includes those willing to break the law to intimidate and smear enemies of the Occupation. They view themselves as cyber warriors and they pose real threats to companies and people who speak out against Occupy.

     

So now you know who we are dealing with.

As with any mob uprising, there will always be claims that the most violent and outrageous elements are a splinter faction that is not representative of the movement as a whole. They have the support of the 20 percent, and are always seeking to gain more.

That becomes harder when you have members raping, murdering, and plundering businesses, as we saw in the second and third months of OWS. Each time the Occupy radicals engage in any of these behaviors, the predictable response has been to claim some unknown, unattached individual or group perpetrated the crimes.

Don’t buy that for a second.

Historically, revolutionary political groups often have a militant wing. That’s exactly what the direct-action units of Occupy Wall Street in Oakland6 and other U.S. cities are there for. They’re the militant faction of Occupy, the Hezbollah of the hippies, and there is broad support for their tactics among most Occupiers.

Keep in mind that a Wall Street Journal poll in the fall of 2011 revealed that 30 percent7—or almost a third of Occupiers—said that violence in pursuit of their goals could be justifiable. And that’s in response to a poll question likely to elicit lies from many participants.

The Occupiers are usually nonviolent, but when confrontation suits their purposes, they embrace it. And if the revolutionaries see an opening, they have expressed a willingness and capability to be violent in pursuit of their radical ends.



Chapter 5:
A Global Cash-for-Commies Program

I saw about three thousand Occupiers gathered in Washington Square Park on October 15 to stage their biggest rally yet in Times Square. In less than a month, the organization and sophistication of the movement had vastly improved. There were groups representing every leftist cause imaginable, many with mass-produced, glossy placards and pamphlets. Occupiers handed me a copy of the Occupied Wall Street Journal—gratis—and I collected so many Marxist pamphlet that my pockets were soon stuffed with revolutionary prose.

When I arrived in the center of Times Square for the “Global Day of Rage,” there were protesters milling about the crowd with laptops open so their built-in cameras could live stream the event to São Paulo, Madrid, Tokyo, Cairo, wherever. Hundreds of cities around the globe were holding similar events, all them broadcast online, often with the latest Apple products. Occupy Wall Street had become a slick, digital propaganda machine.

 

In the last chapter we looked at the factions of Occupy Wall Street and what they are all about. But who works with Occupy from the outside? Where is the funding and support coming from?

When we take a look at who is helping Occupy—and who benefits most from the movement—we see that there are forces at work with a much broader reach than a simple band of malcontents making noise in city parks.

The media would have us believe that the infrastructure of Occupy Wall Street grew rapidly because of the plucky dedication of selfless activists. Friendly bloggers would like us to think that groupies for amorphous change were sending in donations from all over the world and that like-minded Americans across the country were selling their stuff on eBay and cutting back on wheatgrass shots to scrimp and save every last bit for Occupation donations.

At least that is what we were told. Then, the Soros connections started to come out.

We know that George Soros has given away chunks of his massive fortune to hyper progressive think tanks and social justice foundations. That’s a matter of public record. With that in mind, Reuters probably felt like they were on solid ground when they ran a story on Soros connections to the new media organizations rallying to the cause of the Occupation.1

They were wrong. Reuters didn’t have to just print a retraction; they printed a new piece that entirely dismissed the connections between Soros money and the Occupiers.2 The staff at Reuters had grabbed a third rail with both hands. Lesson learned.

There was much indignation over the “false” accusation that Soros had given money directly to Occupy Wall Street. That’s true; Soros never wrote out a big, fat check to the Occupiers with “Destroying America” in the notes section.

But he has been a major financial sponsor of groups that donate to other groups that are neck-deep in Occupy. For example, Soros gave $3.5 million to the Tides Center in the past decade or so.3 The Tides center, in turn, gave money to AdBusters, which is the Canadian-based anticapitalist media foundation that claims to be the brains behind the entire Occupation of Wall Street.

So Soros isn’t behind Occupy Wall Street. He is behind the guys who are the behind the guys behind the Occupy Wall Street movement.

In keeping with their digital savvy, the Occupiers have used online platforms to take their panhandling-for-equality global. Websites like Kickstarter and We Pay accepted donation on behalf of the organization. We Pay alone had roughly 250 OWS-related fundraising campaign sites up within the first month of the Occupation.4

People from at least thirty-seven different countries donated to these Occupy Wall Street–related groups, including Canada, Finland (which had the highest number of donations per capita), and Mexico.5

The protesters who were so outraged by the influence of money on our politics apparently saw nothing wrong with unaccountable foreigners from around the world sending money to a self-proclaimed revolutionary political movement.

Within the first few weeks after the September 17 kickoff, Occupy Wall Street began receiving a steady stream of support from left-wing celebrities as well. Michael Moore gave one thousand dollars after a book signing, and an anonymous donor reportedly handed over five thousand dollars one day during a working group. Music mogul Russell Simmons wanted to donate, so long as he could help the protest shape its list of demands, but was rebuffed.6

More public relations and organizational help followed. To create the appearance of a grassroots, worker-inspired movement, the Occupiers set up a hardcopy paper called the Occupied Wall Street Journal.

This full-color, professional-looking paper received funding from the likes of Naomi Klein, Code Pink, and Michael Moore.7 A glitzy Madison Avenue public relations firm, Workhorse Publicity,8 decided to lend its services to the Occupation pro bono.

OWS’s coffers swelled quickly. So fast, in fact, that Occupiers could no longer just stuff money in each other’s sleeping bags. By November about five hundred thousand dollars had been collected, and the Occupiers realized they could fall under the watchful eye of a group much scarier than the NYPD: the IRS.

Like a well-oiled machine of agitation and public discontent, the Occupiers had a legal solution ready to go for their growing war chest. The Alliance for Global Justice (AGJ) appeared out of nowhere to lend the Occupiers their tax-exempt status.9 And in a remarkable coincidence, it turns out the AGJ has received funding from—George Soros.

Here is the cycle of Soros-affiliated donations tied to AGJ as described by Human Events:

 

Open Society Institute has given $24,599,553 to the Tides network of philanthropies since 1999.  Of that total, $18,154,270 went to the Tides Foundation and the remaining $6,445,283 went to the Tides Center, which like the Alliance for Global Justice, serves as a fiscal sponsor for small or new activist groups.10

 

A “fiscal sponsor” means that AGJ serves as middleman for organizations that do not have a tax-exempt status, and takes a management fee along the way. Poof! Like magic, money that could have come into the Occupiers’ hands from the Iranian Revolutionary Guard or the Chinese Communist Party becomes 501 (c)(3) certified, which means nonprofit, tax-exempt status.

AdBusters, of course, has denied that it ever received any money from Soros. And for good reason. It kills your whole “we oppose the man” vibe to admit you are suckling from the money teat of a man who made billions by betting against national currencies.

Occupy could soon mobilize for various Democratic politicians and try to sway an election with the same tax status as a nonprofit organization for abandoned puppies. And George Soros, a man who has publicly stated that “China has a better functioning government than the United States,” is just a few levels above the fray, raining down money on OWS.

Why, you ask, would Soros and unions unite alongside the protesters in the first place?

Hannah Arendt, a Holocaust refugee and one of the preeminent political theorists on tyrannical movements, provides a clue to rationale behind the unions-Soros alliance in her seminal work, The Origins of Totalitarianism:

 

Only the mob and the elite can be attracted by the momentum of totalitarianism itself; the masses have to be won by propaganda.11

 

I think we have our elite (Soros, the media) and we have our mob (unions, community organizers). The masses—you and me—are subject to a constant steam of Occupier propaganda.

Call it a digital insurgency.



Chapter 6:
Digital Insurgency: Every Arrest Goes Viral

As I approached New York City’s Union Square, I saw men holding up banners calling the NYPD racists and murderers. Portraits of “victims” of racist police violence were held up across the plaza. Vile speeches about the need for “retribution” were being given by community organizers. Some of them eyed me warily as I took photos and spoke to members of the crowd. It was an anti-police day of rage—a coordinated attack on the integrity and reputation of law enforcement in America.

At a later protest event, I followed a group of Occupiers for a “March Against Police Brutality.” After OWS leaders shouted about the need to “shut this city down,” they marched on NYPD headquarters. In front of the drab, austere building called 1 Police Plaza, Occupiers shouted about racist, corrupt policemen. A poster-sized photo of injured former Marine and Oakland Occupier Scott Olsen was paraded around the crowd like a religious icon. I overheard Occupiers mutter vague threats to exact vengeance against the police officers who had encircled the march.

Occupy Wall Street knew that to subvert the state, as with any insurgency, you must first attack the frontline instruments of state power—the police.

 

Welcome to the digital insurgency.

From day one, Occupy Wall Street fought a cyber-war against free markets from under their tarps and tents in Zuccotti Park. That Twitter meets Lord of the Flies approach was a critical part of the movement’s quick rise. By taping and live streaming every confrontation and arrest, Occupy created and broadcast a resistance narrative that allowed virtual participation in a revolutionary movement.

Just two weeks in, the Occupation of Wall Street was already losing steam. But the beachhead was established on September 17, and leftist reinforcements were on the way. The media bought the basic premise of the protest hook, line, and sinker. More Occupiers came from far and wide, and the panoply of statist and collectivist groups jumped right into the fray.

 

The Occupiers didn’t express demands or even have a unified message. But they were about to spring a trap for the City of New York that would have ramifications across the country. It was the first digital direct-action victory of Occupy Wall Street.

The instigation of antipolice sentiment started from the get-go. At the very first Occupy protest, in front of the National Museum of the American Indian in lower Manhattan on September 17, the second most common theme after Wall Street greed was support for Troy Davis, a convicted cop-killer.

But solidarity with a cop-killer was only part of the strategy. The mostly white, upper-middle-class Occupiers also shouted at the NYPD, “We are all Sean Bell.” In 2006, Bell was mistakenly killed by NYPD officers. The Bell family was awarded $7 million1 for his wrongful death. Troy Davis, on the other hand, was convicted by a jury of his peers for murdering an off-duty police officer.

In other words, the occupiers were purposefully lumping a cop-killer with a victim to undermine the police and tarnish their reputation as an important preparation for a confrontation.

But that confrontation would come soon. And when it did, the iPhones and live stream cams made sure the imagery was seen by millions.

After a march to Union Square on September 24,2 more than fifty arrests were made for a combination of blocking traffic and disorderly conduct. But it wasn’t the arrests that really mattered, it was the video of a few young female protesters receiving a mouthful of pepper spray from an NYPD deputy inspector that caused an international uproar.

Overnight, the protestors went from agitators to victims. It was a propaganda masterstroke, aided and abetted at every turn by a credulous mainstream media. Nobody seemed to ask the obvious questions: Why were there arrests in the first place? Was this a set-up?

Think about it for a second. There are protests every week across New York City and the United States with virtually zero arrests. When there are arrests, generally speaking, activists are peacefully escorted by police into “paddy” wagons (I can say it, I’m of Irish descent). But that’s not what happened with OWS. The Occupiers kicked and screamed and acted as if they were headed off to the Gulag.

The truth is that the Occupiers wanted things to get rough with police. They needed to create a resistance narrative to seize the moral high ground. And, yes, a few members of the NYPD overreacted. Cops are within their rights to wrestle protesters to the ground for blocking traffic and resisting arrest, but they shouldn’t pepper spray a bunch of nonthreatening young women in the face.

That one police mistake was seized upon by Occupy to create a viral “police brutality” video. It fit in perfectly with their overall narrative. After that first incident near Manhattan’s Union Square, it became open season for the Occupiers to break the law, stage theatrical arrests, and scream police brutality at every turn.

On October 1, 2011, seven hundred protesters were arrested on the Brooklyn Bridge3 in a coordinated act of civil disobedience. Then, during the Global Day of Rage protest on October 15, former Marine Sergeant Shamar Thomas berated a group of NYPD officers for allegedly getting rough with Occupiers.

This spawned an attempt to recruit more veterans to the cause. Occupy Veterans groups appeared on the Internet. As a tool to discredit the NYPD, however, this strategy was not particularly useful. There are, after all, more than twelve hundred active-duty military personnel currently in the NYPD, and over fifteen hundred have served in the military since September 11, 2001.

Occupy was successful, however, at changing the security environment in its favor. Sheer numbers, not force, would be required to handle Occupier marches and rallies. This created an overextension of police resources that not only cost the city an average of $2 million a month, it also greatly diminished police effectiveness across the city. In the words of the Coming Insurrection’s authors, the Invisible Committee:

 

Harassing the police means that by forcing them to be everywhere they can no longer be effective anywhere.4

 

The Occupiers were able to do just that, and they accomplished it through social media tools and politically loaded visual presentations. Occupy Wall Street understands how to harness the digital realm for propaganda.

Propaganda, by the way, didn’t begin as a dirty word. While you may think the tactic has been perfected by liberal media outlets, it’s actually been around a long time. The term propaganda is derived from an effort started by Pope Gregory XV in 1622 to make sure Catholic doctrine was being taught correctly.

The Office for the Propagation of the Faith (“Congregatio de propaganda fide”) was created to supervise missionary efforts around the globe. It was not until 1915 that Western governments,5 in the midst of a horrific world war that was eliminating an entire generation, began to use a new invention called radio to spread nationalistic themes.

That was then. Now, the means to disseminate propaganda are vast. And Occupy has harnessed them all. Propaganda is the water in which the Occupiers swim. Without it, the Occupiers would have been laughed out of Zuccotti Park during the first week. But because of Tweets and live streaming iPads, people around the world have felt connected to the Occupations and bought into the meme of “police brutality” to varying degrees.

The Occupation’s digital propaganda has convinced the American people not to worry about this talk of a revolution. Meanwhile, in Mao’s definition:

 

A revolution is not the same as inviting people to dinner or writing an essay, or painting a picture or doing fancy needlework; it cannot be anything so refined, so calm and gentle, or so mild, kind, courteous, restrained, and magnanimous. A revolution is an uprising, an act of violence whereby one class overthrows another.6

 

In other words, if Occupiers get their way, it’s not going to be pretty.

To that end, Occupy Wall Street has undermined respect for law and order. With enough funding, it could use its digital insurgency tactics to gain even more support and exploit growing public unrest.



Chapter 7:
Occupational Hazards

It’s been over a month since the Occupation of Zuccotti Park started. What once looked like an overgrown drum circle has become a fetid, overcrowded shantytown of political activists. On the eastern end of the park, I see tables manned by overzealous pamphleteers pushing for unions, Marxist gatherings, and vegan lifestyles. A media tent passes out schedules of various Occupy events.

The western portion of the park is a warren of tents, tarps, and the detritus of an overcrowded campground. The smell of urine is strong, there is trash strewn about, and conditions have clearly become unsanitary. The scene evokes a low-budget postapocalyptic movie.

Reports have circulated about fights and sexual assaults, and there is no question that New York City rats dine freely on the camp at night.

This, as they say, “is what democracy looks like.”

 

Despite the herculean effort of the media and Democratic politicians to make Occupy seem as American as organic, fair trade apple pie, that narrative started to go off the rails in late October of 2011.

All the conservative pundits in the country couldn’t begin to do as much damage to the OWS’s reputation as its own actions. In fact, the “right-wing attack” machine mostly consisted of news reports from left-wing outlets.

First, basic reality started to hit. Zuccotti Park became cramped, unsafe, and disease-ridden. Thousands of dollars of thefts occurred, leaving some Occupiers without the Mac Book Pros they needed to rail against corporations. Then, it became obvious that many of the Occupiers were just gross.

OWS members were urinating in public. One was caught on camera defecating on a police car. So-called “freeloaders” were allegedly showing up to eat food and not participate in general assemblies, which caused a scaling back of the kitchen’s efforts to provide sustainable and organic cuisine.1 Rat infestations grew out of control.

Small businesses around Occupy Wall Street were also suffering. Estimated losses to them were about five hundred thousand dollars as of mid-November,2 and a number of local workers had to be laid off.3 Bathrooms were trashed, employees were threatened, and thefts “for the good of the movement” from delis and cafés became routine.

The New York Occupiers were not the only ones experiencing these problems. The Occupation in Santa Cruz had drug and ringworm problems.4 Some threw blood and urine at hotdog vendors in San Diego.5 There were arrests for “lewd conduct” in L.A.6

It was the sexual assaults, however, that really started to raise the eyebrows of the public.

Rumors of sexual assaults turned into accusations of rape, and then a spate of arrests followed in Occupy Philadelphia.7 Sexual assaults at Occupy Wall Street’s Zuccotti Park campsite8 became so pervasive that a special tent was set up to house women who were afraid of their fellow Occupiers.

In keeping with the “anything is justified for the revolution” mentality, Occupiers were apparently handling accusations “in-house” and encouraging those who had been physically violated to avoid telling the police.9

The digital-era Occupy movement began unraveling even faster when the first reports of deaths appeared at the Occupations. One man was shot and killed in Occupy Oakland,10 and another shot himself in Vermont. By late November through December, more than eight Occupy-affiliated individuals were dead for one reason or another.11

When confronted with these unpleasant facts, Congresswoman Maxine Waters offered this sage advice: “That’s life and it happens.”12 The mayors of many cities disagreed. Occupations were soon ended in Dallas, Oakland, Boston, Los Angeles, San Francisco, and even the symbolic heart of the resistance, Zuccotti Park in New York City on November 15.

But conflict with the system, not discussion of it, is the lifeblood of Occupy Wall Street. Even when they instigate it, violence and destruction benefit the Occupation.

We must expect more of it, and prepare accordingly.

Winter was long and cold for any Occupation not kicked out by police in riot gear. The movement has already spread far outside any one campground or city. “To Occupy” has been imbued with a politically charged meaning. The Occupation has continued to thrive on YouTube, Twitter, and Facebook. It is only a matter of time before those virtual gatherings shift from cyberspace back to the public square.



Chapter 8:
Occupy the White House?

Police barricades forced the Occupiers to walk in one long column on their way to Foley Square for the union solidarity march. Thousands of Occupy protesters joined the Transport Workers Union, SEIU 1199, and the United Federation of Teachers, among others.

The slapdash, college-student protest vibe was suddenly replaced by a massive, coordinated political march. The signs were glossy and mass-produced. There were organizers along the way, ushering the shouting crowds along. The enormous rally in New York’s Foley Square faced a large podium with megaphones and speakers.

It was readily apparent that professional political agitators had coopted the movement, at least for the day. Perhaps they were in charge from the beginning, behind the scenes. If so, their presence was now obvious for all to see.

The foot soldiers of leftist politics, and the stalwarts of Democratic Party politics, had shown up in full force.

“We can shut this city down,” a magnified voice boomed across the square.

 

Many people wonder if the purpose of all of this is to ensure that Obama is elected to a second term.

The answer, in my opinion, is yes—but it could be only a short-term goal in the longer-term effort to bring down the capitalist system and usher in revolution. Like combatants in any conflict, the Occupiers will adapt their political insurgency to the national environment. Different factions are pursuing a common course of action now in the hopes that they will have a chance to get their way in the end.

Structurally, Occupy Wall Street largely mirrors the modern Democratic Party: a coalition of interest groups with no core principles in common other than a desire to raid the public treasury and control the levers of power.

Occupy Wall Street groups operate on an alliance-of-convenience level. And the more organized factions of Occupiers will definitely work in favor of President Obama and the Democrats in 2012. They have already provided a valuable service to the Obama administration, having hijacked the political discussion and steered it away from the policies of a failed presidency.

Why else did it take three years for the Occupiers to protest bank bailouts that happened in 2008?

They didn’t want to interfere with the Obama agenda. But that agenda, which was pursued over a two-year period in which the Democratic Party was in complete control of Congress and the executive branch, has failed.

The Obama act has flopped, but Occupiers don’t want him to give up the stage. And like a manufactured pop music star, Occupy has been thrust into the spotlight with a lot of help behind the scenes. The media conglomerates, unions, community agitators, and government employees who helped push Obama as the man who would literally save the world look pretty ridiculous these days.

But Occupy Wall Street could help turn that around.

That’s why the White House hasn’t tried much to distance itself from the Occupations. President Obama has even helped promote the primary Occupy talking point, “I understand the frustrations being expressed in those protests,”1 he said—and claimed that there are parallels with the Tea Party movement.

This is because all leftists know in their hearts that the hope of liberals, progressives, Marxists, and socialists in this country is to get Barack Obama reelected. While some liberals and progressives claim they are disappointed in Obama—generally for not being radical enough—they recognize he is clearly the best ally they are going to get in the White House anytime soon. And, lest we forget, much of his agenda suits the left just fine.

With Obamacare passed, the Rubicon has already been crossed toward single-payer healthcare, and eventually to a public sector–dominated economy. America is quietly limping toward socialism every day. The status quo in D.C. oozes in that direction.

Many conservative commentators have been fast to point out that repealing Obamacare will become impossible if Obama gets four more years. Once the benefits have kicked in, there will be millions,2 if not tens of millions, of people who get their healthcare courtesy of Uncle Sam.

The Marxists behind Occupy Wall Street don’t need America to become a statist economy tomorrow. They simply need to create unalterable conditions in the electorate that will gradually move us toward statism. Rome may not have been built in a day, but it wasn’t destroyed in one, either.

So how will the Occupiers mobilize in 2012?

I believe that OWS is going to set itself up as a third-choice populist movement. It can’t publicly march in lockstep with the Democrats, because that would insult the intelligence of the American people. After all, you can hardly claim to be against Washington insiders if you are a self-proclaimed tool of the party in power.

All the while, Obama gets to sit in the middle, play the “adult in the room” role, and slyly shift the entire discussion left. How can he be as liberal as his critics say if he doesn’t totally buy into Occupy Wall Street? He seems so reasonable in comparison!

At some point, President Obama will give a long-winded, bombastic speech about hearing the “voice of the people,” and there will be a rapprochement of Occupiers and the D.C. Beltway insider, business-as-usual Democrats. That’s what will happen on the surface. But first the conditions have to be created for Obama to have that staged moment of recognition.

That’s where Occupy Wall Street’s “American Spring” comes in.

Some leftist political operatives have tipped their hand about what is coming down the pike. Van Jones and his American Dream project have promised to step into the national discussion, and as Mr. Jones told CNN in a November 16 interview:

 

You’re going to see an evolution now as you go from protests, keep the protests, but now expand into politics. And if you thought there was an earthquake in 2010 when the Tea Party moved into politics, wait until this 99 percent movement moves over into politics. You haven’t seen anything yet.3

 

“Expanding” into politics. This would hardly seem to be the preferred method of protesters who believe the current system is so rigged against them that participation in the political process is useless.

Apparently, that was just a cynical OWS talking point. The system is fair as long as you control it. Now that there has been a shift in the national conversation, and Obama’s partisan ground troops have been mobilized, America’s democratic process is looking much better to them.

Van Jones also told CNN that his American Dream movement will be “recruiting 2,000 candidates to run for office now under this 99 percent banner” as Occupy Wall Street enters “phase two.”4

How could a spontaneous, completely organic protest movement with no specific political agenda have a phase two? But I digress.

As part of this “phase two,” there will likely also be a change in tactics. The Occupations of public spaces like Zuccotti Park will be replaced by Occupations of private ones. Already, the Occupiers have reached out to “social justice” religious leaders, and have had their sights set on various church-owned properties as the base camp of their next Occupation.

If they get a replacement for Zuccotti Park there will be massive strikes, shutdowns, and staged chaos to follow. And if they don’t get one, the same outcomes are possible, using digital mobilization via social media.

Community organizers have promised to Occupy a variety of locations, including foreclosed homes and public schools.5 They will target businesses and groups that disagree with them, blocking traffic, chaining themselves to doors, and causing huge economic damage. Americans will not be allowed to ignore them. Their agenda will be thrust in your face, over and over again.

These mob tactics will be a massive drain on police resources and cause constant class warfare friction. They will undermine respect for the police and private property, two major aims of every Marxist “liberation” movement.

On Veterans Day, I videotaped an organizer of a group called Occupy the Land who gave the following preview about the Spring 2012 Occupy offensive:

 

When we move people into vacant and government owned and foreclosed homes, we do eviction defenses to physically block police . . . the banks are occupying our homes, we are liberating them for human beings to use . . . advancing the human right to housing. Housing is a fundamental human right, if corporations want to make their profit, people can’t have a place to live . . . the human right to housing supersedes the right of corporations to make a profit.6

 

So there you have it. Community organizers pushed for banks to give loans to people with bad credit. We know how that turned out. Now, community organizers are pushing for housing as a human right. No credit checks, once again. Nothing has been learned; the only thing that’s changed is that America’s financial situation is now even more precarious.

Even with improved tactics and organization, and redoubled effort, will the Spring 2012 Occupy offensive give the hardline Occupiers what they really want?

Probably not. But socialist movements only need to control America’s trajectory. And on that front, Occupations could be invaluable.

And what do I think all this will look like?

Occupy Wall Street will morph, shift, adjust, and reinvent itself throughout the course of 2012. They will say there is no overarching command center, but whenever an Occupation goes bad, it will be cast off as “not part of the movement.”

In America, Occupy will be a shadow political party, appearing and disappearing at will.

It will stand arm in arm with some candidates while claiming it rejects our political process. Occupiers in one city will demand income equality; in others they will have Hollywood millionaires as featured guest speakers. Occupy organizers will be in the news, guest on talk shows, and the subject of national discussion while claiming to be marginalized and ignored.

Do not look for consistency or principles in the Occupations, you will find neither.

You will, however, find Occupations in classrooms, in union halls, chained to bank doors, on top of buildings, and in foreclosed homes. They are even planning to recreate the 1968 riots at the G-8 summit in Chicago this May.

All of this assumes that America’s economic and security situation hobbles along more or less as it does now. But there are some early indications that may not be the case. America could be tested in a way it has not since 1968.

And the most devoted, destructive Occupiers are waiting for exactly that opportunity.



Chapter 9:
Revolution, 2012

On October 8, I nestled into a crowd of well over a thousand Occupiers as their General Assembly kicked off in Washington Square Park. There were the usual hand signals and human microphone drills, but as we all squatted down in the shadow of New York University, a special guest took center stage.

His name was Muhammad, and he introduced himself as a veteran of the Tahrir Square protests. Once the crowd stopped applauding, Muhammad spoke:

 

I am coming from there, from the Arab Spring to the fall of Wall Street, from the Arab Spring from Liberation Square to Washington Square to the fall of Wall Street and market domination, and capitalist domination, many things separate us—national borders, homeland insecurities, armies, corporations, and police. They have their laws, they have their debts, and we have our Revolution.1

 

It was the first time I had heard an Occupier talk explicitly about an Egypt-style revolution in the United States—and the first time I saw thousands of fingers wiggling in the air in applause.

All revolutions sound crazy until they happen.

That’s not to say the day before Louis XIV got strapped into the guillotine, he had no idea what was coming. Or that Qaddafi had no idea the rebels weren’t going to drop him off at The Hague.

It does mean, however, that many people in the chattering classes will scoff at talk of a “revolution” until mobs are parading around the streets, playing soccer with severed heads. At that point, of course, it’s too late. The Revolution is on.

In the preceding chapter, we dealt with the most likely trajectory of the Occupy Wall Street phenomenon. We went over the rational, sober analysis you can repeat at a cocktail party in a blue state and be disliked, but not necessarily ridiculed and banished.

Well now it’s time for the crazy talk. Only by the end of it, I doubt you will think it’s totally crazy. It’s very possible the Occupations will get uglier and there will be some violence, but in the end, they will adapt to the political process, because President Obama’s reelection may be all they need for now. But that’s not a certainty.

Before we dig deeper, remember this: The Obama administration is running on a platform of “we stopped a global economic collapse.” So, on the one hand, the White House says we just missed complete disaster in 2008, but now, only crazy people talk about collapse. Seems suspect, doesn’t it?

Now, what happens if you add an element of random catastrophe into the mix? What becomes of Occupy if a major political figure is assassinated, our infrastructure is hit with a crippling cyber attack, or European banks go under and there is unrest across the EU?

Widely respected analysts2 in Europe openly discuss these possibilities, but none of them were willing to make the connections to the social upheaval caused by Occupy in the United States—at least not in public.

Then George Soros—yes, he’s back again—gave an interview in which he said the Occupiers could cause a meltdown in America that results in widespread violence. Once a leftist billionaire says that it begins to sound a little less crazy to some people.

So, let’s take a look at the Soros prediction. Call it the low-probability, high-impact scenario, the “black swan” phenomenon—whatever allows you to take it seriously.

America is vulnerable right now. Enemies are circling. They smell weakness. One good shock could cripple our system. The Arab Spring has shattered the postwar Arab world. Greece, Italy, Portugal, and Ireland are bankrupt. Iran could get a nuke one day. These are all serious geopolitical risks.

So let’s bring it closer to home. Our economy has stalled, we are nowhere near a permanent fix to Social Security and Medicare, and student loan debt is a trillion dollars. Cities across the country stand on the edge of default, which means thousands of public safety workers—police, firemen, and EMTs—could be let go right around the time we see riots in urban centers. Hasn’t happened yet, and it might not, but it could.

In 2012, if America suffers a major national security or economic blow, the Occupy movement is poised to pounce into action. The so-called fringe elements of Occupy Wall Street can seize their moment, with devastating consequences. The hard line Occupiers can’t convince Americans of their cause, but they can try to coerce us.

But wait, you say, Occupiers insist they are “nonviolent.” That’s not the real story of what we have seen so far. In Oakland, they threw concrete chunks, used metal pipes, lit roman candles and threw Molotov cocktails.3 In Denver, they tried to storm the Capitol building and were repelled with rubber bullets.4

Equally important, Occupiers have systematically shown a lack of respect for the law. They have pushed a narrative of police as the enemy, and many anti–law enforcement elements of Occupy are waiting to unleash their rage.

Remember the early days of the Arab Spring? Egyptian protesters loved the military, embraced them as defenders of the nation, and old women kissed them in the streets.

By December, the Tahrir Square revolutionaries had turned against the military, and the military was using lethal force against the protesters.

In OWS, it is the revolutionaries in the movement—the black-hat, direct-action cells—that will jump into the fray if given the chance. They’re a minority in the Occupy movement, but small, dedicated groups can incite revolution. History has proven that time and again. Take a look at the World War I Wikipedia page.

Or bring it closer to our shores. In the words of the revolutionary, and hero of the Occupy movement, Fidel Castro:

 

I began revolution with 82 men. If I had to do it again, I do it with 10 or 15 and absolute faith. It does not matter how small you are if you have faith and plan of action.5

 

Revolutionaries believe the most committed win. It’s not about numbers; it’s about passion for the cause. In many cases, they’ve been proven right.

The Occupy movement will have to meld action with opportunism to push for real revolution. In the words of Castro’s little helper, Ernesto “Che” Guevara, “The revolution is not an apple that falls when it is ripe. You have to make it fall.”

So how will the Occupiers make the apple fall? What are the warning signs that will alert us to when they are going for the jugular of American society?

For one, they probably won’t try to terrify every American; not at the start. They may, however, threaten, and then harm, specific individuals to further their cause.

The Occupiers have already shown their Robespierre inclinations, targeting specific citizens for harassment, ridicule, and threats. They’ve surrounded the homes of “fat cats” with screaming marchers,6 including NYC Mayor Bloomberg himself,7 and have paraded an effigy meant to be Goldman Sachs CEO Lloyd Blankfein’s head on a pike across from New York University. That was meant to scare. But it may not always be empty threats.

During the worst violence in Oakland, direct-action “black-hat” cells distributed pamphlets that said, “How dare you even ask for nonviolence.”8 At the flagship Occupy Wall Street protest, a professor told the audience in Zuccotti that “violence is avoidable if the 1% accede to demands of the 99%.”9

Of course, the Occupiers don’t have to burn down every house in a city to get their message across. They may only have to burn one, and the rest will concede. Our modern society functions within a very small margin of error. There are chokepoints that, if properly attacked, could bring us all to our knees. The Occupiers know this. It’s in their literature, and their ideological heroes are steeped in this recognition. It is the constant threat beneath their every brazen action.

Think blackouts. Flu pandemic. Natural disaster. Terrorist attack. Social cohesion is the single most important factor in recovering from such events. Look at Japan after the devastating tsunami. It was the social cohesion of the Japanese people—a widespread respect for law, order, and civilization—that prevented rioting, thefts, and chaos.

In 2012, America won’t be able to count on Occupy to be a good neighbor; quite the opposite. If America has to manage a crisis before the next election, the Occupiers will tear at the socioeconomic fabric of this nation. There will be civil unrest and riots, and, despite all of the pundits who will try, nobody can say with any certainty where that would end.

Always remember—“By gnawing through a dike, even a rat may drown a nation.”

Perhaps most Occupiers would disown such tactics. But when the World Workers Party threatens to “Shut this city down,” as they have done so many times during the Occupation, protesters have remained silent—or raised their hands in enthusiastic support.

There have been calls for nationwide strikes, for major corporate shutdowns. Occupiers can lie in the streets and on highways, bringing us all to a standstill because we refused to show the proper contempt for their petulance from the beginning.

And once they make their play for all-out revolution, the Occupiers will get help from the outside. There have been Occupations in 82 countries and 951 cities.10 The Islamic Republic of Iran has expressed solidarity.11 There are sure to be other foreign entities lurking.

Keep all of this in the mind the next time someone says Occupy Wall Street is a harmless expression of disappointment in our financial sector.

If the worst does happen, it’ll be important to understand what the Occupiers really want. What is their end game? The truth is that even they don’t know. As with many revolutionaries, the struggle is its own end right now. They aren’t clear on what the future looks like, they just fervently believe a more statist America will be better than what we have now.

Understanding their character, however, gives insight into their goals. In The Coming Insurrection, the Invisible Committee summarizes the impetus behind the modern revolutionary movements in Europe as the destruction of the individual. The committee wrote that:

 

The fiction of the individual has decomposed at the same speed that it was becoming real. . . . 

When all is said and done, it’s with an entire anthropology that we are at war. With the very idea of man.12

 

    This is not new thinking for radical collectivists.  Nikita Khrushchev, for example, said the aim of the Soviet Union was to “abolish the cult of the individual.”13

Again, what we’ve outlined here is a worst-case scenario. These events may not come to pass—and I’ll be as happy as anyone if that’s the case. But keep in mind that civil unrest has gone from outlandish to possible, in less than a year. In historical terms, that’s the blink of an eye.

If they do push for revolution, the Occupiers will make mistakes. The police departments in many cities have proven capable of handling most of the Occupiers’ antics so far. The more the American people learn about the Occupiers, the less they tend to like them.

Maybe we’ve been lucky so far. But as an IRA leader once said after a bombing attempt on Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher nearly ended her life in 1983, “Today we were unlucky, but remember we only have to be lucky once. You have to be lucky always.”14

We can’t rely on luck to protect our Republic. We must prepare for the fight ahead.



Chapter 10:
Liberating America from Occupation

It’s late February and the worst of winter has passed. Zuccotti Park is remarkably clean and quiet. A couple of men play chess, and a coffee truck’s generator hums. Gone are the cluttered tents, tables, and placards that once jammed the entire square.

But there is still a lingering unease about the place.

Half a dozen security guards, and just as many cops, stand watch and patrol the park’s perimeter. Stacks of metal barricades have been pushed to one corner of the square and remain at the ready. An NYPD surveillance tower stands tall in the northwest corner, taping every passerby. A police van is parked discreetly off to one side, ready to begin transporting arrestees at a moment’s notice.

I pull out my iPhone to check in with the OWS media wing. No rallies today, though an Occupation of Tompkins Square Park is planned for later in the week. The main Occupy Twitter feed has reached 105,000 followers, and there are dozens of other accounts spreading the message. Planned protests at the NATO summit in Chicago are already causing a buzz. Occupiers are planning a month-long occupation on May Day, May 1, with a massive general strike.

It’s quiet today in lower Manhattan, but you can still feel something in the air. It’s only a matter of time. It’s getting warmer outside, the political climate is heating up, and Occupy Wall Street will be back.

 

America has a long, hard political and social fight ahead. That’s true even if the Occupiers decide to go out with a whimper. But that is unlikely; there’s just too much on the line for them.

We have to prepare for Occupations to happen across the United States. We must be ready to expose their backers and take their arguments head-on. Most of the media are complicit in the OWS “wealth disparity” agenda, but even they can’t hide the whole truth. Those who love freedom and understand the historic greatness of the American system must be willing to peel back the anti–Wall Street façade and speak out whenever the Occupy mobs lie to the public or violate the law.

You can help. In fact, you are the key. Whenever possible, engage that first group of Occupy supporters who don’t have the necessary context to understand the end goal of the movement. Explain to them that you also despise crony capitalism, but the way to roll back government from the private sector is not to march in lockstep with Marxists and socialists and revolutionaries.

There’s a laundry list of real reform that needs to happen—and can happen, simply by using the political process. Some of it already is. Banking regulations have evolved, congressional insider trading rules are changing, and Wall Street bonuses are being curbed in response to new rules that make using leverage for hyper-risky bets more difficult (but not impossible). The STOCK act has also passed, making it illegal (at least in some cases) for members of Congress to trade on insider information.

To borrow a line from Gustave Flaubert, many in Congress remain so corrupt that it seems they would “willingly pay for the pleasure of selling themselves.”1 This has to stop. Term limits for all elected officials would be a good start, but it would be just the beginning.

As for Wall Street, crony capitalism must end. No more special favors for investment banks or multinational corporations with ties to the White House. Commercial banks and investment banks should be separated again. No more “too big to fail.”

I know, you are thinking to yourself, “Unlike the Occupiers, I don’t have the time for this. I have a job.”

Unfortunately, this year it’s not enough for each patriotic American to just do your job, take care of your family, and mind your own business. Family comes first, and always will. Take care of them before all else. But some of us have to be willing to organize, and mobilize against the Occupations.

Things will heat up fast as the most important American presidential race of a generation hits full stride. The Tea Party may rise again, and we could see counter-protests to Occupy. But Tea Partiers should not be left to carry the load alone. They handed limited government a major boost in the 2010 midterm elections. Other responsible Americans need to get involved, too.

Conservatives and independents need to be as active on the web as they are on talk radio. The Occupiers have used social media to great advantage. The opposition to Occupy also needs to communicate and coordinate with new media. They need to leverage the web, and counter the progressive pro-Occupy propaganda out there.

 

If the Occupiers can use Twitter to set up flash mobs and disrupt traffic, then conservatives, independents, and sober-minded Democrats can Tweet out information about town halls and local meet-ups to talk politics. Our way is slower, but respects the principles we seek to promote.

We also need to show support with our time, and our money. Voting once a year is critical, but not enough. There are brilliant conservative analysts writing for obscure publications or just in their free time. When these pundits and writers criticize Occupy Wall Street, they take a real personal and professional risk. They could lose a job, face threats on the street, or have their email hacked.

Email them your support. Send them story tips. Is this self-serving? Sure. But this is America, and capitalism isn’t just for the classroom. If you want honest media that can compete with established outlets, support those who show integrity and candor in their work. Stop flipping on whatever biased news is shoved down your throat via basic cable.

Go to a town hall meeting. Make your voice heard. Maybe your clip will go viral.

As you evaluate candidates, look for those who have an inclination to preserve what is best about America, not those who promise to change everything. Sitting on your couch or in bed, remember what John Stuart Mill wrote in On Liberty:

 

A man who has nothing for which he is willing to fight, nothing which is more important than his own personal safety, is a miserable creature and has no chance of being free unless made and kept so by the exertions of better men than himself.

 

A little harsh, perhaps, but true. We need to be willing to fight—always within the law, and without malice—for our country and its future. And that fight starts now.

Maintain your good humor, and above all else, your unwavering faith in God and Country.

Let’s roll.
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