2009 Alternate ROOTS Annual Meeting

Studio Report

Reporter’s Name:

Anne Kotleba

Studio title and leader(s):

Resist, Rebel, Rebuild

Ebony Golden

Day/time:

Thursday 2:00-5:45pm

How many participants?

11

Please describe the diversity of the group?

3 participants were black and 8 were white. 

there are 2 males and 9 females.  
about half the participants are young artists 

and 1 baby 

Brief outline of the studio format. 

  The studio began outside in rockers with partner discussions on personal experiences with the prison industrial complex.  Due to rain, we were then forced to move on to the porch and shared our partner discussions as a group.  After further discussion and reflection as a large group, we used movement to express our reflections.  This was done again with our partners after we were given a few minutes to decide our actions.  Large group discussion occurred again following the second question prompt.  We then broke to find a found object that describes our feelings and created a sculpture piece under the pavilion.  We transitioned to personal reflection time and closing discussion in the rockers up the hill.  
How did the studio content and facilitation align with the ROOTS Annual Meeting theme of Rebirth of a Nation: using art to navigate the intersection of oppressions?

This topic greatly related to the theme by having its roots dug deep in the transformation and rebirth of humanity within a system that has for so long been ingrained in injustice. By providing creative alternatives rather than incarnation, and introducing expressionistic opportunities to those who are incarcerated humanity and compassion will reign higher than the bars of oppression.  
How did you see practices of the following principles occur in the workshop? 

Power: 

We talked a great deal about the oppressing power of the prison industrial complex. The walls and the structure that gives all the power into the hands of the guards, wardens and judges.  No power is given to the residents because they are stripped of their humanity, they deserve no power.  One of the points we addressed is to imagine a change in justice system in which the humanity is honored.  This lead to a discussion about reforming the legal system and changing the function of the prison.  Power was an overlying factor in most of the discussion. 
Partnership: 

To open the session, the first thing we did was create dialogue with partners. This allowed us to open up and share our own experiences with the topic in an intimate setting.  When brought to the group, partnership within a community was stressed many times. The final questions that was posed was "what are some practical steps that we can take as individuals and collectively to rebuild a justice system that honors humanity?" The discussion on this question brought the conversation back to the idea that we as artists can play a big role in aiding this reform. We decided that one way to help promote this transformation would be to form partnerships with the prisons, the detentions centers and those who reside within them.  There was also a great need to form partnerships with the preventative and reentry programs to provide and promote growth and development for those who risk reentry. As artists we hold the humanity at a high esteem, thus to see this being compromised in any situation motivates us to act.  Visual and performance arts provide the creative outlet for those who are incarcerated and allows their voice to be heard when some many systems are trying to silence it.  We also tapped in to the ideas of the physical appearance within these institutions and put on the table the ideas of gardens and murals to promote a healthier physical appearance as well.  
Dialogue: 

As the discussion grew in to a full group dialogue, there was a strong desire to keep say more.  

We agreed that the dialogue that we created in the short time that we were all together needs to be carried on and carried farther.  These discussions about the humanity of incarcerated people needs to be amplified and addressed by a larger audience in order to be fully processed.  The voices have been silenced by a system meant to dehumanize them.  It is time to let those voices be heard, yet allowing them to do so, not in a display of anger, but in a holistic display of compassion and humanity. 
Aesthetics: 

There were two uses of creative discussion within the workshop.  The first was again with the partners we shared out personal experiences with to create a piece of movement to reflect on the feelings we had during the discussion.  In witnessing these movements, there were many themes following the ideas entrapment and frustration, lostness and confusion.  The pieces put in to view the raw emotions inspired by the prison industrial complex and it's corrosive effect on our society.  The second piece of art that was created was a found object installation  that reinforced the idea that by encouraging a little green and growth, a cold, hard, confining prison can be transformed into a place for growth.  Objects of green, such as branches and mushrooms complemented the steel of a knife and the hardness of glass.  
Transformation: 

While discussing the transformation of the prison industrial complex, during our time together we transformed as a group as well.  Though our experiences and backgrounds differ, we were able to learn and grow though sharing those experiences.  Each member of the workshop will be able to walk away with a better understanding of the work that needs to be done to introduce humanity into the prison industrial complex.  
 

Your sense of the reception by participants. Specific comments here are helpful.

Through out the session we had many people come and go.  While this brought disturbance to the dynamic that was build, each participant brought a unique view do to their personal experiences.  In the end, only half the participants were still present.  In my opinion, this was mainly due to the time of day that the presentation occurred and the length of open discussion.  The movement of locations was very well received by those participants that stayed long enough to witness it, yet, in my opinion, these breaks is also when we lost people.   There was a positive response to incorporating small group/partner discussion mixed in with large group discussion.  While some participants enjoyed the free form of discussion, some seemed to want more prompts and more directed questions.  
Any other comments for the Studio leaders(s)?

Good use of multi media interpretation and overall inclusion.  When discussing a topic such as oppression of incarcerated people, it is very important not to mimic these roles in the facilitation. 

