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In a June 4, 2014 article in the New 
York Times by James C. McKinley, Jr., 
titled “Police and DA Team Up to 
Reduce Crime,”

“As part of a new template for 
relations between the two agencies, 
the district attorney’s office will pro-
vide the police with more than $20 
million from drug forfeiture cases to 
pay for new technology. That money 
will go for security cameras, fiber-
optic information systems and hand-
held tablets that will feed police offi-
cers data about suspects…”

“The Police Department, in turn, 
will provide the district attorney’s 
Crime Strategies Unit access to more 
of the data it collects not only on 
reported crimes but also on suspects…

“The commissioner said he envi-
sioned a ‘seamless web’ of informa-
tion flowing between prosecutors 
and the police.”

In another Times article dated June 
8, 2014 by Matt Apuzzo titled, “War 
Gear Flows to Police Departments,”

“Weighing 30 tons and built to 
withstand land mines, the armored 

combat vehicle is one of hundreds 
showing up across the country, in 
police departments big and small.

“…as President Obama ushers in 
the end of what he called America’s 
‘long season of war,’ the former tools 
of combat—M-16 rifles, grenade 
launchers, silencers and more—are 
ending up in local police departments, 
often with little public notice….

“During the Obama administra-
tion…police departments have 
received tens-of-thousands of 
machine guns; nearly 200,000 
ammunition magazines; thousands 
of pieces of camouflage and night-
vision equipment; and hundreds of 
silencers, armored cars and aircraft.

Putting two and two together
Clearly, the United States govern-

ment is preparing for an outburst of 
outrage by working people at the 
increasingly deteriorating quality of life 
they must endure. Capitalism is help-
less to stop the decline of living condi-
tions. It must inflict austerity on work-
ers in order to increase the rate of 
profit and accumulation of wealth 

among the tiny, one-tenth-of-one-per-
cent who are the commanders of the 
capitalist class and their minions.

They will not aim these grenade 
launchers and armored tanks inside 
the gated communities of the wealthy. 
They won’t send drones into the back-
yards of the mansions to look through 
their windows to spy on their private 
lives. These weapons of mass destruc-
tion and the spyware associated with 
them will be planted in the communi-
ties of the poor and working class. 

And while the CEOs collect billions 
in bonuses, the pennies, credit records 
and bank statements of the masses of 
working people will be scrutinized 
under a microscope to expose even the 
tiniest irregularity that can be used 
against someone, turning poverty into 
the ultimate crime. 

This is the nature of a dictatorship—
rule by force of violence by a tiny 
minority. It is barbaric. Capitalism is 
the highest stage of barbarism—there is 
no democracy under capitalism.

The only solution to this horror is 
to take democratic control of our soci-
ety and create a world without hate, 
greed, war and injustice—a world 
where production is based on need, 
not profit—a loving and compassion-
ate world where the free development 
of each is the condition for the free 
development of all. 

The only way to achieve this reach-
able goal is organize democratically 
and in unity and solidarity with each 
other based on our common interests 
and desires. We must stay committed 
to the idea that an injury to one is an 
injury to all. This is the fundamental 
basis of power behind our ability to 
create a new and beautiful world. We 
are the majority. Together we can win 
a new world!

Big Brother’s Eye on the Hood
By Bonnie Weinstein
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Two articles on the same subject, 
workplace surveillance, appeared in 
the June 21, 2014 New York Times. One 
was titled,  “Unblinking Eyes Track 
Employees Workplace Surveillance 
Sees Good and Bad”1 and the other was 
titled, “Workplace Surveillance and the 
‘Transparency Paradox’,”2 both were 
by Steve Lohr. 

In the first article, “Unblinking Eyes 
Track Employees Workplace Surveillance 
Sees Good and Bad,” the author points 
out, “Advanced technological tools are 
beginning to make it possible to measure 
and monitor employees as never before, 
with the promise of fundamentally 
changing how we work—along with 
raising concerns about privacy and the 
specter of unchecked surveillance in the 
workplace.” The article explains how 
some companies are “…using sensor-
rich ID badges worn by employees. 
These sociometric badges, equipped 
with two microphones, a location sensor 
and an accelerometer, monitor the com-
munications behavior of individuals—
tone of voice, posture and body lan-
guage, as well as who spoke to whom for 
how long.” 

In the second article, “Workplace 
Surveillance and the ‘Transparency 
Paradox’,” this “surveillance” was 
referred to as, “transparency, on work-
ers’ behavior and productivity.” 

Isn’t it ironic that asking corpora-
tions to open their books to public 
scrutiny is called “invasion of privacy,” 
while watching and recording every 
word and every move an employee 
makes is called “transparency?” Roll 
over George Orwell!

1  http://www.nytimes.com/2014/06/22/tech-
nology/workplace-surveillance-sees-good-and-
bad.html?ref=business

2  http://bits.blogs.nytimes.com/2014/06/21/
workplace-surveillance-and-the-transparency-
paradox/?src=busln

Roll Over George Orwell!
By Bonnie Weinstein

In an article that appeared in the 
June 23, 2014 New York Times by 
David Gelles titled, “An Employee 
Dies, and the Company Collects the 
Insurance,”

“Employees at The Orange County 
Register received an unsettling email 
from corporate headquarters this year. 
The owner of the newspaper, Freedom 
Communications, was writing to 
request workers’ consent to take out 
life insurance policies on them. But 
the beneficiary of each policy would 
not be the survivors or estate of the 
insured employee, but the Freedom 
Communications pension plan.”

This insurance swindle has taken 
hold throughout the corporate world. 
In fact, according to same the article,

“Bank of America’s policies have 
a cash surrender value of at least 
$17.6 billion. If Wells Fargo had to 
redeem its policies tomorrow, it 
would reap at least $12.7 billion. 

JPMorgan Chase would collect at 
least $5 billion...” 

In another article appearing in the 
Times the same day by Hilary Stout, 
Bill Vlasic, Danielle Ivory and Rebecca 
R. Ruiz titled, “G.M. Prepares to Count 
Cost of Suffering,” the authors explain 
that after years of inaction to address 
the problem of a defective ignition 
switch in Cobalts and several other 
models of General Motors cars, GM 
will have to,

“…deal with hundreds of injury 
claims that the company has refused 
to discuss or characterize. Some 
experts predict the cost to the com-
pany could run into the billions of 
dollars, exceeding the payouts relat-
ed to deaths linked to the defect.”

Poor GM.  Maybe they could take 
out life insurance policies on all of 
their employees and then give each one 
of them a brand new Cobalt!

Corporate Solutions to Corporate Problems
By Bonnie Weinstein
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A report from the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention last 
week confirmed what many have sus-
pected: more than 10,000 two- and 
three-year-olds in the U.S. are being 
dosed with drugs like Ritalin and 
Adderall for “attention deficit hyperac-
tivity disorder.” You read that right.

There is no medical basis to the dos-
ing. American Academy of Pediatrics’ 
guidelines for ADHD “do not even 
address the diagnosis in children three 
and younger—let alone the use of such 
stimulant medications,” reported the 
New York Times, especially because 
“hyperactivity and impulsivity are devel-
opmentally appropriate for toddlers.”

Toddlers on Medicaid are especially 
targeted for ADHD meds, commensurate 
with Big Pharma’s heisting of govern-
ment funds as its main source of revenue, 
a marketing plan also seen with Medicare, 
TRICARE and the VA prescriptions.

Why does the richest nation in the 
world have so many children afflicted 

with ADHD, conduct disorders, depres-
sion, “spectrum” disorders, opposi-
tional defiant disorder, mixed manias, 
social phobia and bipolar disorder?

Because children are good customers.

“Children are known to be compli-
ant patients and that makes them a 
highly desirable market for drugs,” says 
former Pharma rep Gwen Olsen, 
author of Confessions of an Rx Drug 
Pusher. “Children are forced by school 
personnel to take their drugs, they are 
forced by their parents to take their 
drugs, and they are forced by their doc-
tors to take their drugs. So, children are 
the ideal patient-type because they rep-
resent refilled prescription compliance 
and ‘longevity.’ In other words, they 
will be lifelong patients and repeat cus-
tomers for Pharma.”

Pathologizing kids for money is so 
insidious, psychiatrist Phillip Sinaikin 
recounts reading a scientific article in 
which it was debated whether a three-
year-old girl who ran out in traffic had 

oppositional defiant disorder or bipo-
lar disorder! The latter is marked by 
the “grandiose delusions” that she was 
special and cars could not harm her, 
said the article.

Stimulants for ADHD are not innoc-
uous. They produce sleep, growth and 
appetite problems in children, halluci-
nations and other mental problems and 
set them up for life-long drug use. 
There is another class of drugs Big 
Pharma has convinced doctors to pre-
scribe to large swathes of kids, especially 
Medicaid kids—atypical antipsychotics 
like Risperal and Zyprexa. Big Pharma 
even schmoozed doctors on the golf 
course to get kids hooked on the dubi-
ous drugs. Court documents unsealed 
in South Carolina in 2009 show that 
Lilly sales reps used golf bets to push 
Zyprexa, one doctor agreeing to start 
new patients on Zyprexa “each time a 
sales representative parred.” Nice.

Texas’ Medicaid program spent 
$557,256 for just two months’ worth of 
pediatric Geodon, another atypical 
antipsychotic, in 2005, according to 
court documents, and Geodon was not 
even approved for children at the time.

A National Institute of Mental 
Health study of children ages eight to 
19 with psychotic symptoms found 
Risperdal and Zyprexa were no more 
effective than the older antipsychotic, 
Moban, but caused such obesity a safe-
ty panel ordered the children off the 
drugs. In just eight weeks, children on 
Zyprexa gained 13 pounds and kids on 
Risperdal gained nine pounds. Kids 
taking the older drug, Moban, gained 
less than a pound.

“Kids at school were making fun of 
me,” said study participant Brandon 
Constantineau, who put on 35 pounds 
while taking Risperdal. In fact, the 
atypical antipsychotics cause so much 

Toddlers Dosed With Speed? 
How Big Pharma Hooks America’s Kids on Dangerous Meds

By Martha Rosenberg 
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weight gain and diabetes, Alaska won a 
$15 million settlement from Eli Lilly in 
a suit to recoup medical costs generat-
ed by Medicaid patients who devel-
oped diabetes while taking Zyprexa.

(The government also bought a lot 
of Risperdal for adults. The Department 
of Veterans Affairs spent $717 million 
on Risperdal for Afghanistan and Iraq 
war troops’ PTSD over a period of nine 
years only to discover, after a large-
scale study, the drug worked no better 
than placebo. Oops. VA doctors wrote 
more than five million prescriptions 
for risperidone/Risperdal from 2000 
through June 2010 apparently for 
naught.)

Pharma ads to get children on the 
drugs are also unconscionable. The 
London-based ad agency, Junction 11 
(GSW Worldwide) hired noted Welsh 
oil painter, Mark Moran, to create the 
award-winning Risperdal “Living 
Nightmares” campaign. The paintings 
were designed to “capture physicians’ 
attention and communicate patients’ 
agony and need for treatment,” said its 
originators while helping Janssen to 
“own the relapse/prevention space.” 
The paintings were called, among other 
things, “Dog-Woman,” “Witches,” 
“Rotting Flesh” and “Boiling Rain.”

Another Risperdal campaign, called 
“Prescribe Early,” uses a macabre 
abandoned wallet, teddy bear and keys 
on a barren street, “to reposition a 
drug that was being used too late to 
achieve its maximum benefits,” said its 
ad agency, Torre Lazur McCann. Get 
it? You should have prescribed the 
drug earlier.

Brand managers for the atypical 
antipsychotic Seroquel also chased 
children, even considering creating 
Winnie the Pooh characters like Tigger 
(bipolar) and Eeyore (depressed) 
according to published reports, at an 
AstraZeneca sales meeting. A mother I 
interviewed said she saw toys embla-
zoned with Seroquel logos in a health-
care setting.

“Disney-fying” psychoactive drugs 
for children is not just a U.S. phenom-
enon. A lime-green kids’ brochure for 
Zyprexa, published by Britain’s 
National Health Service shows car-
toons of happy children skating, roller 
blading and playing soccer while telling 
kids, “Many children, teenagers and 
young people need to take medicines 
prescribed by doctors to help them stay 
well and healthy.” Similar NHS bro-
chures exist for Risperdal and Strattera, 
an ADHD drug.

Psychoactives are not the only drugs 
pushed on kids and often prescribed 
early, as one cynical doctor put it, 
“before the symptoms go away.” 
Singulair is heavily marketed to kids 
for allergies and asthma, and even 
comes in a cherry-flavored chewable 
formulation. “When your child 
breathes in an asthma trigger, such as 
pollen from trees or weeds, the body 
releases leukotrienes (loo-ko-TRY-
eens)” and Singulair blocks the loo-ko-
TRY-eens, said marketing materials 
jointly produced and distributed by 
Merck and the publisher Scholastic.

Many were offended by the partner-
ship. Marketing included an endorse-
ment from Olympic gold-medalist 
swimmer Peter Vanderkaay, a basket-
ball “skills challenge” for kids nine to 
14 and materials distributed through 
the American Academy of Pediatrics, 
said published reports. The Scholastic 
sales pieces assure parents that Singulair 
is “steroid-free” but kids may experi-
ence, “hallucinations (seeing things 
that are not there), irritability, restless-
ness, sleepwalking, suicidal thoughts 
and actions (including suicide), trem-
bling, and trouble sleeping.” But hey, 
they won’t have sniffles.

One mother I interviewed gave her 
son Singulair for “hay fever” and he 
took his own life days later. Soon after, 
warnings about suicide appeared on 
the label. In 2010, television news 
reports investigated Singulair’s links to 
ADHD-like, out-of-control behaviors. 

Parents on the website askapatient.com 
recount chilling stories of how Singulair 
turned their children into people they 
“didn’t even know” and many say the 
drug should be banned. Many parents 
were urged by doctors to treat their 
toddlers’ sniffles, asthma or allergy 
symptoms “early.”

Believe it or not, Pharma has even 
reclassified babies spitting up as 
“GERD” to make money off kids. 
Prescriptions for GERD for babies have 
quadrupled in recent years. Even 
though babies spit up approximately 
70 times a day, it’s normal and does 
not damage the esophagus like reflux 
disease, writes pediatrician Darshak 
Sanghavi, author of A Map of the Child. 
Prescriptions for GERD meds, on the 
other hand (proton pump inhibitor 
drugs or PPIs) are damaging, says 
Sanghavi, and “may increase brain 
bleeds and gut damage in preterm 
infants as well as the risk of food aller-
gies in older infants.”

The use of GERD meds is up by 147 
percent in children and other non-
psychiatric meds are also ballooning in 
use. Since 2001, high blood pressure 
meds for kids have risen 17 percent, 
respiratory meds 42 percent and diabe-
tes meds by 150 percent. And 50 per-
cent of pediatricians also prescribe kids 
insomnia drugs, according to an article 
in the journal Pediatrics. 

Clearly, treating kids for ADHD is 
only one of Pharma’s revenue streams.

Martha Rosenberg is an investigative 
health reporter and the author of Born 
With a Junk Food Deficiency: How 
Flaks, Quacks and Hacks Pimp the 
Public Health (Random House).

—AlterNet.org, May 22, 2014

http://www.alternet.org/personal-
health/toddlers-dosed-speed-how-big-
pharma-hooks-americas-kids-danger-
ous-meds?akid=11839.229473.J9uJLq&
rd=1&src=newsletter995439&t=3&pagi
ng=off&current_page=1
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It feels truly Orwellian that progres-
sives are applauding the forced pur-
chase of private health insurance—one 
of the most hated industries in the 
United States—while the right is 
opposing a model that originated from 
their political leaders. The Affordable 
Care Act (ACA) is a step farther on the 
path to total privatization of our 
healthcare system, not towards the 
healthcare system that most Americans 
support: single payer Medicare for all.

In the months leading up to the 
March 31 deadline to obtain health 
insurance, ACA supporters united 
around their mission to enroll people. 
Volunteers knocked on doors and 
tabled in their communities. Celebrities 
and athletes tweeted and labor unions 
ran robocalls. The media buzzed with 
speculation about whether the ACA 
would succeed or fail. March 31 felt 
like election night. And after it was 
over, ACA supporters clapped each 
other on the back and celebrated.

Obamacare survived. But now that 
the law is implemented and the dust is 
settling, it’s time to question what this 
actually means for healthcare and what 
we should do now.

Before President Obama was elected 
in 2008, Drs. David Himmelstein and 
Steffie Woolhandler, two of the co-
founders of Physicians for a National 
Health Program, raised a crucial ques-
tion in their report, “Our Health Care 
System at the Crossroads: Single Payer 
or Market Reform?” They outlined the 
healthcare crisis and how past reforms 
were taking us toward increasingly 
“threadbare insurance coverage.” 
Knowing that healthcare reform would 
be front and center for the next few 
years, they argued that as a nation, we 
had a choice to make. We could stay on 
the same path toward a market-based 
healthcare system or take an evidence-

based approach and create national 
single payer health insurance.

With the ACA, we have now passed 
that crossroads and are headed down 
the road to a completely market-based 
system of privatized healthcare. This is 
not something to celebrate. Dr. Adam 
Gaffney recently wrote an excellent 
history in Jacobin on the turn we have 
taken away from the concepts of uni-
versal healthcare and economic justice 
to a neoliberal model. We are inun-
dated with market rhetoric telling us 
how wonderful it is to have the choice 
of shiny silver insurance in the brand 
new marketplace. Insurance plans are 
called products and we are consumers 
of them.

The problem with these public rela-
tions messages is that having health 
insurance doesn’t guarantee access to 
healthcare and healthcare doesn’t 
belong in the marketplace. As patients, 
we do not have a choice of whether or 
not to purchase healthcare when we 
need it. Delaying or avoiding necessary 
care can and does have serious conse-
quences. And we can’t predict how 
much healthcare we will need or when 
we’ll need it. In a market-based system, 
profits are the bottom line and people 
receive only the amount of healthcare 
they can afford, not what they need.

The ACA is transferring hundreds-
of-billions of public dollars to the pri-
vate insurance industry to subsidize 
plans that leave people underinsured, 
unable to afford care and at risk of 
financial ruin if they have a serious 
accident or illness. And even at its best, 
tens-of-millions of people will remain 
without insurance.

Most of the 7.5 million people who 
purchased health insurance on the 
exchanges were already insured. More 
than 80 percent bought the lower-tier 
silver, bronze or catastrophic plans 
with the hope that they would not get 
sick. These plans have the lowest pre-
miums but require that patients pay 
thousands of dollars out of pocket 
before insurance kicks in, and then pay 
30 to 40 percent of the cost of covered 
care. The result is that underinsured 
people will continue to self-ration, 
delay or avoid care due to cost, as 80 
million of us did in 2012.

The ACA includes regulations, but 
as usual the insurance industry has 
ways to work around them. Many 
insurers had caps on out-of-pocket 
costs waived. Insurers also found a way 
to “cherry pick” the healthiest custom-
ers by leaving cancer centers and major 
medical centers out of their networks. 
In fact, most of the new plans have nar-
row and ultra-narrow networks that 
shift more of the cost of care onto 
patients because care outside of insur-
ance networks isn’t covered. And while 
insurance companies cannot drop 
individuals when they get sick, they can 
stop selling their plans in areas that 
don’t make a profit. Some are already 
doing this, which means the competi-
tion that was supposed to emerge did 
not. Instead, in 515 of the poorest 
counties in 15 states, only one insur-
ance company is available on the health 
exchange. And greater consolidation of 

Obamacare’s Empty Victory
By Dr. Margaret Flowers

In a market-based 

system, profits are 

the bottom line and 

people receive only 

the amount of 

healthcare they can 

afford, not what 

they need.
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the healthcare system is underway 
through mergers and acquisitions.

Our public insurances, Medicaid 
and Medicare, are being increasingly 
taken over by private insurances in the 
form of Managed Care Organizations 
and Medicare Advantage. They com-
pete for the healthiest patients and 
siphon more of the health dollars for 
profit, salaries and administration than 
public insurances. Top advisors to the 
White House expect our public plans 
to be rolled into the health exchanges 
in the near future with subsidies, a plan 
similar to Congressman Paul Ryan’s 
voucher proposal.

Nations that treat healthcare as a 
public good and not a commodity have 
universal coverage that costs less and 
produces better health outcomes. And 
in polls, some two thirds of Americans 
support single payer. Now our tasks is 
to shift the national debate away from 
how many people have insurance to 
what type of healthcare system we sup-
port. Efforts to do this are taking place 
at both state and national levels.

State efforts to educate and organize 
for universal health systems are using a 
human rights framework. This started 
with the Health Care is a Human Right 
campaign in Vermont that is working 
to create universal coverage, and simi-
lar organizing is happening in Maine, 
Pennsylvania and Maryland. An essen-
tial component of this organizing 
model is to develop leadership within 
communities that are uninsured or 
underinsured. States such as 

Washington, Oregon, Colorado and 
New Mexico also use human rights 
messaging in their campaigns.

State health reform faces significant 
barriers because federal legislation is 
needed to allow the creation of a state 
single payer system. However, state 
campaigns are essential because they 
push state health policy to be the stron-
gest it can be and build an informed 
and organized grassroots movement 
that can also push for solutions at the 
national level.

Legislation for single payer health 
systems exists in Congress. In the House, 
Congressman John Conyers (D-MI) has 
introduced HR 676, “The Expanded and 
Improved Medicare for All Act,” in 
every session since 2003. So far it has 56 
co-sponsors. In late 2013, Senator Bernie 
Sanders (I-VT) introduced SB 1782, 
“The American Health Security Act,” in 
the Senate. National organizations are 
working together to encourage more 
members to sponsor them and a nation-
al lobby day is happening in Washington, 
D.C., on May 22.

On a personal level, I have chosen to 
be a conscientious objector to the ACA. 
I cannot in good conscience give my 
support to the very industry I am try-

ing to eliminate. Being a conscientious 
objector is a decision that people have 
to make for themselves. So far nearly 
500 people have joined me by signing a 
petition at PopularResistance.org.

Some people speculate that the ACA 
will bring us to single payer some day 
because it will fail. This will only hap-
pen if we fight for it. Every day that we 
delay, people suffer and die in this 
country unnecessarily. Neil H. 
Buchanan says it best, “The ACA is as 
good as it gets, when it comes to basing 
a health care system on private insur-
ance, and it is simply not good enough. 
Even as the ACA takes effect, therefore, 
we need to start planning to make it 
disappear.”

Margaret Flowers is a pediatrician 
and co-chair of the Maryland chapter of 
Physicians for a National Health Plan. 
She serves on the board of Healthcare-
Now and of the Maryland Health Care 
is a Human Right campaign. She is also 
an editor at popularresistance.org.

—Black Agenda Report, May 6, 2014

http://blackagendareport.com/con-
tent/obamacare%E2%80%99s-empty-
victory
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The following are remarks by Seattle 
City Councilor Kshama Sawant on June 
2, as the council voted unanimously to 
pass a $15 minimum wage.

Today, workers in Seattle have made 
history.

A half century ago, Dr. Martin 
Luther King Jr. fought for a living wage 
at the March on Washington, where a 
quarter of a million people, mostly 
Black workers, demanded their rights. 
They called for $2.00-per-hour. In 
today’s dollars it is the same number—
Dr. King and his movement had 
launched the first fight for 15, at the 
same time they fought against the bru-
tal racism of Jim Crow.

With this vote, Seattle will become 
the first major city in the U.S. to win a 
$15.00-per-hour minimum wage.

Our victory comes less than six 
months after the launch of 15 Now, 
after the election of the first socialist to 
the city council in 100 years. We built 
on the work of labor in Seatac, on the 
growing movement of the fast food 
workers, which began in New York one 
year before. We worked alongside 
organized labor in Seattle, which cam-
paigned continuously for 15. 

We forced the city establishment to 
lift the wages 100,000 low-wage work-
ers in Seattle—to transfer $3 billion 
from business to workers at the bottom 
of the wage scale over the next ten 
years.

We did this. Workers did this.

Today’s first major victory for 15 
will inspire people all over the nation.

We need to recognize what hap-
pened here in Seattle that led us to this 
point.

15 was not won at the bargaining 
table as the so-called “sensible com-
promise” between workers and busi-

ness. It was not the result of the gener-
osity of corporations or their 
Democratic Party representatives in 
government.

What was voted on in the city coun-
cil was a reflection of what workers 
won on the street over this last year.

In 15 Now, groups of workers and 
activists met weekly, held mass confer-
ences and debates, organized rallies, 
and engaged thousands of people 
around the city about the need for a 
living wage. We won the public 
debate—in a recent poll 74 percent of 
voters now support 15. We defeated 
the arguments of business in the cor-
porate media.

Let this be our guide. At every stage 
of the struggle, corporations and their 
representatives have sought to under-
mine our efforts. And future victories 
will also depend on the organization of 
working people fighting for our inter-
ests.

This is also why we need an alterna-
tive to the two parties representing 
business. Despite the Democratic Party 
posing as a progressive alternative to 
the Republicans—we can see here in 
Seattle how it was only with the elec-
tion of a socialist that the establish-
ment was forced to pass real gains for 
workers. We need many more inde-
pendent and socialist candidates to 
turn the tide against corporate politics.

Our victory is not complete, but we 
have fought until the last day, 
the last hour, against all the 
loopholes demanded by busi-
ness.

We’ll come back to the 
questions of tip penalty, the 
long-phase in the training 
wage.

What was lost through cor-
porate loopholes is a reminder 

to us that outcomes are determined by 
the balance of forces. It is a reminder 
that we need to continue to build an 
even more powerful movement. A 
movement strong enough to overcome 
the counterattacks from business. A 
movement that goes on from 15 to win 
further gains to address the stunning 
income inequality workers face—that 
will fight for rent control, taxes on mil-
lionaires and big developers, and full 
funding for all public services.

I appeal to all workers to join the 
movement. The attempts of business to 
undermine 15 will continue, well after 
this vote today. They may submit legal 
challenges, they may challenge at the 
ballot, they may wait for their moment 
to make the “temporary” tip penalty 
permanent.

But today’s message is clear: If we 
organize as workers, with a socialist 
strategy, we can tackle the chasm of 
income inequality and social injustice.

15 in Seattle is just a beginning. We 
have a world to win.

Solidarity!

Kshama Sawant, who has a Ph.D. in 
economics from NC State University, 
teaches at Seattle Central Community 
College, and is a Socialist Alternative 
Candidate for Seattle City Council.

—Common Dreams, June 3, 2014

http://www.commondreams.org/
view/2014/06/03-0

People Power Gave Seattle Workers a Raise
By Kshama Sawant 
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Thousands of demonstrators stag-
ing a peaceful protest at the McDonald’s 
headquarters were met by police in riot 
gear on Wednesday, May 21, 2014 
when the low-wage fast food workers 
and their supporters stormed the 
Illinois campus to say: “Make our 
Wage Supersize!”

The protest was held on the eve of 
the fast food giant’s annual sharehold-
er meeting at the company’s corporate 
campus outside Chicago, during which 
activist shareholders are expected to 
vote against CEO Donald Thompson’s 
$9.5 million pay package, the Guardian 
reports. Protesters are also planning to 
picket that meeting.

“We went on strike, we protested, we 
asked politely and now we got arrested 
to make sure McDonald’s hears us,” 
said Ashona Osborne, a McDonald’s 
employee from Pittsburgh who was one 
of the 101 people arrested at the dem-
onstration. “I came to McDonald’s 
shareholders meeting because I want 
the company to take me seriously and 
know that I’m a mother who is sick of 
struggling to support her son.”

Two thousand people from cities 
across the United States marched onto 
the campus chanting, “Hey McDonald’s 
You Can’t Hide, We Can See Your 
Greedy Side,” and “No Big Macs, No 
Fries, Make our Wage Supersize,” 
before holding a sit-in, blocking the 
entrance. As they marched deeper into 
the campus the protesters were met by 
a line of police officers in riot gear.

The Associated Press reports:

“Down the street from 
Hamburger University, dozens of 
police officers in riot gear warned 
protesters that they would be arrest-
ed if they didn’t disperse. 
Demonstrators lined up to cross a 
barricade, after which they were 

arrested and their wrists tied in the 
plastic restraints. Among those 
arrested was Mary Kay Henry, presi-
dent of the Service Employees 
International Union, which has 
more than two million members.”

According to reports, McDonald’s 
sent workers home early and closed a 

portion of its sprawling campus after 
first learning of the planned protest.

The demonstration, organized by 
the workers rights campaigns Fight for 
15 and Low Pay is Not OK, is the latest 
action by low-wage workers who are 
asking to have their wages raised to 
$15-an-hour and for the right to form 
a union without retaliation.

“I’ve been working for McDonalds for 
ten years and my hourly paycheck is the 
same now as it was my first day on the 
job: $7.35,” said Cherri Delisline, a moth-
er of four from Charleston, SC. “It’s not 
okay for McDonald’s to rake in huge 
profits but pay us so little we can’t sup-
port our families. I went on strike and 
now I got arrested and I will continue to 
protest until McDonald’s listens.”

Last month, the Demos think tank 
published a study, which revealed that 
the fast food industry has the greatest 
CEO-to-worker pay disparity in the 
U.S. economy.

—Common Dreams, May 21, 2014

http://www.commondreams.org/
headline/2014/05/21-9

McDonalds: Not ‘Lovin’ It’ 
Low-Wage Workers Met by Riot Police Outside McDonald’s HQ

By Lauren McCauley

“I’ve been working 
for McDonalds for 
ten years and my 

hourly paycheck is 
the same now as it 

was my first day on 
the job: $7.35,”
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The primary principle of capitalism 
is the maximization of profit from the 
exploitation of labor. Capitalist exploi-
tation has transitioned into its imperi-
alist stage, where no corner of the globe 
is untouched by its plunder. 
Imperialism has rapidly expanded the 
production of technology. Bourgeois 
economists often equate the rapid 
development of technology with prog-
ress for (white) “civilization.” However, 
technological development in the grips 
of capitalist logic has proven to be an 
enemy of the global working class, 
whose conditions are worsening due to 
the inherent contradictions of the 
world capitalist system.

James Boggs was a revolutionary 
Black autoworker in the Post World 
War II era, a period where technology 
boomed from the vast expansion of 
“war-time” industries. He broke from 
the racist leadership of the United Auto 
Workers (UAW) to help organize the 
League of Revolutionary Black Workers 
in the early ’60s. Boggs organized Black 
workers, a growing sector of the work-
ing class that was last hired and first 
fired for the worst industrial jobs and 
excluded from union leadership. The 
racist antagonisms in the UAW led 
Boggs to revolutionary conclusions 
about the U.S. capitalist system, espe-
cially the ways in which it utilized tech-
nology for automation.

In The American Revolution: Pages 
from a Negro Workers Notebook, Boggs 
examines the impact of capitalist auto-
mation. During the industrial period of 
U.S. capitalism, advanced technology 
was implemented to speed-up, or auto-
mate productive factories. This devel-
opment grinded away at traditional 
labor union structures, displacing 
“skilled” workers and pressuring labor 
unions to bargain for defensive protec-
tions of “bread and butter” gains 
instead of offensive campaigns for 
workplace power. Boggs asserted that 
the only effective counter offensive to 
automation’s assault on labor would be 
for workers to make “politics” 
instead of ”things.” Automation paved 
the way for deindustrialization and pre-
cipitated a decline in conditions for all 
workers that could not be remedied 
under the U.S. capitalist system. 

Today, the impact of automation in 
the era of finance capitalism is felt by 
the oppressed both in the U.S. and 
abroad more harshly than Boggs could 
have detailed at the time. Automation 
has produced a decline in the total rate 
of profit alongside heightened insecu-
rity for workers. Capitalist profit 
derives from the amount of labor time 
unpaid, or simply put, from capitalists 
paying workers less than their output 
produced over time. This is the basis of 
labor exploitation. Technology creates 

a decrease in the total rate of 
profit because it is a past prod-
uct of labor exploitation. Thus, 
technology is a cost for capital-
ist enterprises. And under cap-
italism, costs to profits means 
consequences for workers.

In response, monopoly 
capitalists have instituted mas-
sive layoffs, increased labor 
output per worker, relied on 
usurious financial speculation, 

ordered permanent state intervention 
under prolonged crisis, and globalized 
imperialist economic and military 
power to secure needed resources on 
the cheap at the expense of entire 
nations. These actions have cushioned 
capitalist profits from the negative 
impact of automation on profits. 
However, they have also sharpened the 
contradictions of capitalism. On the 
one hand, technology has assisted capi-
talist enterprises by allowing them to 
increase production and labor exploi-
tation. But on the other, automa-
tion has exacerbated the permanent, 
growing crisis of overproduction in the 
world capitalist system.

Automation requires the capitalist 
class to increase labor exploitation to 
astronomical levels. Wages are falling 
nationally and globally. Real unem-
ployment only rises or holds steady. 
Finance capitalists are on a relentless 
search for new ways to indebt workers 
and capitalize on their own economic 
crises. Mortgage-backed securi-
ties, rental-backed securities, and stu-
dent loan debt are contributing to the 
permanent crisis of overproduction. 
This is the most important contradic-
tion of global capitalism. The growing 
impoverishment of workers hinders 
the ability of capitalist enterprises to 
sell their products on the market, lead-
ing to global economic crises such as 
the financial collapse of 2008. This 
forces capitalist enterprises to institute 
cost-cutting measures and lobby for 
state subsidies to stabilize profits, fur-
ther impoverishing the rest of us and 
creating conditions for future, and 
larger, economic collapse.

The National Employment Law 
Project (NELP) and Oxfam recently 
published studies that underscore how 
the capitalist system has exacerbated 
exploitation for the majority of the 

Capitalist Automation in the 21st Century
Lessons from James Boggs

By Danny Haiphong
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global working class and oppressed. 
The NELP found that low wage jobs 
constitute nearly 60 percent of 
“growth” since 2008. Oxfam’s study 
revealed that 85 individuals possess as 
much wealth as the world’s 3.5 billion 
poorest. Activist and scholar Michael 
Parenti corrected these findings, right-
fully asserting the impossibility of the 
3.5 billion poorest possessing as much 
wealth as the 85 richest. 80 percent of 
the planet lives on less than $10 a day 
while the 85 richest own most of the 
means of production of the capitalist 
system responsible for this disparity. 

These insufferable conditions all 
connect back to the conclusions James 
Boggs made about capitalist automa-
tion. Boggs firmly believed that the 
destructive impact of automation was 
not a problem of technology itself but 
rather of the capitalist system from 
which technology is utilized. According 
to Boggs, automation requires workers 
to begin making politics instead of 
“things.” The enormous productive 
and technological capacity capitalism 
is wasting on the exploitation of the 
many and profit for the few could eas-
ily provide the world’s people with 
their basic needs and eliminate the 
necessity of work as it is currently con-
stituted. It will be up to the indepen-
dent organization of workers, commu-
nities, and oppressed people to create a 
politics of liberation in this historical 
moment. Our focus should not be on 
making “things” that will stabilize a 
crashing political order, but on build-
ing a new one capable of meeting the 
needs and humanity of all.

Danny Haiphong is an activist and 
case manager in the Greater Boston area.

—Black Agenda Report, May 13, 
2014

http://blackagendareport.com/con-
tent/lessons-james-boggs-capitalist-
automation-21st-century 

U.S. Secretary of Education Arne 
Duncan touched off a torrent of criti-
cism last November when he told a 
group of state school superintendents 
that opposition to the Common Core 
State Standards (CCSS) was coming 
from “white suburban moms who—all 
of a sudden—their child isn’t as bril-
liant as they thought they were, and 
their school isn’t quite as good as they 
thought.”

White suburban moms, among 
many others, have certainly played an 
important role in organizing resistance 
to high-stakes tests in actions that have 
led to important victories in Texas, 
New York, and beyond as they fight to 
defend their children from abuse by a 
multibillion-dollar testing industry 
that is homogenizing education and 
draining resources from cash strapped 
school districts. The obsession with 
data and testing is driving the profes-
sionalism out of teaching and the joy 
out of learning.

But Duncan’s “white suburban 
moms” comment and the resulting 
media coverage—portraying this as 
another inelegant choice of words by a 
bumbling cabinet official—obscured 
two essential facts: The high-stakes 
standardized testing attack has always 
exacted the highest toll on communi-
ties of color. And activists of color are 
playing leading roles in the movement 
to curb these abuses.

In the name of closing the achieve-
ment gap, entire communities of color 
in cities around the country have seen 
classrooms converted to test prep cen-
ters, where the time spent on studying 
strategies for eliminating wrong answer 
choices has pushed out inquiry, col-
laboration, creativity, critical thinking, 
the arts, and culturally relevant peda-
gogy. Two clear examples of standard-
ized tests supporting institutional rac-

ism are Chicago and Philadelphia, 
where the tests are being used to label 
schools in communities of color as 
“failures” and then shut them down at 
unprecedented rates.

A sordid history
The United States has a long history 

of using intelligence tests to support 
white supremacy and class stratifica-
tion. Standardized tests first entered 
the public schools in the 1920s, pushed 
by eugenicists whose pseudoscience 
promoted the “natural superiority” of 
wealthy, white, U.S.-born males. High-
stakes standardized tests have disguised 
class and race privilege as merit ever 
since. The consistent use of test scores 
to demonstrate first a “mental ability” 
gap and now an “achievement” gap 
exposes the intrinsic nature of these 
tests: They are built to maintain 
inequality, not to serve as an antidote 
to educational disparities.

Fortunately, in the wake of a decade-
long barrage of standardized tests 
unleashed by No Child Left Behind, 
Race to the Top, and now the Common 
Core, a movement of resistance has 
emerged around the country in the last 
year. This uprising had important 
antecedents, but reached new levels 
when educators at Seattle’s Garfield 
High School refused to administer the 
MAP test in the winter of the 2012–13 
school year. The defiance of Garfield 
educators inspired others throughout 
Seattle, and then around the nation, in 
what came to be known as “Education 
Spring.” Many hundreds of parents in 
Long Island opted their children out of 
tests; students walked out of high-
stakes standardized tests in Portland, 
Chicago, and Colorado; and rallies in 
Texas helped roll back ten of 15 
required tests for graduation.

In downtown Providence, Rhode 
Island, pedestrians were startled when 

Resistance to Standardized Tests Grows
Editorial By Rethinking Schools
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a troop of ghastly looking youth—
complete with blood-spattered clothes 
and deathly pale complexions—gath-
ered at the state department of educa-
tion building, where one student 
stepped forward to announce:

“We are here to protest the use of 
high-stakes standardized testing, 
and the zombifying effects it is hav-
ing on our state’s young people. To 
base our whole education, our whole 
future on a single test score is to take 
away our life—to make us undead. 
That’s why we’re here today, in front 
of the Rhode Island Department of 
Education, as the zombies this poli-
cy will turn so many of us into. 
We’re here to say: No Education, No 
Life!”

A movement gathers steam
As a new barrage of CCSS tests 

come online, the creativity, dynamism, 
and power of Education Spring show 
no signs of abating. Parents at Castle 
Bridge Elementary School in New York 
City overwhelmingly opted their chil-
dren out of a standardized test that 
ultimately had to be canceled due to 
the lack of participation. California 
placed a year-long moratorium on the 
use of Common Core exams to make 
“accountability” decisions, a modest 
step that drew threats from Duncan to 
withhold hundreds-of-millions of dol-
lars in federal education aid. The St. 
Paul Federation of Teachers won con-
tract language that reduces classroom 
time assigned to test prep and testing. 

The Portland, Oregon, teachers’ 
union’s new contract “bars the use of 
student performance on standardized 
tests as a basis for involuntary trans-
fers, layoffs, placement on the salary 
schedule, and/or disciplinary lan-
guage.” In Chicago, 100 percent of the 
teachers at Maria Saucedo Scholastic 
Academy voted to boycott the Illinois 
Standards Achievement Test, backed 
by the full support of the Chicago 
Teachers Union, which called it “an 
obsolete test [that] has no use to edu-

cators or administrators . . . and serves 
no purpose other than to give students 
another standardized test.” The boy-
cott vote followed on the heels of a 
press conference by Chicago parents 
representing a reported 500 parents 
who have opted out district-wide.

Confronting racism
And yet, for this movement to truly 

fulfill its potential, it needs a deeper 
understanding of how different com-
munities are being affected by these 
tests. If the power of solidarity is going 
to reclaim our schools, more affluent, 
predominantly white activists will need 
to develop an anti-racist understand-
ing of the movement against standard-
ized testing and the barriers that com-
munities of color face to joining—
including the very real fear from par-
ents of color that their children’s 
schools will be shut down if they don’t 
encourage them to score well on the 

tests. In some instances, parents of 
color have expressed support for stan-
dardized tests as a way to hold school 
systems accountable for the education 
of their children, who have far too 
often been systematically neglected, 
disproportionately disciplined, and left 
to cope in the most under-resourced 
schools.

In this context, it is critical for the 
opt-out/boycott movement to be con-
sistent and clear: Not only do these 
tests narrow the curriculum, kill cre-
ativity, and degrade the quality of edu-
cation for everyone, they also funnel 
Black and brown youth into prison in 
unprecedented numbers. As Michelle 
Alexander noted in The New Jim Crow: 
Mass Incarceration in the Age of 
Colorblindness, “More African 
Americans are under correctional con-
trol today—in prison or jail, on proba-
tion or parole—than were enslaved in 
1850.” The school-to-prison pipeline is 
a major contributor to that atrocity. 
Boston University economics profes-
sor Kevin Lang’s 2013 study The 
School-to-Prison Pipeline Exposed 
reveals that increases in the use of 
high-stakes standardized high school 
exit exams are linked to increased 
incarceration rates.

So it’s no surprise that activists of 
color have played major roles in 
advancing some of the most promi-
nent struggles against standardized 
testing. To name just a few examples: 
Castle Bridge Elementary PTA co-
chairs Đào X. Trần and Elexis Loubriel-
Pujols helped lead their school—which 
serves 72 percent students of color—in 
the successful opt-out revolt. Karen 
Lewis, president of the Chicago 
Teachers Union, has spearheaded the 
“Let Us Teach!” campaign against 
high-stakes testing there. High school 
teacher and Rethinking Schools editori-
al associate Jesse Hagopian was one of 
the leaders of the Seattle MAP boycott, 
which was vigorously supported by the 
local NAACP.

The School-to-Prison 
Pipeline Exposed 

reveals that  
increases in the use 
of high-stakes stan-

dardized high school 
exit exams are 

linked to increased 
incarceration rates.
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A multiracial fightback against the 
testing industrial complex—one that is 
explicitly anti-racist and takes up issues 
of class inequality—has the potential 
to change the terms of the education 
reform debate and envision a world 
where authentic assessments are used 
to support students as they engage in 
classroom inquiry about how to 
achieve social justice.

Clear goals, a wealth of strategies
Because the stakes attached to these 

tests are different for different commu-
nities, this new movement against 
standardized testing would do well to 
embrace a multifaceted approach. 
Opting out and boycotting tests can be 
exemplary individual acts of resistance. 
But this tactic becomes most powerful 
when it grows beyond individual to 
collective action and becomes part of a 
mass movement of resistance and pro-
test that includes many entry points 
and expressions. Other possibilities 
include encouraging politicians to 
“opt-in” by publicly taking the exams, 
holding community film screenings on 
testing, refusing to teach to the tests, 
and using social justice pedagogy in the 
classroom to help students think criti-
cally about the ugly origins and abuse 
of standardized testing.

Rethinking Schools began as a local 
effort to address problems such as basal 
readers, standardized testing, and text-
book-dominated curriculum. Since its 
founding, it has grown into a nationally 
prominent publisher of educational 
materials, with subscribers in all 50 
states, all ten Canadian provinces, and 
many other countries.

—Common Dreams, May 16, 2014 

http://www.commondreams.org/
view/2014/05/16-4

Back in the 1860s the first of our his-
torically Black colleges and universities, 
or HBCUs were founded with dollars 
from white philanthropists. In the six or 
seven generations since, we like to think 
we’ve come a long way. But have we 
really? The United Negro College Fund’s 
eager acceptance of a $25 million dollar 
“gift” from the notorious Koch brothers 
ought to make us all wonder whether 
we’re really movin’ 
on up, or moving 
backward, and why.

By the 1960s 
and 70s, federal 
tax dollars were a 
substantial and 
rising portion of 
funding at 
HBCUs. That was 
real progress, 
because public 
funding of Black 
higher education 
implies a public 
c o m m i t m e n t , 
rather than depen-
dence on the fickle 
whims of the 
wealthy. But col-
lege tuition has 
ballooned one-
thousand percent since 1978, and fed-
eral funding has not kept pace. Today’s 
students are burdened by onerous 
debt, which lenders have used their 
political influence to compound and 
make bankruptcy-proof. Higher edu-
cation is now in danger of becoming an 
inherited privilege of well-off families; 
social mobility in the U.S. is at an his-
toric low. Instead of looking for ways 
to target increased funding to histori-
cally Black colleges and universities, 
the Obama administration has made it 
harder for Black families to qualify for 

college loans, causing thousands of 
young African Americans to forgo their 
dreams of higher education.

With historically Black colleges and 
universities in a deep fiscal and strate-
gic hole, accepting $25 million from 
the evil Koch brothers is not evidence 
of sagacity, pragmatism or wisdom. It’s 
a decision to dig that hole even deeper.

If the gaggle of 
p o l i t i c i a n s , 
preachers, aca-
demics and busi-
ness types who 
pass themselves off 
as our Black lead-
ership class pos-
sessed a shred of 
political imagina-
tion and moral 
courage they 
would study up, 
they would talk 
up, they would 
and they would 
help call into exis-
tence a movement 
demanding higher 
education as a 
human right and 
free college tuition 
for everybody. It’s 

not an impossible dream—other coun-
tries, relatively civilized places less 
wealthy than the U.S. like France and 
Norway already do this. A movement 
demanding free higher education and 
forgiveness of outstanding student 
debt, funded by taxing the rich instead 
of borrowing from or begging them is 
the kind of inspiring vision that could 
put tens- or hundreds-of-thousands in 
the streets demanding real change. It 
could mobilize churches and unions, 
small towns and big cities, the young 
and the old, and make no mistake, it’s 

Free College Tuition for All
Black Leadership Response to the Koch $25 Million “Gift” Should Be a 

Movement For Free College Tuition
By Bruce A. Dixon

Education, includ-
ing higher education 
is a human right. If 
we want HBCUs to 
survive the current 
crisis, it’s time to 
stop begging and 

pick a fight. It’s time 
to demand free 

higher education 
financed by federal 
tax dollars, and for-
giveness of student 

loans.
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the only way HBCUs will be rescued 
from this crisis with any integrity. Over 
half of Black college grads are now 
working in jobs that don’t even require 
a college education.

Begging harder or smarter, or being 
willing to accept funding from even 
more devilish devils is not the solution 
of visionary leaders. It’s the refuge of 
lazy hypocrites and cowards.

Progress, as Frederick Douglass told 
us, only comes with struggle. Real lead-
ers know how to envision the world as it 
should be and articulate that inspiring 
vision to the masses. They know when 
to demand what is NOT being offered, 
and how to pick a fight, because we can-
not win what we will not fight for.

Education, including higher educa-
tion is a human right. If we want HBCUs 
to survive the current crisis, it’s time to 
stop begging and pick a fight. It’s time 
to demand free higher education 
financed by federal tax dollars, and for-
giveness of student loans. If our Black 
misleadership class cannot get with that, 
it’s time to sweep them to the side.

—Black Agenda Report, June 11, 2014

http://www.Blackagendareport.com/
content/Black-leadership-response-koch-
2 5 - m i l l i o n -
% E 2 % 8 0 % 9 C g i f t % E 2 % 8 0 % 9 D -
should-be-movement-free-college-tuition

Back in the early Sixties, sociologists 
began to use the term “tipping point” 
to describe white response to the 
entrance of Blacks into formerly white 
neighborhoods. The raw statistics 
showed clearly that such “tipping 
points” existed, although sociologists 
argued about the dynamics of precisely 
when white exits turned into sudden, 
wholesale flight. Certainly, real estate 
agents and developers understood the 
phenomenon, having set it in motion 
in city after city in the Forties and 
Fifties in order to make a killing in the 
market. So-called “block-busters” 
played on racist hysteria, buying up 
white properties at rock bottom and 
selling them at inflated prices to Blacks 
desperate to escape densely-packed 
ghettos. The churning of neighbor-
hoods generated billions in profits and 
changed the face of America in a 
remarkably short period of time. 
Ultimately, whites’ refusal to share 
urban space with Blacks created an 
American racial and economic geogra-
phy unique in the world, in which the 
Black and brown poor resided in hol-
lowed out, shrunken, capital-deprived 

central cities surrounded by a belt of 
suburban white wealth—the exact 
opposite of the historical world model 
of urban development.

America, which invented modern 
white racism through the establish-
ment of Black chattel slavery, had once 
again been reshaped through the socio-
economic dynamics of white racism.

For more than half a century, racial 
tipping points referred primarily to the 
behavior of white people, a predictor of 
white flight, creating new spaces for 
Black habitation in the cities. But, rac-
ism is irrational, as were the socio-eco-
nomic landscapes created by white rac-
ism, with whites traveling ridiculous 
distances to find racially exclusive envi-
ronments at affordable prices. The cor-
porate class longed for the centralized 
amenities that only big cities can pro-
vide, and finance capitalists looked for-
ward to trillions in added values if only 
the Blacks and browns could be evicted 
from urban real estate.

Finance capital, corporate muscle, 
and the political parties that serve them 
have set in motion the new phenome-
non of Black flight from the cities, and 
white return. Unlike white flight of the 
previous era, the current Black exodus 
is mainly involuntary and economic. 
In reality, it is more like a purge, an 
ethnic cleansing based on the reality 
that, in a racist society, the very pres-
ence of substantial numbers of Black 
people brings down the value of land 
and other assets.

Today, the question in city after city 
is, “what is the tipping point for main-
taining Black populations?” How many 
upscale, mostly white people does it 
take to make a neighborhood, and ulti-
mately whole cities—like San 

Black Habitation in the Cities
Are We Passing the “Tipping Point?”

By Glen Ford

Continued on page 15
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Retail sales and home healthcare 
work are two of the three fastest-grow-
ing jobs in this country. That’s an 
important consideration when looking 
at the decisions the Supreme Court 
handed down today in Harris v. Quinn 
and Burwell, Secretary of Health and 
Human Services v. Hobby Lobby Stores: 
If you are not affected by these rulings 
yet, you well could be in the future.

Both 5-4 decisions were written by 
Justice Samuel Alito, a conservative 
Catholic from New Jersey appointed by 
George W. Bush, and both rested on nar-
rowly tailored legal arguments that just 
happen to cut wide enough to impact 

groups of workers who are almost exclu-
sively female. Harris creates the special 
designation of “partial public employees” 
for publicly-funded home healthcare 
aides who work both for the client and for 
the state—who are 90 percent female, 
most of them poor, immigrants, and of 
color. Hobby Lobby, meanwhile, in decid-
ing whether an employer with religious 
beliefs can be required to provide health 
insurance that covers contraception, sin-
gles out women by targeting its arguments 
towards workers who use birth control—
but not any other form of healthcare.

As Sheila Bapat, author of Part of the 
Family? Nannies, Housekeepers, 
Caregivers and the Battle for Domestic 
Workers’ Rights, tweeted, “These deci-
sions speak squarely to the value of 
women’s labor.” 

The Harris case was brought in 2010 
by Pamela Harris, an Illinois homecare 
worker who received Medicaid money 
as wages for caring for her son, who has 
a disability. An executive order issued 
by Illinois Governor Pat Quinn the pre-
vious year had designated personal 
assistants caring for disabled adults as 
state employees, allowing them to be 
represented by a collective-bargaining 
agent. Harris and the other plaintiffs 
were backed in the suit by the well-
heeled anti-union group National Right 
to Work Legal Defense Foundation, 
and argued that she and other workers 
should not have to pay the costs of rep-
resenting her to SEIU Healthcare 
Illinois & Indiana (SEIU–HCII), the 
union that represents homecare work-
ers who are paid by the state for their 
work. The suit claimed that paying 
representation costs amounted to a 
forced association that is unconstitu-
tional under the First Amendment.

But Harris’ attorneys also made an 
emotional appeal about state interfer-

ence in personal, family matters, 
despite the fact that many home health-
care workers actually do not care for 
their own family members. 

Homecare and other domestic 
employees have been long excluded 
from labor protections given to other 
workers, and this line of argument taps 
into a history of failing to see them as 
“real” workers. According to the rul-
ing, unions will still be able to assess 
representation fees to workers who are 
represented by their collective bargain-
ing units but choose not to join the 
union, provided that they work outside 
of a private home. But as Bapat noted, 
the Supreme Court “bought the right 
to work movement’s claim that ‘the 
home is not a union workplace’ hook, 
line and sinker.”

The majority in Harris stopped short 
of overturning the Supreme Court’s 
prior decision Abood v. Detroit Bd. of 
Ed. (1977), which would have reversed 
the ruling that public-sector workers 
can be required to pay representation 
fees to the union that represents them, 
thereby affecting all public-sector work-
ers. Alito did strongly criticize that 
decision, calling it “questionable on 
several grounds” and inviting specula-
tion that the Right to Work Foundation 
could pursue another lawsuit with even 
broader impact on public-sector 
unions. For now, though, the Court 
instead chose to single out the home 
healthcare aides as “partial” workers—
a not-quite-as-serious type of worker 
perhaps, who is once again excluded 
from rules that apply to others.

The home is indeed a different kind 
of workplace than most others: It is far 
more difficult to organize a large group 
of workers who do not share a common 
shop floor. While it is always a challenge 
for a union to sign up a large number of 

Hobby Lobby: Disaster for Working Women
Why Harris and Hobby Lobby decisions spell disaster for working women

By Sarah Jaffe

Francisco—unaffordable and down-
right hostile to Black habitation? In 
Harlem and elsewhere in New York 
City, the tipping point has clearly been 
passed, as it has in Washington, DC, 
and will soon occur in Atlanta. Blacks 
are under siege—up against the tipping 
point—in Chicago. Even in cities such 
as Baltimore, where Black majorities 
make wholesale purges impractical—
for the moment—targeted Black neigh-
borhoods are rapidly tipping. 
Outrageously, the governor of Michigan 
proposes to bring in a steady stream of 
upscale immigrants to dilute the 82 per-
cent Black population of Detroit.

And yet, there is nothing approach-
ing a national Black consensus on a 
response—which means the political 
tipping point may have already passed, 
and the purge of the cities will contin-
ue, without effective Black resistance.

—Black Agenda Report, June 4, 2014

http://blackagendareport.com/content/
are-we-passing-%E2%80%9Ctipping-
point%E2%80%9D-black-habitation-cities

Continued from page 14
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workers to pay dues voluntarily when 
they can get the benefits of union repre-
sentation without it, it is nearly impos-
sible to do so when that would entail 
going home-by-home, individual work-
place by individual workplace. The par-
ticular union in question, SEIU–HCII, 
currently represents more than 50,000 
homecare aides; imagine having to visit 
50,000 individual workplaces to collect 
dues each month.

One effect of the decision, therefore, 
may be that unions make it less of a 
priority to organize homecare workers 
than other workers from whom they 
can more easily collect dues. In that 
event, the raises and improvements in 
conditions won by unionizing will be 
harder and harder to achieve for 
homecare workers. 

Alito’s decision in Harris also 
weighs in on the question of who ulti-
mately employs the growing number 
of workers laboring under a confusing 
web of contracts and subcontracts. As 
Supreme Court watchers at 
SCOTUSblog explained, “One of the 
key points of the Harris decision is 
that the customer (i.e., the patient) is 
the nominal employer of the home-
carer.” Alito argues that while the state 
provides the paycheck, customers con-
trol most of the relationship with the 
care worker—which in Pamela Harris’ 

case, implies that her son is in fact her 
boss. One would not assume that the 
patient in a hospital is the ultimate 
employer of the nurse who cares for 
them, but in this case, it seems, the 
patient is assumed to be the boss. 

Harris and Hobby Lobby are both 
cases about healthcare and how it will 
be provided and paid for. In the case of 
Harris, the Court implies that health-
care paid for by the state is still the 
individual responsibility of the recipi-
ent of care; in Hobby Lobby, an 
employer required by the government 
to include healthcare as a part of a 
compensation package is able to dodge 
the requirement to provide a certain 
kind of care for a certain kind of work-
er—leaving that worker ultimately 
responsible for her own healthcare. In 
each case, the ultimate decision of the 
court is that healthcare is an individu-
al, not a social, responsibility. 

The Affordable Care Act, passed in 
2010, requires large employers to include 
in the healthcare plans for their employ-
ees certain types of coverage—among 
them contraceptives. The owners of the 
Hobby Lobby corporation, a chain of 
500 crafting stores with 13,000 employ-
ees across the country, object to certain 
of those birth control methods, and 
sued to avoid having to provide that 
insurance. The Court ruled in Hobby 

Lobby that birth control is different 
from other forms of healthcare, and that 
an employer therefore has the right to 
pass judgment on their employees’ 
reproductive and sexual healthcare deci-
sions by virtue of their religious beliefs—
at least, if the employer is a “closely 
held” corporation, with at least half its 
shares owned by five or fewer individu-
als Such corporations employ more than 
half of the American workforce, accord-
ing to one 2009 study. (So as long as you 
work for someone with some seriously 
concentrated power, in other words, 
your birth control is up to their beliefs.)

The majority decision was based on 
the Religious Freedom Restoration Act 
(RFRA), a 1993 law signed by Bill 
Clinton, which says, “Government 
shall not substantially burden a per-
son’s exercise of religion even if the 
burden results from a rule of general 
applicability.” The Hobby Lobby rul-
ing applies this to closely held corpora-
tions the way it would to nonprofit 
religious organizations.

As SCOTUSblog noted, “The Court 
holds that corporations (including for-
profit corporations) are ‘persons’ for 
purposes of RFRA. The additional 
question was whether corporations can 
have a religious “belief” within the 
meaning of RFRA. On that question, 
the Court limits its holding to closely 
held corporations, leaving for another 
day whether larger, publicly traded 
corporations have religious beliefs.” 

This means that workers at Hobby 
Lobby, relatively low-wage retail 
employees (though the company has 
raised its wages to $14 an hour for full-
timers, $9.50 for part-timers) will either 
have to buy their own birth control, or, 
as SCOTUSblog noted, the Obama 
administration may figure out a way for 
the government to pay for the coverage.

Under our current system, employ-
er-funded healthcare is part of com-
pensation provided by one’s employer. 
If, of course, we had a single-payer 
healthcare system or something like it, 
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employers would not be required to 
pay for insurance directly at all (though 
the longstanding Hyde Amendment, 
which bans public funding for abor-
tion, implies that conservatives cer-
tainly won’t stop at trying to halt direct 
employer-provided coverage for repro-
ductive and sexual healthcare). Justice 
Kennedy implies in his concurring 
decision that the government funding 
birth control directly would be accept-
able, at least to him, but for the 
moment, I’m not going to re-argue the 
single-payer question. (See my recent 
piece on the subject for more.1)

Though employer-subsidized 
healthcare is sometimes referred to as a 
“benefit,” as if health insurance is a 
gift, it is as much yours as are the wages 
you have worked for. The decision in 
Hobby Lobby, then, says that bosses 
can decide that certain parts of a work-
er’s compensation are against their 
religion. Though the decision, as noted 
above, is tailored narrowly to exclude 
only contraceptives, it’s worth noting 
again that employer-provided health-
care became a norm because workers 
struggled and bargained for it, not 
because employers decided once upon 
a time to be nice. 

We’ve long known that low-wage 
workers have very few rights on the 
job—that their bosses are able to inter-
fere in all sorts of personal decisions. In 
this case, it’s the particular nature of 
the benefit denied that is worth explor-
ing for a moment. Eileen Boris, author 
with Jennifer Klein of Caring for 
America: Home Health Workers in the 
Shadow of the Welfare State, has noted 
that particular ideas of “intimacy and 
dirt” influence how we think about 
home healthcare workers and the work 
they do, which often involves exposure 
to bodily processes that are extraordi-
narily intimate. In the case of contra-
ception, too, we see ideas of intimacy 
and dirt coming into play—sexuality is 
dirty, and intimate decisions can, in 
part, be influenced by one’s boss. By 
ruling, in theory, that the state cannot 

make an employer provide health 
insurance that covers birth control, or 
require that homecare workers pay the 
costs of their representation to the 
union, the court is in fact weighing in 
on the intimate relationships of thou-
sands of workers.

Justice Elena Kagan, in her dissent 
to Harris, pointed out that the care 
provided by homecare workers is bet-
ter when the workers are valued and 
paid better—things that have hap-
pened since they have had the right to 
union representation. In this way, she 
argues, the interests of the workers and 
the care recipients are not in opposi-
tion, as Alito’s opinion implies—they 
are actually aligned. The statement of 
Hobby Lobby’s CEO on raising wages 
indicates that Hobby Lobby, too, 
understands that workers do a better 
job when they are properly cared for. 
That includes, or should include, the 
right to make their own healthcare 
decisions, when it comes to contracep-
tion or anything else.

The conservatives pushing both of 
these cases would have you believe that 
these are cases about freedom—the 
freedom to avoid a union, the freedom 
to practice religion. And yet what they 
wind up being about is reducing power 
on the job for thousands of mostly 
women, mostly low-paid workers 
across the country.

Attacks on all workers’ rights often 
come first through attacks on those 
deemed less important workers. When 
we decide that birth control isn’t a piv-
otal issue because it only affects some 
workers, or that homecare workers’ 
loss is not a loss for us all, we leave the 
door open for the next attack.

And so, in a country where these 
feminized personal service jobs are 
increasingly the only jobs available, the 
court continues to rule that workers’ 
rights are less important than the bosses’, 
that protections on the job are a luxury 
working-class women can’t afford. 

Sarah Jaffe is a staff writer at In 
These Times and the co-host of Dissent 
magazine’s Belabored podcast. Her 
writings on labor, social movements, 
gender, media, and student debt have 
been published in The Atlantic, The 
Nation, The American Prospect, 
AlterNet, and many other publications, 
and she is a regular commentator for 
radio and television.

—In These Times, June 30, 2014

http://inthesetimes.com/working/
entry/16894/scotus_rules_against_
female_workers

1  “Single Payer Rises Again,” By Sarah Jaffe

http://inthesetimes.com/article/16114/single_
payer_rises_again
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Ever wondered what the staffers of 
Congressional Black Caucus members 
do after their stints on Capitol Hill? 
The answer, according to a Huffington 
Post article by Ryan Grim and Zach 
Carter, is they do the same thing most 
of their white colleagues do. They go to 
work for the big corporations, which 
fund the careers of their former bosses. 
They become lobbyists for giant tele-
coms, for greedy banksters, for military 
contractors, for agribusiness, Big Oil, 
Big Pharma, big gentrifiers and the 
rest, all of which are finding their Black 
faces and their ties to the Congressional 
Black Caucus, and the CBC itself espe-
cially useful these days.

With Republicans controlling the 
House and Democrats the Senate these 
days, Grim and Carter explain, the 
appearance of bipartisanship is every-
thing. Any measure that passes the 
House with exclusively Republican 
support will go nowhere in the Senate, 
and whatever sails through the Senate 
on the votes of Democrats alone is 
guaranteed dead on arrival in the 
House. But when particularly nasty 
pro-corporate measures—the HuffPo 
article cites as examples bills to allow 
certain kinds of banned derivatives 
trading, and laws to aid for-profit 
schools and colleges—when legislative 

turds like this are passed with lots of 
Republican votes and a smattering of 
Democrats, especially Black Democrats, 
the moral authority of the 
Congressional Black Caucus protects 
those measures from attacks by white 
liberals in the House, the Senate and 
among pundits, reporters and policy 
advocates as well.

Nobody nailed the sense of it better 
than Breaking Brown’s Yvette Carnell, a 
Black former Capitol Hill staffer her-
self, with the title of her piece riffing on 
the HuffPo revelations, “Revealed: 
How the CBC Leverages Blackness to 
Work as a Tool for Wall Street.”

But the identical phenomenon is at 
work not just in Congress, but in virtu-
ally every state legislature with more 
than a handful of Black Democrats, on 
the governing boards of big counties and 
in city councils across the country. In 
Georgia where I live, a recent constitu-
tional amendment designed to dissolve 
public schools and replace them with 
charters had substantial Republican sup-
port, but would never have passed with-
out the support of key Black Democrats 
with impeccable “civil rights” creden-
tials, but deeply in the pocket of the 
charter and school privatization lobby. 
Whether the issue is the expanding the 
military budget and surveillance, build-

ing nukes in Black com-
munities, the potent com-
bination of Black lobby-
ists and Black legislators 
provide vital cover to all 
kinds of corporate-friend-
ly measures.

Nobody, as we at 
Black Agenda Report 
have observed many 
times before, celebrates 
the Black Freedom 
Movement louder, lon-

ger, more often and more ostenta-
tiously than the Black political class, 
and this is why. It’s not just that this 
struggle led to the concessions allowing 
the number of Black elected officials to 
grow from a few hundred nationwide 
to more than ten thousand in forty 
years. The fact is, the Black political 
class’s appropriation of and ceaseless 
celebration of this era and its strug-
gles—properly filtered and sanitized of 
course—constantly renews their store 
of moral legitimacy, keeping their sell-
out values high.

Politicians who consistently stand 
up for the poor and oppressed in the 
halls of power do not attract big cam-
paign contributions, because everyone 
knows how they’ll vote. Without big 
campaign contributions they cannot 
rise to legislative leadership, and their 
ambitious staffers will not rise either. 
To be a player, you gotta play, and to 
get the big money you’ve got to com-
mand a respectable price when you sell 
out. Many CBC members and their 
employees want desperately to be fixers 
and players, like those on the TV series 
“House of Cards,” and they’ve learned 
exactly how. CBC members, goaded by 
Black lobbyists, have been so eager to 
cross the aisle and make deals that they 
have often been leading co-sponsors 
and supporters of odious measures 
attracting few other Democrats. Carter 
and Grim show that when CBC mem-
bers jumped on board with Republicans, 
these measures become law, or influ-
ence regulators. When CBC members 
hang back, most other Democrats do 
the same.

As the Huffington Post article says, 
the moral legitimacy of the 
Congressional Black Caucus, and by 
extension that of the entire Black mis-
leadership class is nothing but a hol-
lowed out brand. The article is full of 

Black Lobbyists 
Legislators Leverage their ‘Brands’ for Corporate Interests

By Bruce A. Dixon
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quotes from staffers and lobbyists 
about this or that CBC member’s 
“brand.” In plain English, brands are 
purposeful, deliberate, manipulative 
lies. Branding is a marketing strategy 
intended to evoke a given response in a 
target audience, summoning real or 
imagined memories, tastes, feelings or 
desires in order to get a response from 
the target audience which could not be 
obtained by appeals to fact or logic. 
When political players proudly admit 
among themselves that they are mere 
“brands,” Black politics as a progres-
sive force in these United States is over.

There was a time not so very long 
ago when Black America was where the 
left lived. Black politics emanated from 
the streets, not the suites. This kind of 
politics from the bottom up projected 
demands to end unjust wars, for better 
housing, more aid to public education, 
public transit and the public sector in 
general, and for voting rights, so that a 
class of Black elected officials might 
look to the interest of the Black masses. 
Now that a prosperous, empowered 
and ambitious class of African 
American officials and lobbyists has 
been called into existence, it has flipped 
the script and turned Black politics 
into a top-down affair. Black elected 
officials, from state and local level to 
the CBC and its staffers-turned lobby-
ists has become the hinge swinging the 
politics of the Democratic Party and 
the nation ever rightward.

We said it a while back—Black poli-
tics as we have known it is over, because 
Black politicians and the Black political 
class no longer believe justice or peace 
or full employment are possible. They 
haven’t been working for us for a long 
time now.

—Black Agenda Report, June 4, 2014

http://Blackagendareport.com/content/
Black-lobbyists-Black-legislators-leverage-
their-%E2%80%9Cbrands%E2%80%9D-
banksters-military-contractors-cor

The Obama administration is in a 
makeover frenzy, cosmetically cleaning 
up its corporatist act for the sake of the 
lame duck president’s legacy and 
endangered Democrats in Congress. 
Evils must be reapportioned in the 
public mind, so that the balance 
between lesser and greater abomina-
tions is perceived to tilt in the 
Democrats’ favor—a tough trick, given 
the beating the party’s base constituen-
cies have taken since 2008 at the hands 
of the duopoly Dem-Rep tag-team. 
Historical revisionism is, thus, the 
order of the day.

Eric Holder, the U.S. Attorney 
General who successfully intervened in 
federal court to prevent the retroactive 
release of thousands of mostly Black 
prisoners convicted under the old 100-
to-1 crack cocaine laws, now acts as 
point man for his boss’s program of 
charitable sentencing commutations. 
Obama’s compassionate mood-swing 
occurred at whiplash speed; in his first 
six years in office, he had granted fewer 
clemencies than any president since 
Dwight Eisenhower. Obama’s brazenly 
hypocritical and slap-dash new pro-
gram “will not represent any signifi-
cant or permanent change to the 
nation’s universal policy of mass incar-
ceration, mainly of poor Black and 
brown youth,” as Bruce Dixon has 
written, but is designed purely to reha-
bilitate the president’s image among 
Black voters. With one empty gesture, 
the president’s record on criminal jus-
tice is revised.

Obama then takes his political the-
ater troupe on a comedy tour. Attorney 
General Holder pretends to threaten 
Wall Street bankers with jail time—a 
notion so hilarious it should have had 
them rolling on the floor at the New 
York Stock Exchange. Jail the bankers? 
Obama has been their staunchest 

defender, the man who saved George 
Bush’s original bank bailout from 
defeat (weeks before the 2008 election), 
and has since configured the entire 
financial structure of the American 
State to the service of his most impor-
tant constituents: Citigroup, JP Morgan 
Chase, Bank of America, Wells Fargo, 
and Goldman Sachs. “My administra-
tion is the only thing between you and 
the pitchforks,” Obama reminded the 
banksters in his Oval Office, back in 
2009. He has never failed them, presid-
ing over the infusion of roughly $30 
trillion (2011 figures) directly into their 
accounts or as guarantees of their busi-
ness transactions—roughly twice the 
Gross Domestic Product of the United 
States. Ain’t that love?

Eric Holder told his joke about jail-
ing the bankers during a stand-up that 
was posted on the Justice Department’s 
website on Monday. Actually, it was 
only an inference—a bit of comic relief. 
“I intend to reaffirm the principle that 
no individual or entity that does harm 
to our economy is ever above the law. 
There is no such thing as ‘too big to 
jail,’” said Holder, clarifying his state-
ment of last year, that “the size of some 
of these institutions becomes so large 
that it does become difficult to prose-
cute them.”

Has the Obama administration 
picked up the pitchfork? Could JP 
Morgan chief Jamie Dimon, whom 
Obama called a “friend” and “one of 
the smartest bankers we’ve got,” be 
headed for the federal supermax prison 
in Florence, Colorado?

Does the Syndicate take orders from 
street hustlers? Barack Obama has a 
better chance of winding up behind 
bars than Dimon and his fellow oli-
garchs. Let’s not forget who the boss is, 
here in the U.S.A.

Jail the Bankers? 
Obama Has Been Their Staunchest Defender

By Glen Ford
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Holder failed to mention the names 
or corporate logos of those who might be 
targeted for doing “harm to our econo-
my,” but his office no doubt encouraged 
the press to speculate that French bank 
BNP Paribas and some Swiss banks might 
be on the list—which makes sense. The 
French bank is charged with violating 
U.S. sanctions on trade with Iran and 
other targets of U.S. economic aggres-
sion. That puts them at odds with the 
national security state. The Swiss banks 
are alleged to have helped Americans 
hide their money from U.S. taxes, which 
is mainly a crime of individuals. Neither 
of the cases directly involve the Big Five 
U.S. banks that are the core institutions 
of U.S. finance capital, the guys that “are 
so large that it does become difficult to 
prosecute them,” as Holder said last year. 
They are the circle in the center of the 
Ruling Circles. Their impunity is infinite. 
Holder and Obama work for them.

Routine prosecutions of corporate 
crimes are actually at historically low 
levels under Obama, despite tsunamis 
of scandals, including several “Crimes 
of the Century.” Under the pressures 
of Obama history revisionism, Holder 
will snare some fat white faces to create 
the impression of a crackdown on cor-
porate bad actors, confident that all 
Wall Street types look alike to the aver-

age consumer of news. Most people 
make little distinction between a Bernie 
Madoff, who lived like a king on a giant 
Ponzi scheme, and Jamie Dimon, who 
IS a king of the American Empire, with 
all the immunities accorded to those at 
the top of the Ruling Class. Bernie 
Madoff will die in prison. Jamie 
Dimon, whose bank turned a blind eye 
to Madoff’s Ponzi scheme and profited 
handsomely from it, remains on the 
top of the world (although JP Morgan 
Chase was fined $2 billion).

Throughout the whole of this 
administration—the past that Obama 
now wants you to forget—Holder 
“ruthlessly maneuvered every case 
against the oligarchs into his own juris-
dictional arena, in order to protect the 

banksters from aggressive prosecu-
tion,” as we pointed out in BAR in 
November 2013. Holder acted, not as a 
prosecutor, but as the Lords of Capital’s 
defender and guardian.

JP Morgan’s Jamie Dimon and each 
of his peers in the top U.S. banks could 
be sentenced to 20 years and $5 million 
fine for violating the Sarbanes-Oxley Act, 
a law passed following the 2001 recession 
that requires corporate chiefs to person-
ally certify that documents filed with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission are 
accurate and that the corporation’s inter-
nal controls are adequate. Every case of 
bankster wrongdoing “settled” by 
Holder’s Justice Department is, almost 
by definition, proof of chief executive 
guilt under the Sarbanes-Oxley Act.

A report from the Real Economy 
Project shows how Wall Street’s (known) 
crimes are methodically decriminalized 
by Justice Department “settlements.” 
Holder uses his offices to immunize the 
big fish, and allow the corporations to 
escape with a fine. His own pattern of 
behavior is so clear as to also be indict-
able—if there were a State apparatus that 
was not controlled by the Ruling Class.

But, there is not, because Wall 
Street’s rule is “hegemonic;” both the 
Democrats and Republicans are their 
servants, as are the main media.

The history of the last six years tells 
us, unequivocally, that the five biggest 
banks, and the people who run them, 
are not just beyond the reach of the 
State, they control the State.

There can be no fundamental 
change without the utter destruction of 
the banks and the financial Ruling 
Class. Not broken into smaller pieces, 
but broken, totally. All else is reform 
and tinkering—which is worthwhile, 
but don’t call it Revolution or Social 
Transformation or Socialism.

—Black Agenda Report, May 7, 2014

http://blackagendareport.com/con-
tent/jail-bankers-obama-has-been-
their-staunchest-defender

The history of the last 
six years tells us, 

unequivocally, that 
the five biggest banks, 

and the people who 
run them, are not just 

beyond the reach of 
the State, they control 

the State.
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The Southern Poverty Law Center 
(SPLC) keeps a running tab of armed 
rightwing domestic “plots and con-
spiracies” since April, 1995, when 
Timothy McVeigh and his associates 
blew up the federal building in 
Oklahoma City, killing 168 people. The 
attack soiled the reputations of grass-
roots fascists throughout the American 
“heartland” and prompted the U.S. 
Justice Department to announce for-
mation of a “special unit” to, ostensi-
bly, track and disrupt rightwing mili-
tants. Over the next several years, the 
feds busted a number of individuals 
involved in armed operations. Press 
coverage revealed that the racist 
“underground” functions largely in 
plain view, and that government oper-
atives are all but a permanent presence 
in their ranks (just as FBI informant 
Gary Rowe was in the Ku Klux Klan 
car—and maybe on the trigger—when 
civil rights volunteer Viola Liuzzo was 
murdered on an Alabama highway in 
1965). The whole pretense came to a 
halt on the morning of September 11, 
2001, when the last scheduled meeting 
of the Justice Department unit was 
cancelled, for obvious reasons.

In 2009, Department of Homeland 
Security analyst Darryl Johnson wrote 
a report urging his superiors to pay 
more attention to “rightwing extrem-
ism.” At the time, DHS assigned eight 
people to track “non-Islamic” domes-
tic extremism. Johnson thought the job 
required 12 people. Instead, his unit 
was dismantled by Obama’s newly-
appointed DHS secretary Janet 
Napolitano, with only one analyst 
remaining, according to Salon.com.

The unit was “revived” just two 
weeks ago, part of Attorney General 
Eric Holder’s flurry of cosmetic Obama 
legacy-building initiatives. Holder’s 
announcement was vaguely worded, so 
as not to create a firestorm on the Right. 

The unit would go after “‘lone wolf’-
style actors aimed to harm our nation,’’ 
and would focus on anti-government 
plots and racist violence. Days later, 
husband and wife Jerad and Amanda 
Miller, who earlier this year had been 
among an army of fascists gathered in 
defense of racist rancher Cliven Bundy, 
shot two Las Vegas cops in the head and 
killed a bystander at a Wal-Mart. After 
declaring, “This is the start of a revolu-
tion,” they committed suicide.

Southern Poverty Law Center senior 
fellow Mark Potok told Democracy 
Now! he thinks “the movement is at 
least a bit on fire at the moment”—
meaning, the armed, racist Right is on 
a roll. In thousands of churches, barber 
shops and hair salons, African 
Americans wonder aloud if the Black 
President and his Black top law 
enforcement officer are going to crack 
down on the neo-Klan uprising.

The answer, of course, is No, not a 
chance. The FBI’s war has always been 
against Blacks, radicals, and now 
Muslims—ideally, Black Muslims. The 
national security state’s legitimacy is 
based on (white) mass fear and loathing 
of the Other, in whose pursuit all civil 
liberties are extraneous. Such dark ener-
gies are not conjured out of thin air, but 
mined from the 
deep reservoirs of 
America’s racial 
history. Hate sits 
like a thermal 
resource to be 
tapped and redi-
rected at the whim 
of those in power. 
The U.S. national 
security state needs 
the ferocious 
hatreds of the 
Bundys and 
Millers—and the 
McVeighs—to sus-

tain a planetary War-Against-All, a war 
that, on its own premises, must end 
with annihilation of the Other.

Who do you think is manning 
Obama’s Killer Elite Special Ops legions 
in Asia and Africa? What kind of domes-
tic law and order troops will be neces-
sary to contain a largely Black and 
brown America to which the rulers offer 
absolutely nothing, but who must be 
made the scapegoats for social collapse?

That’s why the FBI puts a bounty on 
the head of sister Assata Shakur, living 
peacefully in Cuba, while allowing 
white racists to point high-powered 
rifles at the heads of federal officers in 
rural Nevada. Two of those fascists 
later put bullets in the brains of police-
men in Las Vegas, but there will be no 
general crackdown on the Millers’ 
comrades in arms, no assassinations of 
Cliven Bundys in their sleep, no great 
Gulag of lifetime solitary confinement 
for white militiamen.

The Empire needs them. It always 
has.

—Black Agenda Report, June 11, 
2014

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
content/white-right%E2%80%99s-
impunity

The White Right’s Impunity
By Glen Ford



22  SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT   Vol.  14, No. 4

Since the Obama administration 
arranged for the release of Sargent 
Bowe Bergdahl, the last U.S. prisoner 
of war held by the Afghanistan Taliban, 
there has been a firestorm of outrage 
from the right wing of both the 
Democratic and Republican parties.

Bergdahl has been pilloried as a trai-
tor. His father has been denounced as a 
Muslim. Senators call for him to be 
court-martialed and thrown into a mil-
itary stockade.

What is Bergdahl’s crime? While 
deployed in Afghanistan, he became 
disillusioned with the war, and said so 
in emails to his family. In one of these, 
sent three days before his capture in 
2009, he wrote:

“I’m sorry for everything here. These 
people [Afghans] need help, yet what 
they get is the most conceited country 
in the world telling them they’re noth-
ing and that they are stupid and they 
have no idea how to live. The horror 
that is America is disgusting.” He also 
referred to an Afghan child who was 
run over by a U.S. military vehicle, and 
the callous response of his superiors.

Shortly thereafter, he walked off his 
base and apparently went to a nearby 
village. A day later he was captured and 
imprisoned. These circumstances 
remain murky.

What is his father’s crime? With his 
son in a Taliban prison for five years, he 
became sympathetic to the plight of the 
prisoners held at Guantánamo Bay, Cuba.

Bob Bergdahl, Bowe’s father, was 
interviewed by the British Guardian in 
2012. “I don’t think anybody can relate 
to the prisoners in Guantánamo more 
than our family because it’s the same 
thing,” he said. “How could we have 
such a high standard of judicial process 
for horrible war criminals [during 
World War II] … and yet now we can 
go for 10-11 years without even having 
a judicial process? It’s just wrong.”

While his son was being held cap-
tive, Bob Bergdahl tried to understand 
who the Taliban were. He learned some 
Pashto, as did Bowe while deployed. He 
also grew a long beard to feel closer to 
his son, claiming he would not shave it 
until his son came home.

It was this beard that caused some in 
the media to level the “charge” that he 
“looked like a Muslim.” What would be 
the reaction if the “charge” had been 
that he “looked like a Jew?”

When he made the announcement 
that Sargent Bergdahl had been 
released, Obama stood with the sol-
dier’s parents beside him in the White 
House Rose Garden. He also referred to 
Bergdahl as “honourable.”

For the Rose Garden 
appearance, Obama has 
been denounced not only 
by the right, but also by 
the liberal news media. 
How dare he stand next to 
someone with that beard, 
who advocates the closing 
of Guantánamo? “They 
had a Rose Garden cere-
mony with the man’s par-
ents!” fumed Republican 
Senator Lindsey Graham.

Big money was spent to hunt up 
some veterans who had been in 
Bergdahl’s unit. They were splashed all 
over TV demanding that he be court-
martialed for desertion.

The White House beat a retreat, and 
stated that after Bergdahl recovers 
from his ordeal, the military will inves-
tigate the circumstances of his capture 
and take appropriate (unspecified) 
legal action.

The other aspect to Bergdahl’s 
release is that it was arranged as part of 
a prisoner swap with five “VIP” Taliban 
officials held in Guantánamo.

For some years, members of Congress 
had been briefed that negotiations were 
ongoing with the Taliban to exchange 
these same five people for Bergdahl.

The U.S. media and politicians blur 
distinctions between the Afghan 
Taliban, Al Qaeda and other groups.

The Taliban was the government of 
Afghanistan that the U.S. invasion 
overthrew. It was a repressive and reac-
tionary government—but so were the 
warlords of the Northern Alliance fac-
tions that the U.S. installed in its place. 
The Taliban government never 
attacked the U.S. or its citizens while it 
was in power.

The five Taliban members who were 
released in the exchange were govern-
ment officials. They were not captured 
on the battlefield, but were taken into 
custody as officials of the overthrown 
Taliban government.

That they were held for over a 
decade in Guantánamo without charg-
es or trial is more a condemnation of 
Washington than of them.

—The Red Flag, June 14, 2014

http://redflag.org.au/node/3986

Prisoner Release has the Political Right Fuming
By Barry Sheppard
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There’s been a blitz of stories over 
the past couple of weeks on child 
migrants arriving on the U.S.’s southern 
border. For many of us in Mexico, this 
is not new. But U.S. press attention to it 
is relatively new, as one major media 
outlet after another features stories on 
the plight of unaccompanied minors.

It’s certainly positive that these chil-
dren do not remain invisible. What 
they go through should be cause for 
indignation on a global level. The 
Office of the UN High Commissioner 
for Refugees issued a report last March 
that found that half had experienced or 
been threatened with serious harm on 
the journey north.

But most of these mainstream press 
stories are telling half-truths about 
child victims, while muddling or 
downright manipulating the question 
of who and what is responsible.

The New York Times, AP and others 
outlets have been running stories that 
follow a pattern of emphasizing two 
general conclusions. One, that parents 
in the United States are selfishly and 
irresponsibly encouraging this phenom-
enon and putting their own children at 
risk by sending them north and, two, 
that more children are migrating to the 
United States because they perceive 
Obama administration policies and 
practices as lenient on child migrants 
and think they have a good chance of 
staying–even if they get caught.

Although most of these stories men-
tion conditions of poverty and violence 
in the places where the children come 
from, they almost never mention how 
these places have become so poor and 
violent, or much less the direct role 
that U.S. foreign policy has played in 
making them that way and forcing the 
children to leave.

To give a few examples: In April the 
New York Times ran a story on child 

migration focused on a 12-year-old 
Ecuadorean girl who apparently commit-
ted suicide in a shelter in Ciudad Juarez, 
Mexico. The article stressed the grand-
parents’ reluctance to let her go and the 
insistence of the parents, who live in New 
York. It described the lone terror of the 
girl and her body found in the shower. It 
did not delve into the circumstances or 
the allegations that Mexican police cap-
tured her before her arrival at the shelter, 
or why her parents could not provide for 
their family in Ecuador.

Readers were left with the impres-
sion that it was the parents’ fault, not a 
system of injustice that stretched from 
the Andes to the U.S.-Mexico border.

This induced conclusion was reflect-
ed in the gist of many of the hundreds 
of comments on the page that expressed 
genuine compassion for the death of 
the dark-eyed child in indigenous 
dress, but also many variations on this 
comment: “The parents are at the root 
of this crime.”

An AP story June 3 leads with a 14 
year-old boy heading north with 
friends, saying that he had heard that 
minors were being allowed to stay in 
the U.S. Although the story later men-
tions the conditions of violence in his 
native Honduras, again there is no con-
text and the boys seem to be going to 
the border to take advantage of the U.S. 
government’s largesse—a message that 
is inflaming anti-immigrant forces.

The AP follows up with this inter-
pretation in a June 6 story stating the 
thesis explicitly: “Rumors of asylum 
raise hopes for migrant families.” These 
stories present anecdotal evidence of 
the thesis that the spike in child migra-
tion is due to hopes of being allowed to 
stay, in the form of interviews that 
often appear to have been reporter-led 
into giving this as the cause. In fact, 
none of the unbiased surveys on rea-
sons for leaving list lenient migration 
practices in the U.S. as a major cause.

The predictable result of the spate of 
articles on children migrants is to urge 
the creation of more detention facili-
ties (potentially good for the private 
prison industries) and call for an end 
to releases, as noted in the AP article:

“Texas Governor Rick Perry last 
week asked that the Department of 
Homeland Security stop releasing 
immigrants with notices to appear. 
On Monday, Arizona Governor Jan 
Brewer asked the same for the hun-
dreds of immigrants, mostly women 
and children, who in recent weeks 
have been flown to Arizona from 
South Texas for processing.”

Following the thread, a New York 
Times article June 7 called “Child 
Migrants Strain Make-Shift Arizona 
Shelter” described a veritable junior 
brown tide (the article did not use that 
traditional racist term but some of the 
language implies it) pouring into the 
U.S. The article echoed the criticisms 
of Arizona’s anti-immigrant governor 
Janet Brewer regarding administration 
efforts to house the migrants:

“‘I am disturbed and outraged that 
President Obama’s administration 
continues to implement this danger-
ous and inhumane policy, meanwhile 
neglecting to answer crucial questions 
our citizens demand and deserve,’ the 
governor, a Republican, said in a 
statement late Friday.”

Not once did the article bother to 
cite an immigrant or an immigrants’ 
rights advocate, of which there are, for-
tunately, many in Arizona. Much less 
did it or any of the other articles on the 
issue mention a need for policies that 
would facilitate family reunification.

Children in harm’s way
No one would argue that it is a good 

idea to attempt to bring a child to the 
United States without a trusted com-
panion. Note that these children are 
not usually “unaccompanied.” Their 

Child Migrants and Media Half-Truths
By Laura Carlsen  
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parents have paid large sums of money 
to smugglers to bring them over the 
border safely. But they often do not 
know the smugglers and human smug-
gling has become a big business for 
organized crime over the past decade, 
thanks in large part to increased secu-
rity making it necessary for anyone 
trying to cross to hire professional 
help. As the cost of crossing went up, 
organized crime recognized a new 
business opportunity and replaced 
independent coyotes or relatives in get-
ting migrants over the border.

The press stories seek to pull heart-
strings over the trials and traumas of 
the kids, while containing a strong hid-
den message of opprobrium against 
the parents. How could they let this 
happen? How selfish of them to expose 
their children to such perils!

Maybe the reporters and publishers 
don’t have children. Or maybe they 
do, and they simply cannot imagine 
what it’s like to know your son is 
growing up and you cannot be there 
for him, or to mark your daughter’s 
birthday on a calendar and wonder 
what she looks like now. This heart-
wrenching tragedy, repeated millions-
fold, is the direct result of U.S. immi-
gration policies. Where is the outrage 
that the United States does not even 
have basic mechanisms to provide for 
family reunification?

A New York Times editorial at least 
took a somewhat more compassionate 
view of the situation, recognizing the 
“false narrative” of the enforcers:

“The crisis comes at a bad 
moment in America’s stalemated 
immigration debate, with 
Republicans gleefully seizing on a 
situation seemingly tailored to fit 
their false narrative, that any reform 
short of an aggressively militarized 
border will create yet another mag-
net to pull more of the wretched 
poor over our border, and that all 
the chaos in the system is Mr. 
Obama’s fault.”

As an example, it quoted Bob 
Goodlatte, the Republican chairman of 
the House Judiciary Committee:

“Word has gotten out around the 
world about President Obama’s lax 
immigration enforcement policies, 
and it has encouraged more individ-
uals to come to the United States 
illegally… Enforcement at the border 
and in the interior of the U.S. is cru-
cial to end these kinds of situations, 
not another bureaucratic task force.”

The editorial emphasized the “push” 
factors and that children “are fleeing 
for their lives.” It called for the govern-
ment to humanely attend to the flows 
but did not mention longer-term solu-
tions regarding disastrous U.S. policies 
in their home countries.

On June 3, President Obama 
referred to the “humanitarian crisis” 
and issued a memorandum calling for 
the formation of a “Unified 
Coordination Group” to attend to 
unaccompanied children migrants. He 
asked for $1.4 billion dollars to create 
infrastructure for the influx of minors.

An article in VOX notes that the 
U.S. government seems to understand 
that the real solution lies in improving 
conditions in countries of origin but 
has failed to address them:

“Ultimately, any long-term solu-
tion has to address not only the ‘pull 
factors’ that bring children here, but 
the ‘push factors’ that drive them out 
of their own countries. The federal 
government appears to understand 
this, but there aren’t many good 
ideas for how to deal with it. Last 
week, Jeh Johnson, the 
Secretary of Homeland 
Security, suggested to 
Congress that the U.S. govern-
ment could launch a public-
awareness campaign in Central 
American countries to adver-
tise the dangers of migrating 
to the United States.”

Again the “solution” sug-
gested blames the victims for 
risking the journey.

So why does the mainstream press 
seek to place the blame on the parents 
and a supposed softening of immigra-
tion policy?

Because the alternative to blaming 
migrant families themselves is unpalat-
able to them.

The alternative is to accept that the 
Central American and North American 
Free Trade Agreements have left thou-
sands of youth with no economic 
opportunities.

It is to accept that U.S. security aid 
for drug wars has armed and aggravated 
violence in Mexico and Central America.

It is to understand the high cost of sup-
porting the Honduran coup and how the 
Honduran people and the U.S. population 
continue to pay that price, as out migration 
has surged over 500 percent in the past two 
years and human rights violations, insta-
bility and violence are skyrocketing.

In my travels to migrant shelters and 
interviews with migrants coming through 
Mexico I have found that, astoundingly, 
they do realize the risks and yet decide to 
make the journey anyway.

The public-awareness campaign we 
really need is one addressed to U.S. 
citizens and Congress regarding the 
impact of economic and security polic-
es on their southern neighbors, and 
especially on the children.

Then we need a public action cam-
paign to do something about it.

—Americas Program, June 23, 2014

h t t p : / / w w w . c i p a m e r i c a s . o r g /
archives/12389

International
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May 11, 2014—South African Civil 
Society Information Service, posted at 
Links International Journal of Socialist 
Renewal with the author’s permis-
sion—No sooner had the final results 
of the just concluded 2014 national 
elections been announced than 
President Jacob Zuma gave a predict-
ably self-congratulatory speech lauding 
the result as “the will of all the people.” 
The reality however is that the African 
National Congress’ victory came from 
a distinct minority of “the people.” The 
real “winner,” as has been the case 
since the 2004 elections, was the stay-
away “vote.”

Since South Africa’s first-ever dem-
ocratic election in 1994, the hard facts 
are that there has been a directly pro-
portionate relationship between the 
overall decline in support for the ANC 
and the rise of the stay-away “vote.” A 
quick look at the relevant percentages/
numbers from each election confirms 
the reality.

1994: Of the 23,063,910 eligible voters, 
85.53 percent (19,726,610) voted while 
the remaining 14.47 percent (3,337,300) 
stayed away. The ANC received support 
from 53.01 percent (12,237,655) of the 
eligible voting population.

1999: Of the 25,411,573 eligible voters, 
62.87 percent (15,977,142) voted while 
the remaining 37.13 percent (9,434,431) 
stayed away. The ANC received support 
from 41.72 percent (10,601,330) of the 
eligible voting population.

2004: Of the 27,994,712 eligible voters, 
55.77 percent (15,612,671) voted while 
the remaining 44.23 percent (12,382,041) 
stayed away. The ANC received support 
from 38.87 percent (10,880,917) of the 
eligible voting population.

2009: Of the 30,224,145 eligible voters, 
59.29 percent (17,919,966) voted while 
the remaining 40.71 percent (12,304,179) 
stayed away. The ANC received support 
from 38.55 percent (11,650,748) of the 
eligible voting population.

2014: Of the 31,434,035 eligible voters, 
59.34 percent (18,654,457) voted while 
the remaining 40.66 percent (12,779,578) 
stayed away. The ANC received support 
from 36.39 percent (11,436,921) of the 
eligible voting population.

It is quite an amazing “storyline” 
with two key tropes. At the same time 
that South Africa’s eligible voting pop-
ulation—based on estimates of succes-
sive censuses—has increased by 8.4 
million in 20 years of democracy, the 
number of people who have chosen 
not to vote has increased by 9.4 mil-
lion. Simultaneously, electoral support 
for the ANC, as a percentage of that 
voting population, has declined pre-
cipitously from 53 to 36 percent. 

One of the main reasons why this 
“story” is most often buried in the mar-
gins of our political and electoral conver-
sations and consciousness is that the 
official version conveniently ignores pri-
marily those citizens (a majority of 
whom are young people between the 
ages of 18 and 20) who have not regis-
tered to vote and, secondarily, those who 
have registered but chosen not to vote. It 
is similar to the politically inspired and 
artificially constructed distinction 
between the “official” and “unofficial’ 
unemployment rate that has the effect of 
erasing millions from the officially rec-
ognized ranks of the unemployed.

As a result, the official version of the 
2014 national election (in many cases, 
mirrored by the media) is one in which 

there is a “high voter turnout” and 
where the ANC victory is presented as 
indicative of support from the “major-
ity of voters.” And so it is that the 
almost 13 million who decided not to 
participate in the 2014 elections 
(whether registered or not) are effec-
tively airbrushed from the picture, 
while the 11.5 million who voted for 
the ANC become “the people.” Stalin 
would be smiling approvingly.

What does this largely hidden tale 
tell us about the state of South Africa’s 
political system and more broadly, of 
its democracy? First, that a growing 
portion of the adult (voting-age) pop-
ulation, but concentrated among the 
youth, has become alienated from the 
political system. In societies like South 
Africa that are framed by a liberal capi-
talist socio-political order, the mere 
existence and functioning of represen-
tative democratic institutions and pro-
cesses increasingly mask the decline of 
meaningful popular democratic par-
ticipation and control. This is in a con-
text where elections have become the 
political playground of those with 
access to capitalist patronage and 
where electoral choice is largely 
reduced to different shades of grey.

Since the act of voting in such 
national elections is itself representative 
of either a belief in/acceptance of the 
existing order or that meaningful 
change can result from such an act, the 
counter-act of not voting can be seen as 
representative of the opposites. In other 
words, there is no necessary or inherent 
connection between voting and the 
deepening of democracy in ways that 
can make a systemic difference in the 
lives of those who feel/experience exclu-
sion and marginalization. 

South Africa’s National Election
The Real Story

By Dale McKinley

INTERNATIONAL
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This speaks to a reality which those 
on the “other side of the fence” appear 
wholly unwilling to face; that for some 
time now, almost half of South Africans 
able to vote clearly do not see voting as 
being in their social, material and 
political interests. Apathy is simply a 
convenient and patronizing “explana-
tion.” It also speaks to the refusal to 
recognize that the (pre-)conditions for 
meaningful and popular participation 
in any representational act or process 
are embedded in changing the struc-
tural relations of power, whether 
grounded in social, economic, politi-
cal, gender or knowledge relations.

Indeed, the developmental legacy of 
post-1994 South Africa has been, and 
continues to be, characterized by the false 
twinning of a democratic form to the 
needs of a capitalist “market.” This has 
resulted in a creeping intolerance—
fuelled predominately by those in posi-
tions of political and economic power 
and policed by the coercive capacity of 
the state—of legitimate political/social 
dissent, which is the lifeblood of any 
genuine democracy. It has also produced 
a situation wherein institutionalized 
practices and forms of representative 
democracy such as elections—while 
largely accepted as a legitimate form of 
democratic expression—make little prac-
tical difference in the lives of so many 
since the key societal (developmental) 
decisions are taken by those that partici-
pate in, and manage, that “market.”

In his post-election speech President 
Zuma stated that the ANC’s electoral 
victory represents an “overwhelming 
mandate from our people … and reaf-
firms that the ANC remains the only 
true hope for the majority of our peo-
ple.” Clearly, he and his organization 
have not read the whole story.

Dale McKinley is an independent 
writer, researcher and lecturer as well as 
political activist in South Africa. 

—LINKS, May 11, 2014

http://links.org.au/node/3845

Before August 16, 2012, the town of 
Marikana was little known outside of 
South Africa. On that day it entered the 
lexicon as a place of infamy where 34 
striking platinum miners were shot 
dead by police. The massacre at 
Marikana left no doubt that Black 
South Africans had been sold out by 
the African National Congress and its 
leaders, including Nelson Mandela.

The struggle against apartheid galva-
nized millions of people all over the 
world. Black Americans in particular saw 
themselves at Sharpeville and Soweto. 
Nelson Mandela became an interna-
tional icon but was especially beloved by 
a people whose own mass movement 
was destroyed by assassinations, 
COINTELPRO and shrewd co-optation.

Mandela’s release from prison in 
1989 and his election as president in 
1994 were greeted with celebration—
which was too often lacking in real 
political analysis. Black people had the 
right to vote, the dreaded pass system 
was gone, but the grinding poverty is 
now worse than under the days of 
white minority rule. That is because 
people who should have fought to dis-
mantle the grotesque racially based 
inequities took seats at the table where 
the loot was divvied up. 

Cyril Ramaphosa was one of those 
people. He led the National Union of 
Mineworkers (NUM) and was one of 
those who aided and abetted the terri-
ble accommodations that led to the 
continuing impoverishment of Black 
South Africans. The London based 
Lonmin platinum mining corporation 
made Ramaphosa a board member, as 
did Coca Cola and Unilever. He made 
lucrative deals with these multi-nation-
al corporations instead of representing 
the mineworkers who looked to him 
for leadership. Ramaphosa’s net worth 
is now estimated to be $700 million.

When miners at Marikana demanded 
wage increases in 2012 their union did 
nothing for them. They were forced to 
go on an unauthorized wildcat strike, in 
defiance of Lonmin, the ANC govern-
ment and their own union. Not only did 
NUM do nothing to help their members, 
but they joined with the government and 
police in calling the strikers criminals.

A newly released documentary, 
Miners Shot Down, shows in unsparing 
detail the horrors of the new South 
Africa. Footage from the South African 
police shows the miners being penned 
in by barbwire, mowed down by a 
fusillade and the survivors being hunt-
ed down yet again.

The film is powerful precisely 
because it shows the result of settling 
for liberation of the few. True liberation 
is hard won and brings enmity from the 
powerful. When Mandela was lionized 
by the corporate media and western 
leaders it should have been clear that as 
the saying goes, “the fix was in.”

It is disheartening in the extreme to 
see people so pleased to have jobs and 
titles that they gave no thought to kill-
ing on orders from government func-
tionaries, turn coats and a big corpora-
tion. The white faces at Sharpeville and 
the Soweto uprising have now been 
joined by Black people who helped to 
plan and carry out the massacre. The 
police brought live ammunition to 
confront the miners who were armed 
only with clubs and knives. They even 

Miners Shot Down
Documentary Film Review by Margaret Kimberley
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made sure to bring morgue ambu-
lances and body bags. The murders 
were clearly premeditated but after the 
fact it was the miners who were charged 
with murder. 

White supremacy doesn’t necessar-
ily need white people in order to func-
tion. It only needs people who under-
stand clearly where whites stand vis-à-
vis other groups. The Black police who 
ordered the shootings and who carried 
them out were as much white suprem-
acists as the white police who killed in 
the days of minority rule.

Apparently we have more in com-
mon with Black South Africans than we 
thought. Twenty years after Nelson 
Mandela became president another 
Black man, a so-called son of Africa, 
became president of the United States. 
The powerful people here, the 1% of the 
economic elite, chose him to lead. It was 
the right time for a new face in America. 
The Republicans’ unpopularity made 
their “brand” unsustainable politically, 
making the Democrats the go-to party 
to commit the dirty work. What better 
way to get that job done than to have a 
Black man bail out banks and continue 
the endless war of terror around the 
globe? Who better to solidify America’s 
empire? The same sort of question can 
be asked of South Africa. Who better to 
keep South African workers trapped in 
poverty and starvation wages than Black 
political leadership?

The legacy of the dead miners has 
not been made in vain. Lonmin work-
ers are again on strike, this time for 
four months and they have been joined 
by other miners. This struggle is taking 
place twenty years after it should have. 
Now the truth about freedom and lib-
eration is clear, Mandela and other 
leaders have passed away, and younger 
people can fight their own fight. 
Marikana should not be forgotten, nor 
should the hard lessons that it teaches.

—Black Agenda Report, June 4, 2014

http://Blackagendareport.com/con-
tent/freedom-rider-miners-shot-down

We have decided to call this Media 
Briefing to respond to a number of 
flimsy accusations that have been made 
by Transnet management against the 
National Union of Metalworkers of 
South Africa (NUMSA). 

Our members have been on a strike 
action since April 25, 2014, as a last 
organizational resort to pressure 
Transnet management to respond to 
our genuine demands. The strike is 
already entering its second month 
without any form of final settlement or 
engagements between the two par-
ties—the Transnet management and 
NUMSA. It has never been our inten-
tion to embark on an indefinite strike, 
but the strike was imposed on us by 
Transnet for their blatant refusal to 
negotiate with us.

The decision to embark on a strike 
was not an easy decision, but a painful 
decision taken as we are acutely aware 
that the employer will implement the 
principle of No Work No Pay.  The 
employer is now using this principle 
of No Work No Pay to blackmail work-
ers to return to work. Fortunately, our 
members remain united in the picket-
ing lines and they are vigorously pre-
pared to forge ahead with the strike 
until their demands have been met. 
This buries the false insinuations 
spread by the employer as the worst 
form of Nazi-style propaganda by 
Transnet Bosses, that our members 
have pleaded with them to return to 
work, since they will be abandoning 
the strike.

Our strike in Ngqura Container 
Terminal should be located and under-
stood within the context of a heavy 
socio-economic burden imposed onto 
the workers, since they have a massive 

responsibility to subsidize and feed the 
mass army of the unemployed, mainly 
the working class youth, that is lan-
guishing in squalor and ravaged by the 
HIV/AIDS pandemic in our country’s 
impoverished Townships and apart-
heid-created stinking slums.

Already we are confronted with the 
ugly reality for being the most unequal 
society in the world, including being 
the leading country in the world in 
terms of the highest number of daily 
violent service delivery protests. All 
these are clear signs of worker’s anger 
and their willingness and preparedness 
to fight for the improvement of their 
socio-economic conditions and stan-
dards of living. Hence, this dreadful 
reality buries this false script of a good 
story to tell, that has been spread 
recently by the politicians.

One painful reality that is not being 
told is that most of our striking work-
ers are living in shacks and informal 
settlements, coupled with reliance on 
the democratic State for survival, since 
their wages are insufficient to meet 
their basic needs and demands. Most 
of these striking worker’s disposable 
income is liquidated by the cost of 
transport, because of the persisting 
legacy of apartheid social engineering, 
and its settlement patterns which has 
ensured that Africans in particular and 
Blacks in general live far away from 
centers where economic activities are 
concentrated.

A number of allegations of violence 
and intimidation have been made 
against our striking members. 
Regrettably, not a single shred of evi-
dence exists or shows that our mem-
bers are responsible for acts of violence 
or intimidation, including the so-called 

Behind Our Strike 
Union rejects allegations that its members have indulged in violence 
and intimidation at the Ngqura Container Terminal, Port Elizabeth

By Mphumzi Maqungo, National Treasurer of National Union of 
Metalworkers of South Africa 
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house bombings of properties and 
torching of cars belonging to non-
striking workers. We view such allega-
tions as engineered by Transnet as part 
of their strategy to de-legitimize our 
strike.

If truth be told, since the strike 
began, our members have demonstrat-
ed high levels of discipline, amidst seri-
ous provocation from the Security 
Company that has been hired by 
Transnet under the guise of managing 
the so-called violent striking NUMSA 
members. Our members have adhered 
to the picketing rules as determined by 
the parties. Above all, our members 
fully understand the Code of Conduct 
of NUMSA, since any worker or mem-
ber seen acting outside of the law will 
face serious consequences internally in 
the union. Therefore, we are pleased 
with the manner our members have 
conducted themselves thus far.

We find it very strange that 
Transnet’s Group Chief Mr. Brian 
Molefe, instead of responding to the 
demands of workers which have neces-
sitated the strike by our members, he 
decides to use our demands to launch a 
political offensive on NUMSA’s politi-
cal posture. This clearly shows that a 
political agenda exists, in collaboration 
with his political masters or handlers to 

undermine NUMSA. We want to warn 
Mr. Molefe, the biggest beneficiary of 
political patronage and a factory fault 
of note, to desist from playing politics 
with us. Instead, he should genuinely 
respond to our demands and open 
doors of engagement to resolve the 
strike.

We note with extreme concern how 
workers have disunited around genu-
ine demands.  Here we refer to the 
leadership of the other unions, particu-
larly South African Transport and 
Allied Workers Union (SATAWU), 
Solidarity-Union and United Transport 
and Allied Trade Union (UTATU) 
who have consistently condemned the 
strike and provided the employer with 
scab labor.  We wonder how these 
unions justify to their members why 
they are unable to support genuine 
working class demands.  We remain 
consistent in our demands for working 
class unity and solidarity outside of 
sectarian and factional positions driven 
by leaders.  We call on the non-striking 
workers to unite, irrespective of their 
union t-shirts or logos, with the work-
ers on strike.  This call is in line with 
our battle cry slogan: “An injury to one 
is an injury to all.”

Our demands remain unchanged as 
stated below:

The newly introduced working 
hours system should be changed, 
and the previous working hours sys-
tem should be re-instated;

Equalization of Transport subsi-
dy; AND

Banning of Labor Brokers; and 
all workers employed through Labor 
Brokering should be absorbed or 
employed permanently by Transnet.

Until these demands are met by 
Transnet, we shall escalate the strike 
and shut down its operations. Lastly, 
we remain committed to finding a last-
ing solution and an immediate end of 
the strike. The Transnet management 
has a responsibility to return to the 
boardroom to engage faithfully.

Statement issued by Mphumzi 
Maqungo, NUMSA National Treasurer, 
June 12 2014

—politicsweb.co.za, June 12, 2014

http://www.politicsweb.co.za/politic-
sweb/view/politicsweb/en/page71654?oi
d=634316&sn=Detail&pid=71616

National Union of Metalworkers of South Africa 
(NUMSA) Deputy General Secretary Karl Cloete, 
left; South African Communist Party (SACP) Cde 
Jeremy Cronin, right.
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A chorus of outraged public opin-
ion demands that the “international 
community” and the Nigerian military 
“Do something!” about the abduction 
by Boko Haram of 280 teenage girls. It 
is difficult to fault the average U.S. 
consumer of packaged “news” prod-
ucts for knowing next to nothing about 
what the Nigerian army has actually 
been “doing” to suppress the Muslim 
fundamentalist rebels since, as senior 
columnist Margaret Kimberley point-
ed out in Black Agenda Report, last 
week, the three U.S. broadcast net-
works carried “not a single television 
news story about Boko Haram” in all 
of 2013. (Nor did the misinformation 
corporations provide a nanosecond of 
coverage of the bloodshed in the 
Central African Republic, where thou-
sands died and a million were made 
homeless by communal fighting over 
the past year.) But, that doesn’t mean 
the Nigerian army hasn’t been bomb-
ing, strafing, and indiscriminately 
slaughtering thousands of, mainly, 
young men in the country’s mostly 
Muslim north.

The newly aware U.S. public may or 
may not be screaming for blood, but 
rivers of blood have already flowed in 
the region. Those Americans who 
read—which, presumably, includes 
First Lady Michelle Obama, who took 
her husband’s place on radio last week-
end to pledge U.S. help in the hunt for 
the girls—would have learned in the 
New York Times of the army’s savage 
offensive near the Niger border, last 
May and June. In the town of Bosso, 
the Nigerian army killed hundreds of 
young men in traditional Muslim garb 
“Without Asking Who They Are,” 
according to the NYT headline. “They 
don’t ask any questions,” said a witness 
who later fled for his life, like thou-
sands of others. “When they see young 
men in traditional robes, they shoot 

them on the spot,” said a student. 
“They catch many of the others and 
take them away, and we don’t hear 
from them again.”

The Times’ Adam Nossiter interviewed 
many refugees from the army’s “all-out 
land and air campaign to crush the Boko 
Haram insurgency.” He reported:

“All spoke of a climate of terror 
that had pushed them, in the thou-
sands, to flee for miles through the 
harsh and baking semidesert, some-
times on foot, to Niger. A few 
blamed Boko Haram—a shadowy, 
rarely glimpsed presence for most 
residents—for the violence. But the 
overwhelming majority blamed the 
military, saying they had fled their 
country because of it.”

In just one village, 200 people were 
killed by the military.

In March of this year, fighters who 
were assumed to be from Boko Haram 
attacked a barracks and jail in the 
northern city of Maiduguri. Hundreds 
of prisoners fled, but 200 youths were 
rounded up and made to lie on the 
ground. A witness told the Times: “The 
soldiers made some calls and a few 
minutes later they started shooting the 
people on the ground. I counted 198 
people killed at that checkpoint.”

All told, according to Amnesty 
International, more than 600 people 
were extrajudicially murdered, “most 
of them unarmed, escaped detainees, 
around Maiduguri.” An additional 950 
prisoners were killed in the first half of 
2013 in detention facilities run by 
Nigeria’s military Joint Task Force, 
many at the same barracks in Maiduguri. 
Amnesty International quotes a senior 
officer in the Nigerian Army, speaking 
anonymously: “Hundreds have been 
killed in detention either by shooting 
them or by suffocation,” he said. “There 
are times when people are brought out 

on a daily basis and killed. About five 
people, on average, are killed nearly on 
a daily basis.”

Chibok, where the teenage girls 
were abducted, is 80 miles from 
Maiduguri, capital of Borno State.

In 2009, when the Boko Haram had 
not yet been transformed into a fully 
armed opposition, the military sum-
marily executed their handcuffed lead-
er and killed at least 1,000 accused 
members in the states of Borno, Yobe, 
Kano and Bauchi, many of them appar-
ently simply youths from suspect 
neighborhoods. A gruesome video 
shows the military at work. “In the 
video, a number of unarmed men are 
seen being made to lie down in the 
road outside a building before they are 
shot,” Al Jazeera reports in text accom-
panying the video. “As one man is 
brought out to face death, one of the 
officers can be heard urging his col-
league to ‘shoot him in the chest not 
the head—I want his hat.’”

These are only snapshots of the 
army’s response to Boko Haram—
atrocities that are part of the context of 
Boko Haram’s ghastly behavior. The 
military has refused the group’s offer 
to exchange the kidnapped girls for 
imprisoned Boko Haram members. 
(We should not assume that everyone 
detained as Boko Haram is actually a 
member—only that all detainees face 
imminent and arbitrary execution.)

Kidnapped Girls Tools of U.S. Policy in Africa
By Glen Ford
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None of the above is meant to tell 
Boko Haram’s “side” in this grisly story 
(fundamentalist religious jihadists find 
no favor at Black Agenda Report), but 
to emphasize the Nigerian military’s 
culpability in the group’s mad trajec-
tory—the same military that many 
newly-minted “Save Our Girls” activ-
ists demand take more decisive action 
in Borno.

The bush to which the Boko Haram 
retreated with their captives was 
already a free-fire zone, where any-
thing that moves is subject to oblitera-
tion by government aircraft. Nigerian 
air forces have now been joined by U.S. 
surveillance planes operating out of the 
new U.S. drone base in neighboring 
Niger, further entrenching AFRICOM/
CIA in the continental landscape. Last 
week it was announced that, for the 
first time, AFRICOM troops will train 
a Nigerian ranger battalion in counter-
insurgency warfare. 

The Chibok abductions have served 
the same U.S. foreign policy purposes as 
Joseph Kony sightings in central Africa, 
which were conjured-up to justify the 
permanent stationing of U.S Special 
Forces in the Democratic Republic of 
Congo, Uganda, Rwanda, the Central 
African Republic and South Sudan, in 
2011, on humanitarian interventionist 
grounds. (This past March, the U.S. 
sent 150 more Special Ops troops to the 
region, claiming to have again spotted 
Kony, who is said to be deathly ill, holed 
up with a small band of followers some-
where in the Central African Republic.) 
The United States (and France and 
Britain, plus the rest of NATO, if need 
be) must maintain a deepening and per-
manent presence in Africa to defend the 
continent from…Africans.

When the crowd yells that America 
“Do something!” somewhere in Africa, the 
U.S. military is likely to already be there.

Barack Obama certainly needs no 
encouragement to intervention; his 
presidency is roughly coterminous 
with AFRICOM’s founding and explo-

sive expansion. Obama broadened the 
war against Somalia that was launched 
by George Bush in partnership with the 
genocidal Ethiopian regime, in 2006 
(an invasion that led directly to what 
the United Nations called “the worst 
humanitarian crisis is Africa.”) He 
built on Bill Clinton and George Bush’s 
legacies in the Congo, where U.S. client 
states Uganda and Rwanda caused the 
slaughter of six million people since 
1996—the greatest genocide of the post 
War World II era. He welcomed South 
Sudan as the world’s newest nation—
the culmination of a decades-long 
project of the U.S., Britain and Israel to 
dismember Africa’s largest country, 
but which has now fallen into a bloody 
chaos, as does everything the U.S. 
touches, these days.

Most relevant to the plight of 
Chibok’s young women, Obama led 
“from behind” NATO’s regime change 
in Libya, removing the anti-jihadist 
bulwark Muamar Gaddafi (“We came, 
we saw, he died,” said Hillary Clinton), 
and destabilizing the whole Sahelian 
tier of the continent, all the way down 
to northern Nigeria. As BAR editor and 
columnist Ajamu Baraka writes in the 
current issue, “Boko Haram benefited 
from the destabilization of various 
countries across the Sahel following 
the Libya conflict.” The once-
“shadowy” group now sported new 
weapons and vehicles and was clearly 
better trained and disciplined. In short, 
the Boko Haram, like other jihadists, 
had become more dangerous in a post-
Gaddafi Africa—thus justifying a larg-
er military presence for the same 
Americans and (mainly French) 
Europeans who had brought these 
convulsions to the region.

If Obama has his way, it will be a 
very long war—the better to grow 
AFRICOM—with some very unsavory 
allies (from both the Nigerian and 
American perspectives).

Whatever Obama does to deepen 
the U.S. presence in Nigeria and the 

rest of the continent, he can count on 
the Congressional Black Caucus, 
including its most “progressive” mem-
ber, Barbara Lee (D-CA), the only 
member of the U.S. Congress to vote 
against the invasion of Afghanistan, in 
2001. Lee, along with Reps. Marcia 
Fudge (D-Ohio), Sheila Jackson Lee 
(D-Texas) and fellow Californian 
Karen Bass, who is the ranking mem-
ber on the House Subcommittee on 
African, gave carte blanche to Obama 
to “Do something!” in Nigeria. “And 
so our first command and demand is 
to use all resources to bring the terror-
ist thugs to justice,” they said.

A year-and-a-half ago, when then 
UN Ambassador Susan Rice’s pros-
pects for promotion to top U.S. diplo-
mat were being torpedoed by the 
Benghazi controversy, a dozen Black 
congresspersons scurried to her 
defense. “We will not allow a brilliant 
public servant’s record to be mugged 
to cut off her consideration to be secre-
tary of state,” said Washington, DC 
Delegate Eleanor Holmes Norton.

As persons who are presumed to 
read, Black Caucus members were cer-
tainly aware of the messy diplomatic 
scandal around Rice’s role in suppress-
ing United Nation’s reports on U.S. 
allies’ Rwanda and Uganda’s genocidal 
acts against the Congolese people. Of 
all the high profile politicians from 
both the corporate parties, Rice—the 
rabid interventionist—is most inti-
mately implicated in the Congo holo-
caust, dating back to the policy’s for-
mulation under Clinton. Apparently, 
that’s not the part of Rice’s record that 
counts to Delegate Norton and the rest 
of the Black Caucus. Genocide against 
Africans does not move them one bit.

So, why are we to believe that they 
are really so concerned about the girls 
of Chibok?

—Black Agenda Report, May 14, 2014

http://blackagendareport.com/con-
tent/kidnapped-girls-become-tools-us-
imperial-policy-africa
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The crisis around the fate of the 
Ukraine is rife with imperialist lies and 
propaganda emanating from 
Washington and ably promoted by the 
compliant pundits of the U.S. press.  
Chief among these nose-lengthening 
fairy tales is that Vladimir Putin’s 
Russia is the aggressor in Ukraine, not 
the fascist-led coup government in 
Kiev, and certainly not the ever-so-
innocent U.S. and its well-meaning 
allies in the European Union! 

Just listen to Nicholas Kristoff, the 
Harvard-trained commentator and 
New York Times columnist who sup-
ported the Bush government’s inva-
sion of Iraq as long as it didn’t cost too 
much, only to question it later when 
the lies were exposed:

“For decades, Ukrainians have been 
starved, oppressed, and bullied by 
Russians, and, with Russia now incit-
ing instability that could lead to an 
invasion and dismemberment of east-
ern Ukraine, plenty of brave Ukrainians 
here say they’ve had it and are ready to 
go bear hunting.”1 Kristof, like the U.S. 
media in general, is still ready to back-
up the latest imperialist fabrications.

Actually, in the decades since the 
counterrevolutionary overturn of the 
Soviet Russian degenerated workers 
state in 1991-92, Ukrainians have been 
starved and oppressed by capitalist res-
toration, spurred on from and aided by 
the West.  The Ukrainian economy had 
been the second largest in the USSR, 
being an important and integrated 
component of the country’s planned 
economy. Now, it was subjected to 
being divided up by opportunist 
bureaucrats-turned-oligarchs, who 
gorged themselves on the wealth long 
produced by Ukrainian workers. 
Industrial employment fell off drasti-
cally. Ukraine lost 60 percent of its 
GDP between 1991 and 1999, and suf-

fered runaway inflation. By 2000 real 
wages had plummeted to about one-
third of 1991 values. 

While the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF) denies responsibility, it 
confirms that Ukraine “suffered from 
hyperinflation that peaked at 10,000 
percent in 1993, a dramatic output col-
lapse, and huge declines in the popula-
tion’s standard of living,” due to “pro-
liferation of tax privileges,” and “unof-
ficial privatization” (read theft) of 
state-owned enterprises, among other 
things.2  Some recovery took place in 
the late 1990s, but Ukraine was hit hard 
again in the 2008-09 financial crisis, 
brought about by Wall Street bankers.  
And now, a deeply indebted Ukraine 
faces a new round of austerity measures 
at the hands of world bankers.

U.S. aggression has deep roots

Just as important in the background 
to the present Ukraine crisis is the U.S.’ 
open conspiracy to strangle the Soviet 
Union after World War II.  Even before 
1945, the U.S. (with its British ally) pre-

pared for its next enemy by directing 
bombers to German targets such as the 
working-class Hamburg “red quarter,” 
instead of local industrial areas, among 
other things.  After the war—in which 
the Soviet Union almost single-hand-
edly defeated Nazi Germany—it was 
open season on the USSR and its allies 
anywhere in the world.  Nazi spies and 
German scientists were mobilized for 
the anti-communist crusade, as well as 
right wing elements in Eastern Europe.  
In the Ukraine, the U.S. linked up with 
Stepan Bandera’s pro-Nazi force—
which had fought the Red Army and 
helped the SS by murdering Jews, com-
munists, and Poles in the Ukraine dur-
ing the war—and turned them into an 
anti-Soviet guerilla force, and a main-
stay of “Radio Free Europe.” Bandera’s 
present day supporters were some of 
the fascist thugs who led the February 
22nd coup, and are now in ministerial 
positions in Kiev. 

After the collapse of the Eastern 
European deformed workers’ states and 
of the Soviet Union, the U.S. employed 

Ukraine: U.S. Aggression Drives Imperialist Frenzy
By Chris Kinder
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shock doctrine tactics to reform the 
economies in a capitalist mold, and to 
encircle Russia as much as possible by 
whittling away its borderlands. Despite 
assurances given to the Russian 
Federation that the former buffer-zone 
states adjacent to Russia would not be 
admitted to the NATO alliance (and 
after capitalist Russia itself was refused 
admittance to NATO), nearly all these 
former Soviet allies have become part 
of this “cold war”-like anti-Russian alli-
ance... except, so far, the Ukraine.

Ukraine in the crosshairs: Orange 
“Revolution” and Maidan

Politics in the Ukraine have long 
reflected the deep divisions between 
the Western and Eastern portions, as 
roughly defined by the Dnieper River, 
which flows north to south through 
Ukraine, and empties into the Black 
Sea. The East grew into an industrial-
ized heartland in the Soviet years, and 
is still an important trade partner for 
Russia’s defense and technology sec-
tors; while the West is more Europe-
oriented and agricultural. Thus U.S. 
and EU meddling has focused on the 
West. In 2004, the U.S. and other 
imperialist powers, supported by doz-
ens of imperialist-financed NGO’s 
[Non-Governmental Organizations], 
engineered a series of “pro-democra-
cy” demonstrations, which resulted in 
the dumping of the pro-Russian presi-
dent, Victor Yanukovich, whose base 
was in the East primarily, and the 
installation of the West-oriented, anti-
Russian Victor Yushchenko. 

While Yanukovich was indeed cor-
rupt and deserving of no support, the 
“Orange Revolution” was no revolu-
tion. It wasn’t even effective in stop-
ping Yanukovich, who returned to 
power as Prime Minister in 2006, and 
President in 2010. But the real nature 
of the “color revolution” syndrome 
was shown in the Maidan (central 
square) in Kiev in 2014, when the fas-
cists were mobilized to force the issue 
of the West vs. Russia.

Despite his ties to the pro-Russian 
East, Yanukovich had run on a plat-
form of accepting EU integration based 
on an elaborate plan, which included 
loans totaling $160 billion—which 
would allow Ukraine to dig out of its 
current crisis, and make up for lost 
trade with Russia—as well as full EU 
membership. He lost support from 
members of his own Party of Regions 
by demanding that they accept his 
plan. But the offer included only $850 
million from the EU and $5 billion 
from the IMF, with severe conditions. 
Ukraine would have to pay back earlier 
debts of nearly $5 billion in the first 
year, meaning no “bail-out” benefit to 
Ukrainians, and also accept onerous 
austerity measures. Furthermore, there 
was a ban on accepting any aid from 
Russia; and there was no EU member-
ship in the deal (a less beneficial “asso-
ciate” status was offered). Yanukovich 
balked, and accepted a Russian offer of 
$15 billion loan instead.3

An “offer you can’t refuse” rejected
The EU/IMF “offer” was a typical 

bailout plan designed not to help the 
country in question, but to squeeze it 
dry to pay Wall Street, extract capital 
and open the doors to international 
corporate investment and dominance. 
But more than that, as Yanukovich and 
the world soon found out, it was an 
“offer you can’t refuse.” The U.S. and 
EU allies (Germany particularly) had 
put decades of planning into ripping 
off all of Russia’s borderlands, and 
Ukraine was the big prize they weren’t 
going to walk away from. As soon as 
Yanukovich backed out of the IMF/EU 
deal, dozens of U.S.-sponsored NGOs, 
chiefly the National Endowment for 
Democracy (NED), a latter-day stand-
in for the CIA, whipped up support for 
accepting the EU, despite the general 
lack of awareness of exactly what the 
terms were. The mostly peaceful anti-
corruption demonstrators in the 
Maidan were soon joined by hordes of 
new recruits, including violent gangs of 
thugs and outright fascists. 

It is important to understand that 
these groups included real neo-Nazis. 
The Svoboda Party is the direct descen-
dant of Stepan Bandera’s band of pro-
Nazi murderers; they have staged big 
rallies in Kiev, including this January, 
honoring Bandera’s memory (Bandera 
was caught and executed in the Soviet 
Union in 1959). It was they, and the 
even more vicious Right Sector fascists, 
who fought the police, set up burning 
barricades, took over government 
buildings, and led the February 22nd 
coup that caused Yanukovich and his 
ministers to flee for their lives. The 
fascists likely also provided the rooftop 
snipers who, in the days before the 
coup, enraged the crowd by firing into 
it, killing several. (The government was 
blamed at the time, but subsequent 
investigation has shown that both 
demonstrators, as well as some police, 
were shot by the same sniper rifles, 
indicating a likely rightist provocation, 
rather than police action.)

The Odessa massacre 
Both Svoboda and Right Sector now 

hold important ministerial positions in 
Kiev. It was Right Sector murderers 
who torched the union hall in Odessa 
on May 2nd, killing more than 40 anti-
coup government demonstrators who 
had taken refuge there, including by 
shooting those who tried to escape. 
Swastika-like symbols and “Galician 
SS” (another pro-Nazi group in WWII) 
were scrawled on the walls. 

The Odessa outrage clearly under-
scored the fascist threat posed by the 
imperialists and the coup they inspired. 
It had the immediate effect of boosting 
a positive vote in the East in referen-
dums for self-rule in the pro-Russian 
industrial provinces of Donetsk and 
Luhansk. And it led to significant 
working class mobilizations to support 
self-rule in those areas. Marxists sup-
port a Ukraine-wide workers’ mobili-
zation of defense guards, militias, etc., 
to oppose the fascists and, in Trotsky’s 
words, “acquaint their heads with the 
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pavement.” Such a mobilization, East 
and West in Ukraine, could lay the 
groundwork for mass opposition to the 
EU imposed austerity measures, which 
are surely coming, and counteract the 
nationalism that divides East and West.

“Yats is the guy”
The U.S. has never had any problem 

with working with right wing generals, 
fascist terrorists, Islamic jihadists, etc., 
as long as it divides the working class 
and keeps its enemies fighting one 
another. It didn’t take long after 
Yanukovich dropped the EU diktat for 
U.S. politicians such as Senator John 
McCain, and EU leaders such as 
Foreign Policy chief Catherine Ashton, 
to meet with fascists such as the vicious 
anti-Semitic Svoboda leader Oleg 
Tyagnibok, as part of their drive to see 
the pro-EU Maidan rebellion succeed. 
But U.S. manipulation was most fully 
exposed when John Kerry’s Assistant 
Secretary of State, Victoria Nuland, 
picked the leader of the new coup gov-
ernment in a (bugged, obviously, but 
by whom?) phone conversation with 
U.S. Ambassador to Ukraine, Geoffrey 
Pyatt, in which Nuland says bluntly, to 
the oh-so subservient Pyatt, that, “I 
think Yats is the guy.” That would be 
the soon-installed coup “prime minis-
ter,” Arsenly Yatsenyuk, who later met 
with both Vice President Biden and 
Commander in Chief Barack Obama.4

Immediately following the February 
22nd coup, the new “government” 
declared its loyalty to the EU, endorsed 
the austerity measures as inevitable, 
and banned use of the Russian language 
(the latter was quickly reversed, but 
conveyed a clear anti-Russian message 
none the less.) Vladimir Putin’s Russia 
soon took the defensive measure of 
annexing the Crimea, the most unam-
biguously Russian of Ukraine’s Oblasts 
(Provinces). (It was only added to the 
Ukraine Soviet Republic by the bureau-
cratic whim of Khrushchev, having for-
merly been part of Russia for centu-
ries.)  A referendum was held in Crimea 

showing a 97 percent yes-vote for seces-
sion from Ukraine and absorption into 
Russia (with a reported 83 percent of 
voters participating). This was clearly a 
defensive response to the fascist-led 
U.S./EU coup, but it caused a crescendo 
of outrage from the West over Russian 
“aggression,” and has led to a new 
round of U.S. provocations, including 
bolstering NATO military presence in 
Poland, and NATO promises of aid to 
the feeble Ukraine military. 

Pro-Russian separatists in the East
Subsequently, pro-Russian agita-

tion in the East, particularly in Donetsk 
and Luhansk, two of the most industri-
alized and most Russian provinces, has 
led to the formation of pro-Russian 
factions who seized government build-
ings, held referendums, and pro-
claimed independent “peoples repub-
lics” seeking unification with Russia. 
Putin is not openly supporting these 
aspirations. More importantly for 
Marxists, the nationalist formations in 
these provinces are decidedly bour-
geois class formations, including 
extreme rightists and other dubious 
characters; although since the Odessa 
massacre they have garnered signifi-
cant working class support for some 
form of self-rule. While Donetsk and 
Luhansk are majority ethnic Russian, 
the rest of the Eastern provinces tend 
to have smaller Russian majorities, and 
as yet there is no clear majority east of 
the Dnieper for union with Russia. 

The question for Marxists today is: 
Was the independence vote in, and 

Russian annexation of Crimea sup-
portable or not? And, should Marxists 
support some form of autonomy or 
rights to secession for the predomi-
nantly Russian-speaking and ethnically 
Russian provinces of the East?

The right of national self-determi-
nation was a critical part of Lenin’s 
revolutionary strategy in the years 
leading up to the 1917 Russian 
Revolution. Lenin saw that a strategy of 
liberating the Tsarist “prison house of 
nations” was key to making a revolu-
tion in Russia that would unite all the 
workers, not just those of the Russian 
nation. But more than that, Lenin 
opposed the idea, prevalent in the 
Socialist 2nd International, that the 
international socialist revolution 
superseded the need for national liber-
ation, since socialism would take care 
of everything. Instead, Lenin counter-
poised the idea that supporting the 
right of national self-determination 
was a way to get the national question 
off the agenda, thus paving the way for 
the united class struggle needed to lead 
to socialist revolution. 

All nations have right  
of self-determination

Furthermore, ALL nations and 
national minorities, even those belong-
ing to the “great” nations such as 
Russia, have the same right to self-
determination, as long as such self-
determination doesn’t come at the 
expense of another peoples’ claim to 
the same right in the same territory. 
Today in Ukraine, the national ques-
tion certainly needs to be gotten off the 
agenda, if the working class is to be 
united in a struggle against fascism and 
IMF austerity, as well as for the ulti-
mate goal of a revolutionary struggle 
for socialism.                   

 In 1939, Trotsky wrote an article, 
“Problem of the Ukraine,” which calls 
for a “Free, Independent Soviet 
Socialist Ukraine.”  Some leftists have 
said that this means that Marxists 

The central point is 
that Trotsky’s call 

was for an indepen-
dent soviet socialist 
Ukraine, not just an 

“independent” 
Ukraine.
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should “oppose the dismemberment of 
Ukraine” today.5 I ask why should 
revolutionists oppose, if not the dis-
memberment, then at least the right of 
self-determination for the component 
parts of Ukraine (which might lead to 
dismemberment)?  Ukraine has never 
been a united nation, except after 
WWII, when it was entirely a part of 
the USSR (except for Crimea, which 
remained part of Russia until 1954). 
Throughout history, Ukraine was most 
often divided at or near the Dnieper 
River, with the East being Cossack or 
Russian-dominated most of the time, 
and the West being variously under the 
Polish, Austro-Hungarian or 
Lithuanian feudal lords in shifting con-
figurations. After the Russian 
Revolution of 1917 and the civil war 
that followed, parts of Western Ukraine 
were still held by Poland, Romania and 
Czechoslovakia.

Revolutionary Russia honored 
national minorities

The Russian Revolution ushered in a 
period in the 1920’s in which all the 
nationalities, including Ukraine, were 
honored with support for their linguis-
tic and cultural uniqueness and heri-
tage. But the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 
Republic only existed in the area east of 
the Dnieper (Western Ukraine was still 
in Polish hands.) The Stalinist political 
counterrevolution in the USSR wiped 
out many of the achievements of the 
Bolshevik Revolution, including the 
respect of nationalities, and substituted 
Russian great-nation chauvinism 
(including reversal of linguistic and 
cultural rights, and vicious purges and 
executions of Ukrainian communists.) 
This led to resentment against the 
Stalinist regime, and no doubt contrib-
uted to the welcoming of the Nazi inva-
sion of 1941 by many in the West, and 
to the support given to the Germans by 
some of the Tartars in Crimea. Stalin, 
in an indiscriminate retaliation, exiled 
most of the Crimean Tartars to Siberia, 
where they remained for many years 

(they were finally allowed to return 
after the death of Stalin.)  

Trotsky’s 1939 article, calling for an 
independent, soviet socialist Ukraine, 
was a program to address the plight of 
Ukraine under Stalin’s bureaucratic 
regime, which had suppressed 
Ukrainian national culture. But it was 
not a rejection of the workers state, 
which was still in place, despite the 
degeneration imposed by Stalinist rule. 
Trotsky’s plan would have undercut 
both the Stalinist subversion of Soviet 
society, and also the fascistic tenden-
cies in the West, which were to play a 
different, pro-Nazi, subversive role. 
The central point is that Trotsky’s call 
was for an independent soviet socialist 
Ukraine, not just an “independent” 
Ukraine. Achievement of such a goal 
would have given impetus both to a 
socialist revolution in Europe, and to a 
political revolution in the USSR, and 
not at all to an anti-communist over-
turn in Ukraine. Trotsky and Lenin 
were both clear that an unconditional-
ly “independent” Ukraine, irrespective 
of class content, was not what they 
were calling for.

This goes to the heart of Lenin’s idea 
of the right of national self-determina-
tion: the class question is key. 
Communists support national self-
determination in order to pave the way 
for socialist revolution, not undercut it. 
In 1919, in the midst of a civil war in 
which imperialist backed reactionary 
white armies sought to reverse the 
Russian Revolution, Lenin made it clear 
that Ukraine could be independent, but 
the on-going struggle against the capi-
talists and landlords took precedence 
and would proceed. In cases such as 
that of Finland, in which prospects for 
a successful class struggle to overthrow 
capitalism were nil, the Bolshevik gov-
ernment had to let it go rather than 
keep a “duchy” of the Tsarist empire by 
force. Still, the purpose was to prevent 
the national question from getting in 
the way of class unity, and it worked 
well in the early USSR.

The class question is key
Today in the Ukraine, the Ukrainian 

vs. Russian national identities divide 
the working class, and historical, lin-
guistic and cultural differences rein-
force this. But the working class needs 
to be united in order to fight the fascist 
thugs of February 22nd and Odessa, 
and mount a unified defense against 
the imposition of U.S./EU/IMF auster-
ity. With recognition that Crimea had 
the right to secede, and of Eastern 
provinces such as Donetsk and Luhansk 
to decide on local self-rule or secession, 
national differences within the work-
ing class could be overcome. 

Working people of East or West 
have absolutely no interest in the cur-
rent Kiev government’s campaign to 
suppress the pro-Russian rebels of 
Donetsk and Luhansk, nor should they 
have any faith in the current Petro 
“chocolate tsar” Poroshenko govern-
ment in Kiev to grant “autonomy.” For 
the right of national self-determina-
tion/self-rule for the ethnically Russian 
Oblasts! Death to the fascists and anti-
Semites on all sides, and down with the 
coup government in Kiev!  Oppose the 
IMF Austerity, and build a united rev-
olutionary working-class movement in 
Ukraine! 

1  Nicholas Kristof, “In Ukraine, Seeking U.S. 
Aid,” Op-ed column in New York Times, April 
17, 2014

2  “The IMF and Ukraine: What Really Hap-
pened,” at http://www.imf.org/external/np/
vc/2002/083102.htm.  The IMF insists it helped 
slow the rate of decline in 1996-97, and then 
reverse it. 

3  See Elizabeth Piper, “Special Report-Why 
Ukraine spurned the EU and embraced Russia,” 
Reuters, December 19, 2013 (www.reuters.com)

4  A transcript of the Nuland-Pyatt bugged 
conversation is at www.bbc.com/news/world-
europe-26079957.  The media has deep-sixed 
this, but the U.S. has not denied the veracity of 
this report.

5  http://forum.permanent-revolution.
org/2014/05/trotsky-on-ukraine-lessons-for-
today.html
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Five Palestinian teenagers are facing 
life imprisonment for a crime that 
never happened. After a car accident a 
settler labeled them as “terrorists.” And 
over a year after their arrest the Hares 
Boys, Ali Shamlawi, Tamer Souf, 
Ammer Souf, Mohammed Suleiman 
and Mohammed Kleib are still await-
ing trial and are still imprisoned. The 
Israeli military are calling for harsh 
prison sentences for the boys, who 
could face up to 25 years in prison.

“I want all the people to come to the 
court and see what democracy in Israel 
really is,” Ali Shamlawi’s mother said. 

On the March 14, 2013 there was an 
accident on the occupied West Bank, 
Palestine, when an Israeli settler’s car 
crashed into the back of an Israeli 
truck, resulting in four people in the 
car being hurt, one seriously. The truck 
had stopped on the roadway due to a 
flat tire near Salfit. Later, the accident 
was described by the woman settler 
and driver of the car as a stone throw-
ing attack by Palestinian youths. This 
was a totally fabricated report of the 
event, with no basis in fact. There were 
no witnesses or reports of any 
Palestinian children or youths throw-
ing stones that day. The truck driver 
later mentioned seeing some stones 
beside the road. 

The next few days from March 15 
onwards, over 50 Israeli soldiers car-
ried out raids in the village of Hares in 
the early hours of the mornings and 
violently arrested and questioned many 
children and teenagers from the vil-
lage. The Israeli army forces were 
joined by Shabak (The Israeli Secret 
Service) agents. Several boys were 
detained, blindfolded, handcuffed and 
taken off to prison. 

A week later the Israeli army re-
entered the village just after school and 
arrested several more boys, including a 

six-year-old. These boys were lined up 
and questioned at gunpoint, before the 
army randomly picked three boys aged 
13, 14 and 17 and took them away. 
None of the families were informed of 
the allegations against the boys or the 
location of where the army had 
detained them. None of these boys had 
any history of stone-throwing. 
Eventually, 19 children were taken off 
to the notorious G4S secured chil-
dren’s section at Al-Jalame Prison. 

In prison the youths were viciously 
abused and locked up in solitary con-
finement for up to two weeks in win-
dowless cells with no mattress or blan-
kets to sleep on. Lights were kept on in 
the cells. The food made them ill and 
they were denied lawyers. Following 
the violent interrogations most of the 
minors were released, without charge, 
including two after paying $1,600 each. 

But five boys, now known as The 
Hares Boys remained in prison after 
confessing. To secure confessions from 
these five boys, they were ill-treated 
and coerced with sexual threats made 
against the female members of their 
families. For instance, one of the boys, 
Ali Shamlawi, was beaten each day, 
kept in an isolation cell for the first 16 
days and threats made against his 
mother and sister. 

After the confessions were extracted 
by torture from the five Hares boys 
they were charged with 25 counts of 
attempted murder, even though there 
were only four people in the car. 
Apparently, the Israeli military court 
had decided that as 25 stones were 
allegedly thrown, each stone was an 
“intent to kill.” The five boys charged 
are, Ali Shamlawi, Mohammed Kleib, 
Mohammad Suleiman, Tamer Souf 
and Ammar Souf who are now aged 
16-17 years old and are currently 
locked up in another G4S secured adult 
facility, Megiddo Prison. The boys have 

only been granted limited visits with 
their families and lawyers since being 
held in prison. And each of their mili-
tary court hearings has been closed to 
outside observers. 

The Hares boys have been con-
demned and labeled in the Israeli 
media as terrorists and guilty even 
before an investigation, or before they 
“confessed” to stone-throwing under 
duress. The prosecution’s case rests on 
the boy’s coerced “confessions” and 
Israeli “witnesses” who came forward 
from surrounding Israeli settlements 
after the car accident received media 
coverage as a “terrorist act.” They 
claimed their cars were damaged on 
the same day by stones. Other “wit-
nesses” include police and Shabak 
agents who were not even present at 
the time. No evidence of injuries, hos-
pital admissions or car damage has 
been documented or presented as evi-
dence to the boy’s lawyers. 

Thousands of Palestinian young-
sters like the Hares Boys are treated in 
the Israeli Military court system as 
adults. According to international 
human rights law and the UN 
Convention on the Rights of the Child 
in particular, adults are people who are 
over 18 years of age. They have been 
denied any sort of semblance of justice 
in the Israeli military court system—a 
court system that convicts Palestinian 
children at a rate of 99.7 percent, which 
is very similar to the world’s worst 
oppressive regimes. 

A study by the Israeli NGO, “No 
Legal Frontiers,” over a period of a year 
concluded that 100 percent of 
Palestinian children brought before the 
Israeli military court in that time were 
convicted. The Israeli military court 
system is no reputable or fair justice 
system for any Palestinian civilian to be 
tried under, let alone children. 

Free The Hares Boys
By Steven Katsineris 
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A flawed case—totally lacking in 
respect for human rights and 

principles of justice 
“When the car crashed into the 

truck, the boys were already in the vil-
lage...When they heard the crash, they 
were in front of the school, so they 
couldn’t have been throwing stones,” 
said Ali Shamlawi’s mother. 

The case against the Hares Boys is 
full of improper legal procedures, 
including,

•	The boys have been held in Al-
Jalame Prison and then later in 
Megiddo Prison, both inside the 
1948 territories of Israel. Trans-
ferring detained, arrested, or 
imprisoned people from occu-
pied territories to the territory of 
the occupier is in violation of 
international law, especially the 
Fourth Geneva Convention. 

•	The unfair and racist Israeli “jus-
tice” system imposed on Palestin-
ians. No matter what the alleged 
crime, Palestinians are forced to 
go through the military courts 
and are tried under military law, 
while Israelis go to the civil court 
system for the same offenses. 

•	The violent arrests of children at 
night, without any explanation 
given to the families for the 
arrests or informing them of 
their children’s whereabouts are 
against Israel’s own law. These 
laws state that minors are to be 
accompanied by an adult family 
member when detained or 
arrested. 

•	Children being put into solitary 
confinement for days is recog-
nized as a form of torture and is 
considered a severe punishment, 
especially as no charges had been 
filed nor a conviction recorded. 

•	Abusive interrogations of minors, 
which is considered torture. 

•	The boys were arrested and 
charged despite a total lack of 
evidence against them to support 
the allegations and condemned as 
guilty by the Israeli media, which 
is against the universal presump-
tion of innocence until found 
guilty. 

“He is a 16-year-old child, how do 
you think he could resist under this 
pressure before confessing,” said 
Niemeh Shamlawi. 

This case could also set a very dan-
gerous precedent if the five Hares Boys 
are convicted. As this legal precedent 
would then allow Israeli military courts 
to convict Palestinian children as 
young as 12-years-old for attempted 
murder in alleged cases of stone throw-
ing. If the five boys are convicted they 
will be locked up for 25-plus years to 
life imprisonment. 

At first no one made any claim that 
stones were thrown. The first search of 
the car by police from the illegal settle-
ment, produced no evidence of any 
stones, but a subsequent search two 
days later uncovered a single stone in 
the vehicle. The court, like the vast 
majority of cases against Palestinians 
through the Israeli military system, has 
not called a single Palestinian witness. 
Instead they have focused on an Israeli 
woman who was driving nearby and a 
passing truck driver, neither of whom 
can say that they saw anyone throwing 
stones.

The lives of five Palestinian boys 
will be destroyed with no evidence 
whatsoever of an incident or offence 
having been committed. This case is a 
gross miscarriage of justice as the Hares 
Boys are innocent and should be 
unconditionally released. The Hares 
Boys have now been imprisoned for 
over one year. 

Fight for Justice! Free the Hares 
Boys! 

For more information or to support 
the campaign look up the Hares Boys 
Facebook page, Free the Hares Boys, or 
visit http://haresboys.wordpress.com/ on 
the web.
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A prominent Egyptian blogger and 
activist in the 2011 overthrow of for-
mer President Hosni Mubarak was 
sentenced Wednesday to 15 years in 
prison for rallying against an anti-pro-
test law, in what critics charge is evi-
dence that the country’s counter-revo-
lution is in full effect.

Alaa Abd El-Fattah and 24 other 
people were handed 15 years in prison, 
five years’ surveillance, and a hefty fine 
for allegedly holding a protest at 
Egypt’s parliament—the Shura 
Council—last November in opposition 
to a stringent anti-protest law and 
enshrinement of military trials for 
civilians in the country’s 2014 consti-
tution, independent Egyptian publica-
tion Mada Masr reports. The defen-
dants were hit with a litany of accusa-
tions, from unauthorized protests to 
destruction of public property to 
attacking police, according to the 
Egyptian state-run publication Ahram.

Their supporters say the charges 
were political maneuvers aimed at fur-
ther criminalizing dissent and intimi-
dating protesters.

Abd El-Fattah and defendants 
Mohamed Noubi and Wael Metwally 
were barred from entering the court-
room and therefore sentenced in 
absentia on Wednesday, June 11, 2014. 
Mona Seif, Abd El-Fattah’s sister who 
is also a prominent activist, stated on 
Facebook that her brother was “waiting 
for the judge to give permission to the 
guards to allow them to enter the 
venue to attend their session, but 
someone from the prosecution went 
out and arrested them.”

Family members, who are demand-
ing a retrial, charge that the defendants 
were deliberately barred to create the 
appearance they had fled.

The sentencing and arrest comes 
just days after former head of Egypt’s 
military and coup leader Abdelfattah Al 
Sisi was sworn in as president—a 
development that was welcomed by the 
Obama administration.

Following the military’s ouster of 
former Egyptian President Mohamed 
Morsi last July, which came on the 
heels of unprecedented anti-Morsi 
protests across Egypt, Al Sisi oversaw 
an aggressive campaign of state repres-
sion that targeted suspected Morsi sup-
porters, under the guise of a war on 
“terrorists,” and spread to dissenters of 
all stripes, including other high-profile 
youth organizers of the 2011 over-
throw of Hosni Mubarak. The mili-
tary-backed interim government 
detained over 16,000 people and killed 
thousands.

According to Heba Afify, “[Abd 
El-Fattah’s] arrest, alongside Wael 
Metwally and Mohamed Noubi, has 
caused an uproar among activists, 
whose space has been dwindling. Their 
fight now is about holding ground.”

El-Fattah had also been incarcerated 
under Mubarak, the military junta that 
followed, and the military-backed 
interim government, according to the 
Guardian. He follows other prominent 
youth activists who have been jailed, 
including Mahienour El-Massry, a 
campaigner against police violence and 
for women’s rights.

In a March interview with Democracy 
Now!, Abdel Fatah declared of Egypt’s 
military rulers, “They are on a sentenc-
ing frenzy. This is not just about me. 
It’s almost as if it’s a war on a whole 
generation.”1

—Common Dreams, June 12, 2013

http://www.commondreams.org/
headline/2014/06/12-2

1  The full interview can be viewed at Com-
mon Dreams at:

ht tp : / /www.commondreams .org/head-
line/2014/06/12-2

And at Democracy Now! at:

http://www.democracynow.org/2014/6/12/in_
sisis_egypt_leading_dissident_gets

Egypt’s ‘War on a Generation’
Fifteen years in prison for Alaa Abd El-Fattah and 24 others arrested on charges of unauthorized protest

By Sarah Lazare
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An Egyptian judge on June 23, 2014 
sentenced three Al Jazeera journalists 
to prison terms of seven to ten years for 
allegedly supporting the Muslim 
Brotherhood and reporting “false 
news,” provoking an uproar among 
human rights and free press advocates 
and shock in the courtroom.

“This ruling means that journalism 
is a crime in Egypt,” wrote journalist 
Sharif Kouddous, tweeting from the 
courtroom.

Peter Greste and Mohamed Fahmy 
were each sentenced to seven years in 
jail and Baher Mohamed was handed a 
ten-year sentence. All of these journal-
ists work for Al Jazeera English.

Fahmy was reportedly beaten in pris-
on, resulting in a severe shoulder injury. 

Family members and supporters of 
the journalists reacted with shock and 
outrage to the sentences, which are 
widely viewed as part of the govern-
ment crackdown on a free press.

Wafaa Bassiouny, Fahmy’s mother, 
shouted and cried as she stormed out of 
the courtroom, according to indepen-
dent Egyptian publication Mada Masr.

“There is no hope in the judicial 
system. This is a screwed up system 

and this whole government is incom-
petent,” said Fahmy’s brother, as quot-
ed by Mada Masr. “Tell them, they’ve 
ruined a family.”

Several Egyptian students were also 
handed seven-year prison terms, on 
the grounds that they had collaborated 
with the journalists.

Several other Al Jazeera journalists 
were tried in absentia and handed ten-
year sentences.

“This is a devastating verdict for the 
men and their families, and a dark day 
for media freedom in Egypt, when 
journalists are being locked up and 
branded criminals or ‘terrorists’ simply 
for doing their job,” said Philip Luther, 
Director of the Middle East and North 
Africa at Amnesty International in a 
statement released Monday.

All of those sentenced, who have 
already been jailed for six months, 
deny any wrongdoing, and lawyers 
have vowed an appeal.

The sentences came just one day 
after U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry 
visited Cairo and vowed support for the 
regime of President Abdel Fattah al-
Sisi, including renewal of military aid.

The ruling follows Egypt’s release 
last week of hunger striking Al Jazeera 
journalist Abdullah Elshamy after he 
was held for ten months in prison 
without trial or charge.

—Common Dreams, June 23, 2014

http://www.commondreams.org/
headline/2014/06/23-0

Prison for Al Jazeera Journalists
Ruling comes the day after Kerry pledged renewal of U.S. support for Egyptian government

By Sarah Lazare
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I have encountered no sense of vin-
dication, no “I told you so,” among 
veterans of the anti-war protest of 
February 15, 2003 in response to the 
events in Iraq. Despair, yes, but above 
all else, bitterness—that we were unable 
to stop one of the greatest calamities of 
modern times, that warnings which 
were dismissed as hyperbole now look 
like understatements, that countless 
lives (literally—no one counts them) 
have been lost, and will continue to be 
so for many years to come.

In July 2002, The Guardian 
warned that Britain was “sleepwalking 
to war.” Blair’s commitment to invade 
come what may—which the Chilcot 
inquiry (when it is finally published) 
will either confirm or whitewash—is 
now established. By September 2002, 
the inevitability had sunk in. In the 
first demonstration, hundreds-of-
thousands of people took to the streets 
in London on September 27—me and 
my grandfather among them—full of 
determination and foreboding. Three 
weeks earlier, Amr Moussa, then-sec-
retary general of the Arab League, 
warned that the Iraq war would “open 
the gates of hell.”

I remember the premature trium-
phalism and hubris of the cheerleaders 
in the run-up. In my first year at uni-
versity, one of Britain’s most senior 
army officers came to talk to students 
as the guest of Lord Butler, who would 
later head one of the inquiries into the 
war. When Iraq was invaded by west-
ern forces, he told us solemnly, 99 
percent of the Iraqi population would 
be on the streets, throwing flowers at 
advancing troops. The other one per-
cent would still be cowering at home, 
too scared to celebrate, but would be 
quickly reassured. Men such as this 
helped direct the entire war effort. And 
then there those who were not listened 

to, such as former UN chief weapons 
inspector Scott Ritter, who warned in 
2002 that “since 1998 Iraq has been 
fundamentally disarmed;” or Robin 
Cook, who told a hushed House of 
Commons as he resigned that “Iraq 
probably has no weapons of mass 
destruction in the commonly under-
stood sense of the term.”

The catastrophic results of the Iraq 
invasion are often portrayed as having 
been impossible to predict, and only 
inevitable with the benefit of hindsight. 
If only to prevent future calamities 
from happening, this is a myth that 
needs to be dispelled. The very fact that 
the demonstration on that chilly 
February day in 2003 was the biggest 
Britain had ever seen, is testament to 
the fact that disaster seemed inevitable 
to so many people.

The commentators who cheered on 
the conflict, far from being driven 
from public life are still feted: still writ-
ing columns, still dispensing advice in 
TV studios, still hosting think-tank 
breakfasts. “If nothing is eventually 
found, I—as a supporter of the war—
will never believe another thing that I 
am told by our government, or that of 

the U.S. ever again,” declared David 
Aaronovitch in this newspaper.

A few months after the invasion, he 
wrote: “There have been very few sui-
cide attacks.” In the seven years that 
followed, 12,284 civilians would perish 
in 1,003 suicide bombings. He went on: 
“If Iraq becomes anything like a demo-
cratic and pluralistic state, then just 
about everything that the opponents of 
intervention predicted will have turned 
out to be wrong. If it descends into 
long-term chaos and civil war, then just 
about everything they said will turn out 
to have been right.”

If Aaronovitch was to stay true to his 
word, he would now be expressing the 
greatest mea culpa of the century; 
instead, he has written a column in the 
Times today which makes it clear he has 
no intention of expressing any regret.

In a way, opponents of the war were 
wrong. We were wrong because howev-
er disastrous we thought the conse-
quences of the Iraq war, the reality has 
been worse. The U.S. massacres in 
Fallujah in the immediate aftermath of 
the war, helped radicalize the Sunni 
population culminating in an assault on 

Bloody Chaos in Iraq
We Anti-War Protestors Were Right—The Iraq Invasion Has Led to Bloody Chaos

By Owen Jones 
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the city with white phosphorus. The 
beheadings, the kidnappings and hos-
tage videos, the car bombs, the IEDs, the 
Sunni and Shia insurgencies, the tor-
ture declared by the UN in 2006 to be 
worse than that under Saddam Hussein, 
the bodies with their hands and feet 
bound and dumped in rivers, the esca-
lating sectarian slaughter, the millions of 
displaced civilians, and the hundreds-
of-thousands who died: it has been one 
never-ending blur of horror since 2003.

The invasion was justified as an 
indispensable part of the struggle 
against al-Qaida. Well, to be fair, large 
swaths of Iraq have not been handed 
over to al-Qaida: they are now run by 
Isis, a group purged from al-Qaida for 
being too extreme. Iraq and Syria are 
trapped in a bloody feedback loop: the 
growth of Isis in Iraq helped corrupt 
the Syrian rebellion, and now the 
Syrian insurgency has fuelled the 
breakdown of Iraq, too. Those who 
believe that the west should have armed 
Syria’s rebels should consider the fact 
that Isis reportedly raided an arms 
depot in Syria which was stocked with 
CIA help. Support from western-
backed dictatorships in Saudi Arabia 
and Qatar has fuelled the Syrian 
extremists now spilling over into Iraq.

Such is the brutal sectarianism of 
Iraq’s Shia prime minister Nouri al-Mali-
ki, that some Mosul residents are report-
ed to be fleeing because they fear an army 
counterattack; other Mosul residents 
are even welcoming Isis as a liberation.

What hope, then, for the future? It 
is difficult to see how the continuing 
collapse of Iraq can be avoided: the 
more informed the expert, the more 
despairing they seem to be. There will 
be those who champion more western 
intervention. But whatever happens, 
this calamity must never be allowed to 
happen again.

—The Guardian, June 12, 2013

http://www.theguardian.com/com-
mentisfree/2014/jun/12/anti-war-pro-
testers-iraq-invasion-bloody-chaos

The Western media in chorus have 
described the unfolding conflict in Iraq 
as a “civil war” opposing the Islamic 
State of Iraq and al-Sham against the 
Armed forces of the Al-Maliki govern-
ment. (Also referred to as Islamic State 
of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL) or Islamic 
State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS))

The conflict is casually described as 
“sectarian warfare” between Radical 
Sunni and Shia without addressing 
“who is behind the various factions.” 
What is at stake is 
a carefully staged 
U.S. military-intel-
ligence agenda.

Known and 
documented, Al 
Qaeda affiliated 
entities have been 
used by U.S.-
NATO in numer-
ous conflicts as “intelligence assets” 
since the heyday of the Soviet-Afghan 
war. In Syria, the Al Nusrah and ISIS 
rebels are the foot-soldiers of the 
Western military alliance, which over-
sees and controls the recruitment and 
training of paramilitary forces.

The Al Qaeda affiliated Islamic State 
of Iraq (ISI) re-emerged in April 2013 
with a different name and acronym 
commonly referred to as the Islamic 
State of Iraq and Syria (ISIS). The for-
mation of a terrorist entity encompass-
ing both Iraq and Syria was part of a 
U.S. intelligence agenda. It responded 
to geopolitical objectives. It also coin-
cided with the advances of Syrian gov-
ernment forces against the U.S. spon-
sored insurgency in Syria and the fail-
ures of both the Free Syrian Army 
(FSA) and its various “opposition” 
terror brigades.

The decision was taken by 
Washington to channel its support 

(covertly) in favor of a terrorist entity 
which operates in both Syria and Iraq 
and which has logistical bases in both 
countries. The ISIS Sunni caliphate 
project coincides with a longstanding 
U.S. agenda to carve up both Iraq and 
Syria into three separate territories: A 
Sunni Islamist Caliphate, an Arab Shia 
Republic, and a Republic of Kurdistan.

Whereas the (U.S. proxy) govern-
ment in Baghdad purchases advanced 

weapons systems 
from the U.S. 
including F16 
fighter jets from 
L o c k h e e d 
Martin, the Islamic 
State of Iraq and 
al-Sham—which 
is fighting Iraqi 
government forc-
es—is supported 

covertly by Western intelligence. The 
objective is to engineer a civil war in 
Iraq, in which both sides are controlled 
indirectly by U.S.-NATO.

The scenario is to arm and equip 
them, on both sides, finance them with 
advanced weapons systems and then 
“let them fight.”

U.S.-NATO is involved in the 
recruitment, training and financing of 
ISIS death squads operating in both 
Iraq and Syria. ISIS operates through 
indirect channels in liaison with 
Western intelligence. In turn, corrobo-
rated by reports on Syria’s insurgency, 
Western special-forces and mercenar-
ies integrate the ranks of ISIS.

U.S.-NATO support to ISIS is chan-
neled covertly through America’s 
staunchest allies: Qatar and Saudi 
Arabia. According to London’s Daily 
Express “They had money and arms 
supplied by Qatar and Saudi Arabia.”

The Destruction and Fragmentation of Iraq 
Towards the Creation of a U.S. Sponsored Islamist Caliphate

By Professor Michel Chossudovsky

The break up of Iraq 
along sectarian lines 

is a longstanding 
policy of the U.S. 

and its allies.
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“…through allies such as Saudi 
Arabia and Qatar, the West [has] 
supported militant rebel groups 
which have since mutated into ISIS 
and other alQaeda connected mili-
tias.” (Daily Telegraph, June 12, 2014)

While the media acknowledges that 
the government of Prime Minister 
Nuri al-Maliki has accused Saudi 
Arabia and Qatar of supporting ISIS, it 
invariably fails to mention that both 
Doha and Riyadh are acting on behalf 
of and in close liaison with Washington.

Under the banner of a civil war, an 
undercover war of aggression is being 
fought which essentially contributes to 
further destroying an entire country, 
its institutions, its economy. The 
undercover operation is part of an 
intelligence agenda, an engineered pro-
cess which consists in transforming 
Iraq into an open territory.

Meanwhile, public opinion is led to 
believe that what is at stake is confron-
tation between Shia and Sunni.

America’s military occupation of 
Iraq has been replaced by non-conven-
tional forms of warfare. Realities are 
blurred. In a bitter irony, the aggressor 
nation is portrayed as coming to the 
rescue of a “sovereign Iraq.”

An internal “civil war” between Shia 
and Sunni is fomented by U.S.-NATO 
support to both the Al-Maliki govern-
ment as well as to the Sunni ISIS rebels.

The break up of Iraq along sectarian 
lines is longstanding policy of the U.S. 
and its allies.

“Supporting both sides”
The “War on Terrorism” consists in 

creating Al Qaeda terrorist entities as 
part of an intelligence operation, as well 
as also coming to the rescue of govern-
ments which are the target of the terror-
ist insurgency. This process is carried 
out under the banner of counter-terror-
ism. It creates the pretext to intervene.

ISIS is a caliphate project of creating 
a Sunni Islamist state. It is not a project 
of the Sunni population of Iraq, which 

is broadly committed to a secular form 
of government. The caliphate project is 
part of a U.S. intelligence operation.

In response to the advance of the 
ISIS rebels, Washington is envisaging 
the use of aerial bombings as well as 
drone attacks in support of the Baghdad 
government as part of a counter-ter-
rorism operation. It is all for a good 
cause: to fight the terrorists, without of 
course acknowledging that these ter-
rorists are the “foot soldiers” of the 
Western military alliance.

Needless to say, these developments 
contribute not only to destabilizing 
Iraq, but also to weakening the Iraqi 
resistance movement, which is one of 
major objectives of U.S.-NATO.

The Islamic caliphate is supported 
covertly by the CIA in liaison with 
Saudi Arabia, Qatar and Turkish intel-
ligence. Israel is also involved in chan-
neling support to both Al Qaeda rebels 
in Syria (out of the Golan Heights) as 
well to the Kurdish separatist move-
ment in Syria and Iraq.

More broadly, the “Global War on 
Terrorism” (GWOT) encompasses a 
consistent and diabolical logic: both 
sides—namely the terrorists and the 
government—are supported by the 
same military and intelligence actors, 
namely U.S.-NATO.

While this pattern describes the cur-
rent situation in Iraq, the structure of 
“supporting both sides” with a view to 
engineering sectarian conflict has been 
implemented time and again in numer-
ous countries. Insurgencies integrated 
by Al Qaeda operatives (and supported 
by Western intelligence) prevail in a 
large number of countries including 
Yemen, Libya, Nigeria, Somalia, Mali, 
the Central African Republic, Pakistan. 
The endgame is to destabilize sover-
eign nation states and to transform 
countries into open territories (on 
behalf of so-called foreign investors).

The pretext to intervene on humani-
tarian grounds (e.g., in Mali, Nigeria or 
the Central African Republic) is predi-

cated on the existence of terrorist forces. 
Yet these terrorist forces would not exist 
without covert U.S.-NATO support.

The Capture of Mosul: U.S.-
NATO Covert Support to the 

Islamic State of Iraq and Syria 
(ISIS)

Something unusual occurred in 
Mosul, which cannot be explained in 
strictly military terms.

On June 10, 2014, the insurgent 
forces of the Islamic State of Iraq and 
the Levant (ISIS) captured Mosul, 
Iraq’s second largest city, with a popu-
lation of close to 1.5 million people. 
While these developments were “unex-
pected” according to the Obama 
administration, they were known to 
the Pentagon and U.S. intelligence, 
which were not only providing weap-
ons, logistics and financial support to 
the ISIS rebels, they were also coordi-
nating, behind the scenes, the ISIS 
attack on the city of Mosul.

While ISIS is a well equipped and 
disciplined rebel army when compared 
to other Al Qaeda affiliated formations, 
the capture of Mosul, did not hinge 
upon ISIS’s military capabilities. Quite 
the opposite: Iraqi forces which out-
numbered the rebels by far, equipped 
with advanced weapons systems could 
have easily repelled the ISIS rebels.

There were 30,000 government forc-
es in Mosul as opposed to 1000 ISIS 
rebels, according to reports. The Iraqi 
army chose not to intervene. The media 
reports explained without evidence that 
the decision of the Iraqi armed forces 
not to intervene was spontaneous char-
acterized by mass defections:

“Iraqi officials told the Guardian 
that two divisions of Iraqi soldiers—
roughly 30,000 men—simply turned 
and ran in the face of the assault by 
an insurgent force of just 800 fight-
ers. Isis extremists roamed freely on 
Wednesday through the streets of 
Mosul, openly surprised at the ease 
with which they took Iraq’s second 
largest city after three days of spo-
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radic fighting.” (Guardian, June 12, 
2014, emphasis added)

The reports point to the fact that Iraqi 
military commanders were sympathetic 
with the Sunni led ISIS insurgency:

“Speaking from the Kurdish city 
of Erbil, the defectors accused their 
officers of cowardice and betrayal, 
saying generals in Mosul “handed 
over” the city over to Sunni insur-
gents, with whom they shared sec-
tarian and historical ties.” (Daily 
Telegraph, June 13, 2014)

What is important to understand, is 
that both sides, namely the regular 
Iraqi forces and the ISIS rebel army are 
supported by U.S.-NATO. There were 
U.S. military advisers and special-forc-
es including operatives from private 
military companies on location in 
Mosul working with Iraq’s regular 
armed forces. In turn, there are 
Western special-forces or mercenaries 
within ISIS (acting on contract to the 
CIA or the Pentagon) who are in liai-
son with U.S.-NATO (e.g., through 
satellite phones.)

Under these circumstances, with 
U.S. intelligence amply involved, there 
would have been routine communica-
tion, coordination, logistics and 
exchange of intelligence between a 
U.S.-NATO military and intelligence 
command center, U.S.-NATO military 
advisers-forces or private military con-
tractors on the ground assigned to the 
Iraqi Army and Western special-forces 
attached to the ISIS brigades. These 
Western special-forces operating 
covertly within the ISIS could have 
been dispatched by a private security 
company on contract to U.S.-NATO.

In this regard, the capture of Mosul 
appears to have been a carefully engi-
neered operation, planned well in 
advance. With the exception of a few 
skirmishes, no fighting took place.

Entire divisions of the Iraqi National 
Army—trained by the U.S. military 
with advanced weapons systems at 
their disposal—could have easily 

repelled the ISIS rebels. Reports sug-
gest that they were ordered by their 
commanders not to intervene. 
According to witnesses, “Not a single 
shot was fired.”

“The forces that had been in 
Mosul have fled—some of which 
abandoned their uniforms as well as 
their posts as the ISIS forces swarmed 
into the city.

“Fighters with the Islamic State of 
Iraq and Syria (ISIS), an al-Qaeda 
offshoot, overran the entire western 
bank of the city overnight after Iraqi 
soldiers and police apparently fled 
their posts, in some instances discard-
ing their uniforms as they sought to 
escape the advance of the militants.” 
http://hotair.com/archives/2014/06/10/
mosul-falls-to-al-qaeda-as-us-trained-
security-forces-flee/

A contingent of one thousand ISIS 
rebels take over a city of more than one 
million? Without prior knowledge that 
the U.S. controlled Iraqi Army (30,000 
strong) would not intervene, the Mosul 
operation would have fallen flat, the 
rebels would have been decimated.

Who was behind the decision to let 
the ISIS terrorists take control of Mosul?

Had the senior Iraqi commanders 
been instructed by their Western mili-
tary advisers to hand over the city to the 
ISIS terrorists? Were they co-opted?

Was the handing over of Mosul to 
ISIS part of a U.S. intelligence agenda?

Were the Iraqi military command-
ers manipulated or paid off into allow-
ing the city to fall into the hands of the 
ISIS rebels without “a single shot being 
fired?”

Shiite General Mehdi Sabih al-
Gharawi who was in charge of the 
Mosul Army divisions “had left the 
city.” Al Gharawi had worked hand in 
glove with the U.S. military. He took 
over the command of Mosul in 
September 2011, from U.S. Colonel 
Scott McKean. Had he been co-opted, 
instructed by his U.S. counterparts to 
abandon his command?

U.S. forces could have intervened. 
They had been instructed to let it hap-
pen. It was part of a carefully planned 
agenda to facilitate the advance of the 
ISIS rebel forces and the installation of 
the ISIS caliphate.

The whole operation appears to 
have been carefully staged.

In Mosul, government buildings, 
police stations, schools, hospitals, etc., 
are formally now under the control of 
the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria 
(ISIS). In turn, ISIS has taken control 
of military hardware including heli-
copters and tanks, which were aban-
doned by the Iraqi armed forces.

What is unfolding is the installation 
of a U.S.-sponsored Islamist ISIS 
caliphate alongside the rapid demise of 
the Baghdad government. Meanwhile, 
the Northern Kurdistan region has de 
facto declared its independence from 
Baghdad. Kurdish peshmerga rebel 
forces (which are supported by Israel) 
have taken control of the cities of Arbil 
and Kirkuk.

Conclusion
There were no Al Qaeda rebels in 

Iraq prior to the 2003 invasion. 
Moreover, Al Qaeda was non-existent 
in Syria until the outset of the U.S.-
NATO-Israeli supported insurgency in 
March 2011.

The ISIS is not an independent enti-
ty. It is a creation of U.S. intelligence. It 
is a U.S. intelligence asset, an instru-
ment of non-conventional warfare.

The ultimate objective of this ongo-
ing U.S.-NATO engineered conflict 
opposing Maliki government forces to 
the ISIS insurgency is to destroy and 
destabilize Iraq as a Nation State. It is 
part of an intelligence operation, an 
engineered process of transforming 
countries into territories. The break up 
of Iraq along sectarian lines is a long-
standing policy of the U.S. and its allies.

The ISIS is a caliphate project of 
creating a Sunni Islamist state. It is not 
a project of the Sunni population of 
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Iraq, which historically has been com-
mitted to a secular system of govern-
ment. The caliphate project is a U.S. 
design. The advances of ISIS forces is 
intended to garner broad support 
within the Sunni population directed 
against the Al Maliki government

The division of Iraq along sectarian-
ethnic lines has been on the drawing 
board of the Pentagon for more than 
ten years.

The formation of the caliphate may 
be the first step towards a broader con-
flict in the Middle East, bearing in 
mind that Iran is supportive of the Al 
Maliki government and the U.S. ploy 
may indeed be to encourage the inter-
vention of Iran.

The proposed re-division of Iraq is 
broadly modeled on that of the 
Federation of Yugoslavia, which was 
split up into seven “independent states” 
(Serbia, Croatia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, 
Macedonia (FYRM), Slovenia, 
Montenegro, Kosovo).

According to Mahdi Darius 
Nazemroaya, the re-division of Iraq 
into three separate states is part of a 
broader process of redrawing the Map 
of the Middle East.

Although the map does not offi-
cially reflect Pentagon doctrine, it has 
been used in a training program at 
NATO’s Defense College for senior 
military officers. (See Plans for 
Redrawing the Middle East: The Project 
for a “New Middle East” By Mahdi 
Darius Nazemroaya, Global Research, 
November 2006) 

—Global Research, June 14, 2014

http://www.globalresearch.ca/the-
destruction-and-political-fragmenta-
tion-of-iraq-towards-the-creation-of-a-
u s - s p o n s o r e d - i s l a m i s t - c a l i p h -
ate/5386998

These are the “best of times” for the 
oil giants in Iraq. Production is up, 
profits are soaring, and big oil is rolling 
in dough. Here’s the story from the 
Wall Street Journal:

“Iraq’s oil production surged to its 
highest level in over 30 years last 
month, surprising skeptics of the coun-
try’s efforts to restore its oil industry 
after decades of war and neglect.”

Mission accomplished?

You bet. But for those who still cling 
to the idea that the U.S. was serious 
about promoting democracy or remov-
ing a vicious dictator or eliminating 
WMD or any of the other kooky excus-
es, consider what we’ve learned in the 
last couple weeks. Here’s the story 
from Al Jazeera:

“While the U.S. military has for-
mally ended its occupation of Iraq, 
some of the largest western oil com-
panies, ExxonMobil, BP and Shell, 
remain.

“On November 27, 38 months 
after Royal Dutch Shell announced 
its pursuit of a massive gas deal in 

southern Iraq, the oil giant had its 
contract signed for a $17 billion 
flared gas deal. Three days later, the 
U.S.-based energy firm Emerson 
submitted a bid for a contract to 
operate at Iraq’s giant Zubair oil 
field, which reportedly holds some 
eight million barrels of oil.

“Earlier this year, Emerson was 
awarded a contract to provide crude 
oil metering systems and other tech-
nology for a new oil terminal in 
Basra, currently under construction 
in the Persian Gulf, and the compa-
ny is installing control systems in the 
power stations in Hilla and Kerbala. 
Iraq’s supergiant Rumaila oil field is 
already being developed by BP, and 
the other supergiant reserve, 
Majnoon oil field, is being devel-
oped by Royal Dutch Shell. Both 
fields are in southern Iraq.” 
(“Western oil firms remain as U.S. 
exits Iraq,” Dahr Jamail, Al Jazeera.)

If it sounds like the big boys are 
dividing the spoils among themselves; 
it’s because they are. Exxon, BP, Shell; 
they’re all here. They all have their con-
tracts in hand, and they’re all drilling 

Iraq: the Biggest Petroleum Heist in History
Mission Accomplished, Indeed

By Mike Whitney



44  SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT   Vol.  14, No. 4

their brains out thanks to the American 
servicemen and women who gave their 
lives for some trumped up baloney 
about WMD. Isn’t that what’s going on?

Sure it is. And even now—after all 
the reasons for going to war have been 
exposed as lies—the farce continues. 
Nothing has changed. Nothing. There’s 
still no talk of reparations, no official 
investigation, no indictments, no pros-
ecutions, no trials, no penalties, no 
nothing. Not even a stinking apology. 
Just a big “up yours,” Iraq. We’re way 
too important to apologize for killing a 
million of your people and reducing 
your five-thousand-year-old civiliza-
tion to a pile of rubble. Instead, we’ll 
just screw you some more and paper it 
over with a little public relations, like 
Obama did a couple weeks ago when 
he promised to “leave behind a sover-
eign, stable and self-reliant Iraq, with a 
representative government that was 
elected by its people.”

Oh yeah. Obama’s all about sover-
eignty and stability, everyone knows 
that. That’s why Baghdad is the terror 
capital of the world, because Obama’s 
so committed to security.

These PR blurbs are effective 
though; they provide the necessary 
cover for leaving enough troops behind 
to protect the oil installations and 
pipelines. That’s the kind of security 
Obama cares about. Security for the 
oligarchs and their stolen property. 
Everyone else can fend for themselves, 
which is why Baghdad is such a bloody 
mess. Here’s more from Al Jazeera:

“Prior to the 2003 invasion and 
occupation of Iraq, U.S. and other 
western oil companies were all but 
completely shut out of Iraq’s oil 
market,” oil industry analyst 
Antonia Juhasz told Al Jazeera. “But 
thanks to the invasion and occupa-
tion, the companies are now back 
inside Iraq and producing oil there 
for the first time since being forced 
out of the country in 1973.”

Yeah, thanks for that invasion, Mr. 
Bush. We couldn’t have done it with-
out you, guy. Hope you have a great 
retirement painting pictures of poodles 
and stuff while people continue to get 
blown to pieces in the terrorist Hellhole 
you created. Here’s more Al Jazeera:

“Juhasz, author of the books The 
Tyranny of Oil and The Bush Agenda, 

said that while U.S. and other west-
ern oil companies have not yet 
received all they had hoped the U.S.-
led invasion of Iraq would bring 
them, “They’ve certainly done quite 
well for themselves, landing produc-
tion contracts for some of the 
world’s largest remaining oil fields 
under some of the world’s most 
lucrative terms.”

Dr. Abdulhay Yahya Zalloum, an 
international oil consultant and econo-
mist …(said) he believes western oil 
companies have successfully acquired the 
lions’ share of Iraq’s oil, “but they gave a 
little piece of the cake for China and 
some of the other countries and compa-
nies to keep them silent.” (Al Jazeera)

How do you like that? These guys 
operate just like the Mafia. The 
Bossman pays off China with a few 
million barrels, and China keeps its 
mouth shut. Nice. Everyone gets “their 
cut” so they don’t go blabbing to the 
media about the rip-off that’s taking 
place in broad daylight. The stench of 
corruption is overpowering.

And here’s something else you 
won’t see in the media. In a White 
House press release, the Obama admin-
istration announced that they would 
continue to support Iraq’s “efforts to 
develop the energy sector” in order to 
“help boost Iraq’s oil production.”….

According to Assim Jihad, spokes-
man for Iraq’s ministry of oil, “Iraq has a 
goal of raising its oil production capacity 
to 12 million barrels-per-day by 2017, 
which would place it in the top echelon 
of global producers.” (Al Jazeera)

“Twelve million barrels-per-day by 
2017?”

That makes this the biggest petro-
leum heist in history. And we’re sup-
posed to believe that the oil bigwigs 
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didn’t know anything about this before 
the war? What a crock! I’ll bet you even 
money the CEOs and their lackeys fig-
ured out that Saudi Arabia was run-
ning out of gas, so they decided to pick 
up stakes and move their operations to 
good old Mesopotamia. That’s 
why they put their money on Bush and 
Cheney, because they knew that two 
former oilmen would do the heavy lift-
ing once they got shoehorned into the 
White House. The whole thing was a 
set-up from the get-go, right down to 
the FIVE shady Supremes who sus-
pended the voting in Florida and 
crowned Bush emperor in 2000. The 
whole thing was probably mapped out 
years in advance.

Big oil runs everything in America. 
People talk about the power of Wall 
Street and Israel, but oil is still king. 
They run it all, and they own it all. And 
“what they say, goes.” Here’s more:

“Juhasz explained that 
ExxonMobil, BP and Shell were 
among the oil companies that “played 
the most aggressive roles in lobbying 
their governments to ensure that the 
invasion would result in an Iraq open 
to foreign oil companies.”

They succeeded,” she added. 
“They are all back in.” (Al Jazeera)

Hooray. Big oil wins again, and all it 
cost was a million or so Iraqis who got 
blown to bits in air raids or shot up at 
checkpoints, or beaten to death with a 
rubber hose at Abu Ghraib or any of 
the other democracy reeducation cen-
ters that dot the countryside. But, hey, 
look at the bright side: At least produc-
tion is up, right? Can you see how sick 
this is? Here’s more:

“Under the current circumstanc-
es, the possibility of a withdrawal of 
western oil companies from Iraq 
appears remote, and the Obama 
administration continues to pres-
sure Baghdad to pass the Iraq Oil 
Law.” (Al Jazeera)

And what is the “Iraq Oil Law,” you 
ask?

It’s a way to privatize the oil market 
using Production Sharing Agreements 
(PSAs), which disproportionately ben-
efit the corporations. Obama’s a big 
backer of the law since it means even 
heftier profits for his thieving friends. 
In other words, the humongous profits 
they’re already skimming off aren’t 
quite good enough. They want more. 
They want to own the whole shooting 
match lock, stock and barrel.

This is really an outrage. What other 
country behaves like this?

No one. No other country in the 
world goes out and kills a million peo-
ple, destroys their country, and leaves 
them to scrape by on next to nothing 
just so they can pad the bank accounts 
of voracious plutocrats who have more 
dough than they know what to do with. 
No one else would even dare to act like 
that for fear that they’d get bombed 
into annihilation by the world’s biggest 
bullyboy, the U.S. of A. Only the U.S. 
can get away with this type of crap, 
because the U.S. is a law unto itself.

Iraq was the Cradle of Civilization. 
Now it’s the cradle of shit. The U.S. 
decimated Iraq; blew it to bits, bombed 
its industries, its bridges, its schools, its 
hospitals, leveled its cities, polluted its 
water, spread diseases everywhere, 
killed its kids, pitted brother against 
brother, and transformed a vibrant, 
unique country into a dysfunctional 
cesspit run by opportunists, gangsters, 
and fanatics.

And, here’s the corker: No one gives 
a rip. Face it: No one gives a flying fu** 
about Iraq. The American people lost 
interest long ago, the politicians can’t 
be bothered, and the UN is too afraid 
of the U.S. to lift a finger to help. 
They’d rather stamp their feet and 
scold Putin over Crimea than utter a 
peep about the genocide in Iraq. That’s 

the state of things today, right? No 
accountability for the men who started 
the war, and no justice for the victims. 
Just the infrequent (phony) pro-
nouncement of support from the 
White House or the all-too-frequent 
sectarian bombing that leaves an 
untold number of civilians dead or 
wounded. This is all the U.S. leaves 
behind; hatred, death and destruction.

Here’s a clip from a poem by Iraqi 
writer who wants readers to take a 
minute and think about all the suffer-
ing the United States has created. The 
poem is titled “Flying Kites”:

“Come and see our overflowing 
morgues and find our little ones for 
us…

“You may find them in this corner 
or the other, a little hand poking out, 
pointing out at you…

“Come and search for them in the 
rubble of your ‘surgical’ air raids, you 
may find a little leg or a little head…
pleading for your attention.

“Come and see them amassed in the 
garbage dumps, scavenging morsels of 
food…

“Come and see our little ones, 
under-nourished or dying from dis-
ease. Cholera, dysentery, infections…

“Come and see, come….” (“Flying 
Kites,” Layla Anwar)

A million people were killed so a 
few rich fu**ers could get even richer. 
That’s a hell of a legacy.

Mike Whitney lives in Washington 
state. He is a contributor to Hopeless: 
Barack Obama and the Politics of 
Illusion (AK Press). Hopeless is also 
available in a Kindle edition. 

—counterpunch.org, Weekend 
Edition May 23-25, 2014 

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2014/05/23/iraq-the-biggest-petro-
leum-heist-in-history/
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Who could forget? At the time, in 
the fall of 2002, there was such a drum-
beat of “information” from top figures 
in the Bush administration about the 
secret Iraqi program to develop weap-
ons of mass destruction (WMD) and so 
endanger the United States. And who—
other than a few suckers—could have 
doubted that Saddam Hussein was 
eventually going to get a nuclear weap-
on? The only question, as our vice 
president suggested on “Meet the 
Press,” was: Would it take one year or 
five? And he wasn’t alone in his fears, 
since there was plenty of proof of what 
was going on. For starters, there were 
those “specially designed aluminum 
tubes“ that the Iraqi autocrat had 
ordered as components for centrifuges 
to enrich uranium in his thriving nucle-
ar weapons program. Reporters Judith 
Miller and Michael Gordon hit the 
front page of the New York Times with 
that story on September 8, 2002.

Then there were those “mushroom 
clouds” that Condoleezza Rice, our 
national security advisor, was so pub-
licly worried about—the ones destined 
to rise over American cities if we didn’t 
do something to stop Saddam. As she 
fretted in a CNN interview with Wolf 
Blitzer on that same September 8th, 
“[W]e don’t want the smoking gun to 
be a mushroom cloud.” No, indeed, 
and nor, it turned out, did Congress!

And just in case you weren’t anx-
ious enough about the looming Iraqi 
threat, there were those unmanned 
aerial vehicles—Saddam’s drones!—
that could be armed with chemical or 
biological WMD from his arsenal and 
flown over America’s East Coast cities 
with unimaginable results. President 
George W. Bush went on TV to talk 
about them and congressional votes 

were changed in favor of war thanks to 
hair-raising secret administration 
briefings about them on Capitol Hill.

In the end, it turned out that 
Saddam had no weapons program, no 
nuclear bomb in the offing, no centri-
fuges for those aluminum pipes, no 
biological or chemical weapons caches, 
and no drone aircraft to deliver his 
nonexistent weapons of mass destruc-
tion (nor any ships capable of putting 

those nonexistent robotic planes in the 
vicinity of the U.S. coast). But what if 
he had? Who wanted to 
take that chance? Not Vice President 
Dick Cheney, certainly. Inside the Bush 
administration he propounded some-
thing that journalist Ron Suskind 
later dubbed the “one percent doc-
trine.” Its essence was this: if there was 
even a one percent chance of an attack 
on the United States, especially involv-
ing weapons of mass destruction, it 
must be dealt with as if it were a 95 
percent-100 percent certainty.

Here’s the curious thing: if you look 
back on America’s apocalyptic fears of 
destruction during the first 14 years of 
this century, they largely involved three 
city-busting weapons that were fanta-
sies of Washington’s fertile imperial 
imagination. There was that “bomb” of 
Saddam’s, which provided part of the 
pretext for a much-desired invasion of 

Iraq. There was the “bomb” of the 
mullahs, the Iranian fundamentalist 
regime that we’ve just loved to hate 
ever since they repaid us, in 1979, for 
the CIA’s overthrow of an elected gov-
ernment in 1953 and the installation of 
the Shah by taking the staff of the U.S. 
embassy in Tehran hostage. If you 
believed the news from Washington 
and Tel Aviv, the Iranians, too, were 
perilously close to producing a nuclear 
weapon or at least repeatedly on the 
verge of the verge of doing so. The pro-
duction of that “Iranian bomb” has, 
for years, been a focus of American 
policy in the Middle East, the “brink” 
beyond which war has endlessly 
loomed. And yet there was and is no 
Iranian bomb, nor evidence that the 
Iranians were or are on the verge of 
producing one.

Finally, of course, there was al-Qae-
da’s bomb, the “dirty bomb” that orga-
nization might somehow assemble, 
transport to the U.S., and set off in an 
American city, or the “loose nuke,” 
maybe from the Pakistani arsenal, with 
which it might do the same. This is the 
third fantasy bomb that has riveted 
American attention in these last years, 
even though there is less evidence for 
or likelihood of its imminent existence 
than of the Iraqi and Iranian ones.

To sum up, the strange thing about 
end-of-the-world-as-we’ve-known-it 
scenarios from Washington, post-9/11, 
is this: with a single exception, they 
involved only non-existent weapons of 
mass destruction. A fourth weapon—
one that existed but played a more 
modest role in Washington’s fanta-
sies—was North Korea’s perfectly real 
bomb, which in these years the North 
Koreans were incapable of delivering 
to American shores.

Climate Change: Weapon of Mass Destruction
By Tom Engelhardt

ENVIRONMENT
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The “good news”  
about climate change

In a world in which nuclear weap-
ons remain a crucial coin of the realm 
when it comes to global power, none of 
these examples could quite be classified 
as zero percent dangers. Saddam had 
once had a nuclear program, just not in 
2002-2003, and also chemical weap-
ons, which he used against Iranian 
troops in his 1980s war with their 
country (with the help of targeting 
information from the U.S. military) 
and against his own Kurdish popula-
tion. The Iranians might (or might 
not) have been preparing their nuclear 
program for a possible weapons break-
out capability, and al-Qaeda certainly 
would not have rejected a loose nuke, if 
one were available (though that orga-
nization’s ability to use it would still 
have been questionable).

In the meantime, the giant arsenals 
of WMD in existence, the American, 
Russian, Chinese, Israeli, Pakistani, 
and Indian ones that might actually 
have left a crippled or devastated plan-
et behind, remained largely off the 
American radar screen. In the case of 
the Indian arsenal, the Bush adminis-
tration actually lent an indirect hand to 
its expansion. So it was twenty-first-
century typical when President Obama, 
trying to put Russia’s recent actions in 
the Ukraine in perspective, said, 
“Russia is a regional power that is 
threatening some of its immediate 
neighbors. I continue to be much more 
concerned when it comes to our secu-
rity with the prospect of a nuclear 
weapon going off in Manhattan.”

Once again, an American president 
was focused on a bomb that would 
raise a mushroom cloud over 
Manhattan. And which bomb, exactly, 
was that, Mr. President?

Of course, there was a weapon of 
mass destruction that could indeed do 
staggering damage to or someday sim-
ply drown New York City, Washington 
D.C., Miami, and other East coast cit-

ies. It had its own efficient delivery 
systems—no nonexistent drones or 
Islamic fanatics needed. And unlike the 
Iraqi, Iranian, or al-Qaeda bombs, it 
was guaranteed to be delivered to our 
shores unless preventative action was 
taken soon. No one needed to hunt for 
its secret facilities. It was a weapons 
system whose production plants sat in 
full view right here in the United States, 
as well as in Europe, China, and India, 
as well as in Russia, Saudi Arabia, Iran, 
Venezuela, and other energy states.

So here’s a question I’d like any of 
you living in or visiting Wyoming to 
ask the former vice president, should 
you run into him in a state that’s noto-
riously thin on population: How would 
he feel about acting preventively, if 
instead of a one percent chance that 
some country with weapons of mass 
destruction might use them against us, 
there was at least a 95 percent—and 
likely as not a 100 percent—chance of 
them being set off on our soil? Let’s be 
conservative, since the question is 
being posed to a well-known neocon-
servative. Ask him whether he would 
be in favor of pursuing the 95 percent 
doctrine the way he was the one per-
cent version.

After all, thanks to a grim report in 
2013 from the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change, we know 
that there is now a 95 percent-100 per-
cent likelihood that “human influence 
has been the dominant cause of the 
observed warming [of the planet] since 
the mid-20th century.” We know as 
well that the warming of the planet—
thanks to the fossil fuel system we live 
by and the greenhouse gases it deposits 
in the atmosphere—is already doing 
real damage to our world and specifi-
cally to the United States, as a recent sci-
entific report released by the White 
House made clear. We also know, with 
grimly reasonable certainty, what kinds 
of damage those 95 percent-100 per-
cent odds are likely to translate into in 
the decades, and even centuries, to 
come if nothing changes radically: a 

temperature rise by century’s end that 
could exceed ten degrees Fahrenheit, 
cascading species extinctions, stagger-
ingly severe droughts across larger 
parts of the planet (as in the present 
long-term drought in the American 
West and Southwest), far more severe 
rainfall across other areas, more intense 
storms causing far greater damage, 
devastating heat waves on a scale no 
one in human history has ever experi-
enced, masses of refugees, rising global 
food prices, and among other catastro-
phes on the human agenda, rising sea 
levels that will drown coastal areas of 
the planet.

From two scientific studies just 
released, for example, comes 
the news that the West Antarctic ice 
sheet, one of the great ice accumula-
tions on the planet, has now begun a 
process of melting and collapse that 
could, centuries from now, raise world 
sea levels by a nightmarish  ten to 13 
feet. That mass of ice is, according 
to the lead authors of one of the stud-
ies, already in “irreversible retreat,” 
which means—no matter what acts are 
taken from now on—a future death 
sentence for some of the world’s great 
cities. (And that’s without even the 
melting of the Greenland ice shield, 
not to speak of the rest of the ice in 
Antarctica.)

All of this, of course, will happen 
mainly because we humans continue to 
burn fossil fuels at an unprecedented 
rate and so annually deposit carbon 
dioxide in the atmosphere at record lev-
els. In other words, we’re talking about 
weapons of mass destruction of a new 
kind. While some of their effects are 
already in play, the planetary destruc-
tion that nuclear weapons could cause 
almost instantaneously, or at least 
(given “nuclear winter” scenarios) with-
in months, will, with climate change, 
take decades, if not centuries, to deliver 
its full, devastating planetary impact.

When we speak of WMD, we usually 
think of weapons—nuclear, biological, 
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or chemical—that are delivered in a 
measurable moment in time. Consider 
climate change, then, a WMD on a par-
ticularly long fuse, already lit and there 
for any of us to see. Unlike the feared 
Iranian bomb or the Pakistani arsenal, 
you don’t need the CIA or the NSA to 
ferret such “weaponry” out. From oil 
wells to fracking structures, deep sea 
drilling rigs to platforms in the Gulf of 
Mexico, the machinery that produces 
this kind of WMD and ensures that it is 
continuously delivered to its planetary 
targets is in plain sight. Powerful as it 
may be, destructive as it will be, those 
who control it have faith that, being so 
long developing, it can remain in the 
open without panicking populations or 
calling any kind of destruction down 
on them.

The companies and energy states 
that produce such WMD remain 
remarkably open about what they’re 
doing. Generally speaking, they don’t 
hesitate to make public, or even boast 
about, their plans for the wholesale 
destruction of the planet, though of 
course they are never described that 
way. Nonetheless, if an Iraqi autocrat 
or Iranian mullahs spoke in similar 

fashion about producing nuclear weap-
ons and how they were to be used, they 
would be toast.

Take ExxonMobil, one of the most 
profitable corporations in history. In 
early April, it released two reports that 
focused on how the company, as Bill 
McKibben has written, “planned to 
deal with the fact that [it] and other oil 
giants have many times more carbon in 
their collective reserves than scientists 
say we can safely burn.” He went on:

“The company said that govern-
ment restrictions that would force it 
to keep its [fossil fuel] reserves in the 
ground were ‘highly unlikely,’ and 
that they would not only dig them all 
up and burn them, but would con-
tinue to search for more gas and 
oil—a search that currently consumes 
about $100 million of its investors’ 
money every single day. ‘Based on 
this analysis, we are confident that 
none of our hydrocarbon reserves are 
now or will become ‘stranded.”’

In other words, Exxon plans to 
exploit whatever fossil fuel reserves it 
possesses to their fullest extent. 
Government leaders involved in sup-
porting the production of such weap-

ons of mass destruction and their use 
are often similarly open about it, even 
while also discussing steps to mitigate 
their destructive effects. Take the White 
House, for instance. Here was a state-
ment President Obama proud-
ly made in Oklahoma in March 2012 
on his energy policy:

“Now, under my administration, 
America is producing more oil today 
than at any time in the last eight 
years. That’s important to know. 
Over the last three years, I’ve direct-
ed my administration to open up 
millions of acres for gas and oil 
exploration across 23 different 
states. We’re opening up more than 
75 percent of our potential oil 
resources offshore. We’ve quadru-
pled the number of operating rigs to 
a record high. We’ve added enough 
new oil and gas pipeline to encircle 
the Earth and then some.”

Similarly, on May 5th, just before 
the White House was to reveal that 
grim report on climate change in 
America, and with a Congress incapa-
ble of passing even the most rudimen-
tary climate legislation aimed at mak-
ing the country modestly more energy 
efficient, senior Obama adviser John 
Podesta appeared in the White House 
briefing room to brag about the admin-
istration’s “green” energy policy. “The 
United States,” he said, “is now the 
largest producer of natural gas in the 
world and the largest producer of gas 
and oil in the world. It’s projected that 
the United States will continue to be 
the largest producer of natural gas 
through 2030. For six straight months 
now, we’ve produced more oil here at 
home than we’ve imported from over-
seas. So that’s all a good-news story.”

Good news indeed, and from 
Vladmir Putin’s Russia, which just 
expanded its vast oil and gas holdings 
by a Maine-sized chunk of the Black 
Sea off Crimea, to Chinese “carbon 
bombs,” to Saudi Arabian production 
guarantees, similar “good-news sto-
ries” are similarly promoted. In 
essence, the creation of ever more 
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greenhouse gases—of, that is, the 
engine of our future destruction—
remains a “good news” story for ruling 
elites on planet Earth. 

Weapons of planetary destruction
We know exactly what Dick 

Cheney—ready to go to war on a one 
percent possibility that some country 
might mean us harm—would answer, 
if asked about acting on the 95 percent 
doctrine. Who can doubt that his 
response would be similar to those of 
the giant energy companies, which 
have funded so much climate-change 
denialism and false science over the 
years? He would claim that the science 
simply isn’t “certain” enough (though 
“uncertainty” can, in fact, cut two 
ways), that before we commit vast 
sums to taking on the phenomenon, 
we need to know far more, and that, in 
any case, climate-change science is 
driven by a political agenda.

For Cheney & Co., it seemed obvious 
that acting on a one percent possibility 
was a sensible way to go in America’s 
“defense” and it’s no less gospel for 
them than acting on at least a 95 percent 
possibility isn’t. For the Republican 
Party as a whole, climate-change denial 
is by now nothing less than a litmus 
test of loyalty, and so even a 101 percent 
doctrine wouldn’t do when it comes to 
fossil fuels and this planet.

No point, of course, in blaming this 
on fossil fuels or even the carbon diox-
ide they give off when burned. These 
are no more weapons of mass destruc-
tion than are uranium-235 and pluto-
nium-239. In this case, the weaponry is 
the production system that’s been set 
up to find, extract, sell at staggering 
profits, and burn those fossil fuels, and 
so create a greenhouse-gas planet. With 
climate change, there is no “Little Boy” 
or “Fat Man” equivalent, no simple 
weapon to focus on. In this sense, 
fracking is the weapons system, as is 
deep-sea drilling, as are those pipe-
lines, and the gas stations, and the coal-
fueled power plants, and the millions 

of cars filling global roads, and the 
accountants of the most profitable cor-
porations in history. 

All of it—everything that brings 
endless fossil fuels to market, makes 
those fuels eminently burnable, and 
helps suppress the development of non-
fossil fuel alternatives—is the WMD. 
The CEOs of the planet’s giant energy 
corporations are the dangerous mul-
lahs, the true fundamentalists, of planet 
Earth, since they are promoting a faith 
in fossil fuels, which is guaranteed to 
lead us to some version of End Times.

Perhaps we need a new category of 
weapons with a new acronym to focus 
us on the nature of our present 95 per-
cent-100 percent circumstances. Call 
them weapons of planetary destruction 
(WPD) or weapons of planetary harm 
(WPH). Only two weapons systems 
would clearly fit such categories. One 
would be nuclear weapons which, even 
in a localized war between Pakistan and 
India, could create some version of 
“nuclear winter” in which the planet was 
cut off from the sun by so much smoke 

and soot that it would grow colder fast, 
experience a massive loss of crops, of 
growing seasons, and of life. In the case 
of a major exchange of such weapons, 
we would be talking about “the sixth 
extinction” of planetary history.

Though on a different and harder to 
grasp time-scale, the burning of fossil 
fuels could end in a similar fashion—
with a series of “irreversible” disasters 
that could essentially burn us and 
much other life off the Earth. This sys-
tem of destruction on a planetary scale, 
facilitated by most of the ruling and 
corporate elites on the planet, is 
becoming (to bring into play another 
category not usually used in connec-
tion with climate change) the ultimate 
“crime against humanity” and, in fact, 
against most living things. It is becom-
ing a “terracide.”

—AlterNet.org, May 22, 2014

http://www.alternet.org/climate-
c h a n g e - w e a p o n - m a s s -
destruction?akid=11839.229473.J9uJLq
&rd=1&src=newsletter995439&t=12&
paging=off&current_page=1#bookmark

Incarceration Nation
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Prisoners held for ten years and more 
in solitary confinement at California’s 
infamous Pelican Bay supermax have 
won the right to challenge—as a class—
the constitutionality of their treatment. 
A federal judge in Oakland has allowed 
five of the inmates to also represent 500 
others who have spent a decade in isola-
tion, as well as 1,100 additional prison-
ers who are confined in solitary for 
supposed gang membership. Lawyers 
for the Center for Constitutional Rights 
are handling the class action suit. The 
question they are posing is simple: Does 
ten years in solitary—and even longer, 
for dozens of inmates at Pelican Bay—
amount to unconstitutionally cruel and 
unusual punishment?

Nowhere else in the world is solitary 
confinement practiced on anything like 
the scale of the United States, where 
80,000 men and women are held in 
isolation on any given day. That’s sig-
nificantly more than the total prison 

populations of France or Germany or 
Japan—a Solitary Confinement Prison 
Nation within the vast American Gulag.

Any sane and moral person would 
agree that solitary confinement for 
weeks and months, much less years and 
decades, is a uniquely ghastly form of 
torture that rips at the essence of what 
makes us human. It is the ultimate sen-
tence of social death. The Pelican Bay 
inmates’ lawyers believe the recent rul-
ing will, for the first time, force the 
State of California to defend its draco-
nian policy on its merits. If 12 years a 
slave is a horror, how should one 
describe 12 or 20 years of solitary suf-
fering? And, what do you call the peo-
ple who enforce and defend such sadis-
tic savagery—men with such hatred for 
their own species that they would tor-
ment fellow humans, endlessly?

According to the lawsuit, solitary 
confinement, as practiced at Pelican 
Bay, is such a barbarity, it “renders 

California an outlier in this country and 
in the civilized world.” If it were not for 
the two hunger strikes staged by inmates 
over the last three years, the so-called 
civilized world would remain blissfully 
ignorant of the crimes routinely perpe-
trated against captive human beings by 
U.S. civil servants and dues-paying 
members of the guards union.

Under the California criminal justice 
system, solitary confinement is much 
more than just a punishment, or a secu-
rity measure: it is a process. For the 
1,100 inmates in solitary at Pelican Bay 
because of alleged gang associations, the 
process is designed to turn them into 
snitches or liars who finger innocent 
men. Release from solitary is possible 
only if one admits to gang affiliation 
and implicates other inmates—who will 
then be put through the same process. 
The jailers’ roles are identical to those of 
the Nazi Gestapo who tortured sus-
pected members of the Resistance until 
they provided the names of their com-
rades, or of people they hardly knew, 
who would then become part of the 
same torture process.

Sgt. Bowe Bergdahl says he was tor-
tured by his captors in Afghanistan, 
locked alone in a cage for weeks, maybe 
a month. In Guantánamo Bay, Cuba, 
where the prisoners exchanged for 
Bergdahl spent the last 12 years, the 
maximum isolation time allowed at a 
stretch is 30 days. So, it seems that by 
both the standards of the Taliban and 
Guantanamo, Pelican Bay, California, 
is the deepest level of Hell.

—Black Agenda Report, June 11, 2014

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
content/class-action-against-torture-sol-
itary-confinement

The Fight to End Torture in US Prisons
California Supermax Prisoners Win Right To Sue As A Class Over Torture, Decades-Long Solitary

By Glen Ford
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It’s all over the Internet. The Obama 
administration is talking up the possi-
bility of using presidential clemency 
powers to release some undetermined 
number, perhaps hundreds or even 
thousands of federal prisoners without 
wealth or political connections from 
their unjustly long drug sentences. But 
hold your hosannas, don’t get your 
hopes up. Though the precise num-
bers are unclear at this time, what’s 
unmistakably evident is that this is in 
no sense whatsoever the beginning of a 
rollback of America’s prison-state. The 
releases, as the attorney general and 
government officials are describing 
them, will not represent any signifi-
cant or permanent change to the 
nation’s universal policy of mass incar-
ceration, mainly of poor Black and 
brown youth. Here, in plain English 
are six reasons why.

1. The Obama administration’s 
expected releases will use the 
president’s clemency powers. 
Presidential clemency amounts 
to forgiveness after the fact. 
Clemency does not change a sin-
gle word or phrase in any of the 
galaxy of state and federal laws 
which have already sent literally 
millions to prison for absurdly 
long sentences for what authori-
ties call “non-violent drug offens-
es,” and under which hundreds-
of-thousands are currently serv-
ing those same sentences and 
hundreds-of-thousands more are 
awaiting trial and sentencing. 
Clemency leaves those laws in 
place, so that the places of those 
released will soon be filled again.

2. Presidential clemency will set no 
legal precedents that current or 
future defendants in federal or 
state drug cases, their attorneys 
or sentencing judges can use to 

avoid the application of unjust 
existing laws, including harsh 
mandatory minimums and sen-
tencing guidelines. Like the 
unjust statutes, the unjust legal 
precedents, which have helped 
filled state and federal prisons to 
bursting will also remain intact.

3. Presidential clemency will have 
no effect on the predatory con-
duct of police and prosecutors on 
the state or federal level. Police 
departments will remain free to 
conduct their “war on drugs” 
almost exclusively in poor and 
minority communities. Prosecu-
tors will still be able to coerce 
defendants into accepting plea 
bargains, and threaten them with 
longer sentences if they go to 
trial. If only one in twenty defen-
dants across the board and even 
fewer in federal court currently 
go to trial, what does that say 
about the ability or the willing-
ness of our courts to even try 
determining guilt or innocence? 
Federal prosecutors have publicly 
thumbed their noses at Eric 
Holder’s feeble questioning of the 
war on drugs, stated their inten-
tion to continue filling the pris-
ons and jails, and local prosecu-
tors in the U.S. are elected offi-
cials accustomed to running for 
office based on how many people 
they can lock up for how long.

4. Presidential clemency can only be 
applied to federal prisoners, who 
are a mere 190,000, or 11 percent 
of the roughly 1.7 million cur-
rently serving time. (Another 
600,000 are awaiting trial on all 
levels or serving misdemeanor 
time.) If we’re talking about fed-
eral prisoners serving drug relat-
ed sentences, the universe shrinks 

to only 100,000, or five percent of 
the nation’s 2.3 million prisoners.

5. There are more former prisoners 
than current ones. For the rest of 
their lives, former prisoners and 
their families are viciously dis-
criminated against in a host of 
ways, in the job and housing 
market, in education and public 
services and in access to health-
care, all legally. That won’t 
change. Even the few that get this 
clemency won’t be protected 
from that.

6. The federal government will 
NOT even be screening all federal 
drug prisoners to determine who 
is eligible for clemency. Attorney 
General Holder has instead 
announced that criminal defense 
lawyers and organizations like the 
ACLU are being asked to bring to 
the government’s attention cases 
they imagine are most deserving 
of clemency. Don’t they have, 
you know, a Department of Jus-
tice for that? Depending on pri-
vate organizations and attorneys 
to come up with the cases for 
possible clemency turns the 
whole thing into an exercise in 
philanthropy, not the fundamen-
tal change in governmental policy 
that people need, want and 
demand. It means that prisoners 
serving unduly long sentences 
who don’t have vigilant private 
attorneys and advocacy organiza-
tions on their case will remain 
unjustly imprisoned, while those 
with outside friends have a chance 
at early release.

The bottom line is that an act of 
presidential clemency, while good news 
for the lucky hundreds or thousands of 
families involved, will leave no legal 
footprint and make no institutional 

Obama’s Clemency Program
Six reasons why it won’t change mass incarceration one bit for non-violent drug offenders

By Bruce A. Dixon
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impact upon the universal policy of 
mass incarceration. For this reason, it’s 
exactly NOT a first step that can lead to 
something more. It’s a dead end. At the 
rate the pipelines are pumping them 
in, their cells will be refilled in a month 
or two, no problem. It’s hard to avoid 
the conclusion that this clemency ini-
tiative is nothing more than a lazy, 
cynical and nearly empty gesture it 
hopes will buy some Black votes and 
good will in 2014 and beyond.

Is it better than nothing? Yes, of 
course. It’s just not that much better, 
and we definitely DO have a right to 
expect much, much better. There are 
millions locked up. A couple thousand 
may be released. But a million is a 
thousand thousands. The dead end of 
presidential clemency for a handful on 
the federal level simply does not scale 
even to the beginning of changing the 
institutional policies of mass incarcera-
tion. On that level it’s bogus. It will free 
not one state prisoner a day earlier and 
initiates no processes or lasting prece-
dents that ever will. It will help none of 
the hundreds-of-thousands of families 
of former prisoners and won’t affect 
any cases in the pipeline, which will 
refill the slots of those who receive 
clemency in weeks, and it doesn’t 
change what police or prosecutors and 
courts do either. 

This is not the result of some soar-
ing vision of justice, and cannot lead to 
any lasting institutional change. It 
leaves the prison state completely 
intact, just giving the most hopeful and 
the most cynical something to talk 
about in the months leading up to 
another mid-term election, when the 
administration, and Democrats need 
the Black vote.

It didn’t have to be this way. During 
the first two years of the Obama presi-

dency, when his party had a lock on 
both houses of Congress, the president 
and congressional Democrats had a 
chance to write retroactive revocation 
of tens-of-thousands of sentences into 
its so-called Fair Sentencing Act. 
Despite this being a matter of desperate 
concern to the constituency that elect-

ed them, it was not a priority for the 
first Black president or for the Black 
political class at the time. Every year 
since, the Obama Department of 
Justice has had the chance to rewrite 
the way it distributes federal funding to 
state and local law enforcement agen-
cies to discourage mass incarceration. 
Every year the president had the abili-
ty to close some of its notorious federal 
supermax prisons, or find ways to deny 
funding for such things on the state 
level. None of this happened. In fact, 
while a broad citizen movement in 
Illinois, the president’s home state 
finally closed a state supermax prison, 
Obama’s latest Bureau of Prisons bud-
get has the feds buying another unused 
Illinois prison for conversion into a 
federal supermax, ADX Thomson, or 
Gitmo North. The federal prison bud-

get has grown every year president 
Obama has held office.

Sophisticated apologists for the 
president will of course chide folks 
who find “better than nothing” insuf-
ficient for being naive and foolish. Are 
they? Were the tens-of-millions who 
elected Barack Obama in 2008 and 
2012 foolish for imagining to have 
even the right to demand better? What 
about the many, many thousands of 
activists who gave freely of their time 
and efforts year in and year out to 
make the careers of the Black political 
class possible, the people who called 
house meetings, union and church 
meetings? Were the folks who went 
door to door, who rallied and regis-
tered voters and more to elect Black 
aldermen, sheriffs, county commis-
sioners, mayors, legislators and finally 
a Black president—the people who 
DID imagine and DID tell their chil-
dren and their neighbors that this 
would make things better—were they 
all just unrealistic chumps?

I used to be one of them. They 
didn’t say—we didn’t say—it was “bet-
ter than nothing.” We told each other, 
and often we actually believed electing 
Black faces to high places was a neces-
sary step toward making things better. 
Were we naïve and foolish to imagine a 
better world is even possible? Or is our 
Black political class too cynical, too 
corrupt, too prosperous and too lazy to 
share the dreams of the ordinary peo-
ple they supposedly represent?

—Black Agenda Report, April 23, 
2014

http://www.Blackagendareport.com/
content/6-reasons-why-obamas-clemen-
cy-program-drug-offenders-doesnt-
change-mass-incarceration-one-bi
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From their very founding in America 
in 1825, juvenile prisons were designed 
to rip teenagers from their homes and 
communities and isolate them as pun-
ishment. Nearly two centuries later, they 
operate under the same design, despite 
research that proves these institutions 
are harmful to both people and society. 
Instead of helping teens, the violence and 
trauma experienced in these prisons put 
them on a dangerous path, increasing 
their odds of committing crimes in the 
future and ultimately making the public 
less safe.

In her new book Burning Down the 
House: The End of Juvenile Prison, 
Nell Bernstein efficiently argues for the 
abolishment of these large locked facili-
ties. First, Bernstein details the ongoing 
physical and sexual abuse that occurs 
within juvenile prison walls. She then 
illustrates why reforming these prisons is 
nearly impossible—as even some of the 
more rehabilitative institutions have sol-
itary cells. Filled with personal stories 
from the teens she’s interviewed, 
Bernstein’s book offers a deeper look into 
the problems intrinsic to these institu-
tions and the cruelty they perpetuate.

The following is an edited question 
and answer with Bernstein.

Alyssa Figueroa: In the first part of 
your book, you detail the cruel condi-
tions juveniles endure in prison, espe-
cially at the hands of the guards. Can 
you talk about what you learned?

Nell Bernstein: I knew that abuses 
happened. For example when you look 
at the research from the federal gov-
ernment, something over a third of 
kids have either witnessed or experi-
enced unnecessary force, but truly that 
is another way of saying abuse. Twelve 
percent have been raped or otherwise 
sexually assaulted. And what’s really 
important to know about that figure is 

that, again, I think the message is that 
it’s the other kids you have to watch 
out for. We have the “don’t drop the 
soap” jokes, but it turned out that of 
that 12 percent, ten out of those 12 
were being sexually assaulted by guards.

Aside from the fact that that’s obvi-
ously traumatic, I think it’s also 
extremely corrosive morally to kids 
who are doing time often for much, 
much less serious offenses to see the 
degree to which they’re held “account-
able” compared to the degree to which 
those who offend against them are 
not... because that sends them a mes-
sage about how much we value them, 
which is very little. 

There’s an example of a girl who 
talked about being incarcerated for 
something related to sex work or pros-
titution. The man who abused her was 
her counselor—that speaks to the idea 
of the therapeutic prison. At first, he 
made her tell him in great detail what 
she had done with other men, and then 
he made her do those things with him. 
Not only did he abuse her, he kind of 
used her prior trauma for his own titil-

lation. It just kind of defies the imagi-
nation. 

Alyssa Figueroa: How do the guards 
come to do such cruelty?

Nell Bernstein: It’s a question I 
really struggled with because... I was 
really troubled by the question of how 
some, and I do want to emphasize 
some, could perpetrate some pretty 
horrific abuses, and others could just 
kind of look the other way.

I guess there were two people who 
helped me to understand that. One was 
a young man named Will Roy, who 
was my research assistant on the book. 
He said, “You’ve got to remember, 
these guys have been there for 20 years, 
and this is their job, and we are essen-
tially the product. We’re not human 
after a while; we’re the product. If I get 
in a fight or start kicking my door, 
cause some kind of problem, that’s the 
equivalent to running out of coffee fil-
ters or not having enough stirrers. 
You’re then going to have a bad day.”

There’s that intrinsic dehumaniza-
tion that happens when you make 

The Case for Abolishing Juvenile Prisons 
Nell Bernstein discusses the harm and the horror of putting teenagers in prison

By Alyssa Figueroa 
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being your brother’s keeper some-
body’s job.

The other person who helps me 
understand this again partially was 
Vinnie Schiraldi who at the time was 
the probation commissioner in New 
York and is a longtime advocate who 
then went on to run the system in DC 
and then this job in New York.

He talked about arriving in DC to 
just a horrific situation. The phrase 
that he used was “cognitive disso-
nance.” He would talk about a new 
guard, who arrives and it looks like a 
pretty good job, and he thinks he 
might do some good and help some 
kids, but in his first few weeks, he sees 
some of this stuff. He might witness a 
kid getting beaten up or any one of 
these scenarios.

I’m paraphrasing him here, but in 
that moment, he has to make a deci-
sion. “Do I play along? Do I not say 
anything? Or do I do the right thing 
and report this and basically become a 
pariah and possible a target myself?” 
Those who make the third decision 
may not stick around that long. Those 
who make the first two, I think, as 
Vinnie put it, “a little bit of evil creeps 
in” so that the next time something like 
that happens, it’s just that much easier.

Alyssa Figueroa: The violence 
young people experience often works 
to retraumatize them, you state in your 
book. You write how they have trauma 
before they even step into the institu-
tions. Can you talk about that, and 
what role prisons play in increasing 
this trauma?

Nell Bernstein: If you look at the 
research, a very high percentage of 
young people who wind up behind 
bars have experienced some kind of 
trauma or many kinds of trauma when 
they were younger, whether it’s abuse 
at home or violence on the street. A lot 
of loss as well—a lot of kids will talk 
about the death of a grandparent or the 
arrest of a parent, the loss of an impor-
tant relationship leading to a period of 

acting out. If they’re among the groups 
that were arrested for that, that can 
then cycle into this sort of escalating 
delinquency.

It makes sense. A little kid who’s 
upset is going to throw something. An 
older kid who’s angry may do some-
thing that’s against the law, especially 
when, remember, 80 to 90 percent of 
all American teenagers have broken the 
law in a way that could get them incar-
cerated. It just makes sense.

But when you take a kid who’s been 
traumatized and first of all, isolate that 
kid, so strip away all existing relation-
ships and don’t provide healthy new 
relationships, you’re sort of ensuring 
that she doesn’t get what she needs in 
order to heal. Then when on top of that 
you add new traumas, it’s just sort of 
such a setup really. It’s kind of heart-
breaking.

Alyssa Figueroa: And this violence 
and trauma predictably leads these 
minors down a destructive path. 
Throughout the book you remind 
readers that juvenile prisons increase 
the odds that minors will commit more 
crimes in the future.

Can you talk about that discovery 
and what else surprised you?

Nell Bernstein: I was actually sur-
prised to learn that being in a juvenile 
prison was the greatest predictor that a 
kid would wind up in adult prison—
greater than family issues, gang issues, 
greater than the crimes themselves. In 
fact, being incarcerated as a juvenile, 
just about doubled your chances of end-
ing up in an adult prison. I understood 

that the effects were negative, but I 
didn’t understand that it was quite that 
consistently an expected experience.

The other thing I didn’t know going 
in was that, in confidential interviews, 
something between 80 and 90 percent 
of all American teenagers will tell you 
that they have committed an act or acts 
of delinquency that are serious enough 
to get them locked up. It’s not like 
there are two groups of kids, delin-
quents and non-delinquents. It turns 
out that “delinquency” is a develop-
mental phase. What really makes the 
difference is how we intervene with a 
particular kid.

Alyssa Figueroa: Yes, and we choose 
to lock some away, we tell ourselves, 
for their benefit and ours. What is the 
stated mission of juvenile prisons, and 
what’s actually going on?

Nell Bernstein: Rehabilitation or 
changing the child for the better, acting 
in the child’s best interest, has always 
been the stated goal of the facilities, 
going back to the early 1800s and the 
Houses of Refuge, which were the first 
institutions. One thing that was sur-
prising to me was to learn that, 
although that’s always been the stated 
goal, it’s actually never been the prac-
tice; that the kind of abuses we see now 
in our juvenile facilities actually pre-
dated these very early facilities as well 
and pretty much always have.

There’s a story that we tell ourselves 
about a gradual transition from a reha-
bilitative system to a more punitive 
one, and there’s elements of truth to it, 
but the bottom line is that for those 
locked away, it’s always been experi-
enced as punishment. 

Alyssa Figueroa: And usually it’s 
poor children or children of minorities 
who get targeted and experience this 
punishment.

Nell Bernstein: It was interesting to 
learn that not only are “racial dispari-
ties” not new, those also were built into 
the system from the very beginning. 
Quite explicitly the Houses of Refuges 
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were intended as a way of getting the 
children of poor Irish and German 
immigrants off the street, and that the 
growth in the number of juvenile insti-
tutions paralleled a rapid growth in 
immigration.

It’s kind of unstated, but these facil-
ities have always been intended for 
“other people’s children” in whatever 
group that may be at a particular time.

Alyssa Figueroa: Today, you say it’s 
overwhelmingly black and Latino chil-
dren being locked up?

Nell Bernstein: Yes.

Alyssa Figueroa: What about the 
prisons focused on treatment?

Nell Bernstein: Treatment is the 
new kind of catchphrase for those who 
are trying to reform from the inside. I 
visited several treatment-oriented 
juvenile facilities and had some hope 
for them because a lot of the things that 
we do now understand about treat-
ment, like the fact that trusting rela-
tionships are essential to it, that the kid 
has to feel safe in order to successfully 
be treated—these are principles that 
were part of the training and the transi-
tion when some juvenile facilities took 
on the therapeutic mandate.

What I found from the kids though, 
is that it’s very hard to feel safe “run-
ning your story,” as they say, in treat-
ment when the person who has the key 
to your cell is in the room and in some 
cases, running the group. Sometimes 
kids would even say that they were told 
this is a safe place, you should talk 
about how you’re feeling, etc., etc., but 
if they didn’t tell their story with the 
level of detail that the facilitator wanted 
or if they told it in a way that contra-
dicted their official file, they might get 
written up, and that might then affect 
their release date. So there’s another 
kind of intrinsic contradiction there.

Alyssa Figueroa: This is part of the 
reason you write that reform has ulti-
mately failed. Can you talk about why 
it doesn’t work?

Nell Bernstein: Let’s say that we 
could clean up all the abuse and that 
kids weren’t getting raped and weren’t 
getting beaten and weren’t getting 
thrown into solitary confinement—
although there has never been a time 
when that was the case, let’s pretend 
that could happen. The thing about the 
kind of key tasks of adolescent develop-
ment: Forming close relationships, 
learning to make independent decisions 
including making mistakes along the 
way, learning to take increasing respon-
sibilities for yourself in your life, and 
then just figuring out who you are and 
what your place in the world is going to 
be: none of that is possible in isolation.

When a kid acts out through delin-
quency, the emotion that they’re usu-
ally acting out is a need for connection, 
so to respond by isolating them is just 
profoundly counterintuitive. You’ve 
got the fact that we’ve got a few centu-
ries of history and we’ve never been 
able to clean up the abuse. Then you’ve 
got the fact that it kind of defies logic 
that isolating a young person when all 
of the research, and I think everything 
we know from our own lives is that we 
grow and change which I think is what 
rehabilitation is, through relationship.

Alyssa Figueroa: So if reform is not 
working, what do we do? What should 
be the steps?

Nell Bernstein: I think the first step 
is to get the kids out of these places and 
into community based programs if 
they need them, or since we know that 
just doing nothing has outcomes that 
are about 100 percent better than send-
ing a kid to these facilities, then maybe 
in some cases, just doing nothing.

The second step would be to board 
[the prisons] up. The third step would 
be to either sell them so that they can be 
turned into condominiums. The fourth 
step would be to burn them down.

I don’t think it’s actually a multi-
step process. I think that we’ve con-
vinced ourselves that it’s very complex 
when it’s not. We’re doing something 
that is hurting kids and harming us by 
making them twice as likely to end up 
as adult criminals. Just stopping doing 
it would be a tremendous step.

If there’s a drug that has no known 
benefits, but a lot of harmful side 
effects, you can’t go to the FDA and 
say, “well we’ve cut the harmful side 
effects by 40 percent, so can we keep 
selling the drug?” There’s no other 
realm in which we would tolerate this 
level of failure.

Alyssa Figueroa: Is there anything 
you would definitely want readers to 
take away from what you’ve written?

Nell Bernstein: You asked a couple 
times the hardest question, which is, 
how can we do this to the kids? I think 
that the answer is we can do it as long 
as we don’t know them. We’ve talked a 
lot about statistics and studies, but the 
book is really grounded in stories, and 
I know it’s my own relationships with 
young people that have made me care 
about this, and it’s my same hope for 
the book is that that people on some 
level will on some level get to know the 
kids, and that once you see them as 
fully human, it just becomes a lot 
harder to accept or look away from 
what we’re doing.

—AlterNet, June 11, 2014

http://www.alternet.org/books/qa-
nell-bernstein-her-book-burning-down-
h o u s e - e n d - j u v e n i l e -
prison?akid=11919.229473.hFHP7t&rd
=1&src=newsletter1003005&t=7&pagi
ng=off&current_page=1#bookmark



56  SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT   Vol.  14, No. 4

More than one million women are 
under the control of the criminal jus-
tice system through incarceration, pro-
bation, or parole. The number of 
women who are incarcerated is increas-
ing at almost double the rate of men 
with many of them having a history of 
sexual violence, drug dependence, and/
or poverty. Many of these women are 
non-violent offenders who have been 
swept up in the war on drugs, and their 
families become collateral damage. 
These facts all underscore how the 
American criminal justice system is 
choosing to punish instead of heal, and 
the effects of this approach are devas-
tating communities across the country.

A recent truthout.org article points 
out that nearly two-thirds of incarcer-
ated women have children under the 
age of 18, and many of these women 
are single parents. Although most 

incarcerated men are fathers, being in 
prison has a disproportionately tragic 
effect on women as incarcerated moth-
ers are five times more likely to have 
their children placed in foster care than 
incarcerated fathers.

One of the ways the war on drugs 
exacerbates this situation is that man-
datory harsh sentencing laws cause 
many mothers to have their parental 
rights terminated while incarcerated. 
Termination of parental rights is due in 
large part to the 1997 federal Adoption 
and Safe Families Act that requires 
social workers to begin termination 
proceedings to end parental rights of 
parents whose children have been in 
foster care for 15 out of the previous 22 
months. Once parental rights are ter-
minated, parents no longer have any 
legal right to their children and are not 
allowed to contact them.

One incarcerated mother states, “As 
the clock ticked away, I remained in 
constant fear wondering which month-
ly visit would be our last.”

While some states have passed legis-
lation to mitigate the circumstances 
many incarcerated women face when it 
comes to their children, more must be 
done. Our families and communities 
cannot continue to be left with moth-
erless children by a failed war on drugs 
and a system that does not do enough 
to prevent the precursors of violence 
and poverty that precede many wom-
en’s involvement with the criminal 
justice system.

—Naturally Moi, June 9, 2014

http://naturallymoi.com/2014/06/
news/mass-incarceration-of-single-
mothers-is-putting-thousands-of-kids-
into-foster-care/

Mass Incarceration of Single Mothers
Mass incarceration of single mothers is putting thousands of kids into foster care

By April V. Taylor

Women Prisoners Sterilized Without Consent
By Max Ocean

Physicians in California prisons ille-
gally sterilized at least 39 women dur-
ing an eight-year period, with cases 
recorded as late as 2011, according to a 
report put out last week by the state’s 
own auditing office.

Cynthia Chandler, co-founder of 
the Oakland-based group Justice Now, 
which has been raising concerns about 
prison sterilization processes for years, 
said that the report’s release “feels like 
an incredible step and vindication for 
people who work toward challenging 
human rights abuses.”

The audit found problems in 39 
cases, which account for more than a 
quarter of the 144 women who under-
went the sterilization procedure between 
fiscal years 2005-6 and 2012-13. In 27 of 

the cases, inmates’ physicians had failed 
to sign the necessary consent form 
detailing that the patients were mentally 
competent, had understood the lasting 
effects of the procedure, and that the 
required 30-day waiting period after 
initial inmate consent was given had 
passed. Eighteen cases potentially vio-
lated that required waiting period, 
which is intended to give female prison-
ers time to think about their decisions 
before their surgeries take place. In 
some cases there is even evidence that 
doctors falsified records, claiming that 
the waiting period had elapsed when it 
actually had not.

According to the report, the federal 
receiver’s office, which has overseen 
medical care in the state’s prisons since 

2006, argues it has no legal obligation 
of ensuring prison physicians or other 
employees obey the consent proce-
dures, a claim which state Senator Ted 
Lieu (D-Redondo Beach) said was 
“ludicrous.”

State Senator Hannah-Beth Jackson 
(D-Santa Barbara), one of the legisla-
tors who called for the report, said its 
revelations show the problem to be 
“systemic” in nature and that there is 
now “clear proof that the prison envi-
ronment is an environment where 
consent simply cannot be obtained in a 
responsible, reliable manner for these 
procedures.”

While prison medical officials have 
denied any intentional wrongdoing, 
the Center for Investigative Reporting’s 
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initial investigation into California’s 
prison sterilization procedures last 
July, which prompted state legislators 
to demand the audit, quoted some 
women who said they were coerced 
into the procedure after their physician 
discovered how many children they’d 
given birth to, or that they’d been in 
prison multiple times.

The CIR report quoted one of the 
physicians involved, Dr. James 
Heinrich, as saying that the $147,460 
paid to doctors by the state for the sur-
geries was very little “compared to 
what you save in welfare paying for 
these unwanted children—as they pro-
created more.”

The auditor’s report wasn’t conclu-
sive about the intent of the physicians 
involved in the cases, but it did find 
that the women sterilized in the eight-
year period had typically been preg-
nant five or more times before being 
sterilized, tested for reading proficien-
cy levels below high school, and had all 
been incarcerated at least once before.

A bill introduced by state Senator 
Jackson that passed the Senate last 
month would ban all sterilizations of 
incarcerated women for birth control 
purposes, making them allowable only 
in life-threatening situations or to cure 
medical conditions, and would legally 
protect anyone trying to report such 
abuses.

—Common Dreams, June 23, 2014

http://www.commondreams.org/
headline/2014/06/23-2

Her name was Yuri, a Japanese 
woman born in the United States. I 
hesitate to call her a Japanese-
American, for to do so suggests she was 
a citizen.

In light of how she, her family and 
her community were treated during 
World War II, especially after the 
bombing of Pearl Harbor in 1941, to 
call any of them citizens would be an 
exaggeration.

Yuri was barely 20 when she, her 
parents, her brothers and the Japanese 
living on the West Coast—some 
110,000 children, women and men—
were forced to leave their homes, their 
schools, their jobs and businesses, and 
were transported to concentration 
camps in the nation’s interior.

Two-thirds of these people (like 
Yuri) were born in the United States, 
and thus American citizens according 
to the Constitution.

This meant nothing. They were 
Japanese—that was enough.

She remembered her experiences in 
those camps as a naïve banana (yellow 

on the outside, white on the inside). 
She recounted to oral historians:

“I was red, white, and blue when 
I was growing up. I taught Sunday 
school, and was very, very American. 
But I was also provincial. We were 
just kids rooting for our high 
school…..

“Everything changed for me on 
the day Pearl Harbor was bombed. 
On that very day—December 7th—
the FBI came and took my father. 
He had just come home from the 
hospital the day before. For several 
days we didn’t know where they had 
taken him. Then we found out that 
he was taken to the Federal prison at 
Terminal Island. Overnight, things 
changed for us.”1

In December 1944, the U.S. Supreme 
Court ruled that “military necessity” 
was the basis of the mass evacuation 
and detention of tens-of-thousands in 
the Korematsu case.

Yuri would later become a strong 
supporter of Malcolm X, and the Black 
Freedom Movement. She joined and 
worked in various liberation organiza-
tions and grew to become an icon of 
the Black Freedom and Asian-American 
rights movements.

Born Yuri Nakahara on May 19, 
1921 (four years to the date before 
Malcolm was born), she married Bill 
Kochiyama. The Kochiyamas moved to 
Harlem in 1960, where they worked for 
the civil rights movement, in education 
and fair housing practices.

Yuri Kochiyama, freedom fighter, 
after 93 summers, has become an 
ancestor.

—PrisonRadio.org, June 2, 2014

1  Zinn, Howard and Anthony Arnove, Voices 
of a People’s History of the United States, 2nd 
ed. (NY, 7 Stories Press, 2009)

Yuri Kochiyama:  A Life in Struggle
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

Yuri Kochiyama
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Imagine that a group of men ran 
into a business, robbed it to the tune of 
$100,000.00, pulled guns on them, sex-
ually assaulted a woman, and even 
stole food from them, before departing 
and vanishing.

What would you call them?

What would the news media call 
them?

Some years ago, in Philadelphia, 
young people would rush into stores 
downtown, enter in large numbers, 
and rip off clothes and sneakers, fleeing 
amid mass confusion. The media called 
them “flash mobs,” and public com-
mentary denounced them as “ani-
mals,” “savages” and “criminals.”

Politicians bum-rushed the micro-
phone to condemn them and promised 
swift and terrible retribution for such 
“unacceptable” acts. When some of the 
kids got arrested some time later, judg-
es spat sentences of contempt and time 
at them.

Remember the first group?

They were city cops. Narcs.

They hit local bodegas, and cut 
wires to security cameras before rob-
bing Latin businessmen and women.

What were they called by politi-
cians, prosecutors or the press?

Officers.

These events happened several years 
ago. After years of “investigations,” 
guess what happened?

Nothing. No charges.

Sure, several cops got fired. But now, 
with no charges, some, perhaps all, will 
get their jobs back—with back pay.

No harm done. “There’s nothing” 
to see here.

“Keep it movin’.”

There—in New York, some names 
ring like bells: Rahmarley Graham, 
Amadou Diallo, Sean Bell…injustice 
after injustice after injustice.

And politicians—especially Black 
politicians—are as silent as church 
mice.

This is not random. Nor is it mere 
happenstance.

This is institutional. This is systemic.

And this goes deeper than we know.

Over a generation ago, when police 
attacked the home of MOVE members 
in Philadelphia, and bombed and killed 
them, they set a precedent. It was a 
precedent of impunity and a stark 
example of state terrorism.

That impunity has spread, like can-
cer, and it affects every Black and 
Brown community in the country.

And when people were silent about 
the carnage visited on MOVE, it subtly 
Okayed what they could do to others. 
And it gave birth to a wave of violent 
repression that has no precedent in 
American history.

Hence, the phenomenon of mass 
incarceration—a fever to punish—to 
imprison—to demonize—target pop-
ulations—for fun and profit.

Our anemic politics—of Black faces 
in high places—has no solution to this 
generational, epic crisis, for they have 
fed too long at the trough of mass 
incarceration.

They are the problem—not the 
solution.

They are aiders and abettors of those 
who repress us. How can they solve a 
crisis they have helped create? For are 
they not in the hip pockets of so-called 
police unions—paid—or intimidat-
ed—to silence?

It must come from us—the 
People—to say no to this hellish state 
of affairs—for we know it best!

United—we must build a move-
ment—to demolish it: once and for all.

Thank you!

—PrisonRadio.org, May 25, 2014

Wild in the Streets
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

Nat Weinstein ¡Presente!
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The following section celebrates the 
life of Nat Weinstein, a fighter for social-
ism his whole life.

Nathan Weinstein was born in 
Brooklyn in 1924. His mother was a 
Russian-Jewish immigrant, his father 
an American-born son of Russian-
Jewish immigrants. He married Sylvia 
Mae Profitt in 1944 and joined the 
Socialist Workers Party in 1945. He 
served as a Merchant seaman during 
World War II from 1943-1945. He 
first learned about socialism in 1945 
aboard a Merchant ship. For the rest of

Nat Weinstein ¡Presente!
October 3, 1924—May 9, 2014

OBITUARY

his life he devoted himself to his fam-
ily and to the socialist cause. He par-
ticipated in the civil rights movement, 
especially defending Robert Williams 
and Malcolm X, and was a supporter 
in the U.S. of the Cuban Revolution. 
He was active in the Painters Union 
both in New York and in San Francisco 
and participated in many labor strug-
gles throughout his life. Nat was an 
editor of Socialist Viewpoint magazine, 
where many of his writings were pub-
lished, including analyses of the Cuban 
Revolution, the fall of the Soviet 
Union, the nature of the Chinese state

and the power of the united front of 
workers. Nat was also a decorative 
painter and an artist. Besides baseball, 
pool and pinochle, he loved a good 
political debate. Nat is survived by his 
daughters Bonnie and Debbie 
Weinstein, Bonnie’s husband, Jack 
Biancalana, her son Kevin Sheppard 
and his wife Maria Sheppard, her son 
John A. Gould, and Debbie’s son, 
Reshad Karboau. To his whole family 
and his many friends and comrades 
Nat Weinstein represented the best 
tradition of the militant, class-con-
scious socialist worker.
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This presentation was made at the 
Celebration of Nat Weinstein’s Life, June 
22, 2014, in San Francisco.

Nat Weinstein had a good life. He 
said, “There is no better life than par-
ticipation to the best of your ability in 
the struggle for socialism.” And he 
definitely participated in that struggle, 
to the best of his ability from 1945-
2014—his whole adult life. He really 
loved two things most of all: revolu-
tionary socialism, and his family—
Sylvia, Bonnie and Jack, Debbie, Kevin, 
Maria, Johnny, Reshad.

I met Nat about 50 years ago in N.Y. 
but only started to work with him in 
the Socialist Workers Party in 1971 in 
San Francisco. 

As a young recruit to the Young 
Socialist Alliance in Boston, I was already 
influenced by Nat, though I didn’t know 
it, because he, in New York, helped the 
SWP get acquainted with Malcolm X, 
and, as organizer of the N.Y. City SWP 
branch, he arranged for Malcolm to 
speak at three Militant Labor Forums. 
Older people here will remember that 
the Left scorned Malcolm X for his 
strong Black Nationalism and opposi-
tion to integration.

The SWP embraced Malcolm’s rev-
olutionary stand for Black liberation by 
any means necessary, his advocacy of 

self-defense against the violent racists, 
and his independence from the twin 
racist political parties. I believe Nat’s 
role in supporting Malcolm X, leading 
to the SWP’s publishing speeches and 
interviews with him, had a deep posi-
tive effect on the Black liberation move-
ment, an effect which continues today.

Nat came to San Francisco to be part 
of a struggle in the Painters Union. He 
was on the National Committee, the 
national leadership body of the SWP, 
and helped lead the branch through 
many working class struggles—
Vietnam, Sears, Emporium, oil work-
ers, construction—two-gate, teachers, 
abortion rights, the ERA, childcare.

Nat was a one-hundred percent 
party man; a party patriot. Loyal to the 
program and to the organization of the 
SWP. And this was because, as he 
wrote in an introduction to a re-print 
of Leon Trotsky’s “Fascism, What it is 
and How to Fight it,” only a revolu-
tionary socialist party “can lead the 
human race out of the capitalist quag-
mire.” When the SWP organization 
began to abandon the historic revolu-
tionary program and its own internal 
democracy, Nat lead the fight to defend 
them. In 1979, he made an impas-
sioned plea in an SWP discussion bul-
letin for the party not to abstain from 
the class struggle, as it was doing: He 
wrote, “If we are not standing on the 
ground of the class struggle on the job 
and in the union—if we appear to 
abstain—it will look like political 
action for us is a substitute (and a 
panacea) rather than a logical exten-
sion of class struggle methods.”

And everyone who agreed with him 
and Lynn Henderson, or disagreed on any 
of the other SWP positions, was expelled.

A letter from Ben Stone, a co-work-
er and political comrade, to Nat in 
1966, said, “I know you hate to write.” 

But Nat became a pretty good writer 
when he needed to write in defense of 
the revolutionary program, like that 
1979 SWP bulletin. In writing and 
speaking, he was the main defender in 
the United States of the historic revolu-
tionary socialist program of the Fourth 
International, the Transitional 
Program. This is Nat’s most important 
contribution to the socialist struggle.

This is what he said when he wrote 
the pamphlet, “Socialist Action, Who 
We Are, What We Stand For,” in the 
organization where he did his best 
writing, about the great advantage to 
being in a revolutionary party: “Above 
all, you win your own freedom from 
capitalist miseducation. You see things 
clearly; you are no longer puzzled and 
bewildered by the big events that suck 
whole nations and continents in their 
vortex. You understand what is hap-
pening and why. You become a fighter 
for your own rights and the rights of all 
the exploited and oppressed.”

Although we are not united today in 
a common revolutionary organization 
(and Nat considered this to be a terrible 
problem), many of you in this room 
have been part of important struggles 
that Nat helped to lead. Many of you 
were part of union struggles where you 
wrote the leaflets at Nat and Sylvia’s 
house, and formulated the motions and 
projects, and plans, to present at union 
meetings or mass meetings in the anti-
war movement. I know Sylvia, and I 
and a fraction of SWP members got a 
lot of help from Nat in the childcare 
struggle, and many other women’s 
rights campaigns. The kind of help that 
linked our struggles with the liberating 
program for socialism.

I remember the first forum Socialist 
Action organized after we all had been 
expelled from the SWP. Nat’s speech 
was about the basic ideas of Marx and 

Nat Weinstein, An Appreciation
By Carole Seligman
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Engels, the Communist Manifesto, the 
class struggle as the engine of society. 
He considered the formation of 
Socialist Action to be a continuation of 
the revolutionary path he had been on 
since he joined the Troskyist move-
ment on a ship while he was in the 
Merchant Marines during WWII.

He considered Socialist Viewpoint 
magazine, for which current issue he 
recommended articles, to continue 
that same path. And to the very end of 
his life, he maintained optimism about 
the working class leading all humanity 
to a socialist future, an optimism that 
was totally based in a rational, scien-
tific understanding of society. He 
explained that “a fighting proletarian 
leadership can be forged only in the 
course of a prolonged social, econom-
ic, and political crisis during which 
leadership is tested and retested during 
wave after wave of mass mobilizations 
and class confrontations.”

And, although today’s world events, 
in the main, have not been encourag-
ing for this socialist future, Nat’s life, 
dedicated to bringing it about, is an 
example to emulate:

Leon Trotsky wrote: “A life has not 
been lived in vain if it has been devoted 
to the greatest cause of human kind: 
building a better world—without 
oppression, exploitation or violence.” 
And that’s exactly what Nat’s whole life 
was about. 

This presentation was made at the 
Celebration of Nat Weinstein’s Life, June 
22, 2014, in San Francisco.

I want to talk about the things my 
father, Nat Weinstein, was involved in 
that stand out to me as part of the very 
essence of him. 

Above all the other things—hus-
band, father, brother, uncle, grandpa, 
friend, worker and artist—he was a 
fighter for socialism for 69 years. He 
despised class exploitation, racism, big-
otry of all kinds, inequality, and injus-
tice—which he knew was endemic to 
capitalism. 

He had an undying faith in the abil-
ity of the working class to create a 
world beyond anyone’s highest expec-
tations; and he realized that socialism 
is the only way to achieve that goal. 

Nat married his childhood sweet-
heart, Sylvia Mae Profitt, on October 6, 
1944. Sylvia was eighteen-years-old, 
and of legal age to marry, but Nat, who 
was only twenty, needed his mother’s 
permission to get married. (Young 
women could marry at 18, young men 
had to be 21 in those days.) Nat’s 
mother, Lillian Weinstein, signed the 
permission slip. And because Nat only 
had a couple of days on leave (he was a 
merchant seaman during WWII from 
1943-45) the two eloped to Maryland 
where they could get married right 
away. New York required couples to 
wait several days after getting the mar-
riage license before they could marry. 

In 1945 while at sea, Nat wrote to 
his new and pregnant bride, that he 
had found the answer to the problems 
of the world! Sylvia at first thought he 
had become a Jehovah’s Witness until 
she read what he wrote about social-
ism, revolution and the power of the 
working class. They joined the Socialist 
Workers Party in 1945 after the war.

From then on, while working and 
raising a family, they both devoted 
themselves to fighting for a socialist 
tomorrow. 

Nat and Sylvia were leaders in the 
movement for socialism and leaders in 
the day-to-day struggles of the working 
class. You really can’t talk about one 
without the other—they were com-
rades, and husband and wife, for 57 
years until Sylvia died on August 14, 
2001 at the age of 75.

They were not afraid of hard work 
and they did whatever needed to be 
done. They never hid their politics and 
lived their entire lives as open social-
ists. And for that they endured harass-
ment, including from the FBI. 

They picketed Woolworth’s segre-
gated lunch counters in New York as 
members of the NAACP. They helped 
build a massive campaign to support 
the 1955-56, 13-month, Montgomery 
Bus Boycott. Nat helped collect dona-
tions of food and clothing that were 
needed in Montgomery because of the 
boycott—some of it was driven to 
Montgomery in a caravan that includ-
ed Nat’s car lent for the trip.  

Nat strongly supported the struggle 
of Robert F. Williams, President of the 
Monroe, North Carolina chapter of the 
NAACP. In the 1950s and ’60s among 
other civil rights struggles in Monroe, 
Williams organized Blacks in armed 
self-defense against the racist violence 
of the Ku Klux Klan Nightriders.

When he heard about it, Nat imme-
diately recognized the power of the 
united self-defense Williams was build-
ing. When Williams was wanted by the 
U.S. government on trumped up 
charges of kidnapping, Nat helped 
organize a defense committee for 
Williams and helped publicize and dis-
tribute Williams’ groundbreaking 
book, Negroes with Guns.

Nat Weinstein: Working Class Hero
By Bonnie Weinstein
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While in the SWP, in 1960, Nat and 
Sylvia helped organize the Fair Play for 
Cuba Committee in defense of the 
Cuban revolution and to oppose the 
attacks of the U.S. government against 
their revolution.

One of Nat’s great contributions to 
the socialist movement was his early 
appreciation of, and association with, 
Malcolm X. That association brought 
Malcolm’s ideas and militancy (and 
the ideas of self-defense and rejection 
of the ruling class political parties) to 
perhaps hundred-of-thousands of peo-
ple with the publications of Malcolm’s 
speeches and interviews while Nat was 
organizer in the Socialist Workers 
Party in New York. Under Nat’s guid-
ance, while the bourgeois media was 
printing and airing bits and partial 
sentences from Malcolm’s speeches to 
make him appear a “racist in reverse,” 
The Militant, the newspaper of the 
SWP, printed Malcolm’s major speech-
es in their entirety which led to the 
publication of the book, Malcolm X 
Speaks, a collection of some of his most 
important speeches. 

Nat recognized that Malcolm X rev-
olutionized the civil rights movement; 
not only by adopting Robert F. 

Williams’ right to self-defense of the 
Black community, but also the right of 
Blacks to organize independently. 

Nat interpreted this as an expres-
sion of the fundamental idea of the 
power of unity among the working 
class. He saw no conflict between 
Blacks—or any other groups—orga-
nizing in their own defense as well as in 
the defense of the working class as a 
whole. As Nat saw it, workers could 
organize separately—deal with their 
own unique issues independently and 
democratically—then come together 
in a democratic united front in defense 
of all workers! 

He lead the struggle in the SWP to 
stay true to the revolutionary program 
of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky, and 
James P. Cannon—a struggle which 
was lost, but carried out in a principled 
way that helped to preserve the revolu-
tionary program for future generations 
of workers. 

He left us a detailed analysis of the 
Cuban revolution; the fall of the Soviet 
Union and the current nature of the 
Chinese state, among many other 
important written contributions, 
which are archived in Socialist 
Viewpoint magazine, of which he was a 

founder and editor; in the Socialist 
Action newspaper while he was in 
Socialist Action; and in The Militant 
during his years in the SWP.

Nat became a skilled decorative 
painter in New York. When he moved 
to San Francisco in 1966, he soon 
became known for his decorative 
painting skills—inventing his own 
materials and tools. He worked for 
many years for the renowned founder 
of California Style decorating, Michael 
Taylor. He passed these skills on to his 
grandchildren and to many others who 
wished to learn them. He was not self-
ish with his knowledge of the craft. He 
taught classes to young painters and 
published a book, Woodgraining, 
Marbleizing and Glazing and related 
Decorating Techniques.

He was also an artist. He experi-
mented with materials often mixing 
fine oil colors with house paint, var-
nishes and even caulking compound. 
He decorated furniture; made his own 
canvasses, and built frames from scrap 
wood that he sanded and painted with 
decorative patterns and colors unique 
to each painting. 

He was an avid reader of books on 
science—physics, astronomy, string 
theory, the big bang, etc.

He loved music and spent many a 
family night singing old folk and labor 
songs. Sylvia had a beautiful voice and 
Nat played the harmonica, the ukulele 
and a little piano. He loved baseball 
and participated in many heated argu-
ments between himself, a Brooklyn 
Dodger fan, and some of the neighbors 
who were New York Yankee fans. He 
loved the beach, Nathan’s hot dogs and 
watermelon. He loved dogs and cats. 
And he loved the Beatles. He was an 
excellent pool player and loved to play 
pinochle on Friday nights with his best 
friends. And nothing got him going 
more than a good debate or argument.

We will carry on the scarlet banner 
in tribute to him and until we win.
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This presentation was read by Debbie 
Weinstein at the Celebration of Nat 
Weinstein’s Life, June 22, 2014, in San 
Francisco.

“Did you know Nat Weinstein?” a 
friend asked. Sure, I said, Nat Weinstein 
is good people.

I first met Nat through my writing 
about autoworkers. Out of the blue 
one day he called me on the phone. 
“You don’t know me,” he said, “but I 
love your writing.”

At first I was uncomfortable with 
the praise but the more I listened to 
Nat the more I realized that his excite-
ment had less to do with me than it had 
to do with the workers I was writing for 
and about. What Nat appreciated 
about me was the way I was able to 
articulate the voice of the people he 
loved. And if what I say rings true to 

you now, it’s because I’m not saying 
anything you don’t already know: Nat 
Weinstein is good people.

Nat didn’t talk to me about himself, 
nor did he focus on my talents and 
shortcomings. He talked about his pas-
sion: the movement of working people 
toward the ultimate goal of socialism. 
He was almost religious in his fervor. 
He reminded me of those Jews who 
expect the Messianic age will arrive any 
moment; or those Christians who feel 
the rapture is imminent. He lived as if 
the revolutionary moment, the turning 
point, was at hand. He was ready. His 
eagerness never wavered. Despite dis-
appointments, reversals, setbacks, and 
defeats, his faith never diminished.

In subsequent conversations with 
Nat I learned the source and power of 
his conviction was immune to discour-
agement because it wasn’t based on 

myth but rather material reality; it 
wasn’t confirmed by life after death but 
rather history; it wasn’t girded by fear 
and insecurity but rather the potential 
of workers to change the world. His 
perseverance wasn’t rooted in the 
imagination of a supernatural savior 
and a glorious life hereafter, but rather 
in the actions of people he worked with 
in the here and now.

The evidence of Nat’s abiding faith 
is present. Because you are here and 
dauntless in your commitment to carry 
on, I can say with confidence Nat pre-
vailed. He was never a simple amalgam 
of physical characteristics and person-
ality traits. His essence is much greater 
than any individual could render. 

Yes, I know Nat Weinstein. He is 
good people and we will carry on in 
solidarity.

Did You Know Nat Weinstein?
By Gregg Shotwell

Remembering Nat 
A Contribution to the Celebration of Nat Weinstein’s Life

By Cliff Conner

Geography was a limiting factor in 
our relationship, but by no means a 
decisive one, especially in recent years 
because we were able to communicate 
by e-mail. One thing that distinguished 
Nat’s e-mails from most of those I 
receive is that they were always sub-
stantive. Nat was not one to waste time 
or words.

As I told Bonnie recently, Nat was 
the best example of a worker-intellec-
tual it has ever been my pleasure to 
know. In addition to political ideology, 
he and I shared an unbounded desire 
to understand the world around us on 
every level—physical, biological, psy-
chological, and social. But most impor-
tant of all, I felt he and I were on the 

same “moral wavelength,” which is to 
say that we shared that proletarian 
morality Trotsky identified as “ours” 
in Their Morals and Ours.

In academia, the term “worker-
intellectual” may be treated as a pejora-
tive, but in my eyes, it is the highest 
form of praise. To exemplify the differ-
ence between an academic intellectual 
and a worker-intellectual, let me cite 
the case of Gabriel Kolko, who died on 
May 19. The comparison is not meant 
as disrespect to Gabriel Kolko, who was 
among the better academic intellectu-
als, but to demonstrate the limitations 
within which they are forced to work.

Gabriel Kolko, in the first sentence 
of the New York Times’ obituary, is 

pigeonholed as a “left-leaning histori-
an.” The adjective tells us that he was 
not representative of the academic his-
tory profession per se, but has to be 
considered as something of an outlier.

What was it that made him appear 
“left-leaning” to his colleagues? The 
obituary explains that he “argued that 
American domestic and international 
policies have long been driven more by 
the interests of big business than by the 
interests of the people.” Wow! How 
shocking!

So he devoted a long career to study-
ing American history, and writing thick 
books about American policies, and 
that was what he concluded. 
Meanwhile, worker-intellectuals like 
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Nat began with that proposition. In 
our world it is not controversial. It is as 
obvious as the simplest of mathemati-
cal proofs. It is not an abstraction that 
has to be argued—it is a reality that has 
to be fought against.

That is a fundamental difference, 
but there are also differences of style 
that distinguish what Nat wrote from 
the way academics write. This occurred 
to me most forcefully a couple of days 
ago when I happened to be reading 
something Christopher Hitchens 
wrote. You remember Christopher 
Hitchens, the former Trotskyist whose 
great intellect led him to aggressively 
support the U.S. wars in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. Almost every paragraph 
included a quotation designed not so 
much to provide evidence for his argu-
ment, but to show off the erudition of 
Christopher Hitchens. What a contrast 
to the writings of a worker-intellectual 
like Nat! Nat had plenty of erudition, 
but the hallmarks of his writing were 
logical exposition and sticking to the 
point. I can’t imagine him wasting time 
and ink on egotistical puffery.

Because Nat and I shared a special 
interest in science and technology, that 
is what we most often discussed in our 
e-mail correspondence. We both 
inherited that interest from Marx and 
Engels. But as Marxists, no matter how 
much we are attracted to scientific 
ideas for their inherent interest, there is 
also an overriding attraction to science 
as a means of solving the world’s social 
problems. “Philosophers have hitherto 
only interpreted the world in various 
ways; the point is to change it.” 

And that is what most of all charac-
terizes a worker-intellectual. Nat was a 
role model for all of us who are engaged 
today in interpreting and changing the 
world. His influence will live on 
through us and those whom we are 
able to influence.

This presentation was made at the 
Celebration of Nat Weinstein’s Life, June 
22, 2014, in San Francisco.

Nat Weinstein was my friend and 
comrade for over 50 years. During that 
time we were “comrades in arms” and 
fighters in many struggles, which 
included the civil rights movement—
including the defense of Malcolm X 
and his ideas during the last year of 
Malcolm’s life; fighting as brothers in 
the painters union for workers democ-
racy and opposing the concept of busi-
ness unionism; the antiwar movement; 
the struggle for workers’ democracy; 
the struggle to build a proletarian 
party; and the struggle to build a 
Socialist World.

Nat was one of the youngest prole-
tarian leaders of the Socialist Workers 
Party (SWP), which still had a majority 
proletarian leadership and member-
ship, when I first joined it in 1961. In 
the early 60s, he was one of my men-
tors in the SWP.

When I moved to New York City, he 
suggested that I become an apprentice 

painter and a brother in the painters 
union. Nat was the organizer of the New 
York branch of the Socialist Workers 
Party. We have been brothers ever since.

In 1964, right after Malcolm X broke 
from the Nation of Islam, as the branch 
organizer, he led the New York City 
SWP’s collaboration with Malcolm X.

In April 1966, two months after 
Malcolm’s assassination, Dow Wilson, 
the leader San Francisco Painters Local 
#4, was also assassinated. Dow Wilson 
was leading a San Francisco Bay Area 
rank and file caucus of painters’ union 
members who were fighting against busi-
ness unionism and for union democracy.

In late April of 1966, a former mem-
ber of the SWP, who was part of this 
painter caucus, sent a letter to the SWP 
leadership, asking the SWP if it had any 
members of the painters union that 
could transfer to San Francisco to help 
this struggle.

Nat and I accepted an assignment to 
transfer to San Francisco, so that we 
could become a part of that struggle. 
He soon became part of that Bay Area 

A Tribute to Nat Weinstein
By Roland Sheppard
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caucus and we became members of the 
Local #4 “Dow Wilson” caucus. The 
first Bay Area meeting we attended had 
over 500 rank and file painters discuss-
ing how to continue this fight against 
“business unionism” and build, in 
Dow Wilson’s words, “a democratic 
rank and file painters government” 
based on the concept of one member 
one vote. We both have been fighting 
against business unionism and for 
worker’s democracy, from that time 
until today.

Nat also helped to lead the SWP in a 
solidarity coalition with Walter Johnson, 
the leader of Department Store Union 
Employees Local# 1100, to win a strike 
against Sears Roebuck Company.

And in 1978, despite the treachery 
of the AFL-CIO bureaucracy, we 
worked side-by-side to build solidarity 
for the coalminers strike when we 
helped form a labor coalition that 
raised over $200,000 in strike support 
for the coal miners.

The whole period, from the 1950s 
until 2009, has seen a decline of the 
workers movement and a subsequent 
decline of the socialist movement in 
the U.S. Due to the complacency of the 
working class and the relative stability 

of capitalism the petty bourgeoisie 
leaderships of these movements 
betrayed our class. From then until the 
present the trade union misleaders 
have degenerated to the point that they 
now claim to be in “partnership” with 
the bosses and use their bureaucratic 
apparatus to control the membership.

These betrayals led to the decline of the 
socialist movement and its degeneration.

Nat was one of the first to oppose 
the degeneration of the SWP into a 
petty bourgeoisie party led by a clique 
of former students.

Nat has been active his whole life in 
the ongoing struggle to build a prole-
tarian party composed of revolution-
ary workers.

In spite of the degeneration of every 
organization in which Nat was a mem-
ber, Nat a was revolutionary optimist, 
and would always state words to the 
effect that the revolution was only five 
years away, until his dying day. Until his 
dying day he had confidence in the power 
of the working class to change society.

There has been a change in the con-
sciousness of the working class since the 
economic crisis of 2008. Since then 
there has been the beginning of a new 
struggle among the most oppressed and 
exploited section of the working class—
the non-union, young and oppressed 
minority workers—who are now fight-
ing to win a livable minimum wage. 

With no labor bureaucracy obstruct-
ing them, they carried this fight into 
the political arena. 

For example, Kashama Sawant, a 
leader of this struggle in Seattle and 
member of the Socialist Alternative Party, 
was elected to office receiving 93,000 
votes—signifying a new day for socialists 
and that the “times they are a changing!” 
That our time is coming again! 

Nat was very encouraged by the elec-
tion of Sawant. He took it as a sign that 
the majority of the world’s population 
are now wide open to socialist ideas 
and the majority of workers now see 

the enemy as the one percent who con-
trol the world’s wealth; and that the 
one percent’s perpetual wars in their 
quest for ever more profits come at the 
cost of the survival of humanity!

Nat, like Joe Hill would want us not 
to mourn his death, but to go on to 
organize to help build a better world, a 
better habitat for humanity and the rest 
of the species on this planet—a socialist 
world. Nat always had confidence in the 
power of the working class to change 
society when it unites in struggle.

I will end with the last chorus of the 
song, “Solidarity Forever.”

“In our hands is placed a power 
greater than their hoarded gold

“Greater than the might of 
armies magnified a thousand-fold

“We can bring to birth a new 
world from the ashes of the old

“So that the world can live as one!”

The best way to celebrate Nat’s life 
is to continue to struggle for a better 
world—one not based on profits—but 
based upon the needs of all. A truly 
democratic Socialist World!
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***

I, with the utmost respect, send my 
heartfelt condolence to Nat Weinstein’s 
family, friends and other revolutionar-
ies who respect and care about him! 

From his support of the late 
Malcolm X to all the other people that 
this society regarded as “different and 
unacceptable,” to the organizations 
that he worked for and helped bring 
into existence, all have been honored 
to have had such a man within their 
presence during their lifetime! 

Men like Mr. Weinstein don’t come 
around too often in life, so when one 
does, we must learn from him, count 
our blessings that he was given to us, 
and mourn his passing.

With respect, solidarity and contin-
ued struggle! Mr. Weinstein wouldn’t 
have it any other way, would he?

Sincerely and Respectfully From 
Death Row At San Quentin Prison,

—Kevin Cooper

***

We are always left bereft by the 
passing of the great elders of our move-
ment and Nat Weinstein was one of 
them.  Although not a person of facile 
agreement, there was NEVER a ques-
tion of Nat’s lifelong harmony with the 
overall goals of the left and socialism.

His early recognition of the power 
of Malcolm X’s writing and thinking, 
and his work to make it available at the 
time when the Black/Left community 
was formulating a program to move 
from protest to power, serves as a 
potent example to all of us who under-
stand the impetus of nationalism with-
in the context of “all of us or none of 
us.” Further, his founding and work 
along with his daughter Bonnie and 
Carole Seligman of the magazine 
Socialist Viewpoint is a one of the great-

est stimuli to what we hope is a bur-
geoning movement.  On a personal 
level, the magazine kept my imprison-
ment and the fight to set me free and 
bring me home on the high-heat burn-
er, month after month.  The outburst 
of joy by all of those on New Years Eve, 
who had helped bring it about was due 
in no small measure to the magazine 
that Nat started and sustained until his 
passing from us.

Nat Weinstein should be remem-
bered and mourned by all comrades.  
He should be celebrated in true Joe Hill 
style by Organize! Organize! Organize!

—Lynne Stewart

***

I first met Nat and Sylvia in the 
summer of 1960 on the corner of 8th 
St. and the Avenue of the Americas in 
Greenwich Village. My husband, Lynn, 
and I had walked over to the corner 
from our apartment. Sylvia stood on a 
soapbox speaking, while Nat was busy 
selling the socialist newspaper, The 
Militant, to people walking by. Lynn 
struck up a conversation with Nat and 
Sylvia and discovered that they were 
members of a socialist group, The 
Socialist Workers Party, and that they 
had a headquarters nearby, at 116 
University Place.

A week later Lynn walked over there 
and joined the SWP, and soon after-
wards we became good friends with 
Nat and Sylvia. It was a friendship that 
was to last for the rest of Nat and 
Sylvia’s lives.

I was introduced to the Civil Rights 
Movement by them and became active-
ly involved. We stood outside 
Woolworths with picket signs calling 
for people to boycott the store and at 
the same time we collected food and 
clothing donations from people walk-
ing and driving by. The donations were 

then driven down to North Carolina 
and distributed to the Black people in 
need. Often I went with Sylvia into 
Black churches during Sunday services 
to support the events that were hap-
pening in the Civil Rights Movement; 
and I traveled to Washington D.C. on 
the bus with Nat and Sylvia for the 
1963 March on Washington.

When the Vietnam War broke out 
Nat and Sylvia stood in the forefront, 
organizing protests against the war and 
demanding that the U.S. Government 
“Bring The Troops Home Now.”

Nat and Sylvia spent their entire 
adult lives fighting for the rights of 
workers in the workplace, fighting 
against racial discrimination, fighting 
for equal rights for women, fighting for 
the right for children to grow up in a 
healthy and happy environment. They 
campaigned for the rights of all chil-
dren to have free childcare under the 
slogan  “It will be a Great Day when the 
schools have all the money they need; 
and the Navy has to hold a bake sale to 
buy a ship.”  That is one of my all-time 
favorite slogans. And they campaigned 
for free education for all.

Although today is a celebration of 
the Life of Nat Weinstein, it is also a 
celebration of the Life of Sylvia 
Weinstein. They were a team—an 
inseparable team until Sylvia’s death in 
2001. They stood together hand in 
hand all their adult lives fighting injus-
tices brought on by the capitalist system 
against men, women, and children.

—Mary Henderson

***

When so many Americans were try-
ing to escape from the working class, 
Nat Weinstein was trying to help the 
entire class escape the bonds of capital-
ist oppression, which distort the 
human spirit, and make us small and 

Memories and Messages: Nat Weinstein 
October 3, 1924—May 9, 2014
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petty, and hateful to each other. The 
vision Nat shared with Marx and the 
other great revolutionaries was the 
touchstone of his life. It is the touch-
stone which must be the foundation of 
our future.

—Bob Davis

***

From the moment I first met Nat 
and Sylvia after coming to the Bay area 
in July 1969, I recognized them as a 
radiant couple, aflame with the world-
transforming convictions of revolu-
tionary socialism. Over the following 
decades, they worked in season and out 
for the overthrow of class oppression 
and all that goes with it. Through their 
activity in the unions and social move-
ments, in Marxist educational classes 
and over dinner in their warm and 
welcoming home, they taught me and 
many other young people that the ide-
als of working class emancipation 
express an ambition for which a life-
time’s energy might rightly be spent. 
Nat’s inspiration will especially endure 
in the memory of all of us who had the 
honor to call him comrade.

—Alan Wald, Editorial Board, 
Against the Current and Science and 
Society

***

The working class never had a more 
dedicated fighter than you. You’ve 
always had righteous class anger in your 
guts, and you always spoke the straight 
unvarnished truth as you saw it. When 
we finally succeed in overthrowing the 
parasitic capitalist leeches, it will be 
because militant workers followed your 
example. Solidarity Forever! 

—Tom Bias, treasurer Labor 
Fightback Network

***

No matter what, please know that 
your life’s work, your dedication to 
revolutionary socialism, has been wor-
thy at every juncture. Most important, 
it will be carried on. Many of us remain 
committed to organizing the fight to 

overturn capitalism before it destroys 
us and our planet, and when the his-
tory of the Second American Revolution 
is written your name will feature prom-
inently as one of its stalwarts.

—Scott Cooper

***

I remember warmly Nat and Sylvia 
Weinstein’s hospitality during my brief 
stay in San Francisco in the early 90s as 
well as hosting Mercia Andrews and 
Neville Alexander from our organiza-
tion at that time-the Workers 
Organization for Socialist Action. As I 
write this message the excellent fore-
word written by Nat for Neville 
Alexander’s book ‘South Africa: Which 
Road to Freedom?’ is next to me. I refer 
to it often. We want Nat to know that 
we have been vindicated in our joint 
analysis of racial capitalism and the 
relevance of permanent revolution. 
The struggle for socialism in South 
Africa remains on the agenda and the 
class struggle continues to gain 
momentum. Comrade Nat’s unwaver-
ing commitment over many decades to 
internationalism, and the struggle 
against imperialism and a world with-
out war, exploitation, racism, patriar-
chy and oppression continues to 
inspire. Above all, and although we 
have not been in touch, please let Nat 
know that the support from him and 
his comrades made a difference and 
continues to be valued. Please convey 
to him my warm greetings and wishes 
for a speedy recovery.

—Salim Vally

***

Fellow worker, brother in the paint-
ers trade, extraordinary faux artist, col-
laborator of old Diego, never accepting 
their lies, never bowing to authority, 
always challenging the sacred, always 
embracing the revolutionary struggles 
of our class, never kneeling before 
capital—whenever the end comes, we 
will go out as rebels, will we not?

—Mike Alewitz

***

On behalf of the Socialist organiza-
tion Solidarity, the Political Committee 
wishes to express our esteem for Nat 
Weinstein’s seven decades of unfalter-
ing devotion to the socialist and work-
ing class movement, as well as our soli-
darity with his comrades and family 
members.  In personal conduct as well 
as convictions, Nat exemplified the fin-
est characteristics of the U.S. Trotskyist 
tradition as it was established by James 
P. Cannon in the 1930s. Those of us 
who had the privilege of knowing and 
working with Nat are everlastingly 
indebted to his formidable example.

—Solidarity

***

Dear Nat,

I want to quote from a speech you 
know. On his way to prison more than 
seventy years ago, James Cannon said, 
“Nothing has ever changed my sense of 
proportion and of values… Neither 
persecution, nor poverty, nor hard-
ship, nor the long days of internal 
struggles and factional quarrels that 
sear the souls of men in the political 
movement—none of that was able to 
change me or break me, because I 
never forgot what I started out to fight 
for. I kept undimmed my vision of the 
socialist future of mankind.” These are 
unabashedly heroic words. The fact 
that you have earned the right to say 
them as well is a tribute to you, a trib-
ute to the kind of person you are and to 
the life you have led.

In the same speech, Cannon goes on 
to reassure his audience, “Our party is 
built on correct ideas and is therefore 
indestructible.” We lived to see a nega-
tive proof of that assertion. Our party 
destroyed itself because the leaders 
threw away its correct ideas and tore 
away the foundations on which it was 
built. As one of our political ancestors 
wrote, those were “the times that try 
men’s souls,” times that lasted several 
long years. Thomas Paine went on to 
write, “but he that stands it NOW, 
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deserves the love and thanks of man 
and woman.” May I amend these 
famous words to say that you deserve 
the love and thanks of your comrades?

Let’s remember that in the name of 
progress, with the claim of building a 
new International, our party began its 
slow descent into political suicide. In 
this unfolding crisis, people showed 
who they truly were. As Cannon said, 
“All people pay for their ideas what 
they think the ideas are worth.” Some 
did not understand and left the move-
ment. Some understood and remained 
silent. Some sharpened the blade to 
sever the living roots of our revolution-
ary tradition. 

You were different. You stood up 
and spoke up—again and again. You 
were among the first to uphold a revo-
lutionary program, which has proven 
its worth at every juncture. Of course, 
you had help, first from Sylvia, who 
herself fought resolutely against the 
odds and would expect no less of you. 
Then you rallied others. Your stubborn 
sense of political principal and per-
sonal integrity was crucial in preserv-
ing and renewing the fundamental 
ideas of our movement.

As one of the comrades who was 
inspired by you, and who learned from 
you, let me join with others to express 
my gratitude to you. 

—Joe Auciello

***
I want you to know that whatever 

disagreements we ultimately had, I 
have very fond memories of working 
with you.  Talking in your living room 
and kitchen with you and Sylvia and 
the other comrades, but especially you 
and Sylvia, will be something I will 
always remember as being one of the 
true rewards of being in the move-
ment.  It was an honor to learn from 
you and be part of the same group. 
While Trotskyism remains a small and 
beleaguered movement, I’m convinced 
that the work we did, some of it mis-

taken and some not, will stand on its 
own as a small contribution.  All respect 
for your efforts over the many years 
and affection for how you welcomed 
me into the movement and treated me 
like a comrade.  That’s something that 
will always stay with me.

—Jim Henle

***

I want you to know that I’ve always 
thought of you as one of the finest men 
I’ve ever met. Bright, fearless, patient, 
completely principled, and a pretty 
damned good pool player. I would have 
been happy to have had you for a father.

     —Eugene Zuckoff, son of Berta 
Green Langston and Murray Zuckoff

***

What stands out in my mind is 
when you and others were picketing 
outside Abraham & Straus, in down-
town Brooklyn. I didn’t see you at first 
and really wasn’t sure what was going 
on, but you spotted me. You explained 
they weren’t treating there workers 
right. That we had to do something to 
stop that. I was so impressed with your 
cause I walked with you. It will stay in 
my heart forever. But that was you and 
Sylvia, always reaching out to those 
being mistreated and taking advantage 
of. My Dad started a union in his com-
pany. The owner was terrible to his 
employees and my Dad like you was a 
brave warrior who stepped in to help. 
Unfortunately, the owner closed the 
company and my Dad was out of a job. 
He always said it was worth it. It’s 
people like you that give us the courage 
to stand up and fight. How good it 
must feel to know that your endeavors 
made a difference. All and all I am so 
proud of you. I love you and want you 
to get better and keep on kicking!  I 
wish in was close by to just come and 
see you and give you a big hug!

—Eileen Barbieri, lifelong, child-
hood friend of Bonnie and Debbie 
Weinstein

***

He was a trailblazer for freedom, 
justice and equality for all. Nat was a 
supporter of Malcolm X. Nat orga-
nized Militant Labor Forums in New 
York City where Malcolm spoke, pub-
lished Malcolm’s speeches in The 
Militant and encouraged the Socialist 
Workers Party to publish books of 
Malcolm’s speeches. During that time, 
most of the left considered Malcolm’s 
Black Nationalism to be reactionary, 
while Nat and the Socialist Workers 
Party saw Malcolm’s ideas to be revo-
lutionary and in total opposition to 
both ruling political parties that were 
hell bent on keeping the oppressed, 
oppressed. Nat will be missed and his 
seeds of insight and wisdom will live 
forever. I highly appreciate what he 
stood for and the courage it took him 
to carry out his mission in really hos-
tile times. The saga to a better world 
continues.

—Lorenzo “Cat” Johnson

***

I was saddened to learn about the 
death of revolutionary Nat Weinstein, 
a comrade for whom I had great admi-
ration. I send you and all his family my 
condolences.

I would like to quote my grandfa-
ther, Leon Trotsky, who wrote the fol-
lowing:

“A life has not been lived in vain if it 
has been devoted to the greatest cause 
of humankind: building a better 
world—without oppression, exploita-
tion or violence.”

Nat Weinstein’s life will forever 
remain a valuable example for new 
generations of revolutionary Marxists.

In solidarity,

—Esteban Volkov, grandson of 
Leon Trotsky

***

On behalf of the Marxist Group of 
Namibia, we wish to express our sin-
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cere condolences to the Weinstein 
family at the passing away of comrade 
Nat Weinstein. 

My political consciousness was 
influenced by Nat’s writings in the 
Socialist Action newspaper. I shared 
his insightful writings and, in particu-
lar, an article on Intelligence and 
Racism - with comrades in South 
Africa. I never met Sylvia Weinstein, 
but she educated many of us on aspects 
of feminism which we never consid-
ered and which changed our lives. 

When I eventually met comrade Nat 
in the early 1990’s at the Newark 
Airport, he had a Socialist Action 
newspaper under his arm. He addressed 
a meeting of the Organization of South 
Africans/Azanians for Liberation 
Education in New York City and stayed 
with me and my partner, Imelda, in 
New Jersey. 

We saw Nat again after the historic 
1994 elections in Cape Town when he 
met with the Workers’ Organization 
for Socialist Action (WOSA). Imelda 
was the national administrator of 
WOSA at the time and introduced him 
to some trade unionists and activists in 
the Western Cape. With his very tight 
schedule, she squeezed a lunch in with 
him at our home and of course to 
introduce him to others who were 
eager to meet with a comrade from 
Socialist Action.

So, comrade Nat, although we did 
not often meet in person, we met very 
regularly in our minds. You represent-
ed the spirit of a revolutionary interna-
tionalism and what is certainly possible 
in terms of creating a profound 
humanism. Let your example not only 
inspire the American working class to 
rise up against the shackles of capital-
ism, but also the working classes every-
where. Rest assured that we will con-
tinue the socialist struggle that you 
gave your life to. Hamba Kahle, Rest in 
Peace, Comrade Nat.

—Shaun Whittaker, Marxist Group 
of Namibia and former member of the 
Workers’ Organization for Socialist 
Action (WOSA) of South Africa.

***
As one of the coordinators of the 

Lovell-Breitman tendency inside the 
SWP in the late 1970s and early 1980s, 
I began corresponding and talking with 
Nat soon after the SWP majority draft-
ed its resolution on Cuba in 1979. Nat 
had warned us all that a new political 
line was being introduced in the party, 
not just for Cuba, but nationally and 
internationally—a line in opposition 
to our historic positions as the SWP 
and Fourth International.

Over the following four years, Nat 
played a pivotal role in organizing the 
fight inside the SWP to preserve our 
program against a liquidationist cur-
rent aimed at destroying our 
Trotskyist—that is, our revolutionary-
Marxist—continuity.

When I was asked by Nat in 
November 1983 to come out to San 
Francisco to edit the monthly newspa-
per of the newly formed Socialist 
Action, I accepted readily, understand-
ing that ensuring our historic continu-
ity required building an organization 
to preserve the cadre. Unfortunately, 
the leadership of the Fourth 
Internationalist Tendency, of which I 
was a member, did not see it this way 
and insisted that I could not go out to 
the West Coast, alleging longstanding 
and deep differences with Nat over 
what I considered to be secondary 
questions at the time.

Over the following seven years, I 
worked closely with Nat and learned to 
value his long experience in the work-
ing class movements, particularly in 
relation to the Black liberation struggle 
and the labor fightbacks at the time, 
especially the P-9 struggle.

But that is not all. I was honored to 
have been a neighbor and a regular 

invited guest at the dinner table of Nat 
and Silvia, where the stories of the old-
timers, the political discussion, the 
humor, and the wonderful food made 
me appreciate even more deeply our 
revolutionary heritage. Seeing Nat 
interact with his children and grand-
children, to whom he was extremely 
devoted, also taught me the importance 
of not neglecting family in the name of 
the bigger struggle. For Nat and Silvia 
there was no contradiction; their family 
felt embraced by our movement.

Living in the belly of the beast, it is 
understandable that all the powers-
that-be would want to prevent the 
working class in the United States from 
finding its way to the only solution to 
the impasse, wars, exploitation, starva-
tion, oppression and more of the capi-
talist system in the epoch of imperial-
ism: socialist revolution.

At a crucial moment in the history 
of our movement, where many of our 
opposition leaders inside the SWP 
wavered about what to do next to 
ensure the continuity of Trotskysim, 
Nat stood firm in defense of our conti-
nuity. His confidence in our program 
and in the revolutionary potential of 
the working class, provided the back-
bone needed to keep our program 
alive. Without Nat, that continuity in 
the heartland of imperialism could 
have easily been severed.

Future generations will need to 
know about this invaluable contribu-
tion by Nat Weinstein to the struggle 
for world socialist revolution, to the 
Fourth International.

I very much hope that all the letters 
that you have received, and all the 
statements made at the memorial 
meeting, combined with some of Nat’s 
key writings, will make it into a book 
for younger activists and future gener-
ations of revolutionists.

Nat Weinstein, Presente!

—Alan Benjamin
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In the spring of 1960, I signed a 
petition to get Farrell Dobbs and Myra 
Weiss on the ballot in New York. They 
were the Socialist Workers Party candi-
dates for President and Vice President. 
I did work in support of their cam-
paign at the SWP national office. That 
was how I met Nat and Sylvia.

I joined the Young Socialist Alliance 
for a few months, and became a politi-
cal sympathizer of the SWP while I was 
doing independent study of various 

groups and scientific socialism. Nat, 
Sylvia and I became politically and per-
sonally friendly. In the fall of 1963, I 
became the chairman of the attempt to 
build a Harlem chapter of the Freedom 
Now Party. 

On July 18th, 1964, a white police 
lieutenant shot a 15 year old unarmed 
black youth in the back, and killed 
him. That sparked a rebellion in 
Harlem and Brooklyn on July 25th. 

I was the FNP candidate for State 

Senator from Harlem, and because of 
my known opposition to racial and 
other types of oppression, I was not 
allowed to speak publicly in Harlem 
during the remaining summer months 
for fear I would spark another rebel-
lion—I spoke anyway.

I was arrested on August 8th and 
charged with disorderly conduct and 
more. However, the Police Department 
agreed to drop the charges if I agreed 
not to sue.

I did agree not to sue, because Nat 
and other SWP leaders wanted to spon-
sor a rally and make a court case for 
free speech if I were arrested again. 

I spoke at that rally which was held 
on August 28th, and Nat was ready 
with bail money. I was arrested, Nat 
promptly bailed me out, and we even-
tually won the court case.

The Freedom Now Party’s main 
sector in Detroit went out of existence 
when none of their 20-plus candidates 
were elected. In April 1965 I visited the 
SWP headquarters, and Nat asked me 
if I would make a contribution, I did, 
and he smiled. At a visit the next week, 
he asked me if I would join. With no 
hesitation, I joined, and noticed a very 
appreciable smile. In May, I wrote an 
article explaining why I joined that was 
published in The Militant.

Nat, Sylvia, myself, and my son Asi-
Yahola, had a very political and friend-
ly relationship that only death could 
end, but memories will keep alive.

When I First Knew Nat
By Kwame Somburu
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Dear Editors, 

A sure sign of spring in Northern 
Wisconsin is Xcell Energy cutting off 
power to poor people and raising their 
rates. This happens every spring, but 
the number of people cut off and rise 
in the rates is much greater this year 
because the winter was so cold and the 
wages so low. 

This is a spring rite because the pro-
gressives passed a reform of capitalism 
to stop the electrical power company 
from cutting power in the winter 
because too many people were dying 
from the lack of heat and light in the 
cold, dark months of winter. This hit 
hardest the children and the elderly. 
Now with the reform the heat and light 
can’t be turned off until spring.

Xcell Energy’s average bill is up 
about 30 percent. It’s a global energy 
company owned by rich German, 
English and some American stockhold-
ers. It takes the energy from flowing 
rivers such as the Chippewa of Northern 
Wisconsin and sells it back to them.

I was a small child when in the 
1920s they built a dam on the Chippewa 
River at Chippewa Falls, Wisconsin. 
The Minnesota/Wisconsin Light and 
Power Company built the dam. This 
company got the state of Wisconsin to 
buy up the farmer’s land to make a 
very large artificial lake to store water. 
The farmers did not want to sell their 
good farms but were forced to by the 
guns and police of the state doing the 
work for the company.

Now I live near the lake named after 
the Minnesota/Wisconsin Light and 
Power Company, Lake Wissota. This 
company, using these free resources, 
made money and expanded to become 
the Northern States Light and Power 
Company and now has expanded glob-
ally to become Xcell Energy with 
German and English rich investors.

This theft has gone on for almost 
100 years now. How much longer will 
it go on? I believe not much longer. 
The people are waking up to the theft 
of their resources by the big global 
companies and they have learned that 
these companies and capitalism itself 
cannot be reformed but must be 
destroyed.

—Joe Johnson

***

Dear Editors,

Lenin, Trotsky, Rosa Luxemburg 
said that a United Capitalist State of 

Europe was impossible and they were 
correct. All that was produced was a 
house of cards that is now collapsing. 
The recent vote was a vote of no confi-
dence in the European Union. It indi-
cated the death of the short life of the 
EU and the Euro.

It is now that the U.S. is holding up 
the dead tree of the EU. The people of 
the U.S. are getting extremely tired of it. 

Land, peace and bread were the 
banners of the Russian Revolution and 
they will be the banners of the socialist 
United States of Europe and the United 
States of America.

The $15-an-hour movement will 
become a world movement and a 
major area of world struggle.

In the spirit of Crazy Horse,

—Joe Johnson

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR
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The Socialist Viewpoint Publishing Association publish-
es Socialist Viewpoint in the interests of the working class.

The editors take positions consistent with revolutionary 
Marxism. Within this context the editors will consider for 
publication articles, reviews or comments. The editors may 
publish comments to accompany these articles. Photographs 
and cartoons will be appreciated.

Socialist Viewpoint reprints articles circulated on the 
Internet when we deem them of interest to our readers. Such 
articles are reprinted exactly as they appeared in the original 
source, without any editorial or stylistic changes by us.

No limitation will be placed on the author(s) use of their 
material in their subsequent work provided acknowledg-
ment is made of its publication in Socialist Viewpoint. The 
Socialist Viewpoint Publishing Association retains for itself 
rights to reprint articles as collections, educational bulletins, 
and similar uses. With the inclusion of an acknowledgment 
and a notice of the copyright ownership, permission is 
hereby given educators to duplicate essays for distribution 
gratis or for use in the classroom at cost. The author(s) 
retain all other rights.

Signed articles do not necessarily represent the views of 
Socialist Viewpoint. These views are expressed in editorials. 

Socialist Viewpoint is printed by members of Local 583, 
Allied Printing Trades Council, San Francisco, California.

Note to Readers:
Socialist Viewpoint magazine has been edited and distrib-

uted by a group of revolutionaries who share a common 
political outlook stemming from the old Socialist Workers 
Party of James P. Cannon, and Socialist Action from 1984 
through 1999.

After being expelled from Socialist Action in 1999, we 
formed Socialist Workers Organization in an attempt to 
carry on the project of building a nucleus of a revolutionary 
party true to the historic teachings and program of Marx, 
Engels, Lenin and Trotsky. 

What we have found is that our numbers are insufficient 
for this crucial project of party building. This problem is 
not ours alone; it is a problem flowing from the division and 
fragmentation that has plagued the revolutionary move-
ment in capitalist America and the world since the 1980s.

What we intend to do is to continue to promote the idea 
of building a revolutionary Marxist working class political 
party through the pages of Socialist Viewpoint magazine. We 
continue to have an optimistic outlook about the revolu-
tionary potential of the world working class to rule society 
in its own name—socialism. We are optimistic that the 
working class, united across borders, and acting in its own 
class interests can solve the devastating crises of war, pov-
erty, oppression, and environmental destruction that capi-
talism is responsible for.

We expect that revolutionaries from many different 
organizations, traditions, and backgrounds will respond to 
the opportunities that will arise, as workers resist the attacks 
of the capitalist system and government, to build a new 
revolutionary political party. Just as we join with others to 
build every response to war and oppression, we look for-
ward to joining with others in the most important work of 
building a new mass revolutionary socialist workers’ party 
as it becomes possible to do so. 
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Counterclockwise: Nat Weinstein playing pool 
in China; in Paris; at home 2014.
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