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Columbia University Moves to Further 
Gentrify Harlem, Residents and Students 

Unite in Opposition
By UFAD New York Branch

In November, UFAD Harlem residents joined 
protests at Columbia University’s main cam-
pus in Morningside Heights to support the 
graduate student strike. For weeks, students 
held a daily picket on the campus’ central 
square to demand a new contract, better pay-
ment, and health care. Members of UFAD in 
Harlem, who are fighting against the privat-
ization of public housing projects,  joined the 
actions to support the student workers and to 
spark opposition to the school’s expansion into 
Harlem, only the latest chapter in the school’s 
decades-long plan to further their stake in 
real estate development and privatization in 

surrounding neighborhoods. 

At pickets UFAD Harlem members gave 
speeches about their first-hand experience 
with privatization, stating that Harlem resi-
dents saw the need to unite with the students 
and campus workers to oppose the corpo-
rate-controlled university board. In the fol-
lowing weeks, Columbia students came to 
a UFAD Harlem event to support residents’ 
fight against privatization, and several Harlem 
residents joined the students’ fundraising ac-
tivities to further solidarity.

Despite the fact that Columbia University 



occupies properties in Harlem, where it has 
aggressively expanded its real estate hold-
ings in recent years, the solidarity between 
students and residents was real, grounded in 
residents’ and students’ awareness of Colum-
bia University’s real estate plans. These plans 
will bring profits for the institution, but from 
the perspectives of students and residents are 
furthering a housing crisis in Harlem at the 
expense of locals.

In a march organized by the students on De-
cember 1st, UFAD members held signs stating 
“Columbia University Get Out of Harlem.” At 
another rally, students told UFAD members 
that graduate students were not only under-
paid but also charged with unaffordable high 
rent in the school’s residential facilities, which 

are built on privately purchased land in Har-
lem. In this sense, it is clear that the school 
would rather spend more money to invest in 
expanding in Harlem than pay the bills for 
its own students. Both Harlem residents and 
Columbia University students are fighting 
against the same crisis-ridden capitalist econ-
omy, on distinct but related fronts. To achieve 
true victory, these fronts must be linked up.  

At first glance Columbia University, an insti-
tution of higher education, is an innocent by-
stander in the area’s housing crisis, but this is far 
from the case.  As a BUSINESS entity, Columbia 
University has a notorious history of profiting 
from speculation on property values in Harlem 
by expanding its private territory there, bring-
ing about dire consequences for locals. Still 

UFAD members at a march in support of the striking students
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fresh in people’s memory is the school’s 
recent private purchase of land and 
property in West Harlem as part of its 
“Thirty-Year plan,” which displaced 
hundreds of households and business-
es to pave the way for the school’s new 
lab buildings: (See: https://unhabitat.
org/sites/default/files/download-man-
ager-files/NYC%20Case%20Study.pdf). 
Yet another recent case is the school’s  
northward expansion into the junction 
between Broadway and 125th Street.

As a cultural institution that defends the 
interests of the ruling elites in society, 
the university wears a progressive mask 
to cover over their real estate maneuvers 
in the neighborhood. The school hung 
a Black Lives Matter sign outside their 
lab building on 125th street, visible from 
the elevated 1 train, a mockery hanging 
on a building that displaced hundreds of 
Black residents. The construction only 
became possible by pushing out Harlem 
residents. Like the Museum of Chinese 
in America (MOCA) in Chinatown, the 
landlord here, the board of Columbia 
University, uses politically correct lan-
guage to conceal the predatory interests 
of the institution in the neighborhood. 

Despite the hopes of the school’s board 
of directors that its plans to expand 
into Harlem would go smoothly, they 
have not. They have met with opposi-
tion from the people of Harlem. Besides 
the protests initiated by Harlem residents in 
the last two decades, the people have fought 
against this landlord/university since back in 
the 1960s. The famous 1968 shutdown of cam-
pus was achieved as part of a movement op-
posing the school’s “G-Y-M Crow”—a plan to 
construct a university sports facility in Harlem 
accompanied by mass evictions of local resi-
dents.

This plan by the university was defeated, 
showing how the people united can defeat 
such predatory business schemes. Today  
Harlem residents and Columbia University 
students are supporting each other to form 
a united front and together sweep away into 
the dust bin “Ivy Imperialism”–a term coined 
by activists and residents in the 1960s for de-
scribing Columbia University’s administrators 
and their friends in the ruling class.
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Lydia, from Harlem River Houses, in front of an 
inflatable “fat cat”

https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/download-manager-files/NYC Case Study.pdf
https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/download-manager-files/NYC Case Study.pdf
https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/download-manager-files/NYC Case Study.pdf
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Build Back Better: a scam for the rich

1 Build Back Better destines funds towards “eligible activities under section 9(d)(1) of the United States 
Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437g(d)(1)) for priority investments as determined by the Secretary to repair, re-
place, or construct properties assisted under such section 9.” However, section 9(d)(1) makes it clear that “mixed 
finance projects,” which actually ultimately eliminate section 9 public housing, qualify as “eligible activities.” 
2 https://www.huduser.gov/portal/periodicals/cityscpe/vol21num2/ch11.pdf 

As the cloud of the global COVID-19 pandem-
ic continues to hang over the US economy, 
the Biden administration has touted House 
Resolution 53.76 as a solution. HR.53.76, 
commonly known as “Build Back Better,” is 
meant to provide funding to state, local, and 
private programs in education, labor, child-
care, healthcare, and the environment. While 
at face value this seems like a positive invest-
ment that improves some people’s lives, actu-
ally the bill is designed to funnel money to the 
rich, including by advancing the privatization 
of public housing.

Build Back Better appears to offer $65 billion 
dollars for the repair of public housing, but as 
much as $63 billion of that could, at the HUD 
secretary’s discretion, be used for a variety 
of privatization programs grouped under the 
term “mixed-finance projects.”1 These have 
historically resulted in mass displacement and 

gentrification.

For example, under the HOPE VI series of 
mixed-finance projects, on average only about 
one in four (27.6%) of households that were 
relocated were able to return after their build-
ings were taken over by private developers. 
In half of such projects this figure is less than 
18.2%.2 Moreover, the current bill dramati-
cally increases funding for so-called “Tenant 
Protection Vouchers,” which are Section 8 
vouchers used when public housing units are 
destroyed and/or replaced by Section 8 units. 
These are key instruments for privatization 
schemes such as the proposed “Blueprint for 
Change” in New York.

If the full $65 billion was destined to address 
the backlog of repairs in public housing with-
out privatizing, it would be enough to fully 
address the repair/reconstruction needs if 

Here and facing page: scenes from the Day of Action protest in 
San Francisco against the Build Back Better scheme

https://rules.house.gov/sites/democrats.rules.house.gov/files/BILLS-117HR5376RH-RCP117-18.pdf
https://www.huduser.gov/portal/periodicals/cityscpe/vol21num2/ch11.pdf
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used intelligently.3 However, corruption and 
graft run deep in these authorities, and with-
out pressure from the masses they will not use 
public funds for the public good. Any repairs 
that end up being done will likely end up being 
poorly done, and projects will still end up be-
ing privatized.

Congress, HUD, and the housing authorities 
have conspired to slowly but surely kill off 
public housing over the last several decades 
through underfunding, mismanagement, and 
privatization. Now, the Biden administra-
tion’s Build Back Better Act is being sold as a 
historic investment in public housing that will 
begin to reverse this course, but this is a lie. 
Despite the fact that at this time the bill has 
been delayed, and its passage seems less and 
less likely, millions of impacted tenants need 
to understand that this effort by Congress is 
a smokescreen to further rob the people, as 
social wealth (in the form of public housing 
stock) is surrendered to private real estate 
companies.

Activists of the UFAD organized a day of ac-
tion in Boston and San Francisco to bring at-
tention to and oppose the BBB legislation. In 
New York, the group Save Section 9 held a vig-
il to shine light on this “crime of the century.” 

3 The backlog was estimated at $70 billion back in 2019, and grows each year that public housing is under-
funded. 

In Boston, the UFAD rallied at the Jackson 
Square train station, located near the Mildred 
Hailey/Bromley Heath public housing devel-
opment. Mildred Hailey has been a focal point 
for the struggle in Boston; the UFAD’s com-
mittee at the project has been waging a strug-
gle for several months to expose the lies of the 
privatization scheme, as well as the atrocious 
living conditions caused by the housing au-
thority’s neglect and mismanagement.

At the protest, UFAD members spoke about 
the BBB scam and how it is part of the larg-
er trend of privatization that impacts pub-
lic housing across the country. Activists dis-
cussed the victories won so far, forcing the 
Boston Housing Authority to clean hallways, 
wax floors, make some repairs in apartments 
and fix potholes.

These victories are important, but the Housing 
Authority is still grossly neglecting the build-
ings it oversees. Residents also highlighted the 

https://www.nahro.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/CAPITAL_FUND_BACKLOG_One-Pager.pdf
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need to struggle and fight for more than just 
decent housing, because the elite are screw-
ing the people over with a million different 
schemes. The demonstration attracted pass-
ers-by from Bromley and the surrounding 
neighborhoods and these growing connec-
tions are important to the work of the UFAD 
moving forward.

In San Francisco, tenants from the Sunnydale 
and Potrero Hill public housing developments 
rallied in front of the SF Federal Building, 
where congress member and Speaker of the 
House Nancy Pelosi has her office. Potrero 
Hill and Sunnydale have been severely un-
derfunded for years, with conditions in some 
units ranking lowest in the country by HUD’s 
standards4.

The Federal Building is right in the heart of 
Downtown San Francisco where the crisis of 
homelessness and poverty is out in the open 
for all to see. In fact, Downtown has a number 

4 https://www.huduser.gov/portal/datasets/pis.html#2021_codebook

of “Mixed-income” and subsidized develop-
ments meant to warehouse  SF’s elderly, dis-
abled and impoverished. Several passers-by 
who lived in subsidized developments and 
Single Room Occupancy hotels in the sur-
rounding areas joined the protest.

One woman walked up to the crowd and ex-
plained, “I live in a hotel nearby, it’s cramped 
and the staff are awful. These politicians don’t 
want us to live in the city [of SF] anymore, they 
want to get rid of us”. Sunnydale and Potrero 
Hill residents fear that if their developments 
are privatized they won’t be able to live any-
where in SF, and will be forced out onto the 
streets.

It was important to protest this bill because 
this is not a local issue. It’s a national fight, 
and tenants must come together to fight, rath-
er than getting taken in by the false promises 
of politicians.

UFAD members protest Build Back Better at the Bromley Heath / Mildred Hailey development 
in Jamaica Plain, Boston
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Blueprint and the Housing Preservation Trust: 
A “Public-to-Public” transfer?

by Alonso Espinosa-Dominguez

1 The bill can be found here: https://www.nysenate.gov/legislation/bills/2021/S6999. 
2 Section 605 of the law, above.  
3 Section 604, subdivision 13.

Public Housing residents across the country 
have started speaking out and fighting back 
against privatization schemes, under which 
banks and real estate companies will take con-
trol of their homes. As this opposition grows, 
politicians, government officials, and devel-
opers are scrambling to find ways to obscure 
their plans to destroy public housing.

There is no better example of this than New 
York City’s Blueprint for Change. The Blue-
print for Change was introduced in 2020 by 
New York City Housing Authority (NYCHA) 
and supposedly “progressive” politicians like 
Julia Salazar (a state senator from Brooklyn). 
NYCHA promised that Blueprint for Change 
would be a “public-to-public” transfer of hous-
ing properties which would keep NYCHA man-
agement at converted properties and prevent 
the types of issues that came with programs 
like RAD.

But the truth isn’t so rosy. This was really a 
bait-and-switch, and Blueprint for Change is 
basically just a privatization scheme like any 

other.

The way Blueprint would work is as follows: 
the NY state legislature would pass a law cre-
ating a new public corporation, the “Public 
Housing Preservation Trust.” This trust would 
be empowered to1:

1. Acquire NYCHA properties by entering 
into 99-year ground lease for the land 
those properties exist on and convert-
ing the units into Section 8 units.2

2. Obtain Section 8 Tenant Protection 
Vouchers from HUD and use those to 
create bonds to attract private inves-
tors.

3. “Form or participate as members or 
partners of private entities”3 such as 
for-profit and non-profit corporations, 
housing development fund corpora-
tions, and limited partnerships. These 
private entities the Trust is allowed to 
form would have as members not just 
the Trust but also big banks and other 
investors. 

Close to 400,000 people live in the 316 public housing developments in New York City. Plans 
like the Blueprint for Change aim to privatize these properties and gentrify the city.

https://www.nysenate.gov/legislation/bills/2021/S6999
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4. Fully or partially transfer property in 
its possession to other entities “by any 
method, necessary or convenient for 
the exercise of its functions.”4 In partic-
ular, this means the Trust could trans-
fer ownership of NYCHA buildings to 
the new private entities it forms with 
investors, turning those investors into 
partial owners of the buildings and en-
titling them to rental revenue. So much 
for “public housing stays public.”

5. “Enter into agreements with the NY-
CHA—or other entities—for the provi-
sion of management, maintenance and 
other services.”5 Notice that, despite 
the pro-blueprint talking points about 
NYCHA management, there is nothing 
actually preventing the Trust from hir-
ing private management companies to 
take over, just like with RAD or other 
privatization schemes.

Resident groups across NYC saw right through 
the rhetoric, and waged an intense struggle 
against the Blueprint. Some important vic-
tories have been won already. The New York 

4  Section 604, subdivision 6.
5  Section 604, subdivision 9.

State Legislature was stopped from passing 
the law to create the Trust and allow the Blue-
print to move forward. But this is only tempo-
rary. The Blueprint bill is not totally dead, it is 
just being held “in committee” and it is just a 
matter of time before they try to pass it again.

Other schemes, like the Build Back Better 
plan, which the Biden administration recent-
ly failed to get through Congress, would pour 
tons of funding into Tenant Protection Vouch-
ers, laying the groundwork for an expansion of 
Blueprint-type plans and other privatization 
schemes in NYC and across the country.

This makes it all the more important to expose 
the lies, manipulation, and PR glitz around 
plans like the Blueprint for Change and expose 
them for what they are: privatization schemes 
designed to gentrify neighborhoods, push peo-
ple out of the city, and funnel money to the big 
banks and developers.

Members of the NYC UFAD branch, along with other groups, have been actively protesting and 
exposing the sick reality behind the “Blueprint for Change”
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Update on the Struggle in San Francisco
By the Bay Area UFAD Branch

Sunnydale and Potrero Hill tenants continue 
the fight against gentrification in San Francis-
co. Residents organized protests on Novem-
ber 29th outside the San Francisco Housing 
Authority (SFHA) office at Sunnydale and on 
November 30th outside the SFHA office at 
Potrero Hill. These protests followed weeks 
of residents going door to door and gathering 
nearly 100 signatures from their neighbors on 
a list of four demands which were sent to the 
San Francisco Housing Authority (SFHA), lo-
cal and federal Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (HUD) offices, San Francisco politicians, 
and developers. 

Residents issued these demands and held pro-
tests to oppose the two privatization schemes 
that SFHA is pushing forward: the city’s HOPE 
SF privatization plan and an “accelerated dis-
position” (or rather accelerated privatization) 
with the Eugene Burger Management Corpo-
ration. SFHA sent residents in certain parts of 
Sunnydale 90-day notices to leave their homes 
by December for demolition to make way for 
the next HOPE SF phase. But December came 

and passed, and some residents have stood 
their ground and refused to move. SFHA is 
also pressuring other Sunnydale and Potrero 
Hill residents to sign new leases with the pri-
vate management company so they can con-
vert all the old Housing buildings from public 
housing to Section 8 Project Based Vouchers 
before they are slated to be demolished in the 
future. Residents have also opposed this part 
of the privatization, and some have not signed 
leases with the company.

Residents organized two days of protest at the 
Sunnydale and Potrero Hill local SFHA offices 
to show that they would dig in rather than lay 
down. At the protest at Sunnydale, resident 
Maria said in Spanish, “This is not in favor 
of the people, but only to earn more money. 
They are doing this for their interests. They 
don’t care if kids or the elderly end up on the 
street. The people have power and we are here 
because of this. I am here defending my chil-
dren’s houses. We are fighting so the people 
who live here will have rights, have protection. 
We have been fighting for years, it hasn’t just 

A recent protest at Sunnydale, where the San Francisco Housing Authority has been pushing 
ahead with a rapid privatization
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been 2 or 3 months, to have dignified housing, 
but they [Housing] just want to quit.” 

Rita from Sunnydale spoke about how resi-
dents don’t want to be controlled and confined 
by private management companies and don’t 
want to live in high rise buildings, and how 
SFHA has neglected its properties but now 
wants to force people out.

Mose from Sunnydale put it like this at the 
protest at Potrero Hill, “We all gotta come out 
and support this struggle or else you are gonna 
wake up one day and be ass out without a roof.

“All these people who live over here, Potrero 
Hill, Hunters Point, Double Rock, Sunnydale, 
come outside and support! Look at all this go-
ing on over here, they’re tearing it down for 
nothing. All these people are trying to make 
money and we are suffering. I will speak out 
of my heart to all the people. They say they’re 
going to make some new stuff. Oh, come on. 
New for nothing.”

The rallies also prompted a pathetic response 
from management. The day of the protest at 
Sunnydale, SFHA public housing director 

Kendra Crawford personally called residents 
to intimidate them into not attending, but 
people went anyway and spoke out. The next 
day, Kendra called the police on residents at 
the protest at Potrero Hill. The police claimed 
that neither SFHA nor local police had any 
knowledge of a demonstration, claiming that 
activists were “trespassing” and that a posted 
banner was “vandalizing” the property. Resi-
dents refused to be intimidated or move and 
police left the area after about 20 minutes and 
the protest went on.

The city’s long-term HOPE SF plan is to de-
molish all tenants’ homes so real estate de-
velopers can build thousands of unaffordable, 
market rate units and luxury condos in “mixed 
income developments”. The HOPE SF “pub-
lic-private” partnership is merely a smoke-
screen to hide the fact that the developers (as 
well as their backers in big banks like Capital 
One, Chase, and Bank of America) stand to 
make a killing off the displacement of low-in-
come tenants.

Dozens of Sunnydale households have re-
ceived 90-day notices from SFHA threatening 

Residents at Potrero Hill protest against San Francisco’s privatization plans



11 Urban Core: The hearT of The CiTy 

them with eviction if they do not leave 
their homes in December.

SFHA also wants to convert all the exist-
ing public housing buildings at Sunny-
dale and Potrero Hill to Section 8 Project 
Based Voucher units to be managed by the 
Eugene Burger Management Corporation 
within the next year. The EBMC would 
manage units until they are demolished 
to pave the way for the HOPE SF scheme.

SFHA says this accelerated privatization 
scheme is legitimate because it was ap-
proved by HUD in 2019, but legitimate 
to who? There is almost no public infor-
mation about what this “accelerated dis-
position” privatization entails or what 
rights tenants have. Residents were not 
even informed about it until SFHA began 
to send 90-day notices in September that 
they would terminate public housing leas-
es. When residents have demanded more 
information, they can’t get a straight an-
swer from SFHA or EBMC, and EBMC 
management told one resident they don’t 
even know who tenants should pay rent 
to, and yet they threaten residents who 
won’t comply with the privatization.

The UFAD submitted Freedom of Infor-
mation Act (FOIA) requests to SFHA con-
cerning the application which they are 
legally required to submit to HUD to carry 
through with this scheme. After months of 
delay, an SFHA legal clerk responded say-
ing that no such document exists.

SFHA is pushing this process to privatize 
the last remaining public housing in San 
Francisco as quickly as possible. SFHA will 
essentially cease to exist by the end of this 
year and leave the developments totally in 
the hands of private companies. We think 
other Housing Authorities in the country 
will try to follow this plan of privatizing 
public housing as quickly as possible with 

Residents posted their demands on the door of the 
management office at Potrero Hill

Join the National 
Movement

You are not alone in the 
struggle. This is a nation-
wide movement to stop the 
banks from stealing our 
homes.

Email us: 
Urban_Core@riseup.net
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little to no information being given to resi-
dents.

Politicians, SFHA, and developers have worked 
hard to sell the scam of privatization. The poli-
ticians go so far as to call HOPE SF “the nation’s 
first large scale, explicitly anti-racist commu-
nity development initiative.” More and more, 
the rich and powerful use words like “justice,” 
“anti-racist,” and “community empowerment” 
to disguise what they’re doing when they op-
press working people. SFHA says HOPE SF is 
anti-racist and supported by residents, and yet 
SFHA’s Kendra Crawford called the police on 
residents at the Potrero Hill protest.

Last year after the George Floyd protests, the 
banks, corporations, and politicians all issued 
statements saying that they were passionate 
about fighting racism and police brutality. 
They think that people will be duped by their 
words. But all we have to do is look at their 

actions to see what’s going on: they’re still 
working together to exploit and oppress the 
people. More than that, the situation for most 
people in this country isn’t just staying the 
same, it’s getting worse. Neighborhoods con-
tinue to be gentrified, people are losing their 
jobs, and inflation is rising the fastest it has 
since 1982.

Residents see through the lies about the HOPE 
SF privatization. They don’t want their homes 
to be demolished for developers to make a 
profit. When SFHA and developers have been 
unable to convince residents that HOPE SF is 
good for them, they change tactics. They have 
doubled down in recent months, telling resi-
dents that it’s a done deal, and threatened res-
idents with eviction if they do not leave their 
homes. They have told other residents that if 
they don’t sign the new leases with Eugene 
Burger, they will lose their public housing sub-
sidy and have to pay the full contract rent for 

A recent protest against the San Francisco city government’s privatization schemes at 
Sunnydale, one of the two remaining public housing developments in the city
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We tenants have the power to change things
By Debra Ross

Debra Ross is a resident and organizer in 
an Oakland Housing Authority development 
in East Oakland. She has lived there for six 
years and has been organizing against OHA’s 
harassment of tenants and neglect of the units.

My name is Debra Ross. I am 64 years old. I 
am a mother of seven, grandmother of 31, and 
great grandmother of two. I was raised in San 
Francisco and had a couple of my children in 
Oakland, so I am a Bay area resident here in 
Oakland.

I was called by God to help in the community 
and to help others who are hurting and need 
help with their situation. Housing has always 
been my baby because so many people needed 
a place to live.

I started my own non profit organization help-
ing many people with back rent, school sup-
plies, toys for children. And housing was always 
number one in my heart. I looked for housing 

for many fam-
ilies and had 
found hous-
ing for my cli-
ents as time 
passed. I had 
helped over 
my 34 years 
many people 
with landlord 
problems, go-
ing door to 
door, empow-
ering and edu-
cating tenants 
of their rights 
and to stand 
up for their 
rights. Many 
of these ten-
ants was getting evicted just because of stand-
ing up for their rights to live in a habitable unit.

their units, which can be up to $3,000.

In the face of this, people can feel like they 
have no choice, and that they will be alone if 
they resist. But this year, more and more, res-
idents have been coming together to build up 
an organization that really serves the interests 
of the people. SFHA and developers Mercy 
Housing and BRIDGE Housing have tried to 
slander the UFAD, but as Rita from Sunnydale 
said at the protest, it’s the Housing Authority 
and developers who are telling people false in-
formation and they are the ones trying to push 
people out. “They don’t want us to know ev-
erything that they’re doing.”

When SFHA told residents they have to attend 
appointments with SFHA about leaving their 
homes or signing a new lease, residents have 
gone in groups instead of as individuals to 

demand information and refuse to sign any-
thing. In the face of threats and harassment 
from SFHA, developers, and police, residents 
have continued to hold public meetings and 
protests. SFHA has tried to isolate residents of 
Sunnydale and Potrero Hill from each other as 
part of their divide and conquer strategy, but 
residents are working together across the two 
developments, going door to door and orga-
nizing meetings and protests together. 

The politicians, banks, and developers will 
continue to try to privatize public housing 
across the country and make things worse for 
residents. But if we work together, we can stop 
this, and make positive changes for the people. 
Then, every day, the nationwide movement 
against privatization and gentrification will 
continue to grow and we will be stronger.

Debra Ross, an organizer 
and resident in Oakland
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Termites and termite damage in an apartment in Debra’s development

Some tenants fear and move out because there 
wasn’t any one to help them. When you don’t 
know your rights or stand up for your rights 
they will evict you, retaliate against you, and 
harass you.

Living in one of Oakland Housing Authority’s 
units I never knew that I would have to expe-
rience the same problems I was talking to so 
many people about. It hit me so hard, I was so 
hurt and stressed. How can this happen to me, 
what did I do to deserve this treatment after I 
helped so many people? I prayed and I orga-
nized and things changed. My neighbors and 
I have pressured OHA to make improvements 
to our units.

Here in Oakland and San Francisco we all are 
going through the same problem with land-
lords and the Housing Authority. We are now 
seeing it is not just private landlords, but also 
Housing Authorities all over the State, our 
housing getting taken from under us.

We are to continue standing up for our rights.

Oakland Housing Authority has continued to 
jeopardize our lives and retaliate against us 
because we complain about these issues on 
the property. I have been harassed, retaliated 
against, almost evicted, but I continue to fight. 
If I wasn’t aware of my rights and fought for 
them I would have been evicted and homeless 
with my grandchildren.

Groups like the United Front Against Dis-
placement stands for the people and with the 
people and can help us to stand up for our 
rights and I have empowered many people to 
be strong for their rights.

If we don’t stand up now so many more peo-
ple will be evicted, we stand together in unity 
and power. We can stop them. We can stand 
together and fight this. You are not alone.
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Residents at Grant Manor in Boston Rally for 
Elections, Against Gentrification

Alice Pote

On Saturday, November 13th, residents at 
Grant Manor Apartments in Boston rallied 
to call for tenant board elections and for the 
ouster of the current corrupt board. Residents 
and activists spoke out strongly denouncing 
the corruption and intimidation they have 
been living with for years, and called out the 
current board’s efforts to stop elections from 
taking place.

The current board has ruled the building for 
years, setting up corrupt deals and selling out 
the residents while intimidating those who 
speak out against it. A major rallying point 
for residents is a $20 million dollar loan to 
the building which the board signed off on 
in secrecy, indebting the building to the big 
banks. The loan is supposedly going to pay for 
some improvements to the building, but in the 
meantime residents’ rents have already gone 
up to pay off the loan and there have been no 
improvements made.

Residents who exposed the fraudulent na-
ture of this loan and how the board was act-
ing on behalf of the big banks to take over the 

building were given eviction notices for speak-
ing out and threatened by the building’s secu-
rity guards. But when the management tried 
to shut residents down, they responded by get-
ting more organized and fighting back. Now for 
over a year there have been regular meetings, 
protests, outreach efforts, and more. Not a 
single organizer has been evicted, and a judge 
ruled that the board must allow for elections 
to take place on December 15th, 2021, although 
as of January the board continues to delay.

The current tenant board has been in office 
over fifteen years, even though the building’s 
by-laws clearly stipulate that elections must 
be held every two years. They are stalling 
and delaying new elections at every opportu-
nity, even after getting a court order to hold 
the elections. For the current board a lot is at 
stake, because once residents elect a new board 
they’ll be able to see all of the building’s finan-
cial accounts and records, so all of the corrupt 
dealing which the current board is involved in 
will come to light. 

The struggle at Grant Manor has a long legacy. 
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A Message of Solidarity from Boston University Students

A small group of students from Boston Uni-
versity attended to show our support for the 
residents of Grant Manor who were holding a 
rally for upcoming board elections. Some of 
us had been out to different projects around 
Boston along with other UFAD members, but 
for some of the group it was the first time that 
they had came out to support the community 
organizing. As a student it is easy to become 
completely caught up in the bubble colleges 
tend to create, and many BU students nev-
er seem to venture much further than New-
bury Street. This needs to change. Students 
need to go into the communities that their 
schools are in, and support the people.  The 

struggle at Grant Manor is a great example 
of this. Talking to residents it was clear that 
they appreciated us showing our support for 
them and for us it was really powerful to see 
the work that they had done so far. Especial-
ly because colleges across the country are a 
major gentrifying force it is key that students 
themselves rally against gentrification. We 
hope that the rally at Grant Manor was just 
the first step for students and that we will 
see more and more students actually engag-
ing and working with the community to fight 
the big money interests and corrupt politi-
cians pushing the gentrification scheme.

In the 1990’s residents came together to op-
pose an effort to outright privatize the build-
ing, and were able to successfully ensure that 
the building became partially tenant-owned 
instead of just being handed over to some real 
estate company. The neighborhood in which 
Grant Manor is located, Boston’s South End 
/ Lower Roxbury, is also a hot-spot for gen-
trification. The city, alongside the big banks 
and real estate companies, is making pretty 
transparent efforts to transform the area from 
a low-income, mostly Black neighborhood 
into an “up-and-coming” place for yuppies 
to live and commute into fancy tech jobs in 

downtown Boston.

Grant Manor resident Haywood Fennel 
summed it up well at the protest:

“We need an election...we don’t need the same 
people. We’re not going to have the same peo-
ple. We have not benefited at all. We have al-
lowed the enemy to come in our camp, and say 
that we’ve gotta pay more rent, you’ve gotta 
ride on broke elevators, and we’re going to 
hold this $20 million dollars until we get ready 
to do what we want to do, which is get you out-
ta here. These apartments can become condos 
if we’re not careful!”

The main building at Grant Manor, located in the heart of Boston’s South End/Lower Roxbury 
neighborhood.



The Rich Keep Getting Richer and the Poor  
Keep Getting Poorer

by Ryan Costello

The pandemic has shown a trend we have seen 
all of our lives, a nasty, disturbing, and un-
just trend that many have come to accept as 
inevitable. I’m talking about the rich getting 
richer and the poor poorer. While it happens 
every year, the last few have been particular-
ly brutal. So many have lost nearly everything 
(jobs, savings, homes, and even lives), while 
a few billionaires like Elon Musk, Bill Gates, 
and Jeff Bezos have gotten much richer. All of 
them have added tens of billions to their offi-
cial net worth since the start of the pandemic. 
Meanwhile, even common people who were 
able to keep our jobs are seeing our wages be 
eaten up by inflation, and we know that the of-
ficial government statistics understate the re-
ality. Every time we go to the grocery store we 
pay more for less.

But why does this happen? Is it inevitable? 
The “experts” on TV and in the media tell us 

it’s just “economics,” that in order to make 
the world run this is how it has to be. But this 
doesn’t really add up. The basic fact of human 
life is that we can and do produce more than 
we need to survive. Otherwise we would still 
be hunter-gatherers, scraping by with just 
barely enough to make it to our next meal. 
Instead, we see that human labor—our blood, 
sweat, and tears—makes a lot. Each year we 
reproduce the existing society, and then some. 
We can see this around us: new buildings, 
new cars, even new cities, and so on. So there 
is more than enough to go around, and then 
plenty left over on top of that to grow the so-
ciety.

The problem is that, while most people work, 
only a few people really get to take the lion’s 
share of the wealth that is produced. This is a 
result of the capitalist system in which we live. 
We’re told the lie that people are paid according 
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to their work, but the truth is that most 
people get paid an hourly wage that hides 
and obscures the fact that they are getting 
little more than what they need to survive 
until their next paycheck. Most Americans 
are living paycheck-to-paycheck, meaning 
they are getting just the bare minimum 
needed to keep themselves and their fam-
ilies going. But, if there is surplus, if their 
hard work is producing growth, then they 
are producing more than the minimum 
needed to survive. In fact, they are often 
producing far more than this. 

The problem is that the rich people, the 
capitalists, the billionaires, have the right 
to take basically all the surplus under the 
capitalist system. So, they take most of 
the value that you make at work. Put an-
other way, you work hard all day to make 
someone else rich. 

And why do they have the right to take the 
money, the wealth that you produce? Be-
cause they are already rich. Because they 
had the money to invest into the business, 
and therefore by law they get to pocket 
the profits. When you put it this way, it 
becomes clear that their wealth is tied to 
poverty. In order for there to be rich people, 
there need to be poor people, and vice versa, 
because the rich get rich by taking the money 
that we produce and pocketing it as profit.

Plus, the government bails them and their big 
banks and companies out all the time. For ex-
ample, most people got a few stimulus checks 
and a little more in food stamps and unemploy-
ment throughout the pandemic. In contrast, 
the government gave the big banks $6 trillion 
in the first week of the pandemic alone. That’s 
$6,000,000,000,000! The Federal Reserve 
(the central bank of the U.S.) made that out 
of thin air and now it’s causing inflation for all 
of us because they diluted the money supply 
(watered down the value of our dollars). Not 
to mention the countless other bailouts they 

have done for the banks, airlines, and other 
corporations since then.

The privatization of public housing is just an-
other scheme to do the same. They’re taking 
property which is supposed to be in public 
hands (although we know that it’s not really 
under the control of the people), and they’re 
giving it away to the banks and developers. 
These fraudsters in turn get a whole bunch of 
subsidies from the government to “redevelop” 
these properties into luxury units, and res-
idents get kicked to the curb in the process. 
This is all because the government serves the 
wealthy, not the people. It’s a government by 
the rich for the rich, not for the people. And 
until this situation changes, the rich are going 
to keep getting richer and the poor poorer. 

Jeff Bezos, Elon Musk, Bill Gates, and Mark 
Zuckerberg, four of the wealthiest people in the 

world, all of whom have gotten a lot richer during 
the pandemic.
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Urban Core: A Newsletter for the People
Urban Core is the national newsletter of the United Front Against Displacement, featuring 
news, analysis, opinions, art, and more about the struggle against gentrification all across the 
country. It was originally created in Boston but has since grown into a national publication, 
distributed online and in print form.

Urban Core was specifically created to keep residents informed about developments in the 
neighborhood and to connect ongoing struggles against gentrification. The purpose of this 
newsletter is to serve the people. In order for it to be a success we need your feedback, contri-
butions, and even criticisms.

Published by the United Front 
Against Displacement
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Have you Received an 
Eviction Notice? 
Are You Facing a Rent 
Increase? 
Is Your Neighborhood Being 
Gentrified?
Email Us: Urban_Core@riseup.net


