
Note: Proposed changes to the bylaws are highlighted in yellow. 
 

The assembly may decide to adopt the below amendments to 
our chapter bylaws: 
 
ARTICLE X. Prohibited Activity. 
Western MT DSA shall not engage in activity prohibited by the IRS guidelines 
established for 501(c)(4) organizations or similar rules established by the state of 
Montana. Nor will the organization engage in any activity prohibited by resolutions 
adopted by DSA’s National Convention or DSA’s National Political Committee. 
 
Western MT DSA organizes to build a majority movement capable of making democratic 
socialism a reality in Montana, where the working-class majority understands its 
exploitation under capitalism and its central role in its own liberation. As such, Western 
MT DSA does not condone bringing weapons to DSA meetings, rallies, or events. 
 
Alleged violations of this article shall be adjudicated according to these Bylaws of the 
Western Montana Chapter of Democratic Socialists of America, Article III, Section 4. 
 

Reasons for amendment: 
 
Whereas, Western MT DSA organizes to build a majority movement capable of making 
democratic socialism a reality in Montana, where the working-class majority understands it’s 
exploitation under capitalism and it’s central role in its own liberation; 
 
Whereas, Western MT DSA uses and encourages democratic methods to achieve socialism, 
including organizing, electoral politics, training and education, mutual aid, civil disobedience, 
and nonviolent direct action including strikes; 
 
Whereas, historically, capital and its supporters have used force and intimidation, or the threats 
of force and intimidation, to stifle dissent and to prevent communities from building grassroots 
power to challenge the status quo; 
 
Whereas, the US government and its multiple security forces have legally and materially a 
monopoly on the use of force; 
 
Whereas, in the U.S. political violence – the threat to cause bodily harm to those who hold 
differing beliefs and principles – has most often been deployed by the powerful to prevent 
positive change; 
 
Whereas, 18 U.S. Code § 2385 says in part: “Whoever knowingly or willfully advocates, abets, 
advises, or teaches the duty, necessity, desirability, or propriety of overthrowing or destroying the 
government of the United States or the government of any State, Territory, District or Possession 

1 
 



thereof, or the government of any political subdivision therein, by force or violence, or by the 
assassination of any officer of any such government . . . Shall be fined under this title or 
imprisoned not more than twenty years, or both, and shall be ineligible for employment by the 
United States or any department or agency thereof, for the five years next following his 
conviction.” 
 
Whereas, on March 13, 2026 a federal jury in Dallas convicted 8 anti-ICE protesters of 
“terrorism.” From news reports: “Prosecutors said Benjamin Song, a former U.S. Marine Corps 
reservist, yelled “get to the rifles” and opened fire, striking one police officer who had just pulled 
up to the center. The Justice Department called the violence an attack plotted by antifa operatives 
but attorneys for the accused denied that characterization, saying there were no antifa 
associations and that it was merely a demonstration with fireworks before gunshots broke out. 
Though it was Song who opened fire, prosecutors charged several other protesters with attempted 
murder of an officer and discharging a firearm as well, but they were found not guilty. The 
prosecution had argued that from the group’s planning, it was foreseeable to those others that a 
shooting could happen. Prosecutor Shawn Smith told jurors during closing arguments that the 
group’s actions — including bringing firearms, first aid kits and wearing body armor — were all 
signals of the group having a nefarious intent. He said they practiced “antifa tactics,” and were 
“obsessed with operational security.” Attorneys for the defendants have said there was no 
planned ambush and that protesters who brought firearms only did so for their own protection.” 
 
Whereas, Marxist Leon Trotsky wrote “The murder of a factory owner produces effects of a 
police nature only, or a change of proprietors devoid of any social significance. The capitalist 
state does not base itself on government ministers and cannot be eliminated with them. The 
classes it serves will always find new people; the mechanism remains intact and continues to 
function. . . . In our eyes, individual terror is inadmissible precisely because it belittles the role of 
the masses in their own consciousness, reconciles them to their powerlessness, and turns their 
eyes and hopes towards a great avenger and liberator who some day will come and accomplish 
his mission. . . . But the smoke from the confusion clears away, the panic disappears, the 
successor of the murdered minister makes his appearance, life again settles into the old rut, the 
wheel of capitalist exploitation turns as before; only the police repression grows more savage and 
brazen. And as a result, in place of the kindled hopes and artificially aroused excitement comes 
disillusionment and apathy.”; 
 
Whereas, socialist Eugene Debs said on the democratic nature of the struggle, “I am not a Labor 
Leader; I do not want you to follow me or anyone else; if you are looking for a Moses to lead 
you out of this capitalist wilderness, you will stay right where you are. I would not lead you into 
the promised land if I could, because if I led you in, someone else would lead you out. You must 
use your heads as well as your hands and get yourself out of your present condition; as it is now 
the capitalists use your heads and your hands.”; 
 
Whereas, we are inspired by and learn from two of the most successful people’s movements for 
democracy in the US - the labor movement of the 1930s and 40s, and the civil rights movement 
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of the 1950s and 60s - where they used their organized solidarity, their disciplined tactics, and 
their courage to advance the cause of liberation of workers and of people of color; 
 
Whereas, in the labor and civil rights movements, while there was use of self-defence violence, 
overwhelmingly and strategically the movements used nonviolent methods for success; 
 
Whereas, a thorough study by Erica Chenowith and Maria J. Stephan found that: “Though it 
defies consensus, between 1900 and 2006, campaigns of nonviolent resistance were more than 
twice as effective as their violent counterparts. Attracting impressive support from citizens that 
helps separate regimes from their main sources of power, these campaigns have produced 
remarkable results, even in the contexts of Iran, the Palestinian Territories, the Philippines, and 
Burma.” 
 
Whereas, Chenowith and Stephan, combining statistical analysis with case studies of these 
specific countries and territories . . . “find that nonviolent resistance presents fewer obstacles to 
moral and physical involvement, information and education, and participator commitment. 
Higher levels of participation then contribute to enhanced resilience, a greater probability of 
tactical innovation, increased opportunity for civic disruption (and therefore less incentive for the 
regime to maintain the status quo), and shifts in loyalty among opponents’ erstwhile supporters, 
including members of the military establishment. They find successful nonviolent resistance 
movements usher in more durable and internally peaceful democracies, which are less likely to 
regress into civil war. . . . [their] book originally and systematically compares violent and 
nonviolent outcomes in different historical periods and geographical contexts, debunking the 
myth that violence occurs because of structural and environmental factors and is necessary to 
achieve certain political goals. Instead, Chenoweth and Stephan find violent insurgency is rarely 
justifiable on strategic grounds.”; 
 
Whereas, New York City DSA has amended its Constitution to forbid its members or the 
organization to support, promote or engage in acts of physical violence; 
 
Whereas, the use of nonviolent methods increases the chances of liberation and democratic 
socialism; 
 
Therefore, be it resolved that the Western Montana DSA amend its Bylaws under Article X.: 
 
ARTICLE X. Prohibited Activity. 
Western MT DSA shall not engage in activity prohibited by the IRS guidelines 
established for 501(c)(4) organizations or similar rules established by the state of 
Montana. Nor will the organization engage in any activity prohibited by resolutions 
adopted by DSA’s National Convention or DSA’s National Political Committee. 
 
Western MT DSA organizes to build a majority movement capable of making democratic 
socialism a reality in Montana, where the working-class majority understands its 
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exploitation under capitalism and its central role in its own liberation. As such, Western 
MT DSA does not condone bringing weapons to DSA meetings, rallies, or events. 
 
Alleged violations of this article shall be adjudicated according to these Bylaws of the 
Western Montana Chapter of Democratic Socialists of America, Article III, Section 4. 
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