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This is for the kids who die,
Black and white,
For kids will die certainly.
The old and rich will live on awhile,
As always,
Eating blood and gold,
Letting kids die.

Kids will die in the swamps of Mississippi
Organizing sharecroppers
Kids will die in the streets of Chicago
Organizing workers
Kids will die in the orange groves of 
California
Telling others to get together
Whites and Filipinos,
Negroes and Mexicans,
All kinds of kids will die
Who don’t believe in lies, and bribes, 
and contentment
And a lousy peace.

Of course, the wise and the learned
Who pen editorials in the papers,
And the gentlemen with Dr. in front of 
their names
White and black,
Who make surveys and write books

Will live on weaving words to smother 
the kids who die,
And the sleazy courts,
And the bribe-reaching police,
And the blood-loving generals,
And the money-loving preachers
Will all raise their hands against the 
kids who die,
Beating them with laws and clubs and 
bayonets and bullets
To frighten the people—
For the kids who die are like iron in the 
blood of the people—
And the old and rich don’t want the people
To taste the iron of the kids who die,
Don’t want the people to get wise to 
their own power,
To believe an Angelo Herndon,1 or 
even get together

Listen, kids who die—
Maybe, now, there will be no monu-
ment for you
Except in our hearts
Maybe your bodies’ll be lost in a swamp
Or a prison grave, or the potter’s field,
Or the rivers where you’re drowned 
like Leibknecht2

But the day will come—
You are sure yourselves that it is coming—
When the marching feet of the masses
Will raise for you a living monument 
of love,
And joy, and laughter,
And black hands and white hands 
clasped as one,
And a song that reaches the sky—
The song of the life triumphant
Through the kids who die.

1  Angelo Braxton Herndon was an African-
American labor organizer arrested and convict-
ed of insurrection after attempting to organize 
black and white industrial workers in 1932 in 
Atlanta, Georgia. The prosecution case rested 
heavily on Herndon’s possession of “communist 
literature,” which police found in his hotel room.
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Angelo_Herndon
2  Karl Paul August Friedrich Liebknecht 

(August 13, 1871 – January 15, 1919) was a 
prominent German socialist and anti-militarist. 
…He twice spent time in prison, first for writing 
an anti-militarism pamphlet in 1907 and then 
for his role in a 1916 antiwar demonstration. …
At the end of 1918, Liebknecht was one of the 
founders of the Communist Party of Germany. 
Shortly after the suppression of the Spartacist 
Uprising in which he played a leading role, he 
and Rosa Luxemburg were killed by members of 
the Guard Cavalry Rifle Division…After their 
deaths, both Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg 
became martyrs for the socialist cause in Ger-
many and throughout Europe. Commemoration 
of the two continues to play an important role 
among the German left to this day.
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Karl_Liebknecht

Kids Who Die
By Langston Hughes

Memorial at Robb elementary school dedicated to the victims of the May shooting in Uvalde, Texas. 
(Shutterstock)
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Throughout history, from the very 
first domination of the haves- over the 
have-nots, violence and the threat of 
death have been the modus operandi of 
the haves to protect their power and 
wealth from the masses who create that 
wealth with their labor. And in today’s 
capitalist world, none is more violent 
than the United States. It will take a 
mass movement against the violence 
that capitalist inequality and oppres-
sion breeds to save humanity.

Violence abroad
According to thesoldiersproject.org, 

“There are roughly 750 U.S. foreign mili-
tary bases; they are spread across 80 nations! 
After the U.S. is the UK, but they only have 
145 bases. Russia has about three dozen 
bases, and China just five. This implies that 
the U.S has three times as many bases as all 
other countries combined.” 

In fact, according to infoplease.com, 
since the end of WWII, the U.S. has been 
in combat in Korea (1950-1953), Cuba 

(1961), Vietnam (1961-1973), 
Dominican Republic (1965), Lebanon 
(1982), Grenada (1983), Panama (1989), 
Iraq (1991), Somalia (1993), Haiti 
(1994), Bosnia (1994-1995), Kosovo 
(1999), Afghanistan (2001-present), Iraq 
(2003-2010), Libya (2012-2019), War 
with ISIL (the Islamic State) in Iraq and 
Syria (2012-2019), Syria (2017-present.)1

And unfortunately, the U.S. govern-
ment is preparing for even more vio-
lence abroad. 

According to a March 28, 2022, 
New York Times article by Zolan 
Kanno-Youngs and Alan Rappeport, 
titled, “Biden Aims to Boost Military 
and Social Spending in 2023 Budget,”

“Mr. Biden will request $813.3 bil-
lion in national security spending, an 
increase of $31 billion, or four percent, 
from 2022, according to people familiar 
with the proposal. Funding for the 
Defense Department will also include 
$4.1 billion to conduct research and 

develop defense capabilities, nearly $5 
billion for a space-based missile warn-
ing system to detect global threats and 
nearly $2 billion for a missile defense 
interceptor to protect the United States 
against ballistic missile threats from 
states like North Korea and Iran.”

Violence at home
The extent of gun violence here in 

the U.S. is unsurpassed anywhere in 
the world. According to gunvio-
lencearchive.org, here in the U.S. there 
have been over 20,348 gun deaths since 
January 1, 2022, including 274 mass 
shootings—at least 20 more mass 
shootings since Payton Gendron killed 
ten Black people in Buffalo, New York 
on May 15, 2022, and Salvador Ramos 
fatally shot 19 students and two teach-
ers in Uvalde, Texas on May 24, 2022.2 

And, to sum it up, according to a May 
25, 2022, BBC News report titled, 
“America’s gun culture—in seven charts,”

“Firearms deaths are a fixture in 
American life. There were 1.5 million of 
them between 1968 and 2017—that’s 
higher than the number of soldiers killed 
in every U.S. conflict since the American 
War for Independence in 1775.”

Majority of people are in favor of 
gun control

On NPRs June 9, 2022, “All Things 
Considered” it was reported that a 
large majority of adults want more 
control on the sale of guns:

“Following the mass shooting in 
Uvalde, Texas, and an earlier one in 
Buffalo, N.Y., a majority of U.S. 
adults say it’s more important to 
control gun violence than to protect 
gun rights, according to the latest 
NPR/PBS NewsHour/Marist poll. 
The 59 percent-to-35 percent margin 
is the widest in favor of controlling 
gun violence recorded in a decade...”3

Violence is No Way of Life
By Bonnie Weinstein

U.S. AND WORLD POLITICS

Mass shootings so far this year.
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Yet both the Republicans and the 
Democrats have been unable to pass 
any significant changes in gun posses-
sion laws. Military grade automatic 
assault weapons are still readily avail-
able to anyone 18-years or older. 

A new antiwar/antiviolence  
movement is necessary

In the wake of the horrific mass 
shootings, my mind is momentarily in 
shock. Recently someone on Facebook 
circulated a photo of a circa 1950s cow-
boy cap-gun—silver, with a white, plas-
tic “ivory” handle and a roll of red 
“caps” that we kids played with. The 
game was “cowboys and Indians.” 
Cowboys had the guns; the Indians had 
the bows and arrows (I always wanted to 
be an Indian.) It’s kind of like Palestinian 
kids with rocks and slingshots, and 
Israeli soldiers with assault rifles. 

It just hit me—the violence taught 
to kids on so many fronts and from 
such an early age, for such a very long 
time, mimics the violence of capitalism 
from its very inception.

Our children have witnessed con-
tinuous wars, bombs dropped by 
drones whose “pilots” are thousands of 
miles away and out of harm’s way. And 
kids are playing video games that have 
been designed by the military to teach 
them how to control those drones 
when they grow up! This is our culture.

Toy guns have been around for a very 
long time. And they have become very 
authentic looking. This led to the death 
of 13-year-old Andy Lopez in Santa Rosa, 
CA on October 22, 2013, as he was walk-
ing to join his friends to shoot off their 
air guns. He was shot by Sonoma County 
sheriff’s deputy Erick Gelhaus (who 
worked for the agency for 24 years and 
was a firearms instructor and expert) 
who couldn’t tell a toy gun from the real 
thing.  Gelhaus was never prosecuted. 
And on November 22, 2014, Officers 
Timothy Loehmann and Frank 
Garmback arrived on the scene. 
Loehmann got out of his patrol car, shot 
12-year-old Tamir Rice, who was hold-

ing a toy pellet pistol, within 1.5 and two 
seconds after arriving on the scene. 
Tamir’s 14-year-old sister, Tajai, who 
was at a recreation center nearby heard 
the gunshots, ran out, and saw it was her 
own brother on the ground. She raced to 
his aid but was immediately grabbed, 
handcuffed, and placed in the back of the 
police car. She had to watch as the police 
offered no aid to Tamir as he lay bleeding 
out on the ground—he died the next day. 
On December 28, 2015, the grand jury 
declined to indict either officer.

The police won’t protect us
The truth of how the cops failed to 

protect the kids in Uvalde, Texas is 
being revealed. The cops were waiting 
outside the door of the classroom for 
78 minutes until the shooting stopped! 
What cowards! They claim they were 
waiting outside the door for the school 
janitor to bring the key instead of 
breaking the door down immediate-
ly—like they did to Breonna Taylor 
and so many others who died during 
no-knock break-ins by police. And 
they couldn’t manage to break down 
the door in an elementary school with 
kids clearly under fire? The police are 
part of the problem not the solution.

How do we end this violence?
I’m pondering all of this—trying to 

visualize how the working class can win 
against such daily violence in our lives 
and against a capitalist class that’s 
armed to the teeth with weapons of 
mass destruction—while military-grade 
weapons are available to any nut who 
wants to take out their frustrations by 
murdering as many people as possible.

Do we station armed guards around 
every supermarket and school—
around every street corner? Do we arm 
everyone with an AR-15? 

We must eliminate the root of 
violence

Mass shootings, police violence, the 
trillions of dollars spent on continuous 
wars and the total inability of any wing 
of the capitalist class anywhere in the 

world to solve any of the problems we 
workers face in our daily lives will 
eventually produce a massive response 
that we must be ready for.

Food, housing, healthcare, and edu-
cation—all the commonalities and needs 
of human beings—above all, peace, 
equality, and justice—must become our 
unifying rallying cry across the globe.  

A new kind of antiwar movement
Although it will be essential for the 

working class to organize an effective 
defense against violence—the first step is 
to organize nationally and internation-
ally against the production and sale of 
weapons of war and violence of all kinds.

How can we provide security against 
AR-15s? We must demand these weap-
ons—all weapons—not be used, sold, 
manufactured—including the entire 
capitalist military arsenal. We must 
take the power of death and destruc-
tion out of capitalism’s greedy hands. 

We can’t win against the U.S. military 
by buying a gun—even if it is an assault 
rifle. Our revolution will only come 
when the masses of workers realize that, 
indeed, it’s the economic system of capi-
talism alone—that is preventing every-
one from living in a world of peace, jus-
tice, social, and economic equality. 

Our only hope of surviving the vio-
lence of capitalism is by disarming the 
capitalist class!

The only solution is world revolution
In our revolutionary socialist family, 

we had a common joke. My dad, Nat 
Weinstein, always predicted the revolu-
tion would happen “in five years.” And 
he also always said that once workers 
become conscious of the fact that the 
capitalist system is the cause of their 
misery, the revolution will spread 
instantaneously like wildfire.

Well, the years went by… But there 
was a grain of truth to his prediction. 
The world is ripe for revolution.

The socialist revolution—to suc-
ceed—will have to rise from less oner-



6  SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT   Vol.  22, No. 4

ous conditions than a total catastroph-
ic world war, which is where capitalism 
is leading us right now.

The people of the world are miracu-
lously connected as never before. Cell 
phones and the internet—with all their 
drawbacks—can be powerful unifying 
tools, too. We can even speak to each 
other through translation apps! Think 
of what advantage this is for unifying 
the working class.

A united working-class movement 
against violence and weapons of mass 
destruction will win our sons and 
daughters in the military—the capital-
ist’s cannon fodder—to our side. 

This is humanity’s only hope—to 
disarm the capitalist class worldwide 
and dispose of all the weapons of death 
and destruction on the planet. 

It could become a new kind of anti-
war movement against all weapons of 
death and destruction from personal 
guns to military drones and weapons 
of mass destruction.

Social evolution is socialist revolu-
tion! It’s the only way to end all the 
violence that capitalist injustice fuels. 

Bombing, murder, and the mayhem 
of war is never the answer. That’s why 
we want socialism. 

1  https://www.infoplease.com/history/us/
major-military-operations-since-world-war-ii

2  https://www.gunviolencearchive.org

3 h t t p s : / / w w w . n p r .
org/2022/06/09/1103661684/gun-control-npr-
pbs-marist-survey-uvalde-buffalo-biden

Zeneta Everhart, whose 21-year-old 
son, Zaire Goodman, survived the May 
14 Buffalo shooting by a white suprem-
acist that left ten Black people dead, 
testified before the House Oversight 
Committee Wednesday that domestic 
terrorism exists in this country for 
three reasons, the first being that 
“America is inherently violent.” 

“The very existence of this country 
was founded on violence, hate, and 
racism, with the near annihilation of 
my native brothers and sisters,” she 
continued. “My ancestors, brought to 
America thorough the slave trade, were 
the first currency of America…stripped 
of their heritage and culture, bargained 
for…sold, beaten, raped, and lynched. 
Yet I continuously hear after every 
mass shooting that this is not who we 
are as Americans and as a nation. Hear 
me clearly: this is exactly who we are.” 

Everhart cited the failures of 
America’s educational system and its 
attempts to omit—or at least make it 

difficult to find—the real history of 
Black Americans and Indigenous peo-
ples. She recounts, “the majority of 
what I learned about African American 
history I did not learn until I went to 
college, and I had to choose those 
classes…why is African American his-
tory not a part of American history?” 

“We have to change the curriculum 
in schools across the country so that we 
may adequately educate our children,” 
Everhart declared. “Reading about his-
tory is crucial to the future of this coun-
try. Learning about other cultures, eth-
nicities, and religions in schools should 
not be something that’s up for debate…
our differences should make us curious, 
not angry. At the end of the day, I bleed, 
you bleed, we are all human.” 

Everhart, Director of Diversity and 
Inclusion for New York State Senator 
Tim Kennedy, cited guns as a third 
cause of domestic terrorism. She 
pointed out that the Buffalo killer’s 
parents gave him a shotgun for his 

“This is Exactly Who We Are”
Mother of Buffalo shooting victim speaks out

By Sheerpost Staff

Zeneta Everhart and her 21-year-old son, Zaire Goodman, who survived the May 14 Buffalo shooting 
by white supremacist that left ten Black people dead. (Screenshot)
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16th birthday, adding “Children 
should not be armed with weapons, 
parents who provide their children 
with guns should be held accountable, 
and lawmakers who…allow these mass 
shootings to continue, by not passing 
stricter gun laws should be voted out.” 

“To the lawmakers who feel that we 
do not need stricter gun laws, let me 
paint a picture for you,” Everhart said. 
My son Zaire has a hole in the right side 
of his neck, two on his back and anoth-
er on his left leg caused by an exploding 
bullet from an AR-15. As I clean his 
wounds, I can feel pieces of that bullet 
in his back. Shrapnel will be left inside 
of his body for the rest of his life. Now, 
I want you to picture that exact sce-
nario for one of your children.”

She called on the lawmakers to draft 
“common sense gun laws…No citizen 
needs an AR-15. These weapons are 
designed to do the most harm in the 
least amount of time.” She noted it 
took the Buffalo killer just two minutes 
to kill ten people and injure three oth-
ers. “If, after hearing from me and the 
other people testifying here today does 
not move you to act on gun laws, I 
invite you to my home to help me clean 
Zaire’s wounds so that you may see up 
close, the damage that has been caused 
to my son, and to my community.” 

Everhart concluded by quoting 
Charles Blow’s “The Devil We Know:” 
“Race as we have come to understand 
it, is a fiction, but racism, as we have 
come to live it, is a fact.”

—Sheerpost, June 9, 2022

https://scheerpost.com/2022/06/09/
mother-of-buffalo-shooting-victim-
says-this-is-exactly-who-we-are/

Hundreds of cops across the United 
States have been taught by individuals 
who espouse far-right extremist views, 
according to a new investigation that 
was published May 6, 2022, to sound 
the alarm on a burgeoning and unreg-
ulated private training industry.

Reuters identified five law enforce-
ment trainers who have been hired by 
police and sheriffs’ departments 
nationwide despite their support for 
right-wing militia groups, including 
the Oath Keepers, Proud Boys, and 
Three Percenters; the QAnon conspir-
acy, which baselessly claims that 
Democrats and Hollywood stars 
belong to a cabal of Satanist pedophiles 
and cannibals; and former President 
Donald Trump’s “Big Lie” that the 
2020 election was stolen.

Some use bigoted instructional 
materials that promote racism, misog-
yny, and transphobia, and many 
endorse the constitutional sheriff phi-
losophy, which maintains that county 
sheriffs should refuse to uphold any 
law they find unconstitutional.

“Adherents to the constitutional sheriff 
movement consider the federal govern-
ment a grave threat to U.S. citizens,” 
Reuters reported. “They argue that local 
law enforcement is a higher authority, with 
the power to countermand the decisions of 
legislatures, courts, and presidents.”

Richard Whitehead, one of dozens of 
active and retired police officers or 
trainers who were listed in a database of 
members of the Oath Keepers, “has 
called for public executions of govern-
ment officials he sees as disloyal” to 
Trump, Reuters reported. In a 2020 
social media post, he urged cops “to 
disobey COVID-19 public-health orders 
from ‘tyrannical governors,’ adding: 
‘We are on the brink of civil war.’”

During his day job, “the Idaho-
based law enforcement consultant has 

taught at least 560 police officers and 
other public safety workers in 85 ses-
sions in 12 states over the past four 
years,” noted the news outlet, which 
analyzed public records from the 
departments that hired him.

“He is one of five police trainers 
identified by Reuters whose political 
commentary on social media has 
echoed extremist opinions or who have 
public ties to far-right figures,” the 
news outlet added. “They work for one 
or more of 35 training firms that adver-
tised at least ten police or public-safety 
training sessions in 2021.”

Whitehead, Darrel Schenck, Adam 
Davis, Tim Kennedy, and Ryan Morris 
are tapping into a lucrative business 
opportunity that likely wouldn’t exist 
if U.S. police officers were adequately 
prepared during their initial job train-
ing, Reuters reported. The lessons pro-
moted in their private courses, mean-
while, might be less dangerous for 
civilians if states had more funding to 
set standards and provide oversight.

As the news outlet explained:

“Private trainers work in an 
unregulated industry that largely has 
evaded the heightened scrutiny of 
U.S. policing in recent years in the 
wake of high-profile police killings 
of civilians. Trainers like those iden-
tified by Reuters, a half dozen police-
training specialists say, highlight a 
lack of standards and oversight that 
allows instruction that can often 
exaggerate the threats that officers 
face, making them more likely to 
respond with excessive force in 
stressful situations.

“U.S. law enforcement officers 
receive far less initial training at 
police academies than their counter-
parts in comparable countries, said 
Arjun Sethi, a Georgetown Univer-
sity adjunct law professor and polic-
ing specialist. That opens “immense 

U.S. Cops Trained by Far-Right Extremists
By Kenny Stancil
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commercial opportunities” for pri-
vate trainers to fill the void with 
ongoing training of active-duty offi-
cers, often “in a politicized manner” 
that normalizes biased policing 
against Black people and other com-
munities, he said.

“Private trainers typically adver-
tise their courses to police and sher-
iffs’ departments, who often pay for 
their officers to take them. But indi-
viduals can also seek out and pay for 
courses on their own to satisfy gov-
ernment or department require-
ments for ongoing training. The 
courses vary widely in content and in 
price, from hundreds to thousands 
of dollars per attendee.

“State-based oversight institu-
tions, often called Peace Officer Stan-
dards and Training agencies, set 
requirements for police training, such 
as the types of classes and minimum 
teaching hours that officers must 
complete. But the institutions have 
little power in most states to influence 
course content or set standards for 
private police trainers, in part due to 
budget constraints, said Randy 
Shrewsberry, a former police officer. 
He saw unregulated police training as 
such a problem that in 2017 he found-
ed the California-based Institute for 
Criminal Justice Training Reform.”

Cops who perceive a far-right train-
er as authoritative and credible may 

end up adopting their ideology, said 
Shrewsberry. “Bad training is instilling 
bad behavior,” he added.

According to a 2019 analysis of his-
torical FBI data published in the jour-
nal Criminology & Public Policy, “The 
number of line-of-duty deaths has 
declined dramatically over the last five 
decades.” Police deaths per 100,000 
officers fell by 75 percent over the past 
half-century—from 81 in 1970 to 20 in 
2016. Deaths from felonies decreased 
even more than accidental deaths dur-
ing that time.

“In light of such data showing 
declining dangers to officers, many 
training agencies long ago abandoned 
training that emphasized putting offi-
cers through simulations of threaten-
ing situations,” Reuters reported.

“That’s the worst kind of training to 
give officers today, to make them feel 
more vulnerable,” said Gil Kerlikowske, 
who led the police departments of 
Buffalo and Seattle between 1994 and 
2009. “You want people to have an 
awareness” of violent threats, “but you 
don’t want them to be so hypersensitive 
that it impacts everything they do.”

Although “the ‘war on cops’ thesis is 
not supported by any evidence,” as the 
2019 study concluded, individual 
trainers have “wide latitude to teach 

America’s police officers whatever they 
see fit” due to the lack of regulation, 
Reuters noted.

The news outlet added:

“The mindset that trainers impart, 
such as a feeling of constant vulnera-
bility, can be more influential than 
the technical knowledge they share, 
said Seth Stoughton, a law professor 
at the University of South Carolina 
and former police officer with exper-
tise in law enforcement training. 
Stoughton said studies show that 
training which overemphasizes life-
threatening situations can impart a 
‘warrior mentality,’ convincing the 
officers that they face constant deadly 
threats.

“In a promotional video that Ken-
nedy released in 2020, Chris Jackson, 
an officer who works for a California 
police agency operated by a Native 
American tribe, said Kennedy’s course 
had ‘opened his eyes to the world’ and 
changed the way he would respond to 
threats. ‘You never want to be a victim 
of anything,’ he said in the video.

“Jackson told Reuters in an inter-
view that the training, which his agen-
cy paid for, made him more aware of 
potential threats and prepared to 
respond with less hesitation. ‘Some-
times you gotta do what you gotta do 
to eliminate the threat,’ he said.”

More than 5,000 people in the U.S. 
have been shot and killed by cops since 
2015, including 1,050 in the past year 
alone. Police kill civilians in the U.S. at 
a far higher rate than their counter-
parts in comparable countries.

—Common Dreams, May 6, 2022

https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2022/05/06/investigation-shows-
hundreds-us-cops-being-trained-far-
right-extremists

Police officers pepper spray a woman next to the Colorado State Capitol as protests against the killing 
of George Floyd continue on May 30, 2020 in Denver, Colorado.
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Solidarity With the Ukrainian Resistance
By Ashley Smith

On February 24, 2022, Russia invad-
ed Ukraine with the expectation of a 
quick victory over an outgunned army 
and unpopular government and a suc-
cessful installation of a puppet regime 
in the capital, Kyiv. Instead, Ukraine’s 
military, volunteer Territorial Defense 
Forces, and mass popular resistance 
stopped Russia in its tracks.

Humiliated, Russia has retreated 
from Kyiv as well as the country’s sec-
ond largest city, Kharkiv, and adopted 
a new goal—the seizure of Donbas in 
Ukraine’s east to form a land bridge to 
Crimea, which Moscow annexed in 
2014, followed by a planned partition 
of the country. The U.S. and NATO, 
which like Moscow expected the 
Russian invasion to quickly win, have 
increased shipments of heavy weapons 
for the new phase of the war.

Sections of the Left have seized on 
this aid and declared that the war was 
always or has become an inter-imperi-
alist one. As a result, they often find 
themselves supporting the establish-
ment’s calls for the U.S. to broker a 
ceasefire and negotiate a settlement. 
They are mistaken about the nature of 
the war, misunderstand the current 
phase of it, and in the process betray 
Ukraine’s struggle for national libera-
tion from Russian imperialism.

Against such betrayal, the interna-
tional Left now more than ever must 
organize solidarity with the Ukrainian 
resistance, defend its right to secure 
arms, support the Russian Left and its 
antiwar movement, and oppose direct 

U.S. and NATO intervention. Only the 
Ukrainian resistance, with the support 
of international solidarity, can secure a 
just peace with any prospect of retain-
ing basic democratic rights for the 
multiethnic people of that country.

Russia’s war of imperialist  
aggression

It is essential to correct the distor-
tions made by some sections of the Left 
about the nature of this war: it is one of 
imperialist aggression by Russia to re-
impose its rule over its oldest former 
colony, Ukraine.

Vladimir Putin has made that abun-
dantly clear in all his speeches. He dis-
misses Ukraine as an artificial inven-
tion of Lenin’s Bolsheviks and, in his 
view, a product of their mistaken com-
mitment to an oppressed nation’s right 
to self-determination.

Ukraine is engaged  
in a struggle for national 

liberation.

Putin aims to recreate Russia’s pre-
Soviet empire. The nature of his colo-
nial project is visible in those parts of 
Ukraine his forces have already seized; 
he has imposed puppet governments, 
switched the currency to the ruble, 
mandated education in Russian, arrest-
ed and detained anyone that resists, and 
forced them to record confessional vid-
eos testifying their loyalty to Moscow.

Putin’s justification that he is carry-
ing out the de-Nazification of Ukraine 
is laughable. Putin’s regime is itself neo-
fascist and has formed alliances with far 
right reactionaries throughout the 
world from Donald Trump to Narendra 
Modi, Victor Orban, Jair Bolsonaro, 
and Marine Le Pen, to name only a few.

Ukraine, by contrast, is not ruled by a 
Nazi regime, but instead a democrati-
cally elected Jewish president, Volodymyr 
Zelensky. Of course, the far right is a 
serious problem in the country, includ-
ing in its military, but it is minuscule 
compared to Russia where the far right 
in the form of Putin rules the country.

Equally fallacious is Putin’s claim that 
he is liberating Russian speakers. In real-
ity, Russian speakers, regardless of their 
legitimate grievances against Ukraine’s 
government and its language policies, do 
not support the invasion and have been 
at the forefront of the resistance in the 
country’s south and east.

Finally, and most importantly, Putin’s 
claim that his war is fundamentally in 
response to the U.S. expansion of NATO 
was always an alibi for his aim of rebuild-
ing the Russian empire. The last wave of 
NATO expansion was over a decade ago 
and Ukraine was not on course for 
membership before the invasion.

Of course, NATO expansion is part 
of Washington’s imperialist strategy for 
hegemony over Europe. That said, we 
must understand that the states in the 
former Eastern Bloc joined it out of fear 
of their longtime imperial overlord, 
Russia. Indeed, Russian aggression has 
been the key trigger for them to join.

Case in point: Finland and Sweden 
applied for membership after Putin’s 
invasion, not before. And, underscor-
ing the secondary status of NATO 
expansion to Putin’s imperialist proj-
ect, he did not threaten them with 
military attack, but just diplomatic 
rebuke and suspension of Russia’s 
small energy exports to both countries.

In reality, Putin’s invasion is part of 
his attempt to reclaim great power status 
in the world, whip up domestic national-
ism, put down revolts against his region-
al allies, and crush his domestic opposi-
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tion. With increasing ferocity, he has 
intervened in Georgia (2008), Ukraine 
(2014), Syria (2015), Belarus (2022), 
Kazakhstan (2022), and now most dra-
matically Ukraine for a second time.

Ukraine’s fight for  
self-determination

Against this imperialist invasion, 
Ukraine has waged a national popular 
struggle for self-determination. It is fight-
ing for its right to exist as a nation with its 
own government, a fundamentally dem-
ocratic aim and one that deserves the full 
support of the international Left.

Zelensky’s government has led the 
official military resistance, winning the 
support of the vast majority of the 
population. Workers have joined the 
volunteer Territorial Defense Units en 
masse, and unions have played a piv-
otal role, delivering aid to people in 
need, evacuating people, and ensuring 
that military supplies reach the troops.

The country’s multi-ethnic, multilin-
gual majority has joined the struggle. As 
Ukrainian socialist Denys Pilash 
observes, the resistance includes “Russian 
speaking-people, Ukrainian speaking 
people, people from even the most 
deprived, discriminated minorities and 
communities like the Roma people.”

This national struggle has swept the 
country except in the so-called People’s 
Republics and Crimea, which Russia 
seized in 2014. Russia rules these auto-
cratically either directly or through its 
far-right puppets.

Ukraine has been oppressed by Russia 
for centuries, is under invasion and partial 
occupation, and is in the midst of a fight 
for its existence and freedom as an inde-
pendent nation state. Its people would 
have fought for these aims whether or not 
the U.S. and NATO backed it. With all its 
contradictions, Ukraine is engaged in a 
struggle for national liberation.

...we must redouble our 
opposition to Russian 
imperialism’s invasion 

of Ukraine...

Not an inter-imperialist war
This war is between Russia and 

Ukraine, not between Russia and the 
U.S. It is not an inter-imperialist war. 
Of course, there is an inter-imperialist 
conflict behind the war.

The U.S. and European powers have 
expanded NATO and the EU eastward 

into Russia’s former imperial and 
Soviet colonies. On top of that, Trump’s 
National Security Strategy announced a 
new policy of great power rivalry with 
Russia and China, an approach that 
Biden has expanded and deepened.

The U.S. hopes to use Ukraine as a 
proxy to ensure that Russia suffers “stra-
tegic failure” in its attempt to rebuild its 
empire. In the process, Washington 
wants to rehabilitate its reputation (so 
badly damaged by its barbaric occupa-
tions of Iraq and Afghanistan), revitalize 
NATO, cohere its European allies 
behind its confrontation with Russia 
and China, and thereby enforce its hege-
mony over Europe and the world.

But the U.S. does not want to engage 
Russia in direct warfare. Thus, while 
the U.S. and its allies have imposed 
unprecedented sanctions on Russia, 
they have restricted their role to sup-
plying Ukraine with weapons, intelli-
gence, and financial backing.

All the Western imperialist states 
are worried about the economic and 
geopolitical impact of a wider war on 
global capitalism and corporate prof-
its. That’s why discussion of how to 
limit and conclude it was featured at 
the World Economic Forum, the 
annual soirée of the foreign policy 
establishment and corporate elite.

This worry also explains why: The 
U.S. and NATO have ruled out deploy-
ing troops in Ukraine; the U.S. rejected 
Poland’s suggestion of providing fight-
er jets to Ukraine; and the U.S. and 
NATO have refused to impose a NATO 
no-fly-zone, all to avoid direct military 
confrontation with Russia.

It is therefore a mistake to contend 
that U.S. and NATO support for 
Ukraine has turned its liberation strug-
gle into an inter-imperialist war, just as 
it was a mistake to claim the Soviet 
Union and China’s far greater support 
for Vietnam in the 1960s turned the 
Vietnamese people’s liberation struggle 
into a war between the U.S. on one side 
and Moscow and Beijing on the other.

Bilateral meetings between Finland, Sweden and NATO on April 6, 2022, ahead of the countries’ 
decisions to apply for NATO membership. Photo by NATO. 
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Reformists support  
imperialism

The Left and antiwar organizations 
have been profoundly disoriented by 
Russia’s war with many adopting mis-
taken positions. The reformist Left and 
liberals, while rightly supporting 
Ukraine, have uncritically fallen in line 
behind the U.S., NATO, and their 
increased militarization of Europe.

They forget that the U.S. remains, in 
Martin Luther King Jr’s profound words, 
“the greatest purveyor of violence in our 
world today” and that the U.S., its inter-
national financial institutions, the IMF 
and World Bank, and the EU are one of 
Ukraine’s oppressors. They have used 
debt to enforce neoliberal structural 
adjustment on the country, reducing it 
from one of the most developed coun-
tries in Europe to its poorest.

Moreover, as noted above, the U.S. 
and NATO want to use Ukraine for 
their own imperialist project to rein-
force Washington’s neoliberal hege-
mony, which has impoverished 
Ukraine. The last thing Ukraine needs 
is another overlord.

Even worse, the reformist Left and 
liberals for the most part accept Biden’s 
framework of a “global struggle between 
democracy and autocracy” and have 
signed up with the U.S. and its allies in 
their rivalry with Russia and China. They 
are handmaidens to Western imperialism.

Faux anti-imperialists and  
geopolitical reductionists  

betray Ukraine
The faux anti-imperialist Left has 

made the polar opposite mistake of 
supporting or legitimizing Russian 
imperialism. Groups like the Party for 
Socialism and Liberation and the 
Workers World Party, as well as publi-
cations like Monthly Review, recycle 
verbatim Putin’s propaganda—
Ukraine is headed by an unpopular 
Nazi regime, Russia is intervening in 
the country’s civil war to de-Nazify the 
country and liberate oppressed 
Russians, and Russia is defending its 

sphere of influence against U.S. and 
NATO aggression.

While they might criticize Russia 
for this or that atrocity, they blame the 
U.S. and NATO for the conflict, justify 
Russia’s war as one of self-defense, and 
portray Ukraine as a puppet of U.S. 
imperialism. Their position is neither 
anti-imperialist nor antiwar; they sup-
port Russian imperialism and its war.

...the international Left 
now more than ever 

must organize solidarity 
with the Ukrainian  

resistance, defend its 
right to secure arms, 

support the Russian Left 
and its antiwar  

movement, and oppose 
direct U.S. and NATO 

intervention...

Another equally mistaken response 
from the Left is geopolitical reduction-
ism. This position, advocated variously 
by people like Noam Chomsky and 
groups like the British Socialist 
Workers Party, also reduces the war to 
one between the U.S. and Russia, and 
claims therefore that the task of the 
Left is to oppose both.

They ostensibly defend Ukraine’s 
right to self-determination, but they 
oppose its right to secure arms from 
NATO, and therefore its ability to 
defend itself against invasion and occu-
pation. Even worse, they back actions 
like those taken by Greek and Italian 
Stalinists to block arms shipments to 
Ukraine, actions that amount to direct 
support for Russia’s invasion.

Thus, the faux anti-imperialists and 
geopolitical reductionists deflect atten-
tion from opposing Russia’s war, mis-
orient the Left on opposing an inter-

imperialist war that is not happening, 
and in the process betray Ukraine’s 
liberation struggle. Even worse, they 
discredit the Left in the eyes of 
Ukrainians, making it easier for U.S. 
imperialism to appear as their only ally.

Pacifist confusion
The final source of confusion on the 

Left is pacifism. Pacifists, who oppose 
violence on principle, condemn Russia’s 
invasion, but they also oppose Ukraine’s 
military resistance as well as U.S. and 
NATO arms shipments in support of it.

Given their abstract moralistic posi-
tion, they often draw on the faux anti-
imperialist and geopolitical reduction-
ist’s political frameworks to justify their 
positions. Pacifist formations like Code 
Pink oppose Ukraine’s right to secure 
arms and the arms shipments them-
selves, instead calling for the U.S. to 
broker a ceasefire, engage in diplomacy, 
and secure a negotiated settlement.

Such calls ignore Ukraine’s right to 
self-determination. Ukraine alone has 
the right to decide when and on what 
terms to stop fighting and negotiate a 
settlement. Its government and its people 
have made clear that they remain com-
mitted to resisting Russian occupation.

They know that any settlement will 
be determined by the balance of forces 
on the battlefield, and if one is bro-
kered at this point it would ratify 
Russian conquest and partition of the 
country. Thus, the pacifist position 
ends up betraying Ukraine’s national 
liberation struggle and rewarding 
Moscow’s violent aggression.

Has the new phase of the war 
changed its nature?

In the wake of Ukraine’s victories, 
Russia’s retreat to seizing Donbas, and 
the U.S. and NATO’s increased ship-
ments of weapons, advocates of these 
mistaken positions have doubled down 
on their arguments.

Reformists have uncritically joined 
U.S. imperialism’s bandwagon for a global 
fight between democracy and autocracy.
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The faux anti-imperialists have used 
Western weapons shipments to claim 
they were right all along that the U.S. is 
the imperial aggressor, while the geo-
political reductionists contend the new 
phase has changed the war into an 
inter-imperialist one. And both join 
the pacifists in calls for a ceasefire and 
a negotiated settlement.

In reality, the nature of the war has 
not changed at all. It remains a Russian 
imperialist invasion, confronted by 
Ukraine’s struggle for national libera-
tion, which is supported by the U.S. and 
NATO. What has changed is that 
Ukraine has scored victories, defeating 
Putin’s attempt to seize the whole coun-
try and impose a puppet government.

Russia has now retreated in pursuit of 
a new goal—the expansion of the so-
called People’s Republics (which neither 
involve the people nor are they republics) 
to all of Donbas and the establishment of 
a land bridge to Crimea, potentially 
extending that to Transnistria, a territory 
in Moldova that Moscow seized in 1992. 
With that partition accomplished, Putin 
hopes to declare victory and reach some 
kind of land for peace settlement.

This new phase of the war has 
changed combat from guerilla resis-
tance to an invasion into a war of posi-
tion between Ukrainian and Russian 
troops backed by howitzers, rockets, 
and fighter jets on both sides. Russia has 
an enormous advantage over Ukraine 
in such heavy weapons and air power 
and has used them with terrible effect 
just as it did in Syria, blowing up whole 
cities and towns in Donbas in a scorched 
earth campaign to claim territory.

To defend their country against 
conquest, Ukraine has demanded 
heavy weapons to stop Russia’s attempt 
to seize Donbas. The U.S. and NATO 
have responded by supplying them 
along with other military aid and 
financial support.

The U.S. has promised to provide 
advanced rocket systems on the explic-
it condition that they are not “for use 

beyond the battlefield inside of 
Ukraine” to avoid expanding the war 
into Russian territory. And they con-
tinue to refuse deployment of U.S. and 
NATO troops and reject Ukraine’s 
appeals to implement a no-fly-zone.

Ukraine alone  

has the right to decide  

when and on what terms 

to stop fighting and 

negotiate a settlement. 

Its government and its 

people have made clear 

that they remain com-

mitted to resisting 

Russian occupation.

Imperialist pressure on Ukraine to 
accept concessions on land for peace

The faux anti-imperialists and geo-
political reductionists also point to the 
increasingly bellicose rhetoric in par-
ticular from the U.S., Britain, and vari-
ous Eastern European states. Biden 
went so far as to call for regime change 
in Russia, when he declared “for God’s 
sake this man can’t remain in power,” 
giving the appearance that they are 
intent on using Ukraine as a proxy for 
an offensive war.

The faux anti-imperialists and geo-
political reductionists are confusing 
braggadocio with reality. The U.S., 
Britain, and the rest of NATO have 
done nothing beyond increase military 
aid, which Ukraine needs for its defen-
sive fight against Moscow’s attempt to 
annex Donbas.

While a faction of the Western estab-
lishment, represented by figures like 
George Soros and right-wing hawks like 
Lindsey Graham, calls for expansion of 

the war against Russia, they remain a 
loud minority. A growing chorus in the 
elite, most notably in western Europe, is 
actually calling for a ceasefire, Ukrainian 
concessions of territory to Russia, and a 
diplomatic settlement, which would 
betray Ukraine’s struggle.

Multinational capital is increasingly 
worried about a long war that would 
further weaken the world economy and 
cut into their profits with increased 
inflation in gas and food, geopolitical 
instability, and the further interruption 
of global supply chains. They have found 
partners in the corporate media and 
political class in the U.S. and Europe.

Thus, The New York Times joined 
the ageless war criminal Henry 
Kissinger in warning the U.S. not to 
use Ukraine as a proxy for war with 
Russia. They both explicitly advocate a 
land for peace settlement.

Germany, France, and Italy have 
also made it clear that they are against 
any further escalation and advocate a 
negotiated settlement. They are wor-
ried about the harm done to their 
economies by increased inflation, geo-
political instability caused by the inter-
ruption of Ukrainian food exports, and 
a consequent rise in migration.

Given that the U.S. aim is to gather 
its allies together for confrontation 
with Russia and China in a struggle for 
global hegemony, the Biden adminis-
tration will be hypersensitive to such 
pressure from its European allies. 
Thus, there is a real danger that 
Western imperialism could force 
Ukraine into a rotten deal that ratifies 
the Russian partition of the country.

For internationalist  
anti-imperialism

Given that the war has not funda-
mentally changed, socialists should 
uphold the original stance of interna-
tionalist anti-imperialism staked out at 
the start of the war. Especially with 
Russia laying waste to Donbas, we must 
redouble our opposition to Russian 
imperialism’s invasion of Ukraine.
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Now more than ever we should build 
solidarity with Ukraine’s resistance and 
defend its right to secure arms including 
from the U.S. and NATO to free itself from 
Russian occupation. That does not mean 
uncritical support of Ukraine. We should 
back the country’s Left, and its social and 
trade union movements, in their struggle 
against the government’s oligarchic capi-
talism, suppression of union rights, and 
political freedoms as well as its campaign 
against the country’s far right.

Likewise, solidarity with the Russian 
Left and its antiwar movement is essen-
tial. Facing incredible repression, they 
are building resistance to the Russian 
neofascist regime and its imperialism. 
They will be key allies in our global 
campaign against great power conflict.

As part of that, we must oppose direct 
U.S. and NATO intervention that would 
turn the war into an inter-imperialist one. 
That entails protesting against any attempt 
by Western imperialist powers to put 
pressure on Ukraine either to carry out a 
fight beyond its will and human capacity 
or to stop fighting and accept partition.

In that effort we have a responsibility 
to expose U.S. imperialism’s sanctimo-
nious hypocrisy in criticizing Russia for 
violating an oppressed country’s right to 
self-determination and committing war 
crimes in process. The invader of Iraq 
and Afghanistan, the supporter of Israeli 
colonialism and apartheid, and the 
accomplice in Saudi Arabia’s murderous 
war in Yemen is in no position to lecture 
any other state on human rights.

In particular, we must oppose 
Washington’s use of the war to further 
expand NATO, increase military expen-
diture in the U.S. and Europe, and 
intensify imperialist rivalry with Russia 
and China. Instead, we ought to 
demand the abolition of NATO and 
similar military alliances as well as mas-
sive cuts to military budgets and the 
redistribution of all the saved money to 
redress the multiple crises in each of 
our countries and around the world.

In that spirit, we should escalate the 
campaign for the U.S. and the interna-
tional financial institutions to cancel 
Ukraine’s debt as part of a larger fight to 
get them to do the same for all develop-
ing countries. That will enable Ukraine 
to escape debt peonage to Western cap-
ital and use money that would other-
wise go to interest payments on loans to 
invest in their own people.

That is a principled and clear way 
for the Left to oppose both U.S. and 
Russian imperialism, stand in solidari-
ty with Ukraine and other oppressed 
nations’ struggle for liberation, and 
build international solidarity from 
below. Now is the time for internation-
alist anti-imperialism.

—Tempest, June 3, 2022

https://www.tempestmag.org/2022/06/
solidarity-with-ukraine-resistance/

The invader of Iraq  

and Afghanistan, the 

supporter of Israeli  

colonialism and  

apartheid, and the 

accomplice in Saudi 

Arabia’s murderous 

war in Yemen is in no  

position to lecture 

any other state on  

human rights.
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Evasions on the Left Over Ukraine
By Conor Kostick

Wars are not light topics that can be 
dispensed of with simple formulas. I, for 
one, cannot imagine how the success of 
Russia would further the cause of democ-
racy and socialism around the world. If 
you do, then say so, openly, so it can be 
debated in public. But don’t falsify tradi-
tion and history and hide behind pathet-
ic slogans. To paraphrase Marx, we 
Marxists disdain to conceal our views 
and aims. —John Ganz, Ben Burgis’s 
“Bad History: Jacobin’s anti-Jacobins.”

There is a type of left argument around 
the war in Ukraine which has arisen in the 
West. It is one that condemns Putin’s 
invasion, but refuses to offer practical 
support to the people of Ukraine in resist-
ing that invasion. It is the position one 
can read in Jacobin, or in statements by 
Chomsky, Corbyn, and the Stop the War 
Coalition in the UK. In Ireland we have 
the same type of response to the Russian 
invasion of Ukraine from People Before 
Profit and the Socialist Party of Ireland.

I will use the label Evasionist Left 
for this approach. It’s not clear how 

representative this trend is interna-
tionally, as many on the left do pro-
actively support the resistance in 
Ukraine, e.g., parties such Razem in 
Poland; those associated with the 
Fourth International like Left Bloc and 
the Danish Red Green Alliance; and 
the main left party in Japan, the 
Japanese Communist Party.

Of course, there are pro-Russian 
figures around too, who claim to be on 
the left: although why anyone would 
want to be associated with Putin makes 
no sense. Russia is not in any way a 
socialist society. In fact, as Russian 
socialist Ilya Budraitskis puts it, Putin 
can be understood to be developing a 
new form of fascism. Explicitly pro-
Putin figures are relatively rare on the 
left, and while they are busy sharing 
Russian propaganda, are not hugely 
influential. The left arguments I want 
to address here are those of the groups 
and their supporters who express 
opposition to Putin, but who refuse to 
take any steps towards bringing about 

a military defeat for the Russian inva-
sion and in particular, are strongly 
opposed to the people of Ukraine 
obtaining arms from the West.

The groups supporting the 
Evasionist Left position seem to be bas-
ing their approach on two ideas: 1) 
Support for the resistance in Ukraine is 
support for NATO and 2) The war in 
Ukraine is an “inter-imperialist war.” 
My goal is to argue that these ideas are 
wrong and that if you take them seri-
ously, you will find yourself on Putin’s 
side in the war. Often, when I try to 
discuss these points with their support-
ers, I hear only silence when I ask them 
to really think through the conse-
quences of their formulations. But the 
war itself allows for no evasion.

Typical of the Evasionist Left posi-
tion are features that speak out against 
the war in Ukraine and all wars, such as 
the Irish People Before Profit state-
ment: No To War. Oppose Putin’s 
Invasion. Stop NATO Expansion As 
with many articles by Jacobin and Stop 
the War (UK), the line taken by this 
statement is that Putin’s invasion 
should be condemned but the U.S. are 
to be condemned equally.

The article concludes: “The real 
hope lies in an antiwar movement that 
crosses the border of East and West 
and opposes both Putin and NATO. 
We salute the actions of the Irish Anti-
War Movement in calling people out 
to protest. We urge the international 
movement that came together to 
oppose the Gulf War in the past to rise 
again against the twin aggressors of 
Putin and NATO.”

Military resistance to the  
Russian invasion?

World peace arising from a mass 
movement from below East and West 
would be lovely, but what is evaded 
here is the question of whether the left 

Flag of Russia on military uniform. (Shutterstock)
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should support Ukrainian military 
resistance to the invasion. “Opposing 
the war” is a comfortable position to 
adopt if you are on the other side of 
Europe to the columns of Russian sol-
diers. But what does this conclusion 
mean for the people of Ukraine? 
Perhaps it means they should not fight 
back? Or perhaps there is room for sup-
porting armed resistance to the Russian 
invasion, if it is decoupled from NATO? 
The point here is that in many cases, no 
one knows what it means. This is not a 
position that informs the people of 
Ukraine or those who want to express 
solidarity with them of what to do.

While we strive for international 
uprisings against war, should we want the 
people of Ukraine to defeat the Russian 
invaders in the meantime? Should we 
support or sabotage NATO armaments 
moving to Ukraine? Should we send 
money and perform solidarity actions 
that will allow Ukrainian anarchists and 
socialists to further their military resis-
tance to the invasion? Or should we dis-
courage them from fighting back, because 
they are unwitting tools of NATO?

These practical questions are a good 
way to judge the two key formulations 
that the Evasionist Left are using. And yet 
Marx’s claim that socialists don’t hide 
their views doesn’t seem to apply on the 
topic of Ukraine, where it’s difficult 
indeed to ascertain how these questions 
would be answered. Just to be clear, my 
own answers and those of Independent 
Left (and many other socialists and anar-
chists in Ireland) are yes, a victory for 
Ukraine against Russia would be the best 
outcome for the left and the world gener-
ally and yes, we should support the people 
of Ukraine getting arms from wherever 
they can, including from NATO. As Taras 
Bilous, editor of the left-wing Ukrainian 
magazine Commons, puts it, “the Western 
left, which criticizes military aid to 
Ukraine are outrageous. Do they want us 
to fight with bows and arrows when we 
have shot all our bullets? Do they want the 
Russians to kill as many Ukrainians as 
possible? That there were more Buchas?”

Based on the limited number of 
publications and occasional social 
media post, including exchanges with 
me, many Evasionist Left supporters 
do not in fact welcome the Ukrainian 
resistance, do not support people like 
Taras Bilous in their efforts to defend 
their cities. And to justify this they 
have advanced the two arguments 
above. These slogans are crucial to the 
orientation of the Evasionist position, 
and I believe they are quite wrong.

1. Support for the resistance in 
Ukraine is support for NATO.
A rather bad-faith version of this 

argument was visible after a UCU-
supported demonstration on April 9, 
2022 in the UK, in which a call for vic-
tory to the Ukrainian people was 
described as being “for NATO inter-
vention in Ukraine.”

Such comments echoed the mis-
leading headline by the UK’s Socialist 
Worker reporting on the demonstra-
tion, where they interpreted the call for 
arming the Ukrainian people to be a 
call for NATO escalation. To say that 
the people of Ukraine need arms is not 
at all the same as saying NATO should 
send troops to fight in the war.

A Russian convoy is approaching 
your town. The people around you 
join the Ukraine territorial defense to 
fight, several of them form their own 
socialist and anarchist units which you 
have the option of joining. But those 
internationally making the same argu-
ments as above say, “No. Don’t esca-
late. It will lead to more war horror. 
And potentially nuclear war. Instead, 
let’s appeal to the Russian antiwar 
movement to save us.”

The position of these ‘left’ activists 
brings peace, but it’s the peace of a 
Putin victory, which not only means 
your town witnesses hellish scenes of 
rape and murder, that you could per-
haps have prevented, but it also under-
mines peace for the future. Because 
understandably, when scenes of slaugh-
tered civilians reach neighboring coun-

tries there is a massive clamor for NATO 
assistance. Moreover, Putin will have 
concluded that after Syria and Ukraine, 
he can push on again, because fear of 
the horror of war, especially nuclear 
war, means the western left would pre-
fer his victory to the victory of the resis-
tance. And the Russian antiwar move-
ment, that might have flourished as the 
Russian army was stalled and thrown 
back, is crushed by the wave of nation-
alism around the victorious Putin.

Fortunately, we are not yet in this 
scenario, above all because of the deter-
mination of the people of Ukraine not to 
surrender to the Russian invaders. 
Within the resistance to the invasion, the 
left are able to play an independent role. 
Here’s how Vitaliy Dudin, head of the 
Ukrainian democratic socialist organiza-
tion, Sotsyalnyi Rukh (Social Movement), 
described the situation from Cherkasy, 
Ukraine, on April 6, 2022:

“Some Social Movement activists, 
as well as many trade union members, 
have joined the TD as volunteers. It is 
worth mentioning that dozens of anar-
chists and socialists have formed their 
own unit within the TD, called the 
Resistance Committee.

“Secondly, a lot of leftists are help-
ing as volunteers to supply the army or 
satisfy people’s humanitarian needs. 
One of the most effective initiatives in 
this regard is Operation Solidarity, 
which has managed to provide sup-
plies to the militant left. We are also 
working to meet the needs of trade 
union members serving in the army.

“We have also worked with the nurs-
es’ NGO Be Like Nina and helped them 
obtain medicines for hospitals that are 
taking care of wounded soldiers.

“Third, we see that a lot of people 
are protesting the invaders in occu-
pied cities. We aren’t involved in 
such activity, but we support it. Of 
course, it is very dangerous because 
peaceful protests can be shot down 
by armed Russian soldiers. Such 
resistance proves that people are 
against the ‘liberation’ that seeks to 
turn their cities into grey-zones.
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“Fourth, we as Social Movement 
continue to act as a political organi-
zation. We seek to counter Russian 
propaganda and call on our people to 
fight for a free and fair Ukraine.”

By contrast, if the politics of the war 
in the Ukraine are resolved by the 
Evasionist Left approach, then we will 
see a Putin victory. You can’t negotiate 
any settlement with Putin, even a bad 
one for Ukraine that nevertheless de-
escalates the threat of nuclear war, unless 
you stop his army and force him to real-
ize he can’t implement his plan to eradi-
cate Ukraine as an independent nation.

There is a better-faith version of the 
argument against NATO weapons 
going to Ukraine, which is to say, “I do 
want Ukrainians to defend themselves, 
but I don’t trust the U.S. Whenever 
they arm a side in a war, they have their 
own imperialist goals.” This observa-
tion about the U.S. is, of course, cor-
rect, but do you really think people in 
Ukraine, especially the left, are under 
any illusions about the U.S. interests at 
play? There’s a patronizing assumption 
here that those demanding arms to 
prevent Russian soldiers from murder-
ing their friends and families are dupes 
of U.S. intelligence.

Similarly, I’ve heard socialists in 
Ireland say, “we have to weigh up dif-
ferent dynamics here, on the one hand, 
Russian imperialism, for sure; but on 
the other, U.S. interests.”

If Ukraine is to defeat Russia, the 
people there obviously need modern 
weapons. Anarchists have described 
how they are currently having to use 
machine guns from 1944.

If you are someone who wants 
Russia to be defeated, but doesn’t want 
NATO armaments to arrive in Ukraine, 
you really need to think this through. 
Are you asking communities to defeat 
the Russian soldiers using only home-
made Molotov cocktails and Second 
World War weapons? This seems to be 
the position of the Socialist Party of 
Ireland, who at least do support work-

ers in Ukraine arming themselves. At 
the same time, however, their support-
ers are told: “In the Western capitalist 
countries opposition to NATO milita-
rism and expansionism must always be 
a central feature of our propaganda, 
even where this is not currently the 
mood among the mass of workers. We 
stand against all military intervention 
on the part of U.S. and Western impe-
rialism—this includes opposition to 
the provision of weaponry by NATO 
powers to the Ukrainian military. This 
in and of itself increases the threat of 
the conflict escalating more widely.”

Similarly, in a feature on April 25, 
2022, Ukraine: The United States are 
now fighting a proxy war with Russia, 
Kieran Allen (Socialist Workers 
Network, Ireland) argues that the 
Ukrainian people, “have every right to 
resist,” yet is opposed to them using 
NATO weapons.

It’s not at all unreasonable to keep an 
eye on what the U.S. is up to. No doubt 
there are U.S. hawks who are thinking 
now would be a perfect time to take 
Russia on and smash Putin’s army while 
he’s weak. We should oppose U.S. inter-
vention of troops, ships, and aircraft, 
mainly because of the risk of nuclear 
war but also because of their own impe-
rialist record. But that’s not happening 
right now: yes, NATO countries are 
supplying weapons to Ukraine but at 
the time of writing they have not entered 
the war with Russia with their own 
armed forces. Sitting on the fence now 
in fear of what the U.S. might do in 
future, again means not supporting 
those currently fighting the Russian 
soldiers. The same question faces the 
good faith left person as the bad: when 
the Russian convoy is approaching your 
town, do you fight back militarily? You 
can’t say, “well, there’s a balance of 
imperial interests to consider and I’m 
going to be neutral until I get non-
NATO weapons.” That neutrality will 
be finished by a Russian bullet to the 
head to you and anyone else you have 
persuaded of your position.

Moreover, those trying to dress up 
this recognition of the interplay of rival 
imperialisms as if it’s something new are 
missing the obvious point that through-
out the twentieth and twenty-first cen-
turies, U.S. and Russian imperialism 
always backed any movement that was 
fighting their rival. So, when Solidarnosc 
rose up against the Communist Polish 
government in 1980-81, the CIA rushed 
to fund and influence the union. That 
didn’t stop it being a genuine mass 
movement which socialists of the type 
now adopting the Evasionist position 
recognized and supported.

Finally, on the legitimacy of the 
people of Ukraine taking advantage of 
inter-imperialist rivalry to obtain arms 
from NATO, there are very clear left 
precedents. For those of the Evasionist 
Left viewpoint who are champions of 
Lenin, it is worth noting Lenin’s 
response when France and Britain 
offered to give military aid to Russia to 
fight Germany, when he wrote: “Please 
add my vote in favor of taking potatoes 
and weapons from the Anglo-French 
imperialist robbers.”

He later explained:

“The North Americans in their 
war of liberation against England at 
the end of the eighteenth century got 
help from Spain and France, who 
were her competitors and just as 
much colonial robbers as England. It 
is said that there were ‘Left Bolshe-
viks’ to be found who contemplated 
writing a ‘learned work’ on the ‘dirty 
deal’ of these Americans.”

2. The war in Ukraine is an  
“inter-imperialist war.”

A second justification for not sup-
porting the people of Ukraine fighting 
back against Russia is based on the idea 
of “revolutionary defeatism.” The tone 
here for Rebel in Ireland was set by an 
article by Kieran Allen, entitled, “James 
Connolly and War”:

“The parallels with World War 
One in 1914 are striking. Then and 
now it was the weaker imperial 
power that began a new era of global 
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conflict. In 1914, it was Austria who 
made the first moves. Today it is 
Russia, a country with a commodity 
driven economy and a GDP that is 
one tenth that of the USA.”

Just as James Connolly concentrated 
on challenging the propaganda of the 
Irish National Party and Britain, argues 
Allen, so socialists today should be rev-
olutionary defeatists and recognize the 
main enemy is at home. Which means 
Irish socialists should concentrate on 
furthering the class war in Ireland.

Allen doesn’t spell out what revolu-
tionary defeatism actually means in the 
context of the war in Ukraine: and the 
reason is surely that to publicly 
embrace the implications of his 
approach would be to declare that a 
Putin victory is the better outcome for 
those in the West. Again, let’s go back 
to the situation where a Russian col-
umn is approaching your town. A rev-
olutionary defeatist position means 
that you should never give support to 
“our side” in the war, even if that 
results in the other side obtaining mili-
tary victories. That was the position of 
Karl Leibknecht in Germany and the 
Bolsheviks in Russia. They really did 
mean that they preferred to see their 
own countries defeated than support 
their own national elites in their war 
aims. And they were right. But trans-
pose this policy to the soil of Ukraine 
and revolutionary defeatism can only 
mean a refusal to join the resistance 
and a refusal to support Zelensky, even 
if that means Russian victories.

The Evasionist Left position of con-
demning the Russian invasion, declar-
ing support for the right of the people 
of Ukraine to fight back, yet taking a 
“defeatist” approach toward Ukraine 
means giving no practical support for 
the resistance to the invasion. It is quite 
consistent with not wanting arms to get 
to Ukraine. Our main enemy (they say) 
is at home. It is our job to stop NATO. 
That might feel very principled from 
afar, but it abandons the left in Ukraine 
and the population more generally to 

military defeat, with all that means for 
the massacres of civilians and the 
strengthening of Putin.

This is the contradictory but inevita-
ble outcome of a flawed analysis. And 
the analysis is flawed for the simple rea-
son that the Russian invasion of Ukraine 
is nothing like the outbreak of the First 
World War. Within a week of Austria’s 
declaration of war against Serbia in 
1914, all the European imperial powers 
were in a full-blooded war against one 
another. From the Russian invasion 
until now, we have not witnessed the 
equivalent to French and British armies 
crashing up against the German army.

The more obvious parallel to make 
with James Connolly’s world is that of 
British rule in Ireland. For centuries 
Britain tried to rule Ireland directly, 
eradicating the Irish language and 
crushing Irish culture. This is a clear 
parallel with Russia’s history in regard 
to Ukraine. Just as Connolly was right 
to take German weapons to support an 
armed rising against the British empire, 
so the Ukrainian people are right to 
take weapons from wherever they can 
to rise against the Russian empire.

In a related feature based on the 
same defeatist idea, John Molyneux 
argues the left should not support sanc-
tions against Russia. Sanctions, he says, 
are a feature of NATO’s war against 
Russia. They are, “an integral part of a 
political offensive waged by one of the 
imperialist blocs in this conflict—the 
bloc which, as internationalist socialists 
and opponents of all imperialism East 
and West, we have a particular duty to 
oppose because they are the bloc to 
which our ruling class is affiliated.”

Again, the analysis is that this war is 
not one of Russian imperialism attempt-
ing to crush a smaller neighboring 
nation but an inter-imperialist war in 
which the main enemy is at home. In 
which case, one should not call for sanc-
tions against Russia, because Russia is 
not the main enemy for the Western 
left: NATO is. Yet let’s go back to our 

approaching Russian convoy once 
more. Are there sanctions which will 
help stop that convoy reaching its target 
town in Ukraine? Yes, plenty of them. A 
good example is the closure of the tank 
factory at Uralvogonzavod.

And another, potentially even more 
decisive closure arose on the basis of a fire 
at the Dmitrievsky Chemical Plant, Russia’s 
only internal source for vital chemicals.

The fire at the Dmitrievsky Chemical 
Plant threatens to leave Russia without 
additives needed for advanced rocket 
and jet fuels; treatments and solvents 
for servicing metal parts; core input 
chemicals for explosive and solvents, 
traces and washes needed to manufac-
ture electronics and circuits. So long as 
sanctions prevent these from being 
delivered at scale, Russian military 
efforts will be seriously hampered.

Not all sanctions are appropriate, 
some are less concerned with assisting 
Ukraine than developing Western busi-
ness advantages. But when the people 
of Ukraine call for Western sanctions 
focused on stopping the Russian war 
machine, they are right to do so, and 
the left should listen to them and sup-
port them. Ironically, the Evasionist 
Left position in fact supports sanctions 
against Ukraine, applauding actions 
such as those of workers at Pisa Airport, 
Italy, who refused to load weapons and 
explosives destined for Ukrainian forc-
es. By hindering the military resistance 
in Ukraine and refusing all sanctions 
against Russia, the practical effect of the 
Evasionist Left is to align their political 
energies with a victory for Putin.

Can we draw any lessons for the 
international left?

The contradiction in the Evasionist 
Left position—”we condemn Russia 
but we don’t support arming the resis-
tance in Ukraine”—is an unstable one. 
Some members put more weight on 
the condemnation of Russia than oth-
ers. Some even state online that they 
would welcome a victory for Ukraine. 
On the whole, though, the leadership 
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of these parties place their emphasis on 
why we should not support Ukraine. 
Hopefully, the members who want to 
see Ukraine survive and throw out the 
Russian invaders will push back their 
leadership on the two formulations 
above (that support for Ukraine is sup-
port for NATO, and that it is an inter-
imperialist war,) that directly oppose 
support for the resistance.

There’s a lesson here for the left in 
how the wrong positions have been 
arrived at, which is that we are witness-
ing the consequence of a top-down 
approach to socialist politics rather than 
a bottom up. The reason I have repeat-
edly asked the reader to imagine the 
approach of a Russian column of tanks 
and to think through your response is 
that this is exactly how billions of peo-
ple have thought about these issues. The 
majority of the world’s working class 
empathize with the people of Ukraine, 
who before Putin’s invasion were bring-
ing their kids to school, going to work, 
planning their weekly shop, collecting 
the kids, going to the playground, chat-
ting with friends. They were exactly like 
us and then the hell of war descended 
on them from Russia.

The left can influence this public 
feeling of solidarity for Ukraine by mak-
ing points about Western hypocrisy on 
refusing to cancel Ukraine’s debt, on 
refugees, on Palestine, and yes, on the 
imperialist role of NATO. But the best 
way to do that is to amplify the voices of 
Ukrainian socialists and anarchists who 
are putting their lives in the front lines 
against Putin’s army. This “bottom up” 
approach listens to the people of 
Ukraine and if you are on the left, to the 
voices of anarchists and socialists.1

The Evasionist Left model is a top 
down one, where the leadership derive 
their positions based on past experi-
ence and their reading of canonical 
Marxists texts, then the party apparatus 
delivers the position to the members. 
This means blunders are inevitable.

The Evasionist Left are in the process 
of making a serious mistake now and 
one where the equivocation of con-
demning Putin while not supporting 
the military resistance of the Ukrainian 
people cannot be sustained. There can 
be no hiding from the question of what 
to do when the Russian soldiers are 
coming. And if you are a member of 

one of these parties or organizations 
who thinks the Ukrainian people are 
right to fight back, then you have your 
own battle to avoid your party coming 
out of this war with a lasting reputation 
for having adopted a position whose 
practical consequence was to disarm 
those facing the Russian invasion.

—Europe Solidaire Sans Frontières, 
April 26, 2022

http://europe-solidaire.org/spip.
php?article62288

1  “War Diary of a Belarusian Anarchist 
Fighting in Ukraine [Part 1]”

https://enoughisenough14.org/2022/04/09/war-
diary-of-a-belarusian-anarchist-fighting-in-
ukraine-part-1/

“The Left in the West must rethink” — a con-
versation with Taras Bilous

https://commons.com.ua/en/left-west-must-
rethink/

Other sources:

https://commons.com.ua/en/left-west-must-rethink/

https://freedomnews.org.uk/…/interview-opera-
tion…/ 

h t t p : / / w w w . e u r o p e - s o l i d a i r e . o r g / s p i p .
php?article62209 

h t t p : / / w w w . e u r o p e - s o l i d a i r e . o r g / s p i p .
php?article61988

Symposium on the Abolition of Foreign Military Bases
By Colonel (Ret) Ann Wright

The Seventh Iteration of The 
Symposium on The Abolition of Foreign 
Military Bases was held May 4-6, 2022 
In Guantanamo, Cuba, near the 
125-year-old U.S. Naval Base located a 
few miles from the city of Guantanamo.

The Naval Base is the site of the infa-
mous U.S. military prison that, as of 
April 2022, still holds 37 men, most of 
whom have never been tried as their 
trial would reveal the torture to which 
the U.S. has subjected them. Eighteen 
of the 37 are approved for release if U.S. 
diplomats can arrange for countries to 
accept them. The Biden administration 

has released three prisoners so far 
including one who had been cleared for 
release in the final days of the Obama 
Administration but was kept impris-
oned for four more years by the Trump 
administration. The prison was opened 
twenty years ago on January 11, 2002.

In the city of Guantanamo, around 
100 persons from 25 countries attended 
the symposium that detailed U.S. mili-
tary bases around the world. Presentations 
on the U.S. military presence or the 
impact of U.S. military policies on their 
countries were given by persons from 
Cuba, United States, Puerto Rico, Hawaii, 

Colombia, Venezuela, Argentina, Brazil, 
Barbados, Mexico, Italy, Philippines, 
Spain, and Greece.

The symposium was co-sponsored 
by the Cuban Movement for Peace 
(MOVPAZ) and the Cuban Institute of 
Friendship with the Peoples (ICAP). 

Symposium declaration
In light of the challenges on peace 

and political and social stability in the 
region, participants endorsed the 
Proclamation of Latin America and the 
Caribbean as a Zone of Peace approved 
by the Heads of State and Government 
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of the Community of Latin America and 
Caribbean States (CELAC) at its second 
Summit held in Havana in January 2014.

The summit declaration stated:

“This seminar took place amidst an 
ever more complex context, character-
ized by an increase in the aggressive-
ness and all kinds of interventionism 
by the U.S. imperialism, the European 
Union and NATO in their efforts to 
impose extreme dictates, by resorting 
to a media warfare, thus unleashing 
armed conflicts with varying intensi-
ties in different parts of the world while 
increasing controversies and tensions.

“To meet such nefarious purposes, 
foreign military bases and aggressive 
facilities of similar nature have been 
strengthened, for they are a funda-
mental component in this strategy, 
since they are instruments for direct 
and indirect interventions in the 
internal affairs of the countries where 
they are located as well as a permanent 
threat against neighboring nations.”

U.S. Army Colonel (Ret) and now 
peace activist Ann Wright was asked to 
speak to the symposium about current 
U.S. military bases and operations in the 
Pacific. Following is her speech. 

Presentation on U.S. Military 
Operations in the Western Pacific 

by Colonel Ann Wright, U.S. 
Army (Retired):

I want to give many thanks to the 
organizers of the VII International 
Seminar for Peace and the Abolition of 
Foreign Military Bases conference. 

This is the third seminar I have been 
asked to speak at with my background of 
having been in the U.S. Army for nearly 
30 years and retiring as a Colonel and 
also having been a U.S. diplomat for 16 
years at U.S. Embassies in Nicaragua, 
Grenada, Somalia, Uzbekistan, 
Kyrgyzstan, Micronesia, Afghanistan and 
Mongolia. However, the main reason I 
am invited is because I resigned from the 
U.S. government in 2003 in opposition to 
the U.S. war on Iraq and I have been an 
outspoken critic of U.S. war and imperial 
policies since my resignation.

First, I want to apologize to the 
people of Cuba for the continuing ille-
gal, inhumane and criminal blockade 
the U.S. government has placed on 
Cuba for the past 60 years!

Second, I want to apologize for the 
illegal naval base that the U.S. has had 
at Guantanamo Bay for almost 120 
years and that has been the scene of 
horrors of criminal acts committed on 
the 776 prisoners the U.S. has held 
there since January 2002. Thirty-seven 
men still are held including a man that 
is cleared for release but is still there. 
He was 17 when he was sold to the U.S. 
for a ransom, and he is now 37.

Finally, and very importantly, I want 
to apologize to Fernando Gonzalez 
Llort, now the President of the Cuban 
Institute of Friendship with the People’s 
(ICAP), who is one of the Cuban Five 
who were wrongly imprisoned for ten 
years by the United States.

For each symposium, I have focused 
on a different part to the world. Today 
I will speak about the U.S. Military in 
the Western Pacific.

With the world’s attention on the 
Russian invasion of Ukraine, the U.S. 
continues its dangerous build-up of 
military forces in the Western Pacific. 

Pacific hot spot – Taiwan
Taiwan is a hot spot in the Pacific 

and for the world. Despite the 40-year 

agreement on the “One China Policy,” 
the U.S. sells weapons to Taiwan and 
has U.S. military trainers on the island. 

Recent highly problematic visits to 
Taiwan by senior U.S. diplomats and 
Congressional members are done to 
purposefully anger China and elicit a 
military response, similar to the mili-
tary exercises that the U.S. and NATO 
have done on the border of Russia.

On April 15, a delegation of seven 
U.S. Senators led by the chair of the U.S. 
Senate Foreign Relations committee 
arrived in Taiwan following a steadily 
increasing high level of U.S. diplomatic 
visits over the past four months.

There are only 13 nations that con-
tinue to recognize Taiwan instead of the 
People’s Republic of China (PRC) and 
four are in the Pacific: Palau, Tuvalu, the 
Marshall Islands and Nauru. The PRC 
lobbies these countries hard to switch 
and the U.S. lobbies the countries to keep 
recognizing Taiwan although officially 
the U.S. itself does not recognize Taiwan.

In Hawai’i, the headquarters of the 
U.S. Indo-Pacific Command that covers 
one-half the earth’s surface has 120 mili-
tary bases in Japan with 53,000 military 
plus military families and 73 military 
bases in South Korea with 26,000 mili-
tary plus families, six military bases on 
Australia, five military bases on Guam 
and 20 military bases in Hawai’i. 

Screenshot/Telesur English
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The Indo-Pacific command has 
coordinated numerous “freedom of 
navigation” armadas of U.S., UK, 
French, Indian and Australian warships 
sailing through China’s front yard, the 
South and East China Seas. Many of the 
armadas have had aircraft carriers and 
up to ten other ships, submarines, and 
aircraft for each aircraft carrier. 

China has responded to the ships 
passing between Taiwan and the Chinese 
mainland and to the restless visits of 
U.S. diplomats with air armadas of up to 
fifty aircraft that fly to the edge of 
Taiwan’s air defense zone. The U.S. con-
tinues to provide military equipment 
and military trainers to Taiwan.

Rim of the Pacific largest naval 
war maneuvers in the world

In July and August 2022, the U.S. 
will host the largest naval war maneu-
ver in the world with Rim of the Pacific 
(RIMPAC) returning in full force after 
a modified version in 2020 due to 
COVID. In 2022, 27 countries are 
scheduled to participate with 25,000 
personnel, 41 ships, four submarines, 
more than 170 aircraft and will include 
anti-submarine warfare exercises, 
amphibious operations, humanitarian 
assistance training, missile shots and 
ground forces drills. 

In other areas of the Pacific, the 
Australian military hosted the Talisman 
Sabre war maneuvers in 2021 with over 
17,000 ground forces primarily from 
the U.S. (8,300) and Australia (8,000) 
but a few others from Japan, Canada, 
South Korea, UK, and New Zealand 
practiced maritime, land, air, informa-
tion and cyber, and space warfare.

Darwin, Australia continues to host 
a six-month rotation of 2200 U.S. 
Marines that began ten years ago in 
2012 and the U.S. military is spending 
$324 million to upgrade airfields, air-
craft maintenance facilities aircraft 
parking areas, living, and working 
accommodation, messes, gyms, and 
training ranges.

Darwin will also be the site of a 
$270-million-dollar, 60-million-gallon 
jet fuel storage facility as the U.S. mili-
tary moves large supplies to fuel closer 
to a potential war zone. A complicating 
factor is that a Chinese company now 
holds the lease on the Darwin port into 
which U.S. military fuel will be brought 
for transfer to the storage tanks.

The 80-year-old, massive 250-mil-
lion-gallon underground jet fuel stor-
age facility in Hawai’i will be finally 
closed due to public outrage after 
another huge fuel leak in November 

2021 contaminated the drinking water 
of almost 100,000 persons in the 
Honolulu area, mostly military families 
and military facilities and jeopardizing 
the drinking water of the entire island.

The U.S. territory of Guam has suf-
fered a continued increase in U.S. mili-
tary units, bases, and equipment. 
Camp Blaz on Guam is the newest U.S. 
Marine base in the world and was 
opened in 2019.

Guam is the home base of six assassin 
Reaper drones assigned to the U.S. 
Marines as well as missile “defense” sys-
tems. U.S. Marines on Hawai’i were also 
provided six assassin drones as a part of 
their mission reorientation from heavy 
tanks to light mobile forces to fight “an 
enemy” on small islands of the Pacific.

Guam’s nuclear submarine base is 
continually busy as U.S. nuclear sub-
marines lurk off China and North 
Korea. One U.S. nuclear submarine ran 
into an “unmarked” submarine moun-
tain in 2020 and had major damage, 
that Chinese media eagerly reported.

The Navy now has five submarines 
homeported in Guam—up from two 
the service had based there as of 
November 2021. 

In February 2022, four B-52 bomb-
ers and more than 220 airmen flew 
from Louisiana to Guam, joining thou-
sands of U.S., Japanese and Australian 
service members on the island for the 
annual Cope North exercise which the 
U.S. Air Force states is for “training 
focused on disaster relief and aerial 
combat.” About 2,500 U.S. service 
members and 1,000 personnel from 
the Japanese Air Self-Defense Force 
and the Royal Australian Air Force 
were in the Cope North war prepara-
tion maneuvers.

One-hundred-and-thirty aircraft 
involved in Cope North flew out of 
Guam and the islands of Rota, Saipan 
and Tinian in the Northern Marian 
Islands, Palau and the Federated States 
of Micronesia. US Military bases surrounding China
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The U.S. military with 13,232 air-
craft has almost three times more 
planes than Russia (4,143) and four 
times more than China (3,260.) 

In the only positive demilitarization 
development in the Pacific, due to citi-
zen activism, the U.S. military has 
scaled back military training on the 
small islands of Pagan and Tinian in 
the Northern Marianas islands near 
Guam and eliminated an artillery fir-
ing range on Tinian. However, large 
scale training and bombing continues 
at the Pohakuloa bombing range on 
the Big Island of Hawai’i with aircraft 
flying from the continental U.S. to 
drop bombs and return to the U.S.

The U.S. builds more military 
bases in the Pacific as China 

increases its non-military influence 
In 2021, the Federated States of 

Micronesia agreed that the U.S. could 
build a military base on one of its 600 
islands. The Republic of Palau is among 
several Pacific countries designated by 
the Pentagon as the possible site of a 
new military base. The U.S. plans to 
build a $197-million tactical radar sys-
tem for Palau, which hosted U.S. mili-
tary training exercises in 2021. In addi-
tion to its close U.S. ties, Palau is one of 
Taiwan’s four allies in the Pacific. Palau 
has refused to stop its recognition of 
Taiwan which prompted China to 
effectively ban Chinese tourists from 
visiting the island in 2018.

Both Palau and the Federated States 
of Micronesia have hosted U.S. mili-
tary civil action teams over the past 
twenty years that have lived in small 
military compounds.

The U.S. continues its large military 
missile tracking base in the Marshall 
Islands for missiles shot from Vandenburg 
Air Base in California. The U.S. is also 
responsible for the massive nuclear waste 
facility known as the Cactus Dome which 
is leaking toxic nuclear waste into the 
ocean from the debris of the 67 nuclear 
tests the U.S. conducted in the 1960s. 
Thousands of Marshall Islanders and 

their descendants still suffer from nucle-
ar radiation from those tests.

China, which sees Taiwan as part of 
its territory in its “One China” policy, 
has tried to win over Taipei’s allies in the 
Pacific, persuading the Solomon Islands 
and Kiribati to switch sides in 2019. 

On April 19, 2022, China and the 
Solomon Islands announced they had 
signed a new security agreement in 
which China could send military per-
sonnel, police, and other forces to the 
Solomon Islands “to assist in main-
taining social order” and other mis-
sions. The security pact also would 
allow Chinese warships to use ports in 
the Solomon Islands to refuel and 
replenish supplies. The U.S. sent a 
high-level diplomatic delegation to the 
Solomon Islands to express its concern 
that China could send military forces 
to the South Pacific nation and desta-
bilize the region. In response to the 
security pact, the U.S. will also discuss 
plans to reopen an embassy in the 
capital, Honiara, as it tries to increase 
its presence in the strategically impor-
tant country amid growing concerns 
about Chinese influence. The embassy 
has been closed since 1993.

The island nation of Kiribati, about 
2,500 miles southwest of Hawai’i, 
joined China’s Belt and Road Initiative 
to upgrade its infrastructure, including 
modernizing what was once a World 
War II-era U.S. military air base.

No peace on the Korean Peninsula 
With its 73 U.S. bases in South 

Korea and 26,000 military personnel 
plus military families living in South 
Korea, the Biden administration con-
tinues to respond to North Korean 
missile tests with military maneuvers 
instead of diplomacy. 

In mid-April 2022, the USS Abraham 
Lincoln strike group operated in waters 
off the Korean peninsula, amid ten-
sions over North Korea’s missile 
launches and concerns that it could 
soon resume testing nuclear weapons. 
In early March North Korea conducted 

a full test of an intercontinental ballistic 
missile (ICBM) for the first time since 
2017. This is first time since 2017 that a 
U.S. carrier group has sailed in the 
waters between South Korea and Japan.

While Moon Jae-In, the outgoing 
President of South Korea exchanged 
letters with North Korean head of state 
Kim Jung Un on April 22, 2022, advis-
ers to South Korea’s president-elect 
Yoon Suk-yeol are asking for redeploy-
ment of U.S. strategic assets, such as 
aircraft carriers, nuclear bombers, and 
submarines, to the Korean peninsula 
during talks held on a visit to 
Washington in early April. 

Three-hundred-and-fifty-six organi-
zations in the U.S. and South Korea have 
called for the suspension of the very 
dangerous and provocative war drills the 
U.S. and South Korea militaries conduct. 

Conclusion
While global attention is focused on 

the horrific war and destruction of 
Ukraine by Russia, the western Pacific 
continues to be a very dangerous place 
for global peace with the U.S. using 
military war exercises to inflame the 
hot spots of North Korea and Taiwan.

Stop All Wars!!!

—Popular Resistance, May 24, 2022

https://popularresistance.org/guanta-
namo-cuba-vii-symposium-on-the-abo-
lition-of-foreign-military-bases/

NO
WAR
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The Israeli Execution of Al Jazeera Reporter Shireen Abu Akleh
By Chris Hedges

Shireen Abu Akleh, the Al Jazeera 
reporter with more than two decades 
of experience covering armed conflicts, 
knew the protocol. She and other 
reporters remained last Wednesday in 
the open, clearly visible to Israeli snip-
ers about 650 feet away in a building. 
Her flak jacket and helmet were embla-
zoned with the word “PRESS.”

There were three shots fired in her 
direction. The second bullet hit the Al 
Jazeera producer Ali al-Samoudi in the 
back. The third shot, al-Samoudi 
remembered, hit Abu Akleh in the face 
below the rim of her helmet.

There were a few seconds when the 
Israeli sniper saw profiled in his scope 
Abu Akleh, one of the most recogniz-
able faces in the Middle East. The 5.56 
mm bullet from the M-16, designed to 
spin end-over-end upon impact, would 
have obliterated most of Abu Akleh’s 

head. The accuracy of the M-16, espe-
cially the M16A4s equipped with the 
Advanced Combat Optical Gunsight 
(ACOG), a prismatic telescopic sight, 
is very high. In the fighting in Fallujah 
so many dead insurgents were found 
with head wounds that observers at 
first thought they had been executed. 
The bullet that killed Abu Akleh was 
deftly placed between the very slim 
opening separating her helmet and the 
collar of her flak jacket.

I have been in combat, including in 
clashes between Israeli and Palestinian 
forces. Snipers are dreaded on a battle-
field because each kill is calculated. The 
execution of Abu Akleh was not an 
accident. She was singled out for elimi-
nation. Whether this killing was ordered 
by commanding officers, or whether it 
was the whim of an Israeli sniper, I can-
not answer. Israelis shoot so many 

Palestinians with impunity my guess is 
the sniper knew he or she could kill Abu 
Akleh and never face any consequences. 

The shooting, Al Jazeera said in a 
statement, was “a blatant murder, vio-
lating international laws and norms.” 
Abu Akleh, the network added, was 
“assassinated in cold blood.”

Abu Akleh, who was 51 and a 
Palestinian-American, was a familiar 
and trusted presence on television 
screens throughout the region, revered 
for her courage and integrity and 
beloved for her careful and sensitive 
reporting on the intricacies of daily life 
under the occupation. Her reporting 
from the occupied territories routinely 
punctured Israeli narratives and exposed 
Israeli abuses and crimes, making her 
the bête noire of the Israeli government. 
She was a heroine for young Palestinian 
women, as Dalia Hatuqa, a Palestinian-
American journalist and friend of Abu 
Akleh’s, related to The New York Times.

“I know of a lot of girls who grew 
up basically standing in front of a mir-
ror and holding their hairbrushes and 
pretending to be Shireen,” Hatuqa 
told the paper. “That’s how lasting 
and important her presence was.”

“I chose journalism to be close to 
the people,” Abu Akleh said in a clip 
shared by Al Jazeera after she was 
killed. “It might not be easy to change 
the reality, but at least I was able to 
bring their voice to the world.” 

In a 2017 interview with the 
Palestinian television channel 
An-Najah NBC, she was asked if she 
was worried about being shot.

“Of course, I get scared,” she said. “In 
a specific moment you forget that fear. 
We don’t throw ourselves to death. We go 
and we try to find where we can stand and 
how to protect the team with me before I 
think about how I am going to go up on 
the screen and what I am going to say.”Original Illustration by Mr. Fish — “Hard Pressed”
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Her funeral attracted thousands of 
mourners, the largest in Jerusalem since 
the death in 2002 of the Palestinian 
leader Faisal Husseini. Israeli police in 
full riot gear disrupted the procession, 
confiscating and ripping down 
Palestinian flags. The police fired stun 
grenades and pushed, clubbed, and beat 
mourners and pallbearers, causing them 
to lose their grip on the coffin. Thousands 
chanted: “We sacrifice our soul and 
blood for you, Shireen.” It was another 
example of the daily humiliation meted 
out to Palestinians by their Israeli occu-
piers. It was also a moving tribute to a 
reporter who understood that the role of 
journalism is to give a voice to those the 
powerful seek to silence.

I covered the Israeli occupation for 
seven years, two years with The Dallas 
Morning News and five with The New 
York Times, where I was the paper’s 
Middle East Bureau Chief. One of the 
chief objectives of the Israeli army was 
to prevent our reporting from the 
occupied territories. If we were able get 
past Israeli checkpoints, not always 
possible, to document murderous 
assaults by Israeli soldiers on unarmed 
Palestinians then Israel’s well-oiled 
propaganda machine was rolled out to 
obscure our reporting. Israeli officials 
swiftly issued counter narratives. The 
Israeli Prime Minister, Foreign 
Minister, Defense Minister and Israeli 
Defense Force (IDF) spokesperson, for 
example, immediately blamed the kill-
ing of Abu Akleh on Palestinian gun-
men until video footage examined by 
B’Tselem Israeli Information Center 
for Human Rights in the Occupied 
Territories exposed the falsehood. 

When Israel is caught lying, as it was 
with the murder of Abu Akleh, it 
immediately promises an investiga-
tion. The narrative shifts from one of 
blaming the Palestinians to the out-
come of an inquiry. Impartial investi-
gations into the hundreds of killings by 
soldiers and Jewish settlers of 
Palestinians are rarely carried out. 
Perpetrators are almost never brought 

to trial or held accountable. The pat-
tern of Israeli obfuscation is patheti-
cally predictable. So is the collusion of 
much of the corporate media along 
with Republican and Democratic poli-
ticians. U.S. politicians decried the 
murder of Abu Akleh and dutifully 
repeated the old mantra, calling for a 
“thorough investigation” by the army 
that carried out the crime.

The execution of Abu 
Akleh was not an acci-
dent. She was singled 
out for elimination.

The dramatic footage captured in 
September 2000 at the Netzarim junc-
tion in the Gaza Strip by France 2 TV of 
a father trying to shield his 12-year-old 
son Muhammad al-Durrah from the 
Israeli gunfire that killed him resulted 
in a typical propaganda campaign by 
Israel. Israeli officials spent years lying 
about the killing of the boy, first blam-
ing the Palestinians for the shooting, 
and later suggesting that the scene was 
faked, and Muhammad was still alive.

One thing is certain, the Israeli military 
knows which one of its snipers killed Abu 
Akleh, although the name of the soldier 
will probably never be made public. Nor 
will, I expect, the sniper be reprimanded.

“With all due respect to us, let’s say 
that Israel’s credibility is not very high 
in such cases,” Israel’s Minister of 
Diaspora Affairs Nachman Shai said of 
an Israeli investigation into the killing. 
“We know this. It is based on the past.”

Israel has a long history of blocking 
investigations into the plethora of war 
crimes it commits in Gaza, the world’s 
largest open-air prison, and the West 
Bank. It refuses to cooperate with the 
International Criminal Court (ICC) 
into possible war crimes in the occu-
pied territories. It does not cooperate 
with the U.N. Human Rights Council 
and prohibits the United Nations 

Special Rapporteur (UNSR) for 
Human Rights from entering the coun-
try. Israel revoked the work permit for 
Omar Shakir, the Director of Human 
Rights Watch (Israel and Palestine,) in 
2018 and expelled him. In May 2018, 
Israeli Ministry of Strategic Affairs and 
Public Diplomacy published a report 
calling on the European Union (EU) 
and European states to halt their direct 
and indirect financial support and 
funding to Palestinian and interna-
tional human rights organizations that 
“have ties to terror and promote boy-
cotts against Israel.”

Israel relies on campaigns of terror, 
with random and indiscriminate kill-
ings, to beat back Palestinian resistance. 
Israeli strategists describe the tactic as 
“mowing the grass,” part of an endless 
war of attrition. Israeli terror keeps 
Palestinians perpetually off-balance, 
fearful, and living at a subsistence level. 
This state terrorism also contributes to 
Israel’s main goal, a slow-motion eth-
nic cleansing of Palestinian land.

The 2014 bombing and shelling of 
Gaza, which lasted 51 days, killed more 
than 2,250 Palestinians, including 551 
children. Israel’s use of its military 
against an occupied population that 
does not have mechanized units, an air 
force, navy, missiles, heavy artillery, 
and command and control, not to 
mention a U.S. commitment to provide 
$38 billion dollars in defense-aid to 
Israel over the next decade, is not justi-
fiable under international law. Israel is 
not exercising the right to defend itself. 
It is carrying out mass murder. It is a 
war crime. The attacks are designed to 
degrade civilian infrastructure, destroy-
ing power plants, water and sewage 
treatment facilities, residential high-
rises, government buildings, roads, 
bridges, public facilities, agricultural 
lands, schools, and mosques.

Israel used state terror to crush the 
International Solidarity Movement 
that saw activists come to the occupied 
territories from around the world, 
often using their bodies to block Israel 
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from demolishing Palestinian homes, 
as well as filming and recording human 
rights abuses.

As the author and journalist 
Jonathan Cook writes:

“But Abu Akleh’s U.S. passport 
was no more able to save her from 
Israeli retribution than that of Rachel 
Corrie, murdered in 2003 by an 
Israeli bulldozer driver as she tried to 
protect Palestinian homes in Gaza. 
Similarly, Tom Hurndall’s British 
passport did not stop him from 
being shot in the head as he tried to 
protect Palestinian children in Gaza 
from Israeli gunfire. Nor did film-
maker James Miller’s British pass-
port prevent an Israeli soldier from 
executing him in 2003 in Gaza, as he 
documented Israel’s assault on the 
tiny, overcrowded enclave.

“All were seen as having taken a 
side by acting as witnesses and by 
refusing to remain quiet as Palestin-
ians suffered—and for that reason, 
they and those who thought like 
them had to be taught a lesson.

“It worked. Soon, the contingent 
of foreign volunteers—those who 
had come to Palestine to record Isra-
el’s atrocities and serve, when neces-
sary, as human shields to protect 
Palestinians from a trigger-happy 
Israeli army—were gone. Israel 
denounced the International Soli-
darity Movement for supporting ter-
rorism, and given the clear threat to 
their lives, the pool of volunteers 
gradually dried up.” 

Israel has a deep hostility to the 
press, especially Al Jazeera which has 
large viewership throughout the Arab 
world. Al Jazeera reporters are rou-
tinely denied press credentials, 
harassed, and blocked from reporting. 
Israeli warplanes in May 2021 destroyed 
the al-Jalaa building in Gaza that 
housed dozens of international news 
agencies, including the Gaza offices of 
Al Jazeera and the Associated Press.

At least 144 Palestinian journalists 
have been wounded by Israeli forces in 
the occupied territories since 2018 and 
three, including Abu Akleh, have been 
killed in the same period, according to 
Reporters Without Borders. Palestinian 
reporters Ahmed Abu Hussein and 
Yasser Mortaja, also clearly identified as 
press, were shot dead by Israeli snipers 
in Gaza in 2018. At least 45 Palestinian 
journalists have been killed by Israeli 
soldiers since 2000, according to the 
Palestinian Ministry of Information.

“Abu Akleh was most likely shot 
precisely because she was a high-profile 
Al Jazeera reporter, known for her fear-
less reporting of Israeli crimes,” Cook 
writes. “Both the army and its soldiers 
bear grudges, and they have lethal 
weapons with which to settle scores.”

Israel does little to hide its callous 
disregard for the lives of Palestinians, 
international activists, and journalists.

“Suppose that Shireen Abu Akleh was 
killed by Israeli army fire,” Avi Benyahu, 
a former IDF spokesperson stated. 
“There’s no need to apologize for that.”  

Reporters and photographers, in 
Israel’s eyes, are responsible for their 
own deaths.

 “When ‘terrorists’ fire at our sol-
diers in Jenin, the soldiers must retali-
ate in full force even in the presence of 
journalists from Al Jazeera in the 
area—who usually stand in the army’s 
way and impede their work,” said 
Knesset member Itamar Ben Gvir.

Israeli forces have killed at least 380 
Palestinians, including 90 children, 
during the past year, according to the 
United Nations Office for the 
Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs 
(UNOCHA). This includes at least 260 
Palestinians killed in Gaza during 
Israel’s latest assault in May 2021. The 
pace of Israeli killings of Palestinians 
has been steadily increasing in the 
wake of armed Palestinians murdering 

18 people in cities across Israel since 
the end of March. In March, Israeli 
forces killed 12 Palestinians, including 
three children. In April, Israeli forces 
killed at least 22 Palestinians, including 
three children. Abu Akleh was cover-
ing an Israeli raid on the Jenin refugee 
camp where army units said they were 
hunting for Palestinian attackers.

The killing of Abu Akleh would have 
been treated very differently if she was 
killed by Russian soldiers in Ukraine. 
There would have been no equivoca-
tions about who carried out the mur-
der. Her death would have been 
denounced as a war crime. No one 
would have acquiesced to let the Russian 
military carry out the investigation. 

The world is divided into worthy 
and unworthy victims, those who 
deserve our compassion and support 
and those who do not. Ukrainians are 
white and largely Christian. We see the 
struggle against the Russian occupier 
as a battle for freedom and democracy. 
We provide $40 billion in weapons and 
humanitarian aid. We impose punish-
ing sanctions on Moscow. We make 
the Ukrainian cause our own.

The 55-year-long fight for 
Palestinian freedom is no less just, no 
less worthy of our support. But 
Palestinians are occupied by our Israeli 
ally. They are not white. Most are not 
Christian, although Abu Akleh was 
Christian. They are not deemed wor-
thy. They suffer and die alone. The war 
crimes carried out by Israel go unheed-
ed and unpunished. The Palestinians 
doggedly refuse to give up. This makes 
them as heroic, maybe more heroic, 
than Ukrainian fighters. We are on the 
wrong side of history in Israel. Abu 
Akleh’s blood is on our hands.

—SheerPost, May 16, 2022

https://scheerpost.com/2022/05/16/
hedges-the-israeli-execution-of-al-
jazeera-reporter-shireen-abu-akleh/
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Shireen Abu Akleh specialized in 
covering the funerals of Palestinians 
killed by the Israeli Defense Force 
(IDF). She had reported on dozens for 
Voice of Palestine and Al Jazeera. But 
none quite like her own, when thou-
sands of mourners gathered at the St. 
Joseph’s Hospital to escort her casket 
through the streets of Jerusalem, two 
days after she had been shot in the 
head by an Israeli sniper.

Akleh’s audience found her voice 
reassuring, even when she was describ-
ing scenes of horror. It was familiar and 
intimate. A voice that spoke to them. A 
voice that understood their lives. A 
voice that knew their streets and neigh-
borhoods, markets, and schools. A 
voice that had experienced the daily 
indignities and humiliations, acts of 
courage, and sudden violence peculiar 
to life in the occupied territories.

How would that voice, a voice that had 
conveyed empathy and outrage to millions 
over the decades, have described the sur-
real scene that unfolded at her own funer-
al, as Israeli police clad in riot gear, charged 
into the crowd, swinging clubs, and firing 
stun guns, ripped away the Palestinian flag 
draped on her casket and shoved and 
thrashed the pallbearers so viciously that 
her casket almost toppled to the ground.

The cortege had been warned by the 
Israeli police not to sing Palestinian 
songs, not chant Palestinian slogans. 
“If you don’t stop these chants and 
nationalistic songs, we will have to dis-
perse you using force and we won’t let 
the funeral take place,” a police officer 
shouted at the crowd on a bullhorn, 
shortly before the riot cops attacked.

The police justified their crackdown 
by claiming someone threw a rock. 

Shireen would have appreciated the 
irony. She knew the symbolic power of 
a stone in Palestine. She’d spent much 
of her career covering the Second 
Intifada. A rock was a sign of the resis-
tance; it was also an excuse for the IDF 
to open fire on crowds of protesters, 
including children. A flag, a song, a 
voice, a rock. Why did these simple 
things, nearly as old as the Hebron 
Hills themselves, unnerve them so? 
Shireen could have told us.

Shireen Abu Akleh had been a prob-
lem for the IDF and the Israeli state her 
entire career. She was a problem 
because of who she was and who she 
wasn’t. For starters, Akleh was a 
Palestinian, born in Bethlehem, but 
she was also an American citizen, who 
had lived for years in New Jersey with 
her mother’s relatives. She was an 
Arab, but also a Christian, whose 

The Killing of Shireen Abu Akleh
A flag, a song, a rock, a voice

By Jeffrey St. Clair

Mural in honor of Shireen Abu Akleh, Gaza City. (Screenshot)
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funeral was held in the Cathedral of the 
Annunciation of the Virgin and whose 
body was buried next to her parents in 
the old Anglican cemetery on Mount 
Zion. She grew up under Occupation, 
but her reporting wasn’t biased. She 
described what she saw and what she 
heard. She knew how to find witnesses 
and get the story of out of them. There 
was a deep knowledge and clarity to 
her reporting that made it all the more 
damning to the Israeli state.

But Akleh couldn’t be written off as 
a propagandist. This was a problem for 
Israel. Her reporting went behind 
objective description. She didn’t accept 
what she saw at face value. Akleh strove 
to get to the how and the why. She 
wanted to understand the mindset of 
the IDF soldier who brutalizes 
Palestinian children and the psycholo-
gy of the cabinet ministers who con-
done such atrocities. She wanted to 
know what motivated 13-year-old boys 
to hurl rocks at Israeli soldiers aiming 
automatic weapons at them and how 
families felt when they saw their olive 
groves uprooted and their homes bull-
dozed. Her voice was a kind of stone.

I got a call from Shireen 15 years 
ago or so. The late Uri Avnery had 
given her a copy of our book, The 
Politics of Antisemitism and she wanted 
to talk to me about my chapter on the 
IDF’s attack on the USS Liberty in 
1968. What I remember most about 
our conversation was that unlike many 
interviewers from what one might call 
the “progressive media” she didn’t take 
the facts as I presented them for grant-
ed. Of course, the story of that raid 
does seem almost inconceivable, the 
more so because of how little the story 
is known in the U.S. How could this 
be, she asked. How could such an act 
be tolerated by politicians, why was it 
ignored by the media? I never saw her 
story on the Liberty, if she even pre-
pared one. Perhaps she only wanted to 
satisfy her own curiosity about that 
awful episode. That would have been 
like her. When she was gunned down 

by an Israeli sniper, Shireen had been 
studying Hebrew. She thought it would 
help her understand the nuances of 
Israeli thinking and how they con-
structed their own versions of the 
occupation and its treatment of 
Palestinians. Like all great journalists, 
the more Shireen learned, the more she 
wanted to know.

She was killed by an 
Army that receives 20 
percent of its funding 

from the U.S.

On the morning of May 11th, 
Shireen Abu Akleh was in Jenin, cover-
ing another IDF raid on the West Bank 
city, as she had done so many times 
before. There are two Jenins: Jenin the 
city of 45,000 Palestinians and Jenin 
the refugee camp, home to more than 
10,000 Palestinian refugees. Both the 
city and the camp have been favorite 
targets of the IDF since the beginning 
of the Second Intifada. In 2002, the 
IDF invaded Jenin Camp, massacred 
dozens of residents, jailed hundreds, 
and placed the camp under military 
occupation for two weeks. Since then, 
the IDF has conducted regular raids on 
the camp with near impunity. In the 
last month, these raids have accelerat-
ed, coming almost daily. The IDF 
claims they’re after terrorists. At least 
28 people have been killed.

Akleh was on the scene
Akleh had been in many of these 

chaotic scenes, both as a journalist and 
a resident. They are likely to erupt 
almost anywhere in Palestine, at any 
moment. As in most occupations, 
journalists enjoy no protective status 
there. In fact, they are likely to become 
unofficial targets of the occupying 
power.  The Occupied Territories are 
one of the most dangerous places in 
the world for a journalist. For anyone, 
really.  At least 45 journalists have been 

killed by the IDF since the beginning of 
the Second Intifada in 2000 and 144 
Palestinian journalists have been 
wounded by Israeli forces since 2018 
alone. In April, the International 
Federation of Journalists filed a com-
plaint with the International Criminal 
Court accusing Israeli forces of target-
ing of journalists. The complaint cited 
four cases of journalists the IDF had 
systematically targeted: Ahmed Abu 
Hussein, Yaser Murtaja, Muath 
Amarneh, and Nedal Eshtayeh. Shireen 
had reported on this very case. She 
knew the risks better than anyone.

“Of course, I get scared,” Akleh told 
an interviewer from An-Najah NBC in 
2017. “In a specific moment you forget 
that fear. We don’t throw ourselves to 
death. We go and we try to find where 
we can stand and how to protect the 
team with me before I think about how 
I am going to go up on the screen and 
what I am going to say.”

Shireen was not an embedded 
reporter. She didn’t report from the 
sidelines if there are any sidelines in 
Jenin. That day she was with a small 
group of other journalists as the IDF 
began its assault on Jenin camp. She was 
wearing a helmet and a bright blue vest 
with “PRESS” emblazoned on the front 
and back. She was armed, in the words 
of an IDF spokesman, “with cameras.”

The journalists were about 100 yards 
behind the IDF, as they entered the 
camp, when they came under gunfire. 
One of the journalists who was closest to 
Shireen was Shatha Hanaysha, a reporter 
for Ultra Palestine and Middle East Eye.

As they came under fire, the group 
of journalists ducked behind a wall. A 
few seconds later, Shireen yelled: “Ali’s 
been hit. Ali’s been hit!” She was refer-
ring to Ali al-Samoudi, her producer at 
Al Jazeera, who’d been shot in the back 
by an Israeli sniper.

Targeted by IDF
Hanaysha and Alkeh now found 

themselves pinned down together, a 
spray of bullets coming at them from 



Vol.  22, No. 4    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  27

above. Hanaysha ducked from the fire, 
covering her head. When she looked up, 
she saw Shireen go down. At first, she 
thought she’d just fallen, but Shireen 
didn’t get up. Hanaysha said she wanted 
to go to her, but the gunfire was too 
intense, hitting the tree she was hiding 
behind. Blood pooled around Shireen’s 
head. When they were finally able to 
retrieve her body, they saw she’d been 
shot near the ear, just below her helmet. 
She was taken to Ibn Sina Hospital in 
Jenin, where she was pronounced dead.

As news of Shireen’s murder broke, 
the Israeli government was quick to 
declaim any responsibility. Instead, in 
a familiar tactic, the leadership of the 
Israeli government blamed the 
Palestinians themselves for Shireen’s 
death. Israeli Prime Minister Naftali 
Bennett tweeted: “According to the 
data we have at the moment, there is a 
good chance that armed Palestinians, 
who fired wildly, are the ones who led 
to the unfortunate death of the jour-
nalist.” Bennett’s Minister of 
Communications, Yoaz Hendel reiter-
ated this claim in an interview with the 
Israeli daily newspaper Israel Hayom.

Shatha Hanaysha disputed these 
claims. “The shooting didn’t come 
from the Palestinian side,” Hanaysha 
told the Committee to Protect 
Journalists. “The street we were on was 
busy with moving cars. There weren’t 
any clashes, not even burning tires, 
which was the reason we had kept 
going—in order to get closer to the 
action and cover what was happening.” 
Even the IDF admitted that no Israeli 
soldiers were even injured in the opera-
tion. And an examination by Haaretz of 
the site where Shireen was shot revealed 
that there were several buildings 
between her and the location of the 
Palestinians the IDF had engaged with.

But the assertions of Palestinian 
complicity had a tactical purpose: to 
distort the media coverage of the shoot-
ings. And it worked. The BBC and the 
New York Times both described the cir-

cumstance of Shireen’s killing as unclear. 
They referred to “clashes” between 
Palestinian “gunmen” and the IDF.

The U.S. State Department largely 
followed suit. Sounding like a recent 
graduate of the Susan Collins School of 
Elocution, Anthony Blinken expressed 
his “concern” and demurely called for 
an “investigation” into the “circum-
stances” of Shireen’s killing. It was the 
very least he could say. After all, Shireen 
was an American citizen and a Christian! 
She was killed by an Army that receives 
20 percent of its funding from the U.S. 
Though none of that should matter and 
it won’t in the end. Because nothing will 
be done. No consequences will be suf-
fered by the army and government that 
has committed the atrocity.  There’s no 
Palestinian lobby. No one to hold the 
U.S. government to account for its pas-
sive complicity in crimes against its own 
citizens. All politicians and journalists 
in the U.S. know that even the most 
muted criticism of Israel is now con-
demned as anti-Semitism, and few want 
to spend the effort to wipe that kind of 
career-killing slime off of their resumes. 
So here again Blinken is following the 
same template used after Rachel Corrie 
was intentionally run over by an IDF 
bulldozer and after Omar Assad was 
gagged, bound, roughed up and left to 

die by the IDF only a few weeks ago: 
shake a tremulous finger, wink, and 
wait for it all to blow over.

By the time of Shireen’s funeral, 
however, the IDF’s initial story had 
fallen apart and even Israeli Defense 
Minister Benny Gantz was forced to 
admit that it was “more probable” that 
an IDF sniper was responsible.

One reason to attack a funeral is to 
distract from a more heinous crime 
you’ve just committed. Another reason 
is that you just can’t help yourself. This 
is what you’ve been programmed to 
do. In other words, the attack on 
Shireen’s funeral is part of the same 
crime as her murder, as the raid on 
Jenin and the Occupation itself.

There’s no greater honor for a jour-
nalist than to have the police state 
you’ve written about your entire 
career—the same police state which 
murdered you while you were doing 
your job—descend en masse at your 
funeral, savagely beat your mourners, 
and try to defile your corpse. Shireen’s 
journalism has been fully vindicated.

—CP+, May 15, 2022

h t t p s : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2022/05/15/the-killing-of-shireen-
abu-akleh
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Israeli Strike in Gaza Akin to Chemical Weapons
By Bethan McKernan in Jerusalem and Hazem Balousha in Gaza City

An Israeli airstrike on an agrochem-
ical warehouse during last year’s war in 
Gaza amounted to the “indirect 
deploying of chemical weapons,” 
according to a report analyzing the 
attack and its impact.

Incendiary artillery shells fired by the 
Israel Defense Forces (IDF) hit the large 
Khudair Pharmaceutical and 
Agricultural Tools warehouse in the 
north of the Gaza Strip on May 15, 2021, 
last year, setting fire to hundreds of tons 
of pesticides, fertilizers, plastics and 
nylons. The strike created a toxic plume, 
which engulfed an area of 5.7 square 
kilometers and has left local residents 
struggling with health issues, including 
two reports of miscarriages, and indica-
tions of environmental damage.

The extensive investigation, which 
involved analyzing mobile phone and 
drone footage and CCTV, dozens of 
interviews with residents, and analysis 
from munitions and fluid dynamics 
experts, used 3D modelling of the 
warehouse to determine the circum-
stances of the attack.

It is the first publication by 
Palestinian human rights NGO Al-Haq’s 
newly established forensic architecture 
investigation unit, a first-of-its-kind 
collaboration in the Middle East with 
Forensic Architecture, a research agen-
cy based at Goldsmiths, University of 
London, which carries out spatial and 
media analysis for NGOs and in inter-
national human rights cases.

Legal experts concluded from 
Al-Haq’s findings that while conven-
tional weapons were used in the bomb-
ing, “the shelling of the warehouse, with 
knowledge of the presence of toxic chem-
icals stored therein, is tantamount to 
chemical weapons through indirect 
means. Such acts are clearly prohibited…
and prosecutable under the Rome Statute 
of the international criminal court.”

Chris Cobb-Smith, a munitions 
expert, is quoted as saying: “There is 
no military justification for [advanced 
smoke projectiles] to be used here. It is 
inherently inaccurate and unsuitable 
for use in an urban environment.”

Two-hundred-and-fifty-six people 
in Gaza and 14 in Israel died in the 
11-day war last May between Israel and 
Hamas, the Palestinian militant group 
that controls the besieged strip. Al-Haq 
said the strike on the Khudair ware-
house was the first in a series of attacks 
deliberately targeting Gaza’s economic 
and industrial infrastructure, with half 
a dozen other factories and warehouses 
systematically bombed.

“...the shelling of the 
warehouse, with knowl-
edge of the presence of 
toxic chemicals stored 
therein, is tantamount 
to chemical weapons 

through indirect means. 
Such acts are clearly pro-
hibited…and prosecut-

able under the Rome 
Statute of the interna-
tional criminal court.”

The international criminal court 
(ICC) opened an investigation in 2019 
into war crimes allegedly committed 
by Israeli forces and Palestinian mili-
tants in Palestinian territory. Israel 
disputes the ICC’s jurisdiction.

The IDF said in a statement that in 
response to the onslaught of attacks by 
Hamas, Israel had “carried out a series 
of strikes on legitimate military targets 
in the Gaza Strip” last year during what 

in Israel is known as Operation 
Guardian of the Walls.

“The IDF takes all possible precau-
tions to avoid harming civilians during 
operational activity,” a spokesperson 
said, adding that “the event in ques-
tion” was being investigated by an 
internal IDF inquiry “to examine 
whether there were any deviations from 
the binding rules and make necessary 
adjustments based on lessons learned.”

Israa Khudair, 20, who lives with 
her husband and two children 40 
meters away from the site of the agro-
chemical warehouse, suffered a miscar-
riage in the fifth month of her preg-
nancy, eight weeks after the attack.

“For months the smell was unbear-
able, like a car engine mixed with burnt 
oil, sewage, and cooking gas, so of 
course we knew it could be harmful,” 
said her husband, Ihab, 26.

“I have had skin rashes since and so 
have most people here. We washed the 
house five times, and the furniture, but 
the smell stayed. It was like an oil on 
the walls…eventually in the winter the 
rain washed a lot of it away from the 
rubble of the warehouse.

“We are worried for our health now. 
One of my cousins, who is only 19, and my 
aunt also, got cancer recently and we think 
it is related to what happened here.”

Last year’s fighting was the third 
round of full-scale conflict between the 
Israeli state and Hamas since the group 
seized control of Gaza in 2007, after 
which Israel and Egypt imposed a pun-
ishing blockade. Since then, the strip’s 
water, sewage and electricity infra-
structure have all but collapsed, leaving 
Gaza’s two million residents struggling 
to deal with increasing levels of air, soil 
and water pollution.

Al-Haq, which operates in Gaza and 
the West Bank, has also come under 
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attack from the Israeli authorities: last 
year, the NGO was one of six leading 
civil society and human rights organi-
zations working in the occupied 
Palestinian territories designated as a 
terrorist organization. The decision 
has been widely condemned by the 
UN, western governments and promi-
nent international organizations such 
as Amnesty International.

Rula Shadeed, the head of Al-Haq’s 
monitoring and documentation depart-
ment, said in a statement: “Without 
our professional documentation based 
on legal standards [Palestinians] can-
not call for accountability and justice. 
Introducing new methodologies to 
enhance and complement the standard 
documentation and presentation of our 
work is very crucial.

“We are very proud that despite the 
illegal attacks and difficult times 
Palestinian civil society is facing, we 
still manage to continue and advance 
in our work, due to our strong belief in 
the importance of exposing the viola-
tions against our people and to hold 
perpetrators accountable.”

—The Guardian, May 30, 2022

https ://www.theguardian.com/
world/2022/may/30/impact-of-israeli-
strike-in-gaza-akin-to-chemical-weap-
ons-ngo-report-finds

“For months the smell 

was unbearable, like a 

car engine mixed with 

burnt oil, sewage, and 

cooking gas, so of 

course we knew it 

could be harmful,” 

said her husband, 

Ihab, 26.

Less than two days after Israel’s 
highest court upheld orders for what 
anti-apartheid campaigners called the 
“ethnic cleansing” of eight Palestinian 
hamlets in the West Bank on 
Wednesday, May 4, 2022, Israeli 
authorities announced the advance-
ment of nearly 4,000 
new Jewish-only 
settlement homes in 
the illegally occu-
pied territory.

Far-right Israeli 
Interior Minister 
Ayelet Shaked—
who has advocated 
the genocidal exter-
mination of 
P a l e s t i n i a n s —
tweeted that plan-
ning authorities 
would meet next 
week “in prepara-
tion for the con-
struction of about 4,000 housing units” 
in 20 Jewish settler colonies.

Haaretz reports Israel’s Civil 
Administration said 2,536 homes are 
expected to be approved by Defense 
Minister Benny Gantz in a meeting 
scheduled for next Thursday, while 
plans for 1,452 additional housing 
units are expected to be advanced.

Issa Amro, the Palestinian founder 
of the group Youth Against Settlements, 
told Al Jazeera that the expansion will 
bring “more Israeli settler violence 
towards Palestinians in the West Bank” 
and more “restrictions and apartheid 
policies” targeting his people.

“It is an indicator that Israel is violat-
ing international law with impunity and 
without accountability,” he added, “and it 
shows that the international community 
is using double standards with Israel.”

Josh Ruebner, national advocacy 
director of the U.S. Campaign to End 

the Israeli Occupation and founder of 
Jews for Peace in Palestine and Israel, 
tweeted, “Just in time for #Nakba74, 
Israel will greenlight 2,536 new illegal 
settlement units on occupied 
Palestinian land on Thursday.”

Ruebner was referring to the 
upcoming 74th 
anniversary of the 
Nakba, or “catastro-
phe,” when more 
than 700,000 
Palestinians were 
ethnically cleansed 
from their home-
land by Jews estab-
lishing the modern 
state of Israel.

“What more 
accurate way,” he 
added, “to show the 
ongoing nature of 
Zionism’s project to 
dispossess the 

Palestinian people of their land?”

Shaked hailed the unlawful expan-
sion of the settlements—which, like 
the occupation, are illegal under inter-
national law—as “basic, welcomed, 
and obvious,” according to The 
Jerusalem Post.

However, Mossi Raz, a lawmaker 
with the leftist party Meretz—a mem-
ber of right-wing Prime Minister 
Naftali Bennett’s fragile governing 
coalition—said the plan is “immoral 
and harms the future of Israeli citi-
zens,” The Times of Israel reports

If approved, the Israeli plan would 
be the most significant settlement 
expansion during U.S. President Joe 
Biden’s tenure. Like previous American 
administrations—with the notable 
exception of that of former President 
Donald Trump—Biden’s claims to 
oppose settlement expansion, a policy 
that imperils the so-called “two-state 

Israeli Court OKs “Ethnic Cleansing” in West Bank 
By Brett Wilkins

U.S. military aid,  
currently $3.8 billion 
annually under a deal 
authorized in 2016 by 
then-President Barack 
Obama, continues to 

flow unconditionally to 
Israel regardless of its 
flagrant violations of 

international law.
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solution” to Israel’s colonization and 
occupation of Palestine.

However, U.S. military aid, currently 
$3.8 billion annually under a deal autho-
rized in 2016 by then-President Barack 
Obama, continues to flow uncondition-
ally to Israel regardless of its flagrant 
violations of international law.

The announcement of thousands of 
new settler homes a month before the 
American president is scheduled to 
travel to Israel is likely to anger the U.S. 
administration. It is also reminiscent 
of when the government of former 
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu approved 1,600 new Jews-
only housing units in East Jerusalem 
during a 2010 visit by then-Vice 
President Biden.

Biden at the time condemned the 
move as “precisely the kind of step that 
undermines the trust we need right now.”

Last October, Israel approved 3,000 
new West Bank settler homes despite 
the Biden administration’s professed 
strong opposition.

The latest plans for Israeli settlement 
expansion follow a Wednesday verdict 
by Israel’s High Court of Justice uphold-
ing an order to expel as many as over 

2,000 Palestinians from eight hamlets in 
the Masafer Yatta region of the south-
ern West Bank to make way for an 
Israeli military firing and training zone.

“This is horrific,  

this is illegal, and this 

being funded by us,  

by U.S. taxpayers. 

Don’t look away.”

Masafer Yatta residents have long 
endured attacks by both Israeli military 
forces and militant Israeli settlers. Last 
September, a mob of as many as 100 
masked settlers invaded the village of 
Khirbat al-Mufkara, wounding 12 
Palestinians including a three-year-old.

International human rights organi-
zations condemned the court’s rul-
ing—which violates the Fourth Geneva 
Convention—with the Israeli group 
B’Tselem asserting that the justices 

“once again fulfilled their role in 
Israel’s regime of Jewish supremacy 
and paved the way for the crime of 
forcible transfer to be committed.”

Reacting to the verdict, MSNBC 
host Mehdi Hasan tweeted: “This is 
horrific, this is illegal, and this being 
funded by us, by U.S. taxpayers. Don’t 
look away.”

—Common Dreams, May 6, 2022

https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2022/05/06/after-court-oks-eth-
nic-cleansing-west-bank-israel-advanc-
e s - 4 0 0 0 - s e t t l e r - h o m e s ? u t m _
s o u r c e = d a i l y _ n e w s l e t t e r & u t m _
m e d i u m = E m a i l & u t m _
campaign=daily_newsletter_text

Israeli soldiers watch as a bulldozer destroys Palestinian homes in Masafer Yatta in the occupied West Bank on August 14, 2017. Israel’s high court has 
approved the destruction of eight Palestinian hamlets in Masafer Yatta, a move that will displace at least 1,000 people. 
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Nobody likes abortion, even when 
safe and legal. It’s not what any woman 
would choose for a happy time on 
Saturday night. But nobody likes 
women bleeding to death on the bath-
room floor from illegal abortions 
either. What to do?

Perhaps a different way of approach-
ing the question would be to ask: What 
kind of country do you want to live in? 
One in which every individual is free to 
make decisions concerning his or her 
health and body, or one in which half 
the population is free, and the other 
half is enslaved?

Women who cannot make their 
own decisions about whether or not to 
have babies are enslaved because the 
state claims ownership of their bodies 
and the right to dictate the use to 
which their bodies must be put. The 
only similar circumstance for men is 
conscription into an army. In both 
cases there is risk to the individual’s 
life, but an army conscript is at least 
provided with food, clothing, and 
lodging. Even criminals in prisons have 
a right to those things. If the state is 
mandating enforced childbirth, why 
should it not pay for prenatal care, for 
the birth itself, for postnatal care, 
and—for babies who are not sold off to 
richer families—for the cost of bring-
ing up the child?

And if the state is very fond of 
babies, why not honor the women who 
have the most babies by respecting 
them and lifting them out of poverty? 
If women are providing a needed ser-
vice to the state—albeit against their 
wills—surely, they should be paid for 
their labor. If the goal is more babies, I 
am sure many women would oblige if 
properly recompensed. Otherwise, 

they are inclined to follow the natural 
law: placental mammals will abort in 
the face of resource scarcity.

But I doubt that the state is willing to 
go so far as to provide the needed 
resources. Instead, it just wants to rein-
force the usual cheap trick: force women 
to have babies, and then make them pay. 
And pay. And pay. As I said, slavery.

Women who cannot 
make their own  

decisions about whether 
or not to have babies are 

enslaved because the 
state claims ownership 
of their bodies and the 
right to dictate the use 
to which their bodies 

must be put.

If one chooses to have a baby, that is 
of course a different matter. The baby 

is a gift, given by life itself. But to be a 
gift a thing must be freely given and 
freely received. A gift can also be reject-
ed. A gift that cannot be rejected is not 
a gift, but a symptom of tyranny.

We say that women “give birth.” 
And mothers who have chosen to be 
mothers do give birth, and feel it as a 
gift. But if they have not chosen, birth 
is not a gift they give; it is an extortion 
from them against their wills.

No one is forcing women to have 
abortions. No one either should force 
them to undergo childbirth. Enforce 
childbirth if you wish but at least call 
that enforcing by what it is. It is slavery: 
the claim to own and control another’s 
body, and to profit by that claim.

 This is an edited extract from 
Burning Questions by Margaret 
Atwood, published by Chatto & Windus.

—The Guardian, May 7, 2022

https://www.theguardian.com/us-
news/2022/may/07/enforced-childbirth-
is-slavery-margaret-atwood-on-the-
right-to-abortion

“Enforced Childbirth is Slavery”
By Margaret Atwood

‘What kind of country do you want to live in?’ … Margaret Atwood. Photograph: Derek Shapton/The 
Guardian
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One Woman’s Voice
By Joanna Colwell

Grrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr  

I really, really don’t want to write 
this column. I’m recovering from 
COVID, I’m tired, and I’m so, so angry. 
I have been involved in the fight for 
reproductive freedom for literally my 
entire life. My mom was a young moth-
er in the late 1960s when it was com-
mon for women to die from botched 
abortions. She carried me in her back-
pack at demonstrations because I was 
too little to walk. The cry, “We Won’t 
Go Back!” is personal and political.

I’m not going to try and convince 
anyone that it’s unfair that even a 
corpse has more bodily autonomy than 
a living breathing human being who 
happens to be pregnant. If you need to 
be convinced that women and other 
people who can experience pregnancy 
deserve the basic human right to choose 
whether to bear a child, I have nothing 
to say to you. I am talking to the major-
ity of us who understand that abortion 
is healthcare plain and simple. 

A fairly consistent seventy percent of 
voters believe in a woman’s right to 
choose. So why have the people in favor 
of forcing other people to bear children 

they don’t want or can’t take care of, 
managed to gain so much political 
power in the years since Roe v. Wade 
was decided? Short answer: it’s a power 
grab. A segment of this country cannot 
handle the idea of living in a multi racial 
democracy, where power will be shared, 
and resources distributed more equita-
bly. They think only white male prop-
erty owners should get to decide things, 
just like the Founding Fathers decreed! 
All this talk about “Originalism” and 
“We Love the Constitution” is just a 
fancy way to say White (Male) Power. 

I am talking to the 
majority of us who 

understand that  
abortion is healthcare 

plain and simple.

If you don’t believe me, google 
“anti-abortion segregation” and do 
some reading. It took the Religious 
Right five whole years after the Roe v, 
Wade decision to land upon abortion as 
an issue to rally support for their White 

Power agenda. And of course, if you’re 
paying attention, you know abortion is 
like the tip of a giant iceberg that we 
already crashed into a long time ago. 
Abortion is healthcare. These are the 
same people that have been fighting 
tooth and nail to PREVENT access to 
healthcare of all kinds. These are the 
people who think it’s wrong for chil-
dren and teenagers to understand how 
the human body works. These are the 
people who throw their gay and trans 
kids out of the house if they don’t hide 
their gender/sexuality. These are the 
people who are Just Fine with our one, 
precious planet being handed to the oil 
companies to siphon dry and leave 
shriveled and incinerated.

How have these greedy, shortsighted, 
racist evildoers taken over America? They 
are a minority, but they are in lockstep. 
They have their eye on the prize, and they 
are not letting go. Meanwhile, the rest of 
us are out here trying to live our lives. 
We’re helping our kids with their home-
work, trying to get the laundry done, and 
hoping our car will pass inspection. What 
we have failed to understand, is that since 
the earliest days of this So-Called 
Democracy, a divide and conquer strate-
gy has made it possible for a ruling elite to 
keep a lot of people, disproportionately 
Black and Brown, poor and unheard.

The war against women in the 
United States needs to be understood as 
a project of white supremacy. White 
women are both victims and aggres-
sors. How are we victims? We are 
harmed by domestic violence, sexual 
violence, lack of childcare, and every 
other gendered inequality in the land. 
How are we aggressors? Look at the 
photographs from the early days of 
school desegregation. What do you see? 
White women, spittle flying from their 
mouths, violently attempting to deny 
entry to Black CHILDREN to school. It March for women’s right to choose abortion, Chicago, May 7. (Photo: Linda Loew)
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wasn’t only in the South. White women 
of Boston threw bricks at school buses! 
White women also lied on Black men 
throughout the Jim Crow era, falsely 
accusing countless Black men of sexual 
assault. These lies resulted in the most 
heinous torture, mutilation, and mur-
der of thousands of Black men in lynch-
ings for almost a hundred years.

From the earliest days of women 
striving to improve their station in this 
country, white women have prioritized 
our own needs and pushed our Black 
and Brown sisters to the back of the 
line. Literally! Ida B. Wells, the jour-
nalist who led a campaign against 
lynching, traveled from Chicago to be 
part of a 1913 suffrage parade in 
Washington, DC. The white lady orga-
nizers asked them to march at the end 
of the parade, or not be part of it at all! 
Ida B. Wells refused to march rather 
than be segregated. But as the parade 

progressed, she emerged from the 
crowd, and joined the white Illinois 
delegation, marching between a couple 
of white supporters. What a badass!

So, this is our project. We, the peo-
ple of common sense, the people who 
think everyone has a basic human right 
to see the doctor when we are sick, to 
have shelter and food, to take a few 
months off after giving birth for heav-
en’s sake, we are the majority. But we 
only have power if we can unify. And 
unity requires humility. We simply 
must center the needs of our Black and 
Brown neighbors. We have to admit 
that we have looked the other way and 
been complacent over issues of mass 
incarceration, Black maternal mortali-
ty, police brutality, food deserts, envi-
ronmental racism, and issues that 
don’t tend to affect white communities 
as directly. If we can have the humility 
to see where we have gone wrong his-

torically, we can teach each other a new 
way to be in this world. We can do so 
much better than Roe v. Wade. 

Seeing things as they are is the first 
step in making change. None of us are 
free until all of us are free. This is a 
spiritual lesson, and we will have to 
keep working on it until we get it. Like 
a thorny philosophical problem, or a 
difficult concept in mathematics, we 
are going to have to pick it apart and 
wrestle with it until we have an 
unshakeable understanding that 
informs all of our actions in the world.

This column was originally published in 
The Addison Independent in Middlebury, 
Vermont. Joanna Colwell is a lifelong femi-
nist who has served on the board of the 
domestic violence organization in her local 
area. She invites you to join her in helping 
people have access to lifesaving healthcare 
by becoming a member of the National 
Network of Abortion Funds.

Black Women Face Double Blow if Roe v. Wade is Overturned
By Malik Miah

Following the leaking of a draft 
majority decision by the United States 
Supreme Court to overturn 50 years of 
legal abortion, the response by women 
and supporters was quick. Spontaneous 
protests took place in the capital and 
around the country.

Many protests were led by women of 
color, including African American 
women, who will be disproportionately 
impacted if the right to abortion is lost.

State government restrictions have 
already made it difficult for Black 
women to access abortion.

Unless one of the Supreme Court 
justices changes their vote, the five-to-
four decision will prevail. The right to 
abortion is supported by more than 70 
percent of the U.S. population. Only 24 
percent support a total ban on abor-
tion, with no exceptions for rape, 
incest, or the health of a woman.

While this draconian ruling—a politi-
cally not constitutionally-argued deci-
sion—is outrageous, it came as no sur-
prise to African American women’s rights 
scholars, academics, activists and ordinary 
working-class women. Sexism and racism 
are combined for African Americans.

Wake-up call on racism
Justin Phillips wrote in the San 

Francisco Chronicle on May 5 that the 
leaked decision, written by conserva-
tive Justice Samuel Alito, “argues that 
the Constitution ‘makes no reference 
to abortion,’ thus the Roe decision was 
‘egregiously wrong’ and has had ‘dam-
aging consequences.’”

In one of the draft’s footnotes, Alito 
even evokes myths—rooted in right-
wing propaganda—about abortion 
and the Black population, noting “that 
‘some’ Roe supporters have been 
‘motivated by a desire to suppress the 

size of the African American popula-
tion,’ and it’s because of Roe that a 
‘highly disproportionate percentage of 
aborted fetuses are Black.’”

“They’ve been planning this day for 
years,” Oakland Democratic represen-
tative Barbara Lee told Phillips the day 
after the leaked draft was reported by 
the news site Politico.

“They’ve been electing people, 
appointing judges, everything as part 
of their master plan to erode [our] 
democracy and set up a new system 
in this country that allows for them 
to be—and I hate to say—the 
dictator[s]... It’s nothing new.”

Lee is African American. She told 
Congress about her own abortion as a 
teenager in the mid 1960s. She went to 
Mexico and survived, which she 
explained, many other Black girls did not.
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Raped by my father
Michele Goodwin, law professor 

and author of Policing the Womb: 
Invisible Women and the Criminalization 
of Motherhood, wrote a powerful OpEd 
for The New York Times in November, 
where she recounted the impact of her 
father’s sexual abuse, which started on 
her tenth birthday and resulted in 
pregnancy at the age of 12.

“The physiological suffering that I 
endured included severe migraines, 
hair loss and even gray hair—at ten-
years-old.

“I lived in fear of the night, and the 
footsteps outside my bedroom door.

“My father never missed a parent-
teacher conference. However, that 
veneer of normalcy belied intimate 
family violence that began years 
before with his physical abuse of my 
mother.

“At age 12, I was pregnant by my 
father, and I had an abortion. Before 
we got to the doctor’s office, I had no 
idea that I was pregnant. My father 
lied about my age and the circum-
stance of my pregnancy, informing 
the doctor that I was 15 and that I had 
been reckless with a boyfriend.

“For many years, the shame of my 
father’s lie lingered with me—the 
stereotype embedded in the narra-
tive of the risky, hypersexualized 
Black girl…

“In the end, my way out was to 
leave the economic security of home 
at age 15 … But it was not easy.

...these laws have  

nothing to do… 

with protecting, [or] 

respecting the  

autonomy, the dignity, 

the privacy of women  

or girls...

“To win my freedom from my 
parents, I went to court, where I 
endured interrogation from ill-pre-
pared and insensitive lawyers about 
being raped as a child.”

Most young Black girls who are 
raped by relatives don’t survive or live 
successful lives.

New Jane Crow
Goodwin told DemocracyNow! on 

May 6 that a new aspect of the state anti-
abortion provisions is that they make no 
exceptions for cases of rape or incest.

In 1992, the Casey v. Planned 
Parenthood decision limited abortion 
rights and weakened Roe v. Wade. Since 
then, numerous so-called “right to life” 
politicians have restricted women’s 
healthcare at a state level by imposing 
unnecessary steps before a routine abor-
tion could occur. These restrictions—
known as the “new Jane Crow-ism”—
disproportionately penalize poor, pre-
dominantly Black and Brown women.

“These laws, on their own, are really 
quite chilling and horrific when we 
understand…that a woman or girl is 14 
times more likely to die by carrying a 
pregnancy to term than by an abortion 
in the United States,” said Goodwin.

When we add in the lack of excep-
tions for rape and incest, said Goodwin, 
“then we really understand that these 
laws have nothing to do…with protect-
ing, [or] respecting the autonomy, the 
dignity, the privacy of women or girls.

“In fact, they’re just simply cruel 
types of laws that are power plays that 
fit into a history of controlling wom-
en’s bodies,” said Goodwin, “specifi-
cally, of controlling the bodies of Black 
and Brown women.”

“As to rape and incest, I thought it 
was really important to legitimize that 
conversation and move us away from 
the taboo where we’re not supposed to 
talk about those things,” said Goodwin.

“[C]learly, the Supreme Court is not 
talking about that at all, as it was not 
raised in oral arguments. And in the 
leaked draft opinion…Justice Alito does 
not even bother to actually mention 
rape or incest in any part of the nearly 
100-page draft opinion.”

Janette Robinson Flint, executive direc-
tor of Black Women for Wellness, told 
wordinblack.com on May 3 that people 
must resist the attacks on abortion access.

Demonstrators participating in the 2021 Women’s March protest near the United States Supreme 
Court. (Shutterstock)
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“[E]very woman, every Black woman, 
deserves control, autonomy, and self-
determination over her own life. It’s a 
basic human right. You get to say if you 
want to be pregnant or not,” said Flint.

“Because racism is so baked in…
what does [the leaked decision] say 
about the folks who have been least 
able to access the system? What 
doors will that close for us?

“[W]hen we look at places like 
Texas, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisi-
ana—states where they have lots of 
Black people but very little health-
care—this means even less healthcare.”

Canaries in the coal mine
Goodwin told DemocracyNow! any 

decision to roll back Roe v. Wade will send 
women of color back to the days of Jim 
Crow segregation and slavery before it.

“What we will begin to see is that 
there will be states where people will 
not be free, where they will in fact be 
policed,” said Goodwin.

“And that kind of policing will also 
be connected to sex profiling, just like 
racial profiling…this hyper-intensive 
look at what are girls and women 
doing with their bodies.”

In relation to a recent case in California 
where a woman was prosecuted for mur-
der after a stillbirth, Goodwin said:

 “There will be a turn to and pres-
sure on nurses, on doctors, on medi-
cal staff to breach millennia-old 
practices of confidentiality between 
themselves and their patients. And 
they will breach that and will share 
that information, just as we saw in 
that case, with law enforcement. And 
then the next step will be arrest.

“[I]n the state of Alabama, already 
there have been hundreds of women 
who have come under the inspection 
of the state, [been] charged and 
arrested under fetal endangerment—
or child endangerment, in that 
case…

“[I]n Alabama...the majority of 
those women happen to be white. 
But they all are poor, or the vast 
majority of them are poor or work-
ing-class women, who have already 
come under the attention of the state 
in this prurient kind of way.

“[T]his attack that’s finally reached 
its pinnacle up to the Supreme Court 
to dismantle Roe v. Wade, this work 
has had tentacles. And it’s been work-
ing to criminalize women and also to 
impose civil punishments associated 
with pregnancy.”

Mass action needed
We cannot rely on the capitalist 

state’s institutions—the courts, 
Congress, and presidency—to defend 

women’s right to physical autonomy.

It took mass mobilizations during 
the second wave of feminism in the 
1960s to bring about positive change.

The 1973 Roe v. Wade decision was 
based on the right to privacy clause in the 
14th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution 
adopted in 1868. It took a civil war to win 
the “liberty” clause that was not included 
in the original Constitution.

Alito’s perverse decision—some refer-
ences are to the 13th century—means all 
personal rights, interracial marriage and 
gay rights could be called unconstitutional.

If half the population is denied their 
basic human rights, white male domina-
tion and supremacy will be strengthened.

The stake for Black women and the 
working class in the fight for abortion 
rights and to become equal and full 
citizens is existential.

Black women have been struggling 
long before Roe v. Wade and will play a 
decisive role in the resistance.

—Green Left Weekly, May 9, 2022

https://www.greenleft.org.au/con-
tent/united-states-black-women-face-
double-blow-if-roe-vs-wade-overturned

A Personal Story About Abortion, and the Rightist Decline of the U.S.
By Chris Kinder

As a woman’s right to choose what 
happens with her own body is chal-
lenged by a Supreme Court which has 
been captured by the extreme right, and 
as Republican-dominated states are 
poised to take even more severe actions 
against this right than what they have 
already made law, we are looking at the 
cancellation of 50 years of a very impor-
tant reform. Before the 1973 Roe v. Wade 
decision, women who wanted to choose 
not to carry their fetus to term were 
faced with a horrible fate—attempting 

an abortion by an untrained person, or 
by using a coat-hanger wire which could 
mean serious injury or death.

My first lover and I faced this hor-
rific prospect, but found a rare solu-
tion to the problem in a union mining 
town in western Pennsylvania in the 
dead of night. You might be interested 
to hear how this came about.

The time before Roe
It was 1962 or ’63, some ten years 

before Roe v. Wade. I was in my second 

year of college at Cornell University in 
Ithaca, New York when I met my first 
lover. Her name (nick-name actually) 
was Dee, and we decided to get togeth-
er (or  “go-steady,” as the vernacular 
went.) She was in her “freshman” year, 
and as a woman, she was confined to 
the women’s dorms. There was strict 
segregation based on sex in those days 
in most universities. This was soon to 
change, but that is another story.

Dee was frantic, she couldn’t stand 
living in the dorm with all those snobby 
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daughters of the rich. She asked if I could 
take her into my off-campus apartment, 
and I said yes. This was against the 
University’s rules. All first-year students 
were required to live in the segregated 
dorms, so it wasn’t long before we were 
both brought before a disciplinary hear-
ing, but in the end, we got away with the 
“co-habitation.” This was allowed to 
exist when, at her request, we got mar-
ried. Amazingly, both her parents and 
mine agreed with this rather sudden 
decision—I think they guessed she was 
pregnant, and they were right. We had 
started having sex earlier that year, 
which, in my case, was a first such expe-
rience (no laughter, please! (Yes, I knew 
about condoms, but I just...didn’t.)

The “Angel of Ashland”
Neither one of us wanted to have a 

child, understandably, I think. So, we 
started looking into our options. We 
knew about coat-hanger abortions, and 
decidedly sought out actual doctors. 
Somehow, I found information over the 
grapevine, that there was a doctor in 
New York City that would do the illegal 
operation, but he charged $600 for it, 
which we could not afford. Then—and 
I wish I could remember who it was 
who told me about this—I learned of a 
doctor in a small coal-mining town in 

Western Pennsylvania called Ashland 
(fitting name for a coal mining town,) 
who would do it for $100. That, I could 
afford, thanks to a loan from my dad (I 
think he knew I could never repay it.) 

This doctor, Robert Spencer, was 
apparently known by some on college 
campuses. The story about him was 
very specific, you had to follow the 
instructions to the letter. You were to 
go to a particular address in this small 
town, and you had to do it well after 
dark. You were to knock on the door, 
and simply say, “I want an appoint-
ment.” Nothing else was to be said.

He could never be convicted
How was all this possible, we thought. 

What we learned eventually was surpris-
ingly simple, Dr. Spencer did proper 
abortions (D&Cs,) and had been arrested 
and put on trial for performing them, but 
the prosecutors could never get a convic-
tion, because the miners’ wives on the 
juries acquitted him every time! Many of 
them had had abortions, and they were 
some of the only available jurors at the 
time. (Their husbands, no doubt sup-
portive of the acquittals also, were always 
down in the coal mines during the trials.) 

Despite his acquittals, this doctor 
was being very cautious. We did exactly 
as we were told. We drove down there 

from Ithaca (I had a car at that time,) 
and arrived after dark. It was a very 
small town, and there were no lights on 
anywhere, not even streetlights. We 
found the door, knocked on it, and the 
response was, “Yes?” “Can we have an 
appointment?” I said. “Come back 
tomorrow night” was the response. 

So, we found a small hotel and got a 
room for the night. I remember wak-
ing up to the music of the local high 
school band which was marching down 
main street that morning.

That night, we knocked on the door 
again, and said we had an appoint-
ment. Dee was immediately taken in. I 
had to wait outside, but sooner than I 
expected, she was released and ushered 
out. She was obviously a little drowsy 
from medication, but she was safe, and 
the operation had been a success. 

Such was our experience, and a lucky 
one indeed. Just thinking of what might 
have happened gives me shivers. (There 
were other doctors doing illegal abortions, 
but fining them was the thing.) In the end, 
what could have been a nightmare came 
through as a good experience—one that I 
wish could have been available to so many 
people who suffered—and even died—
before Roe v. Wade. Spencer was, of 
course, a hero (he retired in 1965.) 
Hopefully such heroes still exist to take 
action in what might become a similar 
nightmare for so many who can’t afford 
the trip to California or New York.

Roe cancellation and the rightist 
decline of the U.S.

The cancellation of Roe v. Wade—
the leaked decision, acknowledged as a 
genuine draft and likely to be confirmed 
by the Court—is the latest blow in what 
is a very serious and dangerous advance 
by the extreme right into power in the 
U.S. This must not be ignored. It is fast 
becoming a major reactionary move to 
take the U.S. back 50 or 100 years.

The very fact that this rightist assent 
emerges now from one of the most 
undemocratic institutions in the U.S.—
an all-powerful court, answering to 
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nobody and packed by the right wing—
should tell us something, as should the 
Senate, the other totally undemocratic 
institution in the country.  The Senate 
has two senators representing every 
state, regardless how populous, thus, 
disenfranchising millions. This anti-
democratic institution oversees the 
appointment of Supreme Court justices.

Mysteries of the Supreme Court
The GOP and the right are totally 

absorbed in the question of who is 
responsible for the leak of this docu-
ment to the public. While it ignores the 
main point about overturning Roe v. 
Wade, this question is itself interesting, 
in its own right. Leaks from Supreme 
Court deliberations are unheard of, 
and this particular leak comes at a time 
of escalating right-wing attacks on the 
politics and even the culture of this 
country. And, the release is timed to 
likely affect the upcoming elections to 
the detriment of the GOP. Could this 
leak have been the act of a disgruntled 
Court assistant who was frustrated by 
this extreme act by the rightist Court? 
Or was it leaked by one of the “conser-
vative” (read reactionary) justices as 
kind of a “F.U.” to the vast majority in 
the U.S. that supports abortion rights?

The U.S. is unique in having such a 
court, and a constitution written by a 
bunch of slave-owners in the 18th Century, 
to which “originalists” on the court like to 
refer (“what did the founders say,” etc.) If 
the examples of other countries, such as 
France and South Africa count, then it 
should be noted that they tore up and 
rewrote their basic laws after revolutions. 
After the overturn of apartheid, the South 
African government consulted Blacks, 
whites and others across the board on 
what should be in the constitution. Did 
the U.S. consult the former slaves about 
anything after its one-and-only revolu-
tion, the Civil War? Absolutely not. 

Amendments to a slave owner’s 
constitution

The U.S. added some amendments 
to its constitution after the Civil War, 

but these amendments, such as the 
14th, which banned former Confederate 
officials from holding office on account 
of their participation in an insurrection, 
and the 15th, which gave the vote to all 
citizens regardless of “race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude,” were 
completely ignored for another hun-
dred years. This allowed former 
Confederate leaders to hold office, and 
facilitated the rise of slavery by another 
name, which—after a brief “reconstruc-
tion”—prevented Blacks from voting, 
living where they wanted, getting a 
good education, or holding many jobs. 

This Court, which now threatens 
women with a new form of enslave-
ment is the same institution which 
legalized “separate but (un)equal” in 
the 1896 Plessy v. Ferguson decision.

The right to privacy, particularly for 
women, who were still considered 
property, and without the right to vote, 
sit on a jury, or even protect them-
selves from rape by their husbands was 
never even mentioned in the constitu-
tion. Women got the right to vote in 
1920 with the ratification of the 19th 
amendment, but the last state law 
which exempted men from rape charg-
es if committed by a husband on his 
wife, was only reversed in 1993.

War-mongers will not save the U.S.
The extreme voter suppression mea-

sures now being enacted in nearly half 
the states in the U.S. threatens to destroy 
what is left of the shreds of democracy 
in this country. The left is tuned into 
defending Roe v. Wade, but almost all 
the left looks to the Democratic Party to 
do something about it. This party—one 
of the two capitalist parties—is making 
some noise in defense of abortion rights, 
and may modify its heretofore disas-
trous chances somewhat in the upcom-
ing mid-term elections with this issue. 
But the Democrats are worse than use-
less for combatting the surging rightist 
onslaught on every question.

Instead, this party, which is the most 
warlike of the two parties, who have 
been at the head of the war waged on 
Vietnam for instance—a war which soon 
was vigorously opposed by the antiwar 
movement in the U.S. and the world—
votes overwhelmingly in favor of huge 
military expenditures, nuclear weapons, 
and military bases circling the world. 

How can we fight the attacks of the 
right wing and the U.S.’ imperialist 
wars without a revolution to over-
throw the capitalist system? The two 
parties will not do it, liberals will not 
do it! Calling all revolutionaries!
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Turning Point in the Fight for Women’s Right to Choose Abortion
Editorial By World-Outlook

The leak of the draft Supreme Court 
decision to overturn Roe v. Wade con-
firms what has been clear since September 
2021 when the court refused to enjoin 
Texas law SB8. That measure largely 
made abortion illegal in the second largest 
state of the union. The court majority now 
plans to scrap the 1973 Roe decision and 
open the door to making most if not all 
abortions illegal in many other states. This 
is the most serious attack on women’s 
rights and all democratic rights in decades.

Editorial
The Republican Party has champi-

oned the assault. But the Democratic 
Party has been complicit in eroding 
women’s right to choose abortion vir-
tually since the moment Roe became 
law. As World-Outlook explained in a 
September 5, 2021, editorial:

“A key moment in the drive to 
undermine the rights guaranteed by 
the Roe decision came in 1976 when 
the Democratic Party controlled both 
the House and Senate. The Demo-
cratic-controlled Congress passed the 
Hyde Amendment then, banning fed-
eral funding for most abortions. 
Large, veto-proof, bipartisan majori-
ties approved Hyde, including then-
Senator Biden (who now, after 45 
years of the consequences of Hyde 
and other efforts to restrict access to 
abortion, says he has changed his 
mind.) Every year since then, Demo-
cratic and Republican administra-
tions alike have renewed Hyde, 
though the exact scope of the restric-
tions have varied.”

A right to be restricted
Democrats have treated a woman’s 

right to choose as something to be 
restricted, not defended. Former U.S. 
president Bill Clinton captured this 
attitude—detrimental to women’s 
rights—when he said abortion should 
be “safe, legal, and rare.” A recent 
article by Molly Shah, which appeared 

in The Real News and reprinted by 
Portside, details the ways any serious 
defense of abortion rights has been 
subordinated for years to the concerns 
of Democratic Party officeholders and 
their largest, wealthiest donors. As 
Haley McMahon, a public health 
researcher, told Shah:

“Most Congressional Dems and 
those in the White House struggle to 
even say the word ‘abortion,’ much 
less champion the urgent need for 
expanding access and enacting fed-
eral protections. Many continue to 
use stigmatizing talking points that 
have been provided to them by the 

mainstream reproductive rights 
organizations.”1

Today the Democrats’ “answer” to 
the coming court decision is to sched-
ule a vote in the Senate on a bill to 
codify the 1973 Roe decision as federal 
law. This is an empty gesture. The bill 
has zero chance of passing. Democrats 
claim it will force those who oppose 
abortion rights to make their views 
public. As if opponents of women’s 
rights have not been making their 
views clear for decades!

What is behind the drive to over-
turn a woman’s right to choose abor-

Hundreds rallied in Seattle on May 4, 2022, to defend women’s right to choose abortion. (Photo: Lisa 
Ahlberg)
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tion? Without the right to control their 
own bodies and decide whether and 
when to have children—not only in 
cases of rape or incest but at any 
time—women can never achieve genu-
ine equality. The capitalist class profits 
handsomely from the second-class sta-
tus of women in society. That’s why 
both Republicans and Democrats have 
undermined women’s right to choose 
since Roe became law.

If Roe is overturned those who 
enforce the second-class status of 
women won’t stop at leaving it to the 
states to decide whether abortion is 
legal or not. Laws are already in place 
or are being crafted to criminalize 
women and abortion providers when 
women travel to a state where the pro-
cedure remains protected to seek care. 
Abortion by medication (using the 
drugs mifepristone and misoprostol) 
will come under further assault. 
Speaking on CNN May 8, Mississippi’s 
governor Tate Reeves would not rule 
out that his state would next ban some 
forms of contraception. Federal law to 
criminalize abortion throughout the 
country may be on the table if the most 
radical opponents of women’s rights 
make further gains in Congress or 
retake the White House.

Denial of abortion rights will be felt 
most sharply by those who have already 
suffered the most from decades of 
restrictions of that right: working-class 
women, especially Black women and 
others who face racist oppression and 
other forms of discrimination. The 
court decision will not end abortion, it 
will make abortion less available and 
much more dangerous. Working-class 
and rural women in states with the 
worst restrictions will suffer badly. 
Women with greater economic 
resources will find ways to access legal 
abortion services, as long as they exist, 
but all women will suffer.

Where do we go from here? We 
should begin with an understanding 
that was more widespread when the 

fight for women’s liberation shook 
U.S. politics over 50 years ago. If 
women and those who support wom-
en’s rights do not fight in a consistent 
and uncompromising way, and inde-
pendent of the capitalist parties, no 
one else will.

Speaking on CNN May 
8, Mississippi’s governor 

Tate Reeves would not 
rule out that his state 
would next ban some 

forms of contraception.

Origins of the fight for  
women’s emancipation 

The women’s liberation movement 
emerged in the U.S. inspired by the 
Black freedom struggle and the fight to 
end Washington’s war against Vietnam. 
Women who joined and led those fights 
took up the banner of their own libera-
tion. This dynamic unfolded around the 
globe as a worldwide radicalization of 
young people exploded. Women relied 
on themselves and the power of mass 
action to win over others. That strategy 
is the opposite of looking to either of the 
two capitalist parties. Reliance on the 
Democrats has demobilized supporters 
of women’s rights and has resulted in 
the disaster unfolding today. 

The recent women’s rights protests 
in Chicago, Houston, and other U.S. 
cities, and those called nationwide for 
May 14, are a step in the right direc-
tion. But a new strategy and a new 
leadership are necessary. The balance 
sheet on the strategy of organizations 
that are tied to the Democratic Party 
machine is in: It has failed.

We face more than the overturn of 
Roe v. Wade. As the Democrats and 
organizations that look to them have 
ceded political ground to right-wing 
opponents of women’s rights, they have 

reinforced the idea that some women’s 
choices to obtain abortion are accept-
able while others are not. It is necessary 
to fight for the hearts and minds of 
working people and others on this issue.

It is virtually unheard of to hear 
anyone argue that any man needs to 
explain to anyone any decision he 
makes about his own body. That must 
be absolutely and equally true for 
women as well. Abortion is a singularly 
personal decision for every woman and 
cannot be subject to anyone else’s 
approval. To argue otherwise is to sug-
gest that women can—and should—
never be fully equal.

Restrictions on abortion rights fly in 
the face of the long-standing majority 
support that still exists today for wom-
en’s right to choose abortion. That 
sentiment needs to be organized and 
mobilized in educational activities, 
street demonstrations, and other ways. 
We must debate and answer the oppo-
nents of women’s rights. We need to 
take the fight into the trade unions and 
among the thousands of workers at 
Amazon, Starbucks, and elsewhere 
fighting to organize unions. Women’s 
equality on the job, as in all areas of 
social life, is impossible without the 
right to control one’s own body.

Out of such efforts a new leadership 
of the fight for women’s emancipation 
can be forged. As is true for the labor 
movement and the entire working 
class, such new leadership will have to 
come forward out of new struggles.

—World-Outlook.com, May 10, 2022

h t t p s : / / w o r l d - o u t l o o k .
com/2022/05/10/a-turning-point-in-the-
fight-for-womens-right-to-choose-abortion/

1  Democrats Have No Plan To Stop the 
Overturning of Roe v. Wade

https://portside.org/2022-05-03/democrats-
have-no-plan-stop-overturning-roe-v-wade?fbcli
d=IwAR282lqaz0vBtsZkY7WNRMkHJL1cTuG
MXJYBbs5FPyLg4WM96MMy7k4jvFw
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Union Power Can Break Employers’ Obstruction
By Geoff Mirelowitz

June 21, 2022—Three days ago, 
World-Outlook published “Amazon Seeks 
to Prevent Certification of Union at N.Y. 
Warehouse.”1 The article reported on the 
National Labor Relations Board (NLRB) 
hearing considering Amazon’s objections 
to certifying the Amazon Labor Union 
(ALU) as the choice of workers at JFK8, 
the company’s 8,000-worker fulfillment 
center in Staten Island, New York. The 
ALU won a landmark victory in a union 
representation election there on April 1.

Amazon’s goal is to overturn the 
election results. If that is not possible, 
the corporate giant hopes to delay the 
NLRB’s final certification of the ALU 
as the bargaining agent for JFK8 work-
ers, thus weakening ALU’s efforts to 
win a decent contract there.

The NLRB’s Region 29 Brooklyn 
office, which oversaw the election, ruled 
the ALU the winner. The federal labor 
board, however, and the entire process of 

“mediation” it supervises, has been no 
friend of labor since the U.S. government 
established the agency over 85 years ago.

How the NLRB  
was established

In 1935, President Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt (FDR) signed the Wagner 
Labor Relations Act into law, which set 
up the NLRB. Congress passed the bill 
as a radicalization of the U.S. working 
class was spreading across the country.

The same year trade unionists estab-
lished the Committee of Industrial 
Organizations (CIO) within the 
American Federation of Labor (AFL). 
The CIO founders’ intention was to 
unionize millions of workers in previ-
ously unorganized mass production 
industries. This included steel, auto, 
and many others. Subsequently the CIO 
left the AFL when the hidebound AFL 
officials proved an obstacle to this effort.

The rise of the Congress of Industrial 
Organizations as a mass organization 
of workers was a giant advance for the 
U.S. labor movement.

The book Labor’s Giant Step2 by Art 
Preis tells the history of those struggles.

Three powerful, successful strikes in 
1934 opened the door to these develop-
ments: the Teamster battles that made 
Minneapolis a union town; the Toledo 
Auto-Lite strike led by a precursor of 
the United Auto Workers (UAW) 
union; and the San Francisco general 
strike led by the International Longshore 
and Warehouse Union (ILWU).

Farrell Dobbs, then a young worker 
in a Minneapolis coal yard, with no 
previous union experience, emerged as 
a leader of the Teamster battles. He 
later became the central organizer of 
the 11-state campaign that organized 
tens-of-thousands of over-the-road 
drivers into the Teamsters and made it 
a genuinely industrial union. Dobbs 
later became the National Secretary of 
the Socialist Workers Party (SWP).

Dobbs wrote the Teamster series3, 
four books documenting the Teamster 
struggles. There Dobbs drew the key 
political lessons from the 1930s battles. 
Lessons that are invaluable for union 
militants and other workers then and 
now who see the need to organize and use 
union power to confront the employers’ 
assault on our standard of living, working 
conditions, and democratic rights.

In Teamster Politics4, the third vol-
ume of the series, Dobbs concisely 
explained the origins of the NLRB.

NLRB mediation proved costly to 
the workers

“In 1935 Roosevelt had signed into 
law the Wagner Labor Relations Act, 
which required employers to bargain 
with trade unions representing a major-

Amazon Labor Union members celebrate their union election victory at JFK8, Amazon’s giant fulfill-
ment center and the largest of its four buildings in Staten Island, New York, on April 1. 
(Photo: MarkSatinoff/World-Outlook)
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ity of their employees,” Dobbs said. “The 
directive was not as altruistic as it might 
appear on the surface. Primarily, it was 
designed to help assure that the insur-
gent masses of hitherto unorganized 
workers would come under the domina-
tion of the AFL (and later CIO) officials 
with a class-collaborationist outlook.

“As a further means of curbing rank-
and-file militancy, the law also estab-
lished a National Labor Relations Board. 
Its key purpose was to mediate industrial 
conflicts, and that function was generally 
carried out in tricky ways that proved 
costly to the workers. In addition, a cat-
egory termed ‘unfair labor practices’ was 
introduced. Ostensibly, charges of that 
nature were to be directed only at the 
bosses, but it didn’t take long in practice 
for such accusations to be leveled against 
organized labor as well.”

In Teamster Power5, the second volume 
of his series, Dobbs added that the “unfair 
labor practices” provision also “served as a 
means to put such disputes under the 
jurisdiction of the federal courts.” 

He continued: “Class collaboration-
ist union officials hailed the Wagner 
Act as ‘Labor’s Magna Charta.’ This of 
course was utter nonsense. Their lavish 
praise of the new law was really an 
expression of hope that it would enable 
them to keep the workers suckered 
into reliance on the capitalist govern-
ment as a substitute for use of union 
power against the bosses.”  

In the final volume, Teamster 
Bureaucracy6, Dobbs explained how 
the labor bureaucracy collaborated 
with the Democratic Party over the 
next few years to tame the upsurge.

“The misleaders were able to prevent 
the labor upsurge from going beyond the 
unionization of the unorganized mass 
production workers into the CIO 
although much more was possible at the 
height of its energies,” Dobbs said. “They 
managed to tie the new industrial union 
movement to the Democratic Party, 
beginning with the 1936 national elec-
tions, thereby keeping the workers mired 

in capitalist politics. By mid-1937, class 
collaborationist norms were reestab-
lished to a large extent in setting trade 
union policy. Reliance on help from the 
Roosevelt administration was substitut-
ed for use of the union’s full power.”

The federal labor board, 
however, and the entire 
process of “mediation” 
it supervises, has been 

no friend of labor since 
the U.S. government 

established the agency 
over 85 years ago.

Timely lessons for today
The problems Dobbs described 

have substantially worsened since then, 
resulting in the weakness we see in 
organized labor today.

Many working people hope the vic-
tory the ALU scored at JFK8 signals a 
change and a new beginning for orga-
nized labor. This makes the lessons 
Dobbs outlined especially timely now.

The June 18 World-Outlook article 
reported on Amazon’s renewed attacks 
on the ALU. These include firing of key 
union organizers and obstructionist 
tactics at the NLRB hearing.

How has the NLRB responded to 
Amazon’s objections?  It has set aside 
56 days to hear the company’s chal-
lenge! There appears to be no deadline 
set for the end of the hearing.

As World-Outlook reported, “The 
ALU is urging its supporters to watch 
the proceedings online as much as pos-
sible. The hearing is accessible via 
Zoom at this link7 (Meeting ID: 161 
292 3146; Passcode: 968885).”

Once Amazon exhausts this first 
round of delaying tactics, the NLRB 
will take whatever time it chooses to 
issue a decision. Should it rule in favor 

of the ALU, Amazon can file a series of 
appeals that will delay the decision 
even further. And, as Dobbs explained, 
ultimately the employer can take the 
case to federal court, where the litiga-
tion can take years to resolve.

At the June 13 press conference in 
Phoenix, Arizona, interim ALU presi-
dent Chris Smalls said, “We know one 
thing: we don’t want this to be a long, 
drawn-out process. We won the elec-
tion. Amazon needs to come to the 
table” to negotiate a contract.

Amazon has made it clear it has no 
intention of doing so unless it is com-
pelled to do it. Waiting for the govern-
ment to force the employer to negotiate 
may very well be the “long drawn-out 
process” ALU members want to avoid. 
The delay is aimed at weakening the 
union and eroding the fighting spirit of 
JFK8 workers—and their supporters—
that produced the union’s victory.

The only alternative is to organize 
and use union power both on the job at 
the warehouse, as ALU organizers have 
indicated they are trying to do, and 
more broadly. If the union can find the 
ways and means to accomplish that 
goal, the fight for union recognition 
from Amazon and for a contract need 
not wait for the NLRB or whatever a 
federal court ultimately rules.

In the situation that exists in the 
U.S. labor movement today, the ALU 
cannot ignore or avoid the NLRB pro-
cess. Despite the shackles mediation 
aims to impose on union power, the 
ALU has won important victories. It 
convinced thousands of fellow workers 
to sign union authorization cards 
despite all the obstacles Amazon put 
up. It secured the right to a representa-
tion election. It beat the odds, won a 
historic vote for the union, and inspired 
fellow workers across the United States 
and, in fact, the world.

The ALU is now effectively answering 
Amazon’s false claims at the labor board 
hearing. It continues correctly to pursue 
its own unfair labor practice charges 
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against Amazon, demanding reinstate-
ment of union organizers that manage-
ment has fired illegally. Some earlier 
such efforts have already been successful.

Neither the ALU nor workers orga-
nizing in any other industry or work-
place, however, need be limited to mak-
ing arguments to the NLRB or the courts. 
To achieve workers’ goals, the union can 
simultaneously mobilize the ranks of its 
members and supporters to exert union 
power on the job and in the streets.

1979 Newport News “unfair labor 
practice” strike

One example of this strategy took 
place in 1979 when members of the 
United Steel Workers of America 
(USWA) struck for union recognition 
at the giant Newport News shipyard. In 
2018 the Newport News Daily Press 
recalled the history in an article head-
lined, “Steelworkers mark 40 years at 
shipyard, recall violent strike.”

“This year marks the 40th anniver-
sary of the vote that created United 
Steelworkers Local 8888, today a staple 
of shipyard life,” the paper noted. 
“Union members are marking the mile-
stone with events throughout the year.

“The vote to authorize the union 
took place on January 31, 1978. It set 
off a celebration that was short-lived.

“The company, then owned by 
Tenneco, protested the election results, as 
did the Peninsula Shipbuilders Association, 
the yard’s old union. It dragged on, and 
after a year had passed, the United 
Steelworkers had had enough. On January 
31, 1979, exactly one year after that suc-
cessful vote, the union voted to strike.

“The walkout lasted nearly three 
months.”

The strike turned violent when cops 
attacked striking workers and conducted 
an assault on the union hall. Despite this, 
workers won union recognition and 
subsequently a contract at the shipyard.

This is only one example of the rich 
history of the U.S. working class that 
has been largely buried precisely 
because these lessons are relevant to 
working people today.

“A parting injunction”
In summing up the victory the 

Teamsters won in the over-the-road 
organizing drive in the 1930s, Dobbs 
referred to “a parting injunction” he 
offered to fellow workers who were 
becoming “increasingly responsive to a 
class struggle outlook.”

“When we separated after a meeting,” 
Dobbs said, he told them, “Don’t arbi-
trate.” He then elaborated: “It was intend-

ed to drill into them an instinct to cling 
tenaciously to their freedom of decision, 
never letting it be taken from the union’s 
hands by a so-called neutral party.”

The union leader continued: 
“Another slogan was invoked,” he said, 
“when a local leader asked if the union 
could do one or another thing. My 
opening reply was usually, ‘You can do 
anything you’re big enough to do.’ Then 
we would discuss more concretely just 
how strong the union’s position was in a 
given situation. This helped to instill in 
the workers a reflex tendency to always 
think in terms of using their class power.”

Geoff Mirelowitz is a retired railroad 
worker who was a switchman on 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe for over 17 
years and a member of SMART Local 
845 in Seattle. In 1979, at the time of the 
Newport News shipyard strike, 
Mirelowitz was a member of United Steel 
Workers of America (USWA) Local 2609 
at Bethlehem Steel in Sparrows Point, 
Maryland; he helped organize solidarity 
the Sparrows Point USWA local extend-
ed to shipyard workers in Newport News.

—World-Outlook, June 21, 2022
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In a rare moment of candor in 
Washington, Senator Dick Durbin of 
Illinois once admitted that “the banks...
frankly they own this place.” He was 
referring to that uniquely undemo-
cratic institution known as the Senate.

Here in the city of Oakland, we have 
our own way of describing the same 
problem. We paraphrase, “the devel-
opers...frankly they own this place.”

The latest proof of this rule is the 
continuing onslaught of a monster pri-
vate development on the Port of 
Oakland. The stalking horse for this 
massive project is a new baseball sta-
dium for the Oakland A’s whose pirat-
ical owner is blackmailing the City 
with that familiar-and-feared team 
owners’ ultimatum: “if you don’t give 
us a new stadium, we’re leaving town.”

Having lost the Warriors to San 
Francisco and the Raiders to Las Vegas 
in the last couple of years, City leader-
ship is quaking and crumbling. The 
lame duck mayor—no stranger to 
campaign funding controversy and 
with ambitious eyes on higher office—
is all in on the project. The City 
Council, in spite of a handful of self-
professed progressives, has been mes-
merized by other world visions. It’s like 
Doctor Mabuse has cast a diabolical 
spell from an ancient Fritz Lang film.

In this story, Doctor Mabuse is played 
by John Fisher, an American Oligarch 
from the Fisher Family. You’ll recognize 
them. They built their GAP fortune sell-
ing yuppie apparel manufactured in 
sweatshops overseas. Oh, they sort of 
cleaned up their act eventually—after 
their bank accounts were overflowing—
and began doing things like spending $9 
million to defeat Barack Obama in 2012, 
bashing the public school system and 
buying a baseball team on the cheap.

“On the cheap” is the operative 
phrase here. John Fisher’s tenure as 

owner of the A’s can be summed up as 
“dump good players before they become 
expensive.” The A’s shed players faster 
than collies shed hair. The rationale is 
always the same: they need a new stadi-
um to keep the players. Ann Killion, the 
savvy sports analyst of the San Francisco 
Chronicle, put it succinctly,

“The A’s have been using that same 
old trope for two decades while chas-
ing unattainable stadium plans, pock-
eting their revenue-sharing money 
and getting rid of their best players.”

Matt Chapman, one of baseball’s 
premiere third baseman, was disap-
peared last month, joining a host of 
other sterling players from last season 
who were dumped before their con-
tracts went up in price. The kid across 
the street has been wearing a Chapman 
jersey since he started Little League. 
Now he wears a no-name jersey. Is 
there any wonder that A’s attendance is 
the second lowest in the major leagues?

So, does Fisher really want a new 
stadium to finance and improve his 

team or is the stadium deal just a bar-
gaining chip for his massive private 
development? Again, Ann Killion 
answers the question:

“Virtually no one believes that 
billionaire Fisher will pour money 
into his roster, even with a new ball-
park. All evidence shows that he’s not 
willing to do anything but make 
himself richer.”

So don’t get bowled over by that take-
me-out-to-the-ball game banana oil.

Fisher’s flunkeys have been spread-
ing all around the neighborhoods. The 
onslaught on the City is all about the 
rest of the plan.

We’re talking about the 3,000 pri-
vate luxury condominiums and high-
rise office buildings Fisher wants to 
drop on the public port of Oakland. It’s 
instant gentrification, the fabrication of 
a small wealthy enclave to be insemi-
nated into a real city. That’s Fisher’s 
plan. It’s the same A’s “baseball village” 
concept that the good people Fremont 

The Battle for Oakland
By Don Santina

Photograph Source: Jay Galvin – CC BY 2.0
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ran out of town several years ago. And 
now it’s even more expensive.

The official cost for the waterfront 
project is listed at $12 billion. That’s a 
lot of money for a private develop-
ment. But wait, the City says it will 
pony up a whopping $800 million to 
help Mister Fisher out. (For compari-
son, the City spent $338 million for 
Police Services in 2020.) For Fisher’s 
project, there are also tax breaks, gim-
mies, takeaways and regulatory relax-
ations to consider. Who knows what 
the final cost will be? Remember the 
Bay Bridge retrofit? The original esti-
mate was $250 million, the final cost 
$6.5 billion. Well, you know, stuff hap-
pens in construction, but at least every-
one can drive on the bridge: it’s public.

In spite of all the ballyhoo out of 
City Hall, there is widespread opposi-
tion to “Fisher’s Folly.” A recent poll 
found that 76 percent of Oakland vot-
ers want the project to be put on the 
ballot. Council member Carol Fife, 
who voted against certifying the proj-
ect’s EIR (Environmental Impact 
Report,) says that “the voters of 
Oakland should determine whether or 

not they want their tax dollars spent on 
a project like this.”

It’s still not clear where the City’s pub-
lic funding for the project is coming from. 
The same poll found that 85 percent of 
respondents want a full, independent 
financial analysis of the project. Suspicions 
of financial sleight-of-hand abound.

At a Carol Fife-organized event at the 
Taylor Memorial Church, a member of 
the Oakland United Coalition noted that 
“our kids in West Oakland are growing 
up with asthma but there is no remedia-
tion plan. There is no local hire job pol-
icy. There is no provision for living wage 
employment or 35 percent affordable 
housing.” Derek Muhammad of ILWU 
Local 10 agreed. “For us there is nothing 
but displacement and gentrification, 
destruction of our community.”

The Oakland A’s don’t need a new 
stadium: they need a new owner who 
will upgrade the perfectly-sited 
Coliseum, replete with its own BART 
public transit station. Want to reduce 
climate-changing automobile traffic? 
Take BART to the ball game! Bay Area 
fans have done it for years.

The people of Oakland don’t need 
3,000 private luxury condos underwrit-
ten by public funding; we need that 
funding for affordable housing, social 
services, care for the homeless, job 
training, street repair and keeping our 
public schools open and flourishing.

Unfortunately, we’re now in the late 
innings here in the Battle for Oakland. 
The visiting team has pulled ahead. The 
lame duck claims to have garnered the 
public funding that Fisher wants to green 
light the project. The mesmerized Council 
certified an inadequate EIR. Dark clouds 
are gathering, and it looks like the game is 
almost over. If we were in LA, the fans 
would already be heading for the exits.

“It ain’t over til it’s over,” the 
immortal Yogi Berra quipped.

The home team—the people of 
Oakland—bat last.

Stay tuned.

Don Santina’s latest novel, A Bullet 
for the Angel, is a noir tale of murder 
and gentrification in 1959 San Francisco.

—CounterPunch, April 27, 2022

h t t p s : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
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Aliens Tried to Save Planet Loco 
A Parable By Dr. Nayvin Gordon

Yes, aliens really did visit planet 
Loco. After monitoring the planet for 
years, they observed atmospheric toxic 
changes leading to planetary poison-
ing. Perhaps this was caused by a form 
of intelligent life. The aliens decided to 
pay a visit to Planet Loco. Members of 
the Milky Way Fellowship had been 
monitoring the Galaxy for the last one 
million years, helping intelligent life 
forms learn how to sustain life within 
planetary boundaries. If intelligent life 
existed on Planet Loco, the Fellowship 
wanted to know if this life form was 
aware of the dangerous road they were 
traveling and what if anything they 

were doing to reverse the poison rising 
on their planet. Ten years ago, the 
Milky Way Fellowship arrived to study 
the planet, transported by entangle-
ment higher order reality. 

To avoid discovery, the aliens took 
on the outer appearance of Loco’s intel-
ligent life and began their research. 
They learned that this particular life-
form had made use of subterranean 
rivers of a honey-like substance, which 
when brought to the surface gave off 
heat and energy. This was the power 
that drove their civilization. An unfor-
tunate side effect was the release of a 

poisonous toxin into their atmosphere. 
Over time this toxin would cripple most 
existing forms of life on Planet Loco.

The aliens were glad to notice that 
loco’s intelligent life was aware of the 
toxic danger to their existence and had 
come together on a planetary basis to 
solve the problem. Various remedies had 
been agreed upon, to be instituted over 
the next decade. Satisfied that Planet 
Loco had a plan to sustain life, the aliens 
returned to their interstellar travel with 
one last visit scheduled in ten years.

True to their word, the aliens of the 
Milky Way Fellowship returned to 
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Planet Loco, to confirm that intelligent 
life was on a path to sustainability. 
Sadly, they were shocked to see that 
very little change had been made to 
reduce the poison building up in the 
atmosphere. In fact, the level of toxins 
was rising rapidly. All talk and no 
action for ten years! The aliens dis-
cussed what must be done.

Out of concern for their important 
life-saving work throughout the Milky 
Way, the aliens would not be able to 
return again to Planet Loco. This was 
their final chance to help Loco’s intelli-
gent life avert the dangers that would 
befall them if they continued in their 
ways. Due to the urgency of the situation, 
the aliens decided to reveal themselves to 
Loco’s inhabitants, in the hope that they 
would make a serious, radical change to 

avert the catastrophe heading their way.

Concluding that Loco was in plane-
tary crisis, the aliens interrupted all news 
communications with a planetary emer-
gency announcement. They informed 
the audience of their mission and pre-
sented life forms from other planets that 
sent their greetings to Planet Loco and 
confirmed the life-saving advice offered 
by the Milky Way Fellowship. The alien 
communication ended with the follow-
ing Galactic Wisdom necessary to sus-
tain Loco’s rich biosphere:

Abandon the domination of fellow 
beings and the natural world to live in 
cooperative harmony.

Abandon endless growth and exploi-
tation by nourishing ecological com-
plexity and respecting planetary balance.

Abandon the paper and metal you 
call “money”, the transformer of life 
into the lifeless.

With those words, the aliens were gone.

—June 8, 2022

gordonnayvin@yahoo.com

Dr. Gordon is a California Family 
Physician who writes about health and 
politics. His articles have appeared at: 
The Mercury News, Counterpunch, Z 
magazine, Countercurrents, Scoop 
Independent News, Anderson Valley 
Advertiser, Socialist Viewpoint, 
Multiracial Unity Blog, Scientific 
American, The Oakland Tribune, The 
Journal of Family Practice, and 
Dissident Voice.

Milky Way galaxy. (Shutterstock)
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The Assange and Donziger Cases
Establishment progressives and the DNC media

By Cliff Conner

For people whose primary political 
values are human rights, the public 
welfare, and elemental justice, the cases 
of Julian Assange and Steven Donziger 
are no-brainers. They are the most bla-
tant current examples of why the words 
“American justice system” have come 
to represent their Orwellian opposite. 
Assange and Donziger have been mer-
cilessly victimized by the very society 
whose vaunted principles they have at 
great personal sacrifice labored to 
uphold. Unfortunately, however, pro-
gressive political opinion in the United 
States has in large part failed to recog-
nize the outrageous miscarriages of 
justice their respective cases represent.

One consequence of Donald 
Trump’s four years in office has been 
an intense polarization of the tradi-
tional two-party system into an 
extreme rightwing, overtly racist 
Republican Party, with the Democratic 

Party as its only viable electoral alter-
native. As a result, many progressive-
minded Americans have tended to take 
their political cues from the Biden 
administration and liberal media out-
lets such as the New York Times, the 
Washington Post, and MSNBC, which 
tend to reflect the outlook and ideolo-
gy of the Democratic Party establish-
ment. Call it “the DNC (Democratic 
National Committee) media.”

Fear of the return of Trump is certainly 
not entirely irrational, but it does not jus-
tify the DNC media’s purposeful indiffer-
ence to the dangers the Assange and 
Donziger cases represent. It is not only a 
failure on their part; it is potentially sui-
cidal for them, because it feeds into the 
MAGA crowd’s narrative of the main-
stream media as “enemy of the people.”1

If the Trumpists succeed in manip-
ulating the electorate into returning 
their hero or a successor sociopathic 

demagogue to office, a great deal of the 
blame will fall to the Biden administra-
tion for not only failing to address the 
existential crises of our era, but for 
exacerbating them. In his first year-
and-a-half as Chief Executive, Biden’s 
sycophancy toward the Pentagon has 
accelerated the militarization of 
American society2 and has returned us 
to the brink of thermonuclear holo-
caust.3 At the same time, his unshake-
able fealty to the fossil fuels industry 
has drawn us ever nearer to the climate 
catastrophe point of no return.4

While those are the most important 
examples of the continuity of Biden’s 
policies with Trump’s, his failure to 
remedy the appalling judicial injustices 
done to Julian Assange and Steven 
Donziger—which he could easily do—
is no less disgraceful. To understand 
how these extremely consequential 
cases have receded into a blind spot in 
the national discourse, it is necessary to 
review their treatment by the establish-
ment news publishers.

Julian Assange as portrayed by the 
DNC media

The Washington Post’s (WaPo)cov-
erage of the Assange case has been 
especially harsh. Its position can best 
be judged by official statements of its 
editorial board. I have been able to find 
only one, which was published on 
April 11, 2019. Here is its headline: 
“Julian Assange is not a free-press hero. 
And he is long overdue for personal 
accountability.” This was its lede:

“He may ultimately face courts in 
the United States or Sweden, as well. If 
these democracies handle it properly, 
Mr. Assange’s case could conclude as a Julian Assange Steven Donziger

ENVIRONMENT
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victory for the rule of law, not the 
defeat for civil liberties of which his 
defenders mistakenly warn.”

WaPo has also occasionally pub-
lished opinion columns mentioning 
the threat to freedom of the press 
posed by the prosecution of Assange, 
but they are exceedingly rare. A Google 
search revealed only two, and here is 
the lede of one of them:

“Julian Assange, I think we can all 
agree, is a dirtbag. But that doesn’t 
necessarily mean it’s a good thing that 
he’s been arrested and will apparently 
be extradited to the United States.”5

Calling someone a dirtbag is hardly 
the way to win public support for a 
victim of judicial injustice, even if it’s 
coupled with a mild caveat about 
broader consequences of the case. And 
it should be noted that WaPo’s concern 
about those broader consequences 
seems to have manifested itself only 
when Trump was in office. With Biden 
at the helm, its coverage of the Assange 
case has been limited to brief news 
articles that prioritize unflattering 
assessments of Assange’s character.

The New York Times’ treatment of 
the Assange case has generally been less 
toxic than WaPo’s, but it has been far 
from adequate, especially in light of the 
fact that the threat to freedom of the 
press Assange’s prosecution represents 
has been widely designated “The New 
York Times problem.” That phrase first 
made its appearance when the Obama 
administration’s Department of Justice 
realized that the same charges it ini-
tially brought against Assange could 
also be brought against the New York 
Times and many other mainstream 
publishers. Obama quickly dropped 
the charges against Assange. Trump’s 
Department of Justice reinstated them 
and Biden’s continues to push them.

On May 23, 2019, the Times’ edito-
rial board published a statement head-
lined “Julian Assange’s Indictment 
Aims at the Heart of the First 
Amendment.” It warned:

“The Trump administration seeks 
to use the Espionage Act to redefine 
what journalists can and cannot 
publish. …the effort to prosecute 
Mr. Assange…could have a chilling 
effect on American journalism as it 
has been practiced for generations. It 
is aimed straight at the heart of the 
First Amendment.”

This was an appeal to Biden to 
acknowledge “the New York Times prob-
lem” and put an end to it, but it under-
cut its own effectiveness by ending on a 
note echoing the WaPo editorial board:

“Mr. Assange is no hero. But this case 
now represents a threat to freedom of 
expression and, with it, the resilience 
of American democracy itself.”

Assange and Donziger 

have been mercilessly 

victimized by the very 

society whose vaunted 

principles they have at 

great personal sacrifice 

labored to uphold.

Although the Times published sev-
eral op-ed pieces that warned of the 
dangers posed by the Assange prosecu-
tion, it also published a vicious attack 
against Assange by Michelle Goldberg, 
one of their regular columnists and a 
frequent commentator on MSNBC. 
Goldberg didn’t call Assange a “dirt-
bag,” but her animosity toward him was 
nonetheless undisguised. She labelled 
him “an odious person,” and falsely 
accused him of “misogyny,” “antisemi-
tism,” “a conduit for Russian intelli-
gence services,” and “helping Trump 
become president.”6 All of this echoes 
the standard talking points of Hillary 
Clinton and the Democratic National 
Committee, who have sought to scape-
goat Assange for their electoral failure.

Again, while other Times opinion 
columnists have accurately warned that 
attempts to criminalize the publishing 
of government secrets is a mortal threat 
to the existence of a free press, Michelle 
Goldberg’s screed effectively undercut 
the possibility of rallying American 
progressive opinion behind the demand 
that the Biden Department of Justice 
drop the charges against Assange.

The Donziger case as covered by 
the DNC media

Whereas most Americans have at 
least heard of Julian Assange, the same 
cannot be said of Steven Donziger. That 
in itself is an indictment of the DNC 
media, because the bizarre persecution 
of Steven Donziger by the American 
legal system is as newsworthy as any 
story could possibly be. It is a David-
and-Goliath narrative pitting a young, 
idealistic lawyer with minimal resources 
against a corporate behemoth with vir-
tually unlimited resources at its disposal.

More than a decade ago, Donziger 
sued Chevron on behalf of indigenous 
people in Ecuador who claimed that 16 
billion gallons of toxic petroleum waste 
Chevron had dumped in the Amazon 
rainforest had poisoned them and their 
children. In 2011, Donziger’s clients 
won a judgment against Chevron in the 
Ecuadoran courts of unprecedented 
magnitude—$9.5 billion! Chevron sim-
ply withdrew from Ecuador and to this 
day hasn’t paid a penny to the tens-of-
thousands of people it poisoned. But it 
has spent millions retaliating against 
Donziger in U.S. federal courts, which 
have gone all in on the side of the 
mighty corporation. As a result, 
Donziger spent almost three years in 
federal detention—993 days, to be exact.

At first, the corporate press simply 
reported court rulings that appeared to 
confirm Chevron’s accusations of 
fraud and corruption against Donziger. 
A 2016 article in the Washington Post, 
for example, proclaimed:

“It’s official: A group of indigenous 
people of Ecuador and their quixotic New 
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York City lawyer Steven Donziger will not 
be able to turn to U.S. courts to enforce an 
$8.6 billion judgment against Chevron 
that was won in an Ecuadoran court.

“The U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
2nd Circuit unanimously affirmed a 
lower court ruling on Monday that the 
judgment the Ecuadorans and 
Donziger obtained in Ecuador was 
based on fraudulent assertions and 
actions by Donziger and his associates 
and therefore could not be enforced in 
the United States. The court said the 
‘record in the present case reveals a 
parade of corrupt actions’ by the indig-
enous Ecuadorans’ legal team, ‘includ-
ing coercion, fraud and bribery.’”7

As Donziger and his legal team con-
tinued to challenge the intense judicial 
bias, however, the establishment press 
shifted to not covering the case at all. 
In July 2021, media watchdog organi-
zation FAIR (Fairness and Accuracy In 
Reporting) stated that the New York 
Times “has ignored this high-profile 
case for at least seven years.”8

One investigative reporter described 
the Donziger case as “one of the most 
bitter and drawn-out cases in the his-
tory of environmental law.”9 If that, 
the blatant injustice, and the multibil-
lion-dollar penalty were not sufficient-
ly newsworthy to attract the attention 
of the news media, the case also fea-
tured a shockingly flagrant interfer-
ence of private interests in the American 
judicial system. Federal district court 
judge Lewis Kaplan charged Donziger 
with contempt of court, but the U.S. 
Attorney for Kaplan’s district refused 
to prosecute the case. So, the court 
appointed a private corporate law firm 
to prosecute Donziger—a law firm that 
had previously represented Chevron!

Although the fraud and racketeer-
ing charges Chevron accused Donziger 
of are felonies, the contempt of court 
charge he was actually arrested and 
held on was a mere misdemeanor. As 
Donziger himself observed:

“No matter what you think of me or 
Judge Kaplan, isn’t it newsworthy that 
an American lawyer is under house 
arrest for two years on a misdemeanor? 
It’s just a newsworthy story!”10

Donziger also pointed out some glar-
ing conflicts of interest that help to 
explain the Times’ silence about his case. 
One is that billionaire Robert Denham 
sits on the boards of directors of both 
Chevron and the New York Times. 
Another is the ironic fact that one of the 
lead lawyers representing Chevron in 
Chevron v. Donziger, Ted Boutrous, also 
serves as a First Amendment lawyer for 
the New York Times.11

Despite the apparent 

Republican versus 

Democrat polarization, 

supporting the aims of 

the U.S. military and its 

imperial objectives is 

entirely bipartisan.

While the DNC media was studi-
ously averting its gaze from the Donziger 
case, the latter’s importance as a global 
environmental justice issue became 
obvious to environmental activists, and 
accordingly gained the attention of 
celebrities like Susan Sarandon, Danny 
Glover, Alec Baldwin, and Sting. Despite 
their best efforts, however, this cause 
célèbre has not attracted the broad sup-
port of progressive political opinion it 
would take to prod Biden to definitively 
end the legal persecution of Steven 
Donziger and hold Chevron account-
able for its environmental crimes.

Latest developments in the 
Assange Case

When Biden took office in January 
2020, many progressive-minded 
Americans assumed, not unreasonably, 
that his administration would be much 

better than Trump’s at defending free-
dom of the press. First Amendment sup-
porters expected Biden to follow Obama’s 
example and dismiss the charges against 
Assange, but that did not happen. In 
October 2021, a coalition of 25 press 
freedom, civil liberties, and human rights 
groups sent a letter to Attorney General 
Merrick Garland urging the Department 
of Justice to drop its efforts to extradite 
and prosecute Julian Assange.

The charges against Assange, they 
declared, “pose a grave threat to press 
freedom both in the U.S. and abroad.” 
The letter was signed by, among others, 
the ACLU, Amnesty International, the 
Center for Constitutional Rights, Fight 
for the Future, the Freedom of the Press 
Foundation, Human Rights Watch, PEN 
America, and Reporters Without Borders. 
Alas, the Biden administration has still 
shown no inclination to heed their appeal.

As of this writing, Julian Assange 
remains incarcerated in Belmarsh 
Prison in London, in conditions 
described by Nils Melzer as “psycho-
logical torture, a form of torture aimed 
at destroying the personality of an 
individual.”12 Melzer is the United 
Nations Special Rapporteur on Torture 
and other Cruel, Inhuman or 
Degrading Treatment or Punishment. 
He has recently published a book on 
the case entitled “The Trial of Julian 
Assange: A Story of Persecution.”13

The Biden Administration has not 
only declined to drop the charges 
against Assange; it persists in demand-
ing that the British government extra-
dite him to face espionage charges 
carrying a 175-year sentence in a max-
imum-security American prison. 
British Home Secretary Priti Patel’s 
ruling on the U.S. Department of 
Justice’s extradition request is said to 
be “imminent.”14 (See page 67) The 
Council of Europe—the continent’s 
leading human rights organization 
comprising forty-six member states—
has called on the British government to 
refuse to extradite Assange.15
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All supporters of human rights 
should demand that Priti Patel refuse 
the extradition request, that Merrick 
Garland immediately drop all charges 
against Assange, and that Assange be 
released from prison immediately.

Latest developments in the 
Donziger case

On April 25, 2022, Steven Donziger 
was finally released from detention. 
Amnesty International summarized the 
reaction of human rights defenders:

“We are relieved that Steven 
Donziger will finally recover his free-
dom after almost 1,000 days of arbi-
trary detention, which included 45 
days in prison and over 900 days 
under house arrest. He should have 
never been detained for even one 
day, as it has been clear the whole 
process against him has been in retal-
iation for his human rights work that 
exposed corporate wrongdoings.

“Unfortunately, the end of this sen-
tence does not mean the end of the 
injustices Steven has faced. The U.S. 
government must fully implement the 
decision of the UN Working Group on 
Arbitrary Detention, including launch-
ing an impartial and independent 
investigation into the circumstances 
that led to Steven’s arbitrary detention, 
to prevent something like this from 
happening again, and to swiftly enact 
anti-SLAPP laws to protect those brave 
enough to call out corporate crimes. 
Corporations must not be allowed to 
continue abusing the U.S. justice sys-
tem to silence and intimidate human 
rights defenders or anyone else expos-
ing their wrongdoing.”16

The struggle to hold Chevron 
accountable for its crimes against 
humanity and the environment is far 
from over. As one commentator 
observed six years ago:

“Chevron—worth $189 billion with 
more than $9 billion of cash and market-
able securities—isn’t about to run out of 
money. And so, the fight will go on.”17

What accounts for the DNC 
media’s stance in these cases?
The source of the DNC media’s hos-

tility toward Assange and reticence with 
regard to Donziger is similar but not 
identical. The hatred of Assange was not 
primarily due to the allegation that he 
was to blame for Hillary Clinton’s defeat; 
the essential motive came from the mili-
tary, the “intelligence community,” and 
the diplomatic corps. The Pentagon, the 
CIA, the NSA, and the State Department 
were all shocked and appalled by 
WikiLeaks’ effectiveness in exposing 
widespread U.S. war crimes, and they 
ardently want to crush Assange as a fear-
some example to all potential successors. 
Despite the apparent Republican versus 
Democrat polarization, supporting the 
aims of the U.S. military and its imperial 
objectives is entirely bipartisan.

It is a different bipartisan motive that 
has led the establishment press to turn a 
blind eye to the legal assault against 
Steven Donziger. For all their progres-
sive window-dressing, when push comes 
to shove, the New York Times, WaPo, 
and MSNBC are no less devoted than 
Fox News to serving the interests of cor-
porate America and its billionaire inves-
tor class. To channel Walter Cronkite: 
“And that’s the way it is.”

—Against the Current, June 2022

https://againstthecurrent.org/the-
assange-and-donziger-cases-establish-
ment-progressives-and-the-dnc-media/
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Jessica Reznicek’s Excessive Sentence Upheld
By Natasha Lennard

June 8, 2022—A panel of three 
Trump-appointed judges this week 
upheld an excessive eight-year prison 
sentence handed down to climate 
activist Jessica Reznicek, ruling that a 
terrorism enhancement attached to her 
sentence was “harmless.”

The terror enhancement, which dra-
matically increased Reznicek’s sentence 
from its original recommended range, 
set a troubling precedent. Decided by a 
lower court in 2021, it contends that 
Reznicek’s acts against private property 
were “calculated to influence or affect 
the conduct of government.” The 
appellate justices’ decision to uphold 
her sentence, callously dismissing the 
challenge to her terrorism enhance-
ment, doubles down on a chilling mes-
sage: Those who take direct action 
against rapacious energy corporations 
can be treated as enemies of the state.

Reznicek, an Iowa-based member 
of the Catholic Worker Movement and 
a participant in the Indigenous-led 
climate struggle, engaged in acts of 
property damage in an attempt to stop 
the completion of the Dakota Access 
pipeline in 2016 and 2017. Along with 
fellow activist Ruby Montoya, Reznicek 

took credit for various acts of sabotage, 
which harmed no humans or animals 
but burnt a bulldozer and damaged 
valves of the pipeline. The damaged 
equipment was property not of the 
U.S. government, but of private pipe-
line and energy companies.

...neither white  

supremacist murderer 

Dylann Roof nor avowed 

neo-Nazi James Fields, 

who plowed his car into 

anti-fascist protesters in 

Charlottesville, Virginia, 

received a terrorism 

enhancement when  

sentenced....

Following Reznicek’s guilty plea to a 
single charge of conspiracy to damage 
an energy facility—which brought a 
recommended sentencing range of 37 
to 46 months—Judge Rebecca 

Goodgame Ebinger, in allegiance with 
prosecutors, added the terrorism 
enhancement. This increased her sen-
tencing range to 210 to 240 months, 
making the eight-year sentence 
Reznicek ultimately received fit com-
fortably below the accepted range, 
though it’s more than double the pre-
vious recommendation. (Montoya, 
who also pleaded guilty, has filed a 
motion to withdraw her plea, claiming 
that it was coerced.)

Both courts’ decisions on Reznicek’s 
sentence reflect unsurprising but deeply 
troubling priorities in our criminal legal 
system. It would be unempirical to the 
point of foolishness to expect the courts, 
stacked as they are with right-wing jus-
tices, to side with individuals taking 
risks to stop environmental devastation 
rather than those corporations making 
millions on the back of it. Yet Reznicek’s 
appeal was on a point of law: Terrorism 
enhancements are only supposed to be 
applicable to crimes that target govern-
mental conduct; Reznicek’s targets were 
private corporations.

The collapsing of government and 
corporate interests signified by 
Reznicek’s terrorism enhancement is 
worthy of profound challenge, but the 
8th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals judg-
es did not even address the substance of 
the activist’s appeal. In a short, unsigned 
opinion, the court wrote that even if 
there had been an “error” in applying a 
terrorism enhancement, it was “harm-
less,” because Ebinger had stated on the 
record that she would have imposed an 
eight-year sentence with or without the 
terrorism enhancement.

Oil and gas industries  
buy the Congress

It is a cynical move indeed to side-
step the chilling effect of labeling such 
acts as “terrorism,” as if it carries no 
material consequences for the future of 

Jessica Reznicek sits at the entrance to the drilling site in Sandusky, Iowa, where the Dakota Access 
pipeline goes under the Mississippi River on Aug. 10, 2016. Photo: Courtesy of Joshua Smith
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water and Indigenous land protection 
and other social movements. As 
Reznicek’s support team wrote in a 
statement Monday, June 6, 2022, 
“Federal prosecutors only pursued ter-
rorism enhancements against Reznicek 
after 84 Congressional representatives 
wrote a letter in 2017 to Attorney 
General Jeff Sessions requesting that 
Reznicek and other protesters who 
tamper with pipelines be prosecuted as 
domestic terrorists.” These members 
of Congress, note Reznicek’s support-
ers, have together received a combined 
$36 million in campaign contributions 
from the oil and gas industry.

Determinations over which actions 
are labeled “terrorism” are always 
political, and in this case nakedly so 
given the clear pressure applied on 
prosecutors by politicians and their 
industry backers. Ebinger’s claim—

that she would have imposed the exces-
sive eight-year sentence with or with-
out the terror enhancement trig-
gered—cannot be considered the final 
word here. Reporting on Reznicek’s 
case, ABC News—an outlet hardly 
aligned with the environmental left—
noted that neither white supremacist 
murderer Dylann Roof nor avowed 
neo-Nazi James Fields, who plowed his 
car into anti-fascist protesters in 
Charlottesville, Virginia, received a ter-
rorism enhancement when sentenced.

Reznicek’s legal team will continue 
to challenge her sentence in court, 
especially since the question of the 
misapplication of a terrorism enhance-
ment remains open, despite the judges’ 
decision this week. A full court hearing 
by the 8th Circuit, an appeal to the far-
right Supreme Court, or a request for 
clemency from President Joe Biden are 

all technical options, but hardly are 
any of these sites of optimism.

As her legal battles continue, 
Reznicek, whose acts of sabotage place 
her firmly on the right side of history, 
if not the law, deserves full-throated 
public support. As she noted in her 
2017 statement claiming responsibility 
for the actions against the Dakota 
Access pipeline: “We acted from our 
hearts and never threatened human life 
nor personal property. What we did do 
was fight a private corporation that has 
run rampant across our country seiz-
ing land and polluting our nation’s 
water supply.”

—The Intercept, June 8, 2022

h t t p s : / / t h e i n t e r c e p t .
com/2022/06/08/dakota-pipeline-
protester-jessica-reznicek-terrorism/

Big Tobacco’s Environmental Impact is Devastating
By Nina Larson

The tobacco industry is a far greater 
threat than many realize as it is one of 
the world’s biggest polluters, from leav-
ing mountains of waste to driving global 
warming, the WHO said May 24, 2022.

The World Health Organization 
accused the industry of causing wide-
spread deforestation, diverting badly 
needed land and water in poor countries 
away from food production, spewing out 
plastic and chemical waste as well as emit-
ting millions of tons of carbon dioxide.

In its report released on World No 
Tobacco Day, the UN agency called for 
the tobacco industry to be held to 
account and foot the bill for the cleanup.

The report, “Tobacco: poisoning 
our planet,” looks at the impacts of the 
whole cycle, from the growth of plants 
to the manufacturing of tobacco prod-
ucts, to consumption and waste.

While tobacco’s health impacts have 
been well documented for decades—

with smoking still causes more than 
eight million deaths worldwide every 
year—the report focuses on its broader 
environmental consequences.

The findings are “quite devastating,” 

Ruediger Krech, WHO director of health 
promotion, told Agence France-Presse 
(AFP), charging that the industry is “one 
of the biggest polluters that we know of.”

The WHO accused the tobacco industry of various means of environmental damage, from widespread 
deforestation to spewing out plastic and chemical waste.
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Poison
He slammed tobacco companies’ 

frequent efforts to rehabilitate their 
image through beach cleanups and 
funding environmental and disaster 
relief organizations as “greenwashing.”

...smoking still causes 
more than eight million 
deaths worldwide every 

year...

“The tobacco industry dumps toxic 
waste into communities and depletes nat-
ural resources,” he told a press conference.

“Tobacco is not only poisoning 
people, it’s poisoning our planet.”

The industry is responsible for the 
loss of some 600 million trees each 
year—or five percent of global defores-
tation—while tobacco growing and 
production uses 200,000 hectares of 
land and 22 billion tons of water annu-
ally, the report found.

It also emits around 84 million tons 
of carbon dioxide, it said.

In addition, “tobacco products are 
the most littered item on the planet, 
containing over 7,000 toxic chemicals, 
which leech into our environment 
when discarded,” Krech said.

4.5 trillion cigarette butts
He pointed out that each one of the 

estimated 4.5 trillion cigarette butts 
that end up in the oceans, rivers, side-
walks and beaches every year can pol-
lute 100 liters of water.

And up to a quarter of all tobacco 
farmers contract so-called green tobac-
co sickness or poisoning from the nic-
otine they absorb through the skin.

Farmers who handle tobacco leaves all 
day consume the equivalent of 50 ciga-
rettes worth of nicotine a day, Krech said.

This is especially worrying for the many 
children involved in tobacco farming.

“Just imagine a 12-year-old being 
exposed to 50 cigarettes a day,” he said.

Most tobacco is grown in poorer 
countries, where water and farmland 
are often in short supply, and where 
such crops are often grown at the 
expense of vital food production, the 
report said.

UN agencies have launched a proj-
ect to try to help farmers transition to 
other crops.

Plastic pollution
At the same time the processing and 

transportation of tobacco account for a 
significant share of global greenhouse 
gas emissions—with the equivalent of 
one-fifth of the global airline industry’s 
carbon footprint.

“Tobacco is not only  
poisoning people, it’s 

poisoning our planet.”

In addition, products like cigarettes, 
smokeless tobacco and e-cigarettes also 
contribute significantly to the global 
build-up of plastic pollution, WHO 
warned.

Cigarette filters contain microplas-
tics—the tiny fragments that have been 
detected in every ocean and even at the 
bottom of the world’s deepest trench—
and make up the second-highest form 
of plastic pollution worldwide, the 
report said.

Stressing that there is no evidence 
filters provide any proven health bene-
fits over smoking non-filtered cigarettes, 
the UN agency urged policy makers 
worldwide to consider banning them.

The WHO also called for govern-
ments to immediately halt the some 
$500 billion in subsidies the tobacco 
industry receives each year, and also 
urged them to stop allowing taxpayers 
to foot the bill for cleaning up the 
industry’s mess.

Each year, China for instance dishes 
out around $2.6 billion and India 
around $766 million, while Brazil and 
Germany pay some $200 million each 
to clean up littered tobacco products, 
the report found.

It is important, Krech said, that “the 
industry pay actually for the mess that 
they are creating.”

—Phys.org, May 31, 2022 

https://phys.org/news/2022-
05-big-tobacco-environmental-im-
pact-devastating.html

The WHO also called 

for governments to 

immediately halt the 

some $500 billion in 

subsidies the tobacco 

industry receives each 

year, and also urged 

them to stop allowing 

taxpayers to foot the 

bill for cleaning up  

the industry’s mess.

Incarceration Nation
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Editor’s Note: This first-person 
account from Leonard Peltier about his 
experiences at the Wahpeton Indian 
School from 1952 to 1955 was sent to 
Native News Online by one of his long-
time advisers. Its authenticity was con-
firmed by his attorney, Kevin Sharp.  

My name is Leonard Peltier and I am 
77 years old. I am a member of the Turtle 
Mountain Chippewa tribe. I am 
Anishanaabe and Dakota. I was taken to 
Wahpeton Indian School, an Indian 
boarding school, in Wahpeton, North 
Dakota when I was nine years old and did 
not leave until I was 12. This is my story.

When I lost my grandfather in 1952, 
life changed forever. He was a good 
and kind man, and he was my mentor 
and knew how to live off the land. But 
then he got pneumonia and did not 
survive. I will never forget watching 
him die from the foot of his bed. Even 
now, that sad memory comes back to 
me as I lay in my bunk at night in a 
federal penitentiary.

About a year after my grandpa died, 
my grandma had to go to the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs (BIA) to beg for help for her 
and me, my sister Betty Ann and cousin 
Pauline. As it turned out, that made things 
much worse for us. Now, we had to worry 
about the BIA agents coming to take us 
away. I grew up with the stories. I was old 
enough to know what happened when the 
government took you away. I knew some 
children never came home.

So, we—my grandma and my sis-
ters and I—watched for new cars from 
the top of the hill. Indian cars were old 
and made a lot of noise, so we heard 
them coming. We were always pre-
pared to run and hide in the woods.

But then one day, I forgot to run and 
hide, and the girls were hiding in the 
house. This shiny car drove up the hill 
and stopped in front of our house. A man 
stepped out of a 1952 Chevy Fleetline.

I will never forget that government car.

They made it clear they 
considered us filthy 
from the inside out.

Grandma could not understand 
much of what he said, and no other adult 
was there. But she finally understood 
that he came to take us away. The gov-
ernment man told us he was taking us 

away to a boarding school because my 
grandma could not take care of us. I 
loved my grandma. I knew he was wrong.

She started to cry and pleaded with 
him not to take us. She cried out, but 
he told her she would be jailed if she 
tried to interfere. That was it. I said 
nothing. I was nine-years-old, but I 
was afraid if I said anything or tried to 
run, the government man would take 
my grandma and put her in jail.

So, I watched as Grandma packed 
the few clothes we had and put them in 
a small bundle.

“Protect your sisters. Do not let any-
one harm them,” Grandma told me 
before the government man took us away.

My Indian Boarding School Story
By Leonard Peltier

INCARCERATION NATION

Leonard Peltier and his sister, Betty Ann, circa 1950 before they were forcibly removed from the home 
of their grandmother and sent to the Wahpeton Indian School, an Indian boarding school in North 
Dakota run by the Bureau of Indian Affairs.
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I promised her I would. But I almost 
broke out crying. In a single day, my 
whole world changed. I know I was just 
a little kid, but I just felt so helpless.

Maybe that day was my introduction 
to this destiny I did not choose. Little 
did I know that those school years would 
condition me well. I was treated very 
badly by the people in that school, but it 
made me stronger. I found out in board-
ing school I had no rights. So, I guess I 
am not surprised that at 77 and still 
locked up, it is the same for me now.

The government man drove us to a 
parking lot with a long line of buses at 
the Belcourt high school. Families were 
saying goodbye. Children and parents 
crying in each other’s arms.

Some of the traditional Natives were 
chanting in that way they do when 
someone has passed. It was an eerie 
sound for a small boy and a chill ran up 
my back. I almost lost it.

Betty and cousin Pauline were cry-
ing, and I could not do or say anything 
to get them to stop. I thought: “I have 
to stay strong and be ready to fight if 
anyone tries to hurt them.” They held 
onto me so tight I couldn’t move at 
times, though. I can only describe the 
scene at the bus loading as one of hor-
ror. I know I was terrified.

Everyone was crying as they kept 
yelling at us to get on the bus. The BIA 
officials and Indian Police were watch-
ing and guarding. They made sure no 
one escaped, and no Indians came to 
help us. They were all powerless to 
come and take us home.

We traveled all day. Poor Betty and 
Pauline cried all the way. They asked 
for water and to use the restroom only 
once—the bus driver told them to shut 
up and sit down. I told them I had to 
watch where we were going. If we got 
away, we needed to know how to get 
home. Getting home—all I could think 
about was getting home, but I soon 
understood that there were too many 
turns. I could not remember them all.

We finally got to a rest stop. Only a 
few at a time were allowed to get out. 
Everyone had to urinate so badly, poor 
Betty and Pauline barely made it.

When we finally got to Wahpeton, 
they separated us and lined us up in 
military formation, smallest to tallest.

Scary as hell
The girls were sent to the girl’s 

dorm, a two-story building, and us 
boys to the other one. The dining hall 
was in the middle, the school was 
across the road. To rez kids, this looked 
scary as hell. It was hell.

They made it clear we 
were hated. With every 
look, with every cruel 
word, they continued  

a war our ancestors had 
fought since their  

ancestors landed here 
back in 1492.

I could hear Betty and Pauline cry-
ing and screaming for me not to leave 
them. I came close to breaking down. 
But I knew I had to show them I was 
strong and brave. I did not cry. Mostly 
for their sake.

Other kids did break down. It was 
the beginning of a nightmare that at 77 
years old, the fear of remembering it all 
still keeps me awake some nights.

The matrons used our fear against us. 
They yelled, “Shut your mouths...stop 
your damned crying...it won’t help.”

Some of us were angry, but we were 
scared. We had to whisper our anger. 
They marched us down to the base-
ment where the shower and laundry 
rooms and the barber shop was. First, 
they buzz-cut our hair off. Then they 
took us to the showers and stripped off 
all our clothes.

This was disrespectful and humiliating. 
In shame, we marched into the showers. 
They had set them on HOT. Very HOT.

Some of the kids screamed as the 
water scalded them. None of us knew 
how to adjust the temperature. The 
older kids showed us. Some kids never 
wanted to go to the showers again—
they had to be forced.

When we left the showers, they put 
DDT (an insecticide used in agricul-
ture) all over us. The poison even got 
in our eyes and mouths. They said it 
was to kill lice and other insects that 
carried disease.

Then the matrons sat on benches 
with a large jar of Vaseline. They lined 
us up very close together, naked and 
spread it on the top and back of our 
ankles, arms, and elbows. They then 
took a towel, wrapped it around their 
finger and rubbed the Vaseline off. If 
any dead skin came off, we were hit with 
a fat ruler. That sucker hurt. Then we 
were sent back to wash again. We rubbed 
our skin raw so as not to get beaten.

A young Native student came and 
brought me over to the girl’s dorm that 
first night. Betty and Pauline were still 
clinging to each other, crying. I almost 
broke down again. I somehow man-
aged to stay strong and console them. I 
told them that they would beat me if 
they didn’t stop and that worked.

Later, we were assigned to wash the 
smaller kids. If dead skin was found 
after we washed them, we got the beat-
ing. They made it clear they considered 
us filthy from the inside out.

They made it clear we were hated. 
With every look, with every cruel word, 
they continued a war our ancestors had 
fought since their ancestors landed 
here back in 1492.

The sound of the ruler hitting the 
boys and their screams is something that 
still affects me whenever I see someone 
striking a child on TV or in a picture.

When I was older, I was forced to 
scrub the little kids. A small boy named 
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White Cloud had tender skin and cried, 
so I did not scrub him as hard as they 
told me to do it. They found dead skin 
and they beat me. I had to scrub him 
again, with a stiff brush like we used to 
scrub the floor, only smaller. I was angry 
and I scrubbed until he started to bleed.

Cruel memories 
How does a person live with those 

memories?

As time passed and I lay in my bed, 
I heard crying and whimpering every 
night. So much crying and so much 
fear. The bigger kids would try to quiet 
the little ones, telling them the matrons 
would come in and beat them if they 
didn’t stop.

Some older boys told us they were 
trying to scare us into being submissive, 
but for some of us, our pain turned to 
hate, and it made us rebellious.

We spoke our language. We sang 
our songs. And we prayed in our lan-
guages, all in secret. We called our-
selves the Resisters, after the famous 
French Resistance.

I think I’ve hidden my hate and my 
anger throughout my entire life. It was 
impossible to manage as a kid. But I 
learned how to deal with their demons. 
I had to, as I was determined not to 
ever become one of them. I never felt 
bigger by hurting others. I am my 
grandmother’s legacy, not Wahpeton’s.

There was a prison cell in the base-
ment. In my last year at Wahpeton, 
they used it for storage. They had me 
take a broken chair down there one 
time, and I saw it. I thought of what 
kids must have gone through in that 
prison cell in the past. I heard some 
children committed suicide and had 
been buried somewhere on the grounds. 
We did not want to know where this 
sacred ground was, so we never tried to 
find it. I admit I was scared.

What could be worse—the yelling 
and beatings, or being buried there?

Some heard phantom crying in the 
night. Lost children, hurt so badly they 
took their own lives. Some of us would 
not allow ourselves to believe they were 
spirits crying.

At one point we heard Eisenhower 
ordered no more maltreatment of 
Native children. It took a couple of 
years for the law to be enforced and it 
did not come in time for us—if it ever 
came at all. The staff was used to hav-
ing free reign to beat the hell out of 
children that could not fight back.

I used to sit around with Dennis 
Banks and other men and talk about our 
days at Wahpeton. We could not find a 
single pleasant memory. Our memories 
from those vulnerable, formative years 
are harsh and violent. But we learned 
one thing from those awful places your 
people sent us to: We are survivors.

And we survived with our hearts intact.

The staff was used to 
having free reign to beat 
the hell out of children 

that could not fight 
back.

You don’t treat people badly like 
that. I rise only when I help you rise. 
Despite all those beatings, I still believe 
it. It’s a law, like physics, and it’s true. 
You get nowhere being mean and dis-
respecting the feelings of others, espe-
cially the most vulnerable. I have seen 
both kinds of people and more than 
my share of evil ones, and I know I’m 
right. I rise only when I help you rise.

Leonard Peltier is a Native American 
activist and leader of the American 
Indian Movement.  Following a contro-
versial trial, he was convicted of aiding 
and abetting murder and has been 
imprisoned since 1977. Many people and 
human rights organizations, including 

Amnesty International, the Southern 
Christian Leadership Conference, 
National Congress of American Indians, 
the Robert F. Kennedy Memorial Center 
for Human Rights, Archbishop Desmond 
Tutu and others believe Peltier is a 
political prisoner who should be imme-
diately released.

—Native News Online, June 1, 2022

https://nativenewsonline.net/sover-
eignty/exclusive-leonard-peltier-shares-
his-indian-boarding-school-story?utm_
source=Native+News+Online&utm_
c a m p a i g n = c 9 d d 2 0 9 e 3 6 -

Write to:

Leonard Peltier 89637-132

USP Coleman 1  

P.O. Box 1033

Coleman, FL 33521

Note: Letters, address and return address 
must be in writing—no stickers—and on plain 
white paper.

You get nowhere  

being mean and  

disrespecting the  

feelings of others, 

especially the most 

vulnerable. I have seen 

both kinds of people 

and more than my 

share of evil ones, and 

I know I’m right.  

I rise only when I help 

you rise.
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Leonard Peltier: “I’m Not Guilty. I Would Like to Go Home.”
By Jennifer Bendery

Leonard Peltier knows his time is 
running out.

The Native American rights activist 
is 77, has serious health issues, just sur-
vived an ugly bout with COVID-19 
and is now serving his 46th year in 
federal prison—where the U.S. gov-
ernment put him without any evidence 
that he committed a crime.

Peltier and his supporters are holding 
out hope that President Joe Biden will 
finally send him home. Because, if any-
thing has become clear with time, it’s just 
how troubling Peltier’s imprisonment 
has been from the start. Prosecutors in 
his trial hid key evidence. The FBI threat-
ened and coerced witnesses into lying. A 
juror admitted she was biased against 
Native Americans on day two of the trial 
but was allowed to stay on anyway.

Even some of the same U.S. govern-
ment officials who helped put Peltier 
in prison in the first place have since 
admitted how flawed his trial was and 
how horribly the government has long 
treated Native Americans, and they 
have urged clemency for him.

There is reason to believe that Biden 
could, at last, give Peltier his freedom. He 

has already demonstrated a willingness to 
address past injustices against Native 
Americans. Since taking office, Biden has 
made it a priority to examine the govern-
ment’s ugly history of Indian boarding 
schools, to protect sacred Indigenous sites 
and cultural resources, and to address the 
crisis of missing and murdered Indigenous 
women. He also canceled the Keystone XL 
oil pipeline, a major win for tribes and 
environmentalists.

Biden also chose Deb Haaland to 
lead his Interior Department, making 
her the nation’s first Indigenous Cabinet 
secretary. Haaland strongly advocated 
for Peltier’s release from prison in her 
former role as a member of Congress.

In November, HuffPost pressed 
Haaland on whether she still supports 
Peltier’s release in her role as interior 
secretary and whether she’s talked to 
the president about him. Haaland said 
only, “My thoughts and feelings about 
this issue are well-documented.”

If only Peltier had a few minutes 
alone with Biden himself. What would 
he say?

In a rare interview from his maxi-
mum-security prison in Florida, Peltier 

recently told HuffPost that his message 
to the president would be simple.

“I’m not guilty of this shooting. I’m 
not guilty,” he said. “I would like to go 
home to spend what years I have left with 
my great-grandkids and my people.”

Peltier said he’s been following 
Biden’s efforts to support Native 
American rights and empower tribes, 
and if he had the president’s ear, he 
would give him credit for that.

“I appreciate what you’re doing by 
giving us our nationhood back, our 
sovereignty back,” he said he’d tell 
Biden. “I’m very grateful for that, 
because that’s what I was fighting for 
all my life.”

Before he was put in prison, Peltier 
was a member of the American Indian 
Movement, or AIM, a grassroots group 
of activists focused on drawing atten-
tion to federal treaty rights violations, 
discrimination and police brutality tar-
geting Native Americans. Back in the 
1970s, the FBI was running a covert 
campaign to suppress the activities of 
AIM. In fact, as time has revealed, the 
FBI is at least partly responsible for the 
shootout that day on Pine Ridge 
Reservation, as it was intentionally 
fueling intra-tribal tensions there in an 
effort to disrupt AIM’s efforts.

The biggest obstacle to Peltier’s 
release

Today, the FBI remains the biggest 
obstacle to Peltier getting out of pris-
on, for no clear reason other than 
wanting to shield itself from scrutiny 
over its past wrongdoings. The bureau 
simply doesn’t want him to ever be 
released. It recently made that clear to 
HuffPost—even when we didn’t ask. 
This was very weird. The unsolicited 
statement it provided was also full of 
misinformation, which signals the 
FBI’s plan is to keep recycling a flimsy, Leonard Peltier has been imprisoned since 1977.
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face-saving argument for keeping 
Peltier in prison until he dies.

Peltier said he knows exactly what 
he would say to FBI Director 
Christopher Wray if he had the chance 
to talk to him alone for a few minutes.

“Stop killing my people. That’s all I 
would tell him,” he said. “Stop killing 
my people. Arrest the people that are 
guilty of crimes on the reservations.”

Perhaps Peltier’s greatest strength is 
something the FBI can’t match: the stay-
ing power of his story. For decades, 
thousands of people have been protest-
ing his imprisonment—including U.S. 
senators, members of Congress, Native 
American groups, celebrities and human 
rights leaders like Pope Francis, the 
Dalai Lama, Nelson Mandela, Coretta 
Scott King and Amnesty International, 
an organization otherwise focused on 
political prisoners in other countries.

Just last week, Senator Brian Schatz 
(D-Hawaii), chairman of the Senate 
Indian Affairs Committee, pressed 
Attorney General Merrick Garland on the 
status of Peltier’s clemency petition as 
Garland testified in an unrelated Senate 
budget hearing. The U.S. attorney general 
offered a surprisingly weak response, say-
ing he didn’t know about Peltier’s case 
beyond what he’s read in the press.

Pleas for Peltier’s release are also 
happening at the international level. 
On Tuesday, North Dakota state 
Representative Ruth Anna Buffalo (D) 
gave a statement at the United Nations 
Permanent Forum on Indigenous 
Issues demanding clemency for him.

“The case of Leonard Peltier dem-
onstrates the failure of the U.S. crimi-
nal justice system to provide real jus-
tice for Native Peoples as well as the 
government-generated environment 
of racism that consistently leads to 
unjust convictions,” Buffalo said in her 
statement, which she read aloud on 
behalf of the International Leonard 
Peltier Defense Committee. She urged 
the U.N. to push for “a means for relief 
and justice for Leonard Peltier.”

Buffalo later told HuffPost she felt 
her remarks were “well-received” at 
the U.N. forum.

“I hope the reading of the statement 
on behalf of the ILPDC will have a 
positive effect on the release of our 
elder, Leonard Peltier,” she said. “I’m 
thankful for the decades of advocacy in 
fighting for justice for Leonard Peltier.”

A juror admitted she 
was biased against 

Native Americans on 
day two of the trial but 
was allowed to stay on 

anyway.

Peltier is watching all of this play 
out from his prison cell. He gets regu-
lar updates from supporters on news 
stories that come out about him, and 
rallies being organized in his name. He 
is surprisingly up to date on current 
news. Sometimes people mail him arti-
cles to read, and when he can’t access a 
relevant news story online, he has 
friends who will call in and read it to 
him over the phone, line by line.

During HuffPost’s interview with 
Peltier, he did most of the talking. He 
said he was scared recently by chest 
pains he’d had when he was walking 
across the prison yard and that he 
hopes to get back to painting after 
being denied access to the art room for 
years because of pandemic precautions.

Asked if he thinks he’ll make it out of 
prison before he dies, Peltier said he 
doesn’t know. To date, the White House 
has either ignored HuffPost’s questions 
about the president’s willingness to 
grant clemency to Peltier or talked only 
about the process a person must go 
through for requesting clemency.

“Sometimes it feels like, well...,” 
Peltier said, trailing off. “I shouldn’t 
even be here. ...I should have never 
been in prison to start with.”

He is clearly still animated by the 
cause for justice for Native Americans 
that he was fighting for with AIM so 
many years ago. He told stories from his 
days in the 1970s, when he said 
Indigenous women were being routinely 
raped by white men who later got little or 
no punishment for it, and he and other 
AIM members would confront local law 
enforcement to do something about it.

Peltier specifically cited the case of 
former South Dakota Republican 
Governor Bill Janklow, who allegedly 
raped a 15-year-old Lakota schoolgirl, 
Jancita Eagle Deer, at the Rosebud 
Boarding School on the Rosebud 
Indian Reservation. Eagle Deer was 
mysteriously killed by a car a few 
months after she testified against 
Janklow, who was never charged.

“Native people are humans, and we 
had a society, a very advanced society of 
our own. We were generous people. We 
gave. That was our problem,” he said. 
“When the white man first came here, 
we gave too much. That’s what we did. 
We opened up because that’s the way we 
were brought up. We have been nothing 
but abused for the last 300-some years.”

Peltier said the fact that he has a 
strong base of supporters who are still 
fighting for him to get clemency shows 
that the more people learn about the 
way he was put into prison, the more 
people “are finally believing us” that 
the whole process was unjust.

“How do I feel about it? I feel good 
about it,” he said of people appealing 
for his release at the United Nations 
this week. “Maybe I’ll be able to go 
home and die now.”

He paused before adding, “I’m still 
pissed off about what they did. What 
they did to me was wrong. It violated the 
whole Constitution of the United States.”

—HuffPost, May 7, 2022

ht tps : / /www.huf fpos t . com/en-
try/leonard-peltier-joe-biden-clem-
ency_n_6266f6d9e4b0dc52f49aaf1
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A Whistleblower’s Agony
By John Kiriakou

As his second trial began this week, a 
C.I.A. whistleblower languishes in a fed-
eral prison under inhumane conditions 
and almost nobody is paying attention. 

Joshua Schulte, 33, is a former 
C.I.A. hacker, one of those comput-
er geniuses whose job it is to work 
his way into the computer systems 
of our country’s enemies in support 
of some of the most highly-classi-
fied operations the C.I.A. carries out. 

The government believes that Schul-
te was a malcontent who released to 
WikiLeaks in 2017 the equivalent of 
two billion pages of top secret C.I.A. 
data with code names like Brutal Kan-
garoo, AngerQuake and McNugget. 

These programs, collectively known 
as Vault 7, were custom-made tech-
niques used to compromise Wi-Fi 
networks, hack into Skype, defeat 
anti-virus software and even hack 
into smart TVs and the guidance sys-
tems in cars. They were the C.I.A.’s 
modern-day crown jewels. One se-
nior C.I.A. officer likened the revela-
tions to “a modern-day Pearl Harbor.”

The C.I.A. accused Schulte of steal-
ing the data in 2016 and of sending it to 
WikiLeaks in 2017. He was eventually 
charged with 13 felonies, mostly relat-
ed to the Espionage Act. He was later 
charged with a number of additional fel-
onies related to child pornography, ac-
cusations that he has adamantly denied.

Schulte went to trial in New York in 
early 2020 with the Justice Department 
accusing him of “the single biggest 
leak of classified national defense in-
formation in the history of the C.I.A.” 

After four weeks of testimony and 
six days of jury deliberation, he was 
found guilty of contempt of court and 
making a false statement, both minor 
charges for which federal sentencing 
guidelines call for imprisonment of 
zero-to-six months. The jury dead-
locked on all other counts, and the 
judge declared a mistrial. Schulte re-
mains in prison awaiting retrial. He has 
been incarcerated since October 2018.

Treated differently
Schulte is not treated like other pris-

oners in the facility where he is being 

held, New York City’s Metropolitan 
Correctional Center (MCC). When 
he goes to court, for example, he is 
required to wear shackles around his 
ankles and chains around his waist to 
which his handcuffed hands are at-
tached. His hands are then enclosed in a 
steel box that is itself locked separately. 

In the Justice Department’s clas-
sified conference room, where he is 
required to meet his attorneys, he is 
chained to an eye bolt in the floor, just 
as the C.I.A. restrains Al-Qaeda pris-
oners during their interrogations. He is 
not permitted to use the restroom dur-
ing these visits. His guards give him a 
plastic bag at the start of the meetings, 
and if he has to go to the bathroom, he 
must urinate and defecate in the bag.

Schulte’s day-to-day existence is far 
more difficult. First, he has been sub-
ject to “Special Administrative Mea-
sures” (SAMs) since his arrest. He is 
in solitary confinement in a cage in a 
small concrete box the size of a stan-
dard parking space 24 hours a day. He is 
allowed two showers a week and is not 
permitted to use the phone or email. 
He is not permitted to watch televi-
sion or to listen to the radio. He is not 
permitted to have visitors other than 
his attorneys. He is not permitted to 
make purchases from the commissary.

How to complain
There is a mechanism within the 

federal Bureau of Prisons by which to 
complain about these conditions. A 
prisoner must first fill out a form BP-8 
½, which goes to the person you are ac-
cusing of violating your rights, saying, 
“Hey, you violated my rights.” The re-
sponse, of course, will be “No I didn’t.”

You then have 14 days to file a Form 
BP-9, which goes to the warden. The 
warden, not surprisingly, almost al-
ways supports his staff member. You (Vectorportal, CC BY 2.0, Wikimedia Commons)
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then have 60 days to file a Form BP-
10, which goes to the Bureau of Pris-
ons regional office. Once the prisoner 
loses there, which is almost guaran-
teed, he can file a Form BP-11, which 
goes to the Bureau of Prisons head-
quarters in Washington. No pris-
oner ever wins at BOP headquarters.

There are also ways in which the 
prisoner is routinely stymied in an at-
tempt to file a complaint. The filing 
of every form is time-sensitive, so the 
warden and others will withhold their 
responses, backdate them, and then 
send the responses at a point when 
the prisoner only has a day or two 
to respond. Since it’s not possible to 
get it done in time, it’s dismissed as 
“not responsive in a timely fashion.” 

The prisoner has no recourse be-
cause the federal courts have ruled that 
a prisoner must exhaust the “adminis-
trative complaint process” before go-
ing to the courts. But if the complaint 
is dismissed by the BOP as “not respon-
sive” because of time, he’s out of luck.

Schulte isn’t complaining just 
about the heavy-handed circum-
stances of his incarceration. He’s 
complaining about what his attor-
neys argue amounts to cruel and un-
usual punishment, perhaps torture. 

They noted in a recent lawsuit against 
the Bureau of Prisons that Schulte is:

“locked in a cage in a concrete 
box the size of a parking space with 
purposefully obstructed views of 
outside, the cages are filthy and in-
fested with rodents, rodent drop-
pings, cockroaches and mold; there 
is no heating or air conditioning in 
the cages, there is no functioning 
plumbing, the lights burn brightly 
24 hours per day, and the inmates 
are denied normal visitation, access 
to books and legal material, medical 
care, and dental care. All attorney-
client privilege is also void as the 
prison confiscates, opens, and reads 
all legal mail. The process imposed 
is arbitrary and not tailored to any 
legitimate government interest.” 

The attorneys add that,

“No matter what crime an in-
dividual is alleged to have com-
mitted, the United States Consti-
tution grants all a presumption of 
innocence. Indeed, no American 
wants to be treated like a caged 
animal if accused of a crime—de-
pendent, deserted, dehuman-
ized, demoralized, and detained.”

That is exactly what Joshua Schulte 
is. He’s dependent, deserted, dehuman-
ized, demoralized, and detained. He 

hasn’t seen an open window in more 
than two years. He hasn’t seen a doctor 
for his congenital heart defect in that 
period, either. He hasn’t seen a den-
tist. Denying him bail because of a fear 
that he might reveal classified informa-
tion is one thing. Torture is another. 

How does it protect the national se-
curity to not allow him to see the sky 
for years at a time? How does it protect 
the national security to not allow him 
to see a doctor or dentist? How does 
forbidding him to read protect the na-
tional security? It doesn’t. It just proves 
that the United States has no respect 
for human rights or for the rule of law. 
As the meme goes, “Prove me wrong.”

John Kiriakou is a former C.I.A. 
counterterrorism officer and a former 
senior investigator with the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee. John became 
the sixth whistleblower indicted by the 
Obama administration under the Es-
pionage Act—a law designed to punish 
spies. He served 23 months in prison 
as a result of his attempts to oppose the 
Bush administration’s torture program.

—Consortium News, June 15, 2022
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Prison Food Not for Human Consumption
By John Kiriakou

We’ve all been reading about infla-
tion over the past several months. Food 
prices are up dramatically this year, and 
it’s putting the squeeze on a lot of Amer-
ican families. Many people are cutting 
back, eating less meat, and trying to con-
serve. But what happens when you’re 
in prison when food prices are spiking?

On my first day in prison in 2013, 
one of the other inmates said to me, 
“It’s Friday. Fish day.” I responded, 
“Oh. Ok. I like fish.” “Not this fish,” 
he said. “We call it sewer trout. Stay 
away from it.” When I got to the caf-

eteria, I saw boxes stacked up behind 
the serving line. They were all clearly 
marked: “Alaskan Cod. Product of 
China. Not for Human Consumption. 
Feed Use Only.” I never ate the fish.

There are two ways that prisons 
are able to save money. They cut food 
costs and they cut medication costs. In 
many prisons and jails at the state and 
local level, any budget surplus goes 
into the warden’s or sheriff’s pocket. 

Check out this article1, which 
documents how an Alabama sher-

iff legally took home as personal 
profit more than $750,000 that had 
been budgeted to feed prisoners 
and used it to pay cash for a beach 
house. The prisoners ended up eating 
scraps not meant for human beings. 

Saving money
It’s not at all unusual to feed 

prisoners animal-grade food to 
save money. It happens all across 
the country every single day.

In one Arizona women’s prison, cur-
rent and former prisoners complained 
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that they saw the “Not for Human 
Consumption” label on boxes of chick-
en legs and thighs and on lunch meat. 

One former prisoner, who spent 12 
years in the facility, said that she asked 
multiple times why animal-grade food 
was being served to prisoners, but she 
“never got a straight answer.” Even-
tually, the prison stopped serving the 
chicken—the lunch meat is still being 
served—but not until enough prison-
ers complained about it. The food ser-
vice company, Trinity Services Group, 
also served prisoners maggot-infested 
food and “potatoes laced with crunchy 
dirt.” Trinity was also accused of serv-
ing prisoners rotten meat that caused 
dozens of H. pylori infections. Trinity’s 
response? “That happened in the past.”

To give you an idea of how seri-
ously, or not, “corrections profession-
als” take the allegations, one must only 
look at what they say to each other 
when they think nobody else can hear 
them. The Phoenix New Times re-
ported that a private Facebook group 
of Arizona prison guards mocked the 
animal-grade food and the prisoners 
who had to eat it. One guard wrote, 
“That was true haha working in the 
kitchen I read it.” Another said, “As a 

kitchen officer, I plead the fifth.” Still 
another wrote, “This isn’t news lol.”

“It’s all bad”
One Minnesota prisoner said that he 

tells new prisoners upon arrival, “Don’t 
eat no chili, no burritos, no types of 
sausage or the sausage gravy, no meat-
loaf, or no Salisbury steak. It’s all bad. 
It’s all made from that meat marked 
‘Not for Human Consumption.’”

Aramark, the big food service com-
pany, says that it is dedicated to “cu-
linary excellence” in prisons. But after 
winning a contract to provide food 
in the Colorado prison system, their 
quest for culinary excellence didn’t 
stop them from serving prisoners “rot-
ten food crawling with maggots or 
food that had been thrown in the trash, 
and (Aramark) gave inmates cake that 
had been partially eaten by rodents.” 
The same thing happened at pris-
ons Aramark supplied in Mississippi, 
in Oregon, Alabama and elsewhere.

If these details don’t make you angry, 
maybe this will: According to a lawsuit 
filed against Oregon prison officials, 
prison administrators—in anticipation 
of state health inspections—directed 
inmates to clean up kitchens and re-

move “not for human consumption” 
food and to move green and moldy, 
spoiled food to the mobile refrigera-
tor and freezer trucks, only to return 
the spoiled food to the kitchen after 
the inspection was completed. One of 
the prisoners filing the suit said she was 
ordered to serve “not for human con-
sumption bait fish and spoiled meats, 
milk and produce” to fellow inmates.

The fix here is easy: STOP DOING 
IT. Where is the humanity? I under-
stand that when you run a prison, 
you want to balance a budget. But 
the budget can’t be balanced while ig-
noring basic human rights. I have no 
idea if it’s even illegal to serve people 
animal-grade food. It wouldn’t even 
occur to me that such a thing would 
need to be legislated. But if it is legal, 
it needs to be made illegal. And people 
who do it should be prosecuted. Maybe 
one of the reasons that we have some 
of the societal problems that we do is 
that we don’t treat the less fortunate 
among us with respect and dignity.

—Consortium News, April 21, 2022
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1  “Alabama Sheriff Legally Took $750,000 
Meant To Feed Inmates, Bought Beach House”

h t t p s : / / w w w . n p r . o r g / s e c t i o n s / t h e t w o -
way/2018/03/14/593204274/alabama-sheriff-
legally-took-750-000-meant-to-feed-inmates-
bought-beach-house

(Shutterstock)



Vol.  22, No. 4    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  61

Another Texas prisoner managed to 
escape a Texas Department of Crimi-
nal Justice (TDCJ) transportation bus, 
while being escorted from Hughes Unit 
to a medical appointment, May 12, 2022.

According to TDCJ’s spokesman, 
Robert Hurst, this prisoner, who was in 
solitary confinement at the time, man-
aged to board the bus with a weapon; 
break out of his full body arm/leg re-
straints; break through the door sepa-
rating him and the drivers, who are 
armed with guns; stab one in the hand; 
take control of the bus and guide it to a 
safe stop in some grass; get off the bus 
with a gun; and flee without being shot 
or later apprehended, all at short notice.

Not only is this fairy-tale scenario 
highly unlikely and movie-like, the 
escape in itself rivals past feats, such 
as the escape of seven Texas prisoners 
in 2000, who killed Irving police offi-
cer Aubrey Hawkins during the rob-
bery of an Oshman’s Sporting Goods 
store. Or that of Jose Salas, who man-
aged to climb a barbed wire fence at 
the Garza Unit, hike to Mexico, and 
avoid capture for nearly two decades.

What happens in TDCJ stays in 
TDCJ—hell no!

I can’t stress the importance and 
need for the public to become more 
aware of what goes on in prison, and 
the daily interactions guards have with 
prisoners. For those interested in see-
ing a preamble videoed recording on 
prison life, visit my website: www.
jasonsprisonjournal.com and share it.

But to give readers a general un-
derstanding on how difficult it 
would be to board a transporta-
tion bus with anything, as a solitary 
confinement prisoner, I’ll walk you 
through based on my own personal 
experience stemming seven years.

First, the prisoner is told to strip out 
in his cell and hand his clothing to the 
searcher, piece by piece, through the 
hand-cuff/food port. Second, he opens 
his mouth, lifts his genitals, etc. Third, 
he dresses back up under guard scru-
tiny, then turns around to be cuffed. 
Fourth, he is taken to another cage, 
stripped again, and fully shackled, hand 
and foot, in preparation to board the 
bus. His belongings are stored under 
the bus. The only thing allowed in his 
possession is his plastic ID card. Fifth, 
while in the bus, there is no standing 
up or unnecessary moving around.

Not only is it difficult to move or 
walk in the “three-point restraints,” 
it is impossible to use the bathroom.

So, in the event that the escaped 
prisoner managed to remove his 
three-point restraints by force, he 
had no way to open the door separat-
ing him from the drivers, who are a 
few feet away and armed. Though, 
if he did manage to open the door, 
it’s highly likely he would’ve been 
stopped, since a thick lock prevents 
its opening. And the slightest touch 
of this door is nerve-rackingly loud.

Yet the origins of his escape relate 
back to Hughes Unit, where he managed 
to build a cult of celebrity around him, 
in the eyes of select administrative staff.

And after his escape, an inmate 
tip led to the discovery of one of his 
two phones, which were stashed in 
12-Building, where he had lived.

I can attest that transport guards 
sometimes do fall asleep during long 
trips, and others look the other way dur-
ing assaults on handcuffed prisoners.

Back in Spring of 2021, as I was 
boarding the bus for Allred Unit, 
an inmate named Yuel Valcin had 
openly made threats against me in 

front of guards at Boyd Unit. He 
bragged Sergeant Boykin would help.

As Officer Diaz attempted to re-
move his cuffs, Valcin dropped a razor 
tied to a small toothbrush. I shimmied 
out of my cuffs, grabbed it, and stabbed 
him on the right side of his cheek.

Though the two transport officers 
documented the event, a year later Val-
cin finds his way to Hughes Unit Close 
Custody, J Pod, in anticipation of inev-
itable promotion to where I’m housed.

Given that I’m very primed 
and conditioned to defend myself 
against any attacks, I wonder how 
TDCJ will cover up what happens to 
him when he launches another at-
tack, and guards are unavailable to 
help him as they did at Boyd Unit.

But in relation to escaping a trans-
portation bus—anything is possible 
in a system that thrives off squeez-
ing every penny out of a dollar.

Dare to struggle, dare to 
win! All power to the people!

Write to:

Jason Walker #1532092

Connally Unit

899 FM 632

Kenedy, TX 78119

An Inside Job?
Was the escape of Texas prisoner with ties to a drug cartel an inside job?

By Jason Renard Walker

Escaped prisoner Gonzalo Lopez made his way 
back on the bus and started driving away before 
one of the officers stationed in the back of the 
bus shot the rear tire causing the bus to veer off 
the highway.
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When The Empire Calls
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

Message delivered to The Workers 
Summit of the Americas—organized to 
counteract the Summit of the Ameri-
cas organized by the U.S. Department 
of State in Los Angeles, California. This 
conference is a place where the coun-
tries that are besieged by the U.S. (Ven-
ezuela, Nicaragua, and Cuba,) and 

who have been barred from participa-
tion in the Summit of the Americas, 
participated.  It was held in Tijuana, 
Mexico from June 10 – 12, 2022.  Mu-
mia’s message was read at the opening.

My brothers, sisters, and comrades 
in Tijuana, I welcome you—delegates 
of the excluded—people from Cuba, 
Nicaragua, Venezuela, and beyond. 

Many of you come from poor na-
tions, countries with relatively low 
GDP like Cuba, for example, which 
has a GDP roughly equal to Ghana. 

As I write from the richest nation on 
earth, I have to add, that I also write from 
a nation that cannot protect its own 
children. See the ugly massacre in Texas 
where 19 babies were slain in elementa-
ry school while cops prowled the halls. 

Here, tens-of-thousands of former 
students can’t afford to pay their loans 
to schools and colleges. Again, look at 
Cuba, where people can go from kin-
dergarten to medical school for free. 
And not just Cubans, for students can 

go to medical school in Cuba even if 
they aren’t from Cuba. And remem-
ber, Cuba isn’t a rich country, it does 
what it does because it dedicates its 
resources to public service: Medicine.

What does it matter if America, 
with all its riches, couldn’t prevent 
the deaths of one million people—one 
million people because of COVID-19? 

You can go to any ghetto in Amer-
ica and see hunger and poverty—peo-
ple who live in food deserts, people 
who are homeless. You’ll also find the 
greatest level of imprisonment in the 
world. So why should poor nations 
listen to rich nations? What do they 
have to teach us? Racism? Class strife? 
Violent cops? Corrupt politicians? 
Greedy businessman? Militarism? 

The poor and excluded of the world 
have only each other. If we work 
in solidarity, we sure can do better.

Write to Mumia at:

Smart Communications/PADOC

Mumia Abu-Jamal #AM-8335

SCI Mahanoy

P.O. Box 33028

St. Petersburg, FL 33733

Robb Elementary School, Uvalde, Texas, memorial to the 19 students and two teachers murdered in 
mass shooting May 24, 2022 . (Shutterstock)

Mumia Abu-Jamal

FREE 
MUMIA  
ABU-JAMAL

Letter to the Editors
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Dear Socialist Viewpoint,

The right to bear arms, guaranteed 
in the Second Amendment, gave a 
Constitutional impetus encouraging 
the former colonists of Great Britain to 
steal lands from the First Nations and 
defend slavery, by putting down upris-
ings and returning runaway slaves back 
to their owners.

The Protection of Lawful Commerce 
in Arms Act signed into law by President 
George W. Bush, October 26, 2005, pro-
tects the arms and ammunitions indus-
tries from liability when their products 
are used in mass murder events. From 
Columbine, Sandy Hook, Buffalo, and 
Uvalde the U.S. Arms industry escaped 
justice for their criminal marketing of 
assault rifles, pistols, made evermore 
deadly by their high-capacity magazines. 
Sheltered by the Second Amendment, 
children and unarmed adults have been 
massacred by the mentally impaired or 
by men motivated by racist ideals inspir-
ing them to a fanatic martyrdom by 
gunning down Black people.

Banning assault weapons, pistols 
and the high-capacity magazines that 
make these weapons so deadly would 
be a good start toward making a stand 
on behalf of our children. As socialists, 
we would never vote for a capitalist 
politician. The Democrats and 
Republicans have brought us to this 
miserable state of decay. As an indi-
vidual, I wouldn’t raise a hue and cry if 
they brought control with teeth and 
made it law.

The United States police forces are 
armed to the teeth. They should be dis-
armed because it brings more violence 
into Black and other communities 
belonging to oppressed nationalities. 
The Black Panthers and Fred Hampton, 
who was reaching out to Latinos, were 
mobilizing for neighborhoods free 
from police brutality, poverty, and sub-
standard schools. It was the Democrats 

and Republican’s FBI in conjunction 
with other police agencies, that out-
right assassinated and framed their 
leaders and militant rank and file.

 Arms have been a last resort used 
by the working class and Black 
Americans. These were huge struggles: 
The Battle of Blair Mountain—the 
largest pitched battle on American soil 
since the Civil War. The miners had to 
arm themselves. They were forced to 
either die working in the mines or on 
the battlefield. The Black Panthers car-
ried arms to protect their neighbor-
hoods from police harassment. Given 
the circumstances of police violence, a 
fightback had to start somewhere.

Revolutionary overthrow of U.S. cap-
italism is an objective necessity to salvage 

our society and planet. Many men and 
women rot in U.S. prisons for crimes of 
poverty or for crimes they did not com-
mit. These victims of a predatory U.S. 
justice system may not be granted release 
under the two-party system. It would be 
decent if the U.S. Executive and Judicial 
branches released these victims to enjoy 
what is left of their lives.

Advocating banning assault weap-
ons is not a compromise of our revolu-
tionary integrity. It is a recognition 
that children are being massacred 
along with their teachers, African 
Americans get murdered in their 
churches and marketplaces. Banning 
assault weapons and high-capacity 
magazines makes sense like banning 
leaded gasoline, DDT and other things 
that have been found harmful to life.

LETTERS TO THE EDITORS

Modern firearms. (Shutterstock)
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Our future depends on winning a 
majority of working- and middle-class 
people to act together to end the violence 
of capitalism by any means necessary. If, 
in our huge numbers, we do decide to 
take the road of socialist revolution, we 
will finally be able to make all weapons 
of death and destruction obsolete.

In solidarity,

Brian Schwartz

To the Editors of Socialist Viewpoint

Comrades,

Your editorial on page 2 of the May/
June issue of Socialist Viewpoint focus-
es on the last line in the editorial: 
“Russia Out of Ukraine.” As you say, 
you are defending the right of Ukraine 
to national self-determination. This is 
correct and principled, but there is a 
big problem of omission here.

You fail to mention that ALL 
nations, including national minorities 
within nations, have the same right of 
national self-determination. That 
clearly applies to Russian separatists in 
Crimea and the Donbass. Yet you say, 
“We take Ukraine’s side,” with no fur-
ther modification. Are we to think that 
Ukrainians are the only people who 
deserve the right of self-determination 
in this conflict?

You explain that “the U.S. is the 
greatest purveyor of violence in the 
world,” yet you blame only Russia for 
this war while ignoring the 
U.S.-orchestrated coup of 2014, which 
threw out a democratically elected gov-
ernment and resulted in a fascist assault 
on the Russian separatists in the 
Donbass. This was not only an attack on 
the right of self-determination of both 
Ukrainians and the Russian separatists: 
it was the spark that started this war!

Lenin makes the point about the 
right of national self-determination 

crystal clear in “The Right of Nations 
to Self-Determination,” which you 
reprint in your Arsenal-of-Marxism 
section in the very same issue of SV:

“The proletariat must demand the 
right of political secession for the colo-
nies and for the nations that ‘its own’ 
nation oppresses.”

Now, over one hundred years after 
Lenin’s writing, and after the Russian 
Revolution of 1917 which honored the 
right of self-determination for all of 
the nations trapped in the Czar’s “pris-
on house of nations,” this is still only a 
vaguely-recognized principle in today’s 
imperialist-dominated world.

Lenin goes on to say that. “...the 
struggle for national liberation against 
one imperialist power may, under cer-
tain circumstances, be utilized by 
another ‘Great Power’ in its equally 
imperialist interests...”

This perfectly describes what the U.S. 
has been doing since 2014: using Ukraine, 
and the fascists within it, to weaken and 
even destroy Russia, in the cause of abso-
lute world dominance for itself. 

Citing Marx, Lenin also said that self-
determination could not be achieved by 
the social democrats of the 2nd 
International, who sided with their own 
imperialist powers in World War I—
and who said that self-determination 
which entailed the altering of boundar-
ies of nations was “utopian,” or should 
be “repudiated in the name of the social 
revolution”—were on the wrong side of 
Marxism, and, I might add, of history.

Lenin instead insisted that problems 
such as the secession of small nations 
from larger, imperialist powers should be 
handled “in a non-imperialist manner, to 
urge the bringing together of the nations, 
not by force, but on the basis of a free 
union of the proletarians of all countries.”

Workers’ revolution depends on 
eliminating national divisions standing 
in the way of true international soli-
darity. Today, we must recognize that 
Ukrainian, Russian and the U.S. work-

ing classes must rise up against this 
war—as the working class must do 
with all imperialist wars—and that 
doing so should include recognition of 
the democratic rights of self-determi-
nation of all nationalities involved.

The U.S. has expressly declared that 
Russia must be driven back to the 1991 
boundaries, which would mean return-
ing Crimea and the Donbass to 
Ukraine. Ukraine’s President, 
Volodymyr Zelensky, now chimes in 
with the U.S. line, after earlier mouth-
ing ideas of compromise.

But even the miserable imperialist 
creep, Henry Kissinger, has said that 
the end of this will have to involve 
some compromise. The New York 
Times agrees, as of May 19; and it also 
agrees that this is not just a war of 
Russia on Ukraine; it is a proxy war by 
the U.S. against Russia. Despite this 
talk of compromise at high levels, the 
neo-con infected U.S. barrels along 
with the war to “weaken” Russia.

We must consider: what would hap-
pen if Russia did in fact get out of 
Ukraine? The U.S. and its Ukrainian 
proxy state would have field day! 
Russians would be driven out of the 
Donbass and out of Crimea as well, 
despite the fact that people in both of 
these regions have explicitly chosen to 
be part of Russia or independent and 
allied with it.

My position is not that of some 
people in the antiwar movement who 
take sides with Russia. Russia is acting 
out its desire to be an imperialist power 
again, and it must get out of Ukraine. 
But by emphasizing only the one 
demand of “Russia Out,” and “We take 
Ukraine’s side,” you are essentially sid-
ing with the imperialist U.S., as well as 
with its Ukrainian proxy.

Nowhere in the U.S. media is it even 
mentioned as a right for Ukraine’s pro-
Russian separatists. Socialist Viewpoint 
should stand up for this right as spelled 
out by Lenin.
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We are internationalists. We must 
demand that the U.S. and Russia get 
out, and that both Russians in separat-
ist regions, as well as Ukrainians in 
general, get the right of self-determina-
tion. And we say that workers of all 
involved nations rise up to oppose this 
atrocious imperialist war!

We seek the end of this war, but the 
end must respect the national rights of 
all concerned. That is the only revolu-
tionary internationalist solution to this 
ugly war.

—Chris Kinder, June 2022

Dear Socialist Viewpoint,

One thing about The City [San 
Francisco] is there’s history and cur-
rent events lessons everywhere, not to 
mention a vibrant sense of Community 
with the art music poetry as well as 
photography to go along with it. 

Without a doubt killing innocent 
civilians is something I am 100 percent 
against. No one chooses when or where 
we are born, like 2Pac says, “I was 
given this world I didn’t make it.” But 
we do have the ability to make a change.

And everyone has varying view-
points based on our individual and 
collective experiences. These thoughts 
are inspired from a book I read at 
Temo’s Cafe on 24th and Harrison 
titled, My Gaza: A City in Photographs, 
by Jehad Saftawi (Photographer.)1 It’s 
the voice of someone who grew up in 
the middle of fighting and from a per-
spective I’ve never heard before so, of 
course, I want to share it. 

The fact is that Israel was formed 
under the context of racist nationalism 
and capitalist tyranny to which 
Palestinian resistance became willing 
to fight back by any means necessary.

An eye for an eye leaves the whole 
world blind. Yet the cycle continues. 
When does society realize human life 

takes precedence over material? I think 
it’s happening, it’s always been, now 
we’re able to communicate globally 
and starting to see the cause and affect 
with our own two eyes. 

Keeping Palestinian voices ampli-
fied and learning about history and 
culture and sharing the information 
helps keep the history from being 
erased, and the culture of resilience 
vibrant and thriving against the odds. 

I love the Palestinian spirit and 
humbly give thanks for stoking the fire 
of inspiration in my soul. 

No one should have to make resil-
ience a way of life but for those who 
do, I’m with you, I hear you, I feel you 
and recognize how I’m affected, as well 
as how I affect community and society 
as a whole. It’s not in me to quit, but to 
keep fighting for a just cause, I’m 
learning to see it from the long view, 
and in it for the long haul, to see the 
social progress needed around the 
world, to see the unknown born.

Learning lessons from history keeps 
us from repeating the same thing and 

provides the evidence necessary to 
break vicious cycles. 

We Break Vicious Cycles 

We Thrive With Unity 

Diversity Is Our Strength

It Happens Together

We Do Recover

—Johnny Gould

Follow @tandino415 on Instagram

1  My Gaza: A City in Photographs, by Jehad 
Saftawi (Photographer) 

My Gaza offers a startling perspective on con-
temporary Gaza. Photographer Jehad al-Saftawi 
documents his life there up until his escape, in 
2016. His eye is drawn to moments of humanity 
and tenderness that redefine this place beyond 
propaganda, beyond prevailing narratives. 
Through vivid images and captions—a gun to 
the head, an interrogation, a family in strife—al-
Saftawi exposes a situation that cannot withstand 
further escalation. Urgent and resolute, My Gaza 
is the first book of its kind, presenting photos of 
present-day Gaza by a Gazan journalist.

https://store.mcsweeneys.net/products/my-gaza-
a-city-in-photographs

My Gaza: A City in Photographs
By Jehad al-Saftawi 
The McSweeney’s Store
https://store.mcsweeneys.net/products/my-gaza-a-city-in-photographs
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UK Approves Assange Extradition to U.S.
By Jake Johnson

The U.K. government on Friday, 
June 17, 2022, formally approved the 
extradition of WikiLeaks founder Julian 
Assange to the United States to face 
espionage charges, a decision that 
human rights groups condemned as a 
dire threat to journalism worldwide.

Assange, who has been detained in a 
high-security London prison since 
2019, is expected to appeal the move by 
U.K. Home Secretary Priti Patel, whose 
office insisted that the publisher’s 
extradition to the U.S. would not be 
“incompatible with his human rights, 
including his right to a fair trial and to 
freedom of expression.”

But Amnesty International’s Agnes 
Callamard, who previously worked as a 
United Nations human rights expert, 
disagreed with Patel’s assessment, 
warning that “allowing Julian Assange 
to be extradited to the U.S. would put 
him at great risk and sends a chilling 
message to journalists the world over.”

“If the extradition proceeds, 
Amnesty International is extremely 
concerned that Assange faces a high 
risk of prolonged solitary confinement, 
which would violate the prohibition on 
torture or other ill treatment,” 

Callamard said in a statement. 
“Diplomatic assurances provided by 
the U.S. that Assange will not be kept in 
solitary confinement cannot be taken 
on face value given previous history.”

“We call on the U.K. to refrain from 
extraditing Julian Assange, for the U.S. 
to drop the charges, and for Assange to 
be freed,” Callamard added.

If found guilty of all 17 Espionage 
Act charges—which were originally 
brought by the Trump administra-
tion—Assange could face a 175-year 
prison sentence, which the U.S. has said 
he could serve in his native Australia. A 
British judge had previously rejected 
U.S. attempts to secure Assange’s extra-
dition on the grounds that the country’s 
prison system is so brutal that it would 
endanger the journalist’s life.

The Biden administration has con-
tinued pursuing the charges against 
Assange despite vocal warnings and 
pushback from human rights and press 
freedom groups.

Stella Assange, the WikiLeaks found-
er’s wife, warned that the U.K. govern-
ment has “approved sending Julian 
Assange to the country that plotted his 
assassination,” referring to reports that 

the CIA—then under the leadership of 
Mike Pompeo—considered kidnap-
ping or killing the journalist, who pub-
lished classified information that 
exposed U.S. war crimes.

In a statement responding to Patel’s 
decision, WikiLeaks said that “this is a 
dark day for press freedom and for 
British democracy.”

“Anyone in this country who cares 
about freedom of expression should be 
deeply ashamed,” the organization 
continued. “Julian did nothing wrong. 
He has committed no crime and is not 
a criminal. He is a journalist and a 
publisher, and he is being punished for 
doing his job.”

“Today is not the end of the fight,” 
WikiLeaks added. “It is only the begin-
ning of a new legal battle. We will appeal 
through the legal system; the next appeal 
will be before the High Court. We will 
fight louder and harder on the streets, 
we will organize, and we will make 
Julian’s story be known to all.”

—Common Dreams, June 17, 2022

https://www.commondreams.org/
news/2022/06/17/chilling-message-jour-
nal i s t s -wor ld-over-uk-approves-
assange-extradition-us

Supporters of Julian Assange rally outside the Royal Courts of Justice on December 10, 2021 in London.



 Roe v. Wade Overturned 
On the Front Cover: On May 14, 2022 in Austin, Texas 

demonstrators protested the leaked draft Supreme Court 
decision that would reverse Roe v. Wade. Read Black 

Women Face Double Blow if Roe v. Wade is Overturned on 
page 33. 

s

Original Illustration by Mr. Fish — “Hard Pressed” Read 
The Israeli Execution of Al Jazeera Reporter Shireen Abu 
Akleh on page 22.

March for women’s right to choose abortion, Chicago, May 7. 
(Photo: Linda Loew) Read One Women’s Voice on page 32.

Zeneta Everhart and her 21-year-old son, Zaire Goodman, who survived the May 14 Buffalo shooting by a white supremacist 
that left ten Black people dead. (Screenshot)  Read “This is Exactly Who We Are” on page 6.

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. Safley 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.”
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