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Background
    Democratic Socialists of America (DSA) was an 
early endorser of the Occupy Wall Street movement. 
Our National Political Committee urged locals to 
support Occupy Wall Street-type demonstrations 
as they arise in other cities. As a result, there has 
been a DSA presence not only at Zuccotti Park in 
New York (See the associated post from Detroit 
DSA executive board member David Elsila who is 
attending the Occupy Wall Street protests in New 
York as well as the interview with DSA honorary co-
chair Francis Fox Piven regarding the Occupy Wall 
Street movement.) but also in other cities including 
Boston, and most recently, Detroit.
    Occupy Wall Street began as a suggestion from 
a Canadian-based group, the Ad Busters Media 
Foundation, that activists should emulate the 
non-violent tactics of protesters during the Arab 
Spring uprisings and create a permanent presence 
on Wall Street to draw attention to the fact that 
corporate greed and the absence of regulation over 
the financial sector have combined to wreck the 
American economy. This suggestion was echoed 
by the activist group Anonymous. Using Facebook 
as a tool, organizers were able to bring together a 
disparate group of anarchists, socialists, libertarians, 

Agenda for DSA General Membership 
Meeting on November 5th

    Join us for our next DSA general membership meeting 
on November 5th at the Royal Oak Senior/Community 
Center (3500 Marais Avenue) from 10 AM until noon. 
Our speaker is Darrell Newman, the presumptive new 
Secretary-Treasurer of the Michigan State AFL-CIO 
whose topic is “The Right-Wing Attack on Public 
Sector Workers and their Unions.”

Agenda

1. Treasury Report

2. Committee Reports—Jobs with Justice, Michigan  
 Universal Health Care Access Network, Michigan  
 Alliance to Strengthen Social Security and Medicare,  
 Detroit Area Peace with Justice Network

3. DSA Convention—Motion to Contribute to DSA  
	 National	Office

4. Motion to Support Central United Methodist  
 Church’s Peace and Justice Banquet
 
5. Proposal for DSA Fundraiser for Rep. John Conyers,  
 Jr.

6. Speaker: Darrell Newman, “The Right-Wing Attack  
 on Public Sector Workers and their Unions”

continued to page 2
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trade unionists, environmentalists, and students to 
demonstrate in Zuccotti Park in lower Manhattan on 
September 17th.  The protesters are united in their 
revulsion with corporate greed, inequality, and lack 
of regulation on Wall Street.  They call for an end to 
the excess influence over government of the wealthiest 
citizens in our country (“the 1%”). They call for an end 
to the corporate agenda which takes no responsibility for 
the social consequences of its decisions (e.g., The Great 
Recession, environmental degradation).  Detractors on 
the left have leveled two main criticisms at the Occupy 
Wall Street movement:
 1. the absence of a strong leadership makes  
  it difficult  to organize specific events, and 
 2. the absence of a specific list of demands  
  makes it difficult for government to respond to  
  the demonstrations.

Occupy Detroit
    On October 14th, DSA members joined approximately 
500 people in a demonstration against corporate greed 
and excessive corporate influence over government 
at the Spirit of Detroit Statue in Detroit. DSAers 
distributed flyers on the Conyers Jobs Bill (HR 870—The 
Humphrey-Hawkins 21st Century Full Employment and 
Training Act) as an example of a specific demand which 
demonstrators can make on government to solve the 
jobs crisis. The demonstrators then marched to Grand 
Circus Park where about 200 people set up tents for a 
prolonged occupation of Detroit.



Dear Friends,

 Energizing and inspirational are words that describe 
the scene at Occupied Wall Street. I was there last night 
along with a thousand or more others, who are speaking 
out, displaying signs, performing music, painting posters, 
silk-screening t-shirts, sending out electronic updates, 
serving donated food, and keeping Zuccotti Park clean 
with a volunteer sanitation crew.  Participants are going 
out of their way to deny police any excuse to crack down, 
and the atmosphere is festive yet peaceful.  I was also 
there Wednesday when 30,000 people from unions, 
environmental, faith-based, community, and other groups 
marched from Foley Square to Zuccotti Park.  I plan to 
go back later today.
 The participants have published two issues of a 
broadsheet “Occupied Wall Street Journal” and distributed 
them throughout the city.  There’s a big mix of people: 
you see everything from IWW signs to people wearing 
Ron Paul t-shirts. A double-decker Grey Line tour bus 
went by while I was there; the tourists sitting on the open-
air top deck cheered and applauded the occupiers. 
 It seems that participants perceive that the building of 
a large popular opposition movement of resistance is the 
best way to effect change and make politicians of all stripes 
sit up and take notice.  Perhaps Todd Gitlin said it best in 
Sunday’s New York Times when he quoted a historian 
as saying: “This is the Obama generation declaring their 
independence from the administration.”  Gitlin went on 

 

to write, “By allying itself with the protest, the left at 
large is telling the president that a campaign slogan that 
essentially says ‘We’re better than Eric Cantor’ won’t cut 
it in 2012.  ‘We are the 99 percent’ would be more like it.  
If President Obama takes this direction, the movement’s 
energy may be able to power a motor of significant 
reform.”
  Unfortunately, my vintage MacBook laptop doesn’t 
want to recognize my little iPhone camera, so I can’t 
send you any photos. (Go to Democracynow.org on your 
computer for good photo and video coverage.)  However, 
here are some of the signs I saw that give a flavor of the 
scene: “I can’t find a job, but I found an Occupation.” 
“99:1 – consider the odds.”  “Fox News: Don’t worry; 
I don’t take you seriously either.”   “Wall Street needs 
an enema: it’s full of crap.”  “Jesus is with the 99%. You 
cannot serve God and wealth (Matthew 6:24),” carried 
by a man in a clerical collar. “I’ve been in two wars; in 
this one I know who my enemy is” (carried by a man 
in military fatigues). And “The working class is waking 
up.”
 I hope you have a chance to participate in this new 
movement wherever you are.  There are Occupy Wall 
Street spinoffs in several hundred areas around the 
U.S.  Look for one in your community.  Perhaps the 
“Arab Spring” that we all cheered has now given rise to 
the “American Autumn.”

REPORT FROM NEW YORK
by David Elsila

    Over 200 people attended the 12th annual Frederick 
Douglass-Eugene V. Debs Dinner on October 1st  at UAW 
Local 600 in Dearborn. The dinner honored Reverend Ed 
Rowe, senior pastor at Central United Methodist Church, 
and the Restaurant Opportunities Center of Michigan 
(ROC-Michigan). We honored Reverend Rowe for his 
lifetime commitment to social justice, civil rights, and 
workers’ rights. We honored ROC-Michigan for its recent 
successful campaign to improve wages and working 
conditions at Andiamo Restaurant. The dinner co-chairs 
were Metropolitan Detroit AFL-CIO President Saundra 
Williams and UAW Vice-President Jimmy Settles, Jr. 
The Bill Meyer Group provided entertainment and led 

the audience in 
singing “Solidarity 
Forever” and “The 
Internationale.” Our 
keynote speaker was 
William Greider,  
national affairs cor-
respondent at The 
Nation. 
    Greider charmed 
the audience with 
his anecdotes. At 
one point, when 

12th Annual Douglass-Debs Dinner a Success

Metropolitan Detroit AFL-CIO President 
Saundra Williams presents  

Douglass-Debs Award to Rev. Ed Rowe



queried as to whether he was a socialist, Greider 
replied, “Not yet, but if you folks get your act together, 
I may become one.” In his prepared remarks, Greider 
emphasized the importance of the housing crisis in 
dragging down the nation’s economy. He described a 
“death spiral” in which home foreclosures depress the 
prices of surrounding homes thereby causing the owners 
of those homes to go “underwater” on their mortgages 
leading to a cascade of new foreclosures. He advocated 
that the Obama administration issue an executive order 
to Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac instructing them to write 
down the principal on mortgages they hold in order to 
allow people to remain in their homes. By lowering 
homeowners’ monthly mortgage payments in this way, 
not only would the “death spiral” be halted, but people 
would have more disposable income, thereby stimulating 
the economy.

DSA National Director Maria Svart addresses 
the Douglass-Debs Dinner

William Greider delivering the 
keynote address

Representative Hansen Clarke presents a Congressional citation to 
Restaurant Opportunities Center-Michigan.

Representative Hansen Clarke presents a 
Congressional citation to Reverend Ed Rowe.

Social Security is America’s Best Safety Net
 By Ken Jenkins

 Social Security is America’s greatest social program. It is the sole income for millions of Americans. It has 
raised millions of retirees out of poverty. It provides benefits to widows and dependents. It provides monthly 
benefits to disabled workers. It protects elderly parents from becoming burdens. It has never failed to pay 
benefits. It is free of corruption and scandal in its administration. The current Republican attack would slash 
this pillar of our society and leave a vast hole in our nation’s security for its retirees, disabled, widows, and their 
children.
    For all the years of Social Security’s existence, its enemies have tried to eliminate the program—not because 
it is a Ponzi scheme (which it is not)—but solely because they do not wish to pay the payroll tax now paid by 
employers. Employees pay the same percentage of payroll tax as their premium into this retirement insurance 
fund.
    From Barry Goldwater to today, there have been a multitude of schemes to kill this vital program: make it 
voluntary, phase it out, invest it in the stock market, and more. The granddaddy of this attack is Peter Petersen, 
known as the Wall Street raider who specialized in buying companies, selling off their units, and pocketing 
millions. Petersen, and those who attack Social Security, care not at all about retirees or someday-to-be retirees. 
They simply want the billions of dollars they will capture if the program ends. This happened under Margaret 
Thatcher in England and virtually destroyed that nation’s pension program.



Frances Fox Piven has spent decades 
writing about and participating in 
social movements in the United 
States. She was gracious enough to 
sit down for an interview with Chris 
Maisano, a writer and activist in 
the New York local of Democratic 
Socialists of America, to discuss 
the Occupy Wall Street protests, the 
complex interplay between social 
movements and electoral politics, 
and the future of the occupation movement.

Chris Maisano: What have you thought of the protests 
so far?
Frances Fox Piven: I think they’ve been pretty terrific. 
And I really am hopeful that it’s the beginning of a new 
period of social protest in this country. I think a lot about 
the protest is absolutely on target, it’s so smart. It was so 
smart to pick Wall Street because Wall Street looms so 
large not only in the reality of inequality and recession 
policy, but it looms so large in the minds of people 
now because everybody knows that they’re stealing the 
country blind. So they picked the right place, they had 
somehow — I don’t know how self-consciously, maybe 
self-consciously — absorbed a kind of lesson from 
Tahrir Square of staying there, because usually we have 
demonstrations and marches and parades and things, and 
they’re over in a nanosecond. And all that the authorities 
have to do is wait, because they’re gonna be over. 
 So what they tried to do is take this classical form 
of the mass rally — they didn’t do it alone, obviously 
it happened in Egypt too — and connected it with the 
disruptive potential of mass action because they said 
“we’re staying.” And “we’re staying” is more troublesome. 
Not only that, “we’re staying” makes it possible for them 
to organize and mobilize throughout the course of the 
action, which is what they do. So that part of it was pretty, 
pretty smart.
 They are smart in being very inclusive. I mean, they’re 
very happy to include everybody, and they’ve actively 
reached out to the unions. When has a youthful protest 
done that in living memory? A very long time since that’s 
happened. But they knew from the beginning — probably 
they were helped to learn that from Wisconsin. And 
they’re so happily counter-cultural, you can’t even get 
angry at them if you’re a stiff old person! Then you read 

their statements, I’m sure you do. Well, I do too. And 
I think they’re very thoughtful for statements issued by 
a general assembly sitting on the cold cement – they’re 
very good statements, and they really are statements that 
include the 99%. So it’s great. 
 It’s also true that when I say I think we may be on 
the cusp, at the beginning of a another period of social 
protest and [Occupy Wall Street] is the sign, I don’t 
think that social protest works as a little explosion and 
gets bigger and bigger and bigger and bigger. It doesn’t 
happen that way. It’s much more interrupted, dispersed, 
there are periods of discouragement — 1959-1960 the 
civil rights movement people thought it was over, after 
1962 in Albany, Georgia — this movement is going to be 
like that too.

CM: Why do you think it’s starting now, rather than say, 
three years ago when the crisis broke out? What do you 
think is behind the timing of the protests? 
FFP: Well, I think a lot happened in the last three years 
that were quite shocking. Like the failure of corporations 
to invest any of the money they are sitting on so that 
the jobless rate continued to increase. Like the refusal 
of Republicans who are obviously the political allies of 
these people, the refusal of the Republicans to support a 
serious jobs program. And you know, the banks took a 
lot of taxpayer money and what did they give back for it? 
They gave themselves the money in executive bonuses. 
Everybody — well, not everybody — but a lot of people 
know that now, and certainly these young people know 
that. 
 So I think that’s part of it, but you know things don’t 
happen on a dime anyway. 1929 was not the year of big 
protests in the 1930s. If there was a big year, it was 1935, 
1936, 1937. 

CM: Do you think disillusionment with the Obama 
administration is playing a role too?
FFP: Yeah, probably. I think that’s right.

CM: We’ve already talked about this a little bit, but many 
people, including a number of people on the left, have 
criticized the protests for lacking a formal organizational 
structure or leadership, or an articulated set of demands. 
A lot of people have been saying “what do you want?” 
What do you make of that criticism?
FFP: I think it’s so misplaced. It’s so irritating, it’s so 

From Protest to Disruption
Frances Fox Piven on Occupy Wall Street



— I can’t stand it! I’ve been listening to it for like 10 
days, 15 days. The contempt, especially the mainstream 
media people. I wish they would just stuff their feet in 
their mouths. 
 In the first place, it’s not true, and they’re not listening. 
It’s like they’re so eager to spout off this line of criticism 
because the protesters’ shirt-tails are not tucked in or 
something like that. In fact, I think the intelligence that 
has gone into this protest is very impressive. And the list 
of articulated demands that came out yesterday — it’s not 
only intelligent, it’s artful because it takes into account 
the grievances of such a wide range of constituencies and 
shows that they fit together pretty well. So that puts the 
lie to that criticism.
 As for “they’re not organized,” they’re not organized 
the way you think people should be organized. But if 
you mean by organization coherence and coordination, 
it works fine. The general assembly meets every day, the 
human mic is really a pleasure. 
CM: It can take a while, though.
FFP: [laughter] But it works! And it’s so much fun to 
speak to the human mic, because when else do you hear 
your statement echoed across a square? So I totally 
disagree with that. And I think they [left critics of the 
protests] better get their heads on straight because they 
should be supporting this movement — it may be their 
only chance.

CM: These protests have clearly struck a chord. We’ve 
got Occupy Philly going on, Occupy LA, Occupy Boise 
— they’re all over the place. Why do you think these 
protests have struck a chord and spread when earlier 
protests, such as last October’s One Nation Working 
Together rally in Washington, did not?
FFP: Well this didn’t at the beginning either.

CM: Then what helped it to grow? Was it the police 
repression?
FFP: I don’t think it was the police repression, because 
obviously there’s been police repression before. I do 
think that their language and demands and the site of their 
protest was very sensitively chosen. They were sensitive 
to what Americans think is going on in the country, but it 
didn’t work right away. They couldn’t break through and 
get into the mass media right away, which is certainly 
part of the reason. 
 I think you’ve asked a question that we don’t really 
know the answer to. Which is why I always say to 
frustrated, anxious activists, “let’s try, let’s see whether 
it works, whether it resonates.” You have to keep trying. 
And a lot of movement work in the early stages is like that. 

When the Communists started organizing Unemployed 
Councils in the 1930s, it was after a series of failures at 
organizing — they didn’t always call them Unemployed 
Councils, bread councils or whatever it was — on and off 
since 1921. 

CM: As yesterday’s march and recent comments by 
even the president and vice-president have showed, a lot 
of the more institutionalized forces on the left like the 
unions and MoveOn and the Van Jones American Dream 
Movement are trying to latch on to the protests and turn 
them into what some people have called a liberal version 
of the Tea Party. How do you think their involvement will 
effect the movement? How should the activists at the core 
of the movement relate to them?
FFP: They should be friendly. They should ask them to 
do things, they should give them assignments. And not 
adopt the insignia of these groups as their own. In other 
words they should maintain considerable autonomy, but 
nevertheless they should treat these groups as allies, as 
they treated the unions as allies. But they shouldn’t ever 
let unions tell them what to do, they shouldn’t let Van 
Jones tell them what to do. Partly because they seem to 
know better, really. So I don’t think that’s their biggest 
problem, how to deal with their erstwhile supporters.

CM: What do you think their biggest problem is?
FFP: Spreading the movement. Thinking of second, third, 
fourth, fifth phases. Other forms of disruptive protest that 
are punchier than occupying a square.

CM: In a lot of your writings you say that power that 
people have comes out of their institutional location, and 
refusing whatever role they’re supposed to play within 
that institution. I’ve been trying to use that framework to 
think about what the possibilities for disruption for these 
protests are, but it’s been difficult because we’re not 
talking about workers working in a specific workplace, or 
students in a specific school, where if they all say “we’re 
not going,” the thing shuts down. What is it about the 
protests that will allow the people encamped in the park 
to exercise their capacity for engaging in disruption?
FFP: I think what’s happening now is brilliant theater. 
This is not a criticism, but it’s going to be a really tough 
movement, it’s not going to win anything easily. 

CM: Especially since it’s being policed so heavily.
FFP: Not only that, who is it going to win it from? The 
American ruling class is so fragmented and cannibalistic, 
and it doesn’t even care what’s going to happen — the 
future for them is about two years. It has no interest in 



responding to the demands about pollution, for example, 
or safe food supplies. So it’s a tough movement, it has 
to hang on. Its most likely constituencies are students 
and workers. It’s not immediately clear to me which 
workers. I think that’s a little puzzling to me. But at 
John Jay yesterday and other schools at CUNY walked 
out, and they went down to Foley Square. I was there 
this afternoon, they had a meeting on campus, and those 
students are just wildly enthusiastic about this thing. 
They’re good, those students.

CM: It seemed to me, just observing from afar, that once 
the mass protests in Wisconsin shifted gears and put most 
of its focus on electoral politics and recall campaigns 
they lost their power and the degree of popular support 
they had. With an election season coming up, I’m sure 
there are going to be pressures within the movement and 
without to channel it toward the electoral system. How do 
you think the movement should engage with that system, 
if at all? Should it ignore it, or be involved in a limited 
way? I just think that this question has the potential to 
cause divisions within the movement and create conflict.
FFP: Yeah, there will be people who will say “we have to 
go out and do real politics now and work for Obama.” And 
Obama, of course, when the general election approaches 
will appear as more of a left-liberal than he actually has 
been since he took office, and people will forever be 
deluded by that. 
 I think we have to be very careful about that because 
electoral politics are important. I’ve never accepted the 
dichotomy of electoral vs. movement politics. I’ve never 
thought that movement politics detracts from electoral 
politics excepting in the most obvious sense of using 
the time that you could be doing door knocking that you 
could be doing for the movement. But there’s no inherent 
sapping of energy for one because of the other. So I think 
what the stance of lefties like you and me should be is that 
some people really should do electoral politics because 
they’re so well positioned to do it and do it effectively 
and because the 2012 election is important. They’re not 
lying. But the movement is also electoral politics. It’s 
a movement first and foremost but it has an impact on 
people’s opinions, on the way people see the world, and 
the way they act at the ballot box. And the movement 
helps people to see what the issues are in a much bolder 
way than Barack Obama will, for example. So it’s just a 
little more complicated as what most people say when 
the election approaches but that’s what we should say.

CM: In a lot of your works you talk about how the extent 
of what a movement can win is structured by the balance 

of forces within the electoral-representative system. Do 
you think that the balance of forces right now is favorable 
to a movement like this in terms of winning some of the 
demands that are raised? 
FFP: Listen, if this movement really develops it could 
put the votes of young people, minorities — or at least 
young minorities — a lot of poor people, it could put 
those votes at risk for the Obama administration. 

CM: How so? 
FFP: I think to some extent they’re at risk right now 
because [2008] was a high turnout election among a 
volatile constituency. The high turnout came from youth, 
minorities, and the poor. Whether they’ll turn out again is 
a big question. But to the extent that the movement seizes 
the imagination of these groups, the Democrats will have 
to bargain harder for their votes. That’s what movements 
can do. 

CM: Now that the movement has acquired a measure of 
legitimacy and popular support, what are the next steps? 
If you had to advise the activists who are driving this 
thing, what would you tell them to do? 
FFP: I would tell them that they’ve got to continue their 
outreach work, and the outreach work has to include 
helping the creation of new occupations. It’s not the case 
that the occupation at Wall Street has to continue through 
the winter. That could be hard to pull off. But we’ll have 
other occupations, rolling occupations of public space. 
They have to continue their work with students and with 
the unions, and also look for the opportunity for new 
kinds of occupations — sit-ins, basically. The sit-in is, 
as you know, a brilliant tactic. It’s never been surpassed. 
Where else can we make our mark on the physical plant 
that they have constructed on the earth? Actually, we did 
the construction.

 Frances Fox Piven is an eminent scholar of American 
politics and social movements at the City University of 
New York Graduate Center and has long been an honorary 
co-chair of Democratic Socialists of America. She is the 
author of Poor People’s Movements, Regulating the Poor, 
and Challenging Authority, among numerous other books 
and articles. The New Press will soon release a collection 
of her key writings called Who’s Afraid of Frances Fox 
Piven? The Essential Writings of the Professor Glenn 
Beck Loves to Hate.



Calendar of Events
NoveMber

Friday, November 4 — Rally for Clean Energy Jobs from 5-6 PM at  
Woodward and Sears in Highland Park

Saturday, November 5—DSA General Membership Meeting from 10 AM until noon at the Royal Oak Senior/
Community Center (3500 Marais Avenue—near the intersection of Thirteen Mile and Crooks)

DeceMber
Sunday, December 4 — DSA Executive Board Meeting from 10 AM until noon  
at the home of David and Teena Green, 28292 Harwich Drive, Farmington Hills

Sunday, December 4th — Central United Methodist Church Peace and  
Justice Banquet at 6 PM at the Detroit Marriott in the Renaissance Center (For further information, c 

all Deb Patrick at 248-227-4188

Democratic Socialists of America
of Greater Detroit
28292 Harwich Drive
Farmington Hills, MI 48334


