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Their main failure was on a military, and partially on an ideological level: (1.) They 
didn’t carry out a protracted fight against the fascist Falange with the attitude of 
driving them off the face of the planet. (2.) They underestimated the treachery 
of their Marxist-Leninist “allies” (and even some of their anarchist “allies”), who 
later sided with the liberal government to destroy the anarchist collectives. Some 
CNT members even joined the government in the name of a “united front against 
fascism”. And (3.), they hadn’t spent enough time really developing their networks 
outside the country in the event they needed weapons, supplies, or a place to seek 
refuge quickly.

Besides leaving out those important facts, Green also omits that today the 
majority of prisoner support groups in the US are anarchist run or influenced. He 
also leaves out that anarchists are generally the most supportive and involved in 
grassroots issues such as homelessness, police brutality, Klan/Nazi activity, Native 
sovereignty issues, [physical] defense of womens health clinics, sexual assault 
prevention, animal rights, environmentalism, and free speech issues.

Green later attacks “supporters of capitalist realism on one hand and anarchist 
dreamers on the other”. What he fails to understand is that the movement will be 
influenced mostly by those who do practical work around day to day struggles, not 
by those who spout empty rhetoric with no basis in reality because they themselves 
(like Green) are fundamentally incapable of practicing what they preach. Any 
theory which cannot, at the very least, be demonstrated in miniature scale (with 
the current reality of the economically, socially, and militarily imposed limitations 
of capitalist/white supremacist society taken in to consideration) in daily life is not 
even worth serious discussion because it is rigid dogma of the worst kind.

Even if he could “show and prove”, his proposed system is doomed to repeat the 
cannibalistic practices of Josef Stalin or Pol Pot. While state planning can accelerate 
economic growth no one from Lenin, to Mao, to Green himself has truly dealt 
with the power relationship between the working class and the middle-class 
“revolutionaries” who seize state power “on the behalf ” of the latter. How can one use 
the organizing methods of the European bourgeoisie, “[hierarchal] party building” 
and “seizing state power” and not expect this method of organizing people to not 
take on the reactionary characteristics of what it supposedly seeks to eliminate? 
Then there’s the question of asserting ones authoritarian will upon others (the usual 
recruitment tactics of the white left attempting to attract Black members).

At one point in the article Green claims that anarchistic social relations take on 
the oppressive characteristics of the capitalist ideology their rooted in. Really? 
What about the capitalist characteristics of know-it-all ahistorical white “radicals” 
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