REFORMIST REFORMS
VERSUS
STEPS TO ABOLISH THE FAMILY
Family abolition is about building a world where who gave
birth to you does not define your access to resources or care. A world
where caregiving is not treated like a "free" or "natural" resource to prop
up profits. A world with more solidarity, social supports, and love...not less!
Like the fight to build a world without prisons, family abolition is a long-haul struggle.
Insurrections have a role to play, of course. Burn the precincts! Build
the communes! In the meantime, however, we still have work to do.
Prison abolitionists distinguish between reformist and abolitionist reforms.
Reformist reforms try to fix "broken" institutions (e.g., police training). Or they
achieve "progress" by sacrificing the "undeserving"
(e.g., decriminalize marijuana but increase drug trafficking
sentences). Abolitionist reforms reduce the life and scope of harmful
institutions (e.g., decriminalize sex work) and redirect resources towards
liberation (e.g., free universal healthcare). The same idea applies to family
abolition. Rather than expand the the family (e.g., gay marriage) or outsource
its work (e.g., cheap domestic labor), we can build a better world. Let's go!
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self-determined
social bonds.

Redistribute
wealth
AND reduce
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EFFECT
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