
leverage, affecting decision makers with pressure from both the 
inside and from without.
*With a clear message. We reject action for the sake of action.  
Poorly conceived actions with no clear message that are solely 
destructive or disruptive do not advance the cause. "Contrary to 
popular rhetoric, smashing a window is only direct action if you 
had a problem with that particular window."

Why Are We Fighting?
    It may be better to ask "why are we bothering to fight?" The 
fact  is:  the struggle  seems incredibly  daunting.  A myriad  of 
criticisms spill forth ranging from whether or not actions should 
take  place  on  campus  or  elsewhere  to  whether  or  not  the 
movement in and of itself is futile. We bother to fight not out of 
some  quixotic  desire  to  achieve  an  educational  utopia  but, 
rather, out of an understanding that this is a fight that hinges 
on  endurance  rather  than  ability.  We  can  win  if  we  remain 
unified  and  organized.  We  can  win  if  we  are  patient  and 
uncompromising. We can win if we do not blink at opposition. 
We will most certainly lose if we give up.
    The SUNY system exists to serve the needs of those least 
able to afford higher education. Let's try that again: the SUNY 
system exists to serve the needs of those least able to afford 
higher education. We are the target of a service meaning that 
its  very  existence  relies  upon  us.  If  the  terms  change--  if 
conditions  become  intolerable  to  us--  the  power  and 
responsibility to make demands and expect them to be carried 
out lie in our hands. The state can only slash our budget if we 
allow them to or resist with insufficient fervor. The state can 
only raise our tuition if we shrug and give in or rely on armchair 
activism. The state can only privatize the SUNY system if we 
remain ignorant or refuse to harness the enormous wealth of 
power we have.
    If we do not unite and resist-- each and every one of us to 
the degree that we are able to-- then we will lose. If we do not 
even attempt to fight then we certainly will  lose. If  we unite 
and resist but eventually succumb to opposition we may lose. 
If, though, we understand and wield the tremendous leverage 
we have and never doubt that leverage, we will  at the very 
least have made the terrible blow of budget cuts, tuition hikes 
and privatization an uncertainty. At the very best we will win.
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Why We Fight
    This pamphlet is intended to answer a number of questions 
that arise when considering any movement. Its authors intend 
to  answer  these  questions  but  focus  on  one  question  in 
particular: "why fight?" This question, borne out of skepticism, 
is a crucial one to address as an adequate response can make 
or break ones involvement in a campaign.  It  is important to 
keep in mind that the following responses are being delivered 
by  a  handful  of  students  and  do not  necessarily  reflect  the 
views  or  motivations  of  every  individual  involved.  If  the 
answers given here are not entirely convincing, take it upon 
yourself to evaluate the questions from various perspectives. 
Exhaust  all  potential  justifications  before  settling  upon  your 
view.

What Are We Fighting For?
The goals of the student movement at SUNY Stony Brook are 
key  to  understanding  the  organizational  structure  being 
utilized,  the  tactics  being  considered  and  the  motivation 
behind involvement. Our goals are simple and as follows:

*Preservation of a quality,  affordable public  education system. 
This entails adequate state funding, low tuition and the removal 
of private interests.
*Ensuring  that  adequate  state  funding  is  provided  without 
damaging  other  aspects  of  the  public  sector  such  as  roads, 
prisons, health care etc.
*"Chop from the top". Promoting solutions, which do not further 
burden  students,  workers  and  the  poor  who  have  already 
received a poor hand in regards to resources.

    The first  goal  is  simple  to  understand.  The second may 
require  some  qualification.  The  logic  behind  defending  the 
public  sector  at  large is  the same as  that  of  protecting the 
public education system. The responsibility of providing public 
services is held by the state for the reason that public services 
affect each and every one of us. While budget cuts and tuition 
hikes are easily recognized as distasteful, we will find that cuts 
to  or  the  privatization  of  other  public  services  are  covertly 
distasteful.  In  other  words:  affect  us negatively  in  ways not 
immediately recognized.  Really,  our goals  can be rolled into 

one:  ensuring  that  the  state  carries  out  its  responsibility  to 
provide for the common good of everyone-- not just students, 
faculty and staff. After all, the United States did sign on to the 
Universal  Declaration  of  Human Rights,  which,  in  article  26, 
specifically  states,  "Everyone  has  the  right to  education. 
Education  shall  be  free,  at  least  in  the  elementary  and 
fundamental  stages.  Elementary  education  shall  be 
compulsory.  Technical  and  professional  education  shall  be 
made generally available and higher education shall be equally 
accessible to all on the basis of merit" (emphasis is ours).

How Are We Fighting For It?
    The  method  by  which  we  are  fighting  for  our  goals  is 
decentralized and therefore varies depending on independent 
actors and groups. There are, however, points of unity, which 
are  generally  accepted  and  are  helpful  in  keeping  the 
movement consistent while diffuse.

*Organically.  This  means  ensuring  individual  and  group 
autonomy. Students should not obey the commands of a central 
organizing body, lest they relinquish responsibility. Encouraging 
students and groups to organize and act as they decide to do so 
promotes  a  population  of  leaders  rather  than  followers  and 
diversifies  not  only  the  tactics  and  rhetoric  harnessed  in  the 
struggle, but also strengthens the movement by multiplying the 
amount of effective action and outreach that can occur at any 
one time.
*Through outreach. This means making students aware of the 
international attack on public education, the causes behind it and 
the movement to fight back. Outreach allows the movement to 
grow rapidly and, in conjunction with keeping it organic, become 
an  organism  rather  than  an  organization.  The  struggle  in 
defense  of  public  education  should  become  a  sentiment,  an 
evolving  movement  formed on  the  recognition  of  basic  rights 
rather  than a  mechanical  movement.  This  will  provide  it  with 
resilience  and  the  ability  to  adapt  rapidly  in  the  face  of 
opposition.
*Through education. This encompasses all the information that's 
not  basic  to  the  fight.  While  outreach  entails  information 
specifically about the problem, its causes and the movement to 
resolve  it,  education  entails  information  regarding  potential  
tactics, organizing strategies, useful skills and most importantly: 
students' rights and how to exercise them.
*Through direct action. The leverage that students, faculty and 
staff have over SUNY as well as the state legislators is the ability  



to utilize  majority status to disrupt business-as-usual.  Whether 
this means rallying outside of a press conference at the CEWIT 
building,  staging  sit-ins  in  the  administration  building  or  civil  
disobedience on a larger scale is not the issue. The point is that  
ultimately  the  power  truly  lies  with  the  students.  We  can 
effectively  shut  down  any  aspect  of  university  life  until  our 
demands are met. The only deciding factor is our patience and 
perseverance in the face of stubbornness and opposition. These 
actions,  in  conjunction  with  formal  channels  of  activism 
(petitions, contacting legislators etc.) produce dual- 


