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Grand juries operate in secrecy. They use nefarious means to get individuals to give up information about their associations by allowing 
immunity from prosecution to those who testify, and threatening a prison sentence for the duration of the grand jury to those who don’t. In 
addition, some people have been charged for contempt for their refusal. By pitting cooperating witnesses against their communities, jailing 
resisters, and by fishing out information about those engaged in resistance, the grand jury is one of the most dangerous weapons that the 
state wields. Grand juries are not new to the Bay Area. In 2005 there was a federal grand jury that convened in San Francisco around the 
case of the SF8 (8 former Black Panthers). Five people were subpoenaed to appear in front of a grand jury to give up what they allegedly knew 
about a police murder that occurred in the 70’s supposedly involving Black Panthers. The people who were subpoenaed refused to cooperate 
and were jailed. Later on the SF8 were arrested for the murder and had to fight for their release.

In the face of the 
monster that wrecks 
lIves and destroys the 
earth, takIng care of 

each other and InspIr-
Ing each other In or-
der to keep resIstIng 
Is our only resolve

a s anarchists, we make ourselves the en-
emy of everything – from the capitalist 
economic system and its police down to 

the very pavement that channels us through 
its lifeless grid. Our enemy is big, it is all 
encompassing, and it is powerful. When 
people resist it attempts to crush that resis-
tance If we are to act against the forces of 
domination that seek to define our lives for 
us, we will do so best when we stand strong 
in times of repression.

Legal battles, fines, and stints in jail have 
been a sober reminder to all of us of the pos-
sible destination for those who resist. Re-

cently, the government has convened Grand 
juries to disrupt political and social net-
works in the Northwest, San Francisco, and 
New York. Grand Juries have been used by 
the state to weaken those in resistance since 
the 1960’s. They were convened against the 
Puerto Rican Independence Movements, 
the Black Power Movement, and more re-
cently eco and animal rights movements, 
pro-Palestinian and Arab liberation move-
ments, anti-war activists, independent me-
dia journalists, and anarchists inside and 
outside of these movements.

The major reason EBPS has written this 
article is our concern with the general lack 
of transparency, and possible coopera-
tion, surrounding the grand jury currently 
held in San Francisco, convened in 2012. 
This case concerns an alleged firebomb-
ing aimed at two University of California 
animal researchers living in Santa Cruz in 
2008. The investigation has cast a wide net, 
with the FBI and police attempting to con-
tact dozens of people associated with the 
animal rights community. For instance, the 
state has deceptively and erroneously tried 

to link the AETA 4 simply for being animal 
rights activists, to the alleged firebomb-
ings. In addition, the Long Haul infoshop in 
Berkeley and its offices, including the EBPS 
office, were raided by the FBI and UC police 
who were looking for threatening emails to-
wards animal researchers. They were later 
sued by EBPS and the Long Haul and had to 
settle, showing culpability for an inappro-
priate and baseless raid.

Recently the Northwest has set a prec-
edent for how to combat the grand jury with 
its fierce resistance, a strong network of 
supporters, and fiery public statements. In 
these cases people survived jail and stayed 
strong in resistance. Silence in the court-
room, ignoring the subpoena, complete 
defiance, scathing statements of refusal, 
evasion of the subpoena, and going under-
ground are some examples of strength in 
resistance.

being engaged in 
resistance demands 

that we prioritize 
non-collaboration 
with the state over 

not going to jail

East Bay Prisoner Support formed in 2007 as an explicitly anarchist and anti-prison 
group. We work on prisoner solidarity and resistance to the repressive police state. 
Our primary projects include distributing anarchist, anti-capitalist and anti-civilization 
literature to prisoners, facilitating letter writing, highlighting bay area anti-prison 
events and cases, and fundraising for prisoners who are a part of the struggle against 
all forms of domination.
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There was also one probable cooperator, 
Leah Lynne Plante, who had originally re-
sisted her subpoena and was then impris-
oned. Concerns about her sudden release 
from jail and possible cooperation were im-
mediately made known to the larger com-
munity.

By contrast, in the case of the San Fran-
cisco grand jury investigating events in San-
ta Cruz, there have been virtually no public 
statements, no larger support strategy, and 
very unclear information surrounding the 
outcome of the grand jury. The Santa Cruz 
investigation has penetrated deep into our 
bay area community of animal rights activ-
ists, anarchists, and radicals. There are nine 
people known to have been subpoenaed to 
appear before the grand jury and several 
of them live in Oakland. Some of them are 
believed to have remained non-cooperat-
ing during their appearance in front of the 
grand jury. Every person subpoenaed has 
remained non-communicative about their 
court appearances. In some cases there has 
been outright cooperation.

One of the most challenging aspects about 
this grand jury is that we aren’t fully in-
formed about the outcomes of the court ap-
pearances. There are some full-on traitors 
who agreed to answer questions, some indi-
viduals who answered certain questions at 
the advice of their lawyers but promise they 

didn’t compromise anyone, and some who 
plead the 1st and 5th amendments and oth-
erwise said nothing else. It also appears one 
person has avoided the entire process, as the 
grand jury has been unable to contact them. 
No one who has appeared in front of the 
grand jury has come forward with a state-
ment after their appearance, no one has 
provided a transcript that documents what 
took place inside the courtroom, and no one 
has gone to jail. In fact, we hope that there 
will be a deeper analysis of the Santa Cruz 
case in the near future, as it serves as a case 
study for the ramifications of remaining 
mostly private about a political persecution.

Some of the guidance that lawyers have 
given their clients in this case has set the 
tone for withholding information from the 
public and allowing for cooperation. One 
strategy that has been proposed by lawyers 
is to avoid jail by not bringing attention to 
one’s case. We reject this strategy because 
we believe the strongest resistance requires 
an equally strong network of support. Addi-
tionally, being transparent about grand jury 
activity thwarts the state’s goal of divid-
ing and weakening us. Transparency helps 
those under investigation proceed without 
doing damage to themselves or others.

Another dangerous approach that some 
lawyers condone is “partial cooperation.” 
Partial cooperation is a misnomer, because 
any cooperation strengthens the state’s 
ability to surveil and damage our efforts. We 
extend no solidarity for those engaged in 
partial cooperation. In our view, answering 
even the most benign questions can lead to 
catastrophic damage to the security of our 
networks. The state will continue to use the 
grand jury as long as it produces results. Si-
lence and/or desertion of scheduled grand 
jury appearances proves that they fail at 
getting us. If we want to destroy all repres-
sive institutions, then it only makes sense to 
ensure that they do not function smoothly.

We know avoiding jail is a major motiva-
tion for the particular strategies of those 

subpoenaed in the Santa Cruz case. We 
want to stress that being engaged in resis-
tance demands that we prioritize non-col-
laboration with the state over not going to 
jail. When we waver in our commitments to 
non-cooperation under threat of jail-time, 
we demonstrate that our commitments to 
struggle are shaky at best. Simultaneously, 
we acknowledge that the threat of jail time 
is scary, especially for those on whom oth-
ers depend, those with mental and physical 
health issues, and other people who are al-
ready structurally oppressed.

We feel that support has been lacking for 
those resisting this grand jury, but we offer 
kudos to those who have organized work-
shops and teach-ins about this grand jury 
and its resisters. We feel inspired by the 
material support given to those locked up 
or hiding out. Also, the actions taken in soli-
darity with grand jury resisters against the 
police and other oppressive institutions can 
serve to warm the hearts of those in a cold 
place. In the face of the monster that wrecks 
lives and destroys the earth, taking care of 
each other and inspiring each other in order 
to keep resisting is our only resolve.
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