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Colin Kaepernick: Ambassador of Conscience
Amnesty International’s Ambassador of Conscience Award
Transcript of acceptance speech by Colin Kaepernick
Update: On Wednesday, May 23,
2018, the NFL ruled that players will be
allowed to stay in the locker room during
the national anthem, but their teams
will be fined by the league if they go onto
the field and kneel.1 —The Editors
It is only fitting that I have the honor
of Eric Reid introducing me for this
award. In many ways, my recognition
would not be possible without our
brotherhood. I truly consider him to be
more than a friend—Eric, his wife, his
children...they are all a part of my family.
Not only did he kneel by my side during the national anthem throughout the
entire 2016 NFL season, but Eric continued to use his platform as a professional
football player to protest systemic
oppression, specifically police brutality
against Black and Brown people.
Eric introducing me for this prestigious award brings me great joy.
But I am also pained by the fact that
his taking a knee, and demonstrating
courage to protect the rights of Black
and Brown people in America, has also
led to his ostracization from the NFL
when he is widely recognized as one of
the best competitors in the game and
in the prime of his career.
People sometimes forget that love is
at the root of our resistance.
My love for Eric has continually
grown over the course of our ongoing
journey. His brotherhood, resilience,
and faith have shined brightly in
moments of darkness. My love for my
people serves as the fuel that fortifies
my mission. And it is the people’s
unbroken love for themselves that
motivates me, even when faced with
the dehumanizing norms of a system
that can lead to the loss of one’s life
over simply being Black.
History has proven that there has
never been a period in the history of
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America where anti-Blackness has not
been an ever-present terror. Racialized
oppression and dehumanization is
woven into the very fabric of our
nation—the effects of which can be
seen in the lawful lynching of Black and
Brown people by the police, and the
mass incarceration of Black and Brown
lives in the prison industrial complex.
While America bills itself as the land of
the free, the receipts show that the U.S.
has incarcerated approximately 2.2 million people, the largest prison population in the history of humankind.
As police officers continue to terrorize Black and Brown communities,
abusing their power, and then hiding
behind their blue wall of silence, and
laws that allow for them to kill us with
virtual impunity, I have realized that
our love, that sometimes manifests as
Black-rage, is a beautiful form of defiance against a system that seeks to suppress our humanity—A system that
wants us to hate ourselves.
I remind you that love is at the root
of our resistance.
It is our love for 12-year-old Tamir
Rice, who was gunned down by the
police in less than two seconds that will
not allow us to bury our anger. It is our
love for Philando Castille, who was
executed in front of his partner and his
daughter that keeps the people fighting
back. It is our love for Stephon Clark,
who was lynched in his grandma’s backyard that will not allow us to stop until
we achieve liberation for our people.
Our love is not an individualized
love—it is a collective love. A collective
love that is constantly combating collective forms of racialized hate. Chattel
slavery, Jim Crow, New Jim Crow,
massive plantations, mass incarcerations, slave patrols, police patrols, we
as a collective, since the colonization of
the Americas have been combating col-

lective forms of systemic racialized hate
and oppression.
But I am hopeful. I am inspired.
This is why we have to protest. This is
why we are so passionate. We protest
because we love ourselves, and our people.
It was James Baldwin who said, to
be Black in America, “and to be relatively conscious is to be in a rage
almost all the time.” My question is,
why aren’t all people? How can you
stand for the national anthem of a
nation that preaches and propagates,
“freedom and justice for all,” that is so
unjust to so many of the people living
there? How can you not be in rage
when you know that you are always at
risk of death in the streets or enslavement in the prison system? How can
you willingly be blind to the truth of
systemic racialized injustice? When
Malcolm X said, “I’m for truth, no
matter who tells it. I’m for justice, no
matter who it is for or against. I’m a
human being, first and foremost, and
as such I’m for whoever and whatever
benefits humanity as a whole.” I took
that to heart.
While taking a knee is a physical
display that challenges the merits of
who is excluded from the notion of
freedom, liberty, and justice for all, the
protest is also rooted in a convergence
of my moralistic beliefs, and my love
for the people.
Seeking the truth, finding the truth,
telling the truth and living the truth
has been, and always will be what
guides my actions. For as long as I have
a beating heart, I will continue on this
path, working on behalf of the people.
Again...Love is at the root of our
resistance.
Last but certainly not least; I would
like to thank Amnesty International for
Continued on page 67
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What to Do With All That Wealth
By Bonnie Weinstein
The worlds’ working class is being
blown up by direct U.S. bombing or
bombing by U.S.-armed allies; being
shot to death by police; being incarcerated; being driven from our homes by
war and poverty; then being jailed and
deported and our children taken away
for seeking refuge.
The wealth of our nations and the
wealth that our labor produces have been
stolen by the commanders of capitalism—U.S. corporations and their C.E.O.’s
and allies—the leading pillagers.

Capitalism in crisis
But capitalism’s reign is coming to
an end. There are only two alternatives
left to the world’s working class. Either
we take control of the wealth created
by our labor across the globe, or we
descend into barbarism, death and the
end of life on Earth.
Capitalism cannot be fixed. It must
be replaced by an economic system
that replaces with a worldwide system
of production for need and want, and
not profits. A world shared by all.

Where we are now
A May 25, 2018 New York Times
article by David Gelles titled, “Want to
Make Money Like a C.E.O.? Work for
275 Years,” elucidated the absurdity of
the capitalist profit motive by comparing C.E.O. profits with how long it
would take an ordinary worker to earn
what the company’s C.E.O.s earn in
one year. Here are a few examples:
“A Walmart employee earning
the company’s median salary of
$19,177 would have to work for
more than a thousand years to earn
the $22.2 million that Doug
McMillon, the company’s chief
executive, was awarded in 2017.
“At Live Nation Entertainment,
the concert and ticketing company,
an employee earning the median pay
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of $24,406 would need to work for
2,893 years to earn the $70.6 million
that its chief executive, Michael
Rapino, made last year.

production is safe for human
beings and the environment
because the cost of safe production would no longer be an issue.

“And at Time Warner, where the
median compensation is a relatively
handsome $75,217, an employee
earning that much would still need
to work for 651 years to earn the $49
million that Jeffrey Bewkes, the chief
executive, earned in just 12 months.”

• We would be able to automate
industry to the fullest degree
freeing up workers’ time for personal development and leisure.

This is an upside-down economic
system where a tiny minority, protected by a giant war industry and police
force, has more money than they can
spend in a lifetime while billions are
barely surviving.
The capitalist profit motive is a
worldwide system dependent upon
continuous wars across the globe. Its
profits are fed by the production and
sale of weapons—small automatic
weapons, massive conventional weapons, and nuclear weapons—capable of
wiping out life on Earth. It’s the biggest
war industry the world has ever seen.

Turning the world downside-up
What we could do with all that
money wasted on war.
Reorganizing our economic system
into one that produces the things people
need and want instead of production for
private profit and war will free the world.
• Workers would contribute our
labor to society and society would
distribute the wealth that our labor
produces equally among all people
according to need and want.

• All borders would be torn down,
and all the wealth produced by
labor would belong to all, equally
everywhere.
• Our first concern would become
the wellbeing of all life on Earth
and the health of our planet.
We have the modern-day wherewithal to carry this out. We have the ability
with the world-wide-web to calculate all
the things that are needed by people and
design our production to fulfill those
needs free of the profit motive.
Instead of a tiny minority of capitalists violently hoarding the wealth we
workers produce, all that wealth could
be put back into schools, housing, hospitals, clean water supplies, cleaning up
the oceans, air and land. We could
restore our environment and protect
the multitude of species that share the
Earth with us.
This is not a pipe dream. The real
pipe dream is believing that the capitalist class will become more benevolent—kinder and gentler; that their
wealth will trickle down to us; that the
capitalist parties will represent “all the
people.” That’s a pipe dream!

• We could produce things that are
designed to last ending “built-in
obsolescence”—i.e.,
products
designed to break down forcing us
to continually replace them and creating enormous amounts of waste.

Freedom, true freedom, is freedom
from hunger, ignorance, violence and
oppression. A united worldwide working
class can bring about true freedom—freedom from capitalism—and the establishment of socialism. It’s feasible in the here
and now and it’s humanity’s only hope.

• We could take all the necessary
measures to make sure that all

We have nothing to lose but our
chains and a world to win!

Dispatches from the Capitalist War on Society
By Chris Wright
As the capitalist elite continues to
pour ever more resources into its crusade to dismantle society, it’s important
to keep a tally of the damage done—if
only to direct popular attention to
where it’s needed most, and to where
the Left’s own resources are needed
most. High on the list of capitalist priorities, and thus of priorities for leftwing resistance, is the goal to privatize
everything from education to nature to
policing and soldiering. With that in
mind, here’s a list of some recent “negative externalities” of privatization that
I’ve culled from news sources.

Children, teachers, and rat feces
Let’s start with Rahm Emanuel’s
Chicago, jewel of neoliberalism. In
February 2014, the Chicago Public
Schools (CPS) decided to outsource
management of custodians to Aramark
and SodexoMAGIC. The rationale for
privatization is supposed to be that it cuts
costs and improves “efficiency” or effectiveness. Left unsaid is the means by
which costs are cut: primarily from the
fact that private companies have a freer
hand than government in treating
employees viciously. It’s easier for corporations to lay off employees, reduce wages
and benefits, degrade working conditions, and destroy unions than it is for
governments to do so, since corporations
are totalitarian institutions. Whether the
overall deal is a net financial gain for government is a difficult question, to which
studies have given conflicting
answers. Some have found that it actually
ends up costing more money in the long
run, while others have concluded privatization may in some cases yield savings of
about ten percent. But these reports
don’t factor in all the extra costs, such as
the time and money it takes to review
proposals by companies, negotiate contracts, review contract terms, deal with
the inevitable lawsuits, etc.

And then there are the costs to the
public, which, of course, don’t count.
Tim Cawley, the chief administrative officer behind CPS’s decision to
outsource
custodial
management, claimed it would indirectly
improve “family and community
engagement”—which in a sense it did,
since parents have felt compelled to
volunteer to clean up bathrooms and
classrooms. Because of cutbacks in the
number (and the pay) of janitors, it has
been left to parents and teachers to
clean up pools of urine in bathrooms,
feces smeared on walls (in preschools)
clogged toilet bowls, enormous
amounts of trash, rat droppings, and
the like. Toilet paper and soap supplies
have repeatedly run out in many
schools, forcing teachers to buy supplies themselves. (In some schools,
students have been asked to bring in
their own toilet paper, tissues, soap,
and paper towels.) Leaky ceilings,
cockroach infestations, rotting floors,
outbreaks of bed bugs, exposed asbestos, the presence of dust and grime
aggravating respiratory illnesses, and
rotting garbage do not exactly “result
in an enhanced learning environment,”
despite Cawley’s assurances.
“It’s gross and disgusting and my
health is being affected,” one teacher
says. “I want to be outside the minute
I’m in here. It smells. Everything smells
and I can’t focus. If I can’t focus to
teach, how can kids focus to learn?”
While these conditions have been
known about for years, only a
recent exposé by the Chicago Sun-Times
this April has finally persuaded CPS to
act—by hiring an extra 200 janitors
this summer, of whom 100 will remain
in the fall. The janitors’ union had
asked for 500 more permanent hires.
There is good news on the legislative
front, though: on April 10, the Illinois

House Labor and Commerce
Committee voted favorably on a bill
that would allow members of the
Chicago Teachers Union to bargain
over non-salary issues such as crowded
classes and filthy schools. (This is a
right denied only to Chicago teachers.)
The bill now heads to the House.

Barbarism, Inc.
Few business models can be as morally putrid as private prisons. The government pays the company a per diem
rate per prisoner, so shareholders make
more money the more people are
incarcerated. Which gives them an
incentive to lobby for harsh laws,
as they have done effectively in recent
decades. The company also has an
incentive to keep conditions as bad as
possible for both prisoners and
employees, since, of course, cost-cutting is good for profit-making. Study after study has revealed the
obvious and outrageous moral hazards
of the private prison industry.
But with a creature in the White
House who supports the expansion of
this sociopathic industry, it’s useful to
be reminded of just how horrible it is.
A few weeks ago the New York
Times published an article on the East
Mississippi Correctional Facility, a privately run prison in which gang members have been allowed to beat other
prisoners (for extended periods of
time,) a mentally ill man on suicide
watch hanged himself, and inmates
have to protect themselves with crudely made knives and other weapons
because there aren’t enough guards to
maintain order. And the ones who are
there aren’t well-trained. One prisoner
was charged by a man with a knife and
a long section of pipe while he was
being escorted to his jail cell; the two
guards escorting him just ran away,
and he was stabbed and hit for several

Vol. 18, No. 4

S O C I A LI S T V IEW P O INT 5

minutes before other guards arrived.
“They laughed and told [the assailant]
not to do it again,” the victim recalled.
The medical staff did effectively nothing for his wounds.
Meanwhile, the recent “crackdown”
on undocumented immigrants has
meant a bonanza for the profits of certain corporations. According to
the Southern Poverty Law Center, a
private prison company called
CoreCivic, Inc. that runs the Steward
Detention Center in Georgia has been
making money off people detained by
Immigration
and
Customs
Enforcement. The scheme is to force
immigrants to work for as little as $1 a
day cleaning, cooking, and maintaining the detention center, which would
otherwise have to be maintained by
actual employees. Those who refuse to
work are “threatened with solitary confinement and the loss of access to basic
necessities, like food, clothing, products for personal hygiene, and phone
calls to loved ones, in violation of federal anti-trafficking laws.” Lawsuits
have been filed in several states to challenge these sorts of work practices.

For-profit Medicaid hindrance
Under the perpetual pretext of cutting costs and increasing efficiency, a
number of states, including (among
others) Illinois, Iowa, North Carolina,
Florida, Mississippi, Oklahoma, and
Kansas, have in recent years partly or
wholly privatized Medicaid. The “efficiency” pretext, incidentally, is ironic,
given the likely truth of David Graeber’s
“Iron Law of Liberalism,” that “any
market reform, any government initiative intended to reduce red tape and
promote market forces will have the
ultimate effect of increasing the total
number of regulations, the total
amount of paperwork, and the total
number of bureaucrats the government employs.” The explosion of
bureaucracy in the market-obsessed
neoliberal era bears out this law.
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What have been the consequences
of these privatizations? Iowa is an illustrative case. According to a series of
editorials for which Andie Dominick of
the Des Moines Register won a 2018
Pulitzer Prize, the results have not been
pretty. Since April 2016, three forprofit insurers have taken over management of healthcare for more than
500,000 Iowans, many of whom have,
as a result, now lost access to services,
equipment (such as wheelchairs,)
and even nutritional supplements.
Against the advice of medical professionals, the insurers simply refuse to
pay for needed care.

It’s easier for
corporations to lay off
employees, reduce wages
and benefits, degrade
working conditions, and
destroy unions than it is
for governments to do
so, since corporations
are totalitarian
institutions.
Healthcare providers have been
underpaid or not paid at all. A nursing
home was forced to borrow $150,000
while waiting for reimbursements; a
mental health facility was owed
$300,000; a family planning clinic had
to close. To take only three examples.
The state has had to bail out the insurers and assume financial risk—which is
ironic, since the supposed point of
privatization was to provide state budget predictability in Medicaid spending. Before the privatization debacle,
Iowa’s Medicaid had lower per-person
spending than many other states and
provided reliable reimbursements to
providers and consistency in coverage
for vulnerable people.

Because of problems similar to
Iowa’s, Connecticut in 2012 fired the
insurance companies managing its
Medicaid programs and transitioned
back to the traditional “fee for service”
model, according to which the state
reimburses providers directly. The
results were what you’d expect: the
monthly cost of care per patient
dropped $718 in 2012 to $670 in 2015;
the number of doctors willing to accept
Medicaid patients increased; and
administrative costs dropped from 12
percent to five percent.
Turns out market forces aren’t so
“efficient” after all.

Nature for sale
Already in his short tenure in office,
Interior Secretary Ryan Zinke has
shown he can privatize with the best of
them. There isn’t space here to list all
the creative ways he’s trying to destroy
the natural environment or restrict its
enjoyment to a select few, but we can
consider a few examples.
In December 2017, on Zinke’s recommendation and at the behest of the
fossil
fuel
industry,
Trump
announced he was going to reduce
Bears Ears National Monument by 85
percent and Grand Staircase Escalante
National Monument by 50 percent.
Legal challenges to these orders are
currently winding through the courts.
Zinke has ordered the Bureau of
Land Management to hold oil and gas
lease sales of public lands every 90
days, in addition to “eliminating burdensome regulations” related to oil
and natural gas development. He
has started the process of opening the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge to oil
and natural gas drilling, and is pushing
for an expedited timeline of leasing
land by 2019. Meanwhile, he’s trying
to make drilling less safe by reversing
safety regulations that were put in
place after the 2010 Deepwater
Horizon disaster.

Hobbesian state of nature—which is
the inner logic and meaning of capitalism—or the crises into which we are
fast plunging ourselves will call forth
such massive global resistance that a
revolutionary social transformation
will, at length, come to pass. What it
will look like can’t be foreseen
(though informed speculations can be
useful.) All that can be predicted with
certainty is that unless the generations
now living devote their very existence
to the Resistance, humanity won’t have
much of a future.
Business as usual is no longer an
option.

In January 2018 Zinke proposed an
offshore drilling plan that would open
90 percent of the U.S. Outer Continental
Shelf for oil and gas lease sales. By
comparison, the current program puts
94 percent of the OCS off-limits.
(Zinke said he’d exempt Florida from
the plan, as a favor to his friend
Governor Rick Scott, but it appears
that this exemption wasn’t a formal
action and that Florida is in fact being
considered for offshore drilling.)
Zinke’s draft plan also proposes the
largest number of lease sales in U.S.
history.
Selling land to corporations is one
method of privatization; another is to
restrict enjoyment of public parks to
those who can afford to pay. Zinke is
pursuing this second path as well. In
2016 the National Park Service offered
16 free-admission days at national
parks; in 2017 the number was down to
ten; this year it’s down to four. The
Interior Department had also planned
to massively increase entrance fees at
the country’s most popular parks—
from $25 to $70—but scrapped the
plan due to public backlash. Instead,
the department will enact a more limited increase at all parks that charge an
entrance fee.

With the Trump administration’s
term less than half over, we can expect
a slew of similar predatory plans in the
coming years.

Business as usual
None of these trends is at all surprising, since they emerge from tendencies fundamental to capitalism for
centuries. These tendencies have simply been unshackled from prior
restraints in the
neoliberal era.
The destructive,
antisocial essence
of capitalism has
been given free
rein, like a raging
bull that has broken free of its
yoke, such that
society
is
approaching the
literal realization
of capitalism’s
misanthropic telos.

Chris Wright has a Ph.D. in U.S. history from the University of Illinois at
Chicago, and is the author of Notes of
an Underground Humanist, Worker
Cooperatives and Revolution: History
and Possibilities in the United States,
and Finding Our Compass: Reflections
on a World in Crisis.
—CounterPunch, May 2, 2018
https://www.counterpunch.
org/2018/05/02/privatization-is-killingus-dispatches-from-the-capitalist-waron-society/

In the long
run, two outcomes seem possible.
Either
humanity will
find itself in the
Vol. 18, No. 4
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Big Pharma, Big Oil, Big Banks
Meeting the definition of terrorism
By Paul Buchheit
Various definitions of terrorism
have been proposed in recent years, by
organizations such as the FBI, the State
Department, Homeland Security, and
the ACLU. Some common threads persist throughout the definitions: violence, injury or death, intimidation,
intentionality, multiple targets, political motivation. All the criteria are met
by pharmaceutical and oil and financial companies. They have all injured
and intimidated the American public,
and caused people to die with intentionality shown by their refusal to
acknowledge evidence of their misdeeds and political motives clear in
their lobbying efforts, where among all
U.S. industries Big Pharma is number
one, Big Oil is number five, and
Securities/Investment is number eight.
The terror inflicted on Americans is
real, and is documented by the facts to
follow.

Big Pharma: Qualifying
for Trump’s call for capital punishment for drug dealers
In a Time Magazine article a young
man named Chad Colwell says “I got
prescribed painkillers, Percocet and
Oxycontin, and then it just kind of took
off from there.” Time adds:

“Prescriptions gave way to cheaper,
stronger alternatives. Why scrounge for
a $50 pill of Percocet when a tab of
heroin can be had for $5?” About 75
percent of heroin addicts used prescription opioids before turning to heroin.

that can be made up with a few price
increases. But partly as a result of
Pharma-related violence, Americans
are suffering “deaths of despair”—
death by drugs, alcohol and suicide.
Suicide is at its highest level in 30 years.

Any questions about Big Pharma’s role
in violence and death in America have
been answered by the Centers for Disease
Control and the American Journal of
Public Health. Any doubts about Big
Pharma’s intentions to intimidate the
public have been put to rest by the many
occasions of outrageous price gouging.
And any uncertainty about political
pressure is removed by its number
one lobbying ranking.

Big Oil: Decades of terror

As for malicious intentions, Bernie
Sanders noted, “We know that pharmaceutical companies lied about the
addictive impacts of opioids they manufactured.” Purdue Pharma knew all
about the devastating addictive effects
of its painkiller Oxycontin, and even
pleaded guilty in 2007 to misleading
regulators, doctors, and patients about
the drug’s risk. Now Purdue and other
drug companies are facing a lawsuit for
“deceptively marketing opioids” and
ignoring the misuse of their drugs.
No jail for the opioid pushers,
though, just slap-on-the-wrist fines

Any doubts about the ecological terror caused by fossil fuel companies have
been dispelled by the World Health
Organization, the American Lung
Association, the United Nations,
the Pentagon, cooperating governments,
and independent research groups, all of
whom agree that human-induced climate change is killing people.
The oil industry’s intentionality and
political motives have been demonstrated by their refusal to admit the
known truth, starting with Exxon,
which has covered up its own climate
research for 40 years, and continuing
through multi-million dollar lobbying efforts by Amoco, the U.S. Chamber
of Commerce, General Motors, Koch
Industries, and other corporations in
their effort to dismantle the Kyoto
Protocol against global warming.

Big Banks: Leaving suicidal
former homeowners behind
Any doubts about the violence
stemming from the 2008 mortgage crisis have been resolved by studies of
recession-caused suicides. Both
the British Journal of Psychiatry and
the National Institutes of Health found
definite links between the recession
and the rate of suicides.
As with Big Pharma and Big Oil,
intentionality and political motives are
evident in the banking industry’s lobbying efforts on behalf of deregulation—leading to the same conditions that threatened American homeowners in 2008. There has also been a
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surge in the number of non-bank lenders, who are less subject to regulation.
Making it all worse are private
developers, who make most of their
profits by building fancy homes for the
rich, and by avoiding affordable housing. Since the recession, Blackstone and
other private equity firms—with government subsidies—have been buying
up foreclosed houses, holding them till
prices appreciate, and in the interim
renting them back at exorbitant prices.
This is leaving more and more
Americans out in the cold—literally. A
head of household in the U.S. needs to
make $21.21-an-hour to afford a twobedroom apartment at HUD standards,
much more than the $16.38 they actually earn. Since the recession, the situation has continually worsened. From
2010 to 2016 the number of housing
units priced for very low-income families plummeted 60 percent.
Here’s the big picture: Since the
1980s there’s been a massive redistribution of wealth from middle-class
housing to the investment portfolios of
people with an average net worth of
$75 million. It’s not hard to understand the “deaths of despair” caused by
the terror inflicted on people losing
their homes.
—Buzzflash.com, April 30, 2018
http://buzzflash.com/commentary/
meeting-the-definition-of-terrorismbig-pharma-big-oil-and-big-banks

Are Modern Cities Sustainable?
By Susan Roberts
Around four billion people, or more
than 50 percent of the world’s population, now live in cities. By 2050 that
percentage is expected to rise to 75
percent, as the world population soars
to 9.7 billion. Fifty of those cities will
be mega cities, i.e., concentrations of
people in excess of ten million.1 There
are already ten hypercities, each housing more than 20 million people, which
was the size of the population of the
entire world at the time of the French
Revolution. How many of these mass
cities there will be by that time is anyone’s guess, because the rate at which
cities have grown over the last thirty
years is simply unprecedented. This
accelerated urbanization of the world
is a direct result of globalization, both
its intended and unintended consequences. And what the newly arrived
urbanite can expect from that development will largely depend upon whether
or not he has been invited to the party.
To get some idea of the remarkable
speed of this urbanization it is instructive to compare the growth rates of
some of these new cities with that of the
city of London in Victorian England. As
Mike Davis points out in Planet of
Slums, (reprinted in 2007, and so
already woefully behind on current figures) from 1800 to 1910 the population
of an increasingly industrialized London
multiplied seven-fold. But compare
that with Dhaka, Kinshasa and Lagos,
which over a far shorter period—1950
to 2000—have experienced population
increases by a factor of 40. What is even
more remarkable is that this influx of
people occurred not against the backdrop of developing industries and
expanding labor markets, but just the
opposite. It happened at a time of “falling real wages, soaring prices and skyrocketing urban unemployment.”2
When we think of modern cities we
probably imagine tall buildings and

smart, glassy office blocks, fancy restaurants and designer shops, all brightly lit and fashioned out of concrete and
chrome: shiny, new and expensive. But
actually the burgeoning size of many of
the new cities in the global south is due
to an influx of indigent people as many
forsake the countryside and move to
the metropolis, giving these sprawling
developments a look far more shantytown than shopping mall. Without
power, infrastructure or even basic sanitation, and often precariously located,
with precious little room to build, it is
hard to imagine why anyone would
choose to join the multitude of slum
dwellers endeavoring to eke out an
existence within the crevices of urban
life. And the numbers are set to increase.
There are already over one billion people living this way. By 2050 that number is set to reach three billion, which
means that one in every three, or maybe
even two, people on the planet will be
living in a slum. The specific reasons
for these mass migrations vary but can
be traced back to a single word:
Globalization. There has been a corporate takeover of the land: a new colonialism, forcing millions of people
from the countryside. Enclosure, one of
nascent capitalism’s earliest acts of vandalism has been exported, stealing land
and destroying rural communities all
over the globe; forcing the dispossessed
to seek refuge on the grubby fringes of
urban life. Failing crops, land clearance
for industrial agriculture, quarrying,
mining, deforestation, dam building
and other forms of land grabbing by
private corporations are the ugly progeny of globalization now assaulting the
rural poor. Of course there has been
resistance, but in the face of “increasingly hardening police states,” another
child of globalization, resisters have
been imprisoned, labeled “terrorists”
and even killed.3
Vol. 18, No. 4
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It isn’t only in the cities of the global south that Davis’s worrying term
“surplus people” has gained traction.
Urban centers in the north have also
sought to rid themselves of an undesirable excess. For, unsurprisingly, the
legacy of industrial capitalism in the
north is the presence of a large working
class citizenry situated right at the heart
of city life. Or, at least it was, until
aggressive gentrification took hold in
the 1980s and began clearing out working class neighborhoods for, what was
deemed to be a more suitable, i.e.,
affluent, “creative elite.” Richard
Florida, the urban studies theorist, and
creator of the “Bohemian Index,”
(which supposedly measures urban
creativity,) who championed much of
the early gentrification movement in
London and San Francisco, makes no
bones about focusing on the “regenerational skills” of those he dubbed “the
creative class.” Although he now regrets
that the ousted “service class” has had
to “take it on the chin.”4 Florida isn’t
alone in drawing on some pseudo
Darwinian logic to justify stealing from
the poor. But his distinction between
the entitled creative class and the disentitled service class strikes a disturbingly Huxleyan tone. Maybe he thinks
the poor should wear khaki.
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Clearly the working class are being
deprived of what French philosopher,
Henri Lefebvre insisted was the right to
urban life, but they are not alone. In
recent years it has become increasingly
difficult for demonstrators to exercise

New York requires a
supply base almost 1000
times the geographic
size of the city itself.
Tokyo requires an area
twice the size of Japan to
maintain it. A recent
study showed that the
744 largest cities worldwide require more
carbon dioxide
sequestration than the
entire world’s forests
could provide.8
their democratic right to protest within
the precincts of the city. A study of
public space in the UK capital conducted by the Guardian newspaper

showed that more than 50 of London’s
formerly public areas have been sold
off to private corporations. Paternoster
square, right outside St. Paul’s
Cathedral, (now mischievously
renamed Tahrir Square after Occupy
London was evicted from the spot) and
Bishops Square in Spitalfields are just
two spaces now owned and run by private concerns.5 Many of these locations
still look ostensibly public. It is doubtful that anyone out shopping, on their
way to work, or engaged in any other
“co-operative” activity, to use the new
urban-military parlance, would notice
anything different. But try taking photographs, unfurling banners, gathering
in numbers or acting in any way
deemed to be “non co-operative” and
the private security guards will soon
move in. It isn’t only the privatization
of land that has effectively cordoned
off areas from protest. As Stephen
Graham articulates in Cities Under
Siege: The New Military Urbanizm,
what we can expect, with ever increasing globalization and urbanization is
the stealthy militarization of urban
centers all over the world: a development Graham refers to as “deeply technophiliac state surveillance projects,”
permeating every space and activity of
city life. In many ways we are almost
there; nobody can be so naïve as to
believe that car registration recognition systems, extensive CCTV (Closed
Circuit Television) coverage (soon
642,000 cameras will be up in London
alone,) oyster cards that log you in to
the travel networks and the extended
deployment of specialist information
gathering police teams are about anything other than mass surveillance,
tracking and control. Certainly anticapitalist protests in recent years have
been met with mass incarceration,
water cannon, tear gas and even rubber
bullets, which would seem to confirm
what Graham’s military informants
have been telling him: the city is the
new battle zone.

The right to the city
When Lefebvre insisted we have a
right to the city, he wasn’t referring
simply to the right of the individual to
access the city’s resources. Lefebvre
meant something far more fundamental than that because he recognized that
the city influences who we are and how
we behave; essentially it controls our
future. And he saw that it is only when
the people have the power to change
the city that they have power over their
own development, which is precisely
why urban elites are deploying military
technology to keep the people out.
Within cities themselves, however,
there is already an existential battle
underway—a battle, which concerns
our very survival as a species. Because
what is now being tested, every day, all
over the planet, is whether such massive
artificial constructions are actually sustainable at all. Eugene Odum, “the
father of modern ecology” dubbed cities “parasites on the countryside”
because they pose such a drain on natural resources. Simply maintaining the
material infrastructure of an urban
development, i.e., keeping the buildings
up and running, is hugely expensive in
ecological terms, let alone bringing in
food and water for the inhabitants and
taking out all the waste. Modern cities
are essentially consumption centers,
which have been designed and built to
absorb surpluses of capital and to protect the centers of economic and political power. Dr. William Rees, of the
University of British Columbia, who
created the ecological footprint analysis
with Mathis Wackernagel, describes
modern cities as “entropic black holes
sweeping up the productivity of a vastly
larger and increasingly global resource
hinterland and spewing an equivalent
quantity of waste back into it.”
According to Rees, New York requires a
supply base almost 1000 times the geographic size of the city itself. Tokyo
requires an area twice the size of Japan
to maintain it. A recent study showed
that the 744 largest cities worldwide

require more carbon dioxide sequestration than the entire world’s forests
could provide.6 Dr. Rees is clear, “sustainable cities is an oxymoron.”
And Cape Town may be about to
prove Dr. Rees’s point, as Day Zero
dawns and the city runs out of water for
its 3.7 million inhabitants. It will be
instructive to see how the burden of
water depletion is actually shared by
Capetonians, bearing in mind that a
quarter of the population live in “informal” settlements i.e., shacks, and already
share communal taps. For a city that has
a booming tourist trade, is surrounded
by golf courses and has a fair proportion
of luxury real estate—gated and with
pools, (a substantial number of which
are second homes,) running out of water
will certainly be an inconvenience, but it
will be the poor and the diminishing
middle class who bear the brunt. The
rich are investing in private boreholes, if
they haven’t already secured their own
water supply, and a desalination plant is
being built for a luxury hotel chain.
Unsurprisingly, perhaps, South Africa
remains one of the most
unequal countries in the
world, with Cape Town
standing out as a particular
jewel in the crown of
wealthy elites both at home
and abroad.7 With a dramatic escalation in population: almost 80 percent in
20 years, and decades of
diminishing rainfall, one
might have imagined a
major investment in water
infrastructure was overdue,
particularly bearing in
mind that a million inhabitants of the city live without basic sanitation.
However, such flagrant
water inequality didn’t prevent Cape Town from
scooping up the international prize for “World
Design Capital of the year”
in 2014; so we can rest

assured that running out of water is
unlikely to adversely affect its rating on
the “Bohemian Index.”
Susan Roberts is a lecturer in moral
philosophy and animal rights.
—CounterPunch, February 16, 2018
https://www.counterpunch.
org/2018/02/16/are-modern-cities-sustainable/
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Rising World Inequality
By Michael Roberts
There is a book sweeping the popular
media at the moment. It’s called Factfulness.
It purports to argue that, contrary to the
conventional wisdom, the world is becoming a better place. Poverty is falling, life
expectancy is rising; health levels are
improving; people have more things and
better services. Even violence and wars
are in decline.
This is a hoary old message that has
been expounded in the past by billionaire Bill Gates, among others. Indeed,
he gives this new book much praise—as
it justifies his view that things are getting
better for the majority and with the right
policies on health, education, population, climate change etc., the world can
progress without any change in its mode
of production and social structure.
I have taken up this optimistic message in previous posts and my latest
book, Marx 200, discusses the dialectical
nature of the development of capitalism—something Marx recognized as
early as 1848 in the Communist Manifesto.
Yes, capitalism has taken the productive
forces forward like no other mode of
production before (slave society, feudalism and Asian despotism) but it also carries with it a dark side of increased
exploitation, dominance of the market
and machine over people’s freedom and
livelihoods; and global wars and even the
destruction of the planet.
In contrast to the optimistic
Factfulness, the latest World Inequality
Report is a sobering analysis. Inequality
between rich and poor is widening at
an increasing pace. The authors, the
most highly respected experts on
inequality of income and wealth globally, conclude that the number of billionaires rose by the biggest amount
ever in 2017, while over half the world’s
population lives on between $2 and
$10 a day. The report shows the share
of wealth held by the top one percent
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of earners in the U.S. doubled from ten
percent to 20 percent between 1980
and 2016, while the bottom 50 percent
fell from 20 percent to 13 percent in
the same period.
Kofi Annan, former head of the
United Nations, called this scale of
global economic inequality “staggering
and shaming.”  The authors find that
income inequality has increased in
nearly all world regions in recent
decades, but at different speeds. Since
1980, income inequality has increased
rapidly in North America, China,
India, and Russia. Inequality has grown
moderately in Europe.
At the global level, inequality has
risen sharply since 1980, despite strong
growth in China. The poorest half of
the global population has seen its
income grow significantly thanks to
high growth in Asia (particularly in
China and India.) However, because of
high and rising inequality within countries, the top one percent richest individuals in the world captured twice as
much growth as the bottom 50 percent
individuals since 1980.
When it comes to inequality of
wealth as opposed to income, there are
some startling findings in the report.
“Economic inequality is largely driven
by the unequal ownership of capital,
which can be either privately or public
owned. We show that since 1980, very
large transfers of public to private
wealth occurred in nearly all countries,
whether rich or emerging. While
national wealth has substantially
increased, public wealth is now negative or close to zero in rich countries.”
The authors reckon that the combination of large privatizations and
increasing income inequality within
countries has fuelled the rise of wealth
inequality, even if it has not yet returned
to its extremely high early-twentieth-

century level in rich countries. The rise
in wealth inequality has nonetheless
been very large in the United States,
where the top one percent wealth share
rose from 22 percent in 1980 to 39 percent in 2014. Most of that increase in
inequality was due to the rise of the top
0.1 percent wealth owners.
In my view, inequality of wealth and
income is an inherent feature of class
societies, and capitalism is no exception. But that does not mean it would
rise indefinitely, a point made by the
Inequality report. That depends on
dynamics of capital accumulation and
policy action by governments.
Naturally, the authors (or Kofi
Annan) do not propose a radical
restructuring of the capitalist system
i.e., its replacement. Instead, they look
for progressive taxation of incomes;
control of tax evasion and offshore
havens for wealth; “more education”
and public investment. The problem
with these worthy policies is that they
cannot be implemented if the interests
of capital are to be protected, particularly when capitalism is struggling to
sustain the profitability of capital precisely by holding down trade union
strength (which is an important counter to rising inequality ignored by the
authors;) maintaining privatizations
(not public investment) and “deregulating” labor markets i.e., by increasing
the overall exploitation of labor.
Moreover, recurring crises in capitalist production are not the result of
rising inequality (although some leftists argue this;) and so the real faultlines of capitalism will not be resolved
by reducing inequality.
What is also missing from the report
is why wealth inequality has risen—it is
mainly the result of the increased concentration and centralization of proContinued on page 13

Like West Virginia, California Teachers Need Statewide Strike Action
By Bob Mandel
“Our working conditions are your
kids learning conditions.” The Red
State strikes demanding massive funding increases are trying to make public
school learning viable again. Outdated
books, jam packed classrooms, leadlined water pipes and grinding poverty
are the daily reality of classroom life
across the U.S. Lurking in the background is fear of police violence against
minority youth and the school-to-prison pipeline of mass incarceration.
America today seeks to repress far
more than to educate. California, the
fifth largest economy in the world, the
motor of the U.S. economy, is number-one in spending on jails, 41st on
educating its youth.
Just three years ago Oakland teachers waged a prolonged, victorious battle with the support of Pulitzer Prize
winning author Alice Walker against
the police trying to dictate school curriculum. Had the police been successful, it would have posed a huge threat
Continued from page 12
ductive assets in the capitalist sector.
The real wealth concentration is
expressed in the fact that big capital
(finance and business) controls the
investment, employment and financial
decisions of the world. A dominant
core of 147 firms through interlocking
stakes in others together control 40
percent of the wealth in the global network according to the Swiss Institute of
Technology. A total of 737 companies
control 80 percent of it all. This is the
inequality that matters for the functioning of capitalism—the concentrated power of capital.
—Michael Roberts Blog, May 15,
2018
https://thenextrecession.wordpress.
com/2018/05/15/rising-world-inequality/

nationally to young people’s right to
study uncensored. A School District
website that included a lesson comparing Mumia Abu-Jamal’s writings with
those of Martin Luther King had been
taken down under pressure from the
Fraternal Order of Police. Oakland had
been in the FOP’s sights ever since the
teachers union-organized 1999 Teachin on Mumia and the Death Penalty,
which was so controversial that it broke
a decades’ long media blackout on
Abu-Jamal’s case.
This case embodies the issues for
which NFL players have taken the knee
and NBA players are protesting racism
and police murder in Sacramento. In
jail 37 years for a crime he didn’t commit
(another
man
confessed,) framed because of his relentless radio reporting exposing police
brutality, former Black Panther AbuJamal was in court April 30th trying
to win his freedom. A new court date
has been set for August 30, 2018. A
recent Supreme Court ruling, Williams
vs. Pennsylvania, opens that possibility.
The Court decided that a prosecutor
who was involved in a case cannot later
sit in review of the case as a judge. That
is what happened in Abu-Jamal’s case
and involving exactly the same
Pennsylvania
prosecutor-turnedjudge, Ronald Castille. Demonstrations
demanding Mumia’s freedom were
held around the globe April 28th.
The struggles against police brutality and for full public education funding are intertwined and critical for the
future of the young people of this
country. In Mumia’s case it has long
been clear that justice can only be won
in the racist corporate-controlled
courts through massive protest on the
outside including labor action.
The 1999 Oakland Teach-In followed
by
the
Longshore
(ILWU)

Union’s coastwide shutdown demanding his freedom helped overturn his
death sentence.
Similarly, it should be clear that the
teachers’ fight for sufficient funding can only really be won by taking on
both major corporate-controlled political parties. Democrats and Republicans
alike have slashed and burned public
education over the past three decades—
Obama and Company just as deeply as
any Republican President.
It speaks volumes that Blue State
California builds jails not schools,
while Oakland, already having among
the highest proportion of charter
schools nationally, is aggressively
expanding them while attacking the
teachers in contract negotiations.
Like West Virginia, we need statewide strike action for full education
funding. If such strike action also
demanded the jailing of killer cops,
California teachers would lead in
addressing the needs of the country’s
youth. West Virginia has shown that
California teachers can win by organizing from the bottom up, making their
unions follow.
Bob Mandel teaches ESL in the
Richmond Adult School. He is a union
organizer and former member of the
Oakland
Education
Association
Executive Board.

California, the fifth largest economy in the
world, the motor of the
U.S. economy, is number-one in spending on
jails, 41st on educating
its youth.
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Still Fighting for Clean Water in Flint
By Adele Peters
Four years after Flint’s water crisis
began; the stratospherically high levels
of lead in local drinking water have
dropped. But the city hasn’t finished
replacing its old lead pipes, meaning
that there’s still a risk of lead at some
homes and schools—and the same
risks exists in thousands of other communities that also have lead pipes. As
residents fight to make the Michigan
government bring back free bottled
water until the pipes are fully replaced,
one activist is also helping lead an
effort for others across the country to
test their own water, and to change the
law that made Flint’s crisis possible.
LeeAnne Walters, a mother whose
children started to have health problems shortly after Flint switched to a
new water source in April 2014, has
spent the last few years fighting for
clean water. Walters, who led a campaign to collect water samples for independent testing across the city, recently
won the Goldman Environmental
Prize, a prestigious international environmental award, for her work.
At first, Walters didn’t realize that the
water was the source of her family’s
health issues—including rashes on her
twin toddlers, her own hair falling out,
and her teenage son’s long illness—but
like others in Flint, she saw that something was obviously wrong with the
water, which started to turn orange and
brown. By the fall, the local General
Motors plant had stopped using the
water because it was corroding engine
parts. Residents were complaining to the
city; when Walters asked the city to come
test her water, there was a long waiting
list. By January 2015, people in Flint were
protesting and attending packed town
halls. The city, apart from temporary
warnings to boil the water because of E.
coli levels and a warning about TTHM, a
cancer-causing compound, had insisted
that the water was generally safe to drink.
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Walters had been told that the brown
water at her house was an isolated issue,
but started attending city council meetings and realized she was not alone.
“We discovered that people were holding up bags of hair and showing off
rashes and holding up jugs of dirty
water like ours—the brown water, yellow water,” she says. “And we realized
that it was not specific to our home.”
When the city tested the family’s
water, it said that lead levels were at 104
parts per billion, the highest that the
city had ever seen. (Lead is a neurotoxin, and no amount of it is safe; just 15
parts per billion can trigger government
action.) In a second test, it was 397 parts
per billion. In a third test, not revealed
to Walters—she only later learned
about through a Freedom of Information
Act request—the reading was 707.
Walters called an outside researcher,
Virginia Tech professor of civil and
environmental engineering Marc
Edwards, to independently test her
water. “That’s how we discovered that
the city was using loopholes to cheat and
hide and minimize lead,” she says. One
test at Virginia Tech found lead in the
water at 2,500 parts per billion. Another
showed 13,200 parts per billion.
“Hazardous waste is 5,000,” she says.
When Flint switched to the river
water, which has high levels of chloride,
the water wasn’t treated with an anticorrosive agent required by federal law.
The chloride made iron water mains rust,
turning the water orange and brown.
Lead pipes began to corrode and leach
lead, which is invisible and tasteless.
In March 2015, the city council
voted to stop using the river water and
return to the previous source of water
from Detroit. But an emergency manager appointed by the state to deal with
the city’s financial crisis overruled the
decision. A group of activists filed a

lawsuit against the city, but it was dismissed. Walters also ran into barriers.
She had contacted an EPA manager
about her test results, but learned that
the state didn’t plan to act on the
report he wrote. She leaked it to the
ACLU, but when they published it, the
EPA apologized to the city and state for
the leak, and still didn’t take action.
“I actually called Marc after that
meeting in tears, and I’m like, what do
we do?” she says. “How do we fix this?
We can’t sit by and let all these kids be
poisoned.” Edwards helped her get an
emergency grant to fund citizen testing
“to prove that the problem was real
and to prove that the problem was not
specific to my home like the city had
been telling everybody.”
Working more than 100 hours a
week for three weeks, she methodically
collected 800 samples for Edwards to
test. One in six homes had lead levels
above the EPA’s safety threshold. The
state argued that the tests were invalid,
despite Edwards’s expertise. A local
pediatrician, Mona Hanna-Attisha, did
research to prove that children’s lead
levels had risen since the switch to the
river water, and the state tried to discredit her as well. But the efforts, along
with the work of other residents
(including many Black activists in the
majority-Black city), led Michigan’s
governor to announce in October 2015
that Flint would finally switch to a different water source. In January 2016,
President Obama declared a state of
emergency in Flint.
The city now gets its water from the
original source in Detroit, and after a
settlement, Flint is in the process of
replacing around 18,000 lead pipes that
deliver water to homes. But the water
crisis isn’t over. Lead poisoning can
cause long-term behavioral problems
and brain damage in kids. Though the

connection hasn’t been proven, reading
proficiency scores have dropped 75
percent since 2014 in Flint. Lead poisoning can also cause kidney and brain
damage in adults, among other problems. Walters says that she knows three
adults who lost vision after suffering
eye strokes. During the crisis, Flint residents were also exposed to Legionnaires’
disease because of the contaminated
local water; at least 12 people died.
The nonprofit Food and Water
Watch calculated that at the height of
the crisis, Flint had the highest water
rates of 500 large U.S. cities; it still has
high water bills. When some customers
couldn’t pay bills and racked up debt
for water that was dangerous to drink,
their water was shut off. Around 1,100
customers have had their water shut off
since January 2017, though the city is
attempting a new system of lower fees
to help them get reconnected.
While lead levels have fallen, most
lead pipes have not been replaced,
and—as in other cities with old lead
pipes—that means that some homes
still have elevated levels of lead. Recent
tests of Flint elementary schools found
levels above 15 parts per billion in 28
samples. Even in homes where the
water may now be safe, and where the
government has also handed out filters
that can remove lead, most people are
still using bottled water.
“As residents, we still don’t feel like
it’s safe,” says Monica Galloway, a city
councilmember. “The very people that
are responsible for telling us that our
water is good now are the very people
that failed us in the first place.” The state
stopped providing free bottled water in
Flint in early April, and residents are
fighting to try to get it back, unwilling to
drink tap water after living through 18
months of poisoned tap water, and
knowing that the majority of lead service
lines haven’t yet been replaced.
The current work replacing lead
pipes points to a national problem:
Between 15 and 22 million people live

in homes connected to lead service
lines. That doesn’t automatically mean
that their water is unsafe, but thousands of communities violate federal
rules for lead testing, so it is hard to be
sure that drinking water is okay. Even
when cities aren’t experiencing the
extreme levels of lead in the water that
happened in Flint, lead pipes can still
leach lead into water. In Pittsburgh, for
example, lead levels in water have been
above the federal threshold since 2016.
Walters is still fighting for Flint. But
she and Edwards, in a new project, are
now working to make drinking water
tests available to people across the country. “I’m a citizen scientist now, in my
life, trying to teach people to take water
into their own hands, because they have
a right to protect themselves,” she says.
One problem is that cities often
don’t have good data about which
homes have lead pipes. “In some cities,
you’re better off flipping a coin to
determine if you have a lead pipe in
front of your house compared to trusting the records, which are either out of
date or just wrong,” says Edwards. “So
how we’re going to first identify where
these lead pipes are is more than half
the battle. The reality is that the danger
is not so much from having lead in your
water, it’s having lead in your water and
not knowing about it. You can protect
yourself with the lead filters and bottled
water or things of that nature.”

that we should never again consider
water that has passed through a lead
pipe as ‘safe,’” he says. “The risk that
pieces of lead rust will randomly fall
into the water you are using for cooking or drinking is too great—use of
lead certified filters or other water lead
avoidance strategies is certainly recommended if you have a lead pipe, especially for pregnant women and infants
using reconstituted formula.”
Walters is also advocating for updating the Lead and Copper Rule to
remove the loopholes that allowed
Michigan to find artificially low levels
of lead when it tested water in Flint. She
met with the EPA last week; the agency
had initially told her that the rule would
be updated this year, then pushed it
back to 2019, in the most recent meeting, told her that they “didn’t know”
when it would happen. “That is completely unacceptable,” she says. “I’ve
made it my personal mission to get it
changed, because what happened in
Flint never needs to happen again.”
—Fast Company, May 1, 2018
https://www.fastcompany.
com/40565190/this-activist-is-stillfighting-to-get-flint-clean-water

Ultimately, he says, utilities should
have to do what Flint is doing, and
fully replace lead service lines. Some
already have, including the utilities in
Madison, Wisconsin; San Francisco;
the East Bay Municipal Utility District
in California (serving Oakland,
Richmond, and other cities); and
Lansing, Michigan. A 2016 California
law requires replacement of old lead
pipes throughout the entire state. For
those who still have lead pipes, Edwards
says it’s wise to use filters.
“One of the recent lessons of Flint,
Chicago, Pittsburg, and other cities is
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Hidden Horrors of “Zero Tolerance”
Mass trials and children taken from their parents
By Debbie Nathan
Federal Magistrate Judge Ronald G.
Morgan is in his 60s, with a brightpink face and a crisp, friendly manner—though lately he has been making
disconcerting little mistakes in court.
He has spent eight years on the bench
in Brownsville, a small Texas city on
the U.S.-Mexico border. Morgan
knows how to run a court smoothly,
but during a morning session I attended in early May, he announced that
he’d just dealt with 35 defendants—all
at one time—when the actual number
was 40. And after the proceedings, he
forgot to pronounce their guilt.
Marshals had already led them out, so
Morgan sheepishly had to call the 40
defendants back to the courtroom to
correct his error. These days, he seems
distracted and troubled.
That is understandable. In late
April, magistrates’ courts in Brownsville
suddenly turned into “zero tolerance”
factories for criminalizing migrants,
many of whom have no prior criminal
record. Many are from murderously
violent countries in Central America
and have fled to the U.S. seeking asylum, and they often arrive with children in tow. It used to be rare to charge
migrants seeking asylum with crimes.

If they did so, they were put into detention with their children while they
pursued their claims. Or they were
released with supervision—along with
their children. The best interests of the
children were considered paramount,
and those interests included keeping
families together.

will be deemed smugglers—that is,
criminals. Sessions’s announcement
came just two weeks after an official
with the Department of Health and
Human Services told Congress that the
agency had lost track of 1,475 unaccompanied migrant children it had
placed with sponsors.

But now, in federal courts like
Morgan’s, not only are parents finding
themselves charged with the crime of
“illegal entry,” but the government
is breaking up families, sending children to detention centers, often hundreds of miles from their mothers and
fathers, or to distant foster homes.

The anguish that parents communicated in Morgan’s courtroom, and the
spectacle of dozens of migrants being
convicted and sentenced en masse, in
proceedings lasting just a few minutes
and with only the most perfunctory
legal representation, has shocked
courthouse employees. And not just in
Brownsville. Taking photographs of
federal court proceedings is strictly
forbidden. But in the federal courthouse in Pecos, Texas, someone apparently felt so bad about the new policies
that they secretly shot a photo—
obtained by The Intercept—of dozens
of immigrants clogging a court in
orange jumpsuits.

These family separations had been
occurring intermittently since last fall,
and mass trials have been occurring off
and on since “Operation Streamline”
was first introduced in 2005. But on
May 7, Attorney General Jeff
Sessions announced that the U.S. government will prosecute “100 percent of
illegal southwest border crossings.” He
added that people who were “smuggling a child” will be prosecuted “and
that child will be separated from you as
required by law.” In practice, this
means that even parents fleeing violence to protect their young children

But most Americans do not attend
these courts. They live far from the
border, and Sessions’s new “zero tolerance” plan seems distant and theoretical. On the border itself, however, the
new policy feels close and horribly real.
Sessions’s policy of deliberately breaking up families is a new low in U.S.
border policy. Today “zero tolerance”
is playing out from Texas to California.
In Brownsville, it’s driving Judge
Morgan to distraction.
Until recently, the procedure that
brought a handful of defendants a day
to the Brownsville courtroom for criminal prosecution was straightforward.
First, Border Patrol agents arrested
people after they arrived in the U.S. “by
swimming, wading or floating across
the banks of the Rio Grande River,” as
the government’s boilerplate com-
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plaint puts it. Subsequent to their
arrests, the detainees were processed at
a Border Patrol station that everyone
complains feels as cold as an icebox: in
Spanish, an hielera.
If a detainee expressed fear to the
Border Patrol agents about returning
to their country, criminal charges were
rarely brought. When immigrants were
bussed to the federal courthouse in
Brownsville, attorneys from the Federal
Public Defenders office also asked the
migrants if they feared returning to
their country. If anyone expressed credible fear, the public defenders asked the
federal prosecutors to drop the criminal illegal entry charges and refer the
person directly to the asylum system.
Meanwhile, immigrants who
weren’t making asylum claims went
through the criminal process. Before
the “zero tolerance” policy began,
Morgan and another federal magistrate, Ignacio Torteya III, usually took
turns seeing between three and eight of
these people a day. Most pleaded guilty.
Theoretically, the judge could sentence
first-time illegal entrants to six months
in prison. But they almost always got
time served and were then typically
deported. The asylum applicants stayed
in the U.S.—with their kids—while
their cases proceeded.
On April 30, Torteya was on duty
and was informed that he had 41 “illegal entry” cases—about six times more
than usual. Accompanying each of
these immigrants’ criminal cases was
paperwork from the U.S. Attorney’s
office with a label at the top reading “Attorney General Zero Tolerance
Initiative.” Attorneys and staff from
the Federal Public Defenders were
ordered to represent this startling mass
of defendants who would go into court
at 10:00 A.M. The public defenders had
less than two hours to speak with all 41
people. That worked out to just a few
minutes per defendant.
Soon, this scenario was being repeated daily in Morgan’s court, with the

added feature of people telling the judge
that they were afraid to go back to their
countries—and that the U.S. government was taking away their children.
Each day was the same. The courtroom was filled with exhausted immigrants, with hands cuffed and shackled
to their waists, their legs in chains—
dozens of defendants stumbling, shuffling, clanking, and clanging in tandem.
“Raise your right hand,” Morgan commanded as a translator spoke Spanish
into their headphones. The shackled
defendants struggled to comply.
The judge’s job is to determine if
defendants understand the criminal
charges against them and whether they
feel they have had adequate legal representation. If they say they want to plead
guilty, he asks whether they are doing so
of their own free will. After that, they can
make a statement—an “allocution”—
and then the judge sentences them.
Morgan has a long, scripted list of
explanations and questions for the
defendants. On May 7, there were 40
defendants facing charges of illegal entry.
Morgan had no time to read all these
items to each individual and deal with
their responses. So the judge asked many
of his questions en masse. This had the
astounding effect of eliciting, from otherwise mute and downcast defendants,
thundering group responses.
“Are each of you satisfied with the
help of the lawyer?” the judge asked the
huddled people.
“Sí!” they roared in unison.
“Has anyone offered you anything
or threatened you?”
Another roar: “No!”
Morgan often tried to individualize
the proceedings. “Mr. Zamora, do you
understand the charge against you, the
maximum punishment, and your individual rights?…Did your lawyer
explain all those things to you so that
you can understand?”…“Ms. Pineda,
do you understand the charge against
you, the maximum punishment, and

your individual rights?…Did your lawyer explain all of these things to you so
that you can understand?” And so on,
through the clanking of the chains,
over three dozen times. In each case,
the defendant answered, “Sí,” and the
translator echoed, “Yes.”
Sometimes the judge sighed. When
it came time to hear the defendants give
up their rights to trial, he got a second
wind, ordering each one to stand, pronouncing their name, and asking, for
example, “Ms. Guerrera, how do you
plead? Guilty or not guilty?”
“Culpable.” Guilty.
“OK, you may take a seat, ma’am.
Mr. Escobedo, how do you plead, sir?”
“Culpable.” Guilty.
Forty times.
The judge tried to vary his spiel. But
as his “how do you pleads” droned on,
he ran out of variations as he instructed people to take their seat.
After the guilty pleas, Morgan lectured the immigrants. “The world is a
different place,” he explained on his
first day of mass proceedings. “This
country has become a different place.
I’m not going to say right or wrong—
it’s just what the law says.”
On the second day, he was more
laconic and direct, explaining that the
government had made “a decision that
there is to be zero tolerance.”
It was unclear if the silent defendants had a clue about what the judge
was referring to.
Each day, the proceedings continued
with the judge offering defendants the
chance to take the microphone and
address him before they were sentenced.
As the week wore on, several did.
One man told Morgan that he wanted to apologize for entering the United
States illegally. But he’d done so, he
explained, because “I have been kidnapped twice. I have a vegetable business. In my country, I can’t work.
That’s all.”
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“I can’t do anything about it,” Morgan
replied. “Coming in illegally is just going
to make a bad situation worse.”
A very small, very young woman
with chiseled features and disheveled
hair spoke. She had been apprehended
two days earlier after rafting across the
Rio Grande near a county park with
big trees and picnic tables that abuts
the international line. She wept as she
told Morgan, “I’d like to apologize, but
the circumstances in my country made
me do it.” She said she’d been almost
raped and killed there, and she had
come to the U.S. for protection and to
see if she could help her sisters escape
the danger.
“You are going to be sent to one of
the immigration camps,” Morgan said.
“You can try and request asylum.”
By May 10, Morgan was starting to
get rattled by the increasingly disturbing content of the allocutions. By then,
the government had begun systematically separating mothers and fathers
from their children, including children
who are preschoolers. A week later, the
government announced plans to house
the children on military bases.

ing to him what was really happening
to the children.
“The way it’s supposed to work,” he
told the parents, “you’re going to be
sent to a camp where your child will be
allowed to join you. That’s my understanding of how it’s supposed to work.”
“They told me they were going to
take her away,” a mother interjected
about her young daughter.
“Well, let’s hope they don’t,” said
Morgan. “You and your daughter, you
should be joined together.”
And then, for many seconds, he was
silent.

“If You Can Imagine
There’s a Hell”
Did Morgan know that his assurances to these parents were very likely
false? I asked his clerk, who told me
that Morgan does not give interviews
to the press. But up and down the border this year, from Texas to California,
immigrants coming into the United
States, even those applying for asylum
at ports of entry, have had their children taken from them.

A young father then said he’d been
separated from his six-year-old and
was very worried.

According to data prepared by the
Office of Refugee Resettlement, a division
of the Department of Health and Human
Services that takes custody of children
removed from migrant parents, more
than 700 children were taken from adults
claiming to be their parents from October
2017 through April 2018, including more
than 100 children under the age of four.
Declarations included in a lawsuit filed
earlier this year by the American Civil
Liberties Union indicate that immigrants
apprehended in Brownsville were already
having their children taken away months
ago. Lee Gelernt, the ACLU’s deputy
director for immigrant civil rights, told
The Intercept that advocates working in
Texas brought the Brownsville cases to
the ACLU’s attention.

The judge tried to assume his crisp
air. But he seemed overwhelmed, with
the parents’ worry and with suspicion
that the government was misrepresent-

Erika Guevara-Rosas, Americas
director at Amnesty International, said
in a statement that the U.S. government’s separating children from their

One woman who spoke about her
children in open court was from
Honduras. “Is my little girl going to go
with me when I get deported?” she
asked Morgan.
“Your Honor,” interjected Jeff
Wilde, director of the Federal Public
Defender’s office in Brownsville, “both
she and the man next to her have their
children with them. They had a credible
fear claim [for asylum]. …Their children have been separated from them,
and I’ve been unable to figure out
where their children are at this point.”
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parents as they seek asylum is “a flagrant violation of their human rights.
Doing so in order to push asylum seekers back into dangerous situations
where they may face persecution is also
a violation of U.S. obligations under
refugee law.”
But with the “zero tolerance” policy,
the number of child separations promises to increase. In one week in May, I
counted six people in the Brownsville
court who said their children had been
taken. There have also been reports of
similar separations in district courts
located in McAllen and Alpine.
Judge Morgan could easily verify
that parents are not being “joined
together” with their children in ICE
detention centers. He could use a publicly accessible, online ICE database to
see where the people who’ve gone
through his own court are taken. In
almost all cases, the destinations only
house adults.
Another parent who appeared in
Morgan’s court was from a Central
American country that provides no
meaningful protection to women and
children who are victims of homicidal
domestic violence. She asked for her
identity to be concealed, because she
fears retaliation by the U.S. government. We will call her Delia. Before
fleeing her country, she was for years
beaten up, cut, assaulted with guns, and
threatened with death by her partner.
He also threatened to kill their young
child. When she hid in another city, he
found her and dragged her home.
Delia said she fled her country weeks
ago and went on the road to Mexico,
eventually crossing the Rio Grande
with her child on an inner tube. She
saw three Border Patrol agents watching her and floated in their direction,
so she could turn herself in.
Delia said that when she arrived
later that night at the hielera—the
Border Patrol processing office—she
told the officers that she and her child
needed asylum. She described the beat-

detention. D’Andrea sounded uncertain, but answered that she thought it
was true.
“Tell you what,” the judge said
slowly, with a hard edge in his voice, “if
it’s not, then there are a lot of folks that
have some answering to do. Because
what you’ve done, in effect, by separating these children is you’re putting
them in some place without their parents. If you can imagine there’s a hell,
that’s probably what it looks like.”

ings and assaults and death threats.
“Oh, come on!” she said the officers
snickered. “You and everyone else with
that old story!”
“You’re going to be deported,” she
remembers them telling her. “And
your child will stay here.” The next
morning, the child was taken. Delia fell
on her knees during the removal, wailing and begging not to be separated.
Officials looked on indifferently, she
said, as her child screamed incessantly.

In Brownsville, Judge Morgan also
started alluding to biblical matters. It
was Thursday, the fourth day of “zero
tolerance” in his court, and defendants
were telling their stories. The judge had
just asked Holly D’Andrea, the assistant U.S. attorney handling illegal entry
prosecutions that day, if it were true
that families were being reunited in

Seconds later, he pronounced a
blanket sentence for all of the defendants. With that, his court concluded.
In 46 minutes that morning, 32 people
had been convicted, sentenced, and
dispatched en masse to ICE detention.
“All rise!” said the bailiff, and the judge
exited the room. The chained migrants
then shuffled and clanked to their fates,
without their children.
—The Intercept, May 20, 2018
https://theintercept.com/2018/05/29/
zero-tolerance-border-policy-immigration-mass-trials-children/?utm_
source=The+Intercept

When I spoke with Delia a few days
later, she was in ICE detention, without her child, hours from Brownsville,
and appeared to be in shock. She was
having problems concentrating and
answering simple questions. She wept
constantly. She said she was wracked
with fear and worried about her child,
with whom she has had no contact
since their separation. She could not
imagine being deported back to her
home country. “He will kill me there,”
she said. “He will kill both of us.”
Neither could she imagine her child
being left behind in America. Her mind
seemed shattered.
When she was able to organize her
thoughts, Delia talked about two
things. One was the child. The other
was God.
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Puerto Rico’s Soaring Death Toll
Harvard Study puts hurricane deaths in Puerto Rico at nearly 6,000 People—70 times official count
By Jessica Corbett
A study published Tuesday, May 29,
2018, in The New England Journal of
Medicine estimates that nearly 6,000
people died in Puerto Rico
after Hurricane Maria, with a survey
indicating the mortality rate is likely
more than 70-times the highly contested official death toll of 64.
Researchers with the Harvard T.H.
Chan School of Public Health and Beth
Israel Deaconess Medical Center surveyed thousands of survivors and initially estimated that at least 4,645 people died between when the storm
struck the U.S. territory on September
20, 2017 and the end of the year.
However, considering that they
could not survey people who lived
alone and died due to the hurricane,
researchers adjusted the estimate to
5,740. Citing the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC), the
study says deaths can be attributed to
the storm “if they are caused by forces
related to the event, such as flying
debris, or if they are caused by unsafe
or unhealthy conditions resulting in
injury, illness, or loss of necessary
medical services.”

The findings bolster a series of
damning independent reports that
have disputed the official death toll.
Pressure from those reports pushed
Puerto Rico Governor Ricardo Rosselló
to recruit researchers from George
Washington University to review the
government’s process of accessing
deaths tied to the hurricane and produce an analysis that is expected to be
released in the coming weeks.
Pointing to that government-funded analysis, the Harvard study notes
that its findings “will serve as an important independent comparison to official statistics from death-registry data,
which are currently being reevaluated,
and underscore the inattention of the
U.S. government to the frail infrastructure of Puerto Rico.”
The hurricane decimated the
island’s infrastructure, particularly
its debt-ridden electrical system.
According to the National Hurricane
Center (pdf)1, Maria caused an estimated $90 billion in damage, making it
the third-costliest tropical storm since
1900, behind Katrina in 2005 and
Harvey, which struck the Southern
United States last year.

Despite the widespread devastation
and the humanitarian crisis that followed, accounts from journalists and
locals have shown that the response by
the Trump administration and
Republican-controlled Congress has
been largely inadequate. The Harvard
researchers found that “delayed or prevented access to medical care” was the
“primary cause” of post-Maria deaths,
accounting for about a third of all
deaths reported by survivors.
As San Juan Mayor Carmen Yulín
Cruz, a fierce critic of the federal relief
efforts, declared six months after the
storm, “things are not what they should
be...due to neglect and bureaucracy.”
Representative Luis Gutiérrez
(D-Ill.)—who has also sharply criticized the administration’s response
and spent months advocating for
greater government investment in
recovery efforts—said the Harvard
study “confirms my worst nightmares,” calling it “confirmation of an
American tragedy.”
While Puerto Ricans and sympathetic politicians fight for the funds to
rebuild the island, the region is bracing
for this year’s hurricane season amid
warnings that territory is not prepared
for another intense tropical storm.
“This isn’t over,” tweeted novelist
Laila Lalami in response to the study.
“Puerto Rico is still struggling with
services.”
—Common Dreams, May 29, 2018
https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2018/05/29/harvard-study-putshurricane-deaths-puerto-rico-nearly6000-people-70-times-official

1 https://www.nhc.noaa.gov/news/UpdatedCostliest.pdf
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Letter to Karl Marx on His 200th Birthday
By Mary Gabriel
Dear Karl,
Happy birthday! It’s tempting to
say that much has changed in the 200
years since your birth, but as I sit
down to describe those changes, I
must admit I am more struck by the
similarities than the differences
between your time and mine.
The big news is, of course, that the
kings you fought so hard to unmask as
charlatans no longer are divine. Well,
there are a few monarchs who still claim
tangential ties to a higher power, but
most people have cottoned on to the fact
that royal power is really just a combination of heredity and tenacity. And,
unfortunately, your kings have been
replaced by new ones who base their
right to rule on an aristocracy of wealth.
Have you heard about the terrible
wars of the 20th century? They were
called World Wars, and that was no
exaggeration. The first one, which
involved said kings and their ambitions, killed as many as 40 million
people. A second war began 20 years
later because the first had never truly
ended. It would kill twice as many
people and produce a weapon so formidable it could wipe out the planet. In
that war, man proved he could kill like
a beast and a god. Ironically, your
name was invoked in the slaughter.

Do you remember your high hopes
for democracy? How you believed free
speech, universal education and the
vote would help usher in a world that
created the greatest good for the greatest number? It hasn’t really worked out
that way. While so-called Marxists
operating under a communist banner
expunged rights around the globe, capitalists busily subverted democracy in a
long and insidious hostile takeover.
Don’t get me wrong. The initial benefits of capitalism were tremendous.
Humankind’s possibilities soared.
Scientific, technological and medical
discoveries ensured that people lived
longer and better. The arts flourished
because people had leisure time to read,
paint and compose. Natural resources
were harnessed to improve agriculture,
so everyone could eat. It really was marvelous, but as you said, for the capitalist, marvelous isn’t enough. That
omnivorous beast hungers eternally for
more and bigger profits.
In the past 40 years, especially, such
capitalists have turned democracies on
their heads. Most of those governments are no longer of the people
or for the people. They serve one constituent: business. Politicians are

bought by the dozen, the highest echelons of government bureaucracies are
peopled with titans of industry and
finance and their minions, and laws are
written to protect corporate interests
over people’s interests. Citizens of
democracies, who fought so hard in
your century for the right to vote, have
seemed to lose interest in the ballot
when faced with the powerful adversary, capital. The vote has been devalued, and like any commodity, it has
been snapped up by savvy investors
who understand its power.
I remember how much you admired
Abraham Lincoln and how you thought
that brilliant son of the working class
embodied everything good and great
about the United States. Well, I hate to
tell you, but the man now occupying
Lincoln’s house is your old capitalist
friend Mr. Moneybags. I recently
reread your “Economic and Philosophic
Manuscripts of 1844” and laughed
because you described him to a tee
when you wrote about the wizardry of
money, which can turn even a brute
into a prince. “I am ugly, but I can buy
for myself the most beautiful of women.
Therefore I am not ugly, for the effect
of ugliness—its deterrent power—is

Yes, Karl, after you died in 1883,
people discovered your writings and
some promptly misused them. There
are statues of you in capitals around
the globe where governments expounded “Marxism” to deprive people of the
very freedoms you extolled. They reinterpreted your vision of “the free development of each” being “the condition
for the free development of all” as the
freedom to be equally miserable.
Indeed, the repression and butchery
accomplished in your name during the
last century would horrify you.
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nullified by money....I am bad, dishonest, unscrupulous, stupid; but money is
honored and hence its possessor....
Does not all my money, therefore,
transform all my incapacities into their
contrary?” You must have had a crystal
ball in the Paris apartment where you
wrote those words.
So, what else has happened 200
years down the road? African men and
women are still being sold, but now it’s
called “people trafficking.” Citizens
have been made somnolent by the trinkets of capitalism the way populations
in your time were subdued by conquering colonial powers. Now, as then,
the distance between factory workers
and the people who use their products
is great enough that the guilt over the
exploitation of workers dissipates by
the time coveted stretch jeans or smartphones arrive on store shelves. As in
your day, happy consumers congratulate themselves on grabbing a bargain
without being troubled by the fact that
a person a continent away worked
themselves to death to produce it.
It’s a grim picture, indeed, I’m sorry
to say. But there is hope! This century
has seen a series of events that indicate
a new generation may be finding its

way past the prison houses of 20th century ideologies. A collapse of the global
financial system in 2008 exposed for
even some free-market stalwarts the
flaws in its construction. Newspapers
that had previously scoffed at the mere
mention of your name began to question, “Was Marx right?” Sometimes,
brave individuals stuck their necks out
and whispered, “Yes.”
And then, two years later, in late
2010, spontaneous revolts that came to
be known as the Arab Spring signaled
the possibility of mass social change. It
was a revival of your 1848 Springtime of
the People revolts in Europe. Entire
populations rose up to overthrow autocratic and corrupt rulers in North Africa
and the Middle East. Unfortunately,
history repeated itself in that, as in 1848,
the reaction from entrenched powers
was swift and deadly. Alas, the counterrevolution won again. But, eight years
later, the embers are still warm, and the
wind (which is now called the Internet)
is spreading them.
In the past two years, individuals
have discovered their voices and the
strength that resides in their numbers.
Black and white citizens have taken to
the streets to denounce the murder of

Keep people
from their History
and they are easily
controlled
Black men by police. Women have
joined forces to expose sexual predators and the industries that not only
enable them, but profit by it. Tens-ofthousands of children have assumed
the mantle of adults by acknowledging
the truth their elders are too cowed to
express: Guns kill.
So, dear Karl, as you celebrate your
200th birthday, there is hope. And it’s
great that you are still around to help us,
if not in person, then through your work
and your words. You inspire us still.
— Mary
Mary Gabriel is the author of Love
and Capital: Karl and Jenny Marx and
the Birth of a Revolution. Her latest
book, Ninth Street Women, will be published by Little, Brown in September.
—Los Angeles Times, May 6, 2018
http://www.latimes.com/opinion/
op-ed/la-oe-gabriel-karl-marx-birthday-20180506-story.html
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DACA and the Dreamers From El Salvador
By DeWitt Kennard
The total number of the world’s
displaced people is at an all-time high.
Fear of persecution caused by war,
race, religion, or political affiliation is a
force that drives these people from
their homelands.
El Salvador, a country that lost
about 25 percent of its population to
migration during its civil war, is one of
those countries whose name has
popped up regarding U.S. immigration
and our DACA program, Deferred
Action for Childhood Arrivals. DACA
involves the future of about 700,000
young “dreamers,” and El Salvadorans
make up the largest number.
DACA represents only a small part
of the quandary of Latino immigration. This conversation has overlooked
the crucial reasons why so many
Central Americans have left their countries of birth. The explanation is
straight forward: broad social inequality, injustice and gross human rights
abuses, much of which has been supported by Washington’s years of complicity that has crushed the fabric of
much of Central American society.

This injustice began five centuries
ago with Spain’s conquest and continues to this very day with the power and
might of the descendants of what is
termed “The Original 14 Families.”
These families are the ruling authoritarian oligarchs who, still today, dictate
from their local plantations and from
their palatial Miami estates.
Over centuries, how can a handful of
people continue to dominate a country’s population? Firepower vs. spears,
arrows and machetes is one answer…
and a little help from their friends in
Gringoland, the U.S. government.
1932 was a year of bitter unrest in El
Salvador. During the Great Depression
the market price of the country’s main
cash crop, coffee, had collapsed. The
peasant worker was paid with tortillas,
beans and with scrip that was good
only at the bossman’s company store.
(Does that sound like the Mississippi
Delta plantations during slavery and
our own Jim Crow years?) With “The
Original 14 Families” controlling over
80 percent of the useable land, inequality and poverty brought the peasant to

rebellion. This insurrection was
instantly crushed as waves of indigenous people and peasants were slaughtered. Within the first three days of
fighting, an estimated 25,000 rebels
were killed. The worker-organizing
had been led by Farabundo Marti, an
activist whose goal was to help the
poor. Marti, along with an estimated
30,000 mostly indigenous people, was
killed during this unholy massacre that
is now called La Matanza, the Slaughter.
Let’s move forward a few decades
and closer to home. Since land reform
was nowhere in sight, the average
Salvadoran peasant was still living in
misery, and starvation as was evident in
the bloated stomachs of malnourished
children. After years of rule by the “14”
and its ruthless military dictators, the
tragedy of this nation was now being
played out on the battlefields of its
countryside and in its capital city. This
was an internal peoples’ civil war, a
revolt after so many years of repression.
It was not created by outside agitators.
This Cold War period with our new
U.S. president, Ronald Reagan taking

In San Salvador, the capital of El
Salvador, there is a prominent road
named after our own United States
president, Franklin Delano Roosevelt.
This road leads straight into the most
remarkable sight in all of this third
world nation, to the monument “El
Salvador Del Mundo,” The Savior Of
The World. Here you will see the figure
of Jesus standing atop a sphere of the
earth placed high on a pedestal. It’s a
reminder of a people’s profound faith
throughout their troubled past. F. D.
R. Boulevard is also a reminder of the
powerful scale of our own government’s foreign policy, and our country’s unrestrained footprint pressed
deeply into the smallest country in all
of Central America.
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the helm, was about to sizzle all of
Central America. Reagan’s paranoia of
communism had been inserted deep
into the psyche of generations of
Salvador’s military officers who the
U.S. government had trained at its
“School Of The Americas” in Panama.
As part of the 1977 Panama Canal
Treaty, the U.S. government was forced
to move its school from Panama. The
Pentagon chose Ft. Benning, Georgia.
The enormity of suffering of the
Salvadoran people was about to expand
at a rapid pace.
The rag-tag FMLN (Farabundo
Martí National Liberation Front) guerrilla group, named after the martyred
Farabundo Marti, was overpowering
the U.S. backed Salvadoran forces. The
U.S. government had poured billions
of dollars into arms and training to
beef up El Salvador’s police, its National
Guard, its army, and its air force,
which was using savage white phosphorus and napalm jelly bombs. U.S.
Special Forces trainers and the CIA
were now playing a major role in creating paramilitary security forces that in
turn led to the Escuadrons Muerto, the
“death squads.”
It was December 1980 when three
American Maryknoll Sisters and a lay
worker were returning from a conference. They never reached their destination. Instead they met their early and
unjust deaths. When the bodies of the
four beaten, raped and murdered
women were unearthed from a shallow
grave, our Secretary of State, General
Alexander Haig, stated that the nuns
may have been armed and were
attempting to run the military roadblock. Years later, low ranking guardsmen were convicted of this god-awful
crime.
At this point, Congress was becoming reluctant to fund the continuation
of this dirty war. El Salvador’s leaders
desperately needed a major military
victory. Hence, the grim reaper began
his midnight creep.

24 SOC IALIS T VIEWPO I NT

Vo l . 18, No . 4

El Mozote
El Mozote was a war-neutral, rural
community of around 1,000 people,
mostly Evangelical Protestants. Again
the human face of another cruel, repulsive massacre was about to appear.
The Atlacatl Battalion, which the
U.S. government had trained for counter-insurgency, had been fighting guerrillas in the region. The Battalion commander had heard that some of the
villagers had sold food and supplies to
the FMLN.
During the days of December 1981,
over 900 El Mazote villagers were tortured, raped and murdered as the U.S.
government helped El Salvador’s leaders chase its common obsession with
choking out communism. This bloodbath was presented to Congress as the
needed military victory.
“When I feed the hungry, they
call me a saint. When I ask why they
have no food, they call me a
Communist.”
—Brazilian
Archbishop Helder Camara
“BE PATRIOTIC—KILL A
PRIEST” —a war cry of the “death
squads”

The Peruvian priest, Gustavo
Gutierrez, had written “A Theology of
Liberation,” a Biblically based “preferential option for the poor” that had been
taken up and preached throughout
much of Latin America. It was a Christian
approach to dealing with poverty and
oppression. The U.S. government
accused these priests of being Marxists
and Communists sympathizers.
In 1977 at age 60, the priest, Oscar
Romero, was elevated to Archbishop of
San Salvador. This new Archbishop
had many challenges ahead of him as
he became an outspoken critic of his
own government’s years of human
rights abuses. Then orders came from
the oligarchs in Miami. During his
brief four-year tenure, Archbishop
Romero became the eleventh priest in
El Salvador to be assassinated. Since
those days, it has come to light that

Colonel Nicolas Carranza, who headed
the Treasury Police, helped arrange the
Archbishop’s assassination. “Freedom
Of Information Act” records show that
Colonel Carranza had been on the
CIA’s payroll receiving as much as
$90,000-per-year.

November 1989
The University of Central America
in San Salvador was a highly respected
Jesuit University. The Salvadoran government considered it to be a refuge
for subversives as civil war continued
to rage. Several of the university’s
priests were pushing for a “negotiated
and peaceful” settlement to this brutal
war that had claimed over 75,000 lives,
many being noncombatants.
Darkness had fallen on the UCA
campus as the infamous Atlacatl
Battalion, trained at the U.S. government’s “School of the Americas,” rolled
in and to the Jesuit professors’ modest
quarters. Six Jesuits were executed. Their
housekeeper, Julia Elba Ramos and her
16-year-old daughter, Celina, had been
visiting. They too were executed.
Above is a short list of the Salvadoran
government’s human rights abuses as
the U.S. government supported them
in their common goal of defeating the
FMLN and to help the “Original 14” in
maintaining the status quo.
Today with El Salvador’s unbridled
violence and with gangs ruling its
streets, El Salvador has become the
most murderous country in all Central
America. With U.S. government complicity, the fabric of this country’s society has been shattered, and a nation of
refugees has been created.
The U.S. government does not apologize for its complicity and dark history of backing right-wing butchers
around the globe. That’s not in its
repertoire. But what our government
can do is open its blind eye and heart in
offering a legal path to citizenship for
these DACA “dreamers” who were
brought here by their parents and now

have settled roots in America. Among
them are people who pick the food we
eat, care for our children and rock
them to sleep at night, keep our tech
systems humming, and wear the U.S.
uniform on many battlefields around
the globe. Rather than “thanking them
for their service,” why not offer them
the benefits of citizenship?
America is still perceived by prospective immigrants as an island of
hope—that voice for the voiceless.
Approximately twenty-seven states
now offer sanctuary, a safe haven for
these young people, hence denying ICE
detainers their gutter tactics in attempting to capture and deport them. And
yes, our country’s bright shining and
principled beacon of hope, the Statue
of Liberty, is still standing tall, representing our nation’s inclusiveness in
action.
As the Southern Poverty Law
Center’s Morris Dees said, “We’re all
immigrants. Some came to this country on slave ships, some on free ships.
Our nation’s strength is in its immigrants.”
Today we have a president who,
with his dehumanizing language, has
inflamed a vicious, anti-immigrant
sentiment. We, the people, must not
build his Wall, and we must never hang
a “No Vacancy” sign from our Statue
of Liberty.
To save the soul of this nation, we
can do better. As a people we must.
DeWitt Kennard was in El Salvador
as a U.N. election observer during the
1994 elections.
—CounterPunch, May 11, 2018
https://www.counterpunch.
org/2018/05/11/daca-and-the-dreamers-from-el-salvador/

Trump Wages Economic War on the Planet
By Glen Ford
Under the amazingly unsteady stewardship of Donald Trump, the U.S.
has renounced its solemn commitment
to lift international sanctions against
Iran in return for Tehran’s submission
to a comprehensive regime of inspections and limitations on its nuclear
technology capabilities. Trump will,
instead, move immediately to institute
“the highest level of economic sanctions,” placing Iran off-limits to the
U.S.-dominated sections of the world
financial system and punishing those
that persist in trading with the targeted
nation. Trump doesn’t claim that Iran
violated any provisions of the 2015
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, or
JCPOA, but says he is compelled to
withdraw because it’s “a horrible, onesided deal that should have never, ever
been made.” Trump offers no legal
basis whatsoever—because empires
need no justification for their acts.
In tearing up the pact, the U.S. is
now in violation of United Nations
Security Council Resolution 2231.
Naturally, the other signatories to the
deal—Britain, France, Germany, Russia
and China—are righteously upset. The
European Union also signed onto the
agreement. Virtually the entire planet
opposes the U.S. action, with the exception of apartheid Israel and the Arab oil
monarchies of the Persian Gulf,
Trump’s current soul mates.
U.S corporate media are also critical
of Trump—not so much for shafting
Iran, but for breaking faith with
Europe. The Washington Post  laments
that “Mr. Trump has opened a rift with
Britain, Germany and France…and he
has handed Iran’s Islamic regime some
unfortunate opportunities.” The New
York Times  berates Trump for abandoning President Obama’s “signature
diplomatic achievement,” and for
showing himself “to be adept at
destroying agreements” but “utterly

lacking in the policy depth or strategic
vision and patience to create new
ones.” Trump “has no obvious plan B,
except ratcheting up the pressure on
Iran,” said the Times.
International law did not figure in
either paper’s critique.
CNN political analyst Elise
Jordan said Trump is “Giving the middle finger to our closest allies,” the
Europeans. “I think this is a very huge
move in terms of the United States literally going it alone.” Jordan had
no thoughts on international law, either.
Trump’s “highest level” sanctions—
the weaponization of the U.S. banking
system in order to “break the regime”
in Tehran, as a European official put
it—is itself an act of war. But who’s
counting? Since 2011, the United States
has been engaged in naked aggressive
war—the highest international
crime—against the sovereign state of
Syria, arming, training and providing
politically cover for al Qaida and associated jihadist armies, a specific violation of U.S. law, and of international
law in the form of specific UN Security
Council resolutions, the Charter of the
United Nations and the Rome Statute
of the International Criminal Court,
which outlaws: “The sending by or on
behalf of a State of armed bands,
groups, irregulars or mercenaries,
which carry out acts of armed force
against another State….” Yet, the U.S.
corporate media pretends not to have
witnessed the massive crime, even as it
unfolded, year after year, in plain site.
In the process, the U.S. and its
allies—the Arab Gulf States, Israel,
Turkey, Britain, France and other
NATO countries—have caused the
deaths of half-a-million Syrians and
displaced many millions. Were it not
for the military assistance of Russia, in
2015—a totally legal intervention, at
Vol. 18, No. 4
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the request of the internationally recognized government in Damascus—
Syria might have been overrun by the
West’s hordes of head-choppers.
The Times and the Post and the rest of
the imperial media are accomplices in
this great crime—just as they were
criminally complicit in George Bush’s
illegal invasion of Iraq, which even the
supine former UN Secretary General
Kofi Annan called “a violation of the
UN Charter.”
UN investigators  found U.S. drone
warfare—the global assassinations
begun by George Bush and then massively escalated by Barack Obama—to
be violations of international law.
Noam Chomsky calls it “the most
extensive global terrorism campaign
the world has yet seen.”
U.S. foreign policy has been composed of little else but war crimes,
without a pause since 2001. At every
juncture of this global crime spree, the
U.S. corporate media has rationalized
and normalized Washington’s savagery. In such a maelstrom of U.S. state
violence, drone strikes and weaponized
economic sanctions—which have also
caused the death of multitudes, as
intended—are now viewed by the

bourgeois media as relatively “soft”
tools of imperial policy. With each
passing year, the bar of civilization has
been lowered, and international law
has become irrelevant to the U.S. political conversation, as mediated by the
corporate press.
The United States sabotaged the two
UN conferences organized to redress
the five centuries of Euro-American
crimes against humanity of colonialism, slavery and racial discrimination.
George Bush torpedoed the UN conference in Durban, South Africa, in
2001, and Barack Obama did the same
in 2009 to Durban II, delivering a
bipartisan and “post-racial” veto to
any notion of reparations for half-amillennium of western warfare against
the non-white world. The U.S. answer
to Durban I and Durban II was
AFRICOM: the U.S. military command in Africa, begun in the last year
of George Bush’s administration and
relentlessly reinforced under Barack
Obama. Its first major mission was the
overthrow of the government in Libya,
Africa’s most prosperous nation, with
the U.S., Britain, France and other
NATO members providing the air
force and munitions for a jihadist “rev-

olution,” as the U.S. media giddily
described it. In the aftermath, the
northern tier of Africa was set aflame,
providing AFRICOM with more excuses to militarily occupy much of the
continent. Next stop: Syria.
Donald Trump was just a spectator—a rich, racist political amateur, a
fan of empire and its crimes—when
establishment
Democrats
and
Republicans were constructing a “War
on Terror” that has all but erased the
rule of law. Trump is a man with no
foreign policy of his own, but who is
currently acting like a hand-puppet
of—not Russia, but Israel and its de
facto ally, Saudi Arabia. He is unpredictable and stupid—which is why the
guardians of empire at the CIA, the
Council on Foreign Relations and the
rest of the permanent government,
including the corporate media, flocked
to Hillary Clinton, who could be trusted to maintain the full spectrum of
proxy and direct confrontation with
Russia and China. They have goaded
and harassed Trump to prove that he is
not a Russian agent in the White
House, and made it impossible to conduct normal relations with the world’s
other nuclear super-power.
Trump now thinks he has embarked
on a “signature” policy of his own,
with his break from Obama’s treaty on
Iran. It’s really Netanyahu and the
Saudi Crown Prince’s gambit, but
don’t tell Trump that. However, Israeli
policy and U.S. policy have always been
entwined, the push and pull between
kindred rogue states. Their larger
objectives are the same: preservation of
the
imperial
Euro-Americandominated world order, of which the
Israeli settler colony is the last, latebirthed child. Trump’s digression from
the script is easily reintegrated into the
imperial game plan, which has called
for regime change in Tehran since
1979. In elevating Iran to U.S. Enemy
Number One, Trump has provided the
War Party with an “existential” justification for remaining in Syria (even
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though Trump told the Pentagon to
make plans for leaving) and to bomb
the country at whim, or to support
Israel’s attacks on Syria, which are
escalating. The corporate media can be
counted on to support any and all such
aggressions, despite their blood-feud
with The Donald. They, too, are
America First.
The potential problem is Europe,
whose capitalist class resents being
bossed around by an exceptional superpower with roughly the same size economy. The U.S. ambassador to Germany,
anticipating Trump’s announcement,
all but ordered that country’s businessmen to cut their losses and vacate Iran.
“U.S. sanctions will target critical sectors of Iran’s economy,” tweeted
Ambassador Richard Grenell, a true
Trump acolyte. “German companies
doing business in Iran should wind
down operations immediately.”
Germany, France and Britain, threefifths of the P-5 Iran deal signatories,
issued a joint statement saying they
“remain committed to ensuring the
agreement is upheld” and would
“ensure this remains the case including
through ensuring the continuing economic benefits to the Iranian people
that are linked to the agreement.” But
neither the Europeans nor the U.S. will
restrain Israel, whose deadly attacks on
Iranians in Syria are designed to provoke retaliation. Netanyahu is in control of events.
These are dangerous times—but
that’s how it is when the empire enters
a period of decline and permanent crisis. Every year that goes by, the U.S.
and Europe shrink in their proportion
of the world economy. Iranian
President Hassan Rouhani told his
people Tehran will stick by the deal, for
now, but would negotiate with “the
two superpowers”—meaning Russia
and China—on a way forward. Iran is
expected to soon join the RussiaChina-led Shanghai Cooperation
Organization, where its future lies.

China’s stance on U.S. imperialism
is like Nikita Khrushchev’s: “We will
bury you”—without war. But U.S.
imperialism has no option but war.
World survival is therefore in the hands
of a singularly unworthy people: the
citizens of the United States, whose
duty is to disarm the monster. That
will require an overthrow of the capitalist ruling class, which survives by
brute force at home and abroad. But,
until then, Code Pink understands that
an apology is in order:

elected government was unconscionable. So was U.S. support for Iraq’s
Saddam Hussein when he invaded
Iran in 1980, including selling him
material for making chemical weapons that were used against you. The
1988 shooting down of an Iranian
civilian airliner, killing all 290 passengers and crew, was unconscionable. So, too, are the decades of covert
actions to overthrow your government and the decades of sanctions
that have brought such needless suffering to ordinary Iranians.

Open Letter to the People of Iran
from the American People

We understand that the U.S.
government has no business interfering in your internal affairs or in
the Middle East in general. We
should not be selling weapons to
nations guilty of gross human rights
violations or sending our military to
fight in faraway lands. With all the
flaws in our own society—from
massive inequality and racism to a
political system corrupted by monetary influences—we should clean
up our own house instead of telling
others how to govern themselves.

Dear Friends,
We, the undersigned, apologize
for Donald Trump’s reckless, baseless, and dangerous decision to pull
out of the Iran nuclear agreement
and we pledge to do everything we
can to reverse that decision.
We are ashamed that our government has broken an agreement
that was already signed not just by
the United States and Iran, but also
by France, Britain, Germany, Russia
and China, and then approved by
the entire UN Security Council in a
unanimous vote. We are ashamed
that our government has broken a
deal that was working, a deal with
which Iran was complying, a deal
that was making our entire world
safer and could have moved our
nations closer towards the path of
friendship.
Unlike our president, we believe
that a deal is a deal. Unlike our
president, we want to resolve the
conflicts in the Middle East, not
escalate them. Unlike our president,
we want our nation’s resources to be
dedicated to enriching people’s lives,
not enriching the weapons makers.
Unlike our president, we want to
live in peace and harmony with the
people of Iran.
We understand that our nation
already has a dreadful history of
meddling in the internal affairs of
your country. The 1953 coup that
overthrew your democratically

We will do everything in our
power to stop Donald Trump from
strangling your economy and taking
us to war with you. We will ask the
UN to sanction the United States for
violating the nuclear agreement. We
will urge the Europeans, Russians,
and Chinese to keep the deal alive
and increase their trade relations.
And we will work to rid ourselves of
this unscrupulous president and
replace him with someone who is
trustworthy, moral, and committed
to diplomacy.
Please accept our hand in friendship. May the peacemakers prevail
over those who sow hatred and discord.

—Black Agenda Report, May 10,
2018
https://www.blackagendareport.com/
trump-wages-economic-war-planet
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War Is Immoral
Hundreds arrested nationwide, as Poor People’s Campaign demands an end to the war economy
By Jake Johnson
Inspired by Dr. Martin Luther King
Jr.’s warning that “a nation that continues year-after-year to spend more money
on military defense than on programs of
social uplift is approaching spiritual
doom,” the Poor People’s Campaign
launched its third week of action in cities
nationwide on Tuesday, May 29. 2018,
with the aim of confronting the American
war economy, which pours resources
that could be used to provide healthcare
and food to the poor at home into the
killing of innocents abroad.
Hoisting signs that read “The War
Economy Is Immoral” and “Ban Killer
Drones,” demonstrators gathered at
the capitol buildings of New York,
North Carolina, Tennessee, and several
other states to denounce a militaristic
system that profits “every time a bomb
is dropped on innocent people.”
As of this writing, hundreds have
been arrested and many more are facing arrest as they gather outside of
Senate Majority Leader Mitch
McConnell’s (R-Ky.) office in
Washington, D.C.
As Common Dreams reported, the
Poor People’s Campaign unveiled a
detailed series of demands1 last month

ahead of the launch of its 40 days of action
in more than 30 states across the country.

Administration system that must
remain public.”
—Common Dreams, May 29, 2018

Hoisting signs that read
“The War Economy Is
Immoral” and “Ban
Killer Drones,” demonstrators gathered at the
capitol buildings of New
York, North Carolina,
Tennessee, and several
other states to denounce
a militaristic system that
profits “every time a
bomb is dropped on
innocent people.”
“We demand a stop to the privatization of the military budget and any
increase in military spending,” the
agenda reads. “We demand a reallocation of resources from the military
budget to education, healthcare, jobs,
and green infrastructure needs, and
strengthening
a
Veterans

https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2018/05/29/hundreds-arrestednationwide-poor-peoples-campaigndemands-end-war-economy
1
https://www.poorpeoplescampaign.org/
demands/

“There Was a
Crooked Prez”
A sweet dream
By Dr. Nayvin Gordon
There was a crooked Prez, and
he walked a crooked mile,
He found a crooked lawyer
upon a crooked isle,
They bought a crooked election,
which caught a crooked mission,
And they both lived together
in a little crooked prison.
Dr. Gordon is a California
Family Physician who has written
many articles on health and politics.
—Oakland, California, April
28, 2018
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California Professor Under Attack for Criticism of Israel
By Nora Barrows-Friedman
A UC Berkeley lecturer is under
attack for hosting an event with a
Palestinian member of Israel’s parliament who challenged Israel’s claim to
be a democracy.
The campaign to punish Hatem
Bazian in California comes amid
renewed attempts in South Carolina to
codify a definition of anti-Semitism,
which conflates criticism of Israel with
anti-Jewish bigotry.
On April 17, 2018, Bazian facilitated
an event at UC Berkeley with Haneen
Zoabi, a member of Israel’s Knesset.
Zionist students are calling for the
university to take disciplinary action
against Bazian for hosting Zoabi and
defending the content of her speech.
This latest attack is part of “an ongoing
series of targeting BDS activists and individuals who continue to do work on
Palestine in the U.S.,” Bazian told The
Electronic Intifada, referring to the boycott, divestment and sanctions movement.
Haneen Zoabi is an elected politician who advocates for Israel to give
full, equal rights to all its citizens.
She is one of approximately 1.5 million Palestinian citizens of Israel. They
are the survivors and their descendants
of the 1948 ethnic cleansing of Palestine.
While nominally citizens with a right to
vote and be elected, they live under dozens of laws giving them inferior status
because they are not Jews.
During her U.S. speaking tour,
Zoabi reportedly called Israel’s claim to
be a Jewish and democratic state
“absurd,” citing as an example Israel’s
Law of Return—which bars Palestinian
refugees from returning to their homeland solely because they are not Jews,
while granting citizenship to anyone in
the world Israel recognizes as Jewish.
She is one of a handful of politicians
in the Israeli parliament who challenge

the state’s legalized discrimination
against its Palestinian citizens, its occupation of the West Bank, Gaza Strip
and Syria’s Golan Heights, as well as
the regular genocidal rhetoric against
Palestinians by Israeli leaders.
Because of this, she has faced unrelenting attacks by her Zionist Jewish colleagues in the Knesset, the Israeli media and
by Israel’s supporters abroad.
This week, lawmakers in the
Knesset announced plans to hold a hearing on Zoabi’s remarks while in the U.S.

The group behind the smear campaign at UC Berkeley is Tikvah, a
Zionist campus group that has a long
history of smearing Bazian and
Students for Justice in Palestine.
Students for Justice in Palestine
launched their own petition1 to defend
Bazian against “the mischaracterization, bullying and blatant racism” of
Tikvah and off-campus Zionist groups
“in their continued attempts to suppress open discussion and honest academic analysis” of Israel’s occupation.

In a sign of the crackdown lawmakers who call for equal rights are facing,
the Knesset this month barred another
Palestinian member, Yousef Jabareen,
from traveling to the U.S. for a lecture
tour sponsored by Jewish Voice for
Peace. Jabareen is challenging the decision in court.

More than 2,600 people have signed
the petition in support of Bazian.

During the event at UC Berkeley, a
group of Zionist students protested
Zoabi as she lectured by holding posters next to her, with one claiming that
she is “complicit in terrorism.”

Zionist groups on and off campus
may be ramping up these tactics due to
the pending confirmation of Kenneth
Marcus to head the Department of
Education’s Office for Civil Rights.

The students wore T-shirts bearing
the word “Zionist” in Arabic.

Marcus will have the authority to
open new investigations against students and faculty who are critical of
Israel while determining policies that
could stifle speech and political organizing on U.S. campuses.

Students then sent a letter of complaint to the university’s chancellor, demanding that Bazian face
“immediate administrative action” for
promoting an event they described as
“anti-Semitic.”
The Israel-aligned students also
launched a petition calling on the university to discipline Bazian.
The complaint alleges that Zoabi
made “preposterous claims” about
Israel’s well-documented human rights
abuses and expulsion of Palestinians,
and that Zoabi “openly called for the
elimination of Israel”—apparently
because she was advocating for a state
that does not privilege one religious or
ethnic group over others.

Ramping up
Bazian said he has faced relentless
accusations of anti-Semitism meant to
silence his criticisms of Israel ever since
he began teaching at UC Berkeley as a
graduate student in the early 1990s.

Marcus, who has headed the Louis D.
Brandeis Center for Human Rights, an
Israel lobby organization, is known for
filing numerous civil rights complaints to
the U.S. Department of Education claiming that universities fail to protect Jewish
students by not cracking down on
Palestine solidarity activism.
Using a tactic Marcus pioneered,
members of Tikvah filed a federal complaint with the Department of
Education in 2012 against the
University of California, alleging that
the university allowed “discriminaVol. 18, No. 4
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tion” against Jewish students to occur
by tolerating the “development of a
dangerous anti-Semitic climate on its
campuses.”
The Department of Education threw
out the complaint in 2013 along with
similar claims filed against the
University of California.
An earlier version of the same lawsuit was dismissed in 2011 by a federal
judge who had determined that Israel
advocates failed to support their claims
of anti-Semitism.

South Carolina censorship
It is no surprise that Marcus’s
Brandeis Center is backing pending
legislation to define anti-Semitism at
public colleges and universities in
South Carolina to include criticism of
Israel and its state ideology, Zionism.
The measure would codify a discredited definition of anti-Semitism pushed by Israel lobby groups in
the U.S. and Europe that conflates
criticism of Israel and Zionism with
anti-Jewish bigotry.
This definition is sometimes referred
to as the “State Department Definition”
because a version of it was adopted by
the U.S. State Department.
Notably, the lead author of the original definition, former American Jewish

Haneen Zoabi

Committee executive Kenneth Stern,
has strongly opposed efforts to enshrine
it in legislation, arguing that it could
lead to unconstitutional censorship.
Yet the South Carolina measure,
which was added as a rider on the 20182019 budget bill, would require statefunded institutions to use this definition when investigating alleged incidents of anti-Semitism on campuses.
Its chief sponsor is state representative Alan Clemmons, a self-described
Christian Zionist who holds pro-Israel
views so extreme that he has attacked
Jewish students who criticize Israel as
“anti-Semitic.”
If the legislation is enacted, students
could face “increased scrutiny, investigations, censorship and possibly punishment for speech and activities that
are critical of Israel and Israeli government policies,” warned civil rights
group Palestine Legal.
The law will “set up public colleges
and universities to be required to violate free speech rights,” Palestine
Legal’s Rahul Saksena told The
Electronic Intifada.
While recent state-based legislative
efforts to suppress the BDS movement
also violate the First Amendment,
Saksena warned that “these efforts to
codify the so-called State Department
definition of anti-Semitism will have a
much bigger and much more problematic impact in terms of Palestine advocacy on the ground and on college
campuses in particular.”
Palestine Legal notes that similar
efforts to codify this definition of antiSemitism into law have failed due to
constitutional concerns in the U.S.
Congress and in Virginia.
In 2016, the University of
California adopted a vague statement linking anti-Zionism to antiSemitism, under pressure from Israel
advocacy groups.
Palestine Legal warned at the time
that the wording, part of a report on
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“intolerance,” would be exploited by
those seeking to censor criticism of Israel.
According to Bazian, Israel lobby
pressure on the University of California
aims to criminalize speech and restrict
freedom of expression by faculty.
He said that challenging South
Carolina’s pending legislation, as well
as the mounting attempts to censor
speech by faculty across the U.S., is “a
prolonged fight.”
—The Electronic Intifada, April 30,
2-18
https://electronicintifada.net/blogs/
nora-barrows-friedman/california-professor-under-attack-hosting-palestinian-lawmaker
1 https://www.change.org/p/students-for-justice-in-palestine-at-uc-berkeley-defend-drhatem-bazian-and-palestinian-academic-freedom-at-uc-berkeley

The measure would
codify a discredited
definition of
anti-Semitism
pushed by Israel
lobby groups in the
U.S. and Europe that
conflates criticism of
Israel and Zionism
with anti-Jewish
bigotry.

Israeli’s Ideology of Genocide
By Amitai Ben-Abba
As a Jewish Israeli descendant of
Holocaust survivors, I believe the comparison of the conditions in Palestine to
those preceding the Shoah is not only
justified, but necessary. Israel is ideologically prepared to enact a genocide on
Palestinians right now. If we do not act, it
will march into its new decisive stage—up
to the 6th million Palestinian and over.
I study and write speculative fiction.
A lot of my writing contemplates Israeli
future, envisioning brutally grotesque
scenarios as a kind of warning for my
culture. But these days, whenever I nail
another period at the end of a new
chapter, my sense of accomplishment
is cut short, as reality towers over my
imagination. No author could foretell
insanities such as the split screen on
live Israeli television on May 14th: the
Netanyahus and Trumps smiling
whitely on one side, the Palestinian
protesters carrying their dead on the
other, and that night—the Gazans
weeping over corpses as tens-of-thousands of Israelis dance in Rabin Square,
singing “I’m not your toy.”
In the novel I am currently working
on, I contemplate what a full-fledged
Israeli genocide (and resistance to it)
would look like from the eyes of a perpetrator and a victim. But while I started this project inventing the conditions
in which such an event would take
place, they have, to my horror, already
ripened in Israeli society. I have woken
up to the situation in which a dystopian
future has accelerated into existence,
and I can’t hit pause and write ahead of
the storm. The world is stuck on play,
the news feed refreshes itself, and inexorably, the blood flows. I’m experiencing a peculiar, unnamed anxiety, witnessing a future which is too much like
the past, crawling on the present.
The bleeding edge among Israeli
politicians—MK Smotrich, Minister of

Education Bennet, Jerusalem Mayor
Barkat and their ilk—are nowadays
advocating the move into the so-called
“decisive stage” of the IsraeliPalestinian conflict. To transgress from
the status quo into a durable peace (incidentally, the title of PM Netanyahu’s
one and only book:) a Final Solution for
the Palestinian Question. That vision, à
la Smotrich, is taken from the Book of

Israeli society is
ideologically prepared to
enact a genocide on
Palestinians right now
Joshua, where the invading Israelites
enact a genocide on the native
Canaanites, until Not a single soul is
left to breathe, to paraphrase Rabbi
Maimonides. According to the
Midrash, there were three stages to that
operation. First, Joshua sent the
Canaanites a letter advising them to
run away. Then, those who stayed
could accept inferior citizenship and
slavery. Finally, if they resisted, they
would be annihilated. Smotrich has
presented this plan publicly as the shift
to the decisive stage of the conflict. If
the Palestinians do not run away and
refuse to accept inferior citizenship, as
any dignified people would, “The IDF
will know what to do,” he says.
Yes, like in Margaret Atwood’s The
Handmaid’s Tale, Israeli politicians are
now suggesting policies on the basis of
“scriptural precedence.” In their reactionary theology they ignore commandments such as tikkun olam (“repairing
of the world,” the instruction to struggle
for justice and equality), ve’ahavta (“love
your neighbor as yourself,” the idea
with which Rabbi Hillel has taught the
entire Torah), and Talmudic concepts

such as Shiv’im panim la’tora (“seventy
faces for the Torah,” meaning that dozens of stipulations can be derived of
every verse.)
As with Turks and Armenians, Hutu
and Tutsi, Germans and Jews, genocide
is justified on the grounds that there is
a zero-sum game in which only one
side can triumph. The Palestinians
want to throw us into the sea, the
Zionists claim, and haba le-horgecha,
hashkem le-horgo (“he who comes to
kill you, rise early and kill him first.”)
In his book, which, his assistants state,
he sometimes uses in order to write his
speeches, PM Netanyahu sees the
“Palestinians” (he makes sure to mark
them with quotes) as a “phantom
nation,” (p. 56) and denies their existence as a people with a unique culture
and history. He sees them as a tool in
the zero-sum game between Islam and
the West. Prominent Israeli historian
Benny Morris, who has thoroughly
chronicled Zionist crimes of rape,
murder, and ethnic cleansing in 1948,
sees the displacement of only 750,000
Palestinians in that war as the greatest
mistake of Ben Gurion. In his view,
Ben Gurion should have finished the
job, and that’s precisely what leading
Israeli statesmen are aiming for today.
There are no forces in Israeli society
able or willing to stop the ascent of this
tendency. Israeli soldiers, as demonstrated to the world by the cheering
snipers in Gaza, are instructed to see all
Palestinians as death-worthy security
threats. Israeli masses celebrate the
early release of convicted murderers, as
long as the victims are Arabs. Israeli
crowds chant “burn them, shoot them,
kill them” as the U.S. embassy opens in
Jerusalem. From the foot soldiers to
the big brass, from the flag-waving
street folk to the height of academia,
Israel is ideologically prepared to enact
a Palestinian Shoah.
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Palestinian protesters and says, “Can we
do that?” With 75 percent of the Israeli
military industry slated for export,
expect Israeli teargas drones to whir
over the next Standing Rock or Parisian
revolt. Expect snipers to gun down
Mexican migrants. Expect the storm to
arrive before you begin to pay attention.

Some Jews will cringe while reading
these words. Asur le-hashvot (“to compare is forbidden”) is now a Hebrew
proverb. It is forbidden to compare
Jewish suffering to that of others, and I
have made several comparisons.
However, as a Jewish Israeli descendant of Holocaust survivors, I think
these comparisons are not only justified, but vital. Israeli society is ideologically prepared to enact a genocide
on Palestinians right now, and if we do
not make the comparison and act
accordingly, Israel will march into
the decisive stage, up to the 6th million
Palestinian and over.
In his own comparison, Israeli
Minister Gil’ad Erdan likened the killed
Palestinians to Nazis, saying: “The
number of killed (sic) doesn’t indicate
anything—just as the number
of Nazis who died in the world war
doesn’t make Nazism something you
can explain or understand.” Evidently,
counting the dead will not help awaken
the Israelis to the grisliness of their
actions. Only after the fall of their system—like the white South Africans on
their regretted Apartheid—will they
recognize it in horror. To stop the
pending genocide, world leaders must
cease talking and start acting. Arms
embargo, economic sanctions, and
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arrests of traveling war criminals will be
a long-overdue start. Anything short of
that is compliance. As an Israeli, I am
aware of the consequences these measures could have on my life and on the
lives of my loved ones. These are all
dwarfed by the consequences of the
assault on Palestinian rights. Those will
be felt the world over, especially by marginalized people, as Ann Coulter threatens, when she looks at the shooting of

In my fiction, the Palestinian Shoah
will happen during war with a local
Muslim power. Israel will justify the
mass slaughter as its right to defend
itself. It will not put Gazans on trains or
build extermination camps for them,
but bomb them to death. Ironically,
settler presence will be a de facto human
shield that will necessitate different
methods of extermination and expulsion for West Bank Palestinians, East
Jerusalemites, and Palestinians with
Israeli citizenship. If the world will fail
to act effectively in support of the
Palestinians, this will be the crest of the
Nakba, the Catastrophe, the process of
Palestinian disenfranchisement.
—CounterPunch, May 21, 2018
https://www.counterpunch.
org/2018/05/21/israels-new-ideology-ofgenocide/

An Israeli supporter of a soldier charged with shooting a wounded Palestinian holds a placard calling
for the genocide of Palestinians.

Kill and Kill and Kill
By Saree Makdisi
Two spectacles unfolded in Palestine
on May 14, 2018. In Gaza, Israeli army
snipers shot and killed 58 Palestinians—
including six children—and injured
almost three thousand others amid
scenes of smoke, fire, teargas, dust,
agony and blood. At exactly the same
time, to the tinkling of champagne
glasses at a glittering reception barely
fifty miles away in Jerusalem, Jared
Kushner and an elegant Ivanka Trump
oversaw the opening of Donald
Trump’s new embassy there. The juxtaposition of these two contemporaneous
scenes encapsulates at a single glance
the entirety of Zionism’s murderous
conflict with the Palestinian people.
The Palestinians, targeted and executed one-by-one by Israeli snipers,
had gathered to demand their right of
return to their lands and homes inside
the rest of Palestine, from the coastal
plain up to and including Jerusalem.
They or their parents or grandparents
were driven from their homes during
the Zionist ethnic cleansing of Palestine
in 1948 for the simple reason that they
are not Jewish: too many non-Jews in
the putative Jewish state would not
make for much of a Jewish state after
all. (“There could be no Jewish state
with a large and hostile Arab minority
in its midst. There would be no such
state. It would not be able to exist,” the
Israeli historian Benny Morris bluntly
pointed out in an interview justifying
ethnic cleansing with the newspaper Ha’aretz in 2004; “a Jewish state
would not have come into being without the uprooting of 700,000
Palestinians… [therefore] it was necessary to uproot them.”) They have been
denied the right to return to their
homes ever since for the same reason:
they are not Jewish, and their presence
would upset the carefully-engineered
demographic tables maintained by the
state to preserve its tenuous claim to an

exclusively Jewish identity. The maintenance of that demographic balance
and the suspension of their political
and human rights are inseparable from
one another: the one enables, produces
and requires the other.

“the only thing that
concerns me is how to
ensure that the boys and
men who are going to
have to do the killing
will be able to return
home to their families
and be normal human
beings.”
The demographer, Arnon Sofer of
Haifa University, is the architect of the
current isolation of Gaza. In 2004, he
advised the government of Ariel Sharon
to withdraw Israeli forces from within
Gaza, seal the territory off from the
outside world, and simply shoot anyone who tries to break out. “When 2.5
million people live in a closed-off Gaza,
it’s going to be a human catastrophe,”
Sofer told an interviewer in
the Jerusalem Post (November 11,
2004;) “Those people will become even
bigger animals than they are today,
with the aid of an insane fundamentalist Islam. The pressure at the border
will be awful. It’s going to be a terrible
war. So, if we want to remain alive, we
will have to kill and kill and kill. All
day, every day.” He added that “the
only thing that concerns me is how to
ensure that the boys and men who are
going to have to do the killing will be
able to return home to their families
and be normal human beings.”

This imperative to kill and kill and
kill human “animals” explains the violence taking place at the gates of Gaza—
which has been sealed off precisely
according to Sofer’s prescription—for
the past several weeks, most calamitously this Monday. The killing now
taking place is, in other words, exactly,
to the letter, the “killing and killing and
killing” he called for fourteen years ago.
Calmly premeditated and intentionally
designed by its architect, it is equally
calmly and intentionally being carried
out by Israeli soldiers (about whose
psychological traumas I, unlike Sofer,
am not even remotely interested.) In
response to the current killing and
shooting, a senior member of the Israeli
parliament, Avi Dichter, reassured his
audience on live television on Monday
that they need not be unduly concerned. Their army, he told them, “has
enough bullets for everyone.” If every
man, woman and child in Gaza gathers
at the gate, in other words, there is a
bullet for every one of them. They can
all be killed, no problem.
Remember Kurtz in Heart of
Darkness? “Exterminate the brutes!”
The genocidal intent expressed by the
likes of Sofer and Dichter—mainstream and senior figures in Israeli
politics—is so obvious as to make
assiduous interpretation of their words
unnecessary. The people of Gaza are
exterminable because they are not
Jewish: that is what the situation
amounts to, not according to critics of
the siege of Gaza, but according to its
architects, planners, enablers and supporters. For that exterminability, and
the ability to calmly and methodically
transact it (“kill and kill and kill”)
guarantees one thing, according to
Sofer (in that same interview:) “it guarantees a Zionist-Jewish state with an
overwhelming majority of Jews.” To be
clear then: according to its own plan-
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ners
and
architects—these
are their words, not mine—the maintenance of a “Zionist-Jewish” state fundamentally requires the Israeli army to
prepare itself with a bullet for every
man, woman and child in Gaza, and to
shoot them one by one if they approach
the gates penning them in. And if none
of them are left after the smoke clears,
well, so much the better; Israeli “boys
and men” will return to their families
and sleep better at night for not having
to kill them any longer.
Exactly as Israeli snipers were following their orders to “kill and kill and
kill,” Jared Kushner was marking the
occasion of the opening of the embassy
with an inane speech extolling the virtues of his bombastic father in law.
Kushner was empowered to present
this speech not because of his qualifications (he has none,) not because of his
accomplishments (he has none,) not
because of his insights (he has none,)
not because of his charisma or strength
of character (he has none,) not because
of his oratorical skills (he has none,)
and certainly not because of the rousing qualities of the speech itself (it had

none.) He was empowered to do so
simply because he is Jewish; that is the
one single attribute that brings him to
the table: an act of birth.

It is not possible for a
settler-colonial regime
to racially enable one
people at the expense of
another people without
the use of violence.
But acts of birth are randomly distributed by the hand of fate. And fate
played one hand to Jared Kushner and
a different hand to Ezzedine al-Samaak
(14 years old,) Ahmad al-Shair (16
years old,) Said al-Khair (16 years old,)
Ibrahim al-Zarqa (18 years old) and
Iman al-Sheikh (19 years old). They
were all born in Gaza, refugees and the
children of refugees driven by Zionist
shock troops from their homes elsewhere in southwestern Palestine in
1948. Unlike Jared Kushner, who was

in Jerusalem because he is Jewish, they
cannot go to Jerusalem, because they
are not Jewish. Unlike Jared Kushner,
who can go to Jerusalem whenever he
wants in the future because he is Jewish,
they will never go to Jerusalem because
they were shot in the head by Israeli
army snipers on Monday and they are
now all dead. Having robbed them of
their past and their present, the state of
Israel stole their future as well. And it
did so—it could do so—simply because
they are not Jewish.
There is a direct link between the
events in Jerusalem and those taking
place in Gaza; Netanyahu himself
pointed it out. “We are here in
Jerusalem, protected by the brave soldiers of the army of Israel,” he said at
the opening ceremony on Monday,
“and our brave soldiers, our brave soldiers are protecting the borders of
Israel as we speak today.” By “brave
soldiers,” of course, he meant cowardly
snipers hiding in reinforced positions
and shooting unarmed civilians at a
distance of 1,000 meters; and by “protecting” he meant killing and killing
and killing, exactly according to Dr.
Sofer’s prescription.
There are two racial groups in close
proximity in Palestine. The members
of one racial group—the one to which
Netanyahu and Kushner belong—are
free to come and go as they please, to
live life, to travel, to study, to work, to
raise children. The members of the
other racial group are to varying
degrees denied those rights, though
nowhere more starkly and abjectly
than in Gaza, where over two million
people have simply been rounded up
and warehoused without prospects or
hopes, let alone rights, simply because
their very existence is deemed to be a
mortal threat to the exclusive racial
identity of a state that was violently
established on their land and at their
expense. To maintain the exclusive
identity of that state, these people must
either accept their fate as essentially
human cargo in permanent storage—a
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superfluous population—or take the
bullets that the Israeli army has prepared for each one of them.
And that, fundamentally, is what
Zionism’s conflict with the Palestinians
is all about. At few other moments
than the present has the juxtaposition
between the racially privileged and the
racially dehumanized and exterminable
been so crystal clear.
Liberal Zionists like Peter Beinart or
Roger Cohen may wring their hands
and bewail the crude and explicit
viciousness of Netanyahu and his circle
or the hideousness of the spectacle
unfolding at the locked gates of Gaza.
They harken back to the golden days of
the 1950s and 1960s, when the
Palestinians seemed (to the fevered
Zionist imagination) to have quietly
vanished, as though by magic. But
what is happening today is not an aberration. This is what Zionism has always
entailed and what it will always entail.
“Colonialism is not a thinking machine,
nor a body endowed with reasoning
faculties,” Frantz Fanon once pointed
out. “It is violence in its natural state.”
It is not possible for a settler-colonial
regime to racially enable one people at
the expense of another people without
the use of violence. As Arnon Sofer
himself admits, the maintenance of a
“Zionist-Jewish state with an overwhelming majority of Jews” requires
permanent institutionalized violence.
That was already true in 1948 and it
remains true today and it will remain
true until this project of racial exclusivism and privilege is abandoned once
and for all for the hideous anachronism that it is.
Saree Makdisi is author of Palestine
Inside Out: An Everyday Occupation, a
powerful and convincing argument for a
one-state solution.
—CounterPunch, May 16, 2018
https://www.counterpunch.
org/2018/05/16/kill-and-kill-and-kill/

Israel: Living and Killing on U.S. Aid
By Steven Katsineris
The USA has for a long time sought
to promote itself as a mediator in the
Palestine conflict and has tried many
times to impose a peace process on the
region. Yet despite sponsoring initiatives to try to resolve the Palestinian
problem, the U.S. has repeatedly
exposed its bias by again and again
blocking any criticism of and measures
against Israel at the UN. This support
of Israeli policies has allowed Israel to
continue to defy with impunity long
standing UN resolutions that demand
among other things, that Israel withdraw from occupied Palestinian territories, stop the construction of illegal
Israeli settlements on subjugated
Palestinian land and permit the return
of Palestinian refugees.
The U.S. has continued this pattern
of promoting peace talks, but repeatedly supporting Israel and shielding it
from justified censure in the United
Nations and other international forums.
One such instance was on February 18,
2011, when the U.S. government vetoed
a Security Council resolution condemning all Israeli settlements established
since 1967 in the Palestinian territories
as illegal. The resolution was co-sponsored by over 120 of the UNs 192 member states and the other 14 members of
the Security Council.
The UN resolution would have
again condemned illegal Israeli settlements and demanded an immediate
halt to all settlement building; the U.S.
action angered Arab countries and
Palestinian supporters around the
world. The 14 other Security Council
members voted in favor of the resolution in the vote, reflecting the wide
support for the Palestinian-backed
draft, which had over 100 co-sponsors.
The veto represented the U.S. governments first for a Security Council resolution since President Obama came
into office.

The Palestinians insisted they would
not resume peace talks until Israel
halted its settlement building in the
West Bank and East Jerusalem, which
they want as a capital. IsraeliPalestinian peace talks collapsed just
weeks after they restarted in September
that year because Israel ended a tenmonth moratorium on settlement
construction.
Right from the start the creation of
the state of Israel was a key project of
the USA. In November 1947 the U.S.
used extraordinary diplomatic, political and economic pressure on various
countries to support a policy of partitioning Palestine into Jewish and Arab
states. The U.S. exerted the most
intense force on Haiti, Liberia, the
Philippines, China, Ethiopia, Greece
and France among others to get them
to vote for partition. The United
Nations voted on the 29th of November
and the partition plan was approved by
33 votes to 13, with ten abstentions. The United States was the leading champion of partition and exerted
the full weight of its influence, so that
the resolution was passed.
The practical effect of the U.S. policy on Palestine, with the UN’s wealthiest and most powerful member state
putting extra-ordinary pressure on
other countries was to have the
Palestinians lose over 60 percent of
their country in terms of area, including their only port, Haifa, as well as
Bethlehem and Jerusalem. Following
the partition resolution Arab protests
and rebellion broke out in Palestine.
The Palestinian population was left to
face the harsh power of a strong, wellarmed military and paramilitary force
of the Zionist state. Due in large part to
American policies, the Palestinian
Arabs, were about to begin their ordeal
of dispossession, displacement and for
many, exile.
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For Israel, U.S. military and political
assistance is a crucial Israeli lifeline. The
reality is that the USA remains Israel’s
staunchest ally and the support that
Israel receives from the U.S. is not just
political and diplomatic, but the U.S.
also provides extensive military and economic assistance. In fact the USA contributes an estimated $5 billion annually
to Israel in various diverse forms.
Israel’s reliance on U.S. assistance
has grown steadily since the 1974 Yom
Kippur war, which exhausted Israel’s
military stockpiles and left the country
staggering under a huge burden of
debt. In the three years following the
war, the United States poured about
$4.6 billion in military aid into the
Israeli Defense Forces, more than triple
the total for the previous 25 years of
Israel’s existence. Economic aid from
the U.S. grew at an equivalent rate.  
Assistance increased again in 1979,
as part of the Camp David peace
accords between Israel and Egypt.
During this period, the bulk of Israel’s
military aid was provided in the form
of long-term loans guaranteed by the
U.S. government. Most U.S. loan
recipients must repay those debts within ten years. Israel was given 30 years.
In 1987, twenty years after Israel
took over the Palestinian territories in
the 1967 Six-Day War, massive protests erupted across the occupied territories. In the then Israeli-occupied
Gaza Strip, the first demonstrations of
the
Palestinian
uprising 1
(the Intifada or “shaking off” in Arabic)
began one day after an Israeli military
vehicle crashed into a truck carrying
Palestinian workers in the Jabalia refugee camp in Gaza, killing four and
wounding ten. Palestinians were
enraged by the incident and on
December 9 they took to the streets in
protest, burning tires, throwing rocks
and Molotov cocktails at Israeli police
and troops. In the six years of the
Palestinian uprising, known as the First
Intifada between 1987 and 1993 over
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1,300 Palestinians were killed, 120,000
wounded and 600,000 jailed.
In Jabalia, an Israeli army patrol car
fired on Palestinian demonstrators
throwing stones killing a 17-year-old
and wounding 16 others. Half-a-million
Palestinians took to the streets to
demand an end to the Israeli occupation. And 80,000 Israeli soldiers were
sent into Gaza to contain the uprising. The next day, Israeli paratroopers
armed with U.S. weapons shot and killed
Palestinian protesters. Instead of quelling the protests, the rebellion spread to
the Israeli-occupied West Bank.

U.S. aid approximates
almost one-half of
Israel’s national income
As Israel tried to crush the emerging
Palestinian uprising in the West Bank
and Gaza, the U.S. Congress quickly and
overwhelmingly approved a $3-billiondollar package of military and economic
aid for Israel. The aid measures, which
included several major items sought by
the Israel lobby, were approved as part
of a huge spending bill.
On December 22, 1987, Congress
passed provisions that expanded U.S.
aid to Israel by agreeing to refinance
Israel’s $9 billion debt to reduce its
interest rates. The measure saved Israel
as much as $2 billion in interest payments. In addition, Israel was granted
its traditional $3 billion in economic
and military aid, allowed to use $150
million of its military aid on an advanced
aircraft research and development program in the United States, and to use
another $400 million of its military aid
for defense procurement in Israel. Israel
also received an additional $5 million
for U.S.-Israel cooperative aid and $25
million for refugee resettlement.
Direct military and economic foreign
aid to Israel is over $3-billion-a-year. In

addition the U.S. provides Israel with
about another $3 billion in indirect military and economic aid. Israel receives
over 30 percent of the U.S. foreign aid
budget. In recent years the amount of
economic assistance has decreased and
military aid increased. Each year the total
level of aid rises. In 2010 U.S. direct aid
rose by $225 million. And Israel was permitted to spend up to 25 percent of the
over $3-billion for military purchases
from Israeli manufacturers with the
remaining 75 percent to be spent on
military hardware made in the U.S.—an
innovative way the U.S. helps its own
arms trade industry.

Military grants
It is this huge supply of U.S. armaments, technology and finance which
gives Israel the capacity to maintain the
occupation of the Palestinian territories, continue to build and expand
Israeli settlements on Palestinian land,
and repress the Palestinian peoples’
struggle. This assistance also gives
Israel the ability to launch military
attacks against the Palestinian
Resistance in the Palestinian territories, and in Lebanon.
Almost half the official aid to Israel
consists of special grants or instantaneously forgiven loans. Military transactions constitute two-thirds of this
assistance. The economic lifeline
between the U.S. and Israel is indispensable in providing at no cost the weapons
Israel could not buy elsewhere. When it
comes to debt servicing these military
“sales,” Israel can service this debt only
in the formal sense that these installments are paid when due. But in reality
these installments are funded through
new U.S. aid supplied each year.
Israel also receives funds through
the U.S. Defense Budget. For instance,
Israel was provided with over $1-billion in grants since 1986 for joint military projects like the Arrow Missile
project. The U.S. also gave funds for
other projects including $53 million
for the Boost Phase Intercept program

and $139 million for the Tactical High
Energy Laser program.
In addition special consideration is
given to Israel in other areas. Discount
and dispensation-aid is another tier of
economic assistance. Some weapons
transferred to Israel are deliberately
discounted. In addition there is extensive support for Israeli universities and
research institutions funded by the
U.S. Department of Education and
other U.S. agencies, which total almost
$100-million-per-year. The U.S. also
helps out with export concessions, as
Israel is designated as a “developing
country” by the U.S., despite its high
per-capita income, which accords
Israel reduced or non-existent tariffs
on exports to the USA. Consequently,
96 percent of Israel’s $1-billion exports
to the USA enter free of tariffs.
As well there is a more informal
type of aid. A network of Zionist fund
raising groups in the U.S. send substantial financial donations to Israel.
With the exception of Israel
Development Bonds, most of these
funds are considered charitable donations and are fully tax deductible in the
U.S. The International Monetary Fund
reports such unofficial aid at about
$1-billion-per-year.
There are several other forms of
U.S. aid to Israel that are difficult to
track. In 1976, the U.S. Congress created a special financing method, called
the Arms Export Control Act, to conceal some of this aid so as to hinder any
criticism of the exact amount of U.S.
assistance to Israel.
The Obama government increased
funding. In September 2016, the U.S.
signed a significant agreement with
Israel. The deal allowed Israel extra
funding to upgrade most of its fighter
aircraft, buy more fighters, improve its
ground forces’ mobility and strengthen
its missile defense systems. The accord
constituted the most U.S. military aid
ever given to any country and the largest such aid package in U.S. history.

The U.S. agreed to transfer $38 billion
in military aid to Israel over the next
decade until 2028. During 2016, Israel
received $3.1-billion in foreign military
financing, which will be followed by
$3.3-billion in the subsequent years, plus
$500 million dollars designated for missile defense. The Obama administration
signed off on the aid package with Israel’s
acting National Security Adviser Yaakov
Nagel, who negotiated the arrangement
on Israel’s behalf.

If there was ever a case
of foreign aid sustaining
occupation and oppression and funding invasions and mass killings,
then this is it.
In May 2017, U.S. President Trump
added to the funding granted to Israel
by Obama. The U.S. government
promised to maintain Israel’s qualitative advantage in the Middle East and
Israeli Premier Netanyahu revealed,
just before Donald Trump’s visit to the
Jewish state, that “the U.S. added
another $75-million to the aid package
for Israel’s missile defense program.” So while the Trump administration carried out budget and foreign
aid cuts, Israel, as usual, was exempt
from these.
The relationship between the USA
and Israel serves the capitalist interests
of both countries. The USA needs a
western military outpost in the strategic region. Israel serves the U.S. interests by providing a reliable and useful
ally to help the U.S. maintain control
of the region and to guard the oil
resources and supply lines of the
Middle East. The U.S. provides the
military and economic backing Israel
needs to remain a dominant regional
military and economic force, to main-

tain its rule over the territory it has
occupied and to intervene in the surrounding region when necessary to
defend its interests and that of its powerful partner.
In summary, Israel is the largest
recipient of U.S. foreign aid in U.S. history. And U.S. aid approximates almost
one-half of Israel’s national income.
The huge extent of the military and
economic assistance given to Israel
makes the state very dependent on U.S.
support. The amount of aid to Israel
was relatively small in 1949, but in the
late 1960s this assistance increased
considerably, climbing to $2.6 billion
in 1974 and growing each year since.
From 1949 to 2007, Israel received
more than $156-billion in U.S. aid.
This support has made Israel one of the
top five arms exporters in the world
and the Israeli army the fourth most
powerful in the world.
This massive military and economic
assistance provided by the USA funds
the ongoing illegal occupation of
Palestine, the increasing expansion of
Israeli settlements and the gross human
rights violations against the Palestinian
people. If there was ever a case of foreign aid sustaining occupation and
oppression and funding invasions and
mass killings, then this is it. Israel’s colonial, illegal settlement projects in the
occupied territories could not be built
without this essential U.S. assistance.
So, despite the U.S. asserting that it
wants to mediate to help resolve the
Palestine conflict, its enormous sponsorship of Israel clearly exposes its
deceit and utter hypocrisy on this issue.
Consequently, it is in fact the USA that
is the real obstacle to ending the occupation and achieving peace and a just
solution to the Palestinian tragedy.

1 In the six years of the Palestinian uprising,
known as the First Intifada between 1987 and
1993 over 1,300 Palestinians were killed,
120,000 wounded and 600,000 jailed.
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Palestine and the Impossible Two State Solution
By Steven Katsineris  
Despite talking over a long period of
time about peace talks with Palestinians,
Israel has not shown any real intention
towards serious negotiations. Instead
Israel has sought to delay any meaningful discussions and make vague statements about a Palestinian state. During
this time Israel has been active though,
pushing ahead with policies that reinforce Israeli colonial rule in the West
Bank, taking more land, building more
Jewish settlements, surrounding and
squeezing more Palestinian villages,
destroying orchards and imposing
measures that humiliate, suppress and
displace more Palestinians.  
In a speech in Washington in May
2011, the Israeli Prime Minister,
Benjamin Netanyahu said of a
Palestinian state that, among other
things, no to sharing Jerusalem with
the Palestinians, no to the return of
Palestinian refugees, no to a return of
the 1967 border lines, no to conceding
major Israeli settlements, no to a
Palestinian state without Israel controlling the border along the Jordan
Valley and no to negotiations with the

Palestinian unity government. Basically
it would be a Palestinian state in name
only with Israel dictating and dominating all facets of Palestinian life. This in
essence amounts to no change in the
existing situation between the subjugated Palestinians and Israel.
Further, Netanyahu stated “Israel
would be generous about the size of the
future Palestinian state,” yet he also
said, “Israel will never return to the
boundaries that existed before the 1967
war.” The Palestinians have already lost
over 78 percent of historical Palestine
to Israel. The remaining 22 percent of
the Palestinian territories consists of
the Israeli blockaded Gaza Strip and
fragmented segments of the Israeli
occupied West Bank, with Israeli settlements, forts, walls, fences, roads and
other infrastructure everywhere surrounding them and under the control
of the Israeli army, settlers and police.
With this situation, what is left for
the Palestinians to build a feasible state
on, some ten percent of Palestinian
land with Israel maintaining effective
domination over the “Palestinian

state.” It seems the only issue to discuss
in “peace” talks is what small morsels
of land Israel will allow the Palestinians
to have for their illusory state. With
such severe Israeli conditions on the
establishment of a Palestinian state and
Israeli inflexibility what is there left to
discuss in peace talks?
By 1997, after a year of Benjamin
Netanyahu’s first term as prime minister, there were about 150,000 Israeli
settlers in the West Bank. Two decades
later the settlers’ number is almost
400,000, with another 375,000 in the
East Jerusalem neighborhoods beyond
the Green Line. So more than 775,000
Israelis now live in Jewish settlements
beyond Israel’s 1967 borders, on
Palestinian land in the West Bank and
Jerusalem that was captured during the
war.1 Israel intends to continue to
expand its illegal West Bank settlements and keep building in the major
settlement blocs. And Israel is adamant
that it intends to keep them and
Jerusalem in any future peace agreement. Israel’s settlement policy violates
international humanitarian law and
UN resolutions. And these Israeli policies and continued settlement construction are precisely the main obstacles to peace and a lasting solution to
the Palestinian problem.
What sort of future Palestinian state
is possible considering the “facts on the
ground” that Israel has created in the
occupied territory? On the West Bank,
Israeli rule is pervasive, Jewish settlements are all over the place, with bits
and pieces of Palestinian territory
encircled by Israeli settlements, walls
and military bases. The West Bank has
been described appropriately as a portion of Swiss cheese, the Palestinian
areas being the small holes, surrounded by the larger Israeli part. Israeli
military forts and positions sit on the
hilltops; Israel controls the road net-

38 SOC IALIS T VIEWPO I NT

Vo l . 18, No . 4

work and checkpoints, aquifers and
other resources. Daily life, movement,
the economy, everything is dependent
of the whim of Israel’s military rule, its
laws, regulations and curfews.
The Israeli government also wants
any future Palestinian state to have only
limited independence, have no military
forces, with Israel retaining control of
the state’s borders, airspace and the
fertile Jordan Valley. Israel also wants
its military forces to have free reign to
operate in the Palestinian areas.  
Given this situation, a viable
Palestinian state cannot be built on such
a minuscule area, in reality a micro,
mini-state lacking any actual political,
social, military and economic independence and any real resources. Yet this is
exactly the kind of state that the government of Israel sometimes says it supports and proposes to set up. This is not
an independent, genuine Palestinian
state, nor is it a just, legitimate solution
to the Palestinian Problem.
The Israeli Prime Minister
Netanyahu’s policy on the prospects of
a Palestinian state is intentionally evasive, saying different things at different
times. When the Israeli Prime Minister
Netanyahu is talking to an international audience he says he supports a
Palestinian state, but that it must have
severe restrictions imposed on it and
be under Israeli control. But on other
occasions (speaking to Israelis),
Netanyahu has stated that, “A
Palestinian state would not be established on his watch.” Times of Israel,
March 16, 2015.

Ambiguity and pretense
This deliberate ambiguity is intended to confuse and deceive people and
hide the truth. Israeli actions have
shown that it plans to entrench its control of the occupied Palestinian territory, but also wants to pretend to the
international community that it supports the establishment of a Palestinian
state. The Israeli government contin-

ues this twofold policy to say one
thing—talk about peace and do another—continue to expand settlements in
order to bide more time in order to
cement its colonial rule over additional
Palestinian territory.   
The Australian Foreign Minister,
Julie Bishop, issued a media release on
May 15, 2018, about the recent
Palestinian protests in Gaza and the
violent Israeli reaction that killed and
injured thousands of Palestinians. In
part of that statement she said, “The
violence underlines the importance of a
return to negotiations towards a twostate solution so an enduring peace can
be found.” Media Release, May 15, 2018.

The West Bank has been
described appropriately
as a portion of Swiss
cheese, the Palestinian
areas being the small
holes, surrounded by the
larger Israeli part.

Israel has made in the West Bank prevent any real possibility for genuine
Palestinian self-determination and the
establishment of an independent, viable Palestinian state. Israelis will only
have peace when the Palestinians have
justice. The key to resolving the issue is
to restore the Palestinian people’s
national rights and give them their
homeland back. This is only possible in
one state for all the people to live in
equality, whatever their religion or
beliefs. Any other solution for the
region is now utterly futile, unworkable and unrealistic.

1 The International community considers
the Jewish settlements in occupied territory to
be illegal and the United Nations has repeatedly
upheld this view that Israel’s construction of
these settlements constitutes a violation of the
4th Geneva Convention. According to the Israeli investigative journalist Uri Blau, the Jewish
settlements received funding by private taxexempt U.S. NGOs of $220 million for 2009–
2013, thus showing that it is the U.S.A that is
indirectly subsidizing their construction,
expansion and maintenance.

Considering the reality of the situation it is inconceivable that she sincerely believes that the two-state solution is still a realistic option. Rather
Australia (and the USA) continues to
defend Israel and thus goes along with
Israel’s sham policy that the two-state
option is feasible in an effort to keep
this Israeli diversion going for as long
as possible.
It was former Prime Minister Ariel
Sharon who began the process of the
massive expansion of the Jewish settlements throughout the West Bank.
His objective was to prevent the chance
of a future Palestinian state coming
into being. And it is precisely the
intransigent stance and actions of successive Israeli governments that has
destroyed the prospect of the two-state
solution. The sweeping changes that
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Syria Controversy
Don’t believe the official narrative
By Max Blumenthal
Editor’s note: Reports of a chemical
attack in Syria have generated controversy and conflicting claims about what happened and who was responsible. The
April 7 event is still under investigation.
On Thursday, April 19, 2018, Truthdig
columnist Sonali Kolhatkar wrote a column titled “Why Are Some on the Left
Falling for Fake News on Syria?” Truthdig
contributor Max Blumenthal questions
her analysis. Below is his response. You
can read Kolhatkar’s take here.1 —
Truthdig Editors, April 23, 2018
This month, April 2018, the United
States, the United Kingdom and France
launched airstrikes in Syria in flagrant
violation of international law and
entirely on the basis of images that had
appeared on social media.

covert propaganda campaign targeting
the media.” The dirty war on Syria represents an extension of that strategy,
with the mainstream media operating
hand in glove with insurgent-allied
influence operations like the White
Helmets to cultivate public support for
another war of regime change.
As Adam Johnson demonstrated at
the media-monitoring outfit FAIR, not
one editorial page of any major American
newspaper opposed Donald Trump’s
strike on Syria. And in the attack’s wake,
the Western commentariat criticized
Trump not for his illegal bombing campaign but for what was seen as the insufficient violence he displayed.

The U.S. government has funded
both groups, and they operate exclusively alongside Salafi-jihadi militants,
including the local affiliate of al-Qaida and Islamic State. Both groups also
are avowedly dedicated to stimulating
support for a Western-led war of regime
change against Syrian President Bashar
Assad. Neither, therefore, can be considered credible sources of intelligence.

Having exposed itself once again as
an eager channel for an outrageous
series of pro-war deceptions, the
Western media has forfeited the trust
of the public and earned the extreme
skepticism, if not the angry wrath, of
those it claims to serve. As citizens turn
in unprecedented numbers to alternative media sources, their governments
have falsely labeled these sources as
“Russian bots” and waged a campaign to suppress RT, perhaps the only
international English-language network willing to provide a platform to
critical voices on the recent events in
Syria. When British Admiral Alan West
questioned the official narrative on
alleged Syrian chemical attacks during
a recent BBC interview, his host essentially admonished him against thinking
critically in public because “we’re in an
information war with Russia on so
many fronts.”

In 2007, journalist James Bamford
recalled how Americans had been subjected to “a long line of hyped and
fraudulent stories that would eventually
propel the U.S. into a war with Iraq—
the first war based almost entirely on a

In this repressive atmosphere, as
space for challenging pro-war narratives closes off like never before, Sonali
Kolhatkar—the host of a leading public affairs radio program that has provided me and many other progressive

To date, no concrete evidence of a
chemical weapons attack by the Syrian
government in Douma has been produced to support the Trump administration’s justification for the allies’
bombing in response. The only sources
of what State Department spokeswoman Heather Nauert described as “our
own intelligence” on chemical warfare
allegations were the White Helmets and
the Syrian American Medical Society.
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journalists and activists with a friendly
platform—attempted an unusual
intervention. Instead of weighing in to
defend alternative antiwar media,
Kolhatkar lectured “some on the left”
for their refusal to trust mainstream
coverage of the incident in Douma.
Posing as an opponent of bombing
Syria, Kolhatkar assailed those who
questioned the core rationale for the
bombing, accusing them of having fallen for “fake news.”
Echoing The Intercept and Al-Jazeera
pundit Mehdi Hasan, who recently ranted at an elusive mass of left-wing
“Assadists,” Kolhatkar even accused
anti-imperialist elements of secretly
“desir[ing] glorification of leaders and
strongmen.” In doing so, she not only
assailed the process of intensive truth
seeking that citizens should be encouraged to undertake in public debates
over war, she gaslighted the truth seekers, casting them as authoritarian lunatics in need of reprogramming.
Kolhatkar took special aim at veteran Middle East correspondent Robert
Fisk, who was able to enter Douma
and produce testimony by a Syrian
doctor that undercut insurgent claims
of a chemical attack. To counter Fisk’s
on-the-ground reporting, Kolhatkar
cited an array of articles from The
Guardian, Al-Jazeera, The Associated
Press and The New York Times that
mostly relied on correspondents outside Syria. Exhibiting a reflexive faith
in the credibility of these established
outlets, she neglected to examine their
record of heinously biased coverage of
Syria or the partisan sources they relied
on in reporting on Douma.
Citing a Guardian report, Kolhatkar
wrongly claimed that the article was
written by “journalists on the ground.”
The piece was actually datelined from

Beirut and Istanbul and contained no
on-the-ground reporting. (Kolhatkar’s
false reference to “journalists on the
ground” was removed with an acknowledgment at the end of the column after
I alerted Truthdig editors to the error.)
The article’s authors, Kareem Shaheen
and Martin Chulov, relied on only one
named “Syrian” source: Ghanem
Tayara, a doctor based not in Syria but
in Birmingham, England. Tayara, who
has been agitating within the U.K. for a
Western-led military intervention for
several years, also was the main source
asserting that his colleagues had been
coerced into giving testimony that supported the government’s line.
Strangely, Kolhatkar scoffed at the
notion that The Guardian could have
been part of “some grand conspiracy”
to stimulate support for regime change
in Syria. She thus ignored the
paper’s editorializing for military intervention in Syria, as well as the background of its Middle East correspondent: As I previously reported, Shaheen
has promoted material spun out by
The Syria Campaign, the PR firm representing the White Helmets, and has
favorably quoted the spokesman for
Ahrar al-Sham, a Turkish-backed Salafi
militia implicated in an array of atrocities. Shaheen was, in fact, the first
Western reporter allowed into insurgent-controlled Khan Sheikoun by
Ahrar al-Sham after allegations of a
chemical attack there in April 2017.
Demonstrating his pro-opposition
bent, he once tweeted a photo of a
neighborhood that had been destroyed
by al-Qaida and falsely described it as
an exhibit of Assad’s brutality.

has been so dedicated to regime change
in Syria that it partnered with Google
and
Hillary
Clinton’s
State
Department in 2012 to encourage the
defection of Syrian army officers to the
CIA-backed armed opposition.
The network’s Arabic arm, meanwhile, has featured calls for the genocide of Syrian minority groups by one
of its most popular hosts, Faisal Qasim.
While promoting the White Helmets,
Al-Jazeera’s
viral
site,
AJ+,
even appeared to justify the assassination of the Russian ambassador to
Turkey by a sympathizer of al-Qaida.
Al-Jazeera also has given its “personality of the week” award to one of
al-Qaida’s most prominent media figures in Syria, Bilal Abdul Kareem.
While Al-Jazeera might play a valuable role in providing Westerners with
a regular stream of information and
opinions on the Middle East, it is about
as far from an impartial source on
Syria as a network can be. To cast it as
an objective source, as Kolhatkar did,
would probably qualify under the definition of what she called “fake news.”
Next, in her bid to discredit Fisk,
Kolhatkar cited an Associated Press article by Bassem Mroue filed from
Douma. However, she strangely omit-

ted the following section, which undermined her case for accusing the Syrian
government of carrying out a chemical
attack by air:
“Nuseir, 25, said he ran from the
shelter to a nearby clinic and fainted. After he was revived, he returned
to the shelter and found his wife and
daughters dead, with foam coming
from their mouths.
“He and two other residents
accused the rebel Army of Islam of
carrying out the attack. [Emphasis
added.] As they spoke, government
troops were not far away but out of
earshot. Nuseir said a gas cylinder
was found leaking the poison gas,
adding that he didn’t think it was
dropped from the air because it still
looked intact.”

The most compelling reasons to
doubt that the Syrian government carried out a chemical attack in Douma
lay not only in witness testimony but in
a basic consideration of motivation
and timing. The Syrian army had completely defeated the Jaysh al-Islam
insurgents in eastern Ghouta and was
on the precipice of destroying them in
Douma when the chemical attack was
alleged to have happened. From a military standpoint, the Syrian government had no need to deploy chemical

Turning to an Al-Jazeera report to
undermine Fisk’s coverage from
Douma, Kolhatkar openly wondered
why any rational person might distrust
this Qatari-backed news group’s coverage of Syria. She thus ignored the role
of Al-Jazeera’s governmental parent as
a top financial sponsor of both
the White Helmets and Syria’s al-Qaida affiliate, the Nusra Front. Al-Jazeera
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weapons, as it had already achieved
victory through conventional means.
From a political perspective, a chemical attack was suicidal—guaranteed to
trip the “red line” imposed by Western
governments and immediately trigger
military intervention.
The insurgents, however, had every
reason to allege that a chemical attack
had taken place, as stimulating Western
intervention has been their only hope for
achieving the objective of regime change.
Kolhatkar attempted to turn this
obvious logic on its head, wondering
without any apparent sign of irony,
“Why would rebels frame Assad only to
leave their stronghold right afterward?”
Perhaps the Syrian government was
stupid enough to use chemical weapons when it had every motive not to do
so. And maybe it was so stupid that it
has used them over and over again,
flagrantly daring the West to intervene.
Someday, Western governments might
be able to produce enough evidence to
demonstrate that this was the case. But
so far, they have been unable to do so.
What’s more, they have failed to convince their citizens that another war of
regime change against a formerly stable
post-colonial Arab state was necessary.
Despite being subjected to a tidal
wave of deceptions and a campaign of
pro-war perception management of
unprecedented scale, the Western public has managed to maintain an attitude
of healthy distrust toward its media
establishment. The everyday skeptics
deserve our congratulations, not condescending lectures and elitist contempt.
—Truthdig, April 23, 2018
https://www.truthdig.com/articles/
syria-controversy-dont-believe-the-official-narrative/
1 “Syria Controversy: Who Supports Assad
in the Civil War?”
By Sonali Kolhatkar, April 23, 2018
https://www.truthdig.com/articles/syria-controversy-who-supports-assad-in-the-civil-war/
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Saudi Arabia and the Middle East
By Lutte Ouvriere
For more than two-and-a-half years,
Saudi Arabia has been waging a war on
Yemen that has already caused 10,000
deaths. Bombing has hit hospitals,
schools and military positions indiscriminately. On January 1, 2018, a gas station
in the marketplace of Al Hudayadh in
West Yemen was hit, killing at least 20
people. According to the Red Cross, the
cholera epidemic that is a direct result of
the war has affected a million people
since March 2017. Due to the embargo
imposed by the Saudi regime, famine
now threatens 70 percent of the Yemeni
population of 27.5 million.
Led by the U.S., imperialist powers
gave their go-ahead, and the Saudis
launched Operation Decisive Storm on
March 25, 2015. The UN Security
Council immediately approved. Great
Britain, France and the U.S. supplied
arms and military intelligence and
continue to do so, ignoring the catastrophic effect on the Yemeni people.
Saudi Arabia is now bogged down in
this endless conflict.
The Saudi ambassador to the U.S.,
Adel al-Jubeir, declared, “We’re doing
this to protect Yemen.” Saudi Arabia
has interfered in the region for decades,
but its aim has never been to protect
the population—it has always been to
protect its own interests and prove
itself a faithful ally of U.S. imperialism.
Its role of “gendarme” for imperialism,
together with its regional ambitions
and the instability of its regime, are the
ingredients of an explosive cocktail.

Saudi Arabia’s regional ambitions
The ruling dynasty in Saudi Arabia
has been scheming in the Near and
Middle East for a long time, aided and
abetted by imperialist countries.
When the British sought them out
early in the 20th century as allies to
weaken the Ottoman Empire, the

Saouds were simply governors of Nejd
and Riyadh. On the strength of the
financial and strategic help he received
from the British, Ibn Saoud used the
Ikhwan religious militia to conquer
Arabia in a series of bloodthirsty raids.
After Ibn Saoud conquered the holy
cities of Mecca and Medina between
1924 and 1926, the kingdom of Arabia
was born on September 24, 1932.
At that time, Great Britain was the
major power in the Middle East, pillaging its main resource, oil. When black
gold was found in his kingdom, Ibn
Saoud tried to benefit from it. When
he couldn’t reach a satisfactory agreement with Great Britain, he turned to
the United States. As early as 1933,
American companies took control of
immense oil deposits. This guaranteed
several decades of fabulous income for
the oil companies and made the fortune of Ibn Saoud and the royal family.
The United States sealed an agreement with the Saudi kingdom on
February 14, 1945, an alliance between
master and servant. Ibn Saoud offered
oil concessions to the U.S. for a period
of sixty years—this period was extended
in 2005—in exchange for U.S. protection. From that moment on, the Saudi
kingdom became one of the pillars of
imperialism. When the Shah of Iran was
overthrown in 1979, Saudi Arabia
became the strongest power in the
Middle East, with the exception of Israel.
Its pre-eminent position was called
in question by the nuclear agreement
the U.S., Britain, France, Germany,
Russia and China signed with Iran on
July 14, 2015. The agreement liberated
Iran from a good number of sanctions.
And it demonstrated that U.S. imperialism was willing to let Iran back into
the diplomatic game. This increased
the Saudi regime’s fear of having to
share its regional influence with Iran

both politically and economically. For
instance, the end of trade sanctions
against Iran could well lead to a significant increase in Iranian oil exports to
the West, competing with the Saudi oil
exports and threatening a heavy blow
to the Saudi economy.
Many times during his electoral
campaign in 2016, Trump accused
Saudi Arabia of being “the biggest
financial backer of terrorism” but,
once elected and just like his predecessors, he acted in the interests of imperialism. In May 2017, he chose Saudi
Arabia for his first official overseas
visit. Once there, he declared the
American administration to be in full
support of the Saudi regime. He called
for a change of regime in Iran. He also
announced a 110-billion-dollar contract for arms sales to the Saudis. This
encouraged the Saudi regime to initiate
a more aggressive policy toward all
those within the Saudi zone of influence but who looked to Iran for support. It was time to remind them who
was running the show.
On June 5, 2017, Saudi Arabia broke
off relations with Qatar, accusing it of
helping terrorists and working with
Iran to unsettle the Saudi regime. These
accusations were a bit ironic coming
from a regime that has always helped
jihadist groups directly and indirectly.
And it is not the real reason that the
Saudis are upset. Qatar belongs to the
Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC)
together with the Sultanate of Oman,
Kuwait, Bahrain and the United Arab
Emirates. The Council was created in
1981 on the initiative of Saudi Arabia,
which considers these petro-monarchies as its private preserve. But Qatar
is getting too independent. The biggest
natural gas reservoir in the world lies
between Iranian and Qatari territorial
waters in the Persian Gulf. The fact
that Qatar and Iran have come to an
agreement over the exploitation of this
reservoir is an old bone of contention
for Saudi Arabia. And then there are

the Qatari monarchy’s plans for reconstruction in Syria that will be financed
jointly with Turkey, not to mention the
project for a pipeline linking the
Mediterranean to the Persian Gulf.
The Saudi authorities want to reign
over the Gulf petro-monarchies and,
on a wider scale, over all the countries,
like Lebanon, that come under their
sphere of influence in the Middle East.
This preoccupation explains the
extraordinary summoning of the
Lebanese Prime Minister, Saad Hariri,
in November last year. In the eyes of
Saudi Arabia’s reigning prince, the
Lebanese government is too favorable
toward Hezbollah—a party that is
linked to Iran and has a government
agreement with Lebanon. Hariri’s “resignation,” announced from Riyadh,
was a move by the Saudis to unsettle
the Lebanese government.

Yemen, Saudi Arabia’s private
hunting ground
Saudi Arabia went to war in Yemen
in 2015 as part of its aim to control the
countries within its sphere of influence. Because of its geographical position, Yemen controls the Mandeb
Strait, through which a quarter of the
world’s oil moves, along with ten percent of all international maritime commerce. Its frontier with Saudi Arabia
stretches for 1,770 kilometers. The
Saudi kingdom has always considered
Yemen its own private domain.
At the end of the First World War
and with the collapse of the Ottoman
Empire, North Yemen was claimed—
unsuccessfully—by Saudi Arabia,
which had only just been formed. Saudi
Arabia was able to grab part of Yemen
territory—the Asir, Najran and Jizan
provinces—but North Yemen avoided
its grasp and became an independent
kingdom run by an imam.
Since then, Saudi Arabia’s interference in Yemen’s internal politics has
never ceased. In the north, the Saudis
gave their support to the imam’s forc-

es. But those forces were overthrown
on September 26, 1962, in a revolution
led by a group of officers influenced by
Arab nationalist ideas and Nasserism.
On the strength of popular discontent,
they proclaimed the Yemen Arab
Republic. Throughout several years of
civil war, Imam Badr, who had been
chased from power, tried to restore his
regime by the use of arms. He was
backed by Saudi Arabia and armed by
Great Britain. But, with the help of
Nasser’s regime in Egypt, the Yemen
Arab Republic managed to beat the
coalition formed by the Saoud kings of
Saudi Arabia and Hussein of Jordan. At
the same time, South Yemen ceased to
be a British protectorate and became
the People’s Democratic Republic of
Yemen (PDRY), declaring itself socialist and looking to Russia.
The Saudi regime continued to
work behind the scenes to weaken its
neighbors, using numerous Yemeni
tribes that benefited from its largess.
Nonetheless, North and South Yemen
were finally united in a single republic
run by Ali Abdullah Saleh on May 22,
1990. Saleh had been in power in North
Yemen since 1978.
When Kuwait was invaded by
Saddam Hussein later that year, Saleh
remained neutral. Saudi Arabia retaliated: 800,000 Yemeni working in Saudi
Arabia were sent home, causing serious
economic and social difficulties for
Yemen. At the same time, U.S. aid was
cut off to Yemen.
Three years later, Yemen imploded
again. The southern leaders, helped by
ex-PDRY soldiers, tried to secede. A
feeling of injustice had spread with the
privatization of land and businesses
post-unification. The privatization was
very profitable for wealthy families in
the North, particularly President
Saleh’s clan.
Saudi Arabia was again working
behind the scenes, sending militias into
combat in Yemen. After hard fighting,
the secession attempt was subdued in
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1994 by the former Northern army,
and Saleh held on to his authority. War
broke out again in 2004 in the region of
Sa’dah. It opposed the Yemeni regime
to the Houthi—a movement that grew
from the Shiite tribes in the north of
the country near the Saudi border. The
war lasted for six years. The Saudi
regime intervened once again, by helping Saleh’s army to stop the Houthi
from coming to power. The emergence
of a Houthi regime might have served
as a rear base for the Saudi Shiite opposition. And this threatened not only
Saudi Arabia’s political stability but
also its oil revenue, since most of the
Saudi reserves are grouped in the area
where the Shiite minority lives.

A long-term war that is disastrous
for the Yemeni population
When the Arab Spring movement of
2011 reached Yemen, challenging the
power of dictator Ali Abdullah Saleh,
Saudi Arabia helped the U.S. to set up
an alternative authority to try and damp
things down. Working together, they
readied Abdrabbuh Mansur Hadi—the
second in command of the previous
regime—in the wings. On November
23, 2011, President Saleh signed an
agreement whereby authority would be
handed over to Hadi. On February 21,
2012, Hadi was elected president. But
the new authority was immediately
unsettled by Houthi militia.
These militias had already conquered the north and now moved on to
the capital, Sana’a, where they managed to reach an understanding with
part of Saleh’s army. In the end, they
compelled Hadi to take refuge in Saudi
Arabia and Saleh held on to his seat.
On March 26, 2013, the Saudi
defense minister announced the beginning of a new Saudi war on Yemen. He
had the formal cooperation of nine
other Arab countries. He planned to
defeat the Houthi and put President
Hadi back in power and to do it all
within a few days. Two-and-half-years
later, this still hadn’t been achieved.
44 SOC IALIS T VIEWPO I NT

Vo l . 18, No . 4

On December 2, 2017, Saleh opened an
exit route for the Saudis by publicly
announcing that he wanted to “turn
the page,” breaking off his contingency
alliance with the Houthi. His assassination two days later closed that route.
The Saudi-imposed blockade is still
in place and the Yemeni population
continues to die in the carpet-bombing
carried out by the Saudis with bombs
that are manufactured in imperialist
countries. The Saudi forces are the only
ones of the Arab coalition fighting, the
coalition having no real existence:
Egypt refused to send in ground troops,
the Pakistani government vetoed all
participation, and the support of other
countries is purely symbolic. The U.S.
armed forces intervene directly only
against Al Qaeda positions. It would
appear that U.S. leaders prefer to let
Saudi Arabia be the only one entangled
in this war, all the while publicly
expressing their support. On December
14, U.S. ambassador to the UN, Nikki
Haley, stated that there was “concrete
evidence” that the missile fired on a
Saudi airport by the Houthi was of
Iranian origin. But the evidence for
this is no more convincing than the
evidence for “weapons of mass destruction” that George W. Bush brandished
to justify the invasion of Iraq.
Authorities in the Saudi capital of
Riyadh continue to denounce Iran’s
“direct military aggression” against
Saudi Arabia. The religious dignitaries
continue their invective against “heretical Shiites.” But Iran refuses to be
pulled into an all-out war in Yemen.

The Saudi regime is not stable
On January 4, 2013, Le Monde published the following passage from the
blog of Saudi businessman Turki Faisal
Al Rasheed, “The real danger for the
Saudi authorities […] is not Iran or
terrorism but the aspiration toward
political, social, economic and cultural
reform that would lead to good governance, to development and to the eradication of scheming and corruption.”

A quarter of the world’s oil fields are
to be found in Saudi Arabia along with
the lowest extraction costs. Oil is what
makes the country rich, but the dependence also makes it fragile, since 90
percent of its budget depends on oil
exports. The drop in oil prices since
June 2014 has affected the country. As
an indication, the price per barrel
dropped from $114 in June 2014 to less
than $30 in January 2016. During the
same period, the kingdom increased its
public spending.
The great majority of public money is
spent on arms. The Saudi monarchy now
spends nearly 90 billion dollars on defense
every year. They have the third largest
defense budget in the world, behind the
U.S. and China, but ahead of Russia.
With the war in Yemen continuing, arms
purchases are unlikely to diminish.
According to the international organization, Human Rights Watch, the
U.S. sold 7.8 billion dollars of arms to
Saudi Arabia between May and
September 2015. In March of the same
year, the British government agreed to
deliver military supplies worth 2.8 billion pounds sterling. France also has its
finger in the pie: the Saudi crown is its
top arms client. According to the 2016
parliamentary report on arms exports,
Saudi Arabia was France’s main client
for the period 2006-2015, spending 12
billion euros to buy weapons from
France—more than Qatar, Egypt,
Brazil and India.
Until now, petro-dollars from the
sale of black gold have more or less
bought a certain level of social peace in
Saudi Arabia from top to bottom of the
social scale. Some of the oil revenue has
been used to guarantee the loyalty of
thousands of princes in the royal family and of their clients. The “salaries”
thus paid account for two billion dollars a year, i.e., five percent of the kingdom’s public spending. Petrodollars
have allowed Saudi Arabia to provide
jobs for thousands of public servants,
and to subsidize the price of gasoline,

water and electricity for households. A
great number of gifts are included in
what petrodollars buy, cronyism being
the kingdom’s way of functioning.
But in the slums of the capital where
basic public services don’t exist, there
are poor people who haven’t even
caught a glimpse of petrodollars.
Twenty percent of the Saudi population lives below the poverty line.
Unemployment is a scourge that,
according to the official figures, touches 12 percent of the working population. But other studies set this figure
somewhere between 20 and 30 percent.
Saudi Arabia relies on the cheap foreign labor that constitutes much of
private employment. Out of 18 million
workers in a population estimated at
33 million, half are immigrant workers.
Due to the crisis caused by the drop
in oil revenue, the authorities are having to find solutions to avoid both
bankruptcy and a reaction from the
population, while maintaining their
public assistance policy, their arms
spending, and the general financing of
their foreign policy.

social networks. There has been talk of
requiring private employers to hire only
Saudi citizens and Vision 2030 plans to
enact this. The implicit hunting down of
immigrant workers in this policy is not
new; it has already been implemented in
the past, making life even more difficult
for immigrants, subjecting them to fines
and ill-treatment from the police.
Nevertheless, the country still needs this
over-exploited proletariat even if it represents a permanent danger for the wealthy.
As the crisis gets worse and its consequences are felt more acutely, the
population might well react. Even if
the regime is a harsh dictatorship that
crushes any attempt at opposition, its
use of floggings and decapitations may
no longer be a deterrent. At the time of
the Arab Spring revolts in other Arab
countries in 2011, the previous Saudi
King Abdullah set up exceptional measures—wage increases and unemployment benefits—to try and avoid revolts
spreading into Saudi Arabia.

In order to pay for the 2016 budget
deficit, the kingdom resigned itself to
issue bonds for the first time since
2007, borrowing ten billion dollars
from JPMorgan, HSBC and Citigroup.
Mohammad bin Salman presented a
plan modestly named Vision 2030. The
plan consists of a number of measures
that will reinforce the private sector,
including partial privatization of
Aramco (Arabian American Oil
Company). It appears that five percent
of this public oil company may have
been put up for sale. This would give
foreign investors control over some of
the country’s natural resources.

Economic difficulties are not the
only problem that the authorities have
to face in Saudi Arabia. For decades, the
Shiites have been a political problem
for the Saudi regime, since it relies on a
religious hierarchy that preaches
Wahhabism, a particularly regressive
Sunni variety. Shiites represent ten percent of the labor force and mostly live
in the eastern provinces of Hassa and
Qatif, which are of crucial strategic
worth because they hold all of Saudi
Arabia’s natural resources. Shiites are a
poor population, and no Shiite holds a
high-up position in administration, the
army or security forces. But Aramco,
which does have a monopoly on oil
exploitation, employs a large number
of Shiites—40 percent of its workforce.

The first austerity measures to hit the
population have been drawn up.
Employees in the public sector must now
pay the totality of their gas, water and
electricity bills. There was some protest
over the amount of these bills during the
first quarter of 2016 but it was limited to

There have been quite a few Shiite
revolts, including the Qatif and Hofuf
riots in 1980-1981 and the demonstrations in support of the Shiites in Bahrain
during the Arab Spring. They have been
violently repressed every time but the
embers are still smoldering.

Even at its summit, the stability of
the kingdom has always been fragile
because it can be challenged each time
authority changes hands. Mohammad
bin Salman has the support and legitimacy that comes with being the king’s
son, at least as long as the king is alive.
In 2017, he made a number of moves to
consolidate his power, notably the eviction in June of Mohammed bin Nayef,
previous holder of the title of crown
prince, and, on November 4 and 5, the
arrest of dozens of princes, ministers
and businessmen, all accused of corruption. But that may not be enough.
The crown prince is trying to establish
himself as a modernist by adopting measures such as opening cinemas and
authorizing women to drive. The monarchy nevertheless remains that of another
age and has certainly not stopped
oppressing women—adultery still carries
the death penalty. It continues to repress
the slightest protest. Its morality police,
the Mutaween, rule the population. A
simple blog post can mean several years
in prison or even a death sentence.
In 2014, a royal decree defined terrorism as “any act…intended to disturb the public order or to shake the
security of society or the stability of the
state or expose its national unity to
danger…or insult the reputation of the
state and its position.” According to an
executive order from the minister for
homeland security in the same year,
the following are considered to be terrorist acts: “calling for atheist thought
in any form…supporting, joining or
sympathizing with any organization,
group of people, movement, current or
political party.” The regime still plays
on fear to stifle any opposition.

Policing the region for
imperialist favors
The U.S., Great Britain and France
consider themselves truly democratic
countries but they are not in the least
bit bothered by the ferocious, dictatorial nature of Saudi Arabia, which even
managed to keep its seat on the UN
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Human Rights Council on October 28,
2016. Despite being what is probably
the most reactionary regime in a region
that counts several others, it has managed to establish itself as the principal
defender, apart from Israel, of U.S.
interests in general and U.S. oil companies in particular. The list of services it
has rendered is a long one.
In the 1950s, Saudi Arabia served as
a barrier against the threat of panArabism and the emergence of Nasserinspired regimes that were allied with
the Soviet Union. In the 1970s, like the
Shah’s Iran, it was a pillar of security in
the region; the U.S. military spending
for the kingdom went from 16 million
dollars in 1970 to 312 million in 1972.
The Saudis also helped the U.S. by
financing the Afghani Taliban in the
1980s. The Taliban were not as useful
as U.S. leaders had hoped in stopping
the anarchy that followed the retreat of
Soviet troops from Afghanistan in
1988-1989; but they would not have
been able to establish themselves at all
without Saudi and Pakistani support.
Later, the Saudi regime was an ally

against Saddam Hussein’s Iraq during
the Gulf war in 1991. The Saudi Ulama
even issued a fatwa1 that allowed
American troops to transit through
Saudi Arabia before entering Kuwait.
Similarly, Saudi Arabia’s war in Yemen
was waged with the agreement and
active support of the U.S. leaders. But
the regime’s loyalty to imperialism has
a price that Middle East populations
have been paying for decades.

Pyromaniacs
In Yemen, as a result of the war,
various jihadist groups have either
emerged alongside the Houthi militias
or been strengthened, including the Al
Qaeda branch in the Arabic Peninsula
(AQAP) and ISIS. In April 2015, the
chaotic situation enabled Al Qaeda to
take control of Mukalla, the fifth largest city in the country, and to rule it for
a year in alliance with local tribes.
This jihadist expansion was not hindered by the increasing number of U.S.
drone attacks or by the raids launched
by Special Forces once Trump came to
power. Quite the opposite. Yemen might

become a fallback position for foreign
jihadists but, if the conflict continues
and degenerates, it could also have the
opposite effect and spread Yemeni
jihadists throughout the region and even
beyond, as happened in Libya following
imperialist intervention in 2011.
Yemen is already one of the poorest
countries in the world and the state is
disintegrating as poverty increases.
Today’s bombing engenders despair
that is pushing the country further into
chaos, making it an excellent recruiting
ground for jihadist militias. This dramatic evolution already took place in
Iraq, in Syria and further away.
Imperialist pyromaniacs are using local
pyromaniacs and the fire they have
started is spreading. To hold on to their
economic and social domination, the
major powers are using a bloodthirsty
Saudi dictatorship that is helping to
drive a whole region into barbarism.
—Redline, June 3, 2018
https://rdln.wordpress.
com/2018/06/03/the-role-of-saudi-arabia-in-the-middle-east/
1 A legal opinion or decree handed down by
an Islamic religious leader.
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/
fatwa

Despite being what is
probably the most
reactionary regime in a
region that counts
several others, it has
managed to establish
itself as the principal
defender, apart from
Israel, of U.S. interests
in general and U.S. oil
companies in particular.
The list of services it has
rendered is a long one.
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Scourging Yemen
By Kathy Kelly
On May 10, the Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia informed the UN Security
Council and UN Secretary General
Antonio Guterres that Saudi Air
Defenses intercepted two Houthi ballistic missiles launched from inside
Yemeni territory targeting densely
populated civilian areas in Riyadh, the
Saudi capital. No one was killed, but an
earlier attack, on March 26, 2018, killed
one Egyptian worker in Riyadh and
an April 28 attack killed a Saudi man.
Unlike the unnumbered victims of
the Saudis’ own ongoing bombardment of Yemen, these two precious,
irreplaceable lives are easy to document and count. Death tolls have
become notoriously difficult to count
accurately in Yemen. Three years of
U.S.-supported blockades and bombardments have plunged the country
into immiseration and chaos.
In their May 10 request, the Saudis
asked the UN to implement “all relevant Security Council resolutions in
order to prevent the smuggling of
additional weapons to the Houthis,
and to hold violators of the arms
embargo accountable.” The letter
accuses Iran of furnishing the Houthi
militias with stockpiles of ballistic missiles, UAVs and sea mines. The Saudis’
letter omits mention of massive U.S.
weapons exports to Saudi Arabia and
the United Arab Emirates (UAE).

The Saudis have an undeniable right
to call on the UN to work toward preventing the Houthis from acquiring
ballistic weapons that could be fired
into Saudi Arabia, but the air, sea and
water blockade now imposed on Yemen
brutally and lethally punishes children
who have no capacity whatsoever to
affect Houthi policies. What’s more,
the U.S. military, through midair refueling of Saudi and Emirati warplanes, is
directly involved in devastating barrages of airstrikes while the UN Security
Council essentially pays no heed.

“in the past three years,
the coalition has carried
out 16,749 air raids in
Yemen, i.e., an average
of 15 a day. Almost a
third of the raids have
hit non-military sites.”

As Yemeni civilians’ lives become
increasingly desperate, they become
increasingly isolated, their suffering
made invisible by a near-total lack of
Western media interest or attention.
No commercial flights are allowed into
the Sana’a airport, so media teams and
human rights documentarians can’t
enter the areas of Yemen most afflicted
by airstrikes. The World Food Program
(WFP) organizes a weekly flight into
Sana’a, but the WFP must vet passengers with the Saudi government.
Nevertheless, groups working in
Yemen,
including
Amnesty
International,
Médecins
Sans
Frontières (MSF), Save the Children,
Oxfam, and various UN agencies do
their best to report about consequences of the Saudi-Emirati led coalition’s
blockade and airstrikes.
On May 18th, Médecins Sans
Frontières (MSF) issued a report about
airstrikes against the Saada governorate which notes that “in the past three
years, the coalition has carried out

The Security Council resolutions
invoked by the Saudis name the Houthis
as a warring party in Yemen and call for
an embargo, so the Houthis can’t acquire
more weapons. But these Resolutions
don’t name the Saudis as a warring party
in Yemen, even though Crown Prince
Mohammed bin Salman has, since
March 2015, orchestrated Saudi involvement in the war, using billions of dollars
of weapons sold to the Saudis and the
UAE by the U.S. and the UK.
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16,749 air raids in Yemen, i.e., an average of 15 a day. Almost a third of the
raids have hit non-military sites.”
Earlier in May, MSF responded to a
series of Saudi-Emirati coalition led
airstrikes on May 7, which struck a
busy street in the heart of Sana’a, killing six people and injuring at least 72.
“Civilians, including children, were
killed and maimed because they were
in the wrong place at the wrong time,”
said João Martins, MSF head of mission in Yemen. “No-one should live in
fear of being bombed while going
about their daily life; yet again we are
seeing civilian victims of airstrikes
fighting for their lives in hospitals.”
Lacking access to food, clean water,
medicine and fuel, over 400,000

Weapon manufacturers
such as Raytheon,
Lockheed Martin and
Boeing then pressure
governments to continue selling weapons to
two of their top customers, Saudi Arabia and
the United Arab
Emirates.
Yemeni children are, according to Save
the Children, at imminent risk of starvation. “Most of them will never see a
health clinic or receive treatment,” says
Kevin Watkins, the organization’s UK
Director. “Many of those who survive
will be affected by stunting and poor
health for the rest of their lives.”
Watkins says the Saudi-UAE led coalition is using economic strangulation as
a weapon of war, “targeting jobs, infrastructure, food markets and the provision of basic services.”
On March 22, 2018, Amnesty
International called for an end to the
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flow of arms to the Saudi-led coalition
attacking Yemen. “There is extensive
evidence that irresponsible arms flows to
the Saudi Arabia-led coalition have
resulted in enormous harm to Yemeni
civilians,” their statement says. “But this
has not deterred the USA, the UK and
other states, including France, Spain and
Italy, from continuing transfers of billions of dollars’ worth of such arms.”
The UN Charter begins with a commitment to save succeeding generations from the scourge of war. The UN
Security Council has miserably failed
the Yemeni people by allowing the
scourge of war to worsen, year by year.
By approving biased resolutions that
neglect to even name the most wellfunded and sophisticated warring parties in Yemen—Saudi Arabia; the
United Arab Emirates; the United
States—the Security Council promotes
the intensification of brutal, apocalyptic war and enables western war profiteers to benefit from billions of dollars
in weapon sales. Weapon manufacturers such as Raytheon, Lockheed Martin
and Boeing then pressure governments
to continue selling weapons to two of
their top customers, Saudi Arabia and
the United Arab Emirates.
Earnest, honest and practical steps to
stop the war are urgently needed. The
U.N. must abandon its biased role in
the Yemen conflict, so it can broker a
peace in which the Houthi minority can
retain some dignity and representation
in majority-Sunni Yemen, which even
before the Houthi uprising lacked any
legitimate elected leader. The Houthis
must be given an option to lay down
arms without landing in any of the clandestine prisons operated by the UAE in
Yemen, reported to be little more than
torture camps. Even more urgent, the
violence and economic strangulation by
foreign invaders must cease.
At the very least, citizens in countries
supplying weapons to the Saudi-Emirati
coalition must demand their legislators
forbid all future sales. The time for

determined action is running out in the
U.S. as the State Department is already
taking preliminary steps toward a massive, multibillion-dollar sale of weapons
to Saudi Arabia and the United Arab
Emirates. The package is said to include
tens-of-thousands of precision-guided
munitions from Raytheon.
Yemeni civilians, especially children,
pose no threat whatsoever to the U.S.
Yet, U.S. support for airstrikes, blockades and the chaos inevitably caused by
prolonged war threatens Yemeni civilians, especially vulnerable children.
They have committed no crime but are
being punished with death.
—CounterPunch, May 22, 2018
https://www.counterpunch.
org/2018/05/22/scourging-yemen/

Crown Prince
Mohammed bin
Salman has, since
March 2015,
orchestrated Saudi
involvement in the
war, using billions
of dollars of
weapons sold to
the Saudis and the
UAE by the U.S.
and the UK.

Dark Moment of Shame
With explicit U.S. backing, Saudi attack on Yemen’s humanitarian lifeline begins
By Jake Johnson
With a “green light” from the
Trump administration and essential
military support from the U.S. government, Saudi-led forces plowed ahead
with an assault on the Yemeni port city
of Hodeidah on Wednesday, June 13,
2018, brushing aside dire warnings
from international humanitarian organizations and a small group of
American lawmakers that an attack on
the key aid harbor could spark a fullblown famine and endanger millions
of lives.
Responding to the early stages of the
attack—which began with an estimated 30 Saudi airstrikes within half-anhour, guided by U.S. military intelligence—Win Without War wrote on
Twitter that the attack is “a dark
moment of shame for the United
States. We could have stopped this.”
Hodeidah is currently home to
around 600,000 civilians, and around
80 percent of all humanitarian aid that
flows into Yemen arrives at the city’s
port, which is currently controlled by
Houthi rebels. International observers
have warned that a military fight over
the port city could halt life-saving food
and medicine and cause the starvation
of millions.

tion has been considering deepening
U.S. military involvement in the Saudi
bombardment of Yemen, which has
pushed eight million Yemenis to the
brink of famine. In a report on Tuesday,
the Wall Street Journal confirmed that
the U.S. is providing the Saudis with
“intelligence to fine-tune their list of
airstrike targets” in Hodeidah.
Martin Griffiths, United Nations
special envoy to Yemen, wrote on
Wednesday that he is “extremely concerned” with the Saudi-led military
escalation and said he is working with
both parties to avert further disaster.
In a statement responding to the
potentially catastrophic attack on
Hodeidah, Lindsey German, convener
of the Stop the War Coalition, took aim
at both the U.S. and the United Kingdom
for providing crucial political and military support for the Saudi-led assault,

arguing that such complicity reveals
“the true face of their foreign policy.”
“Trump and his close ally, [U.K.
Prime Minister] Theresa May, have
been escalating military involvement in
Yemen without pushing for a political
settlement to the Saudi-led war,”
German said. “Their total support for
Saudi Arabia and its allies is making
the world’s worst humanitarian crisis
even more severe. It gives an even
greater urgency to those in favor of
peace to build the biggest possible protest to Trump when he visits the U.K.
in July.”
—Common Dreams, June 13, 2018
https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2018/06/13/dark-moment-shameexplicit-us-backing-saudi-attackyemens-humanitarian-lifeline

“Some civilians are entrapped, others
forced from their homes,” Jolien
Veldwijk—acting country director for
the humanitarian group CARE, which is
still operating in Yemen—told Reuters on
Wednesday as the U.S.-backed Saudi
assault on Hodeidah began. “We thought
it could not get any worse, but unfortunately we were wrong.”
As Common Dreams reported earlier this month, the Trump administra-
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ENVIRONMENT

Pollution and Death
By Pete Dolack
The cost of pollution in human lives
is often abstract due to the long-term
nature of such deaths. The cost, however, is quite concrete: A new report estimates that 4.1 million people died as a
result of ambient air pollution in 2016.
And that’s a conservative estimate.
Globally, only five causes of death
took a higher toll. (High blood pressure
and smoking were the leading causes.)
That sobering report was issued this
month by teams of researchers at
the Health Effects Institute and
the Institute for Health Metrics and
Evaluation. Their report, “State of
Global Air 2018,” sought to analyze
worldwide air pollution exposures and
health impacts; data for 2016 is used
because that is the most recent data
available. The report states:
“Worldwide exposure to PM2.5
contributed to 4.1 million deaths
from heart disease and stroke, lung
cancer, chronic lung disease, and
respiratory infections in 2016. PM2.5
was responsible for a substantially
larger number of attributable deaths
than other more well-known risk factors (such as alcohol use, physical
inactivity, or high sodium intake)
and for an equivalent number of
attributable deaths as high cholesterol and high body mass index. Ozone,
another important component of
outdoor air pollution, whose levels
are on the rise around the world,
contributed to 234,000 [additional]
deaths from chronic lung disease.”

“PM2.5” refers to particulate matter
less than or equal to 2.5 micrometers in
aerodynamic diameter. Because particle pollution can travel deep into the
lungs and cause or aggravate heart and
lung diseases, there are numerous
health hazards associated with it,
including reduced lung function,
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development of respiratory diseases in
children, aggravation of existing lung
diseases and premature death of people
with lung diseases, according to a
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
overview that the Trump administration appears to not have gotten around
to censoring. Sources include incomplete combustion, automobile emissions, dust and industrial activity.
This pollution is a global problem—
the “State of Global Air 2018” report
notes that 95 percent of the world’s
population lives in areas exceeding
World Health Organization guidelines
for healthy air, and almost 60 percent
live in areas that do not meet even the
WHO’s least-stringent air quality target. That widespread pollution adds
up. The report states that “In 2016,
long-term exposure to ambient PM2.5
contributed to 4.1 million deaths and
to a loss of 106 million [disabilityadjusted life-years], making PM 2.5
exposure responsible for 7.5 percent of
all global deaths and 4.4 percent of all
global DALYs.” (The term “DALY”
refers to losses of healthy life and are
calculated as the sum of the years of life
lost from a premature death and the
years lived with disability.)
Different countries have different
source characteristics. In China, for
example, industrial coal, transportation and residential biomass burning
are the major sources of deaths attributable to air pollution, accounting for
more than 400,000 deaths. In India,
residential biomass burning is by far
the single biggest culprit, responsible
for an estimated 268,000 deaths. China
has recently begun to slowly reverse an
earlier rise in air-pollution deaths, but
these remain on the increase in India.
The report estimates that India could

avoid up to 1.2 million deaths in 2050
through instituting more aggressive
measures rather than simply keeping
current practices in place.

Further costs of pollution
The actual global total of 4.1 million
might actually be an under-estimate.
The report says its calculation does not
include causes of death and disability
for which evidence for a causal relationship with exposure to ambient
PM2.5 is growing, such as the development of asthma in children, low birth
weight and pre-term birth, type-two
diabetes and neurological disorders.
By no means does the State of Global
Air 2018 report exhaust the literature of
the toll of pollution. A United Nations
study, “Towards a Pollution-Free
Planet” (an advanced copy of which was
posted in December 2017,) cites the
World Health Organization estimate
that 12.6 million people died from environmental causes in 2012, or almost
one-quarter of the world’s deaths that
year. The cost of pollution is enormous,
not only in lives shortened but in economic costs. The UN study says:
“In 2013, the global welfare costs
associated with air pollution were
estimated at some $5.11 trillion. The
welfare costs from mortality relating
to outdoor air pollution were estimated at $3 trillion; for indoor air
pollution the figure was $2 trillion.
… With regard to human health, the
welfare cost of mortality from unsafe
water is considerable in many developing countries. In 2004, losses
stemming from inadequate water
and sanitation services in developing
countries were estimated at $260-billion-per-year—the equivalent of ten
percent of gross domestic product
(GDP) for some poor countries.”

Although deaths from pollution are
much higher in developing countries,
the total is significant in the advanced
capitalist countries. Earlier studies, for
example, estimated 200,000 premature
deaths in the United States annually
and 29,000-per-year in Britain.
What is often missed in these sorts
of reports is the externalization of costs.
Industrial activity by large corporations
is responsible for a significant amount
of deadly pollution—but those corporate entities don’t bear the costs of that
pollution. Rather, the costs are externalized onto society, leaving the profits
to be grabbed by a handful of executives and speculators while the rest of
the world must absorb the costs.
These economic costs are not insignificant. One corporate report, not
intended for the public’s eyes, estimates
that external costs total U.S. $7.3-trillion-per-year, with greenhouse-gas
emissions accounting for more than
one-third of that total. The report,
“Natural Capital at Risk–The Top 100
Externalities of Business,” finds that
coal-fired power in East Asia and North
America alone account for $770-billion-per-year in damage from the
impacts of greenhouse-gas emissions
and air pollution. These social costs
exceeded the value of these sectors’ production value. Those two were among
the top three sources of damages, along
with South American cattle ranching,
estimated to cost $350 billion.

It’s awful for us but great for profits
Getting closer to assessing responsibility, a separate United Nations report
found that the world’s 3,000 biggest
corporations cause $2.2 trillion of
environmental damage in 2008. That
total represents one-third of those corporations’ profits. This report appears
never to have been released,
although the Guardian was able
to report briefly on its contents in
February 2010. The true environmental cost, however, might have been yet
higher, the Guardian reported:

“The biggest single impact on the
$2.2-trillion estimate, accounting for
more than half of the total, was emissions of greenhouse gases blamed for
climate change. Other major ‘costs’
were local air pollution such as particulates, and the damage caused by the
over-use and pollution of freshwater.”

All the more absurd then, that fossil
fuels are subsidized to enormous
extents—$5.6-trillion-per-year. That,
unfortunately, is not a misprint. That
total comes from calculating not only
the huge direct government subsidies
and tax breaks provided to fossil-fuel
companies, but the cost of environmental damages borne by the public
rather than the corporations themselves. The subsidized cost of air pollution and global warming combined
account for two-thirds of the $5.6 trillion total, according to the researchers
who prepared the working paper, “How
Large Are Global Energy Subsidies?”
Although some of these reports, by
implication, hint at the corporate
responsibility for these massive costs,
none dare to address the system that
encourages such waste, instead offering
boilerplate advice that humanity pollute
less. The “State of Global Air
2018” report discussed above, for example, concludes with a recommendation
that “decision-makers” should be
engaged in “identifying and taking
action to control the major sources that
contribute to them” and see to it that
less coal is burned. The United Nations
report “Towards a Pollution-Free
Planet,” also discussed above, suggests a
“framework for action” that is “founded on strong science to ensure that burdens and negative effects are not simply
shifted from one area to another.”
There is nothing wrong with such
suggestions, but if the source of the
problem is never mentioned, how is a
solution to be found? The massive
environmental problems the Earth
faces are not some deus ex machina or
a natural variable such as ocean tides.
They have concrete sources, rooted in

the global economic system. Capitalism
requires constant growth for which all
incentives are for planned obsolescence, more growth, more industry
and more pollution. That pollution in
turn is mostly the result of activity by
large corporations that are unaccountable and thus able to foist the costs of
their activities onto society.
Once again, it is impossible to have
infinite growth on a finite planet. The
current global rate of consumption is
1.7 Earths for the provision of resources and the absorption of waste. It is
impossible to indefinitely consume
more than can be replenished, nor can
rational and sustainable consumption
and resource-use patterns be maintained in a system in which prices,
taxation and incentives are so badly
out of alignment with the environment. Our future ability to prosper can
only be based on a steady-state economy that provides for need rather that
private wealth accumulation, an
impossibility under a system based on
relentless competition.
Pete Dolack writes the Systemic
Disorder blog and has been an activist
with several groups. His book, It’s Not
Over: Learning From the Socialist
Experiment, is available from Zero Books.
—CounterPunch, May 11, 2018
https://www.counterpunch.
org/2018/05/11/if-you-incentivize-pollution-you-incentive-death/

...a separate United
Nations report found
that the world’s 3,000
biggest corporations
cause $2.2 trillion of
environmental damage
in 2008.
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INCARCERATION NATION

Hog Farms, Toxic Water, and Toxic Prisons
By Keith “Malik” Washington
“The pre-eminence of environmentalism in the 21st century is a
novel political and historical development. Ecology is a new body of scientific description and knowledge upon
which social, economic, political and
ethical ideas and practices have
become premised. Ecosystem science
suggests that political, social, and economic arrangements must be compatible with, and ideally optimize, natural
ecological processes. Harming ecosystems is considered ethically, politically, and ecologically wrong.” —Graham
Purchase, Green Flame: Kropotkin and
the Birth of Ecology1

When a person says that they are a
“water protector,” an animal and plant
lover, they more often than not identify
with being classified as an environmentalist. However, if you live in the United
States of Amerika, you must become an
expert in biology, water analysis, and be
proficient in identifying poisons and
pathogens, which routinely appear in
your immediate environment, your
food, and your water supply.
More specifically, you must actually
transform yourself into a private investigator. For who is able to decipher and
figure out the complex and conspiratorial relationships which currently exist
between capitalist corporate entities
that persistently pollute the environment, and federal and state agencies—
government departments who have
been commissioned to protect the people, our land, air, and water from being
corrupted and exploited by these
immoral and unethical corporate capitalist entities. Our planet and our
health is in peril and total jeopardy.
What I have discovered is that the
State of Texas has conspired with the
Texas Commission on Environmental
Quality to downplay and cover-up
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toxic and contaminated water supplies
in State-run prisons as well as the rural
communities, which have found themselves in close proximity to these toxic
sites. It is not just the prisoners in
Texas who are suffering the ill effects.
I have also discovered that what is
happening in Texas is not unique. I’ve
learned of another imprisoned environmentalist in the State of
Pennsylvania who is housed at a prison
known as Frackville. The prisoner’s
name is Bryant Arroyo and he has
uncovered the exact same custom, policy, and corrupt government practices
in his state.
In a recent essay published in Socialist
Viewpoint magazine2, Arroyo stated,
“In general, Pennsylvania
Department of Corrections (DOC)
knows it has a water crisis on its
hands. The top agencies like the
Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP)
and EPA know about this open
secret and have conspired to deliberately ignore most, if not all, of the
prisoners’ official complaints. DEP
has received four drinking water
violations from the EPA. But the
underlying problem is money,
money, and more money.”

Bryant Arroyo cites money as the
underlying problem. I find that quite
remarkable, because recently I have been
studying the spending habits of Scott
Pruitt, the director of the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency.3 As I
see it, Pruitt and his cronies have aggressively forced roll-backs of anti-pollution
measures. Simultaneously, Pruitt has
conspired to line the pockets of close
associates and other cronies. $100,000 a
month for private jet memberships, bulletproof vehicles, and bulletproof desks.

Pruitt has been so busy squandering
and wasting taxpayer dollars that he
has virtually ignored environmental
disasters taking place in plain sight.
Senator Sheldon Whitehouse from
Rhode Island has begun to investigate
Pruitt’s careless spending. My question
is, when will the Environmental
Protection Agency start doing some
protecting of the environment?

Hog farms and toxic water
I first discovered the connection
between hog farms and e-coli in the
water supply in the years 2015 and
2016. I was housed at the H.H. Coffield
Unit. Coffield, which is located in the
eastern portion of Texas, specifically
Tennessee Colony, is the largest state
prison in Texas. This prison, in
Anderson County, is approximately an
hour-and-a-half from Dallas, Texas.
There are many prisoners from the
Dallas and Fort Worth areas housed
there. Right across the field, you can
see another large state prison, the
Michaels Unit, and it shares the same
water supply system with Coffield. This
water system has been plagued by
problems with e-coli contamination.4
On numerous occasions, boil notices were issued by the Texas Commission
on Environmental Quality (TCEQ),
but it has been well established that
Texas prisoners have no way to boil
their water. Texas Department of
Criminal Justice (TDCI) often lies to
the public about trucking in clean
water when these notices are issued.
While housed at Coffield, I noticed
many prisoners had these weird keloidlike growths and tumors on the side of
their necks and heads. Some prisoners
had recurring respiratory problems
and gastrointestinal abnormalities.

Then some, like Kevin Wayne Handy,
TDC # 1826610, were diagnosed with
throat cancer.
There are three large prisons in the
Tennessee Colony/Palestine area:
Coffield, Michaels, and Beto Unit, and
they all have some type of industrial
hog operation functioning. The prison
agency TDCJ and the TCEQ know that
these hog operations are contaminating our drinking water, but because we
are prisoners, our health and our lives
really don’t matter to these violators of
the public’s trust.
It is very hard to comprehend how
the medical personnel who work for
the University of Texas Medical Branch
(UTMB) and provide healthcare to the
prisoners at these facilities have not
been able to draw the correlations and
connections between particular health
problems and the toxic water supplies.
Actually, I have observed in the
past, while I was housed at Pack Unit
in Navasota, Texas, that UTMB medical staff were well aware of the high
levels of arsenic in the water supply for
years, but they decided to keep their
mouths shut.
Lawsuits have certainly been filed
citing the toxic water at both Coffield
and Michaels Unit, but we have discovered that the conspiracy to cover up
the existence of these toxic water supplies extends far beyond the offices of
TDCJ and TCEQ. Corruption, collusion, and complicity exist in the U.S.
Magistrate Judge’s chambers in Tyler,
Texas and in Lufkin, Texas. Something
very foul is going on in the Eastern
District of Texas.

employee Dr. Owen Murray continues
to lie to the media and the public at
large about the water quality at Eastham
and numerous other Texas prisons.
It won’t be until the Federal Courts
issue a significant monetary award to
prisoners that TDCJ will finally clean
up their act and stop poisoning the
water supplies.
In 2017, the Earth First Journal published an article I wrote in their Fall issue,
entitled “Horrific Conditions for Livestock
Animals in Texas Prisons Exposed.”5
I not only exposed the mistreatment
and abuse of chickens and hogs, I also
began to scrape the surface of factory
farms which raise hogs, and the connection with toxic water supplies created by
toxic waste from livestock animals.
Recently, Rolling Stone Magazine
published a very informative expose
entitled “A Crap Deal for Duplin
County (How China Outsourced Pork
Production),” by Doug Bock Clark.6
This article is a must-read for any serious water protectors or environmentalists. This exposé serves as a case in
point, which clearly illustrates the high
level of corruption which exists in
Amerika and how capitalist corporations such as Smithfield Foods have
entered into an agreement with the

Chinese government to poison the environments and communities of poor
Black and white people. This expose will
make you scream at the top of your
lungs: Fire Scott Pruitt right now.
I took the time to summarize some
of the most relevant points Mr. Clark
made in order to educate the public
and my fellow prisoners, as well as my
comrades at FightToxicPrisons.org. It is
time for us to take the legal and activist
fight to these oppressors.
1. A mature hog whose only activity is to eat, excretes around 14
pounds of manure a day. Respiratory health problems can arise
from exposure to manure.
2. In 2008, a Government Accountability Office Survey found 15
studies that linked animal waste
from industrial livestock farms
to widespread health problems.
3. A North Carolina Department of
Health and Human Services
study found that students in
middle schools up to three miles
away from hog farms had higher
rates of asthma. So it is not a farfetched conclusion to state that
these prison farms in Texas that
raise hogs have the potential to
harm children living nearby.

I am now at the Eastham Unit,
located in Lovelady, Texas, and like
Coffield, the water is toxic and hog
operations are located here also. We
have discovered bacteria known as h.
pylori in our water supply as well as
another parasitical bacteria called crypto-spiridium. This nasty parasite has
affected TDCJ employees as well as
prisoners at Eastham. And TDCJ
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4. Leaks through the clay bottoms
of lagoons, which store hog
manure can spread e-coli into
ground water and nearby wells.
This point of contaminating the
ground water with e-coli has
been a major problem in Texas,
because the prison agency TDCJ
has been allowing this toxic hog
waste to be deposited into the
Trinity River for decades, and
they actually just allow the waste
to seep into the ground. And the
EPA ignores this.
5. Hog waste has not been proved
to correlate with cancer, but
researchers at Duke University
in North Carolina are currently
conducting wide-ranging studies
into possible links. Texas A&M
University students often come
to prisons in Texas to study
horses and engage in other agriculture-related projects, but for
some reason the aggies won’t
help discover the connections
between these toxic factory farms
and our contaminated water
supplies. Way to go aggies.
6. Shane Rogers, a professor at Clarkson University and former EPA
engineer, has studied this particular issue extensively, and he says “a
wide body of research shows that
living near pig farms can be hazardous to people’s health.”7

Who is liable?
When I first began to do my own
research as to who was responsible for
the abuse and mistreatment of livestock animals in Texas Prisons, my
focus was on uncovering what companies or individuals were buying eggs
and hog meat from TDCJ. My freeworld friends and I were provided
misleading and deceptive information
by a TDCJ employee, named Jane
Goolsby, who works for the TDCJ
Manufacturing, Agribusiness, and
Logistics Division, Planning and
Research Department. TDCJ does not
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sell eggs or pork meat to anyone—it is
the agency’s “shell corporation,” Texas
Correctional Industries, that does all
the for-profit business, which exploits
free prison labor, but of course that is
another can of worms.
I have now found out exactly who is
responsible for the abuse of the hogs
and chickens and who is responsible
for the contamination of our water
supplies.
Bobby Lumpkin is the Director of
TDCJ’s Manufacturing, Agribusiness,
and Logistics Division.

“a wide body of research
shows that living near
pig farms can be hazardous to people’s health.”
Allow me to briefly detail a few of
his responsibilities as they relate to
livestock operations: “manages the
commercial cow herds and stocker
operations, broodmare and horse
development operations, laying hen
operations, farrow-to-finish swine
operations, feed production facilities
and meat packing plants.”8
If Lumpkin’s hogs are poisoning
our water supplies, which in turn are
causing us serious health problems,
which last for years, then we have
found the person and the TDCJ department which is liable. It is time we recraft and amend our list of culpable
defendants to include Mr. Bobby
Lumpkin (remember that name.)

Connecting the dots
In the age of Trumpism, I’ve noticed
that the Federal and State governments
in Amerika relish the opportunity to
abuse, exploit and mistreat the nation’s
most vulnerable, disenfranchised and
oppressed populations. Toxic prisons
like Eastham in Texas and Frackville in
Schuylkill County in Pennsylvania are

no longer the exception, they are the
norm. We, the prisoners who inhabit
these institutions, are mostly Black,
Latin, and poor white human beings.
We have been the victims of rare
diseases such as Polycythemia Vera
(PV). Bryant Arroyo found this disease
to be quite prevalent in Frackville.9
At Eastham, we are plagued by multiple problems, which affect our water
quality. The pipes at Eastham were
installed in 1953 when lead pipes and
lead base solder were used quite liberally in plumbing projects. In 1986, lead
pipes and lead base solder were outlawed by the EPA. The State of Texas
has refused to spend the money to
completely replace these corroded and
deteriorated pipes, which continue to
leak high levels of copper and lead into
our water supply at Eastham.
And then there is the hog operation.
The Fight Toxic Prisons campaign is
real, and I am one of an ever-growing
number of imprisoned correspondents
and environmentalists who have dedicated themselves to this fight. I end this
essay with a final quote from Graham
Purchase, who describes some of the
work of Peter Kropotkin:
“Peter Kropotkin (1842-1921) is
a leading historical and philosophical figure in the early development
and emergence of environmentalism. Kropotkin’s major works were
all republished and discussed in the
1970s such that his late 19th century
ideas and insights influenced and
shaped the direction and definition
of the early-modern environmental
movement. Kropotkin was the first
person to mold proto-ecological
concepts within the then fledgling
fields of economics, agricultural science, conservationism, ethology,
criminology, city planning, geography, geology and biology into a
coherent new scientific outlook
combined with a radical political or
social ecological program for rejuvenating society and our relationship
with the Earth.”10

Few people realize that in a small
solitary confinement cage inside a
Texas prison dwells the spirit and legacy of the anarchist Kropotkin. Let us all
continue to fight to preserve and protect our planet Earth. Dare to struggle,
dare to win, all power to the people.
Keith “Malik” Washington is cofounder and chief spokesperson for the
End Prison Slavery in Texas Movement,
a proud member of the Incarcerated
Workers Organizing Committee, an
activist in the Fight Toxic Prisons campaign and deputy chairman of the New
Afrikan Black Panther Party Prison
Chapter.
Read
Malik’s
work
at ComradeMalik.com.
Write to:
Keith “Malik” Washington, 1487958
Eastham Unit, 2665 Prison Rd 1
Lovelady TX 75851
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Still Behind Bars
Why is former Black Panther Chip Fitzgerald still behind bars?
By Ann Garrison
On May 4, 2018 former Black
Panther Romaine “Chip” Fitzgerald
agreed to a five-year denial of parole
instead of insisting on a parole hearing,
even though he has served more time
than any former Black Panther still
behind bars: 49 years. Chip was arrested in 1969 and charged with murdering a security guard and attempting to
murder a highway patrolman who had
stopped him and fellow Panthers for
driving with a broken taillight. He was
convicted and sentenced to death in
1970, at the end of a four-day trial, but
that sentence was commuted in 1972,
when the Supreme Court ruled that the
death penalty as employed was racist
and therefore unconstitutional.
Chip is now 67 years old and living
with the consequences of a stroke; his
friends and family fear he will die in
prison. He has been moved from one
state prison to another over the years,
and is currently in the California State
Prison-Los Angeles. I spoke to his lawyer, Charles Carbone, whose office is in
San Francisco.
Ann Garrison: Could you tell us
what happened on May 4 at the
California State Prison-Los Angeles?
Did the parole board hearing even take
place?
Charles Carbone: The hearing did
not take place. We stipulated to a fiveyear parole denial. That means that
Chip agreed to a five-year parole denial
and signed the agreement. One of my
colleagues in Los Angeles was there to
create a record of that. We had asked
for a lesser period of parole denial,
which under the laws could have been
three years, but, unfortunately, the
parole board said no. That left us in the
unenviable position of having to stipulate to a five-year parole denial. We did
not want to go forward with the hear-

ing altogether because Chip has a
record of recent disciplinary problems.
Under the law, the crimes of which
he’s been convicted have largely lost
their predictive value as to whether or
not he would succeed in society. The
parole board doesn’t base its decision on
those very old crimes anymore, and the
law is fairly clear that they should not.
He’s been in prison for almost 50
years now. So those crimes are not
indicative of how he would behave.
Even if the parole board completely
buys into the district attorney and the
state’s theory that Chip committed
those crimes, it no longer takes them
into consideration. What does have
predictive value, in their minds, is his
behavior in prison. It’s sort of a catch22 because, if somebody is in prison
for questionable convictions, and then
they break prison rules, the parole
board will severely penalize them for
any misconduct. That is basically what
happened here.
In November 2015, a forensic psychologist hired by the parole board
concluded that Chip had a high likelihood of recidivism should he be
released.
Ann Garrison: I read that psychologist’s report. It starts with Chip’s
description of his political awakening,
in which he cites the 1965 Watts riots,
Malcolm X, and the Nation of Islam as
influencing him to change his life and
his behavior. Then he said that he
became disillusioned with the Nation
of Islam after Malcolm X was assassinated and the Nation of Islam was
believed to be responsible. That, he
said, is when he decided to join the
Black Panther Party, feeling they had
better solutions for Black people,
although he later became disillusioned
with the party.
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The psychologist wrote that Chip
had embraced the idea of nonviolent
activism while in prison. Further on he
cites a handful of substance abuse violations and a fight in which Chip says
he was just defending himself, and that
he was 60 years old and using a cane at
the time. There’s one violation for possessing a weapon; I believe it was a
carved plastic knife. Chip says it
belonged to his cellmate, but that both
of them were written up for it, and that
prison authorities had been out to get
him because they’d been reading his
mail and didn’t like his revolutionary
politics. He said he gets mail from
people all over the world who consider
him a political prisoner.
The forensic psychologist also wrote
that Chip is widely read and conversant in current affairs, politics, and
history, but that he has intellectualized
his remorse about the crimes he was
originally convicted of, and his remorse
seems to lack emotional depth.
Does Chip have the right to another of
these forensic psychologist’s evaluations?
Charles Carbone: He has that right
every three years, but it won’t make sense
to ask for another until he’s approaching
another parole board hearing, and that
won’t be in November this year. He
needs “clean time” on his record.
The combination of some recent
rule infractions in prison and this
forensic psychologist’s opinion that
Chip’s previous infractions demonstrated his potential for recidivism
were what finally kept him from being
released. The combination of those
two things would have been a dire outcome at any substantive parole hearing. We would’ve gotten slammed with
a very long denial, far longer than the
five years that Chip ultimately agreed
to. Unfortunately, in order to avoid
that denial, we didn’t have a lot of good
options. The best one that we had was
to put the hearing off to give Chip a
greater opportunity to prove that any
disciplinary infractions are anomalies,
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that they’re not in conformity with his
character, and that he is very serious
about complying with prison rules and
regulations. Whatever we may think of
those rules and regulations, a prisoner
has to comply with them to be paroled.
So we need that time in order to establish that record.
The good news is that we don’t have
to wait the full five years. If we think
that we have cured or fixed some of the
problems that the board identified, and
that Chip has successfully completed
the recommended rehabilitative programs, we can go back to the parole
board in fewer than five years.
Basically, to be paroled, a prisoner
has to walk a straight line in prison. If
Chip does that from here on, according
to their rules, then we can go back in a
year-and-a-half, maybe two years, and
say to the parole board, “Hey, board,
we’ve cured some of the problems
here. Can you hear us earlier?” And
they have the power to bring him back
at an earlier date at their discretion.
Ann Garrison: Well, what sort of
prison rule infractions is he accused of?
Charles Carbone: The recent and
most serious infractions weren’t even
accusations. He’s been found guilty of
possession of cell phones, with sound
evidence, and he doesn’t deny that.
There are a few recent cell phone infractions, one three months ago, in February
of 2018, and one in 2017. The board
coupled that with the earlier infractions
cited in the forensic psychologist’s
report, but the recent cell phone use is
what they took most seriously.
The crux of it is that the proliferation of cell phones inside prison is such
that they’re very tempting for inmates
to pick up, especially because prison is
such an isolating experience. Prisoners
can’t really talk to their loved ones or
their family. Chip wants to be a grandfather; he wants to be connected to his
family. He wants to be connected to his
friends, and he just made some bad

choices, for lack of a better term, by
picking up and using those cell phones.
I challenge anyone in his position to
be able to deal with the isolation, but
the cell phone possession creates a
parole-hearing burden. The parole
board doesn’t think it’s innocuous.
They look at that very seriously because,
to them, it’s a threat to the safety and
security of the prison. And there are
also instances, unlike Chip’s, where
people who are more nefarious use cell
phones to commit further crimes.
Prison authorities are not alleging that
he did that, but they did find him
guilty of personal use of cell phones.
Ann Garrison: Chip sent me a copy
of the Department of Corrections memorandum that listed confidential, aka
anonymous, allegations that he was affiliated with various prison gangs between
2010 and 2012. One allegation says,
“Confidential information was received
alleging you were influential and/or in a
leadership position amongst the Black
inmate population.” That’s an overtly
racist statement, inferring that the whole
Black inmate population is a gang.
Charles Carbone: The Department
of Corrections is playing fast and loose
with facts because they have what they
call security threat groups (STGs).
There are discrete criminal enterprises
in prison that are run by all races. If the
prison authorities have actionable evidence that Chip has influence in those
real criminal enterprises, they can put a
case together, but they haven’t. All
they’ve done is use speculation, innuendo, and hunch. All these confidential
informants offer weird blanket insinuations, often not even talking about a
particular security threat group or prison gang or street gang, but talking
about Black inmates. That’s an absurdity, that type of charge. It holds no
weight in my mind or in the eyes of the
law, and it should not in the eyes of any
self-respecting parole board. You can’t
just make a blanket charge without
offering facts.

There are layers of large issues to
this, and it’s not only Chip, but other
inmates as well. I have clients similar to
Chip and similarly situated who are
being told that they’re being denied
parole, but that the parole board will
never tell them why because it’s confidential, according to their own MickeyMouse rules on confidentiality. This is
antithetical to basic democratic norms
that are enshrined in the Fourth, Fifth,
and Sixth Amendments to the U.S.
Constitution, which give you a right to
confront your accusers. You have a
right to have notice of charges that are
lodged against you. You have a right to
present counter evidence. Instead they
rely on these highly questionable confidential informants, and not just to
deprive a prisoner of, for example, a
book. They do it to deprive prisoners
of their liberty. It’s a very fundamental
attack on a person by the state that is
based nearly exclusively on confidential information.

Never mind the racist dimensions; I
take that as a given. There’s a lot of racism in the Department of Corrections,
not just ordinary prejudice but deeply
embedded institutional racism that I
assume. But as a lawyer, I look beyond
that to the refinements of that racism
where, like I said, they’re using confidential information against inmates to
prevent them from leaving prison. To
me, it runs afoul of anything closely
related to a fair legal system.
Ann Garrison: Have any lawyers
challenged the constitutionality of relying on these confidential allegations of
gang affiliation, or whatever, to decide
whether or not to grant parole?
Charles Carbone: Many have, over
and over, but the California Department
of Corrections and Rehabilitation
always wins.

Charles Carbone: No, the main
things keeping Chip in prison now are
the two findings that he was recently in
possession of cell phones, in 2017 and
2018, coupled with the forensic psychologist’s November 2015 report.
Charles Carbone is a prisoner rights
attorney in San Francisco.
Ann Garrison is an independent journalist living in the San Francisco Bay
Area. In 2014, she received the Victoire
Ingabire Umuhoza Democracy and
Peace Prize for her reporting on conflict
in the African Great Lakes Region.
—Black Agenda Report, May 9, 2018
https://www.blackagendareport.com/
why-former-black-panther-chip-fitzgerald-still-behind-bars

Ann Garrison: And are these 20102012 allegations of gang affiliation central
to Chip’s “unsuitability” for parole now?

Chemical Weapons Used in U.S. Prisons
By Kevin “Rashid” Johnson

Tear gas—a banned
chemical weapon
Poison gases were first developed
and widely used as battlefield weapons
during World War I. Among those
weapons were chlorine gas, mustard
gas, and the benignly named “tear gas,”
all of which have similar effects, toxicity and lethality.
Because of universal aversion to
these weapons, a Geneva protocol was
issued in 1925 banning their use in war.
Subsequent international bans followed
due to the persistent use of chemical
weapons in war by some countries.

Assad as a monster based upon repeated accusations of his using chlorine gas
against rebels and civilians during
Syria’s ongoing civil war.
In fact, posing as a moral authority,
the U.S. led Britain and France in joint
missile strikes against the Syrian government on April 13, 2018, in response
to accusations that Assad had once
again gassed Syrians on April 7th.
Donald Trump then went further to
threaten sanctions against Russian
chemical companies for their role in
supposedly enabling Assad’s chemical
weapons production.

U.S. intervenes against chemical
weapons abroad

…While abusing chemical weapons at home

Playing to the international aversion to these weapons, U.S. rulers have
denounced Syrian president Bashar al-

As all this U.S. fakery was going on, I
sat in my solitary confinement cell in one
of Florida’s infamously abusive, corrupt

and racist prisons, processing the countless times I’ve witnessed, and experienced U.S. prison officials use military
grade chemical weapons—and often
with deadly results—on defenseless U.S.
prisoners—and this for any reason or no
reason at all. An AlterNet article put it
into perspective:
“Originally launched as a tool of
French combat during World War I,
tear gas has been used around the
world over the past century to
enforce colonial rule, quell popular
protests and aid in ethnic cleansing
of civilians. This ‘riot control agent’
was banned as a ‘method of war’ by
the Chemical Weapons Convention,
an arms control treaty that went into
effect in 1997 and now binds in
nearly 200 countries (although
numerous states are in violation.)
Yet in prisons and jails across the
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United States, far from any conventional battlefield or public scrutiny,
tear gas and other chemical weapons
are routinely used against people
held captive in enclosed spaces
including solitary confinement.”1

Chlorine no worse than tear gas
If international military intervention against Syria and sanctions against
Russia are justified responses
to unproven government use of chemical weapons in Syria, what should be
done to stop U.S. officials and their
own chemical weapons manufacturers
from producing and using military
grade chemical weapons on their own
subjects?
And not only is the tear gas manufactured and used in Amerika today
the same grade of chemical weapon as
the World War I-era chlorine gas allegedly being used in Syria, but U.S. manufacturers have been constantly competing to enhance and maximize the
potency and injurious effects of their
tear gas, free of medical or public oversight and with little regulation. As The
Nation confirmed, U.S. tear gas is:
“Continually being modified,
tested and retested for improvements. Thanks to thin regulations
on so-called ‘less-lethal’ weapons,
that testing takes place in the dark,
without public disclosure or mandatory medical oversight. That means
that testing doesn’t have to be oriented toward minimizing risk: It can
focus on maximizing pain.”2

A lethal prison weapon
And make no mistake about it,
while tear gas is portrayed by officials
as “non-lethal,” and “less-lethal,” it is
not only lethal, but prison officials use
it in quantities and manner that far
exceed its known lethal limits. In fact,
its very use in prison settings makes it
especially lethal, because it is deployed
most often inside closed-in cells.
According to federal courts, the “estimated lethal dose” of tear gas when
sprayed into closed-in cells is 5-6 grams.3
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However, the quantities used by the
U.S. prison officials inside prisoners’
cells as a matter of course is typically in
the hundreds of grams. Six-hundred
grams is the quantity generally authorized by prison policy—which is over
100 times the legal estimated lethal dose.
And because characterized as a “nonlethal” weapon, these agents are deployed
against prisoners as a first resort to force
for the slightest claimed disruption, defiance or infraction committed by them
while locked inside a cell.
In Florida’s solitary confinement
units, for example, “disruptive behavior” allowing the “use of chemical
agents” includes such benign acts as
prisoners talking to each other between
cells, arguing with staff, etc., which says
nothing of the routine practice of
guards, outright lying on prisoners to
create pretexts to falsely justify maliciously gassing them. Florida prisons
are notorious for such abuses.4
Actually as a former Florida guard
revealed to the Miami Herald, guards
are trained as part of a “code” to fabricate reports against prisoners, to speciously justify beating and gassing
them.
“Sometimes,” he reflected, ranking
officials “will even write [the false
reports] for you—all filled with lies” so
they can say they beat or gassed someone because they deserved it.5
While I was confined in the disciplinary wings—especially B-wing—at
Florida State Prison, I witnessed a
Lieutenant Stephen Thompson and
various guards use such false pretexts
to set prisoners up to be gassed, and
often beaten too, on an almost daily
basis. Many times they just randomly
targeted prisoners, or carried out “hits”
for other staff who had vendettas or
clashed with the prisoner at another
prison. Often the prisoners were waylaid and gassed while asleep in their
beds or after being left with only boxer
shorts in an empty cell, a common
practice exposed a few years back at the

Northwest Florida Reception Center.6
If not for many prisoners having
learned improvised methods of protecting themselves from the lethal
effects of tear gas in some situations,
there would be a great many more
prison gas fatalities.
I should add, however, that many
fatalities do occur but are effectively
covered up by being falsely reported as
death by “natural causes,” instead of as
murders by asphyxiation. And aren’t
these the same sorts of cover-ups U.S.
officials accuse Assad of using when
he’s been accused of killing Syrians
with chlorine gas?

Murders by “natural causes”
I’ve witnessed such murders by
“natural causes” up close. One case
being the October 2013 killing of
Christopher Woolverton, a mentally ill
asthmatic man who was confined in
solitary with me at the Clements Unit
prison in Amarillo, Texas.
After he was left lying unresponsive
and in medical distress on his cell’s
cold concrete floor for three days by
guards and medical and mental health
officials, they had Woolverton sprayed
with some 600 grams of tear gas—
although he was under medical “do not
gas” orders because of his asthma.
Several hours later he was dead.
Like in the pictures of the Syrians
who allegedly died of chlorine gas
attacks that went viral on social media
on April 7, Woolverton died foaming
at the mouth. But while U.S. officials
charged those Syrians’ deaths as brutal
and barbaric murders, Woolverton’s
was dismissed as a routine custodial
death by “natural causes.”
The facts surrounding Wolverton’s
murder only came to light because I
filed grievances in the prison about it
and encouraged other prisoner witnesses to also do so, and I publicized it
to the outside.7 As a result, Woolverton’s
family read and learned about the situation online (prison officials did not

notify them that he was dead,) and they
brought a federal wrongful death suit.
U.S. prison deaths like Woolverton’s
aren’t uncommon, they’re just rarely
publicized.
Another such rarely publicized incident involved a Florida prisoner,
Randall Jordan-Aparo, which only
came to light because, as in
Woolverton’s case, other prisoners
exposed it at great personal risk to
themselves. In fact officials who then
dared to investigate Jordan-Aparo’s
death as an unjust killing were retaliated against by administrators at the
highest levels of Florida’s prison system, prompting them to file suit, which
was settled by Florida officials.8
Jordan-Aparo’s case was similar to
Woolverton’s. He too was in medical
distress and sought medical help when
his rare blood condition flared up. As
the Miami Herald reported, he cursed at
a nurse when they refused to help him:
“After he cursed at [the] nurse,
staff forced him into a 13 x 8 cell and
gassed him with 600 grams of chemical agents. … Inmates in the area
heard him scream: ‘I can’t take it. I
can’t take the gas. I need a nurse!’”
“Hours later, Jordan-Aparo was
dead. He was found on the floor of
the cell with a weathered paperback
Bible by his side, and was positioned
as if he had spent his last moments
gasping for fresh air through the
narrow crack beneath the door.”9

His death too was initially blown off
as by natural causes.
A similar tear gas death also came
out in 2014. In that case, Rommell
Johnson, another Florida prisoner who
was also an asthmatic, was sprayed
with 600 grams of tear gas inside his
cell. He too collapsed and died foaming at the mouth.10

A weapon of torture
Tear gas in the prison setting can be
described as nothing but a weapon of
torture. How else does one characterize

a weapon that’s designed to create the
sensation that one’s flesh and mucous
membranes are on fire, and causes one
to suffocate? Imagine the pain of one’s
eyes, nasal passages, lungs and flesh
being aflame, without relief.
And the constant “upgrades” that
U.S. manufacturers make to tear gas, is
in part to enhance the severity of this
pain and make the agents harder to
flush from one’s flesh.

Six-hundred grams is
the quantity generally
authorized by prison
policy—which is over
100 times the legal estimated lethal dose.
The abuse of such weapons (in the
pain inflicted) is worse than the lashings and beatings inflicted on slaves in
the old South, and the terror just as
effective. Only tear gas may be regularly abused without leaving the telltale
scars of other forms of physical torture.

A sadistic weapon,
a sadistic culture
Not only are these barbaric abuses
and murders a daily occurrence in U.S.
prisons, but to prison officials they’re
part of a game fueled by a deranged
and sadistic culture and sense of official entitlement to degrade, torture and
murder powerless people.
A glimpse was given into this closed
culture in December 2017 when postings, on a 6000-member private
Facebook page for Florida guards, was
leaked to the Miami Herald. In those
postings, guards mocked JordanAparo’s tortured death, and cursed and
threatened Herald reporters for publicizing how he was abused and killed.
No one on that Facebook page objected
to those postings.11

This reflects the uniformity of abusive attitudes and practices, or tacit
complicity, of U.S. prison officials
towards prisoners and the secretive
culture that conceals and enables it.
To get a sense of how completely
this culture is embraced by prison officials, consider that when at full capacity, Florida has 24,000 prison employees. So, 6000 members on a closed
Facebook page where guards openly
mock prisoners they have murdered,
and threaten journalists who publicize
such abuses, is fully a quarter of the
systems entire staff. Actually it’s a
much larger percentage when you consider that Florida’s prisons are notoriously understaffed.
But U.S. officials denounce regimes
like Assad’s in Syria as corrupt, murderous and secretive, and they never
lose the opportunity to self-righteously
critique the human rights records and
treatment of prisoners in countries
they dislike.

Whence comes our intervener?
So, if chemical weapons abuses in
Syria that leave people suffocating,
foaming at the mouth and dead are evil
and justify international military
responses, who will intervene to stop
U.S. officials from doing the same to
us? And who will sanction the four
major U.S. companies that constantly
upgrade and sell the deadly military
grade chemical weapons used against
us to prisons across Amerika: namely
Combined Tactical Systems, Sabre,
Safariland and Sage?
Now, what if someone dared to
militarily strike Amerika, as the U.S.,
Britain and France just did to deter
uses of chemical weapons in Syria…
Well, that’s unthinkable, isn’t it?
Just an example of the utter hypocrisy of U.S. rulers who go around the
world masquerading as opponents of
injustice and pretending to have the
moral (or might I say imperialist and
racist) authority to police everyone
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else, when in reality they are the greatest purveyors of injustice in the world.

Kevin Cooper

Dare to Struggle, Dare to Win! All
Power to the People!

San Francisco Labor Council resolution for a full investigation into the
case of Kevin Cooper and a reprieve from the death penalty

Kevin “Rashid” Johnson has been transferred
from prison in Florida back to Virginia.
Write to Rashid at:
Kevin Johnson #1007485
Red Onion State Prison
P.O. Box 1900
Pound, VA 24279

Whereas, the Governor has the
power to order a full investigation and
should do so because the State must do
everything in its power to avoid executing an innocent person; and
Whereas, the evidence in this case
points to three white men, who were
seen in the vicinity of the crime, in the
victims’ car, and in a nearby bar with
bloody clothing, and the San
Bernardino
County
Sheriff’s
Department (SBSD) issued an allpoints bulletin identifying these men
as suspects and described what they
were wearing, and

1 Sarah Lazare, “The Scandal of Chemical
Weapons in U.S. Prisons—Banned Worldwide
in War, Tear Gas Is Routinely Used In U.S.
Prisons And Jails,” Alternet, January 11, 2017
2 Daniel Mouttar, “Prisons Are Using Military-Grade Tear Gas to Punish People—A Burgeoning Arms Industry Brings the War
Home,” The Nation, April 28, 2016
3 Williams v. Benjamin, 77 F. 3d 756 (4th Cir.
1996)
4 Julie K. Brown, “Culture of Brutality
Reigned At State Prison in Florida Panhandle,” Miami Herald, March 21, 2014.
5 Julie K. Brown, “For Allegedly Brutal
Guard, Day of Reckoning Arrives,” Miami Herald, September 20, 2014
6 Op cite. note 4
7 Karl Kersplebedeb, “Asthmatic Prisoner
Doused With Pepper Spray, Refused Medical
Care, Dies: Just Another Day in the Texas Prison System,” http://rashidmod.com/?p=917
8 Julie K. Brown, “After Florida Inmate’s
Lethal Gassing, Claims of Cover-Up,” Miami
Herald, August 30, 2014
9 Caitlin Ostroff, “When a Sickly Inmate
Was Gassed to Death, Florida Found No Fault.
A Judge May Disagree,” Miami Herald, November 29, 2017
Op cite, note 4
10
11
Julie K. Brown and Caitlin Ostroff,
“Prison Guards Take to Facebook To Mock
Florida Inmate Who Died While Being
Gassed,” Miami Herald, December 5, 2017
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Kevin Cooper

On June 11, 2018 the below resolution on the continued unlawful incarceration of Kevin Cooper, on death row
since 1985 was passed unanimously.
Whereas, Kevin Cooper, a Black
man, has been on California’s death
row since 1985 despite compelling evidence of innocence in the brutal murder of Peggy and Doug Ryen, their
daughter Jessica (10), and Christopher
Hughes (11), and the throat slitting of
Joshua Ryen (8), who survived and
communicated with a social worker in
the hospital that the assailants were
multiple white men; and
Whereas, DNA and other forensic
testing could remove grave doubts surrounding Mr. Cooper’s conviction and
death sentence, but, the State has
refused to permit it, despite a defense
offer to pay for this testing; and
Whereas, On February 17, 2016,
having exhausted all of his appeals, Mr.
Cooper submitted a petition for clemency to Governor Brown asking him to
initiate a full investigation of his case for
innocence, including DNA testing; and

Whereas, the SBSD took bloody
coveralls worn by a known murderer
into evidence, but they threw them
away without testing them; and
Whereas, the five victims had 144
wounds inflicted with three or four
weapons, and the adult victims had
loaded firearms at their bedside, causing the coroner to initially conclude
that there were multiple attackers, not
a single assailant; and
Whereas, DNA testing done in
2002 has been shown to have been falsified by the prosecution; and
Whereas, in 2004 the Ninth Circuit
Court of Appeals stayed Mr. Cooper’s
execution to allow for testing on blood
and hair samples, that testing has never
been properly done; and
Whereas, in 2009 eleven federal
appellate judges dissented from the
denial of Mr. Cooper’s appeal with five
of them signing on to a 100-page dissenting opinion that stated “The State
of California may be about to execute
an innocent man;” and also concluded
that the SBSD “manipulated and
planted evidence in order to convict
Cooper;” and

Whereas, at least 12 federal appellate judges, former prosecutors (including two who had won death sentences
that were later reversed in Louisiana
and Texas), retired FBI agents, jurors
from Mr. Cooper’s trial, the President
of the American Bar Association, a sister of one of the victims, faith leaders,
an international human rights commission, U.N. bodies on human rights
and African diaspora, and four deans
of prominent California law schools
have expressed the belief that Mr.
Cooper may well be innocent and have
called for a full investigation; and
Whereas, over the past three
decades there have been many exonerations from death sentences, including
in California, showing extreme prosecutorial bias and wrongdoing, exem-

plified by The San Bernardino County
Sheriff’s Department where Sheriff
Tidwell, who headed the investigation
of the Ryen/Hughes murders was convicted of felonies for the theft of over
500 guns from county evidence rooms
during his tenure as Sheriff from 19831991; and where William Baird, the
SBSD criminalist who testified for the
prosecution was later fired from the
department for stealing drugs from the
SBSD property locker; and
Whereas, Daniel Gregonis, the
SBSD criminalist responsible for testing key pieces of evidence admitted
under oath to altering test results to
implicate Mr. Cooper; and the handling of the crime scene was completely deficient (including allowing more
than 70 people to walk through it); and

Whereas, a climate of racial hostility, shown in a mock lynching of a
stuffed gorilla outside the courtroom
during Mr. Cooper’s preliminary hearing with a sign reading “Kill the Nigger”
exemplified the extreme racism surrounding the prosecution of the trial.
Therefore be it Resolved, that the
San Francisco Labor Council publicly
calls upon Governor Brown to investigate the case of Kevin Cooper, to have
the State test the evidence with the
most up-to-date technologies available, and grant him a reprieve from the
death penalty.
For more on this case or to contribute
to the cause, please visit FreeKevinCooper.
org.

Teachers Rising
By Mumia Abu-Jamal
places where teachers, among the most
poorly-paid state and local workers at a
public institution, are walking out and
uniting to demand better pay, and better state support for their mission—
teaching kids.

Good teachers can open minds.
Surely, the nation needs more of
that, right?
—PrisonRadio.org, May 15, 2018

In recent years the assault on teaching as a valued profession has left me
shocked and disturbed.
Why this assault on teachers?
Because teachers are presumed to be
liberal, and tend to support Democratic
candidates. There’s yet another reason:
conservative hatred of public schools,
and their affection for private, and
often, charter schools.
Mumia Abu-Jamal

It began in America’s poorest states
and is spreading like wildfire.
First came Kentucky, then a slew of
others: Arizona, West Virginia,
Oklahoma, Colorado—if you think
about it, these are, for the most part,
conservative states and yet these are

But as teachers rise and fight back,
they are winning, and showing that
they—and labor—can fight back and
win.
This insidious war against teachers
is a war against those they teach: children—often
poor
children—
often your children.

FREE
MUMIA
ABU-JAMAL
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“Progressive” District Attorney Decides Against Mumia Abu-Jamal
By Rachel Wolkenstein
August 30, 2018 is set for final arguments by District Attorney Larry
Krasner and Mumia Abu-Jamal in his
pending post-conviction petition to
vacate his 1998-2012 appeals denials.
At stake is whether the legal path to
challenging Mumia’s conviction and
winning his freedom is opened. For
months D.A. Krasner said he was
reviewing policy and conducting a
search of files in 70 capital cases. Then
on April 30 Krasner’s office announced
its position in opposition to Mumia’s
pending PCRA (Post Conviction Relief
Act) petition. They said after reviewing
its files there was no evidence that former Philadelphia D.A. Ronald Castille
had the requisite “significant, personal
involvement” in a critical prosecutorial
decision to prove a due process violation because of judicial bias when he
deliberated as a Pennsylvania Supreme
Court justice in Mumia’s appeals.
This follows in the footsteps of former District Attorneys Edward Rendell,
Ronald Castille, Lynne Abraham and
Seth Williams who denied the established facts and evidence of violations
of due process rights in Mumia’s trial
and conviction, and that Mumia is
innocent and framed. Now, “progressive” D.A. Larry Krasner denies the
conflict of interest and bias of Justice
Castille refusing to recuse himself from
judging Mumia’s case.
The precedential U.S. Supreme
Court case, Williams v. Pennsylvania,
turned on D.A. Castille’s personal
involvement in authorizing death sentences in murder cases. Castille was
notoriously pro-death penalty. He
bragged he was responsible for 45
death sentences in Philadelphia;
Mumia was one of them. Castille was
financed by, and given the “Man of the
Year” award, by the Fraternal Order of
Police (FOP).
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Even with the stalling and attempted cover-up, the D.A. provided “discovery” that includes the needed evidence of Castille’s personal involvement in seeking Mumia’s case—trying
to get him executed as soon as possible.
While Castille was District Attorney
he fought to make sure capital cases
were upheld and that execution warrants were signed by then governor
Robert Casey, who was opposed to capital punishment. In the records released
by the D.A.’s office during this legal
action is the June 15, 1990 letter from
DA Castille to governor Casey. Castille’s
letter urged the governor to issue death
warrants in Philadelphia capital cases
where the appeals process was completed. D.A. Castille’s letter states: “I urge
you to send a clear and dramatic message to all police killers that the death
penalty actually means something.”
There were two “police killers” on
Pennsylvania’s death row at the time of
this letter, Leslie Beasley and Mumia
Abu-Jamal.
Krasner’s “finding” that this is not
evidence of Castille’s bias is fundamentally the same as Justice Castille refusing to consider Mumia’s appeal that
Judge Albert Sabo was biased, as shown
in his promise, “I’m going to help them
fry the n----r.”
The Fraternal Order of Police (FOP)
and police officer Faulkner’s widow,
Maureen Faulkner, were worried prior
to the April 30 court date that Krasner
wouldn’t rule against Mumia. They
shouldn’t have been. Krasner telegraphed his position as soon as he was
elected, with the appointment of
Ronald Castile to his Advisory Board.
Maureen Faulkner met with Krasner’s
office. Needless to say, Krasner had
refused any meeting with Mumia’s
supporters on the grounds it was “an
ongoing matter.”

Krasner did as should have been
anticipated. He was elected to be
Philadelphia’s District Attorney, and
that requires enforcement of an inherently racially and class biased prosecutorial system. The American legal system is imbued with the legacy of slavery—from top to bottom. Krasner may
or may not make changes that do not
fundamentally threaten this system,
and are supported by the Democratic
Party. But the deal, whether implicit or
explicit, is that Mumia Abu-Jamal’s
conviction will remain in place.
Mumia’s conviction reflects the injustices inflicted on all those who go
through the U.S. legal system. At the
same time, to both parties of American
capital, Mumia is the face of Black
revolt, because of his unbending opposition to the domestic and international policies of U.S. imperialism
expressed in his political commentaries
and books.
Mumia’s freedom will not be won
without an intransigent struggle based
on his innocence and that he was framed
to protect and cover-up for the corrupt
workings of the Philadelphia police and
the U.S. Department of Justice.
Judge Tucker ordered Mumia’s lawyers to submit on July 9 an amended
petition, re-arguing why Mumia’s
should be dismissed based on the evidence disclosed by the prosecution. On
August 9, 2018 the prosecution will file
its response. On August 30, 2018 there
will be oral argument and Judge Tucker
will likely end the court session
announcing he will rule on Mumia’s
petition to have all his appeals vacated
at a later date in a written decision.
All out on August 30 for international protests to Free Mumia AbuJamal!
For more information, go to:
RachelWolkenstein.net

LETTER TO THE EDITORS
To the Editors,
Marjory Stoneman Douglas High
School students organized themselves
into a national movement for effective
gun control. These students made it
clear that living in fear, drilling, and
bringing more armed personnel into
schools, prepping for the next massacre, shouldn’t be part of the U.S. educational experience. Instead, rallies
marches and meetings linked up with
African-Americans who endure killings of their men, women and children
by armed racist police were organized.
A slogan came out defining this
movement—“Your right to own a gun
does not outweigh my right to live.”
Who in their right mind would deny a
child the right to live without the threat
of gun death in their classroom? The
NRA and legions of weapons owners
and their media talking heads, pilloried
these brave students with slander. Ted
Nugent called Marjory Stoneman students “soulless.” Thanks to sharp
Parkland students, Emma Gonzales and
David Hogg, a lot of these accusations
and slanders were turned right around
and these pro-gun forces were exposed
as liars and fanatics who would put an
individual’s right to own weapons with
high capacity magazines over the lives
of millions of U.S. school children.
After these school massacres, we are
Second Amendmentized into a fatalistic
silence by firearms owners and traders
who take joy in collecting personal arsenals stocked with high capacity magazine
rifles and pistols that grossly exceeds what
a normal person would need for home
protection and hunting. Unfortunately,
responsible weapons owners and traders
are unable to keep their exotic firearms
out of the hands of their deranged loved
ones and customers. What a colossal farce
this is. The youth of this country, not
impeded by lock step conformity, know
that their rights to a safe classroom are
compromised by an over-armed society.

Our dirty Second Amendment is
enshrouded by an eternal covenant
ideology. Noah Webster, a founding
father and America’s foremost scholar
of Webster’s Dictionary fame speaks:

armed working class; but by a mobilized working class that, by sheer numbers of assembly, intimidated the ruling class and their Democratic and
Republican politicians into surrender.

“Before a standing army can rule,
the people must be disarmed as they
are in almost every kingdom in
Europe. The supreme power in
America cannot enforce unjust laws
by the sword because the whole
people are armed.”

Whenever firearms have been introduced into the class struggle, the
American working class has taken a
profound beating. In Centralia, the
IWW attempted to defend their union
hall from being attacked by the
American Legion during an Armistice
Day Parade in 1919. Gunfire was
exchanged and the IWW lost a member to a lynching while the other
Wobblies served atrociously long years
in prison until the commutation of
their sentences during the ’30s.

The American ruling class has had
the ability to carry out as much injustice as it needed to maintain their rule
over this armed-to-the-teeth American
populace.
The 1877 railway labor strikes were
violently put down when American
workingmen wanted to be paid a living
wage for their long and dangerous
hours full of work. Thomas Alexander
Scott, of the Pennsylvania Rail Road,
mocked striker hunger, smugly declaring that strikers “should be given a rifle
diet for a few days and see how they
like that kind of bread.” President
Rutherford B. Hayes sent in the Army
and Marines to shoot down the strikers
and their sympathizers until they were
pacified—Noah Webster’s vision
crushed by reality.
Nothing creates more freedom than
that most precious commodity—time.
An eight-hour day was denied the
American working class until the U.S.
ruling class could not stem the tidal
movement stirred by the working class.
In 1886, four innocent Chicago
Anarchist leaders were executed by the
state of Illinois.
An armed free people could not get
the eight-hour day. Instead, the weapons-issue was used by the ruling class
to temporarily derail the eight-hour
movement. The bomb that went off at
the Haymarket Meeting worked to the
ruling class’s advantage. The eighthour day movement wasn’t won by an

For the American working class, it
will take a fighting anti-capitalist party
and huge numbers to defend the party
and its program by an uncompromising mobilization of our class in the
street, intent on guarding the inviolable principle of class independence
along with the ability to alter tactics,
defending ever-increasing working
class power.
Native Americans had to use weapons to defend themselves at Wounded
Knee from the FBI and Tribal Chairman
Dick Wilson and his “GOONS” in the
early seventies. Dick Wilson’s paramilitaries embraced the insult adopting it as an acronym for “Guardians Of
the Ogalala Nation.” Once again, the
Second Amendment didn’t guarantee
Native Americans the right to defend
themselves against government overreach. Leonard Peltier, an American
Indian Movement (AIM) activist, lives
out his life deprived of decent food,
adequate healthcare and mobility in
federal prison in Florida.
The working classes and Native
Americans have been forced to use
arms because this American ruling
class was hell-bent on depriving life
and liberty. The wellspring of violence
Vol. 18, No. 4
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of any democratic and economic struggle since the United State’s founding
has been this ruling class that Noah
Webster hoped would be kept at bay by
an armed American populace.
Any hope that African-Americans
could achieve economic parity and
civil equality with Caucasian America
by working within the system was violently dashed when the FBI encouraged
police forces across the United States
to take extra-legal measures to smash
the Black Panther Party. Fred
Hampton’s bullet ridden body was the
proverbial stone tossed to African
Americans when they asked for bread.
Fred Hampton was a dynamic leader
within the Black Panther Party.
Then Governor Ronald Reagan,
with support of the NRA, signed the
“Mulford Act” in 1967, preventing the
public carrying of weapons. This was in
direct response to the Black Panthers
following police around with their
weapons with intent to protect AfricanAmerican neighborhoods from police
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brutality. Carrying weapons by the
Black Panthers was a stand taken
against systemic racism and economic
deprivation.
After the smashing of the Black
Panthers, living conditions have deteriorated to intolerable levels in the
inner city. African-American schools
are closed down or maliciously underfunded. Michelle Alexander’s eyeopening book, The New Jim Crow—
Mass Incarceration In The Age Of Color
Blindness, along with Bryan Stevenson’s,
Just Mercy, and Mumia Abu Jamal’s,
Have Black Lives Ever Mattered, exposes the U.S. government’s use of the
police, judicial system and private prisons to warehouse African-Americans
rather than give in to their demands of
economic and civil parity with whites.
The Black Panthers laid down their
lives trying to break out of the deplorable
conditions of economic segregation and
arbitrary killings by U.S. law enforcement still so rampant today. Mumia Abu
Jamal endures immeasurable cruelty in

the “Incarceration Nation.” Malcolm X’s
quote, “By Any Means Necessary”
applies here as African Americans do
whatever it takes to protect themselves
and break out of the sordid conditions
and violence this American ruling class
has placed them in.
Since the 1980s public schools have
been singled out for attacks by the
American ruling class. Teachers have
been slandered as lazy, underworked
and over paid. The program, “No Child
Left Behind,” is a sordid title for a
long-term assault on public education
leaving children behind in the claws of
for-profit charter schools. Standardized
testing has sapped the creative ways
teachers had for making their classes
fun and inspiring places to learn.
Coinciding with the assault on public schools has been the driving down
of working middle-class wages and
benefits, requiring both parents to
work. Now add to the mix the neurotic
fascination with weapons and violence—Hollywood making millions off

these frenetic films blazing with gunfire. A youth becomes a loner-loser
acquiring an accessible weapon in
which he can exact revenge on his
hated school and peers—the deranged
view of the school as a target of weaklings worthy of massacre.

the inhabitants from their homes into
refugee camps, the United States,
desensitized by the protestant teachings
of John Calvin, was founded by violent
colonists who believed they were God’s
chosen to vanquish the Indians, predestined for eternal damnation.

When students mobilize in large
numbers and gain victories in popular
opinion and dignity on the street, they
will stand as a force and not be sitting
ducks. Perhaps the mentally ill will not
see them as such an easy target to vent
their rage.

Supporting the Marjorie Stoneman
Douglas students’ fight for an end to
high capacity magazines and rifles vs.
the Second Amendment fanatics, really
shouldn’t present a difficult choice.
Let’s take a class struggle analysis of
individuals attracted to gun activism.

Marjory Stoneman students’ mobilization for gun control is a fight waged
against social decay. The students don’t
want schools to be turned into prisons
with armed guards and teachers. They
resisted the transparent plastic backpack decree as both genders stuffed
their packs with feminine sanitary
products. Without compromise or hesitation we need to support the American
student mobilization against high
capacity magazine pistols and rifles.

When the Second Amendment partisans assemble, what are their points
of contention? We have read where
armed groups of self-appointed militia
have gone into the U.S. Southwest desert to harass migrants with their arms.
In 2009 you had a spate of armed demonstrators showing up around rallies
where Obama was speaking.
Second Amendment partisans will rally
with weapons in hand when it is time
to put away a Confederate General’s
statue. A take away I got from reading
Roxanne Dunbar-Ortiz’s book, Loaded:
A Disarming History of the Second
Amendment, is that gun liberty takes
the place of lost economic opportunities. Rather than focusing on the accumulation of huge concentrations of
wealth in the hands of the few—refuge
is taken in the Second Amendment and
gun ownership. With the embracing of
gun liberty people make common
cause with the Koch Brothers, the very
capitalists driving down living standards for the majority of U.S. Citizens.

The Democrats and Republicans
will betray these youth with bad compromises and urge them to accept this
violent status quo. As students mobilize
for their survival, they will set out on
bold paths. They will listen to long buried radical points of view, long smothered by seemingly invincible American
capitalist prosperity. This movement
could also wither and die since mass
movement energy can get diverted or
burn out.
The bloody Second Amendment
unified the original 13 colonies, whose
very existence depended on paramilitary formations of men to seize Native
lands and keep the slaves from rising
up. Conquest and slavery is what
inspired the Second Amendment. This
nation is built upon the extermination
of the Native peoples. Much of U.S.
wealth was accumulated by the unpaid
labor stolen from Black slaves by
Southern planters. As Zionist Israel
seized rolling stock and lands, driving

for people to mobilize for their very
survival. We can’t let the Democratic
Party make a comeback as some kind
of way to restore a balance. It shares as
much if not more to blame for the way
things are today.
Street mobilizations, committed to
keeping their independence from the
two-party system will be our best
chance to weather these manifestations
of social rot until we win a majority to
our side. As the economy tumbles, our
environment is destroyed, our civil
rights curtailed and when the economy
collapses to the point we can’t feed
ourselves, an assembled, uncompromising, educated American citizenry
pining for civility and economic equality will be an awesome power for this
ruling class to contend with.
I am convinced that Marjory
Stoneman Douglas high school students kicked off the renewed struggle
for a just society. Their aspirations will
be realized in small victories until the
U.S. working class and their allies begin
the revolutionary struggle of building a
better society based on peace and
equality in all aspects of a good life.
—Brian Schwartz

An anti-capitalist movement uniting
people into what would eventually be a
labor-lead socialist party is the only way
we can combat the civil decay imposed
on us by this capitalist economy.
The American ruling class uses the
Democratic and Republican Parties to
pacify the people and most importantly to have their interests protected. The
two-party system is coming to an end.
There is, once again, a prevailing need
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Note to Readers:
Socialist Viewpoint magazine has been edited and distributed by 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 movement 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 revolutionary 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, poverty, oppression, and environmental destruction that capitalism 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 forward 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.

Donald, King After All
By Mumia Abu-Jamal
In a formally secret letter to the Office
of Special Prosecutor, Robert Mueller,
council for the U.S. President argued that
he, President Trump, had the inherent
power to, if need be, pardon himself.
The argument is a stunning one, but
it’s been coming since Election Day.
Trump and his lawyers have essentially
embraced the argument advanced by
former President Richard Nixon, who,
in an interview with the late David
Frost argued, “When a president does
it, it’s legal.” Watergate cast that idea
into the trashcan of history, until now.

Nixon, the President, that no one, not
even the President of the United States,
is above the law.
But King Donald the first heeds
another law, the law of power, the law
of privilege, the law of wealth. Do you
think he, or his lawyers, give a fig about
the Supreme Court? They serve King
Donald, and he serves himself.

Imagine the scene,
“I, Donald Trump, hereby pardons
Donald Trump. Signed, Donald Trump”
We are in a madhouse, one of
America’s own making—“The King
Donald Trump Show.”
—PrisonRadio.org, June 4, 2018

Presidents, like Kings, are above the
law. In 1974, the Supreme Court ruled,
in United States vs. Nixon, as in Richard
Continued from page 2
The Ambassador of Conscience Award.
But in truth, this is an award that I
share with all of the countless people
throughout the world combating the
human rights violations of police officers, and their uses of oppressive and
excessive force. To again quote Malcolm
X, when he said that he, “will join in
with anyone—I don’t care what color
you are—as long as you want to change
this miserable condition that exists on
this earth,” I am here to join with you
all in this battle against police violence.
—Amnesty International, April 21,
2018
https://www.amnesty.nl/content/
uploads/2018/04/Colin-KaepernicksSpeech-Ambassador-of-ConscienceFinal.pdf?x66178
1 “N.F.L Teams Will Be Fined for Players’
Anthem Kneeling”
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/05/23/sports/
nfl-anthem-kneeling.html?hp&action=click&pgt
ype=Homepage&clickSource=storyheading&module=first-columnregion&region=top-news&WT.nav=top-news
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Dreamers protest in response to Trumps ban on immigrants from El Salvador. Read DACA and the Dreamers From El Salvador on page 23.

Cartoon depicting the Israeli targeting and murder of 21-year-old
Palestinian medic, Razan al-Najjar, at Gaza border June 1, 2018.
Read Israel: Living and Killing on U.S. Aid on page 35.

«

«

«

s

On the Front Cover: Young immigrant rights protestor
standing proud. Read Hidden Horrors of “Zero
Tolerance” page 16.

March 1983 photo of Texas prisoners butchering hogs on a prison
farm. Hog farms continue to foul the water for prisoners and residents nearby. Read Hog Farms, Toxic Water, and Toxic Prisons on
page 52.

Attention Prison Mail Room:

«

«

«

Prisoners retain their free speech rights under the First Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. That means you cannot
legally suppress the expression and consideration of ideas. Prison walls do not form a barrier separating prisoners from
the protection of the Constitution, according to the Turner v. Safely ruling. [482 U.S. 78, 107 Sct 2245 (1987)] If you
exclude printed matter on an improper basis, or give a false pretext or rationale for its exclusion, because of the ideas
expressed in it, you are breaking the law. The prisoner denied access to material he wants to read can bring a civil rights
lawsuit against you with cause for seeking punitive damages. In the case of Police Department Chicago v. Mosley, 408
U.S. 92, 95, 92 Sct 2286, 2290 (1972) the court found that “[A]bove all else, the First Amendment means that government
has no power to restrict expression because of its message, subject matter or content.”

