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It should not come as surprise to the majority of our pop-
ulation that there is a fairly new phenomena that has arisen
within the later half of the 20th century that pertains to the
preservation of our environment. Just as light green environ-
mental groups and lobbyists have gained traction within the
mainstream, so have their more radical underground counter-
parts. Groups such as Greenpeace and PETA have attempted
to solve our impending ecological and environmental crises
time and time again through peaceful methods, but have had
absolutely zero success in accomplishing this. However, uni-
lateral organizations such as Earth First! and Deep Green Re-
sistance have taken it into their own hands to halt the indus-
trial complex that has been devastating the life systems on our
planet for so long. Not only have these groups had a substantial
amount of success in preserving the Earth and its life systems,
but have gained sympathetic supporters from the general pop-
ulation in the process. These groups are in opposition to the
mainstream environmentalist drivel that has been in circula-
tion for so long, without accomplishing anything. The perspec-



tive taken by many of these groups and individuals is not that
our system can be reformed to accommodate the other life on
this planet. The problems we are facing in regards to the envi-
ronment lie at the heart of the techno-industrial system as a
whole. The problem of our crumbling ecological situation can-
not be solved through legal means. Nothing short of the imme-
diate destruction of the techno-industrial complex will be able
to save our environment from it’s impending obliteration. We
have demonized and cast out individuals such as Ted Kaczyn-
ski, who did nothing more than take this problem into his own
hands. These people and organizations are here for the better-
ment of the planet. It makes no sense that we push the agenda
that they are wrong, and must be locked up for their actions,
when they are the ones who are right. They are the ones who
have the courage to see the problem of our crumbling environ-
ment, and do something about it that will actually matter. The
public should not look down upon these individuals and orga-
nizations as “Terrorists,” but should be able to see that these are
the measures that must be taken in order for our environment
to be truly saved.

Demonization and propaganda against these individuals and
organizations will never truly bring them down, it will only
make them stronger. Whenever one of these groups is pursued
by the authorities, it only garners more attention to the cause.
This is a widely observed phenomena. Not to say that this is
a bad thing, but it is only aiding the cause of radical environ-
mentalists when the government and the media attempts to
demonize them. Let’s take a look at the Earth Liberation Front,
which has operated internationally as a “Domestic Terrorist Or-
ganization” since the early 1990s. However, up until the early
2000s, not much was known about this group. For over two
decades, this group has coordinated unilateral attacks on com-
plexes which seek to enforce the human strangle hold upon the
Earth. In the late 1990’s the group gained a significant amount
of popularity within North America, with multiple arsons and



bombings directed at ski resorts, power lines, and truck dealer-
ships within the Pacific NorthWestern United States. These at-
tacks were not directed at individuals, only the structures that
allow these individuals to destroy the Earth. The goal of these
attacks was to cause significant amounts of property damage,
causing these destructive operations to halt their exploitative
practices. Remember, nobody was killed or injured in these at-
tacks. That was not the goal. Despite press releases from the
ELF Press Office concerning the motives of these attacks, the
group had become classified as a “Domestic Terror Organiza-
tion” The classification of the ELF as such only brought more
attention to the cause. This is why many within the radical en-
vironmentalist community would now justify and defend the
actions of the Earth Liberation Front, seeing as their motives
were just and necessary in the fight towards a clean Earth. Le-
gal actions have been taken to break down the ELF, but to no
avail. Yes, the “Terrorists” such as Daniel McGowan, who were
guilty of committing arsons and bombings in the state of Ore-
gon in the late 1990s were later arrested and convicted. How-
ever, this exposure brought more people from the general pub-
lic to look at these actions and justify them. Now, we can look
at the Earth Liberation Front in 2017, it is larger than ever, with
cells across the globe. It would have never grown to the size
that it is today if the United States Government had not clas-
sified it as the most dangerous domestic terror threat in the
country in 2001.

In another example, we can take a look at Ted Kaczynski,
or “The Unabomber” For 19 years, he led a bombing campaign
across the United States that was targeted at individuals who
were responsible for the destruction of the Earth, and the ad-
vancement of the technosphere. He had managed to elude the
authorities for so long, with zero clues whatsoever in relation
to his identity or location. The only way that the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation was able to catch him, was through the
publishing of his 35,000 word manifesto:Industrial Society and



its Future. On September 19th, 1995, the New York Times and
the Washington Post published this manifesto in its entirety, in
order to appeal to the Unabomber’s request, as stated in a let-
ter mailed to both of these newspapers. This decision to publish
his was very counterproductive on the part of the FBIL. Not only
did this decision lead to the American public becoming aware
of the Unabomber’s motives, but may have sparked a new era
of anti-technology and anti-industry movements. When this
manifesto was released to the public, many people around the
globe were able to access it through the internet, thus making
the dispersal of this information very easy. In doing this, they
created a whole new generation of future Unabomber’s, who
are ready and willing to look past our technological facade, and
rebel against it using whatever methods are possible. However,
the publishing of this manifesto did lead to his arrest in 1996
in his cabin in rural Montana. His brother, David Kaczynski,
was able to analyze and recognize the writing as his brother’s
and subsequently reported this to the FBI. All in All, the de-
cision of the FBI to allow the publishing of Industrial Society
and its Future to the American Public was counterproductive.
This manifesto has done nothing more than spawn a new gen-
eration of Ted Kaczynski’s, who are aware that technological
society has done the exact opposite of liberation. It has only en-
slaved and weakened both us and the Earth. This feeding into
the Neo-Luddite and Anti-Civilization ideologies is not neces-
sarily a bad thing, however. Ignorance is not bliss, and it is only
better for the general population to know the truth about the
dangers of technological society, rather for them to be hidden
within a techno-industrial masquerade of lies and deception.
If we are to define “terrorism”, we can see that it is clearly
defined as “The unlawful use of violence and intimidation, in
the pursuit of political aims.” Pondering this, we can explore
whether or not these “Eco-Terrorists” are truly terrorists in the
common sense of the word. In many of these circumstances,
the attacks carried out were not directed at civilians, but at



no matter how much they are demonized and suppressed by
the government. These acts of “Eco-Terror” are no more than
cries of desperation as the Earth is crushed under the weight
of humanity.

creations of the system itself. It doesn’t make much sense that
one would be able to “Terrify” that which is not alive, but is
a building or an industrial complex. Yes, these actions may be
considered violent, and possibly using intimidation. However,
in no way are these groups using “terror” to advance a polit-
ical goal. On the other hand, who is the real terrorist in this
instance? Is it the coercive complexes that uphold the techno-
industrial system, which is used to rape the planet of all that
is good, or is it those who are courageous enough to stand up
to this environmental tyranny? It is the gambit of the techno-
industrial system to demonize and destroy all who oppose it.
Considering this, we can see that those who are labeled as “Eco-
Terrorists” by the technocrats, will certainly be looked down
upon by those who the technocrats influence, without thought
that the true terrorist may be the technological system itself.
In addition to the fact that the government, as well as the
media are only feeding into public sympathy for radical envi-
ronmentalism, these complexes can do absolutely nothing to
stop these operations from taking place. Hypothetically, we
can say that the government passes a law that is supposed to
debilitate “Eco-Terrorist” organizations. Let us say that a gov-
ernment passes a law which makes it harder for one to buy the
materials required to build bombs or conduct arsons. In abso-
lutely no way is this ever going to affect the ability or desire
of the “terrorist” to continue doing these activities. Absolutely
nobody who is already committing a punishable offense will
see that these materials have been made harder to obtain, and
thus means that they are unable to proceed as they were before.
There are two options that will be followed in this instance. The
first is that instead of obtaining materials on the free market,
one would have to purchase materials from a black market in-
stead. Yes, this is illegal. However, one would not care if it is
illegal, seeing as they are already breaking the law by the mere
existence of their “Eco-Terrorist” organization. The second op-
tion that will be pursued in this instance is the idea to impro-



vise, adapt and overcome. If one already has their mind set
upon an operation that will further the destruction of techno-
industrialism as we know it, one will not halt their pursuit once
it has been made harder to do it. The only logical way forward
is for one to come up with alternatives that will allow one to
accomplish the same thing, or something close to it. Hypothet-
ically, let us say that it has been made harder for one obtain a
material required to make a bomb. However, I had my mind set
on the bombing of a local coal plant with a few of my comrades.
We would not see this and think that there is no way that we
can proceed. Of course it only makes sense that we either find
a way around the obstacle, or find an alternative method. In
this instance, it would make sense to find a replacement ma-
terial that has the same use in the construction of explosives,
or we could rescind our idea of a bombing, and resort to ar-
son instead. There is no law that any government can pass that
can possibly get between these groups and their goals. If these
groups do truly believe in the complete and utter destruction
of the techno-industrial system in order to liberate humanity
and the Earth, then they will surely do whatever it takes to ac-
complish these goals. Under no circumstance will a revolution
be halted due to illegality. History has shown us otherwise.
Seeing as there is nothing that can be done to prevent these
attacks from taking place within the positive law spectrum,
there is only one option that the public must take in regard to
the rise of “Eco-Terrorism” in the 21st century. It is not unrealis-
tic for me to say that we as a society will have to learn from the
motives of these groups and individuals, and see how they are
relevant in our society today. Fighting this movement is not an
option. The radical environmentalist movement is based on an
ideology of non-failure. Nothing can be done to stop the move-
ment that is willing to do anything to bring about the destruc-
tion of techno-industrialism as we know it. The adaptation of
our society at large to the rise of this movement will allow it to
succeed. As our society becomes more and more conscious of

the truth underlying this destructive game, we will slowly but
surely begin to side with these groups that were once deemed
“Eco-Terrorists.” The only way that we will be able to prevent
the violent destruction of this system, is through the peaceful
dismantlement of the system itself. However, seeing as our so-
ciety is currently only willing to take legal measures to reform
the system, these attacks are necessary to further the ideology
that will not stop until the civilized structure that is currently
being used to rape the Earth of its resources has been entirely
obliterated. As our crumbling civilizational structure continues
to destroy itself under the weight of humanity’s industry, pub-
lic opinion will become more and more favourable towards the
construction of a new, improved, and sustainable society.

To conclude, these unilateral attacks that have been taken,
and will continue to take place against the techno-industrial
system can not be stopped by any form of natural law. The
only method that will allow the violence to cease, is the adap-
tation of the general public to the fact that this way of life
will never be able to sustain itself, and must be destroyed in
favor of something that is not as harmful to the planet which
we rely on. This popularization of radical environmentalism is
entirely the fault of the government, and of the media, which
has brought these groups to the forefront of environmental dis-
cussion within the general population. As the government and
the media attempt to expose and demonize these environmen-
tal groups and radical individuals. As the government attempts
to hinder the actions of these groups through new laws, these
groups only become more innovative at finding ways to break
through natural law in favor of the goals that will aid the Earth,
not just us, within our selfish, human-centric point of view. We
must learn from these so called “Eco-Terrorists” if we are to
build a better future for all life on this planet. As our failure of
a civilization continues to destroy itself, the few members of
society who are willing to do something about it, will continue
to fight against the injustices that take place across our planet,



