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tives about one of the author’s experi-
ences in young punk rebellion. They then
proceed to set up and knock down a
series of rather floppy punching bags in a
smooth but evasive style that strives to
deflect any concrete criticisms of their
particular arguments.

They use the logic theory game of The
Prisoner’s Dilemma (which frames compe-
tition and consumerism into a sort
of unavoidable arms-race) as a philo-
sophic metaphor in order to explain, or
perhaps somewhat halftheartedly justify,
the prevalence of obvious transgressions
against common-sense existence such as
McDonald’s hamburgers, big-box stores,
ugly suburban tract housing sprawl and
sport-utility vehicles. Their explanation is
that these are the things that are desired
by our teeming masses of human citizens,
and by this quasi-democratic argument,
they are forgivable. They ask innocently
why McDonald’s fast food is the object of
alt-activists’ scorn when the comparably
ubiguitous Subway chain escapes notice
(the unstated answer is that Subway does
not coerce its clientele into embracing
fealty to the ideology of a satanic clown).
They sneer at livable neighbourhoods with
tree-lined streets and health food stores as
luxuries only enjoyed by affluent univer-
sity professors, elitist by nature and ideo-
logically suspect. They play the populist
card when it suits them. Ultimately, their
tone reflects the same sort of pretensions
they are denigrating.

Potter and Heath focus their main attacks
on Kalle Lasn and Naomi Klein, the
Adbusters and No-Logo tangent of their
thesis, “Books like No Logo, magazines like
Adbusters and movies like American Beauty
do not undermine consumerism; they
reinforce it. This isn’t because the authors,

They sneer at livable neighbourhoods with
tree-lined streets and health food stores as luxuries
only enjoyed by affluent university professors, elitist
by nature and ideologically suspect.

editors or directors are hypocrites. It’s
because they fail to understand the true
nature of consumer society ...”" We might
presume that Adbusters is in some sense
merely a form of penance for a coterie of
morally conflicted advert-designer-media
whores, but their critique of its situation-
alist roots is overly dismissive. Their
sniping at Naomi Klein is ill-called for; she
remains an eloquent critic of the mass
delusions driving consumerism. Potter and
Heath cannot tackle her head-on and
instead delight in nipping at her heels.
When she speaks to the effects of urban
gentrification, they accuse her of being
pretentious, which might be true, but it
does not really invalidate her premise.

Potter and Heath’s indulgence in barbed
digs at Hal Niedzviecki's cultural observa-
tions in such a manner that I am not
entirely certain whether they are cri-
tiquing, dismissing, endorsing, referencing
or merely addressing Niedzviecki's argu-
ments in his book of cultural analysis
Hello I'm Special. Niedzviecki’s disgruntle-
ment at the mass-media’s appropriation of
the spirit of individuality seems to mirror
Potter and Heath’s problems addressing
these issues, and my personal suspicion is
that Niedzviecki seems to be wrestling
with many of the same arguments as the
authors. Perhaps they are merely a bit
miffed that he appears to be working the
same side of the street.

The authors go on at disapproving length
about those annoying uncouth youths who
kicked over mailboxes and broke fast food
restaurant windows at the Seattle wro
protest rallies and riots. Potter and Heath
claim that the World Trade Organization
and the International Monetary Fund sin-
cerely have the welfare of Third world
peasants foremost in mind when they
make their decisions, “Antiglobalization
activists have taken to protesting every
major gathering of the wro ...in doing so
they put themselves in direct conflict with
representatives of precisely those Third
World interests they claim to protect.”

The authors invoke the rave sequence in
the movie Matrix2 as an illustration for
their point that young activists often
indulge in street parties and music festi-
vals as a substitute for concrete political
action, “The Beastie Boys
everyone’s bluff a long time ago, when
they recorded a “protest” song with the
anthemic title: “You Gotta Fight for Your
Right (to Party).” In the end, this is what
most counter-cultural rebellion comes
down to.” While this argument is valid,
they miss a significant part of the big pic-
ture: a utilitarian perspective on society
must include “quality of life” in the equa-
tion, and our collective quality of life
realistically includes relaxation and social-
izing. Potter and Heath decry the left-alt-
activist obsession with these colourful
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