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Board gives $100k bonus to 

Schill during finals week Students must strike
every Friday against 

climate inaction

CALL TO ACTION

Striking every Friday to protest global inaction on 
climate change will put power in the hands of students 
who will suffer significant consequences related to 
climate chaos. Students must radically disrupt the social, 
economic and political status-quo of the United States. 
By resisting the system of educational conformity, 
students can learn lessons of empowerment on local 
university campuses. The initiative taken by high school 
students is particularly critical in bringing about radical 
mass mobilization that has the potential to take over 
the streets and shut down business as usual. Through 
organization, occupation, disruption and education, 
students can start a split at the top of the global power 
structure. In this way, students in Eugene can join 
together with students across the world mobilizing 
against a system of climate chaos. From Standard Oil 
to Exxon Mobil the world has been held hostage by 
fossil fuels for over 150 years. Unless students stop this 
machine, their lives will be fuel for the disaster. 

1. Leave school en masse every
Friday.

2. Creatively disrupt centers of
power and commerce.

3. Empower students to learn and
teach in radical group study.

mailing label below:

A Green New Deal for Cascadia’s Forests?
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By: Sam Krop
Imagine a future in which we’ve solved the most 
pressing issues of our time: the looming climate 
crisis and the growing economic inequity that has 
decimated our country. 
In this future, Oregon’s rural communities are 
flourishing, with stable and healthy jobs for 
all of those who want them. Khaki-clad eco-
rangers spend their days hiking the public forests 
of Cascadia and managing community-led 
restoration projects to protect clean water, restore 
habitat and promote natural solutions for the 
climate crisis. Job retraining programs are filled 
with workers learning new ways to put their 
experience to work in professions in-line with 
the changing economy. The local economies are 
booming as the working class leads the way from 
extractive industry towards the ecologically based 
management of these forests necessary to address 
the existential threat of the climate crisis. 
This is the future that I want to live in.
The Green New Deal has become a topic of 
national debate in the last year. It’s widely touted 
as a solution, not only to runaway climate change, 

but also to the growing economic inequity that has 
been strangling our nation’s working class. This 
enthusiasm is encouraging, but while this vision 
takes shape in national conversations, we need to 

Dec 9th 2019, in the middle of finals week 
Fall term, the UO Board of Trustees met 
and voted on a $100K performance bonus 
for President Michael Schill. The next 
meeting of the Board will be during finals 
week Winter term and similarly assure the 
near impossibility of student engagement 
with UO’s governing body. The December 
meeting was punctuated by creative acts 
of student protest. The Craduate Student 
Union President Ellen Gillooly-Kress made 
a speech as a theatrical character called 
Schillbot_3000 where she mocked Schill as 
a heartless robot. In addition, the trustees 
hosted a lunch where they divided into 
groups of three and meet with an equal 
number of students who were selected by 
response speed to an arbitrary mass email. 
Trustees Chair Chuck Lillis and Vice 
Chair Ginevra Ralph recommended giving 
President Schill a $100,000 performance 
bonus for fulfilling the basic expectations 
of his position. He also receives a $60,000 
annual raise, has a $15,000 car allowance, 
and free housing. His annual compensation 
nears $1 million. It’s especially egregious in 
a year when UO administration has stated 
they have no money for workers’ wages, 
needed to raise tuition, attacked graduate 
employee health care as being “too rich” 
and attempted to impose drastic cuts to the 
Labor Education Research Center. 
The Board of Trustees also considered 
authorizing $120 million in bonds to 
complete construction of the Athletic 
Village for the World Athletics 
Championships Oregon21. These bonds 
will be repaid by making UO students 
incur higher room and board expenses.
~Insurgent
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The Board of Trustees (BoT) currently serves 
as the top governing body at the University 
of Oregon, presiding over decisions that have 
brought the ire of many students and labor 
unions. The BoT, however, has been the 
governing body of the UO for less than six 
years.
A group of wealthy people created the 
Oregonians for Higher Education Excellence 
PAC and led the way in advocating for 
Senate Bill 270.The PAC donors supporting 
Senate Bill 270 included Nike co-founder 
Phil Knight, BoT chair Chuck Lillis, and 
Patrick Kilkenny. Phil Knight thought the 
UO was being held back by the state, and 
when proponent of Bill 270 and then-UO 
President Richard Lariviere was fired, Knight 
said it was “an application of Oregon’s 
Assisted Suicide law.”
The University of Oregon was previously 
governed by the state along with all of 
the other universities under the Oregon 
University System (OUS). With guidance 
and pressure starting in 2010 from state 

legislators, UO leaders, and corporate 
interests, the OUS was disbanded in favor 
of a model of more “self-governance” by 
the universities. In 2014, the University of 
Oregon Board of Trustees was created, with 
members appointed by the Governor.
Opponents of Senate Bill 270 included 
major university staff unions and the 
Oregon Student Association, a statewide 
student advocacy organization. Among the 
concerns cited were costs, lack of faculty 
representation, and less state oversight of 
tuition costs (the legislation allowed boards 
to increase tuition up to 4% without state 
approval). Ultimately Governor Kitzhaber 
signed the legislation creating boards at 
universities into law in 2014.
See The Rise of Unaccountable Power by 
Andrew Lubash for a robust honors thesis 
this topic.
-Matthew Osborn-Grosso is a community 
organizer and writes a weekly newsletter 
with a focus on labor that can be found at 
solidarity.substack.com

Five Years of UO Privatization 
  by: Matthew Osborn-Grosso

New Year, New Editor
Eric Howanietz
With nine months left to save the world, 
no one wants to be part of a generation 
that gives Nixon a second term this time 
around. But as we face the reality of 
another rigged coin toss, the existential 
crisis tempts even the best of us to 
withdraw into apathy. One way or THE 
OTHER... everyone is ready for a riot. 
Let’s not forget how crazy things will get 
this year, how absolutely absurd they are, 
and how much worse they will become. 
But most of all, let’s not forget that this is 
the time for action. Not alone, not on the 
internet, but together, in the streets, in the 
forest, in solidarity.
While there is a lot of work to get done 
at The Insurgent, we had an amazing 
start with the help of our outgoing editor 
Laurabell Harlow and researcher Mary 
Bogen. They are the reason we could 
jumpstart this radical paper into its 30th 
year and why we could hit so hard against 
a runaway Board of Trustees bent on 

privatizing our public university.  We have 
a great team of contributors that produce 
quality information on forest defense, 
labor solidarity, and social justice, and 
who are on the ground at direct actions 
across the country. Many people are 
excited to see The Insurgent grow into a 
center of radical thought and an engine 
for mass action.
We changed format, and monthly we 
distribute 5,000 issues at UO and across 
Lane County. Soon the Eugene Tech 
Collective will expand our capacity for 
prisoner support through the creation of a 
unique Prisoner Submission Archive and 
our action support through anonymous 
drop box capability. 
Our staff is unable to collect stipends for 
the amazing work they do. But I have 
to thank ASUO Senator Brian Sun for 
his support in funding our printing by 
“special request” and our significant pizza 
budget for staff projects. The Insurgent is 
an open radical publication, so if anyone 
has 500 words they want to say against 
power or hate, come join the team…Yes 
we have vegan pizza. 

Drop the Mike
UO President Michael Schill has started a blog series called “Open 
Mike” which ironically appears to have the comments disabled. In 
this non-open discussion forum, President Schill addresses budgetary 
issues in the typical manner of someone saying nothing for a long 
time and expecting not to be interrupted. Before the end of the second 
paragraph of this tiresome message, he raises the crucial issue we are 
facing at UO of “how we can best make the case to state lawmakers to 
boost state funding for the university...” Is it building Olympic stadiums 
at the behest of Nike? Is it by moving the historic Collier House so we 
can endure another three years of construction directly in the middle 
of campus? Or is it just a matter of lining up our wealthiest Board 
of Trustees members and letting them put their name on whatever 
pet project they fancy? A substantial amount of money is going into 
construction projects, and the process is driven by wealthy people 
setting the agenda at a public university. With our current board 
structure under SB 270, they even have a say in department hiring. 

Now, if our current trustees and the illustrious Phil Knight hadn’t 
piled $387,000 into former Governor Kitzhaber re-election fund in a 
single month, I might not understand the misgivings of the Oregon 
legislature. Or if board member Joseph Gonyea hadn’t flown Kitzhaber 
on his private jet and then recorded the $8,500 expense as a campaign 
contribution, it might not feel like there are ethical conflicts going 
on here. But the truth is when you line them all up, who would trust 
these people with public money? We aren’t talking about department 
heads or state administrators making the decisions. We are talking 
about oligarchs like Chuck Lillis that gut public assets when they get 
their hands on them. We are talking about Timber executives like Ford 
and Gonyea that are pushing the 50-year public logging plan to make 
Oregon into a desert. And even Ross Kari who made his name in the 
legendary 1980s corporate raiding firm KKR and now sits on the board 
of Goldman Sachs. How the fuck are these people looking after my 
interests at the University of Oregon? And all I can imagine is an elected 
legislature thinking the same damn thing. 
So when we ask ourselves the most important question of how we 
achieve sustainable funding levels from the state, I have a one word for 
you, President Schill: accountability. 



Brought to you by Students United for Palestinian Equal Rights, ROAR, & The Mulitcultural Center 



Nearly 1,000 people gathered in Salem on 
November 21 in opposition to the proposed 
Jordan Cove Liquefied Natural Gas Export 
Facility that would be located in Coos Bay, and 
the proposed Pacific Connector Pipeline that 
would carry gas to the terminal from existing 
pipeline 229 miles from Malin, Oregon to Coos 
Bay. The proposed pipeline route crosses a great 
deal of forested land and its construction would 
entail clear-cutting a 95-foot buffer along its 
entire length as well as impacting hundreds of 
bodies of water including the Rogue, Klamath, 
and Umpqua rivers. The pipeline would cross 
the land of nearly 600 private landowners. 
Many landowners who oppose the pipeline 
face having the pipeline built across their 
land against 
their will 
via eminent 
domain. 

The process of 
super-cooling gas to 
liquid form is highly 
energy intensive. Once 
operational the Jordan Cove LNG 
terminal would be the largest 
greenhouse gas emitter in the state of Oregon. 
Natural gas is highly volatile and flammable in 
both its gaseous and liquid states. The terminal 
would be seismically unstable and highly 
vulnerable to catastrophic failure in the event 
of the inevitable Cascadia subduction zone 
earthquake and associated tsunami. The blast 
zone for an explosion at the proposed Jordan 

Cove Facility would include much of 
Coos Bay and the surrounding area 
putting thousands of people at risk of 
injury and death.

Many people in Coos Bay and who 
live along the proposed route of the 
pipeline oppose this foolish and 
dangerous project. One of those 
people is Sandy Lyons. She lives on a 
300 acre ranch in Days Creek Oregon.  
Both Days Creek and Fake Creek run 
across the property and both would 
be crossed by the pipeline. Over the 
past 30 years, Sandy, her husband 

Russ and their 
son, Chris, 
have done 
extensive 
restoration 
work to 
their land 
and these 
creeks. 

Their hard work 
has resulted in the 

return of spawning 
salmon on the property 

and a much healthier watershed. 
The pipeline would destroy much 
of this restoration work and require 
numerous trees on their property 
be cut down, including a large and 
stately Oak that the cows are fond of resting 
under on sunny days. An entire pasture 

would be seized for 
the duration of the 
construction as a staging 
area for equipment.

On November 21st, 
during the rally, a 
dedicated group of 
people from Southern 
Oregon started a sit-
in in Governor Kate 
Brown’s office, to 
encourage her to come 
out publicly against 
the pipeline, joining 
Senator Merkley and 
Representative DeFazio. 
Nine hours later, 21 of 
the people involved, 

including Sandy, were arrested for refusing 
to leave. They spent the night in the Marion 
County Jail and their charges were dropped on 
Dec 19. The Salem 21, as they have come to be 
known, demonstrated the kind of leadership 
and courage that seems to be lacking in various 
governmental agencies.  

Going forward, the next step in the permitting 
process for the Jordan Cove LNG proposal 
is Department of State Lands’ decision on 
the removal-fill permit for the facility, port, 
and pipeline. The deadline for that decision 
is January 31, 2020. Without the state’s 
permission to disrupt the harbor of Coos Bay 
and hundreds of bodies of water, like Days 
and Fake Creeks on Sandy Lyon’s property, 
the entire Jordan Cove LNG project cannot be 
done. It’s time for Oregon to protect people and 
natural resources and stop this project once 
and for all.
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  Activists from the Salem protest visit Sandy’s farm

After 18 years of habitat restoration, 
salmon finally returned to spawn 
two years ago on Sandy’s property.

All Charges Dropped Against 
“Salem 21” Pipeline Protestors
By: Pat O’Herron

  PIPELINE UPDATE:
ACTIVIST VICTORY!
On Jan. 24, the Pembina Pipeline Corporation withdrew 
its Removal-Fill permit application from the Department 
of State Lands for the Jordan Cove pipeline project. 
Earlier that week, the Department had rejected Pembinas 
fifth extension request to prolong a decision on the 
permit. Facing a final decision on Jan. 31 for the Removal-
Fill permit, Pembina withdrew its application amid strong 
public opposition to the project. The pipeline company 
will now need to resubmit its application to move forward 
on the project. Pembina continues to pursue applications 
with various federal agencies and some questions remain 
as to whether these federal authorities can overrule state 
agency procedures. 
What is certain is that the Jordan Cove pipeline project 
does not meet Oregon environmental standards, and 
any attempt by the Trump administration to overrule 
these state laws would end up in the courts. The ten-year 
recurring nightmare of the Jordan Cove pipeline project 
is not yet over. The broad-based activism of indigenous 
tribes, environmentalists, and landowners has had a 
clear impact on the capacity of this project to move 
forward. Direct actions like the Nov. 21 occupation of the 
Governor’s office are part of a resistance that will increase 
in scale and hostility should this erroneous project ever 
try to break ground. 



On December 4th, University of Oregon students part of the informal group, Students 
for Sustainable Development, zip-tied protest signs on the fencing surrounding 
Hayward field, and on the recently put up fences around the construction site of the 
proposed new Hamilton residence. 
The signs included the statements “Green Universities Don’t Break their Climate 
Action Promises,” “Progressive Universities Don’t Break Social Equity Promises,” and 
“Universities with Budget Crises Shouldn’t Waste Money,” peacefully calling attention 
to the money and resources the university has put towards numerous new construction 
projects on campus that go against the promises UO has made to move towards 
sustainability goals and towards equitable partnership with the greater Lane County 
community.
These new construction projects increase the energy load to the University’s central 
power station, fueled by natural gas and comprising 16% of the university’s carbon 
emissions.* At the same time the University refuses to invest in electrifying the campus 
heating system and connecting it to a renewable grid. The university has left behind 
promises they made in their 2010 Action Plan that required energy load increases from 
new buildings to be offset by renovations to old buildings,** and has abandoned their 
goal of becoming Carbon neutral by any specific end date, due to lack of data.***
Students for Sustainable Development believe the university is not only going back on 
their climate action promises, but social equity promises as well. In the University’s 
new climate action plan for 2019, they promise that the design and construction of 
new projects on campus will foster social equity.* It is unclear how the construction of 
Hayward field and the new Hamilton hall propose to do this.  
The money put towards these construction projects is immense, and Students for 
Sustainable Development believe this money could be put to better use. University of 
Oregon plans to spend 750 million dollars on construction over the next ten years. This 
construction aims to accommodate 3,000 more enrolled students, despite enrollment 
decreasing by roughly 2,000 students from 2012-2018.**** 
Students for Sustainable Development demands that the University place sustainability 
goals and the needs of the student population and local communities above excessive 
expansion. They call for the return of a cap on total energy use, a decrease in carbon 
emissions, and sustainable and socially just development, including localized renewable 
energy and projects that address genuine needs of students and community members, 
not those that support gentrification and are not beneficial to the majority of the Lane 
County community.

*https://www.dailyemerald.com/news/after-a-slowing-momentum-uo-is-adjusting-its-
climate-action/article_39f5e5c8-6f95-11e9-b29b-9764afc9de51.html
**https://cpfm.uoregon.edu/oregon-model-sustainable-development
***https://cpfm.uoregon.edu/sites/cpfm2.uoregon.edu/files/presidentsletter_final_0.pdf
****https://www.dailyemerald.com/news/uo-s-construction-has-no-end-in-sight/
article_779b901c-43a3-11e9-9759-97b0dc676821.html
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Movement Update 
The Reclaim UO community movement is in its 2nd 
phase of strategic planning and will be organizing bi-
weekly meetings through the month of February.  The 
movement is focused on legislative and direct-action 
strategies with the primary goal of overturning the 
current UO Board of Trustees structure under Oregon 
Senate Bill 270 and replacing it with a democratic 
campus community model.  This means our goal is to 
give every student, faculty member and employee a say 
in the membership of the UO’s governing body. 
To show solidarity with Reclaim UO, PLEASE PIN A 
RED SQUARE ANYWHERE ON YOUR PERSON. 
Movement participants will be distributing information 
and providing details about upcoming events soon. Be 
prepared to disrupt business as usual in any public-
private partnership.  
Movement participants have also expressed solidarity 
with the efforts to implement the UO climate 
action plan, disarm UOPD and secure financial & 
administrative independence for the EMU building and 
the ASUO student government.

         RECLAIM UO
 MISSION STATEMENT

Reclaim UO works through broad 
coalition building and long-term strategic 

planning to reverse the privatization 
of public higher education and assert 
our right to public oversight of and 

investment in higher education for the 
betterment of our shared communities.
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FFRREEEE  TTRRAAIINNIINNGGSS  EEVVEERRYY  
SSUUNNDDAAYY  --  1111AAMM  --  EEUUGGEENNEE  

AAIIKKIIKKAAII
870 W 2ND AVE UNIT B

Our mission is to provide free 
and accessible self defense 
trainings to sisters in need 
everywhere. We envision 

strong communities 
empowered with the 

confidence and skills needed 
to defend ourselves. Warrior 

Sisters partners with private 
groups, community 

organizations, and allies to 
offer self defense trainings to 

those who need them the 
most. WS trainings are 

available to all women and 
girls. We welcome our trans, 

queer and gender 
non-conforming sisters!

United Academics 
begins bargaining 
by: Matthew Osborn-Grosso

United Academics of the University 
of Oregon (UAUO), the union that 
represents faculty at the university, kicked 
off bargaining for a new contract last 
month. Atop of some of their priorities 
is more rights for non-tenure faculty and 
undergraduate student support. This will 
only be their third contract and first new 
contract in five years.
UAUO is the third university workers 
union to bargain this school year for a new 
contract, after SEIU and GTFF won new 
contracts in the fall after narrowly avoiding 
a strike. UAUO however views bargaining 
will go differently for them. The union 
says as part of their “UA Bargaining 101” 
there is no plan for a strike and they have 
not historically found a hard time finding 

agreement with the administration. That 
does not mean they will not challenge the 
administration, their union Organizer, 
David Cecil, has thrown in multiple jabs 
at the administration during bargaining 
already.
One of UAUO’s more ambitious proposals 
is its “Student Support” proposal, which 
aims to change the adversarial relationship 
between academics and athletics and 
support lower income students. 
UAUO has also made proposals 
surrounding salaries, with their eyes not 
just on tenured faculty but also career 
faculty. The proposal outlines 3% cost of 
living adjustments for each of the three 
years of the contract. Additionally, they 
are seeking significant changes to the 
salary floors, as faculty have not seen those 
changes in about five years.
The union and administration’s bargaining 
teams will meet weekly for public sessions 
on Thursdays from 12-3 PM in Chiles 125.
solidarity.substack.com



While climate change is an evident 
problem, the judges ruled that the plain-
tiffs, who at the time were between the 
ages of 8 and 19 when they filed the suit 
against the U.S. government for violat-
ing their constitutional rights to life, lib-
erty, and property by enacting policies 
that contributed to the climate crisis, 
lacked valid reason to pursue change 
in the judicial setting. The judges also 
stated that legislation is the proper route 
to solving the climate change issue. 
“The panel reluctantly concluded that 
the plaintiffs’ case must be made to the 
political branches or to the electorate at 
large,” was stated in the final opinion.
Kelsey Juliana , the 23-year-old named 
as lead plaintiff in the case, said on Fri-
day, January 17, “ This isn’t over. Prepare 
for a petition for review en banc to the 
9th Circuit as we refuse to do anything 
but move forward and ultimately win. 
Courts do have an obligation to address 
issues of constitutional, existential crisis, 
like climate change.” 
Vox news interviewed Andrea Rodg-
ers, a senior attorney at Our Children’s 
Trust, the nonprofit backing the youth 
who filed the lawsuit, and she said the 
decision is an “unprecedented and con-

trary to American principles of justice.”
Continuing from the final opinion, 
stating the Court confronting climate 
change is beyond the power of an 
Article III court. “As the opinions of 
their experts make plain, any effective 
plan would necessarily require a host of 
complex policy decisions entrusted, for 
better or for worse, to the wisdom and 
discretion of the executive and legisla-
tive branches.” 
For all the majority’s restraint, the dis-
senting judge’s opinion began with:
“The government accepts as fact that 
the United States has reached a tip-
ping point crying out for a concerted 
response — yet presses ahead toward 
calamity. It is as if an asteroid were 
barreling toward Earth, and the gov-
ernment decided to shut down our only 
defenses.”
Unfortunately, Juliana is another ex-
ample of an activist case in which the 
plaintiffs and supporters will possibly 
have to leave the courts behind and 
instead take it to the legislative arena.
Our Children’s Trust vowed to appeal. 
Julia Olson from Our Children’s Trust 
said, “This is far from over.”

Judge Andrew Hurwitz - 
Ruled against continuing 
Juliana v. United States

Who Are the Three Judges on the 9th 
Circuit Court Who Dismissed the 
Juliana v. United States case? And Why?
  By: Trey Kodman

Judge Mary Murguia - 
Ruled against continuing 
Juliana v. United States

Judge Josephine Staton-
Dissented against the 
majority ruling

Plaintiffs:
Kelsey Cascadia Rose Juliana
Xiuhtezcatl Martinez (through his guardian)
Alex Loznak
Jacob Lebel
Zealand Bell (through his guardian)
Avery McRae (through her guardian)
Sahara Valentine (through her guardian)
Kiran Oommen
Tia Hatton
Isaac Vergun (through his guardian)
Miko Vergun (through her guardian)
Hazel Van Ummersen (through her guardian)
Sophie Kivlehan
Jaime Lynn Butler (through her guardian)
Journey Zephier (through his guardian)
Vic Barrett
Nathan Baring
Aji Piper (through his guardian)
Levi Draheim (through his guardian)
Jayden Foytlin (through her guardian)
Nick Venner (through his guardian)
The organization Earth Guardians
Future generations, represented by James Hansen
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Students Reject TFAB Proposal, 
Demand Tuition Decreases
By: Andy Kolli

In the face of yearly tuition increases and decreasing enrollment, 
the University of Oregon is considering a guaranteed tuition 
model to boost recruiting. The Tuition and Fees Advisory Board 
(TFAB) held a forum on Jan 14 to discuss the proposed system, 
which would lock in tuition and fees at a set rate for each cohort
The forum, attended by about 80 students, staff and 
administrators, began with a presentation from TFAB, 
explaining the proposal. If implemented, it would mean 
that each year, tuition is set not just for that year but for the 
incoming freshman class, who pay the same cost in tuition and 
fees for the next five years. If a student takes more than five 
years to graduate, or has to take time off in the middle for health 
or personal reasons, they would be shifted into the price bracket 
of the next cohort for each additional year they stay at UO.
The reasoning behind the proposal seems straightforward: as 
tuition is rising, enrollment is falling, and since student tuition 
and fees are UO’s primary source of funding, it’s throwing 
resources into recruitment. One example of this is the wildly 
unnecessary Hamilton/Walton residence hall reconstruction, 
another example is guaranteed tuition. UO believes that if it 
can promise families up front exactly what four years will cost, 
students will be more likely to choose UO over other schools. 
Adding to this motivation is that many of UO’s competitors 
have already implemented similar policies.
While TFAB tried to paint the program in a positive light, 
students at the forum quickly saw some of its downsides. One 
student pointed out that under the proposal, a junior could 
be paying hundreds of dollars less for the same class than a 
freshman sitting next to them; the real value of a credit shouldn’t 
change depending on cohort year. In fact, many students voiced 
concern that the different tuition brackets could be divisive for 
the student body, causing younger students significantly more 
financial stress than their elders.
Other students raised concern about disenfranchisement from 
the tuition setting process. A junior told the group that they 
came to the forum because they’d been active in organizing 
to prevent tuition increases and were concerned that with the 
policy in place students would be less directly impacted by 
tuition hikes and thus less likely to actively protest them. The 
role of students in setting tuition is crucial for preventing UO 
from raising costs to exploitative levels.
Many students questioned the underlying cause of the need for 

:TFAB Continued page 10



consider what this plan will look like on the ground in our bioregion of 
Cascadia; for those of us who live in the Pacific Northwest, forests must 
be at the heart of any Green New Deal.
Unlike theoretical tech-fixes such as Carbon Capture and Storage and 
seeding the ocean with iron pellets, our forests are already here, and they 
are already pulling carbon out of the atmosphere and storing it safely in 
their wood and soil. In fact, recent studies at OSU indicate that Cascadia’s 
temperate rainforests are unmatched in their ability to suck up, or 
sequester, carbon. They pull it out of the atmosphere at a faster rate than 
any other forest ecosystem in the world. Forests sequestered 70% of the 
carbon annually emmitted in Oregon between the years 2011 and 2015.
Sadly, this healthy vision of our future is being undercut by big timber. 
While the intact forests of our bioregion are a carbon solution, the 
logging and wood products industry is our number one carbon polluter.  
The Oregon Global Warming Commission reported in 2016 that 
the wood products sector contributed 50% more pollution than the 
transportation and energy sectors combined. Clearly, something is rotten 
in the timber industry.
If you look at the state of our forests, drive through the backcountry or 
catch an aerial view from a plane ride you will see a patchwork of barren 
moonscapes like something from a dystopian film. Private land managers 
have successfully transformed the awe-inspiring old growth of legend 
into clear-cuts, slash piles, and tree farms.  This isn’t just something that 
we are seeing on private timberlands. Forest management is still dictated 
by profit margins on our public lands, with an ethos that getting the cut 
out and hitting board-feet quotas is more important than protecting our 
communities and safeguarding our futures.
As a result of this revenue focused management, less than 10% of 
Cascadia’s native old growth forests remain intact. Gone are the days 
of primordial groves with trees so huge that it took a team of loggers to 
fell just one. No longer can we pretend that timber is an inexhaustible 
resource. The 40-50 year cycles in which the industry is currently cutting 
and replanting produces small, weak trees, and denudes the landscape. 
What’s more, due to less viable timber stands and increased automation, 
the industry’s worker base is shrinking and logging jobs are becoming 
fewer.
Against this backdrop, the Green New Deal offers an opportunity for us 
to rethink forest management and create an alternative vision for how we 
relate to our forests. 
What if under a Green New Deal, we can employ people to fight climate 
change, defend forests and create good-paying union jobs in the process? 
What if those currently employed to destroy our forests could instead be 
employed to protect them? 
It’s also important to remember that a Green New Deal must offer a 
path to livable employment for those currently working in the industry 
of climate chaos. This doesn’t mean that the days of working in the 
woods are over — rather, it’s an opportunity for a paradigm-shift to 

sustainability and solidarity throughout the bioregion. 
Instead of clearcutting and pulling out large carbon storing trees, let’s 
employ people to assist young plantations in transitioning into healthy 
forests. Instead of logging public lands deep in the backcountry, let’s 
train elite fire-rangers to use prescribed burning as a tool to manage fire 
and defend homes and communities. Instead of simply using forests 
for timber-extraction, let’s employ community members to lead hikes, 
mushroom forays, plant identification and ecosystem education. What 
could a new economy look like if we begin to value conservation, 
recreation and carbon storage over timber revenue?
Forests can offer so much more than just timber. Our forests provide 
drinking water, critical species habitat and countless opportunities for 
exploration, education and adventure. And they are our bioregion’s 
solution to climate chaos. 
This vision of a workforce employed to protect Cascadia’s carbon stores 
is not only possible, but it is necessary. A Green New Deal for Oregon’s 
forests means shifting our values from profit margins to a focus on our 
future, and doing this right looks like green jobs in the woods for all who 

F O R M O R E I N F O R M A T I O N , E M A I L C A S C A D I A W I L D L A N D S

G R A S S R O O T S O R G A N I Z E R : S A M @ C A S C W I L D . O R G

EVERY 
THIRD 

WEDNESDAY 
6-7:30PM

SNACKS

AND DRINKS PROVIDED!

@ Stellaria Building 
Community Room 

 150 Shelton 
McMurphey Blvd. 

Suite 240

 GET INVOLVED IN OUTREACH, 
EDUCATION AND HANDS-ON 

ACTION TO DEFEND CASCADIA'S 
WILD PLACES!

Cascadia Green Deal Continued:

Page 9



page 10

One of the least talked about effects of oil 
pipelines relates to Native communities, especially 
the women living by pipelines and construction 
of them. The environmental impacts are naturally 
extremely important, but the focus in this article 
is on how intersectionality plays out in terms of 
the consequences of pipelines on the environment 
and in communities.
One of the biggest disruptions and dangers to 
these communities come in the form of “man 
camps,” which is the most common term used, 
but they are also known as “work camps” and 
“industrial camps.” Man camps supply the 
labor necessary to build these pipelines. The 
companies set up trailers or other forms of mobile 
transportation, or they can build sort of dorm-like 
buildings which can either be abandoned once 
the pipeline is complete in that region, or moved 
if mobile enough. The people who populate these 
man camps tend to be nearly all cis-gendered 
men.
Within these camps, where the mostly male labor 
force work grueling hours, far from families, and 
surrounded by strangers, they live in a hyper-
masculine culture with little self-care and a lot of 
disposable income, which creates an environment 
where drug problems and alcoholism flourish 
(as found by a study done by The Peace Project 
funded by the Status of Women Canada). The 
issue lies in their proximity to Native land and 
reservations, and the danger lies in the lack of 
jurisdiction tribal police have over non-Native 
people. Many studies have shown that where there 
are man camps, there are skyrocketing rates of 
sexual assault, domestic violence, and missing 

women in these communities. The communities 
I’m focusing on are mainly in the Pacific 
Northwest, British Columbia, Montana, and the 
Dakotas, but these trends exist wherever man 
camps are built.
For example in Fort Berthold, North Dakota, 
to quote from The Atlantic, “In 2012, the tribal 
police department reported more murders, fatal 
accidents, sexual assaults, domestic disputes, 
drug busts, gun threats, and human trafficking 
cases than in any year before. The surrounding 
counties offer similar reports.” In Fort Berthold, 
the population doubled with the influx of mostly 
young male workers working during the oil boom. 
In the same state, during the the Bakken oil boom 
between 2010-2013, according to the Boston 
Globe, victim advocates from the Hidsta, Mandan 
and Arikara Nation have all experienced doubling 
if not tripling in calls related sexual assault, 
human traficking and domestic violence. In 2018, 
in northern B.C., First Nations are preparing for 
two natural gas pipelines by making sure health 
stations are well stocked with rape kits.
In summary, discussions around pipelines are 
wholly focused on the environmental impacts, 
and not enough on the impact on Native 
communities, especially Native women, and that 
needs to change. To quote Lisa Brunner, who 
succinctly explains it, “They treat Mother Earth 
like they treat women... They think they can own 
us, buy us, sell us, trade us, rent us, poison us, 
rape us, destroy us, use us as entertainment and 
kill us. I’m happy to see that we are talking about 
the level of violence that is occurring against 
Mother Earth because it equates to us [women].”

 Man camps terrorize indigenous women
By: Isabelle Amezcua

There’s a new art installation in UO’s 
EMU. It’s impressive, technologically 
savvy, and does a great job encapsulating 
the anthropocentric relationship humans 
have with trees. It is a graphic of Oregon’s 
most iconic tree, the Doug fir, created 
by several large TV screens. The graphic 
displays the Doug fir growing from a 
sapling to a large old growth tree over 
the span of one day. Don’t get me wrong, 
I think it’s great to use art to educate the 
public on features of the natural world, 
especially a species so quintessential to 
the Pacific Northwest such as the Doug 
fir. However, the installation seems to 
romanticize our perception of the tree. 
Having the over 300-year process of the 
growth of a Doug fir be minimalized 
into the human constructed time unit of 
the 24-hour day seems offensive to the 
timely and epic process. Not only do I 
find the misrepresentation of tree time to 
be a bit ignorant, I think it is extremely 
dangerous. Humans have committed 
crimes against tree time since they began 
to industrially harvest old growth forests- 
turning ancient ecosystems of trees over a 
thousand years old into decimated fields 
of stumps in a mere couple of days. The 
falling of the EMU’s Doug fir at midnight 
every night sums up the fetishization of 
nature we have developed, in which our 
appreciation of its beauty is expressed 
through our domination of it.

Tree Time: by Wildcat 

guaranteed tuition, asking why UO couldn’t be funded by the state. TFAB tried 
to explain that the state has been continually disinvesting in higher education, 
leaving the university no choice but to milk its students for cash. However, 
examining Oregon legislature public records, this doesn’t seem to be the whole 
truth. In fact, Oregon’s adjusted-for-inflation investment not only in higher 
education in general but also in UO specifically has consistently gone up for the 
past five years. If anything, the state is prioritizing higher education more than it 
has in the past.
Funding is not so cut and dry, though. For one thing, OSU gets more than 1.5 
times what UO gets from the state, even though they’re a smaller school. A 
student who has been to Salem lobbying for more state funding reported that 
democratic lawmakers are hesitant to give UO too much money as they don’t trust 
the Board of Trustees to spend it responsibly—a fair assessment considering state 
funds are being used for egoistic construction projects even while grad students 
and service workers fight for a living wage.
So why can’t the university, as one student put it, “decrease tuition now, instead 
of coming up with new, creative ways to keep increasing it”? It’s a multifaceted 
question, and TFAB quite literally had no answer — they just stood in awkward 
silence and finally asked if anyone else had anything to say. Clearly, guaranteed 
tuition will do nothing to decrease tuition.

TFAB CONTINUED:



If there’s any filmmaker today who truly 
understands class struggle and weaves 
it seamlessly into their work, it is South 
Korean auteur Bong Joon-ho. His latest 
film, Parasite, is no different. Directed 
by Bong Joon-ho and co-written by 
Joon-ho and Han Jin-won, the film is a 
dark comedy mixed with a thriller that 
is centered around a poor family, the 
Kims. They struggle to get by until their 
son gets a job as an English tutor for a 
wealthy family’s daughter. They land 
a recommendation from a well-to-do, 
educated friend and subsequently scheme 
their way into having all of the Kims 
employed by the wealthy family. 
The film won the prestigious Palme d’Or at 
the Cannes Film Festival, which was well-
deserved. Parasite, more so than likely any 
other film that’s been released in recent 
years, shows the extent of how capitalism 
crushes the poor in service of the rich. Before 
being hired by the Parks, the Kim family 
languishes in a small, dingy apartment in 
a bad part of town making their money 

from odd jobs like assembling pizza boxes. 
The only reason they’re able to get a step 
up is because of the job their son, Ki-woo, 
played by Choi Woo-shik, gets by having 
his educated friend recommend him and lie 
about his credentials. The lengths that the 
Kims go to be hired by the Parks highlights 
the desperation that poverty forces on the 
poor,and the unrecognized intelligence and 
ingenuity they show despite their lack of 

academic privilege. Additionally, the Parks 
are portrayed as being gullible and naive, 
further highlighting how wealth isn’t truly 
representative of one’s intelligence and 
abilities. Bong Joon-ho himself has stated 
multiple times that the film is meant to be 
interpreted as a statement on capitalism 
and its excesses. 
Not only is the film’s story laudable, but 
the dialogue is consistently clever and 
funny. The cinematography by Hong 
Kyung-pyo is dazzling and elevates the 
film from being not just intellectually 
stimulating, but also visually stimulating. 
This combined with Yang Jin-mo’s 

masterful editing and Bong Joon-ho’s 
meticulous storyboarding helps give many 
sequences a beautifully rhythmic flow. The 
film was carefully planned from start to finish 
to achieve the closest result to perfection 
possible in filmmaking and it really shows.
The film receives my highest praise and 
recommendation, and I give it a rating of 5 
stars out of 5. It is screening at the Broadway 
Metro theater in Downtown Eugene.
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Film Review: Parasite    by: David Patrick Schranck, Jr.

Editor’s Note: For the purposes of this 
memorial, The Student Insurgent has decided 
against rehashing the traumatic events of 
Landeros’ death. The circumstances leading up 
to and surrounding their death can be found 
elsewhere such as in the Register Guard and 
Daily Emerald.
Charlie Landeros died on Jan. 11, 2019. Last 
month, on the anniversary of their death, 
community members gathered at the Fifth 
Avenue Church to memorialize their life and 
honor their commitment to persistent 
community activism throughout their 
life. 
Landeros began attending the University 
of Oregon in 2014. During their time 
at UO, Landeros was involved in 
numerous activist and advocacy causes. 
They worked as a sex educator and 
survivor advocate with UO’s Sexual 
Wellness Advocacy Team. One of 
their duties with SWAT was to educate 
incoming freshmen about healthy 
sexual relationships and sexual assault 
prevention, according to a UO blog.
They were also involved in other aspects 
of social justice. The day of President 
Schill’s planned State of the University 
address in 2017, Landeros led a group 
of about 45 protesters to take the stage 
and prevent the address. Instead of 
hearing Schill’s speech, protesters decried 
rising tuition costs and the university’s 
treatment of minority students. Landeros 
gave a speech into a megaphone and cited 
indigenous rights and minority student safety 
and oppression as reasons for the protest, 
according to the Daily Emerlad. 
Landeros left UO without a degree at the 
end of fall term 2017, but continued their 
activism on multiple fronts. Eugene City 
Council records show Landeros was present on 
several occasions to support measures such as 

making Eugene a sanctuary city and support of 
DREAMers. 
Though Landeros had once been a pacifist, 
they saw the resurgence of fascist and white 
supremacist groups in the U.S. as a call to 
action. Landeros co-founded Community 
Armed Self-Defense, a group dedicated 
to “empowering all oppressed people with 
the knowledge, ability and will to defend 
themselves,” according to its Facebook page. 
Landeros helped to train other marginalized 

people in the use and maintenance of firearms 
and educated them about their rights. They 
were an active member of Community Armed 
Self-Defense until their death. 
That is the person the community gathered 
to celebrate on the anniversary of their death. 
The Fifth Avenue Church opened its doors 
for the memorial at 5 p.m. and mourners 
began to arrive. Several walls were adorned 
with images of Landeros, paintings by Ariel, 

Landeros’ partner at the time of their death, 
poems Landeros wrote and mementos of their 
life. Attendees milled about and commiserated 
about what Landeros had meant to them 
and how they continued their activism in the 
community.
Ariel took the stage and delivered a speech. At 
times she became tearful, but the message was 
one of hope for continued resistance to tyranny 
in Landeros’ honor. “We keep Charlie alive. 
We keep their memory alive when we act and 

when we move in the ways they helped 
to shape,” she said. Ariel also announced 
plans to continue holding memorial 
events annually in the future. Some 
events, she said, would be informative, 
such as Know-Your-Rights workshops, 
but others would be purely celebrations 
and opportunities for community 
members to kick back and revel in each 
other’s company.
Ariel finished speaking and brought the 
microphone down from the stage. What 
followed was an opportunity for any 
attendee to speak about their relationship 
with Landeros. Many people told stories 
about how they and Landeros had met or 
how Landeros had worked to improve the 
lives of everyone they met, from donating 
food from their garden to free-food 
programs to offering a sympathetic ear to 
friends in crisis. 
The themes of love and rage showed 

through as people recited poems and letters 
about the ways Charlie was as likely to be 
tending to their potato plants as they were to 
be teaching someone how to use and maintain 
a firearm.
Love and Rage 
By Charlie Landeros
“Do not let anyone quench your fire. Do not let 
them dismiss your love nor pacify your rage. 
My love, do not water yourself down.” 

Charlie Landeros: A Memorial By Inkstick
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