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The Panama Papers should be no 
surprise. I was there in the 1970s, when 
the system they’ve exposed was set in 
motion. As an Economic Hit Man (an 
EHM), I helped forge this global econo-
my that is based on legalized crimes. It’s 
a system in which 62 individuals have as 
much wealth as half the world’s popula-
tion, and a handful of the super-rich 
control governments around the globe. 
Big corporations benefit from infra-
structure and social services without 
having to foot the bill. Instead, average 
U.S. citizens pay for it with their hard-
earned tax dollars, while the very rich 
and their corporations shelter their 
incomes in tax havens like Panama. 

The foundations for Panama as a 
tax shelter go back to 1903, when 
President Theodore Roosevelt foment-
ed a rebellion to wrest Panama from 
Colombia so the U.S. could build the 
Panama Canal. J.P. Morgan and 
Company became the new country’s 
official fiscal agent. Soon Panama 
passed laws allowing John D. 
Rockefeller’s Standard Oil Company to 
register its ships there, avoiding U.S. 
taxes and regulations—and 
Panamanian tax shelters were born.

 I was sent to Panama to convince 
then-head-of-state Omar Torrijos to 
stop insisting the U.S. turn canal own-
ership over to Panama, and to soften 
his support for Latin America’s nation-
alistic movements. Torrijos would not 
yield on the canal. But he did let his 
country become a tax haven for inter-
national corporations. He told me, “If 
your country is determined to exploit 
mine, the least I can do is help your 
corporations avoid paying taxes that 
support the CIA and Pentagon!”

Torrijos died in 1981 in a plane 
crash many believe was orchestrated by 
the CIA. Since then, Panamanian 
administrations have remained a pup-

pet of U.S. business interests, and the 
country is a tax shelter for the super 
rich. Over the past 12 years, the system 
that helped create it has spread from 
developing countries to the United 
States, Europe, and the rest of the 
world. The result: a failed global econ-
omy: Two-and-a-half billion people 
live below the poverty level, on less 
than $2 a day. Seven out of ten people 
live in countries with worse inequality 
than 30 years ago. Less than five per-
cent of the world’s population lives in 
the United States, yet consumes 25 
percent of the world’s resources. Less 
than one percent of that five percent 
dictate not only U.S. policies, but those 
of most other countries. It is an eco-
nomic system based on debt, fear, mil-
itarization, and the extraction of the 
resources that support it, consuming 
itself into extinction. 

There’s a lesson here. In this elec-
tion year, we must understand that the 
next U.S. president has very limited 
powers. The powers rest in the big cor-
porations and the people who run 
them. When billionaires are able to get 
laws passed such as the U.S.-Panama 
Trade Promotion Agreement of 2012 
and NAFTA, giving their corporations 
more power than sovereign nations, 
it’s time for change. We must create an 
economy dedicated to cleaning up pol-
lution, developing new technologies 
that recycle and spare the Earth, and 
creating systems that alleviate despera-
tion, poverty, hunger, and the causes of 
violence and terrorism. This system 
must include fair taxation: those who 
benefit from the infrastructure must 
help pay for it.

The revelations of the Panama 
Papers are one more indictment of a 
failed system that I know only too well. 
It’s very possible these latest revela-
tions are the proverbial straw that 
breaks the camel’s back and encourag-

es us to understand that we have a 
responsibility to ourselves and future 
generations to reverse this terribly 
destructive course.

Can it be reversed? Look at 
Vermont. In a state with under 0.2 
percent of U.S. population, a small 
group of activists and bloggers success-
fully pressured some of the biggest 
food producers in the country—
Kellogg, General Mills, Campbell 
Soup, Mars, and ConAgri—to change 
their policies and commit to national 
GMO labeling. David can defeat 
Goliath. 

Many will want to focus on the 
“arch enemies” exposed by the Panama 
Papers, like Putin, and on overpaid 
celebrities and athletes. Let us not be 
distracted. Let us instead focus on the 
super rich—those who finance the 
political campaigns that support their 
interests, promise lucrative consulting 
jobs when politicians lose or leave 
office, and hide their fortunes in tax 
havens like Panama.

The Panama Papers are a warning: 
we can’t turn a blind eye on legalized 
crimes. Let the people of Vermont 
encourage all of us to take action.

John Perkins has written nine books 
that have been on the New York Times 
bestseller list for more than seventy weeks 
and translated into over thirty languages. 
His new book—New Confessions of an 
Economic Hit Man (Berrett-Koehler)—
came out February 2016. His previous 
books include Confessions of an Economic 
Hitman and Hoodwinked: An Economic 
Hitman Reveals Why the World Financial 
Markets Imploded—and What We Need 
to Do to Remake Them.

—Common Dreams, April 12, 2016

http://www.commondreams.org/
views/2016/04/12/confessions-panama-
papers-hit-man

  Confessions of a Panama Papers Hit Man
  By   John Perkins
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We are saddened by the loss of com-
rade Kwame Somburu. He was a dear 
friend, revolutionary fighter, and a 
devoted distributor of Socialist 
Viewpoint magazine until he became 
too ill to continue. 

He had an amazing knowledge and 
memory of history—all of which he 
learned on his own by reading every-
thing he could get his hands on and, of 
course, being a participant throughout 
his life in the struggle for freedom and 
human emancipation. 

He was an active member of the 
Socialist Workers Party from 1965 to 
1983. From 1983 he became a found-
ing member of Socialist Action, formed 
by former members of the SWP, who 
were either expelled or dropped out 
when the party deviated from the his-
toric teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin, 
Trotsky and James P. Cannon (found-
ing member and leader of the SWP.)

Kwame remained in Socialist Action 
until 1999. Then, in 2000, after a split 

in SA, Kwame helped form Socialist 
Workers Organization, the group that 
began publishing Socialist Viewpoint 
magazine. SWO dwindled down to a 
small core of activists whose numbers 
were insufficient for the crucial project 
of party building but continued to pro-
mote the building of a revolutionary 
Marxist working class political party 
through the pages of Socialist Viewpoint.

Throughout his life, Kwame was 
part of the Civil Rights movement; the 
Vietnam Antiwar movement; the Black 
Liberation movement; the Women’s 
Liberation movement; he worked with 
Martin Luther King and Malcolm X; he 
was a supporter of the Cuban 
Revolution; he fought against the wars 
in Iraq and Afghanistan; he was anti-
Zionist and pro-Palestinian; and that’s 
just to name a few causes he was inti-
mately involved in. 

He was an active fighter for social-
ism and a promoter of the power of 

worker’s solidarity until his last days.

Saying it like it is 
He was in his best form speaking 

extemporaneously—debating and 
street-corner speaking, for which he 
was arrested many times in New York. 

One of his most memorable debates 
was the one he and Fred Halstead had 
with William F. Buckley on his 
show, Firing Line, in 1968.1  

Fred Halstead was the Presidential 
candidate and Paul Boutelle was the Vice 
Presidential candidate of the Socialist 
Workers Party that year. (At that time, 
until 1979, Kwame went by his given 
name, Paul Boutelle. And, at the time, if 
a TV show interviewed a major candi-
date, they also had to give “equal time” 
to minority candidates. In 1968, the 
Socialist Workers Party was on the ballot 
in 19 states across the U.S. That’s how 
two revolutionary socialist candidates 
got an hour of prime time on TV.) 

Kwame Montsho Ajamu Somburu ¡Presente!
October 13, 1934 - May 3, 2016

By The Editors

OBITUARY

Kwame Somburu
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Kwame, the scientific socialist and 
historian

Kwame ruled the debate throughout 
with his profound knowledge of history 
and his quick wit. Buckley didn’t stand 
a chance. Halstead, to his credit, took a 
back seat to his running mate, who 
clearly had the upper hand on Buckley.

Towards the end of the show, Kwame 
was pointing out that Buckley was defend-
ing the U.S. knowing that it was built by 
profiting off of slavery, the slaughter of 
the Native Americans and its never-end-
ing wars—WWII, Korea, Vietnam, etc. 

Buckley was, again, trying to defend 
U.S. wars when he said, smugly, “I rep-
resent a country that went to war to lib-
erate the Negroes a hundred years ago.” 

Kwame responded, “I know some 
people in Mississippi and Alabama that 
would like to hear that. Why don’t you 
take a trip down there this summer and 
tell them that they’re liberated. In fact I 
know some in the outskirts of Chicago 
that would like to hear, too, and 
Brooklyn—Bedford Stuyvesant…”  

Then Buckley said, “Put it this way, 
Mr. Boutelle, I’m sure that if I ran for 
office in Mississippi, I would have more 
Negroes voting for me than for you…” 

Kwame answered, “I’m sure of one 
thing, if you went down to Mississippi and 
told Black people they were free, you would 
be running, and it wouldn’t be for office.”

The audience went crazy applaud-
ing and cheering Kwame.

“It takes all five fingers to make a 
fist!”

On April 27, 2014 Ill Box Media 
presented an ib Video Production of, 
Kwame Somburu, A Conversation with 
a Rabble Rouser?2

This is a powerful history lesson 
covering years of U.S. imperialist 
oppression from the perspective of an 
active, self-taught, “scientific socialist” 
who not only knew what he was talking 
about, but was part of the on-going 
struggle against it.

Kwame’s whole life was devoted to 
fighting oppression. He was a fighter 

for socialism and a strong promoter of 
worker’s solidarity. 

In this interview, more than once, 
he holds up his hand and says, “It takes 
all five fingers to make a fist!” 

His contribution to all of humanity 
and to the revolutionary, scientific, social-
ist-workers movement is incalculable!

 We have lost a great human being. 

 Rest in Power, Kwame.

1  William Buckley vs. Black Socialist

ht tp : / /amodernmani fe s to . tumblr . com/
post/49309511725/william-f-buckley-conserva-
tive-douchebag-and

2  Kwame Somburu: A Conversation with a 
“Rabble Rouser?” 

h t t p s : / / w w w . y o u t u b e . c o m /
watch?v=FliVUa2vUiw

Environment
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Three recent and particularly egre-
gious, environmental catastrophes are 
having devastating effects on hundreds-
of-millions of people here in the U.S. and 
across the globe—all the result of capital-
ism’s profit-driven economic system. 

Such catastrophes seem out of our 
control but they are not. In fact, we, the 
working class, are the world’s only hope 
to end them—ultimately, by ending 
capitalism and establishing a socialist 
world. Working class control of a dem-
ocratic, socialist society—of production 
for human need and not private prof-
it—is, in fact, essential to our survival. 

A first step toward that goal is for 
labor to take a stand and spearhead a 
massive defense against corporate assaults 
on our health and safety on the job, in our 
communities and in our environment. 

Three toxic examples
Masses of people are suffering lead 

contamination and PFCs (perfluori-
nated chemicals) in drinking water, and 

hazardous GMOs (genetically modified 
organisms) that not only impact the 
food we eat, but spread to other plants 
in the surrounding environment.

According to an article by Laura 
Orlando that appeared in In These Times, 
on March 25, 2016, titled, “Why Your 
Water Could be Worse than Flint’s,”

 “In most of the country, once-
clean drinking water sources are 
now profoundly polluted—by treat-
ed and untreated sewage, by chemi-
cal-intensive agriculture, by waste 
from confined animal feeding opera-
tions and by industrial discharges…”

In an article by Sharon Lerner that 
appeared in The Intercept, on March 3, 
2016 titled, “A Chemical Shell Game, 
How DuPont Concealed the Dangers 
of the New Teflon Toxin,”

“The Cape Fear winds its way for 
over 200 miles through North Carolina 
before flowing into the Atlantic… 
from a boat dock outside Fayetteville, 
south, to the little town of Tar Heel. 

“About halfway between the two 
points, on the western bank of the 
river, sits a large plant built by 
DuPont…Fayetteville Works, as the 
sprawling site is called, [it] previously 
manufactured C8, a chemical that 
DuPont used for more than 50 years 
to make Teflon and other products. 
After a massive class-action lawsuit 
revealed evidence of C8’s links to 
cancer and other diseases, DuPont 
agreed in a deal with the EPA to 
phase out its use of the chemical…. 

“Indeed, C8, which has recently 
been detected in upstate New York, 
in Vermont, and in Michigan’s Flint 
River, among other places, is expect-
ed to remain on the earth long after 
humans are extinct.

And, according to the same article,

“C8 had spread into the water 
around many of the facilities that 
made and used it, including plants in 
West Virginia, Minnesota, New 
Jersey, Alabama, Germany, and Japan. 

And further,

“According to data from the 
Centers for Disease Control, 99.7 
percent of Americans already had 
C8 in their blood.”

And in a Truthout article by J.P. 
Sottile dated April 6, 2026 titled, 
“Monsanto’s Willing Executioners,” 

“Monsanto’s scientists are 
not engineering seeds that gener-
ate extra seeds so farmers can expand 
planting during the next season or 
even eat during times of famine…. 
Instead, the company developed a 
‘Terminator gene’ that rendered off-
spring seeds infertile...”

And as a result,

“…scientists at the International 
Survey of Herbicide Resistant 
Weeds found ‘467 unique cases of 

Poison, Poison Everywhere 
And what working people can do about it

By Bonnie Weinstein

ENVIRONMENT
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herbicide resistant weeds globally’ 
and that weeds evolved resistance to 
‘160 different herbicides’ in ‘86 
crops in 66 countries.’.... Using poi-
son causes the farmers using the 
poison to have to buy ever-more 
toxic poison to deal with the resis-
tance caused by the use of poison.”

Further,

“…Monsanto spent decades…
producing PCBs, DDT and 
even Agent Orange. But it pivoted 
away from its chemical business—
which it oddly calls ‘former 
Monsanto’—in the mid-1970s. 

“Luckily for the new Monsanto, 
Congress recently inserted a para-
graph into a pending revamp of 
the Toxic Substances Control Act. It 
shields the new Monsanto from 
‘hundreds-of-millions’ of dollars in 
lingering liability from the PCBs 
made by the former Monsanto.”

What can we do to stop this?
We workers, who are the most 

impacted by these hazards both on the 
job and in our communities, are told 
the only thing we can do about it is to 
appeal to our legislators and politicians 
to pass various bills, etc., to “pressure” 
industry to resolve these issues. 

And the capitalist-owned-and-con-
trolled mass media reinforces the myth 
that only through legislation and work-
ing with industry can anything be done 
to stop this ongoing environmental 
cataclysm caused by capitalisms’ quest 
for ever higher rates of profit.

The problem is, the same lethal cor-
porate giants that are poisoning us, and 
the planet, fund these capitalist legisla-
tors’ electoral campaigns. 

Even when they do pass some regu-
lation to fix a problem, the costs are 
invariably passed onto the taxpayers—
the working class—those of us without 
offshore tax havens.

Workers must organize in self-
defense

This can be fixed. But it can’t be left 

up to the will or whim of the capital-
ists. Their drive for profit simply will 
not allow it. 

And we workers certainly can’t foot 
the bill either. 

But we can fix the problem!

Workers have to look at these envi-
ronmental disasters as assaults on our 
health and safety and organize a mas-
sive defense against them. 

This is not a corporate matter; it’s a 
human-rights matter. 

We have a right and an obligation to 
defend our environment and make it safe, 
both on the job and in our communities. 

This means we must take action. 

If the bosses of industry and their 
politicians will not reach into their 
pockets to fix these life-threatening 
problems, then we must reach into 
their pockets for them by organizing on 
our own behalf to resolve these issues 
and force the capitalists to foot the bill. 

In each case, workers in these indus-
tries—and in all the other industries 
affected by environmental health and 
safety hazards—are in a unique posi-
tion to lead this defense. 

How we can defend ourselves and 
the planet

•	 Since workers are intimately 
involved in production, we are 
the experts—we have the ability 
to pinpoint the problems. 

•	 To be most effective, workers 
must meet and organize indepen-
dently of the bosses; thoroughly 
and democratically examine the 
problem; determine the tools, 
supplies, equipment and neces-
sary workforce to fix the prob-
lem; and insist that all the costs 
come out of corporate profits—
not workers’ pockets.

•	 Workers must join forces in 
search of the source of all envi-
ronmental hazards in our com-
munities and organize to fix the 

problems at the expense of the 
industry-owners responsible—
this includes the safety and effec-
tiveness of our infrastructure—
schools, roads, bridges, etc. 

•	 Workers who expose toxic or 
other dangers in the workplace or 
in the environment must be 
exempt from intimidation, 
threats of job loss, or punitive 
action by the bosses and/or the 
government.

•	 All workers must get full pay at 
the expense of the bosses while 
they are fixing the hazards and 
cleaning up the environmental 
catastrophes caused by capitalism.

The responsibility for the health and 
safety of our environment both on the 
job and in the community are in our 
hands. We have every right to see to it 
that the danger stops and the cleanup 
gets done. In fact, this is our obliga-
tion—to our families, our communi-
ties, ourselves, and the planet.

The capitalists have every profit-
driven incentive to lie, cheat, cut cor-
ners, endanger the lives of others and 
plunder the environment—and do it at 
the expense of all life on Earth.

It is we, the working class, who have 
the power to make production safe, to 
repair our infrastructure, and preserve 
the environment. A clean and healthy 
environment is in our interests and must 
come at the expense of capitalist profit.

Capitalism must go! Workers must rule!
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Water utilities in some of the largest 
cities in the U.S. that collectively serve 
some 12 million people have used tests 
that downplay the amount of lead con-
tamination found in drinking water for 
more than a decade, an analysis of test-
ing protocols reveals.

In the tests, utilities ask customers 
who sample their home’s water for lead 
to remove the faucet’s aerator screen 
and to flush lines hours before tests, 
potentially flushing out detectable lead 
contamination. The distorted tests, 
condemned by the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA), have taken 
place in cities including Chicago, New 
Orleans, Philadelphia and Columbus, 
Ohio. The improper screening could 
decrease the chance of detecting poten-
tially dangerous levels of lead in water, 
the EPA has said.

The analysis comes on the heels of an 
EPA letter, which repeated earlier warn-
ings to utilities not to use such methods, 
and reporting that revealed water cus-
tomers in “every major U.S. city east of 
the Mississippi” could be drinking water 
tested using questionable methods.

“It’s a staggering number, and it’s 
alarming and upsetting to hear,” said 
Yanna Lambrinidou, a Virginia Tech 
professor in the civil engineering 
department, about the number of 
Americans potentially affected by the 
tests. Lambrinidou is also an activist 
who has worked with the scientist Marc 
Edwards, who helped uncover Flint’s 
lead-tainted water crisis. 

“At the same time, it’s why we’ve 
been working as long and as hard we’ve 
been working on this issue—because 
we have suspected as much.” 

An estimated 96 million Americans 
live with lead service lines—pipes that 
carry water from mains to meters. Lead 
lines are one of the most serious risk 
factors affecting the amount of lead in 
water that pours from the tap. 

The requirement to test for lead in 
water dates to 1991, when the Safe 
Drinking Water Act issued a new man-
date called the Lead and Copper Rule. 

It was in 2006 that the EPA first 
issued guidance advising against test 
practices that scientists call deceptive, 
including removing aerators, pre-
flushing lines and using small-necked 
bottles to collect samples. That year, 
the agency said removing aerators 
could result in improperly lowering 
lead in water samples. 

Since then, warnings about the 
removal of aerators and other dubious 
testing methods have come every cou-
ple of years. 

Gaming compliance
Edwards wrote a paper in 2009 

pointing out the “gaming of compli-
ance.” Water systems which had docu-
mented lead problems, such as the 
Washington, DC water and sewer 
authority, tested water at specific times 
of the year, and in ways that demon-
strably lowered lead levels. 

Many of the same methods contin-
ue to be used by public water utilities 
today. Pre-flushing, removal of aera-
tors, using small-necked bottles for 
samples and instructing samplers to fill 
them “slowly,” testing while the out-
side temperature is cold, and limiting 
the time water sits in pipes for samples 
all limit the lead leaching into water.

In 2011, Edwards wrote to officials 
at the EPA’s office of water, telling 
them in part that the so-called “gam-
ing” of the rule was undermining its 
intent. “It is undeniable that such prac-
tices will increase public exposure to 
lead in water, and therefore, pose a 
direct public health threat to children,” 
Edwards wrote. In 2013, a white paper 
written for the EPA warned against 
aerator removal, pre-flushing and the 
use of small bottles.

Most recently, on February 29, 
2016, the EPA’s head of drinking water, 
Dr. Peter Grevatt, again told water 
utilities to stop in a public letter that 
was also sent to 49 governors (save 
Wyoming’s). The procedures, he said, 
“…potentially led to the public water 
system not taking additional actions 
needed to reduce exposure to lead in 
drinking water.”

But water utilities, from small towns 
in Maine that serve around 50,000 peo-
ple to major systems in the Boston metro 
area, again asked customers in their 
most recent round of testing to flush 
lines or remove aerators before a six-
hour period when water must sit in lines.

“If [the EPA is] so clear, why is it still 
a recommendation?” asked Kevin Gagne, 
the superintendent of public works in 
Lewiston, Maine, a city of roughly 36,000 
served by his water district. Lewiston’s 
testing protocols ask customers to 
remove the aerator the night before test-
ing, “vigorously” flush lines and “leave 
the aerator off” during testing. “If it’s so 
definitive, why isn’t it mandated?”

Gagne said his department wasn’t 
told to stop flushing or removing the 
aerator by the state of Maine, or by any 
EPA officials, and said he only found 
out about the recommendation “a cou-
ple months ago.”

“Why are we just finding out about 
it now, after several months of debate 
in the media and all this information 
coming out, why wasn’t that mandated 
and brought down to our attention 
back in 2006?” 

Despite a decade of recommenda-
tions to the contrary, the testing meth-
ods appear to be widespread, and con-
tinuing. The Guardian has found con-
tinued use of these protocols in seven 
cities east of the Mississippi that have 
responded to freedom of information 
requests. Populations served were cal-
culated using figures from the U.S. 

U.S. Water Utilities Downplay Contamination 
By Jessica Glenza and Oliver Milman
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census bureau and customer estimates 
from water authorities. 

The Massachusetts water resources 
authority, which serves 2.5 million res-
idents in the Boston metro area, asked 
residents who sample their water for 
lead to “flush the faucet head” with 
cold water for “30 to 60 seconds,” and 
not to allow water to sit for more than 
12 hours, an arbitrary number.

The Portland water district in 
Maine, which serves roughly 110,000 
residents, advised testers to flush the 
system for ten seconds, and not to let it 
sit in pipes for more than eight hours. 

Philadelphia asked samplers to 
“remove the aerator from the faucet” 
and “run only the cold water for two 
minutes” before the test begins. 

Columbus, Ohio, a Midwest city of 
835,000, tells customers to “SLOWLY” 
fill their sample bottles, to flush cold 
water lines “thoroughly (for a couple 
minutes)” and preferably to use a sink 
with separate hot and cold taps. 
Scientists believe each of those proto-
cols can decreases the amount of lead 
likely to leach into samples.

The Champlain water district, 
which serves South Burlington, 
Vermont, told samplers: “The water 
faucet must be flushed for three to four 
minutes the night before” sampling, 
and to “slowly” fill the bottle. 

Rhode Island’s state health depart-
ment, which serves one million people, 
advised testers “to flush the tap” before 
the six-hour period. And Mount 
Pleasant, South Carolina, the third 
largest city in the Palmetto state, with 
77,000 people, told samplers to “run 
the water in the tap before you go to 
sleep at night” and not to wait more 
than ten hours to test their water. 

Until 2009, the Chicago department 
of water management told residents to 
“remove the aerator, clean out any 
debris, flush for five minutes with cold 
water and replace the aerator” the eve-

ning prior to sampling. That practice 
only ended in 2012, as the EPA was in 
the midst of conducting a lead water 
contamination study in the city. 

A sick joke
Edwards, who has spent much of his 

time recently in Flint, Michigan, where 
the National Guard has been giving out 
filters and bottled water, criticized both 
utilities and the EPA. He called the 
EPA’s failure to stop the practices “a sick 
joke played on an unsuspecting public.”

“Frankly, [water utilities] really like 
to report on the lower levels of water-
lead they find after such trickery, even 
if the lead in water is dangerously 
higher when people are drinking the 
water,” said Edwards. “It is part of how 
they fool themselves, and others, that 
they are doing their job. 

“In part defense of the utilities, EPA 
repeatedly refused to issue common-
sense clarification of the issue until 
after the Flint debacle and the sample 
games became an international embar-
rassment,” he said. “Even though we 
know elevated blood-lead in Flint 
neighborhoods skyrocketed...Flint has 
never officially failed the EPA Lead and 
Copper Rule,” because of how homes 
there were tested. 

As in Flint, some scientists suspect 
the reason behind using such protocols 
is to avoid finding lead in the first 
place. Stakes are high once utilities 
exceed the federal limit.

“There’s absolutely no doubt about 
that,” said Lambrinidou. “Finding lead 
in water, and potentially exceeding the 
[EPA’s] lead action level, requires 
numerous steps, numerous remedial 
actions that take resources and time 
and people’s effort.” 

Among the requirements are lead 
service line replacements, corrosion-
control studies and implementation. In 
Columbus alone, a chemical to control 
corrosion costs $1,800 per day, plus 
another $20 million allotted for main 
breaks and lead service line replace-
ments. The Massachusetts water 
resources board spends $3.6 million on 
corrosion control alone each year. 

For small and medium-sized water sys-
tems, exceeding the lead limit would mean 
being required to install a new corrosion 
control system, if the system doesn’t 
already have one. It was the failure to 
implement corrosion control that caused 
lead to leach into the water in Flint. 

Thus far, the EPA’s decade of rec-
ommendations have failed to become 
law, though officials say the rules are in 
the process of being updated. There is 
no estimate of how many of the nation’s 
155,000 water utilities flush lines before 
testing for lead. 

—The Guardian, March 6, 2016

http://www.theguardian.com/envi-
ronment/2016/mar/06/water-utilities-
lead-testing-analysis-us-cities#img-1
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“The water crisis has also stoked the 
UAW’s social-justice mission, union offi-
cials say.” —Mike Colias, “How GM 
Saved Itself from Flint Water Crisis,” 
Automotive News, January 31, 2016

“I put The Heretics in the deepest part 
of hell, though Dante had them spared, 
on higher ground.” —Amiri Baraka 
(formerly LeRoi Jones), The System of 
Dante’s Hell, 1963 

Pundits express astonishment at the 
perdition of Flint, Michigan, as if the 
degeneration of a renowned American 
city is rare rather than emblematic of 
municipalities throughout the nation. 
Where have they been? Do they not 
recall the collapse of the Interstate 35W 
bridge in downtown Minneapolis dur-
ing rush hour in 2007? Can a head in 
the sand feel so comfortable that they 
can’t feel the tremors, quakes and 
reverberations?

New Orleans flooded in 1915, 1940, 
1947, 1965, 1969 and 2005. Love Canal, 
Hinkley, California, and the Louisiana 
Industrial Corridor aren’t anomalous 
cancer alleys. The United States is rid-
dled with environmental depredation.

The calculated failure of American 
institutions not only to invest in vital 
infrastructure but to provide basic care 
for citizens isn’t a shock, it’s status quo. 
Every four years, the American Society 
of Civil Engineers [ASCE] publishes a 
report card for the nation’s infrastruc-
ture. In 2013, the U.S. got Ds in drink-
ing water, wastewater, inland water-
ways, roads, schools, dams, levees, avi-
ation, transit and energy.

I guess it’s uncivil for engineers to 
flunk an American marvel of medioc-
rity like Interstate 35W and other 
bridges, which were ranked at a C+. 
The overall D+ grade point average 
indicates that we did get some Cs in a 
few less precarious spots, like ports, 
parks and bridges. Take your hat off, 

hold your breath and pray to the EPA—
we are about to cross the river of denial.

Gun ownership makes a home less 
safe, according to the statistics, but 
when a person feels surrounded by 
perilous social institutions and struc-
tural instability, it’s natural to reach for 
a security prop, come as it may—blan-
ket, rifle or bottle of gin.

For all the self-proclaimed greatness 
and chest-thumping bravado, 
Americans’ expectations are low and 
receding like opinions pursued by 
dogged facts. Our characteristic 
emphasis on individuality and private 
property narrows and subverts the cir-
cumspection of our social purview to a 
belly-button muse.

The American Dream has shriveled 
into a gated community—the modern 
version of the besieged frontier stock-
ade, now struggling to survive on min-
imum wage. What do you want to bet 
that more Americans invest in the lot-
tery than the stock market?

The year before Delphi, a spinoff of 
General Motors, filed for bankruptcy 
in 2005, management garlanded the 
factories with a new slogan: “The 
Future Isn’t What It Used to Be.” And 
a sign posted on the demolished Buick 
City plant in Flint, Michigan, pro-
claimed, “Demolition Means Progress.”

The policy of neglect is the counsel 
of despair. No wonder we have a vol-
unteer army and multiple foreign wars. 
The homeland is hopeless. The walls of 
denial are caving in.

The demolition of Flint was in pro-
cess long before Governor Rick Snyder 
poisoned the pipelines, via his emer-
gency manager—a petty dictator dressed 
in the pert costume of financial recti-
tude. Who cares what that particular 
factotum’s name is? He doesn’t person-
ally matter one bloody digit in the pyra-

mid scheme. He’s just another pawn 
promoted to bureaucratic heaven for his 
role as partner in criminal conspiracy.

Rampant institutional decay is a 
symptom of planned obsolescence, not 
random accidents or cognitive disso-
nance. The policy isn’t haphazard or 
isolated, it’s a universal application of 
rust un-inhibiters designed to pump 
up replacement profits. It’s the domes-
tic program of the military-industrial 
complex: a shovel-ready, time-studied 
detonation device configured to deliver 
reclamation projects to real-estate 
developers eager for an urban frontier. 
The natives are unaccountable collat-
eral damage. Who in TV America cares 
to linger after pundits have switched to 
the next disaster?

The legacy of worker degradation 
and dehumanization was entrenched 
decades before Snyder, the nerdy pup-
pet of retrograde progress, pounced on 
the scene and decapitated democracy 
with a 21st-century guillotine known 
as “emergency management.”

Michigan citizens soundly defeated 
the smoking gun of Snyder’s Shock-
Doctrine sheriff with a referendum 
vote in 2012. The following year, 
Congressional Republicans ran rough-
shod over the will of the people and 
imposed the rule of emergency man-
agement—an arrogant act of spite, 
ridicule and disapprobation that defied 
the essential American ideals 
Republicans purportedly revere: free-
dom, independence, and democracy.

Their primary axiom seems to be: 
Never let an ideal, let alone compas-
sion, stand in the way of profit, or 
persecution of the huddled masses 
yearning to breathe free, the wretched, 
the homeless, the tempest-tossed or 
the refugee.

I’d like to blame the political cuck-
old in the grey suit with the pigeon 

Flint Had Many Betrayers
By Gregg Shotwell
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mask, but face it, folks: Snyder is more 
pitiful as a scapegoat than he is as a 
leader.

Snyder has all the charisma of a 
worn-out shoe from a Payless store. 
He’s not a leader, he’s a poseur. Snyder 
emotes the studied poise of a remote-
controlled automaton. He doesn’t bite, 
bark or sniff curiously. The big-belly, 
cigar-smoking corpo-rats at the key-
board could replace him with a drone, 
but for now at least, he’s cheaper and 
easier to manipulate. He almost looks 
human, except for that seam across his 
forehead and the pellet-size zombie 
eyes embedded above a plaster white 
nose. He looks more like a clay target 
than a human.

On the other hand, UAW officials 
shouldn’t escape indictment. Mike 
Colias at Automotive News wrote an 
article that read:

“‘The water was rusting the 
[engine] blocks,’ Dan Reyes, presi-
dent of UAW Local 599, which rep-
resents the plant’s nearly 900 work-
ers, recalled in an interview last 
week.

“Members began asking: ‘If it’s 
too corrosive for an engine, what’s it 
doing to the inside of a person?’ 

“GM detected the problem 
shortly after Snyder’s budget-hatch-
eters switched Flint’s water supply to 
the river that GM had putrefied for 
decades.

“‘That’s about the time their 
questions about the safety of the 
water—used inside the factories for 
food preparation, coffee, showers 
and drinking water—grew louder,’ 
Reyes said.” 

After the emergency manager 
ordered the switch to Flint River, resi-
dents noticed visible and odiferous 
changes in the tap water. Children 
developed rashes and hair loss. A group 
of Flint activists including Reverand 
Alfred Harris of the Concerned Pastors 
for Social Action; Melissa Mays, a 
mother of three who co-founded the 
group Water You Fighting For; and 

Trachelle Young, a former Flint city 
attorney; alerted authorities.

Snyder’s technical hacks at the state 
Department of Environmental Quality 
(DEQ) said the water was safe to drink 
despite the fact it looked like fluid 
scooped out of a muddy tire track and 
smelled like bad dope.

Never watch a con man’s slippery 
smile. Keep your eyes on his hands.

While Snyder’s cronies continued to 
treat Flint’s children like river rats, they 
courteously supplied purified water 
coolers for workers at Flint’s State 
Office building.

In June 2015, the activists unsuc-
cessfully sued to force the government 
to switch back to Detroit water. Then 
the grassroots activists conducted their 
own tests under the auspices of Marc 
Edwards, a Virginia Tech environmen-
tal engineering professor. A dangerous 
level of lead was revealed.

State officials refuted the results until 
Dr. Mona Hanna-Attisha, a pediatri-
cian, released a study that proved high 
levels of lead in the blood of Flint chil-
dren. It wasn’t until October 2015, after 
increased outside agitation, that Flint 
was reconnected to the Detroit water 
system, but the damage had been done.

GM, on the other hand, managed to 
slip like money through the red tape 
and get reconnected to clean water 
back in 2014.

Mike Colias at the Automotive News 
reported that union officials claimed the 
water crisis had stoked the UAW’s 
“social-justice mission.” “In their eyes, 
we’re expected to have all the answers,” 
Reyes said. “They want to know that 
someone is fighting for them, fighting to 
find a solution. That’s what we’re doing.”

The UAW can’t hide behind a truck-
load of donated bottled water. The city 
that gave birth to the United Auto 
Workers union has been riddled with 
bullets of deceit since GM first piped 
chemical waste into the Flint River 
over 100 years ago. UAW officials are 

complicit in the duplicity. They were 
there, on site, they had prior knowl-
edge, and they chose sides. Every step 
of the way along the trail of lies, the 
heretics were there.

We never expected the govern-
ment—and let’s face it, either lesser-
evil Democrats or morally exclusive 
Republicans—to protect Flint’s citi-
zens. General Motors knew the water 
was too dangerous for engines, let 
alone humans, but who would ever 
expect the corporation that has pub-
licly pulverized Flint day after day, 
week after week, decade after decade, 
to rise to the citizens’ defense?

The only institution with the clout 
to raise a hue and cry that would 
resound around the world, the UAW, 
stood mute as palace guards, while the 
children of Flint were poisoned in 
front of their eyes.

Sure, I would delight to see Snyder 
and his rich cohorts hanged, drawn 
and quartered. But the people who 
betrayed the citizens of Flint are not 
our known enemies, but our friends, 
our compatriots, our dues-collecting 
union pie cards.

UAW officials have access to the 
same information as GM. The UAW 
has health-and-safety reps in the plant, 
and working side by side with salaried 
personnel at the GM-UAW Center for 
Human Resources. Snyder’s henchmen 
may have concealed information from 
citizens, but the UAW has a periscope, 
an inside eye and an ear to the infor-
mation pipeline.

People living in Flint have a right to 
expect that the UAW would not only 
warn them and advocate on their 
behalf, but fight like hell for them—
fight like Reyes said to “find a solu-
tion,” fight like the people of Flint 
fought for the UAW in 1937.

The old UAW would have struck 
GM until all the citizens of Flint had 
access to the same water as the corpo-
ration. A full-scale strike alarm would 
resound around the world in one day. 
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Shut off the profit faucet, and one day 
is all it would take to jack the wheels in 
motion. Instead, activists struggled 
against bureaucratic recalcitrance for 
another ten months after GM got clean 
water for its engines.

If the water damaged engines, what 
the hell did it do to children? UAW 
officials knew the consequences, and as 
a result, they deserve to be damned to 
the lowest precincts of Dante’s System 
of Hell—the one reserved for heretics 
and traitors—not heralded as heroes of 
bottled water purchased from the very 
corporations that want to privatize the 
most basic necessity of humanity.

I will concede that the Democrats are 
the lesser evil if readers will concede 
how the lesser evil was historically com-
plicit in the administrative segregation 
that set the foundation for Flint’s 
demise; complicit in redlining housing 
districts and supporting segregated 
schools; complicit in confining African 
Americans to the dirtiest most danger-
ous jobs; complicit in the job destruc-
tion and displacement inherent in 
NAFTA; complicit in abandoning the 
people of Flint in the hour of their need.

Democrats and the UAW supported 
tax abatements for GM while GM deci-
mated employment and polluted the 
river. Democrats and the UAW turned 
their heads when the citizens of Flint 
felt the scourge of the Shock Doctrine 
firsthand—hard, fast and treacherous. 
When the citizens of Flint needed a 
fighter in their corner, the UAW and 
the Democrats supported cooperation 
with the bosses. Damn their voices. 
Damn their lies.

The finger of blame is a point of 
distraction not direction. We are wise 
to understand the history of collabora-
tion with the enemy, rather than rest 
on rebuke and retribution against 
scapegoats like Snyder and hard-heart-
ed Republicans compelled to persecute 
the poor and the dispossessed.

Without accurate knowledge of the 
history of betrayal, we will continue to 

believe that the UAW and the 
Democrats have our back. We will con-
tinue to be defeated by virtue of our 
faith in a unionism missing the class-
consciousness that constitutes true soli-
darity and honest, heartfelt revolution.

I am not afraid of compassion. Yes, 
I do mean heartfelt, arm-in-arm revo-
lution. Not the bullshit paper revolu-
tion pontificated by academics, but the 
muddy, gritty, shop-floor, stand-on-
your-feet-all-day revolution that puts 
the needs of working people, their 
children and their grandparents above 
the bottom line.

A revolution that demands the 
needs of farmers, agricultural laborers, 
butchers, food handlers, nurses, teach-
ers, manufacturing workers—the 
builders and repairers of our world 
who are also the consumers and who 
depend on the vital resurgence of basic 
necessities like clean air, water and 
soil—gain priority over the commodi-
ty traders hyperventilating over dollar 
signs at their computer terminals.

God bless Bernie Sanders. The man 
hits the nail on the head: money has 
perverted democracy. But the only 
leaders capable of leading us out of the 
morass of lies and bribes are the rank 
and file in collective direct action.

We can’t vote for representatives, 
however kind and smart and well-
intentioned they may be, and expect 
revolution. We need to exert our own 
power as the force that drives the 
economy directly. We need to exert the 
most basic, the most common rule 
governing survival of the fittest: soli-
darity.

If our ancestors believed in dog-eat-
dog capitalism, we wouldn’t be here to 
argue about relative comforts. We sur-
vived as a species because our ancestors 
knew instinctively that personal sur-
vival depends on solidarity and the 
common welfare. If we all have clean 
air, water, shelter, reliable sources of 
nutritious food and basic healthcare, 
we will thrive and prosper. If these 

basic needs are hoarded, the whole 
tribe is threatened, and personal safety 
and prosperity depend on the tribe, not 
the individual.

At one time, people couldn’t see 
beyond their own tribe. Perhaps early 
communities felt threatened by the 
encroachment of new people, although 
the history of Native Americans’ 
encounter with the first European set-
tlers defies this hypothesis.

But in this day and age of global 
climate change, global economics and 
global refugee crisis, how can we expect 
to kill our way to justice and peace? 
How can we expect to bomb our way 
to prosperity? How can we expect to 
build a wall of comfort to surround 
our fear of human suffering?

“No justice, no peace” isn’t a picket 
line chant or an old-fashioned slogan, 
it’s a code for survival. Flint was the 
heart of America in 1937. The heart of 
America is on a gurney in a dirty hall-
way down in the basement of a dilapi-
dated, god-forsaken hospital on the 
outskirts of political rhetoric. Flint is 
bleeding to death.

We don’t need emergency manage-
ment. We don’t need a leader. We need 
the old religion: solidarity.

—Socialist Worker, March 17, 2016

http://socialistworker.org/2016/03/17/
flint-had-many-betrayers
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Social and Economic Causes of Disease
By Dr. Nayvin Gordon

Many of us are aware that the lead-
ing cause of death in the U.S. during the 
first half of the 20th Century was due to 
infectious diseases. On the other hand 
there is a general lack of understanding 
that these diseases were eliminated for 
the most part, by Public Health disease 
prevention strategies, such as clean 
water, sewage treatment and food safe-
ty. We can correctly call these killers 
“social diseases”—defined by Merriam-
Webster Dictionary as “diseases whose 
incidence is directly related to social 
and economic factors.” 

Today, many of us are unaware that 
our modern epidemic killer diseases, 
which developed in the second half of 
the 20th century, are also social dis-
eases: cancer, heart disease, uninten-
tional injuries, diabetes, and obesity. 
The magnitude of this epidemic can be 
appreciated by a study of the top two 
causes of death from the age of four 
through sixty-four. In 2013 this age 
group suffered approximately a quar-
ter of a million deaths! That is only one 
year of an ongoing epidemic. Such 
senseless death is preventable through 
social and economic change. Our pres-
ent epidemics cannot be prevented by 
visits to the local medical doctor or 
hospital. Recent studies have identified 
more specific social determinants of 
disease and have pointed the way to the 
necessary social changes needed to cre-
ate a healthy society and eliminate the 
epidemics of the 21st Century.

 During the 1854 Cholera epidemic 
in London, Dr. John Snow discovered 
that the public drinking water was pol-
luted and convinced the local council 
to disable the public well pump by 
removing the handle. The epidemic 
promptly ended. Dr. Snow is consid-
ered the father of modern Public 
Health. Epidemics of pneumonia, 
tuberculosis and diarrheal diseases 
were the leading killers in 1900. By 

1940 the death rate had dropped by 75 
percent. This remarkable reduction in 
death rates occurred before the intro-
duction of antibiotics and vaccines, 
and was the result of major Public 
Health policy involving sewage dis-
posal, water treatment, food safety, 
public education, chlorination and 
pest control. Today the Center for 
Disease Control, “CDC 24/7 Saving 
lives, Protecting People,” states “chron-
ic diseases and conditions, such as 
heart disease, stroke, cancer, obesity 
and diabetes…are among the most 
common, costly and preventable of all 
health problems.” 

According to the Bulletin of the 
World Health Organization, 2011, 
“Action on Social Determinants of 
Health is Essential,” “Eighty percent of 
non communicable diseases could be 
prevented through primary preven-
tion.” These diseases “arise from expo-
sures throughout the life course, start-
ing in utero.” Poor quality diets filled 
with fats, chemicals, along with toxins 
in our air, water, food and job sites are 
known to be responsible for the major-
ity of the present cancer epidemic. (See 
The Politics of Cancer Revisited, Dr. S. 
Epstein 1998.) 

In 2003 the World Health 
Organization (WHO) published their 
“social determinants of health.” A par-
tial list includes: social inequality/ hier-
archy, race, gender, lack of control over 
stress, unemployment, education, 
income inequality, working condi-
tions, job security, and food. These are 
John Snow’s modern water pumps of 
our society. Multiple studies have sup-
ported the crucial role of inequality in 
causing diseases. Greater inequality 
means higher mortality, “When you 
compare the highest versus lowest 
rungs of the socioeconomic ladder, the 
risk of some diseases varies ten-fold” 
(Scientific American, December 2005). 

Social inequality is also correlated 
with life expectancy. “High levels of 
inequality, most notable the United 
States, experience worse overall health 
than do countries that are more egali-
tarian.” This knowledge is well docu-
mented by Harvard Public Health 
Professors in their 2001 book, The 
Health of Nations: Why Inequality is 
Harmful to Your Health. The more 
egalitarian a society is, the better the 
health of the people and the longer 
they live. Unequal society has clearly 
been documented to cause shorter and 
unhealthier lives. The proof of shorter 
lives down the social ladder has been 
documented throughout Western soci-
eties. Soaring death rates over the last 
decade for middle age white women is 
a deadly reflection of accelerating 
inequality in the U.S.

 Despite John Snow’s success in 
ending the cholera epidemic in London 
in 1854, cholera later returned due to 
Public Officials refusal to clean up the 
cesspools and sewers. Similarly today, 
vested interests in the status quo refuse 
to make the necessary changes. This 
becomes apparent when we examine 
funding for Public Health Measures, 
which have largely failed to control the 
modern epidemics, such as deaths 
from cancer and heart disease. Only 
three percent of the $2 trillion spent on 
health in the USA in 2009 went to 
Public Health activities. Public Health 
Policy has not been robust given the 
power of the super rich. The more 
hierarchy and income inequality that 
exists in society, “the more incentive 
the wealthy will have to oppose public 
expenditures benefitting the health of 
the community.” (Scientific American, 
December 2005). This reality is vividly 
seen in the massive power of lobbying 
in Congress. Dennis Raphael, states, in 
Beyond Policy Analysis (2014), if “a 
nation’s political economy is dominat-
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ed by the business and corporate sec-
tor, they are generally opponents of 
developing public policy that equitably 
distributes the social determinants of 
health.” 

 Despite the power of the corporate 
sector, the Public Health Department 
of Finland, during the late 1960s, was 
able to lead a large coalition of health 
workers, and educators along with 
strong community involvement to 
change a number of socio economic 
factors, including: the food industry, 
dairy industry, agriculture, schools, 
along with cigarette and alcohol con-
sumption. These changes resulted in 
dramatic health improvement. The 
mortality rate from heart disease for 
men was reduced by 73 percent along 
with major reductions in all causes of 
mortality in just 25 years. 

 Ending the present U.S. epidemic, 
that is claiming a quarter of a million 
lives every year, will require social and 
economic transformation that moves 
our society as close to egalitarianism as 
possible. Social diseases require social 
solutions. Our scientific knowledge is a 
guide to action. Overwhelming evi-
dence indicates that only a society that 
is profoundly egalitarian has the poten-
tial to eliminate our modern disease 
epidemics. In the words of the famous 
Dr. Rudolph Virchow (1821-1902), 
“Medicine is a social science, and poli-
tics is nothing else but medicine on a 
large scale.” What would Dr. John 
Snow do now? 

Dr. Gordon is a Family Physician 
who has practiced in the San Francisco 
Bay area for over thirty years. He has 
written articles in the past on health 
related issues.

 

March 1, 2016—Next week, on 
March 7, Steve Conn and Nicole 
Conoway are scheduled to appear 
before a Michigan judge to explain why 
they should not be legally prohibited 
from urging Detroit teachers to stage 
sickouts and an eventual citywide strike 
to halt the state’s methodical destruc-
tion of the city’s public schools. Ms. 
Conoway is a teacher and Mr. Conn 
was elected president of the Detroit 
teachers union, before the union’s butt-
kissing national leadership deposed 
him. Conn and his allies at the activist 
organization BAMN, By Any Means 
Necessary, spearheaded a series of 
teacher sickouts that focused national 
attention on the appalling conditions in 
Detroit’s schools, which have been lit-
erally ground into the dirt by the state 
for 16 of the past 17 years. The State of 
Michigan will try to prove that Conn 
and Conoway must be silenced—their 
First Amendment rights to free speech 
and assembly snatched away—because 
the sickouts have supposedly subjected 
the schools to “irreparable harm.”

It is, of course, the State of Michigan 
itself that has done “irreparable harm” 
to the schools and people of Detroit, 
through the exact same mechanism 
that the State used to inflict irreparable 
harm on the bodies and brains of the 
children and community of Flint, 
Michigan. Both were targeted by 
Governor Rick Synder’s dictatorial 
emergency financial manager system, 
whose mission in Flint was to privatize 
the water supply, and in Detroit, to 
convert what’s left of the public schools 
to privately-run charters.

Depraved indifference to human life
Recently-released email records 

show that Governor Synder’s under-
lings knew for a full year that poten-
tially irreparable harm was being done 
to the majority Black population of 

Flint. Yet, the state made no attempt to 
deal with high levels of lead and other 
poisons in the city’s water—proof of 
the Snyder administration’s depraved 
indifference to human life, the same 
depraved indifference that it showed to 
the students, teachers and parents of 
Detroit. As Pamela Pugh, treasurer of 
Michigan’s elected Board of Education 
has written, “After more than six years 
of a failed state takeover, Detroit Public 
Schools have deteriorated into a desta-
bilized education system....” She con-
tinued: “Just as Flint’s water crisis 
occurred under emergency manage-
ment, so did the demise of the Detroit 
school district.”

Darnell Earley was the Black hench-
man for Governor Snyder’s crimes 
against humanity in both Flint and the 
Detroit schools—a killer for hire with 
the title of emergency financial man-
ager. Under corporate rule, high 
finance is the motive for the highest of 
crimes, while the exercise of free speech 
and assembly and other fundamental 
democratic rights are criminalized. In 
Michigan, the “predicate crime,” as 
lawyers would call it, was theft of 
democracy in the state’s Black cities, 
from which all the other crimes flowed. 
But the only people that are at risk of 
losing their liberties on March 7 are 
Steve Conn and Nicole Conoway, for 
attempting to organize their fellow 
teachers, parents and community 
members for the survival of public 
education in Detroit.

Michigan is showing that the corpo-
rate and financial classes of the United 
States can no longer coexist with dem-
ocratic institutions, especially when 
Black people’s rights are at issue. Either 
we get rid of them, or they get rid of us.

—Black Agenda Report, March 1, 2016

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
high_crimes_in_michigan

High Corporate Crimes In Michigan
By Glen Ford
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Extinction and Capitalism
A Book Review By Matthew Schneider-Mayerson

Extinction: A Radical History

By Ashley Dawson

OR Books

Publication date: August 9, 2016

Unless you’ve deliberately ignored 
the accelerating drumbeat of headlines, 
reports, and nonfiction books that 
have appeared over the past decade, 
you’re at least vaguely aware that we 
are in the midst of the sixth mass 
extinction in the history of the planet, 
in which 25 to 40 percent of all species 
are expected to disappear by 2050. 
Because extinction is generally a silent, 
invisible process, we are rarely forced 
to confront its inherent tragedy and 
the potentially vast ecological ripples of 
even a single species’ eradication. 
When we do, we wonder how we can 
possibly intervene, individually or col-
lectively. While conservation efforts 
have widespread support and can boast 
a few modest (and temporary) victo-
ries, they have been overwhelmed by 
the ongoing wave of anthropogenic 
annihilation.

Which leads to the question that 
Ashley Dawson’s slim and forceful 
book, Extinction: A Radical History, 
aims to answer: how can we stem the 
tide? By identifying capitalism as the 
primary culprit, and placing the cur-
rent mass extinction in the context of 
ongoing struggles for social and envi-
ronmental justice, Dawson points the 
way toward appropriate forms of con-
servation for an era of devastating loss.

Why has half the planet’s wildlife 
disappeared over the last 40 years? Why 
are we losing approximately 100 species 
every day? The answer, Dawson argues, 
lies not in the proximate drivers of 
extinction (deforestation, habitat frag-
mentation, poaching, overfishing, and 
climate change) but in the nature of 
capitalism itself. Whereas recent popu-
lar works on extinction (such as 
Elizabeth Kolbert’s The Sixth Extinction: 
An Unnatural History) and climate 
change (such as Naomi Klein’s This 
Changes Everything: Capitalism vs. The 
Climate) have shied away from calling 
for an explicitly anticapitalist environ-
mental politics, Extinction makes a 
compelling case for its urgent necessity. 
It does so through an “etiology of the 
present catastrophe” that combines 
deft historical synthesis with a careful 
attention to economic and racial 
inequality and the legacies of imperial-
ism. Because of its demand for ceaseless 
expansion and its emphasis on anthro-
pocentric utility as the sole criterion of 
value, capitalism tends to degrade the 
conditions of its own material repro-
duction. In this light, the exploitative 
features of modern capitalism become 
“particularly starkly evident when seen 
through the lens of extinction.”

This argument is far from new, but 
it is buttressed by a valuable—if some-
what compressed and sweeping—his-
torical perspective. Dawson’s training 
in postcolonial literature makes him 

keenly aware of the importance of cul-
tural narratives, and he begins with one 
of the oldest surviving human stories, 
The Epic of Gilgamesh, which he reads 
as a legitimizing myth of the deforesta-
tion practiced by the ancient Sumerian 
city-state of Uruk. Population pres-
sures and unsustainable agricultural 
practices had disastrous consequences 
for Uruk and the region: the surround-
ing forest and its creatures, which the 
god Humbaba had protected, were 
transformed into desert remarkably 
quickly. Dawson follows this narrative 
up to the present day, describing the 
shifting cultural norms regarding ani-
mals and nature from ancient Rome 
through European colonization.

Colonialism had dramatic environ-
mental consequences that scholars 
have only recently appreciated: colo-
nists transported countless invasive 
species, forced indigenous peoples into 
integration in destructive market econ-
omies (such as the fur trade), and deci-
mated native cultures that were effi-
cient environmental managers. In 
addition, Europeans carried with them 
and attempted to impose cultural 
beliefs that inspired and permitted 
their conquest. The ideology of domi-
nating and mastering a passive (femi-
nine) nature was “intended to justify 
European expropriation of indigenous 
people and their land” but also “estab-
lished an exploitative attitude toward 
flora and fauna” that continues to the 
present day.

Echoing many scholars in the envi-
ronmental humanities, Dawson argues 
that much of the proliferating discourse 
on the Anthropocene (the current era in 
which humans act as a geologic force) 
falsely portrays a monolithic “humanity” 
as a natural architect of mass extinction. 
It thereby elides the culpability of mod-
ern forms of capital accumulation, which 
were constructed by and primarily ben-
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efited wealthy white Northerners. 
Dawson rightly refuses to see a propen-
sity for environmental degradation as a 
core element of human nature (if such a 
thing can be said to exist), noting that 
cultures and practices of relative sustain-
ability were developed and maintained 
by indigenous peoples and inhabitants of 
the global South for millennia. Since our 
diagnosis of the causes of the contempo-
rary mass extinction necessarily frames 
our response to it, the question of wheth-
er contemporary rapacity equals that of 
prehistoric homo sapiens is critical. 
Dawson points out that this equivalence 
is not only “historically inaccurate” but 
“politically disempowering.”

What, then, is to be done? Existing 
and emerging responses to species 
extinction, Dawson argues, are not 
only insufficient but might actually 
exacerbate the problem. Traditional 
conservation practices—often focused 
on “saving” charismatic megafauna 
such as elephants, polar bears, and 
whales—may be noble endeavors, but 
they constitute a “paltry bandage over 
a gaping wound,” a claim that even 

their fiercest defenders would have to 
concede. Two novel strategies have 
attracted a great deal of attention, sup-
port, and funding: “rewilding,” which 
reintroduces key species into large 
tracts of new wilderness, and “de-
extinction,” which proposes to resusci-
tatate vanished species through genetic 
engineering. While Dawson finds the 
former practice relatively harmless, he 
offers a scathing attack on the latter. 
De-extinction is potentially disastrous 
ecologically, he claims, because resus-
citated wooly mammoths and passen-
ger pigeons would not only hasten the 
demise of other species but could 
themselves suffer and disappear a sec-
ond time. More broadly, such a Jurassic 
Park approach constitutes a form of 
“neoliberal disaster biocapitalism,” in 
which mass extinction becomes an 
opportunity for new forms of property, 
accumulation, and control. (As 
McKenzie Funk showed in his book 
Windfall: The Booming Business of 
Global Warming, climate change pres-
ents similar opportunities for eco-
profiteering.) Not only are traditional 
conservation practices, along with 

rewilding and de-extinction, destined 
to fail, they offer the false hope that 
there are solutions short of fundamen-
tal geopolitical transformation.

What must be constructed instead, 
Dawson forcefully argues, is a form of 
“radical conservation.” This would 
require recognizing that “the extinction 
crisis is at once an environmental issue 
and a social justice issue, one that is 
linked to long histories of capitalist 
domination over specific people, ani-
mals, and plants.” Dawson’s prescrip-
tions build on initiatives from the glob-
al climate justice movement, including 
the adoption of “degrowth” (minimiz-
ing economic growth and consump-
tion), the seizing of assets of major 
fossil-fuel corporations, and a “Robin 
Hood” tax on financial transactions, 
which would fund renewable energy 
generation, technology transfer to vul-
nerable nations, and compensation for 
eco-victims. It is here that Extinction 
disappoints in its brevity: a fuller expla-
nation of these measures would have 
offered a useful contribution to the 
emerging literature on environmental 
politics in the Anthropocene. Moreover, 
Dawson is surprisingly nonspecific 
about the fate of threatened species 
beyond an abiding faith in the wisdom 
of the “people of the global South” that 
might not ultimately be rewarded. Of 
course, one might also argue that the 
radical measures Dawson advocates are 
currently political nonstarters; howev-
er, as he notes, “we cannot let the pres-
ent state of affairs determine our hori-
zon of hope and sense of possibility.”

Indeed, the goal of Extinction is to 
expand our horizons of possibility. 
Dawson’s raw and sometimes polemi-
cal language reflects an emotionally 
honest response to the incredible vio-
lence of species extinction and climate 
change, as well as a desire to inspire 
appropriate collective action. While its 
candor may remind readers of recent 
eco-apocalyptic meditations (such as 
Roy Scranton’s Learning to Die in the 
Anthropocene), Extinction provides an 
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implicit rebuke to their contention that 
“we’re fucked” and can only accom-
modate ourselves—philosophically, 
culturally, psychologically—to a now-
inevitable collapse. Though undeniably 
cathartic, such potentially self-fulfilling 
claims hide more than they reveal. In 
particular, they obfuscate historical 
and present responsibilities for con-
temporary environmental crises, the 
buffer provided by wealth, power, and 
privilege (for nations and individuals), 
and our ability to mitigate and adapt to 
whatever changes lie in store.

Extinction—and the environmental 
justice movement that inspires it—
seeks to shift our perspective from the 
beneficiaries of “civilization” to the 
human and nonhuman victims of its 
exploitation and ecological destruction. 
For the millions of species that face 
extinction, and the billions of compara-
tively innocent poor and/or indigenous 
people that suffer from the destabiliza-
tion and decline of life-supporting eco-
systems, radical sociopolitical move-
ments have the potential to slow the 
dual crises of mass extinction and glob-
al climate change. From such a perspec-
tive, the question of whether the emer-
gence of an effective anticapitalist envi-
ronmental politics is “realistic” or 
“practical” is irrelevant. It is essential. 
Though thinkers such as Christian 
Parenti have questioned the value of 
calling for an unlikely revolution given 
the “compressed timeframe” of climate 
change, such demands—and the move-
ments they inspire—can also succeed 
by advancing alternative perspectives, 
highlighting neglected issues, and exert-
ing political pressure that can influence 
public policy and the direction (and 
speed) of technological development.

Extinction is intended as a primer, 
and it builds on and points readers 
toward more detailed and nuanced 
treatments. On the affective dimensions 
of extinction, readers might consult 
Thomas van Dooren’s elegant Flight 
Ways: Life and Loss at the Edge of 
Extinction, which demonstrates the 

entanglement and mutual constitution 
of humans and nonhumans through six 
heartbreaking stories of avian extinc-
tion. On the historical and current rela-
tionship between capitalism and that 
thing we call “the environment,” Jason 
W. Moore’s Capitalism in the Web of 
Life: Ecology and the Accumulation of 
Capital seems poised to become a foun-
dational text, synthesizing environmen-
talist and Marxist perspectives to argue 
that capitalism has always been a funda-
mentally ecological project. Sadly, these 
and many other innovative and impor-
tant works in the environmental 
humanities are aimed primarily at aca-
demic readers. Extinction: A Radical 
History makes a case for being the most 
accessible and politically engaged exam-
ination of the current mass extinction, 
and is therefore a welcome contribution 
to the growing literature on this slow-
motion calamity.

Matthew Schneider-Mayerson is 
assistant professor of social sciences 
(environmental studies) at Yale-NUS 

College. He is the author of Peak Oil: 
Apocalyptic Environmentalism and 
Libertarian Political Culture (University 
of Chicago Press, 2015).

—Los Angeles Review of Books, 
March 28, 2016

https://lareviewofbooks.org/review/
on-extinction-and-capitalism

By identifying capitalism 
as the primary culprit, 

and placing the current 
mass extinction in the 

context of ongoing strug-
gles for social and envi-

ronmental justice, 
Dawson points the way 

toward appropriate forms 
of conservation for an era 

of devastating loss.
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By now the main facts of the Flint 
River lead poisoning are pretty well 
known and essentially undisputed.  A 
spectacular regulatory failure by all 
levels of government—enabled by 
Michigan Governor Snyder’s unprece-
dented “emergency management” pol-
icies for African-American majority 
cities.  The big remaining question 
is why this disaster happened?

The Snyder administration and 
investigators have focused on gross 
incompetence of many officials, espe-
cially state and federal environmental 
regulators.  That is clearly part of what 
happened, but why?

Historical context may help us 
understand.  Some 20 years ago, the 
issues of environmental racism and 
environmental justice—the dispropor-
tionate adverse exposure of people of 
color communities and the poor to 
pollution and other environmental 
dangers—were addressed by environ-
mental agencies and courts in two 

major cases that arose in Flint: 1) The 
Genesee Power Station (GPS) case; and 
2) The Select Steel case.

The GPS case involved a wood-
burning incinerator sited near Flint’s 
impoverished north end, a community 
already swamped with other toxic, 
heavy industrial sources of pollution.  
Negotiations with the incinerator 
resulted in an agreement to signifi-
cantly reduce the amount of lead paint-
contaminated construction and demo-
lition wood the incinerator was allowed 
to burn. (They originally described 
their business to state environmental 
officials as “burning demolished 
Detroit crack houses.”) 

After that partial settlement, the 
Michigan Department of 
Environmental Quality (DEQ) under 
Governor John Engler and Director 
Russell Harding insisted on a historic 
environmental justice trial of the alle-
gation that they violated Michigan’s 
Elliott-Larsen Civil Rights Act by per-

mitting the GPS, the first such trial 
ever.  The Genesee County Circuit 
Court, Honerable Archie Hayman, 
entered an injunction against granting 
more air pollution permits in Genesee 
County after a 1997 trial that included 
lots of evidence of increased lead poi-
soning in Flint because of the GPS; the 
injunction was subsequently reversed 
on appeal for a procedural technicality.

The Plaintiffs in the GPS case had 
also filed the first administrative Title 
VI environmental racism claim with 
the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) in 1992.  After initially 
losing the file, EPA later found it and 
opened an investigation, but they have 
never issued any decision.  Meanwhile, 
three of the four plaintiffs died.

A second major environmental jus-
tice case arising in Flint was decided 
adversely after a bogus, pro forma inves-
tigation in 1998, by EPA—the infa-
mous Select Steel decision.  In Select 
Steel, the same plaintiffs complained 
about a proposed (never built) steel 
recycling facility that would further 
pollute their already overburdened 
community.  EPA came under heavy 
political pressure in both Michigan 
and Washington, DC, including explic-
it threats to zero out the budget of their 
Office of Civil Rights.   EPA rendered a 
decision against environmental justice 
that abandoned any meaningful 
attempts to remedy environmental 
racism, refusing to use their power to 
bring public health and environmental 
quality in Flint up to standards enjoyed 
in white suburban communities.  

In significant part as a result of the 
Flint Select Steel precedent, environ-
mental racism has found no legal rem-
edy at EPA. 

Why did these regulators ignore the 
pleas of Flint residents who were forced 

Racism is Toxic
The Flint River lead poisoning catastrophe in historical perspective

By Tom Stephens 
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to drink smelly, foul and discolored 
water for a year-and-a-half?  Because 
that was the policy of allowing substan-
dard environmental and public health 
conditions in communities like Flint, 
conditions that would never be allowed 
in whiter, more affluent communities.  
And that precedent was largely estab-
lished in Flint in the 1990s.  The ongo-
ing Flint River scandal was the result of 
emergency management and the Snyder 
administration’s depraved indifference 
to health of people in Flint, as well as 
longstanding, established de facto envi-
ronmental policy to allow such pollu-
tion in these communities.  

The Flint River’s lead poisoning is 
just an extreme case.

U.S. congressional delegate Stacey 
Plaskett (D-Virgin Islands) eloquently 
addressed the history of environmental 
racism nationally at the recent Flint 
River congressional hearing on 
February 3, 2016.  My colleague Mark 
Fancher of the Michigan ACLU recent-
ly explained the racist colonial roots of 
this issue:

“Michigan state government’s 
arrogant, callous indifference to 
both the plight of the people of Flint 
and the weight of outraged public 
opinion is explained quite simply by 
the fact that some officials regard 
Black Michigan as their own little 
Africa. With the mentality of colo-
nizers, they created and wielded the 
mighty weapon of Michigan’s emer-
gency manager law, and they set out 
to dominate and exploit predomi-
nantly Black cities with breathtaking 
indifference to the rights and the 
welfare of those who live there.”

The above is merely a summary of 
complex historical legal issues and 
facts, recounted more fully in the 
Petition to Re-Open the Select Steel 
Investigation filed by Sugar Law 
Center, California Rural Legal 
Assistance and others, which can be 
read at the Detroiters Resisting 
Emergency Management site. 

The exhaustive chronology of the 
Flint River Catastrophe published by 
Bridge Magazine on February 4, 2016 
(“Bridge Disaster Day by Day: A 

Detailed Flint Crisis Timeline”) 
emphasizes how the documents 
revealed so far show the regulators “try-
ing to endure the Flint River water sit-
uation, regardless of the risks, until the 
Karegnondi Water Authority comes 
online in late 2016.”  This was a clear 
example of the policy of environmental 
racism established in the 1990s in and 
around Flint.  The policy goes well 
beyond the gross incompetence dis-
played by many in the Snyder adminis-
tration in this case.

Tom Stephens had the honor of serv-
ing as trial counsel for the Plaintiffs Flint-
Genesee United for Justice, Flint NAACP 
Chapter, the late Janice O’Neal, Lillian 
Robinson and Sr. Joanne Chiavarrini; 
and the sole surviving Plaintiff represen-
tative Fr. Phil Schmitter, in the Genesee 
Power Station case.

—Black Agenda Report, February 
16, 2016

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
history_flint_river_enviro_racism

U.S. Politics and the 
Economy
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San Francisco, May 3, 2016—Five 
hunger strikers dubbed the Frisco 5—
angered by new police murders of 
Black and Brown people—have been 
occupying half the sidewalk in front of 
Mission Police Station since April 21. 
It’s Day 13 of their liquid-only fast and 
they’re losing weight, but they vow to 
keep it up until San Francisco Police 
Chief Greg Suhr resigns or is fired.

“We see so many execution-style 
police murders of young Black and 
Latino men—it just doesn’t stop,” said 
Cristina Gutierrez, 66, a teacher and 
hunger striker. “Since the killings of 
Alex Nieto (in 2014), then Amilcar 
Perez-Lopez, then Mario Woods, the 
community has been on the move, 
with weekly meetings, town halls, 
marches and protests at City Hall.

“But it hasn’t moved the chief or the 
mayor one bit. Now the police gunned 
down Luis Gongora, only a few blocks 

from where we’re sitting. For us, that 
was the last straw.”

Witnesses say Gongora, 45, a 
Yucatecan Mayan man from Mexico, 
was the target of 11 shots from police 
weapons on April 6 while sitting on the 
ground near his blue tent in a small 
homeless encampment on Shotwell 
Street in the Mission District. 
Apparently he did not understand the 
“orders” barked by the officers.

The Frisco 5 hunger strikers include 
Cristina’s son, Ilyich “Equipto” Sato, 
and Ike Pinkston, both 42, who work 
with her at the Companeros del Barrio 
preschool in the Mission. The others 
are Selassie Blackwell, 39, and Edwin 
Lindo, 29.

Equipto and Selassie are active as 
hip-hop artists. Pinkston, a father of 
two, is a soon-to-be-published poet. 
Lindo is running for a seat on the San 

Francisco Board 
of Supervisors. 
They say their 
hunger strike “is 
organized with the 
guidance of the 
Black and Brown 
Social Club, which 
works to unite 
and empower the 
Black and Brown 
communities.”

Hundreds of 
people come by 
every day to offer 
support and 
encouragement to 
the fasters, pre-
paring their 
drinks (a secret 
recipe rumored to 

include coconut water, broth and 
miso), or joining them in a 60-minute, 
raucous occupation of the nearby 
intersection at 17th and Valencia 
streets, or for a Saturday afternoon of 
drumming and dancing outside the 
police station.

“High school students come by—so 
many who say there’s no time to wait 
any more to stop these police killings,” 
said Gutierrez. “People coming by who 
were active in the movements of the 
’60s and ’70s: it’s an outpouring of love 
from the community.”

One supporter, Ruthie Sakheim, 
who runs a weekly discussion series 
called Occupy Forum, tied the police 
killings to the rent-gouging, gentrifica-
tion and displacement that is plaguing 
Black and Brown neighborhoods. 
“This is not normal,” she said.

“Nowadays when the police 
come in, they shoot people in the 
heart or in the head. Why is this? We 
know some of the officers are Army 
veterans who’ve been trained to 
shoot to kill.

“It’s happened so many times, this 
cannot be just an accident. I think 
they are intending to kill people in 
these neighborhoods. The big devel-
opers, do they have a hand in this? 
Are police getting orders from some-
where to terrorize these targeted 
areas? I don’t know for sure, but there 
is more to this than meets the eye.”

Dave Welsh is a retired letter carrier 
and delegate to the San Francisco Labor 
Council.

—San Francisco Bay View, May 3, 
2016

http://sfbayview.com/2016/05/frisco-
5-hunger-strikers-to-sfpd-stop-execut-
ing-our-people/

Frisco 5 Hunger Strikers 
“Stop executing our people”

By Dave Welsh

U.S. POLITICS AND THE ECONOMY
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March 1, 2016—This month marks 
the 45th anniversary of a dramatic 
moment in U.S. history. On March 8, 
1971—while Muhammad Ali was 
fighting Joe Frazier at Madison Square 
Garden, and as millions sat glued to 
their TVs watching the bout unfold—a 
group of peace activists broke into an 
FBI office in Media, Pennsylvania, and 
stole every document they could find.

Keith Forsyth, one of the people who 
broke in, explained on Democracy Now!:

“I was spending as much time as 
I could with organizing against the 
war, but I had become very frus-
trated with legal protest. The war 
was escalating and not de-escalating. 
And I think what really pushed me 
over the edge was, shortly after the 
invasion of Cambodia, there were 
four students killed at Kent State 
and two more killed at Jackson State. 
And that really pushed me over the 
edge, that it was time to do more 
than just protest.”

Delivered to the press, these docu-
ments revealed an FBI conspiracy—
known as COINTELPRO—to disrupt 
and destroy a wide range of protest 
groups, including the Black freedom 
movement. The break-in, and the gov-
ernment treachery it revealed, is a 
chapter of our not-so-distant past that 

all high school students—and all the 
rest of us—should learn; yet one that 
history textbooks continue to ignore.

In recent years, current events dis-
cussions in my high school history and 
government classes have been domi-
nated by names that have piled up with 
sickening frequency: Trayvon Martin, 
Eric Garner, Michael Brown, Walter 
Scott, Freddie Gray, Tamir Rice, Sandra 
Bland. In looking at the Black Lives 
Matter movement as a response to 
these injustices, my class came across a 
2015 Oregonian article, “Black Lives 
Matter: Oregon Justice Department 
Searched Social Media Hashtags.” The 
article detailed the department’s digital 
surveillance of people solely on the 
basis of their use of the 
#BlackLivesMatter hashtag. My stu-
dents debated whether tying 
#BlackLivesMatter to potential threats 
to police (the premise of the surveil-
lance program) was justifiable. Most 
thought it was not. But what the 
Oregonian did not note in the article, 
and what my students had no way of 
knowing, was the history of this story—
the ugly, often illegal, treatment of 
Black activists by the U.S. justice sys-
tem during the COINTELPRO era.

My students had little way of know-
ing about this story behind the story 

because mainstream textbooks almost 
entirely ignore COINTELPRO. Though 
COINTELPRO offers teachers a trove 
of opportunities to illustrate key con-
cepts, including the rule of law, civil 
liberties, social protest, and due pro-
cess, it is completely absent from my 
school’s government book, Magruder’s 
American Government (Pearson).

For U.S. history teachers investigat-
ing Black activism of the 1950s and 
1960s, one district textbook is American 
Odyssey (McGraw Hill). In a section 
titled “The Movement Appraised,” the 
book sums up the end of the Civil 
Rights Movement:

“Without strong leadership in 
the years following King’s death, the 
civil rights movement floundered. 
Middle-class Americans, both 
African American and white, tired of 
the violence and the struggle. The 
war in Vietnam and crime in the 
streets at home became the new 
issue at the forefront of the nation’s 
consciousness.”

Here we find a slew of problematic 
assertions about the era, plus a notable 
absence. Nowhere does American 
Odyssey indicate that, in addition to 
King’s death and Vietnam, the Civil 
Rights Movement also had to contend 
with a declaration of war made against 
it by its own government.

American Odyssey is not alone in its 
omission. American Journey (Pearson), 
another textbook used in my school, simi-
larly makes no mention of the program.

The only textbook in my district to 
mention COINTELPRO is America: A 
Concise History (St. Martin’s), a college-
level, Advanced Placement history text. 
Limited to a single sentence, its sum-
mary and analysis is wholly incomplete: 
“In the late 1960s SDS (Students for a 
Democratic Society) and other antiwar 

COINTELPRO
Why we should teach about the FBI’s Counterintelligence Program war on the civil rights movement

By Ursula Wolfe-Rocca
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groups fell victim to police harassment, 
and Federal Bureau of Investigation 
(FBI) and CIA agents infiltrated and 
disrupted radical organizations.”

Why do textbook writers and pub-
lishers leave out this crucial episode in 
U.S. history? Perhaps they take their 
cues from the FBI itself. According to 
the FBI website:

“The FBI began COINTELPRO—
short for Counterintelligence 
Program—in 1956 to disrupt the 
activities of the Communist Party of 
the United States. In the 1960s, it 
was expanded to include a number 
of other domestic groups, such as 
the Ku Klux Klan, the Socialist 
Workers Party, and the Black 
Panther Party. All COINTELPRO 
operations were ended in 1971. 
Although limited in scope (about 
two-tenths of one percent of the 
FBI’s workload over a 15-year peri-
od), COINTELPRO was later right-
fully criticized by Congress and the 
American people for abridging First 
Amendment rights and for other 
reasons.”

Apparently, mainstream textbooks 
have accepted—hook, line, and sink-
er—the FBI’s whitewash of 
COINTELPRO as “limited in scope” 
and applying to only a few organiza-
tions. But COINTELPRO was neither 
“limited in scope” nor applied only to 
the organizations listed in the FBI’s 
description.

Then-FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover 
describes the goal of one arm of 
COINTELPRO—against the Black lib-
eration movement—in a now-declassi-
fied 1967 document:

“The purpose of this new coun-
terintelligence endeavor is to expose, 
disrupt, misdirect, discredit, or oth-
erwise neutralize the activities of 
Black nationalist, hate-type organiza-
tions and groupings, their leadership, 
spokesmen, membership, and sup-
porters, and to counter their propen-
sity for violence and civil disorder.”

The plan to “neutralize” Black activ-
ists included legal harassment, intimi-
dation, wiretapping, infiltration, smear 
campaigns, and blackmail, and result-
ed in countless prison sentences and, in 
the case of Black Panther Fred 
Hampton and others, murder. This 
scope of operations can hardly be 
described as “limited.” Moreover, these 
tactics were employed not just against 
every national civil rights organization, 
but also against the antiwar movement 
(particularly on college campuses), 
Students for a Democratic Society, the 
American Indian Movement, the 
Puerto Rican Young Lords, and others.

One way to appreciate the wide net 
cast by COINTELPRO is to look at the 
final report of the Church Committee. 
In the early 1970s, following a number 
of allegations in the press about over-
reaching government intelligence 
operations, a Senate committee chaired 
by Democrat Frank Church of Idaho 
began an investigation of U.S. intelli-
gence agencies. Their 1976 report 
states: “The unexpressed major prem-
ise of much of COINTELPRO is that 
the Bureau [FBI] has a role in main-
taining the existing social order, and 
that its efforts should be aimed toward 
combating those who threaten that 
order.” In other words, anyone who 
challenged the status quo of racism, 
militarism, and capitalism in American 
society was fair game for surveillance 
and harassment. Rather than “limit-
ed,” the FBI’s scope potentially includ-
ed all social and political activists, an 
alarming and outrageous revelation in 
a country purportedly governed by the 
protections of speech and assembly in 
the First Amendment.

Luckily, we do not need to rely on 
corporate textbook publishers and the 
FBI for our resources and curriculum. 
Thanks to the Media burglars, and 
their suitcases full of stolen documents, 
we now have access to memos from 
this FBI program of destruction. In my 

curriculum, I have pulled together 
documents from the FBI’s website and 
from the book The COINTELPRO 
Papers: Documents from the FBI’s Secret 
Wars Against Dissent in the United 
States, edited by Ward Churchill and 
Jim Vander Wall. These documents 
reveal the FBI’s attempts to infiltrate 
and disrupt the Black Panthers, the 
Southern Christian Leadership 
Conference, the Student Nonviolent 
Coordinating Committee, the Congress 
of Racial Equality, and others; they 
reveal an attempt to blackmail Dr. 
Martin Luther King Jr. using illegally 
acquired recordings of purported mar-
ital infidelities, and a suggestion that he 
commit suicide. They reveal campaigns 
of misinformation, where FBI agents 
planted lies in newspaper and maga-
zine coverage of activists.

I also use the fabulous episode “A 
Nation of Law?” from the documenta-
ry “Eyes on the Prize,” which details 
COINTELPRO’s 1969 murder of Fred 
Hampton in Chicago. Hampton—a 
leader of Chicago’s Black Panther 
Party—was a young and inspiring 
advocate of Black liberation attempt-
ing to build a “rainbow coalition” of 
groups across racial lines. After months 
of official harassment, he was shot and 
killed during an FBI-sponsored police 
raid on his home as he slept in his bed. 
He was 21 years old.

Together, these resources provide 
students an opportunity to understand 
the government-sponsored war against 
Black activists. And though the 
COINTELPRO documents have long 
been public, it is a story that history 
textbooks continue to ignore, leaving 
students to swallow the false assertion 
of books like American Odyssey that the 
movement simply “floundered” after 
King’s death.

Textbook publishers’ disregard for 
the history of COINTELPRO is one 
more example of the crucial impor-
tance of the Black Lives Matter move-
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ment, a movement that lays bare the 
systemic dangers faced by Black people 
in America while simultaneously 
affirming and celebrating Black life. 
What I attempt in my classroom is a 
Black Lives Matter treatment of 
COINTELPRO, where we reveal the 
injustice of the program while affirm-
ing and celebrating the promise of the 
activists it sought to silence. Just as 
Black Lives Matter activists use video 
footage to convince a wider public of 
what African Americans have long 
known about police brutality, teachers 
can use our classrooms to shine a light 
on history that has long been available, 
but systematically ignored, by our text-
books. We need a curriculum that 
emphatically communicates: Black his-
tory matters.

Ursula Wolfe-Rocca teaches at Lake 
Oswego High School in Oregon.

—Common Dreams, March 1, 2016

http://www.commondreams.org/
views/2016/03/01/why-we-should-teach-
about-fbis-war-civil-rights-movement
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Last week, the District Attorney for 
Brooklyn, New York, recommended 
that the cop who was convicted in the 
death of Akai Gurley not spend a single 
day in prison, but, instead, serve five 
years probation, six months on home 
confinement, and do 500 hours of com-
munity service. The cop’s lawyer called 
the DA’s decision “courageous.” 
Members of the city’s Chinese American 
community had packed the trial, 
demanding that former officer Peter 
Liang be acquitted of negligent man-
slaughter charges for shooting Gurley 
as the unarmed 28 year-old father 
walked in the darkened stairwell of a 
public housing apartment building 
with his girlfriend. Liang’s supporters 
argued that he would not have faced 
charges at all, if he had been white.

District Attorney Ken Thompson, a 
Democrat, the son of a cop, and the 
first Black to be elected as top prosecu-
tor for Brooklyn, justified his recom-
mendation of leniency, saying there was 
“no evidence” that Liang intended to 
kill Akai Gurley, and that Liang was not 
a danger to the community—despite 
the fact that he had already killed a law 
abiding member of the community.

Akai Gurley’s family was outraged. 
They said District Attorney Thompson’s 
recommendation “sends the message 
that police officers who kill people 
should not face serious consequences.” 
At least some of the jurors that con-
victed the cop agreed. One asked, 
“What was the point of prosecuting 
him? If something is wrong, you 
shouldn’t get a slap on the wrist.” 
Another juror said the DA’s call for 
leniency was “ridiculous,” and confided 
to the Daily News that his own father 
had spent seven years in prison for acci-
dentally shooting a friend.

However, the only Black person on 
the jury, a 69 year-old man, said the 
prosecutor was only “doing his job.”

The person who will have the final say 
in the case is Brooklyn Supreme Court 
Justice Danny Chun, who is scheduled to 
sentence Liang on April 14. Before he 
was appointed to the court, Chun, a 
Korean American, was a prosecutor.

The Brooklyn DA’s decision means 
that, even when a police officer is con-
victed of criminally negligent homicide 
in the death of an unarmed and totally 
non-threatening Black man, in a trial in 
which the chief prosecutor is Black, the 
chances of meaningful punishment are 
slim, because impunity for police is 
built into the system. No matter the 
weight of the evidence, Black lives don’t 
really matter in the U.S. criminal justice 
system. So inconsequential was the life 
of Akai Gurley, that Chinese Americans 
believed that Officer Liang was entitled 
to the same impunity—the same free 
pass—in the death of a Black man, as a 
white cop could expect to get.

Ken Thompson, the Black prosecu-
tor, clearly feels the same way. He is a 
career Democratic politician whose alle-
giance is to the party and the system that 
appointed him, not to Black people, and 
certainly not to any notions of justice. 
His job, as he saw it, was to prevent the 
jury from dispensing justice, to turn 
loose a killer cop—because he is a killer 
prosecutor and, as Akai Gurley’s sup-
porters said throughout the trial, “The 
whole damn system is guilty as hell.”

—Black Agenda Report, March 29, 2016

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
brooklyn_da_leniency_for_killer_cop
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Whole System is Guilty as Hell
By Glen Ford
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Hillary’s Crusade
Hillary wants a crusade to defeat Trump’s “bigotry”—and leave her bankers alone

By Glen Ford

March 16, 2016—Tuesday’s prima-
ry victories will allow Hillary Clinton 
to get busy planning her “big tent” 
general election crusade against racism 
and incivility, in the person of Donald 
Trump. It will be a corporate 
Democrat’s dream campaign, with the 
prospect of the party garnering major-
ity white support for the first time 
since 1964. Clinton will allow Bernie 
Sanders’ delegates to craft much of the 
language of the party platform, in 
Philadelphia—a meaningless exercise 
designed to convince the Sandernistas 
that there is still hope to transform the 
Democratic Party “from below.” 
Clinton—who is permanently primed 
to lie on any subject, at any time, in the 
interests of the Lords of Capital—may 
give forked-tongue service to a Sanders-
inspired platform, especially if Trump 
continues his hype on jobs losses to 
“China” because of “bad deals.” But, 
Wall Street will have little to worry 
about. Clinton’s central project will be 
to build an historic Democratic super-
majority by appealing to all “decent” 
Americans to reject “bigotry” and 
embrace “fairness” and “tolerance”—
by which she will mean nothing more 
than that they reject Trump.

Such civil rights-sounding rhetoric 
will signify to Black voters that their 
faith in the party, and the Clintons, has 
been bounteously rewarded; that the 
campaign is really all about them. They 
will be reassured of the continuity of 
Barack Obama’s policies under 
Hillary—as if that were a good thing, 
and as if Obama and the Clintons were 
not political triplets all along, rooted in 
the same right-wing of the party.

When Hillary Clinton is sworn in, 
there will be no Great Black Hajj of 
millions to the Washington Mall, as in 
2009—no dizzying euphoria. But, the 
effect of a huge Democratic triumph 

over the Trump Monster could repro-
duce much the same disastrous Black 
political passivity as in the early Obama 
years, when folks thought they were on 
track to the Promised Land. Despite 
having been set back as much as 30 
years by the Great Recession, in terms 
of their relative position to whites, 
African Americans clung to the delu-
sion that things had never been so 
good, simply because there was a Black 
family in the White House.

It took the emergence of a grass-
roots movement against police terror, 
under the general heading of Black 
Lives Matter, to wake a critical mass of 
Black folks to the reality of their condi-
tion. For two generations, the dead, 
hegemonic weight of the Democratic 
Party had subverted and suffocated the 
Black Radical Tradition, diverting all 
Black political energies into a corpo-
rate dominated electoral enclosure. 
However, no sooner had the “Ferguson 
movement” (as many initially called it) 
gained traction, than it was partially 
co-opted by young opportunists with 
corporate ambitions. Campaign Zero 
immediately set out to become a player 
in the Democratic Party. (Its twittering 
star, DeRay McKesson, is currently 
running for mayor of Baltimore.) 
#Black Lives Matter was endorsed by 
the Democratic National Committee, 
with its founders mentioned by name. 
However, Alicia Garza, Patrisse Cullors 
and Opal Tometi, rejected the endorse-
ment. “The Democratic Party, like the 
Republican and all political parties, 
have historically attempted to control 
or contain Black people’s efforts to lib-
erate ourselves,” they said. “True 
change requires real struggle, and that 
struggle will be in the streets and led by 
the people, not by a political party.”

In a caricature of confrontation 
with power, activists held two cozy 

“chats” with Hillary Clinton, in which 
they made no substantive demands. 
Clinton easily dominated the discus-
sions, and succeeded in projecting her-
self as a stern but sincere supporter of 
the movement—an undeserved repu-
tation that would benefit her presiden-
tial campaign.  

The brazenly opportunist Campaign 
Zero group and the Garza-Cullors-
Tometi network dickered with the 
Democratic National Committee over 
campaign events. Campaign Zero 
agreed to collaborate with the 
Democrats on a televised town hall-
type event on racial justice issues.  The 
#Black Lives Matter network preferred 
a televised debate. Either way, partici-
pation in such projects relegates the 
collaborators to the status of annexes 
of the party, like MoveOn.org.

It was refreshing, and heartening, 
therefore, to hear another founding 
member of #Black Lives Matter explain 
why the network will not endorse any 
presidential candidate. Professor 
Melina Abdullah, chair of the 
Department of Pan-African Studies at 
California State University, Los Angeles, 
told Democracy Now! viewers that “nei-
ther Bernie Sanders or Hillary Clinton 
have a strong command of the particu-
lar issues related to race in the specific-
ity of Black oppression.” (Actually, a 
more knowledgeable Democratic Party 
leader would be, if anything, even more 
dangerous.) More definitively, 
Professor Abdullah said “being con-
trolled by the two-party system is huge-
ly problematic and is disempowering 
and oppressive to Black people.” The 
movement needs to “think about what 
democracy is,” and “we need to really 
kind of redefine what that means and 
break away from this notion that the 
only way of being democratic is engag-
ing in electoral politics.” The #Black 



Vol.  16, No. 3    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  23

Lives Matter Network “is pushing the 
real revolution,” she said.

Revolutionary movements—move-
ments of any kind—require the formu-
lation of demands. “We need to devel-
op a plan that really deals with the 
specifics of Blackness—Black jobs, 
Black employability, moving toward 
Black wealth,” said Abdullah, the polit-
ical scientist.

Hillary Clinton hopes to build a 
super-party this election season, packed 
to overflowing with “moderate” 
Republicans fleeing the taint of Donald 
Trump, who will bring their otherwise 
conservative politics with them into the 
Democratic “big tent”—an ideal infu-
sion to reinforce Hillary Clinton’s (and 
Barack Obama’s) corporate wing of the 
party. Black folks will emerge from this 
electoral process even more marginal to 
party policy than before. But, most will 
not realize it.

The great task of independent Black 
politics is to pry Black folks loose from 
the Democratic Party’s lethal embrace. 
For that, you need a movement that is 
armed with proper demands. The 
#Black Lives Matter network is not 
there, yet, but at least some members 
are aware of the general path that must 
be taken.

—Black Agenda Report, March 16, 2016

http://www.Blackagendareport.com/
hillary_crusade_against_bigotry_trump

Listening to Bernie Sanders in the 
Democratic presidential debates 
(recently concluded) this season, one 
can detect the distinct impression on 
the candidate’s part that the United 
States is no longer a democracy because 
of the inordinate political influence 
exercised by wealthy campaign funders 
in the age of the Supreme Court’s arch-
plutocratic 2010 Citizens United deci-
sion. Again and again, Sanders calls for 
campaign finance reform (without 
specifying what exact reforms he 
favors) and the repeal of Citizens 
United to end the rule of “the billion-
aire class.” He’s been sounding almost 
like my high school Civics teacher, a 
card-carrying Common Cause mem-
ber back in the post-Watergate years.

There’s truth behind the complaint 
and justice in the call for getting big pri-
vate money out of public elections, God 
knows. Still, during the Citizens United 
era as before it, election funding is just 
one among many ways in which an 
“unelected dictatorship of money” rules 
the United States. As William Greider 
noted in his classic 1992 book Who Will 
Tell the People? The Betrayal of American 
Democracy, the organized bribery called 
campaign finance is just the tip of the 
iceberg when it comes to how big corpo-
rations and financial institutions domi-
nate U.S. politics and policy.

“The effects of [campaign] money 
are real enough” Greider determined, 
“but the debilitating impact [of corpo-
rate wealth and power] on democracy 
would endure, even if money were 
magically eliminated from politics.” 
The many-sided methods and modes 
of capitalist power include:

•	 The flooding of the nation’s capi-
tal and the 50 state capitals and an 
untold number of municipal and 
county governments with a gigan-
tic army of corporate lobbyists.

•	 Massive investment in public 
relations and propaganda to 
influence the beliefs and values of 
citizens, politicians, and other 
“opinion-shapers” on matters of 
interest to corporations.

•	 Capture of key positions in gov-
ernment regulatory agencies by 
people who reasonably expect to 
work at increased levels of com-
pensation in the regulated (and 
not-so-regulated) industries in 
the future.

•	 “Cognitive” (ideological) capture 
of state officials, politicians, media 
personnel, educators, nonprofit 
managers so as to minimize pub-
lic actions and sentiments that 
might harm business profits.

•	 The use by businesses of the threat 
of disinvestment, capital flight, 
and capital strike—resulting in 
the loss of jobs and tax revenue—
to get what they want (i.e., reduced 
wages, reduced taxes, reduced 
environmental regulations, 
increased public subsidies…the 
list goes on) from governments, 
unions, and communities.

•	 The systematic destruction and 
undermining of organizations 
(i.e., labor unions) that might 
offer some countervailing power 
to that of big business in the 
political and policy realms.

•	 The offer of jobs, corporate board 
memberships, internships, and 
other perks and payments to 
public officials and their families 
and to other “influentials” and 
their families.

•	 Control of education and pub-
lishing (a) to filter out, repress, 
and marginalize “populist” and 
“radical” (democratic) critiques 
of the profits system, corpora-

Beyond Campaign Finance
By Paul Street 
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tions, and capitalist culture and 
(b) to identify the public interest 
and the common good with the 
business bottom line.

•	 Ownership, monitoring, and man-
agement of mass media (including 
“entertainment” as well as public 
affairs news and commentary) for 
the same purposes.

•	 The systematic advance ruling-
class vetting of potentially viable 
candidates for top elected office 
before they are put up for “demo-
cratic” selection.

And this is just the short list. I could 
go on. I did, actually, in the fifth chap-
ter (titled “How They Rule”) of my 
latest book They Rule: The 1% v. 
Democracy. (The chapter includes 
reflections on too-rarely mentioned 
barriers to democracy like excessively 
long working hours [“time poverty”], 
mass incarceration and felony mark-
ing, racial and ethnic divide-and-con-
quer, the absence of a national public 
and universal health insurance system, 
and an exaggerated emphasis on major 
party candidate-centered electoral 
contests as “politics, the only politics 
that matters.”)

Eighty-five years ago, the great 
American philosopher John Dewey 
observed that “politics is the shadow 
cast on society by big business.” Dewey 
rightly prophesized that U.S. politics 
would stay that way as long as power 
resided in “business for private profit 
through private control of banking, 
land, industry, reinforced by command 
of the press, press agents, and other 
means of publicity and propaganda.”

Ten years later, the U.S. Supreme 
Court Justice Louis Brandeis made the 
very basic and elementary observation 
that Americans “must make our choice. 
We may have democracy, or we may 
have wealth concentrated in the hands 
of a few, but we can’t have both.” That 
was an unwitting call for the abolition 
of capitalism, which is marked among 
other things by an inherent tendency 

towards the upward concentration of 
wealth and power.

It might seem that Dewey—writing 
in 1931, on the eve of Franklin 
Roosevelt’s election and New Deal—
spoke too soon. But he didn’t. Between 
the 1930s and the 1970s, a significant 
reduction in overall economic inequal-
ity (though not of racial inequality) 
and an increase in the standard of liv-
ing for millions of working class 
Americans occurred in the United 
States.  This “Great Compression” 
occurred thanks to the emergence and 
expansion of the industrial workers’ 
movement (sparked to no small extent 
by Communists and other left mili-
tants), the spread of collective bargain-
ing, the rise of a relatively pro-union 
New Deal welfare state and the demo-
cratic domestic pressures and progres-
sive taxation required by the epic glob-
al struggle with German and Japanese 
fascism (WWII).

In reality, the gains enjoyed by mil-
lions of ordinary working 
U.S.-Americans with the help of the 
popularly elected New Deal were made 
possible to no small extent by the 
uniquely favored and powerful posi-
tion of the U.S. economy and the 
remarkable profit rates enjoyed by U.S. 
corporations in the post-WWII world.  
When that position and those profits 
was significantly challenged by resur-
gent Western European and Japanese 
economic competition in the 1970s 
and 1980s, the comparatively egalitari-
an trends of postwar America were 
reversed by capitalist elites who had 
never lost their critical command of 
the nation’s core economic and politi-
cal institutions. (The radicals—the best 
organizers—had been expelled from 
the labor movement in the late 1940s 
and 1950s). Working class Americans 
have paid the price ever since.

For the last four decades, wealth and 
income have been sharply concentrated 
upward, returning to pre-Great 
Depression levels, marking a New or 

Second Gilded Age that is traceable to a 
number of regressive and plutocratic 
policies that have nothing to do with 
any shift right in the populace. Along 
the way, U.S. capitalists/corporations 
have globalized their production and 
sales operations like never before. In 
the U.S. as in other nations, gross 
inequality and the deepened plutocracy 
that follows such disparity like stink on 
shit is a core and all-too “normal” com-
ponent of capitalism understood over 
the longue durée.  As the liberal French 
academic rock-star Thomas Piketty 
admits, without crediting the Old Mole, 
that Karl Marx got it right: inequality is 
deeply rooted in the institutional sin-
ews of capitalism. (So, smart eco-social-
ists like Joel Kovel and John Bellamy 
Foster remind us, is environmental 
catastrophe, well underway).

But it’s not just about capitalism. In 
his recent history of the neoliberal-
corporatist horror show that is Hillary 
Clinton, Doug Henwood shows com-
mendable respect for the authoritarian 
nature and handiwork of the United 
States’ aristo-republican merchant-
capitalist and slave-owning Founders, 
for whom (it’s worth recalling) democ-
racy was the ultimate nightmare. 
Henwood notes that the plutocratic 
Hillary Clinton (we could add Donald 
Trump, Ted Cruz, and Marco Rubio 
along with the vast majority of the 
nation’s not-so democratically elected 
“public” officials) “is a symptom of a 
deep sickness in the American political 
system, produced by the structural fea-
tures designed to limit popular power 
that James Madison in The Federalist 
Papers and that the authors of the 
Constitution inscribed in our basic 
law.” Further:

“Those inhibiting Constitutional 
features include the division of 
power among the branches, judicial 
review, and the deeply undemocrat-
ic structure of the Senate, all supple-
mented with a variety of schemes 
over the decades to limit the fran-
chise. Add to that the quasi-official 
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status of a two-party Congress, the 
ability of the rich to buy legislation 
and legislators, and the gatekeeping 
role of the [corporate] media and 
you have a system that offers voters 
little more than the choice of which 
branch of the elite is going to screw 
them…While it’s sometimes fashion-
able to complain that our democracy 
has been taken from us, things have 
always been pretty much this way” 
(emphasis added).

This refusal to wax nostalgic about 
some mythical American-democratic 
past merits approval. So does 
Henwood’s emphasis on legal and 
institutional features that typically 
escape attention from those rushing to 
reduce ruling class power to election 
funding. Of special and more histori-
cally recent significance in the current 
era, we might mention the preposter-
ously widespread practice of gerry-
mandered electoral districts, drawn to 
satisfy the needs of incumbent parties 
and office-holders (no small part of 
how the noxious white-nationalist and, 
hard-right Republican Party manages 
to hold a majority in the U.S. House 
“of Representatives” despite that par-
ty’s extreme unpopularity). Also note-

worthy is the post-1972 invention of 
the so-called super-delegate, whereby 
20 percent of the delegates to the 
Democratic Party presidential conven-
tion are unelected. Most of these polit-
ical superheroes are elected office-

holders and/or high party officials. 
Hillary is certain to get the backing of 
the lion’s share of these ridiculously 
undemocratic actors with ludicrously 
outsized nomination influence.

As I noted in an earlier CounterPunch 
essay, the Iowa Caucus, that much-
vaunted expression of “grassroots 

democracy,” is deeply flawed by the 
fact that hundreds-of-thousands of 
working people and others (including 
many senior citizens and disabled) are 
unable to participate in the two-hour 
process.

Meanwhile, as since 1789, we are 
still stuck with the preposterously and 
openly undemocratic Electoral College 
in the final determination of “our” 
presidential tally once every four years

I’m all for the full public financing 
of U.S. elections and other constitu-
tional-institutional reforms to elevate 
the voice of the people over and above 
the wealthy few. Still, I must concur 
with John Dewey, Louis Brandeis, Karl 
Marx, and the late and brilliant Marxist 
political scientist Ellen Meiksins Wood 
that we cannot talk seriously about 
enjoying democracy while living under 
the many-sided rule of the profits sys-
tem. A merely “political revolution” 
(the nominally socialist Sanders’ recur-
rent phrase and slogan) won’t do the 
job. Only the “radical reconstruction 
of society itself” that Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr. identified as “the real issue to 
be faced” near the end of his life can 
bring us to anything like the popular 
sovereignty (democracy) we need and 
deserve.

Why that strikes so many of my fel-
low progressives as a dark and depress-
ing conclusion is, I must confess, a 
total mystery to me. What greater and 
more meaningful adventure could 
there ever be than millions upon mil-
lions of us joining together to act on 
King’s counsel? And if the radical 
reconstruction (revolution) cannot be 
attained, what better way could there 
be to die than fighting for it?

—CounterPunch, February 26, 2016

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2016/02/26/beyond-campaign-finance/
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Scandal Legalized
By Glen Greenwald

April 4, 2016—From the start of the 
reporting based on Edward Snowden’s 
leaked document archive, government 
defenders insisted that no illegal behavior 
was revealed. That was always false: 
Multiple courts have now found the 
domestic metadata spying program in 
violation of the Constitution and rele-
vant statutes and have issued similar rul-
ings for other mass surveillance pro-
grams; numerous articles on NSA 
(National Security Agency) and GCHQ 
(Government Communications 
Headquarters) documented the targeting 
of people and groups for blatantly politi-
cal or legally impermissible purposes; 
and the leak revealed that President 
Obama’s top national security official 
(still), James Clapper, blatantly lied when 
testifying before Congress about the 
NSA’s activities—a felony.

But illegality was never the crux of 
the scandal triggered by those NSA 
revelations. Instead, what was most 
shocking was what had been legalized: 
the secret construction of the largest 
system of suspicionless spying in 
human history. What was scandalous 
was not that most of this spying was 
against the law, but rather that the 
law—at least as applied and interpret-
ed by the Justice Department and secret, 
one-sided FISA (The Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978) 
“courts”—now permitted the U.S. 
government and its partners to engage 
in mass surveillance of entire popula-
tions, including their own. As the 
ACLU’s Jameel Jaffer put it after 
the Washington Post’s publication of 
documents showing NSA analysts 
engaged in illegal spying: “The ‘non-
compliance’ angle is important, but 
don’t get carried away. The deeper 
scandal is what’s legal, not what’s not.”

Yesterday, dozens of newspapers 
around the world reported on what 
they are calling the Panama Papers: a 

gargantuan leak of documents from a 
Panama-based law firm that specializes 
in creating offshore shell companies. 
The documents reveal billions of dol-
lars being funneled to offshore tax 
havens by leading governmental and 
corporate officials in numerous coun-
tries (the U.S. was oddly missing from 
the initial reporting, though journalists 
vow that will change shortly.)

Some of these documents undoubt-
edly reveal criminality: either monies 

that were illegally obtained (and are 
being hidden for that reason) or assets 
being concealed in order to criminally 
evade tax debts. But the crux of this 
activity—placing assets offshore in 
order to avoid incurring tax liability—
has been legalized. That’s because 
Western democracies, along with overt 
tyrannies, are typically controlled by 
societies’ wealthiest, and laws are enact-
ed to serve their interests. Vox’s Matt 
Yglesias this morning published a very 

good explainer of various aspects of this 
leak and he makes that point clear:

“Even as the world’s wealthiest 
and most powerful nations have 
engaged in increasingly complex and 
intensive efforts at international 
cooperation to smooth the wheels of 
global commerce, they have willfully 
chosen to allow the wealthiest mem-
bers of Western society to shield their 
financial assets from taxation (and in 
many cases divorce or bankruptcy 
settlement) by taking advantage of 
shell companies and tax havens.

“If Panama or the Cayman Islands 
were acting to undermine the integ-
rity of the global pharmaceutical pat-
ent system, the United States would 
stop them. But the political elite of 
powerful Western nations have not 
acted to stop relatively puny 
Caribbean nations from undermin-
ing the integrity of the global tax sys-
tem—largely because Western eco-
nomic elites don’t want them to.…

“…But even though various 
criminal money-laundering schemes 
are the sexiest possible use of shell 
companies, the day-to-day tax dodg-
ing is what really pays the bills. As a 
manager of offshore bank accounts 
told me years ago, ‘People think of 
banking secrecy as all about terrorists 
and drug smugglers, but the truth is 
there are a lot of rich people who 
don’t want to pay taxes.’ And the 
system persists because there are a lot 
of politicians in the West who don’t 
particularly want to make them.…

“…Incorporating your hedge fund 
in a country with no corporate income 
tax even though all your fund’s 
employees and investors live in the 
United States is perfectly legal. So is, 
in most cases, setting up a Panamanian 
shell company to own and manage 
most of your family’s fortune.”

Tax avoidance is an inevitable fea-
ture of any tax system, but the reason 
this particular form of avoidance grows 
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and grows without bounds is that pow-
erful politicians in powerful countries 
have chosen to let it happen. As the 
global economy has become more and 
more deeply integrated, powerful coun-
tries have created economic “rules of 
the road” that foreign countries and 
multinational corporations must follow 
in order to gain lucrative market access.

Proving that certain behavior is 
“legal” does not prove that it is ethical 
or just. That’s because corrupted polit-
ical systems, by definition, often pro-
tect and legalize exactly the behavior 
that is most unjust. Vital journalism 
does not only expose law breaking. It 
also highlights how corrupted political 
and legal systems can be co-opted by 
the most powerful in order to legally 
sanction atrocious and destructive 
behavior that serves their interests, typ-
ically with little or no public awareness 
that it’s been done.

In such cases, as Jaffer put it, “The 
deeper scandal is what’s legal, not 
what’s not.” The key revelation is not 
the illegality of the specific behavior in 
question but rather the light shined on 
how our political systems function and 
for whose benefit they work. That was 
true of the Snowden leak, and it’s true 
of the Panama Papers as well.

—The Intercept, April 4, 2016

h t t p s : / / t h e i n t e r c e p t .
com/2016/04/04/a-key-similarity-
between-snowden-leak-and-panamapa-
pers-scandal-is-whats-been-legalized/

After eight years of swallowing mas-
sive, co-pay-coated promises of “uni-
versal healthcare,” it’s a relief that a 
substantive debate is opening up 
around single-payer healthcare during 
this election cycle. However, too many 
conversations on this issue are being 
halted by calls of “impracticality.” Real 
healthcare for all would be nice, we are 
told, but there’s just no room for it in 
the budget.

What’s rarely mentioned in these 
“no room” conversations is that the 
current version of the budget—the 
place where our taxes go and meta-
morphose into services and activities 
that are supposed to support us—is 
extremely bad for our health.

Much of our tax money, on both the 
federal and state levels, is funneled 
toward activities that are literally killing 
people. Instead of dismissing “healthcare 
for all” as an appealing-but-unachiev-
able dream, we need to talk about how 
we can shift our overall funding priori-
ties from a framework of death and 
destruction to one of life and healing.

In mid-February, the Obama 
administration released its 2017 budget 
proposal, in which almost $623 billion 
is allocated to the Pentagon and related 
spending. The Pentagon alone snags 
$583 billion, receiving a $2 billion raise 
over last year, according to a National 
Priorities Project analysis.

Less than two percent of Pentagon 
funds would go toward “fighting ISIS.” 
(The idea that ISIS can be effectively 
“fought” is, of course, a highly prob-
lematic prospect—but even if you 
think it can, that’s not where your taxes 
are flowing.)

Plus, the 2017 budget proposal 
includes a $59 billion Pentagon slush 
fund, which allows the military to 
break congressionally set caps on its 
spending over the course of the year.

These aren’t new developments: 
The Pentagon has long eaten up the 
majority of our federal discretionary 
budget—and those funds don’t even 
include treatment for the veterans 
whose lives have been harmed by this 
system.

Of course, all this Pentagon money 
isn’t simply sitting idly in government 
coffers. According to a 2015 Physicians 
for Social Responsibility report, the 
“global war on terror” has left 1.3 mil-
lion dead in Iraq, Pakistan and 
Afghanistan alone—and that’s a con-
servative estimate.

Beyond Pentagon funding, the 
administration’s 2017 budget calls for 
$19 billion for nuclear weapons and 
related expenses. In fact, President 
Obama recently proposed launching a 
vast nuclear “modernization” process, 
which would expand the U.S.’s arsenal, 
spending $1 trillion over 30 years. 
According to an analysis by Stephen 
Kinzer at The Boston Globe, the pro-
posal would include the development 
and purchase of “1,000 new missiles 
with adjustable nuclear capacity, 100 
new long-range bombers, and a new 
fleet of nuclear-armed submarines.” 
Kinzer cites former Secretary of 
Defense William Perry, who warns that 
if the expansion plan goes through, 
international disputes would be “more 
likely to erupt in nuclear conflict than 
during the Cold War.”

This prioritization of state-spon-
sored death and destruction over 
health and renewal is by no means 
limited to the U.S. Defense Department.

Each year, in total (including local, 
state and federal expenditures), the 
United States spends about $80 billion 
on incarceration and over $100 billion 
on policing. And the Obama adminis-
tration’s 2017 budget actually requests 
a substantial increase—of about six 
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percent—for federal law enforcement, 
which includes the FBI and Drug 
Enforcement Administration. Despite 
recent public enthusiasm for decarcer-
ation, the 2017 budget proposal main-
tains the same funding levels as last 
year for federal prison and detention.

Like the dollars that are shuttled to 
the Pentagon, the money deposited in 
prison and police budgets is not just 
“wasted.” It is not simply money that 
could be “better spent” on things like 
healthcare and food and housing. This 
country locks 2.3 million people—
overwhelmingly Black, Brown, poor, 
trans and disabled people—inside 
cages; chains millions more with elec-
tronic monitors and harsh probation 
sentences; and subjects millions upon 
millions more to brutal surveillance 
and violent policing, including the vio-
lence of the immigration system.

The institutions of prison and polic-
ing were born out of slavery and colo-
nialism, and they still function in the 
service of maintaining white suprema-
cy. The money that’s allocated to prop 
them up is fueling the opposite of 
health and life: It’s fueling oppression, 
sickness and slaughter.

Our national budget is spent on kill-
ing and wounding massive numbers of 
people of color around the world and 
at home, at the expense of supporting 
people’s efforts to live and thrive.

We need to ask ourselves: What 
would our list of budget priorities look 
like if we started from scratch? What 
would “healthcare” mean to us if we 
freed ourselves to advocate for a drastic 
re-evaluation of what is important?

In part, real “healthcare” would 
necessitate dismantling the violent 
institutions that remain safely lodged 
inside our budget—not only because 
they are taking up massive amounts of 
resources, but because they are, in 
themselves, threatening our health.

War is a health threat, for soldiers 
and veterans—many of whom are poor 
and working-class people of color, for 

whom few other opportunities are cur-
rently available—and for those the 
United States regularly targets, murders 
and displaces. Real “healthcare for all” 
would involve a commitment to end 
war and imperialism—and to provide 
an abundance of other opportunities 
for young people besides being taught 
and forced to kill. This would mean an 
intensive, sweeping culture shift, along 
with a policy shift—and would require 
deep, ongoing work over generations. 
Imperialism won’t disappear in a day. 
But a push for a genuinely healthy soci-
ety would include a sustained struggle 
against empire.

Prison, policing and deportation are 
health threats. Real “healthcare for all” 
would mean abolishing the prison 
industrial complex—including the car-
ceral immigration system and the rap-
idly growing electronic-monitoring 
regime that is shackling people inside 
their homes.

The mounting attacks on our repro-
ductive freedoms are health threats. 
Real healthcare for all would include 
policies in the service of reproductive 
justice, from ensuring safe access to 
abortion, to providing full prenatal 
and postnatal services, to substantially 
expanding free childcare, to funding a 
wide range of services for survivors of 
domestic and interpersonal violence. It 
would mean ending the destructive 

foster care system that particularly tar-
gets Black and Indigenous mothers and 
children, tearing families apart and 
punishing them for their poverty.

Another blatant health threat is the 
ongoing plundering and poisoning of 
our environment. The federal govern-
ment currently spends $20 billion on 
fossil fuel subsidies per year. To its 
credit, the Obama administration’s 
budget for this year aims to slash those 
subsidies—though those reductions 
may not happen; in the past, Congress 
has been reluctant to make any cuts. A 
full commitment to health would mean 
setting a much more rapid timeline for 
moving beyond fossil fuels, and coming 
to grips with the environmental degra-
dation that has our futures (and for 
many, our presents) in a stranglehold.

Houselessness and hunger are 
health threats. Medicine doesn’t oper-
ate in a vacuum; your prescription can 
only go so far if you don’t have a roof 
over your head and something in your 
refrigerator. Prioritizing real health-
care would mean a commitment to 
housing and quality food for all people.

Of course, none of this is meant to 
minimize the importance of medical 
care itself.

Our prioritization of healing over 
destruction must also mean compre-
hensive, cost-free, accessible medical 
and mental health services, including a 
wide variety of treatments that go 
beyond pharmaceuticals, doctor visits 
and hospital stays. We’d also need to 
take seriously what is meant by “pre-
ventive” care, beyond regular “check-
ups” and vaccinations. An expansive 
vision of healthcare would acknowl-
edge the importance of free time, sleep, 
relaxation and even joy, in keeping 
ourselves “healthy.” Paid leave time—
not only to have a baby, or to confront 
a life-threatening illness, but also to 
engage in less formally sanctioned 
healing projects, or simply take a 
break—might fit within this vision. 
Widespread access to the arts might 
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also be recognized as a component of 
“healthcare:” Human beings have 
always used music, dance, art and the-
ater to nourish and heal our bodies, 
minds and souls, even though these 
strategies are not currently covered 
under most insurance plans.

Moreover, although budget shifts—
funding healing and defunding harm—
would mark an important prioritiza-
tion of health over destruction, real 
“healthcare for all” would also mean 
thinking beyond budgetary allocations. 
It would mean, in a larger sense, under-
standing and challenging the overlap-
ping forces of capitalism and white 
supremacy—the forces that fuel incar-
ceration, assassination, plunder, aban-
donment and exploitation.

Within a society that prioritizes 
health, there is no room for empire. 
There is no room for state violence, at 
“home” or “abroad” (whatever those 
terms mean; we probably have to 
rethink those too.) There is no room to 
feed the machinery of murder.

Let’s not limit ourselves to a health-
care debate about taxes and tame trade-
offs. Let’s use this debate to expand our 
notions of health and healing. Let’s 
make room for real universal care.

—Truthout, February 19, 2016

http://www.truth-out.org/opinion/
item/34904-to-make-health-care-for-
all-a-reality-stop-killing-people

“What would happen if one woman 
told the truth about her life?” wrote the 
late poet and biographer Muriel 
Rukeyser: “The world would split 
open.” And what would happen if the 
one woman telling the truth were 
Palestinian, and she was blowing the 
whistle about systematic torture of 
Palestinian prisoners, including rape of 
woman under Israeli custody?

Meet Rasmea Odeh. Odeh is a 
67-year-old Chicago-based Palestinian 
community leader. She immigrated to 
the U.S. in 1994 and received her 
United States citizenship in 2004. Since 
that time she has worked diligently and 
effectively with community organiza-
tions that provide crucial care and sup-
port for immigrant women.

Odeh is the associate director of the 
Chicago-based Arab-American Action 
Network and a founder of the Arab 
Women’s Committee, which provides 
English as a Second Language (ESL), 
social services, civil rights education 
and leadership training to over 800 
immigrant and refugee women in the 

Windy City. She is also a convicted 
felon.

In October 2013 Rasmea was arrest-
ed, charged, and ultimately convicted 
of one count of unlawful procurement 
of naturalization (of her U.S. citizen-
ship). A few months prior to her arrest 
by Homeland Security, she received the 
Outstanding Community Leader 
Award from the Chicago Cultural 
Alliance for her work with Arab-
Americans, women in particular.

The details behind Odeh’s arrest go 
to the heart of the matter of an ongoing 
relationship between the U.S. and 
Israel—a national security collabora-
tion that allows the Israelis to push 
forward with a policy that can only be 
described as ethnic cleansing. The pol-
icy’s core is seizing Palestinian land by 
any means necessary, while supporting 
an expanding settlers’ movement. 
Illegal arrest, imprisonment, and tor-
ture are tools used daily by Israeli 
occupiers to quell Palestinian resis-
tance to the seizure of their land, 
house-by-house and acre-by-acre.

New Day for Rasmea Odeh
Throwing the spotlight on Israeli torture

By Dennis J. Bernstein

Rasmea Odeh
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On February 25, Rasmea Odeh was 
granted an appeal for a possible new 
trial. I sat down with Lina Baroudi, a 
staff attorney for the Arab Resource and 
Organizing Center (AROC) to talk about 
the details of the case. AROC is a partner 
organization with the Arab-American 
Action Network where Rasmea Odeh is 
associated. They are working together on 
a national defense committee. Let’s begin 
in occupied Palestine.

Dennis Bernstein: Please explain 
how Rasmea Odeh’s treatment as a 
Palestinian woman by Israeli forces 
began.

Lina Baroudi: In October 2013 
Rasmea was charged with one count of 
unlawful procurement of naturaliza-
tion, which is U.S. citizenship. She is 
accused of failing to report a prior con-
viction on her naturalization applica-
tion, which was filed in 2004. The accu-
sation is related to her conviction by an 
Israeli military court more than 45 years 
ago and her subsequent imprisonment 
for ten years in an Israeli prison.

Dennis Bernstein: Ten years, 45 
years ago.

Lina Baroudi: Absolutely. She is 
one of the few women who have pub-
licly spoken about the brutal, sexual, 
psychological, and physical torture 
Palestinian prisoners endure at the 
hands of the Israeli government. That 
torture is what ultimately led to her 
coerced confession and conviction, a 
conviction she been very public about 
and has testified about before the 
United Nations.

Dennis Bernstein: It took them ten 
years to come after Rasmea Odeh for 
this one count: How do you explain the 
timing? There must have been some-
body pushing for this in the U.S.

Lina Baroudi: Yes. The immigra-
tion charge was a pretext to attack 
Rasmea as an icon of the Palestine 
Liberation Movement. She’s been long 
involved with that movement in the 
U.S. and the case against her grew out 
of an investigation of 23 antiwar and 

Palestinian community organizers in 
Chicago and Minneapolis in 2010, all 
of whom were subpoenaed to a Grand 
Jury but were never ultimately charged 
with anything.

Dennis Bernstein: This is how they 
came back to her.

Lina Baroudi: Exactly.

Dennis Bernstein: She went from a 
respected community leader to hand-
cuffs and jail. There must be multiple 
sufferings as a result.

Lina Baroudi: Yes, in 2014, the U.S. 
District Court in Detroit convicted her 
of the charge of unlawful procurement 
of naturalization. She was sentenced to 
18 months of imprisonment and sub-
sequent deportation from the U.S., 
where she’s lived for so many years. 
During the unfair trial, Rasmea was 
prevented from presenting evidence 
about the events that led to her convic-
tion by an Israeli military tribunal.

Dennis Bernstein: So she couldn’t 
talk about the torture.

Lina Baroudi: She couldn’t talk 
about any evidence. The judge, ironi-
cally, allowed in the actual conviction 
documents, but she wasn’t allowed to 
testify about the conviction or the cir-
cumstances that led to her arrest, her 
torture, her coerced confession, her 
imprisonment, or the subsequent Post 
Traumatic Stress Disorder from which 

she suffers to this day. In addition, her 
expert witness on PTSD was also barred 
from testifying. It’s incomprehensible 
that the judge admitted her conviction 
into evidence but barred any mention of 
the torture and coerced confession that 
led to it, because he said they were irrel-
evant. The Israeli military court system 
has a conviction rate of 99 percent for 
the Palestinians brought before it. This 
flaw, in the judge’s reasoning, was the 
basis of the appeal, which is that Rasmea 
was denied the right to present a com-
plete defense because the trial court 
precluded her and her expert witness 
from testifying about how her PTSD 
affected the naturalization process.

Dennis Bernstein: On what grounds 
was the appeal granted?

Lina Baroudi: There were several 
arguments put forth by her legal team. 
On February 25, the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit granted 
the appeal and vacated her conviction. 
They looked at the de-naturalization 
statute, which they said criminalizes 
knowingly procuring naturalization, 
contrary to law. PTSD is relevant to 
whether Rasmea knowingly omitted 
information on her citizenship appli-
cation. They found that the trial court’s 
conclusion—that her PTSD and cir-
cumstances of her arrest and torture 
were irrelevant—was wrong.

Dennis Bernstein: The court implies 
they believe her that she was tortured 
and has a right to tell that story.

Lina Baroudi: Yes. The court recog-
nizes that PTSD is relevant to the 
immigration process and that when the 
process is asking about your back-
ground and arrests and the judge allows 
convictions from a military court sys-
tem—referred to as a kangaroo court 
system by many organizations and well 
known scholars—then PTSD is going 
to be relevant.

Dennis Bernstein: Where does it 
go? There are two possible outcomes.

Lina Baroudi: The decision of the 
Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals becomes 
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final on April 10. At that point the case 
goes back to the trial court. The first 
scenario is that the trial judge can find 
another basis to exclude Rasmea’s and 
her expert witness’s testimony and that 
she can appeal again to the 6th Circuit 
Court of Appeals. The more likely sce-
nario is that the trial court allows in the 
PTSD testimony, and that Rasmea and 
her expert witness will be allowed to 
testify at a new hearing about the cir-
cumstances of her conviction by an 
Israeli military court and how the life-
long effects of her PTSD may have 
affected the naturalization process.

Dennis Bernstein: What is your 
assessment as to the possibility of a 
positive outcome?

Lina Baroudi: The Sixth Circuit 
decision language is encouraging the 
trial court to allow in the testimony 
because they made a finding that PTSD 
is relevant. I expect the second scenar-
io, which is a new trial.

Dennis Bernstein: Why was she tar-
geted? Torture is such a touchy subject. 
The Israelis, who have so many com-
plaints you can’t keep track of them, 
are sensitive on this front. Now the 
Americans are taking their lessons 
from the Israelis, so the American gov-
ernment is sensitive about torture. 
There are highly political forces oper-
ating, and some are coming down on 
her and others.

Lina Baroudi: The case came out of 
an investigation of the 23 antiwar and 
Palestinian community organizers in 
Chicago and Minneapolis. She specifi-
cally came under attack by the U.S. 
government because she’s a Palestinian, 
an Arab, an immigrant, and a woman. 
She’s under attack because for decades 
she’s organized for Palestinian libera-
tion and self-determination, the right 
of return, and an end of Israeli occupa-
tion and colonization. This case is of 
special significance for immigrant 
activists in the U.S. because it high-
lights the level of surveillance and 
repression employed by the U.S. to 

further the interests of its allies, includ-
ing the Israeli state—namely by silenc-
ing and intimidating those who speak 
out and organize against racism and 
Zionism. Last week the University of 
California regents adopted a statement 
condemning anti-Semitic forms of 
anti-Zionism on university campuses. 
Although it is unenforceable and raises 
First Amendment concerns, it’s anoth-
er tool. Rasmea’s case is about stopping 
political speech that advocates for the 
self-determination of the Palestinians.

Dennis Bernstein: This is the age of 
degrading, disparaging, undermining 
the Arab-American community. We 
have a candidate who wants to purge 
the community. This is happening in 
this cauldron.

Lina Baroudi: Absolutely. In the 
post 9/11 climate, prosecutors have 
used fear mongering and growing anti-
Arab racism and Islamophobia to target 
Arabs and Muslims and launch a smear 
campaign against people like Rasmea.

Dennis Bernstein: Why is this case 
so important to you?

Lina Baroudi: I am the staff attor-
ney at the Arab Resource and 
Organizing Center in San Francisco 
and we work closely with the Arab-
American Activist Network in Chicago, 
which Rasmea is the associate director 
of, so AROC has been on the national 
defense committee since its inception. 
We use local efforts to amplify the 
demands coming out of Chicago for 
Rasmea’s defense. We organize to raise 
awareness about the case, raise money 
for her legal defense, conduct educa-
tional forums and direct actions. As a 
staff attorney who represents immi-
grants of an Arab organization, this 
case will affect my clients and how they 
will be treated as well.

Dennis Bernstein: Have you been 
monitoring an upsurge in violence, 
threats, and attacks?

Lina Baroudi: Yes. We’ve definitely 
seen a rise in Islamophobia and anti-
Arab racism in the Bay Area. We have 

many complaints, and much fear. 
We’ve also seen how they affect our 
immigration cases, which are being 
held up for security background checks 
for much longer than they used to be.

Dennis Bernstein: Is Rasmea free 
pending appeal?

Lina Baroudi: Yes, she is out as of 
last year on $50,000 bond. She is free, 
still working at the Arab-American 
Activist Network in Chicago, doing 
well. Now we’re waiting to see what 
will happen at the trial court.

Dennis J. Bernstein is the executive 
producer of Flashpoints, syndicated on 
Pacifica Radio, and is the recipient of a 
2015 Pillar Award for his work as a jour-
nalist whistleblower. He is most recently 
the author of Special Ed: Voices from a 
Hidden Classroom.

—Reader Supported News, April 3, 
2016

http://readersupportednews.org/
opinion2/277-75/36119-a-new-day-for-
rasmea-odeh-throwing-the-spotlight-
on-israeli-torture
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Summit on Saudi Arabia
New coalition sets out to expose and end the U.S.-Saudi war crimes and alliance

By Marilyn Vogt-Downey

Over 260 people attended the first 
2016 Summit on Saudi Arabia held in 
Washington D.C. on Saturday, March 
5 and Sunday, March 6, 2016, at the 
University of the District of Columbia 
Law School. The Conference was orga-
nized by Code Pink and supported by a 
new organization: The Coalition to 
End the U.S.-Saudi Alliance. The 
Coalition was initiated by Code Pink, 
The Institute for Gulf Affairs, 
Massachusetts Peace Action, and the 
United National Antiwar Coalition. 
Among at least 30 peace and social 
action organizations who supported 
the effort were Veterans for Peace, The 
Nation magazine and United Methodist 
General Board of Church and Society. 
(Notably, the list of supporting groups 
included no unions or labor groups 
and no socialist organizations.)

The Coalition in its literature 
explains the pressing reasons for its 
formation and what it plans to do: 

“Our mission is to show how the 
U.S.-Saudi relationship is a key rea-
son for the instability and terror 
being visited upon the region by 
murderous sectarian groups, by 
repressive governments and by U.S. 
and Saudi bombing campaigns, and 
to break up this destructive U.S.-
Saudi relationship as a step toward 
peace in the area. 

“Towards that end, we will expose 
the Saudi regime’s support for sectar-
ian extremist groups; its horrific 
human rights record; its deadly mili-
tary interventions in Bahrain and 
Yemen and its support for despotic 
regimes, its collaboration with Israel 
and other countries pushing for war 
with Iran; and its support for destruc-
tive U.S. military interventions.” 

It lists its ambitious goals:

•	 Eliminating the U.S. military 
spending that is protecting the 

Gulf tyrannies, including military 
bases, naval fleets, etc.;

•	 Ending U.S. arms sales and train-
ing to Saudi military or police 
forces;

•	 Pushing U.N. sanctions against 
the Saudi regime for its military 
aggression and war crimes in 
Bahrain and Yemen, its violation 
of basic human rights, and its 
provision of material assistance 
to groups engaged in indiscrimi-
nate killing of civilians.

As the goals indicate, the organizers 
recognize that all the Gulf monarchies, 
the Gulf tyrannies, are military out-
posts of and being protected by U.S. 
imperialism and its vast military might. 
The only one of the Gulf states that 
does not function as a forward operat-
ing military base for the Pentagon and 
U.S. imperialism is Yemen, which the 
U.S. government is now bombing to 
oblivion with the help of the Saudi 
Monarchy and the support of nine of 
Washington’s client regimes—Kuwait, 
Qatar, the United Arab Emirates, 
Bahrain, Jordan, Morocco, Egypt, 
Sudan, and Somalia. 

The reasons that the Coalition chose 
to focus on Saudi Arabia are obvious. It 
is the largest Pentagon outpost among 
the Gulf tyrannies in terms of popula-
tion and area, and its military budget, 
thanks to U.S. support to the Saudi 
regime, is the third largest in the world! 

The purpose of the Conference was 
to educate and organize to promote the 
Coalition’s goals. Toward those ends, 
Saturday’s tight agenda began at 9:30 
A.M. and continued until 5:30 P.M. 
featuring seven, hour-long panels, with 
presentations by more than 23 experts, 
running consecutively, with each pan-
elist getting 10-15 minutes to make 
presentations followed by questions 

and answers. This format, which was 
strictly adhered to, provided for an 
information-packed day. The evening 
event featured a movie called Wajda, 
made secretly in Saudi Arabia to reveal 
what it is like to be a woman there, 
with no rights.

Actually, the information about the 
repression of women in this retrograde 
outpost of medievalism was startling. 
By the way, what is true of Saudi 
Arabian “society” is also true of the 
other Gulf monarchies: Qatar, the 
United Arab Emirates, Bahrain and 
Kuwait as well as Oman. They are all 
autocratic religious monarchies exer-
cising the same repression—justified by 
religion—that characterizes ISIS, which 
is why U.S. imperialism is bombing 
Syria to rubble to allegedly destroy ISIS. 
These regimes allow no democratic 
rights, no independent media, protests, 
demonstrations, public dissent, or 
women’s or workers’ rights. Although 
there are limited instances of elected 
bodies, these bodies have no power. 
The power lies with the monarchy, that 
is, with the men of the ruling family.

Here are a few examples reported by 
some of the speakers:

Regarding the conditions for 
women:

1. All Saudi women (and women in 
all the Gulf regimes) must have a 
male “guardian,” whose approval 
is required before they can do 
almost anything. Even the lease 
to their residence is in the name 
of their “guardian.” While women 
won limited rights to vote and 
run for council positions, proof 
of residency is required, which 
means that the male holder of the 
lease where they live must give his 
approval; and they must have a 
driver and guardian permission 
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to go to the polls. Anyway, the 
councils have no authority.

2. No, they are not allowed to drive. 
So anywhere they want to go, 
they have to have a driver. 

3. They cannot protest and even if 
they wanted to join with others to 
protest anyway, there is virtually 
no way they can establish contact 
with other women who would 
join them, although social media 
has opened up some new chan-
nels for potential communica-
tion. But this avenue is fraught 
with dangers.

4. If they are punished and impris-
oned for violation of any of the 
numerous laws restricting them, 
they cannot be released from prison 
unless their “guardian” approves.

5. Men can abandon women at will 
and marry someone else at any time.

6. The fact that men have such total 
power over women tends to trans-
form ordinary males into abusive 
tyrants against women who are 
powerless to defend themselves.

Regarding labor rights:

It is important to be aware that the 
working class in these Gulf States, 
including Saudi Arabia—are inden-
tured servants—foreign workers from 
impoverished nations to the east. These 

workers also have no rights. In Saudi 
Arabia, these non-citizens are roughly 
eight million of the country’s 28 mil-
lion population. In the other Gulf 
States, Qatar and the United Arab 
Emirates, the percentage of non-citi-
zens is over 80 percent! 

In this regard, the New York Times 
reported in February that the decline in 
oil prices was having a negative impact 
on some of the Saudi privileged citi-
zens, who now have to compete with 
expatriates—that is, non-citizens—for 
jobs, even though Saudi citizens still 
had privileged wages. At McDonald’s 
in Riyadh, the capital of Saudi Arabia, 
for example, a foreign worker’s wage 
would start at $320-per-month while 
the wage to the Saudi citizen for the 
same job would be more than four 
times that: $1,460-per-month, “part of 
which is subsidized by the govern-
ment.” (New York Times, “Young 
Saudis See Cushy Jobs Vanish Along 
With Saudi Arabia’s Oil Wealth,” Ben 
Hubbard, July 17, 2016.) As repugnant 
as this is, it is not even half the story! 

Sharat G. Lin, a scholar on Middle 
Eastern migrant rights who spoke on a 
panel on Human Rights, has uncov-
ered some startling documentation of 
institutionalized, state-sponsored 
inequality and discrimination that 
reveals precisely who calls the shots on 

the Arabian peninsula. He has found 
the Saudi regime’s labor payment 
schedule, available only in Arabic. This 
labor payment schedule defines not 
two but 15 categories of workers, all of 
whom are in a different pay grade such 
as “Saudi Nationals,” “Arab Nationals,” 
and others all the way down to cover 
the four million or so foreign workers 
from impoverished lands who com-
prise the imported work gangs, that 
have built all those garish structures 
and shopping malls for which the emir-
ates are notorious. Surprisingly, we 
find that the highest pay scale is not the 
Saudis but Europeans and U.S. citi-
zens. This is because the pay scale was 
not started by the ruling Saudi family 
but by the real bosses, British and U.S. 
imperialists, who since the 1920s, drew 
the borders creating Saudi Arabia and 
the other fiefdoms, put the ruling fam-
ilies in power, and established the oil 
companies such as Aramco! 

This wage schedule document drives 
home the fact that for all its bluster and 
facade of power and wealth, Saudi Arabia, 
like the other Gulf states, is an imperialist 
colony and that even Saudi citizens—the 
“privileged” group—are second-class 
citizens in “their own” country!

The conference speakers included 
prominent figures such as Vijay Prashad, 
author and expert on the region, who 
addressed the conference on Saturday; 
Mohammed Al-Nimr, the son of Sheikh 
Nimr Al-Nimr, a prominent religious 
leader who, along with 46 others, was 
executed by the Saudi dictatorship on 
January 2, 2016, on trumped-up charg-
es because of his public protests for 
democratic and religious rights; 
Christopher Hedges, social activist and 
author, who gave the keynote address at 
the closing Sunday session; and, the 
extraordinary dynamo Medea 
Benjamin, founder of Code Pink, prom-
inent social activist and organizer, who 
addressed the conference during the 
educational sessions and who kept the 
agenda going as scheduled.
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Various work committees were 
established and met to initiate out-
reach and education, including sup-
porting political prisoners, stopping 
weapons sales, creating an interna-
tional coalition, and tracking/counter-
ing the Saudi lobby in the U.S. The 
existence of the fifth work committee, 
“Getting the 28 pages of 911 
Commission report released,” marked 
the first time that an antiwar coalition 
has recognized that the official report 
of what happened on 9/11 may not be 
the real story. These 28 pages of the 
Congressional Report, suppressed by 
George W. Bush in 2002, are believed 
to reveal the role of Saudi money in 
financing some aspects of the attack. 
There is a bill in Congress to get these 
pages declassified.

Since the Conference, the Coalition 
has been organizing and co-sponsoring 
protests and press conferences across 
the country to expose and condemn 
the year-long U.S.-Saudi-led bombing 
campaign of destruction against Yemen 
and the war crimes being committed 
with the goal of bringing an end to 
both. It is also planning events to target 
Textron, the producer of cluster 
bombs, for its role in war crimes and to 
expose programs at Ivy League schools, 
such as Yale, that accept funds from 
Saudi “princes.” 

The formation of this Coalition is a 
remarkable achievement and a welcome 
step toward exposing to the U.S. work-
ing class, the only social force that has 
the power to stop this criminal war 
machine, the extent to which we are 
being lied to; that the so-called “jihadi 
terrorist armies” tearing the region apart 
are actually organized and funded by the 
Saudi Arabian monarchy and the other 
regimes of these U.S. military outposts, 
at the behest of the Pentagon itself; and 
that the “War on Terror” is a sham.

To watch and listen to all the speak-
ers and to follow the Coalition’s work 
and to join it, go to the Coalition’s 
website: Saudius.org.    
  

I have been filming in the Marshall 
Islands, which lie north of Australia, in 
the middle of the Pacific Ocean. 
Whenever I tell people where I have 
been, they ask, “Where is that?” If I 
offer a clue by referring to “Bikini,” 
they say, “You mean the swimsuit.”

Few seem aware that the bikini 
swimsuit was named to celebrate the 
nuclear explosions that destroyed 
Bikini Island. Sixty-six nuclear devices 
were exploded by the United States in 
the Marshall Islands between 1946 and 
1958—the equivalent of 1.6 Hiroshima 
bombs every day for twelve years.

Bikini is silent today, mutated and 
contaminated. Palm trees grow in a 
strange grid formation. Nothing 
moves. There are no birds. The head-
stones in the old cemetery are alive 
with radiation. My shoes registered 
“unsafe” on a Geiger counter.

Standing on the beach, I watched 
the emerald green of the Pacific fall 
away into a vast black hole. This was 
the crater left by the hydrogen bomb 
they called “Bravo.” The explosion poi-
soned people and their environment 
for hundreds of miles, perhaps forever.

On my return journey, I stopped at 
Honolulu airport and noticed an 

American magazine called Women’s 
Health. On the cover was a smiling 
woman in a bikini swimsuit, and the 
headline: “You, too, can have a bikini 
body.” A few days earlier, in the 
Marshall Islands, I had interviewed 
women who had very different “bikini 
bodies;” each had suffered thyroid can-
cer and other life-threatening cancers.

Unlike the smiling woman in the 
magazine, all of them were impover-
ished: the victims and guinea pigs of a 
rapacious superpower that is today 
more dangerous than ever.

I relate this experience as a warning 
and to interrupt a distraction that has 
consumed so many of us. The founder 
of modern propaganda, Edward 
Bernays, described this phenomenon 
as “the conscious and intelligent 
manipulation of the habits and opin-
ions” of democratic societies. He called 
it an “invisible government.”

How many people are aware that a 
world war has begun? At present, it is a 
war of propaganda, of lies and distrac-
tion, but this can change instanta-
neously with the first mistaken order, 
the first missile.

In 2009, President Obama stood 
before an adoring crowd in the center 

A World War Has Begun
Break the silence

By John Pilger 
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of Prague, in the heart of Europe. He 
pledged himself to make “the world 
free from nuclear weapons.” People 
cheered and some cried. A torrent of 
platitudes flowed from the media. 
Obama was subsequently awarded the 
Nobel Peace Prize.

It was all fake. He was lying.

The Obama administration has 
built more nuclear weapons, more 
nuclear warheads, more nuclear deliv-
ery systems, more nuclear factories. 
Nuclear warhead spending alone rose 
higher under Obama than under any 
American president. The cost over 
thirty years is more than $1 trillion.

A mini nuclear bomb is planned. It 
is known as the B61 Model 12. There 
has never been anything like it. General 
James Cartwright, a former Vice 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
has said, “Going smaller [makes using 
this nuclear] weapon more thinkable.”

In the last eighteen months, the 
greatest build-up of military forces 
since World War Two—led by the 
United States—is taking place along 
Russia’s western frontier. Not since 
Hitler invaded the Soviet Union have 
foreign troops presented such a 
demonstrable threat to Russia.

Ukraine—once part of the Soviet 
Union— has become a CIA theme 
park. Having orchestrated a coup in 
Kiev, Washington effectively controls a 
regime that is next-door and hostile to 
Russia: a regime rotten with Nazis, lit-
erally. Prominent parliamentary fig-
ures in Ukraine are the political descen-
dants of the notorious OUN 
(Organization of Ukrainian 
Nationalists) and UPA (Ukrainian 
Insurgent Army) fascists. They openly 
praise Hitler and call for the persecu-
tion and expulsion of the Russian-
speaking minority.

This is seldom news in the West, or 
it is inverted to suppress the truth.

In Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia—
next door to Russia—the U.S. military 

is deploying combat troops, tanks, 
heavy weapons. This extreme provoca-
tion of the world’s second nuclear 
power is met with silence in the West.

What makes the prospect of nuclear 
war even more dangerous is a parallel 
campaign against China.

Seldom a day passes when China is 
not elevated to the status of a “threat.” 
According to Admiral Harry Harris, 
the U.S. Pacific commander, China is 
“building a great wall of sand in the 
South China Sea.”

What he is referring to is China build-
ing airstrips in the Spratly Islands, which 
are the subject of a dispute with the 
Philippines—a dispute without priority 
until Washington pressured and bribed 
the government in Manila and the 
Pentagon launched a propaganda cam-
paign called “freedom of navigation.”

What does this really mean? It 
means freedom for American warships 
to patrol and dominate the coastal 
waters of China. Try to imagine the 
American reaction if Chinese warships 
did the same off the coast of California.

I made a film called The War You 
Don’t See, in which I interviewed dis-
tinguished journalists in America and 
Britain: reporters such as Dan Rather 
of CBS, Rageh Omar of the BBC, David 
Rose of the Observer.

All of them said that had journalists 
and broadcasters done their job and 
questioned the propaganda that 
Saddam Hussein possessed weapons of 
mass destruction; had the lies of George 
W. Bush and Tony Blair not been 
amplified and echoed by journalists, 
the 2003 invasion of Iraq might not 
have happened, and hundreds-of-
thousands of men, women and chil-
dren would be alive today.

The propaganda laying the ground 
for a war against Russia and/or China is 
no different in principle. To my knowl-
edge, no journalist in the Western 
“mainstream”—a Dan Rather equiva-
lent, say –asks why China is building 

airstrips in the South China Sea.

The answer ought to be glaringly 
obvious. The United States is encir-
cling China with a network of bases, 
with ballistic missiles, battle groups, 
nuclear-armed bombers.

This lethal arc extends from 
Australia to the islands of the Pacific, 
the Marianas and the Marshalls and 
Guam, to the Philippines, Thailand, 
Okinawa, Korea and across Eurasia to 
Afghanistan and India. America has 
hung a noose around the neck of 
China. This is not news. Silence by 
media; war by media.

In 2015, in high secrecy, the U.S. 
and Australia staged the biggest single 
air-sea military exercise in recent his-
tory, known as Talisman Sabre. Its aim 
was to rehearse an Air-Sea Battle Plan, 
blocking sea-lanes, such as the Straits 
of Malacca and the Lombok Straits, 
that cut off China’s access to oil, gas 
and other vital raw materials from the 
Middle East and Africa.

In the circus known as the American 
presidential campaign, Donald Trump 
is being presented as a lunatic, a fascist. 
He is certainly odious; but he is also a 
media hate figure. That alone should 
arouse our skepticism.

Trump’s views on migration are 
grotesque, but no more grotesque than 
those of David Cameron. It is not 
Trump who is the Great Deporter from 
the United States, but the Nobel Peace 
Prize winner, Barack Obama.

According to one prodigious liberal 
commentator, Trump is “unleashing 
the dark forces of violence” in the 
United States. Unleashing them?

This is the country where toddlers 
shoot their mothers and the police 
wage a murderous war against Black 
Americans. This is the country that has 
attacked and sought to overthrow more 
than 50 governments, many of them 
democracies, and bombed from Asia to 
the Middle East, causing the deaths and 
dispossession of millions of people.
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No country can equal this systemic 
record of violence. Most of America’s 
wars (almost all of them against defense-
less countries) have been launched not 
by Republican presidents but by liberal 
Democrats: Truman, Kennedy, 
Johnson, Carter, Clinton, Obama.

In 1947, a series of National Security 
Council directives described the para-
mount aim of American foreign policy 
as “a world substantially made over in 
[America’s] own image.” The ideology 
was messianic Americanism. We were 
all Americans. Or else. Heretics would 
be converted, subverted, bribed, 
smeared or crushed.

Donald Trump is a symptom of 
this, but he is also a maverick. He says 
the invasion of Iraq was a crime; he 
doesn’t want to go to war with Russia 
and China. The danger to the rest of us 
is not Trump, but Hillary Clinton. She 
is no maverick. She embodies the resil-
ience and violence of a system whose 
vaunted “exceptionalism” is totalitari-
an with an occasional liberal face.

As presidential election day draws 
near, Clinton will be hailed as the first 
female president, regardless of her 
crimes and lies—just as Barack Obama 
was lauded as the first Black president 
and liberals swallowed his nonsense 
about “hope.” And the drool goes on.

Described by the Guardian colum-
nist Owen Jones as “funny, charming, 
with a coolness that eludes practically 
every other politician,” Obama the 
other day sent drones to slaughter 150 
people in Somalia. He kills people usu-
ally on Tuesdays, according to the New 
York Times, when he is handed a list of 
candidates for death by drone. So cool.

In the 2008 presidential campaign, 
Hillary Clinton threatened to “totally 
obliterate” Iran with nuclear weapons. 
As Secretary of State under Obama, she 
participated in the overthrow of the 
democratic government of Honduras. 
Her contribution to the destruction of 
Libya in 2011 was almost gleeful. When 
the Libyan leader, Colonel Gaddafi, 

was publicly sodomized with a knife—
a murder made possible by American 
logistics—Clinton gloated over his 
death: “We came, we saw, he died.”

One of Clinton’s closest allies is 
Madeleine Albright, the former secretary 
of State, who has attacked young women 
for not supporting “Hillary.” This is the 
same Madeleine Albright who infamous-
ly celebrated on TV the death of half-a-
million Iraqi children as “worth it.”

Among Clinton’s biggest backers 
are the Israel lobby and the arms com-
panies that fuel the violence in the 
Middle East. She and her husband have 
received a fortune from Wall Street. 
And yet, she is about to be ordained the 
women’s candidate, to see off the evil 
Trump, the official demon. Her sup-
porters include distinguished femi-
nists: the likes of Gloria Steinem in the 
U.S. and Anne Summers in Australia.

A generation ago, a post-modern 
cult now known as “identity politics” 
stopped many intelligent, liberal-
minded people examining the causes 
and individuals they supported—such 
as the fakery of Obama and Clinton; 
such as bogus progressive movements 
like Syriza in Greece, which betrayed 
the people of that country and allied 
with their enemies.

Self absorption, a kind of “me-ism,” 
became the new zeitgeist in privileged 
western societies and signaled the 
demise of great collective movements 
against war, social injustice, inequality, 
racism and sexism.

Today, the long sleep may be over. 
The young are stirring again. Gradually. 
The thousands in Britain who sup-
ported Jeremy Corbyn as Labor leader 
are part of this awakening—as are 
those who rallied to support Senator 
Bernie Sanders.

In Britain last week, Jeremy Corbyn’s 
closest ally, his shadow treasurer John 
McDonnell, committed a Labor gov-
ernment to pay off the debts of pirati-
cal banks and, in effect, to continue 
so-called austerity.

In the U.S., Bernie Sanders has 
promised to support Clinton if or 
when she’s nominated. He, too, has 
voted for America’s use of violence 
against countries when he thinks it’s 
“right.” He says Obama has done “a 
great job.”

In Australia, there is a kind of mor-
tuary politics, in which tedious parlia-
mentary games are played out in the 
media while refugees and Indigenous 
people are persecuted and inequality 
grows, along with the danger of war. 
The government of Malcolm Turnbull 
has just announced a so-called defense 
budget of $195 billion that is a drive to 
war. There was no debate. Silence.

What has happened to the great tradi-
tion of popular direct action, unfettered 
to parties? Where is the courage, imagi-
nation and commitment required to 
begin the long journey to a better, just 
and peaceful world? Where are the dissi-
dents in art, film, the theatre, literature?

Where are those who will shatter the 
silence? Or do we wait until the first 
nuclear missile is fired?

This is an edited version of an address 
by John Pilger at the University of Sydney, 
entitled A World War Has Begun.

—Counter Punch, March 23, 2016

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2016/03/23/a-world-war-has-
begun-break-the-silence/

The Obama administra-
tion has built more 

nuclear weapons, more 
nuclear warheads, more 

nuclear delivery systems, 
more nuclear factories. 

Nuclear warhead spend-
ing alone rose higher 

under Obama than 
under any American 

president.
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According to news reports, there are 
areas of Syria where people are literally 
starving to death, and where the United 
Nations is attempting to drop food 
from the air but missing its target so 
wildly that the food is damaged or sim-
ply cannot be found.

A U.S. Air Force expert on dropping 
food from great heights in high winds 
has given what most people will take 
for a technical comment but which is 
actually a devastating moral condem-
nation of U.S. and Western govern-
ments’ priorities:

“For high-altitude, high-accuracy 
drops, the U.S. military uses a tech-
nology known as the Joint Precision 
Airdrop System (JPADS), which has 
been deployed for only about a 
decade. The system includes a drop-
sonde, a sort of probe that’s dropped 
prior to the cargo to take readings of 
wind speed and direction, which it 
sends to the mission planning soft-
ware. That data helps planners deter-
mine their Computed Air Release 
Point, or CARP. Once the payload is 
dropped, onboard actuators and a 
steerable parafoil canopy help guide 
the pallet to its target. That’s critical, 
Al says, because a pallet dropped 
from 20,000 feet will take five or six 
minutes to reach the ground, and 
will be subject to wind that entire 
time. ‘It’s always windy up high,’ Al 
says. JPADS systems cost about 
$60,000 apiece and usually must be 
recovered on the ground after a 
drop. ‘You wouldn’t use it for a 
purely humanitarian drop.’”

Read that last bit again. Because this 
technology costs $60,000, you would 
not use it merely to save the lives of 
human beings. If you were using it to 
take the lives of human beings, then it 
would of course be a drop in the bucket 
of cash you’d be willing to blow, as long 
as “you” were the U.S. Air Force.

I asked dedicated peace activist Kathy 
Kelly what she makes of the contrast 
between the Air Force’s claimed ability 
to blow up a particular individual with 
a missile from a drone, and its claimed 
inability to drop food within a mile of a 
target—at least without spending 
money that can’t be justified by some-
thing as trivial as saving human lives.

“Northrop Grumman spends bil-
lions to design spy blimps, drones, 
persistent threat detection systems and 
a dizzying array of high-tech surveil-
lance equipment,” she said. 

“Many of these airships hover 
over, one of the poorest countries in 
the world, Afghanistan, where the 
UN reports that ‘food insecurity’ 
afflicts over one third of the people. 
Northrop Grumman executives 
profit wildly, yet a U.S. government 
watchdog reported in January of 
2016 that ‘the Taliban controls more 
of the country than at any time since 
U.S. troops invaded in 2001.’ Why 
should U.S. people bamboozle 
themselves into thinking that fund-
ing the so-called defense industry 
ethically trumps efforts to feed starv-
ing people? 

“The 2017 DOD budget request 
also will contain $71.4 billion for 
military research. On February 2, 
2016, Defense Secretary Ashton 
Carter told the Economic Club of 
Washington that the Department of 
Defense budget requests ‘$7.5 bil-
lion for weapons like GPS-guided 
smart bombs and laser-guided rock-
ets.’ One research initiative involves 
creating ‘an arsenal plane that turns 
one of the military’s older planes 
into a flying launch pad for a range 
of conventional payloads.’ Yes, what 
if deliveries of food pallets topped 
the list of ‘conventional payloads?’ 
The U.S. could become a beloved 
country, known for extending a gen-
erous hand of friendship and care.”

What about unmanned planes, also 
known as drones? Aren’t they sup-
posed to serve some useful purpose 
while avoiding getting pilots shot 
down? But don’t they mostly buzz so 
high up they can’t be shot, and mostly 
send missiles screaming into people’s 
houses generating ever more hatred 
and blowback?

“Drone helicopters could be used to 
bring food,” peace activist Nick 
Mottern tells me, pointing in particular 
to the pilotless cargo helicopters from 
Lockheed Martin being tested in 
Afghanistan. This approach to saving, 
rather than “bugsplatting” or “pink 
misting,” human lives, could avoid the 
problems of high wind altogether by 
landing the drone helicopters on the 
ground, full of food.

“Using the drone helicopter for 
food delivery seems to be a very good 
idea,” says Mottern, “and tactics would 
have to be developed for situations in 
which the drone would be under fire. 
Possibly it could be flown at maximum 
altitude to over the drop zone and then 
descend rapidly through the column of 
air over the zone. Or the helicopter 
might descend to several hundred feet 
over the drop zone to reduce exposure 
to ground fire, drop a specially pack-
aged load and then rise again. The 
point of maximum vulnerability to 
ground fire would likely be when the 
helicopter comes for an instant to a 
dead stop to drop its load, but there 
might be a tactic that would enable the 
machine to keep forward motion while 
flinging its payload on release. There 
would probably have to be some spe-
cial balancing controls installed to let 
this happen, but it should be possible. 
The Marines were using the K-Max at 
night, which might be a good tactic for 
relief operations.”

Delivering Death
U.S. Air Force’s ability to deliver death but not food is a choice

By David Swanson

International
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Brother Obama
By Fidel Castro Ruz 

The kings of Spain brought us the 
conquistadores and masters, whose 
footprints remained in the circular 
land grants assigned to those searching 
for gold in the sands of rivers, an abu-
sive and shameful form of exploitation, 
traces of which can be noted from the 
air in many places around the country.

Tourism today, in large 
part, consists of viewing the 
delights of our landscapes 
and tasting exquisite delica-
cies from our seas, and is 
always shared with the private 
capital of large foreign corpo-
rations, whose earnings, if 
they don’t reach billions of 
dollars, are not worthy of any 
attention whatsoever.

Since I find myself 
obliged to mention the 
issue, I must add—princi-
pally for the youth—that 
few people are aware of the 
importance of such a condi-
tion, in this singular moment of human 
history. I would not say that time has 
been lost, but I do not hesitate to 
affirm that we are not adequately 
informed, not you, nor us, of the 
knowledge and conscience that we 
must have to confront the realities 
which challenge us. The first to be 
taken into consideration is that our 
lives are but a fraction of a historical 
second, which must also be devoted in 
part to the vital necessities of every 
human being. One of the characteris-
tics of this condition is the tendency to 
overvalue its role, in contrast, on the 
other hand, with the extraordinary 
number of persons who embody the 
loftiest dreams.

Nevertheless, no one is good or bad 
entirely on their own. None of us is 

designed for the role we must assume 
in a revolutionary society, although 
Cubans had the privilege of José Martí’s 
example. I even ask myself if he needed 
to die, or not, in Dos Ríos, when he 
said, “For me, it’s time,” and charged 
the Spanish forces entrenched in a 
solid line of firepower. He did not 

want to return to the United States, 
and there was no one who could make 
him. Someone ripped some pages from 
his diary. Who bears this treacherous 
responsibility, undoubtedly the work 
of an unscrupulous conspirator? 
Differences between the leaders were 
well known, but never indiscipline. 
“Whoever attempts to appropriate 
Cuba will reap only the dust of its soil 
drenched in blood, if he does not per-
ish in the struggle,” stated the glorious 
Black leader Antonio Maceo. Máximo 
Gómez is likewise recognized as the 
most disciplined and discreet military 
chief in our history.

Looking at it from another angle, 
how can we not admire the indignation 
of Bonifacio Byrne when, from a dis-
tant boat returning him to Cuba, he 

saw another flag alongside that of the 
single star and declared, “My flag is that 
which has never been mercenary...” 
immediately adding one of the most 
beautiful phrases I have ever heard, “If 
it is torn to shreds, it will be my flag one 
day…our dead raising their arms will 
still be able to defend it!” Nor will I 

forget the blistering words of 
Camilo Cienfuegos that 
night, when, just some tens-
of-meters away, bazookas 
and machine guns of U.S. 
origin in the hands of coun-
terrevolutionaries were 
pointed toward that terrace 
on which we stood.

Obama was born in 
August of 1961, as he himself 
explained. More than half-a-
century has transpired since 
that time.

Let us see, however, how 
our illustrious guest thinks 
today:

“I have come here to bury the last 
remnant of the Cold War in the Americas. 
I have come here to extend the hand of 
friendship to the Cuban people,” fol-
lowed by a deluge of concepts entirely 
novel for the majority of us.

“We both live in a new world, colo-
nized by Europeans,” the U.S. President 
continued, “Cuba, like the United 
States, was built in part by slaves 
brought here from Africa. Like the 
United States, the Cuban people can 
trace their heritage to both slaves and 
slave-owners.”

The native populations don’t exist at 
all in Obama’s mind. Nor does he say 
that the Revolution swept away racial 
discrimination, or that pensions and 
salaries for all Cubans were decreed by 
it before Mr. Barrack Obama was ten 
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years old. The hateful, racist bourgeois 
custom of hiring strongmen to expel 
Black citizens from recreational centers 
was swept away by the Cuban 
Revolution—that which would go 
down in history for the battle against 
apartheid that liberated Angola, putting 
an end to the presence of nuclear weap-
ons on a continent of more than a bil-
lion inhabitants. This was not the objec-
tive of our solidarity, but rather to help 
the peoples of Angola, Mozambique, 
Guinea Bissau and others under the 
fascist colonial domination of Portugal.

In 1961, just one year and three 
months after the triumph of the 
Revolution, a mercenary force with 
armored artillery and infantry, backed 
by aircraft, trained and accompanied by 
U.S. warships and aircraft carriers, 
attacked our country by surprise. 
Nothing can justify that perfidious 
attack which cost our country hundreds 
of losses, including deaths and injuries

As for the pro-Yankee assault bri-
gade, no evidence exists anywhere that 
it was possible to evacuate a single 
mercenary. Yankee combat planes were 
presented before the United Nations as 
the equipment of a Cuban uprising.

The military experience and power 
of this country is very well known. In 
Africa, they likewise believed that revo-
lutionary Cuba would be easily taken 
out of the fight. The invasion via south-
ern Angola by racist South African 
motorized brigades got close to Luanda, 
the capital in the eastern part of the 
country. There a struggle began which 
went on for no less than 15 years. I 
wouldn’t even talk about this, if I 
didn’t have the elemental duty to 
respond to Obama’s speech in Havana’s 
Alicia Alonso Grand Theater.

Nor will I attempt to give details, 
only emphasize that an honorable 
chapter in the struggle for human lib-
eration was written there. In a certain 
way, I hoped Obama’s behavior would 

be correct. His humble origin and nat-
ural intelligence were evident. Mandela 
was imprisoned for life and had become 
a giant in the struggle for human dig-
nity. One day, a copy of a book narrat-
ing part of Mandela’s life reached my 
hands, and—surprise!—the prologue 
was by Barack Obama. I rapidly 
skimmed the pages. The miniscule size 
of Mandela’s handwriting noting facts 
was incredible. Knowing men such as 
him was worthwhile.

Regarding the episode in South 
Africa I must point out another experi-
ence. I was really interested in learning 
more about how the South Africans 
had acquired nuclear weapons. I only 
had very precise information that there 
were no more than ten or 12 bombs. A 
reliable source was the professor and 
researcher Piero Gleijeses, who had 
written the text “Conflicting Missions: 
Havana, Washington, and Africa, 
1959-1976,” an excellent piece. I knew 
he was the most reliable source on 
what had happened and I told him so; 
he responded that he had not spoken 
more about the matter as in the text he 
had responded to questions from com-
pañero Jorge Risquet, who had been 
Cuban ambassador and collaborator in 
Angola, a very good friend of his. I 
located Risquet; already undertaking 
other important tasks he was finishing 
a course, which would last several 
weeks longer. That task coincided with 
a fairly recent visit by Piero to our 
country; I had warned him that Risquet 
was getting on and his health was not 
great. A few days later what I had 
feared occurred. Risquet deteriorated 
and died. When Piero arrived there 
was nothing to do except make prom-
ises, but I had already received infor-
mation related to the weapons and the 
assistance that racist South Africa had 
received from Reagan and Israel.

I do not know what Obama would 
have to say about this story now. I am 

unaware as to what he did or did not 
know, although it is very unlikely that 
he knew absolutely nothing. My mod-
est suggestion is that he gives it thought 
and does not attempt now to elaborate 
theories on Cuban policy.

There is an important issue:

Obama made a speech in which he 
uses the most sweetened words to 
express: “It is time, now, to forget the 
past, leave the past behind, let us look 
to the future together, a future of hope. 
And it won’t be easy, there will be chal-
lenges and we must give it time; but my 
stay here gives me more hope in what 
we can do together as friends, as fami-
ly, as neighbors, together.”

I suppose all of us were at risk of a 
heart attack upon hearing these words 
from the President of the United States. 
After a ruthless blockade that has lasted 
almost 60 years, and what about those 
who have died in the mercenary attacks 
on Cuban ships and ports, an airliner 
full of passengers blown up in midair, 
mercenary invasions, multiple acts of 
violence and coercion?

Nobody should be under the illu-
sion that the people of this dignified 
and selfless country will renounce the 
glory, the rights, or the spiritual wealth 
they have gained with the development 
of education, science and culture.

I also warn that we are capable of 
producing the food and material riches 
we need with the efforts and intelli-
gence of our people. We do not need 
the empire to give us anything. Our 
efforts will be legal and peaceful, as this 
is our commitment to peace and fra-
ternity among all human beings who 
live on this planet.

—Voltaire Network, March 28, 2016

http://www.voltairenet.org/arti-
cle190975.html
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Cuba’s Revolutionary Zeal
An interview with René González, of the Cuban Five

By Ramona Wadi

“That conscience is ingrained in our 
internationalism, and is at the essence of 
our policies of international solidarity. It 
won’t change just because we establish a 
normal relationship with the U.S. or any 
other government,” the Cuban Five’s 
René González tells MintPress News. 

Havana, Cuba—The December 
2014 announcement that Cuba and the 
United States would be normalizing 
relations was met with both eagerness 
and suspicion. The diplomatic negotia-
tions which led to the release of the 
remaining three members of the Cuban 
Five held in the U.S. in exchange for 
USAID subcontractor Alan Gross and 
an unidentified U.S. spy, also provided 
the foundations upon which both 
countries agreed to embark on a new 
series of diplomatic discussions.

Following a State Department review 
in April 2015, Cuba was removed from 
the State Sponsor of Terrorism list—a 
scheme concocted by the U.S. against 
Cuba due to the island’s support for 
revolutionary resistance in South 
America and Africa. Iran, Sudan and 
Syria remain on the list. 

In August 2015 the U.S. opened an 
embassy in Havana, ending the histori-
cal diplomatic rupture which escalated 
to U.S. covert and overt actions against 
Cuba, including over 630 attempts to 
assassinate former Cuban leader Fidel 
Castro. In his address at the flag raising 
ceremony at the embassy, Secretary of 
State John Kerry alluded to the perpet-
ual rhetoric of “democratic transition” 
in Cuba. Noting that “Cuba’s future is 
for Cubans to make,” he continued:

“But the leaders in Havana—and 
the Cuban people—should also 
know that the United States will 
always remain a champion of demo-
cratic principles and reforms. Like 
many other governments in and 
outside this hemisphere, we will 

continue to urge the Cuban 
Government to fulfill its obligations 
under the UN and inter-American 
human rights covenants—obliga-
tions shared by the United States 
and every other country in the 
Americas.” 

Yet Kerry failed to acknowledge the 
United States’ historical and current 
role in shaping international disso-
nance under the guise of democracy.

Meanwhile, as the U.S. wielded its 
soft power with regard to Cuba, it was 
also striking against Venezuela with 
aggressive attempts to undermine the 
Bolivarian Revolution. The U.S. took 
part in attempts to sabotage Venezuela, 
aided in orchestrating a coup against 
President Nicolás Maduro, and pro-
vided political and financial support to 
the Venezuelan opposition.

The United States’ different atti-
tudes toward these two countries can 
be viewed as subjugation tactics. The 
imperialist aggression in Venezuela is 
reminiscent of the tactics used in Chile, 
which led to the downfall of democrat-
ically-elected socialist President 
Salvador Allende and the backing of 
Augusto Pinochet’s brutal dictator-
ship. Cuba, on the other hand, has 
endured over 50 years of persistent 
U.S. aggression. 

Following terror attacks against 
Cuba planned by former CIA agents 
Orlando Bosch and Luis Posada 
Carriles, exiled right-wing dissidents 
embarked upon a series of terror activ-
ities targeting tourist sites in Cuba. The 
Cuban Five were sent to Miami in 
order to monitor and prevent terror 
attacks from materializing on the 
island. Evidence gathered by the Five 
was eventually passed on to the U.S., 
which retaliated by arresting and 
imprisoning the Cuban counter-terror 
agents in 1998.

On October 7, 2011, René González 
was the first of the Five to be released. 
However, additional punitive measures 
were imposed upon him, with the 
court mandating a three-year proba-
tionary period to be served in the U.S. 
He was finally granted permission to 
remain in Cuba after a court-approved 
visit to attend his father’s memorial 
service in 2013. 

Given the dangerous yet futile 
attempts of the U.S. to sabotage the 
socialist movement in Cuba, the alter-
native option for the U.S. is to infiltrate 
diplomatically and establish a presence 
that would facilitate any hypothetical 
erosion of the Cuban Revolution.

Speaking to MintPress News, 
González outlines where the U.S. and 
Cuba diverge politically and in terms 
of their respective goals for the island 
nation. Now, González says, the Cuban 
struggle revolves around questions of 
how to hold onto the values of the 
revolution, maintain ties with an impe-
rialist power that is hostile to Cuba, 
and ensure the survival of socialism in 
the country. 

MintPress News: Now that the 
[remaining three members of the] 
Cuban Five have been released upon 
diplomatic negotiations between Cuba 
and the U.S., in what manner will you be 
continuing the anti-imperialist struggle? 
Will any future activity—particularly in 
relation to internationalist solidarity—
be hindered by the agreement?

René González: First of all, we have 
to remember that the agreement 
between the U.S. and Cuba on 
December 17, as well as any other step 
taken by one or both parties after that, 
has never implied a concession by the 
Cuban government. The Cuban gov-
ernment has made it crystal clear that 
our sovereignty and policies are not on 
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the table, in the same way that we don’t 
impose on the U.S. our views regarding 
their sovereignty and policies. 

International solidarity is a two-way 
relationship, in which we give solidar-
ity and receive solidarity in return. The 
struggle for the Five, to give an exam-
ple, in great part is the result of the 
answer by millions of people express-
ing their solidarity with the Cuban 
people. Most of the peoples of the 
world share the common destiny of 
being subjected to exploitation. All of 
them will be [among] the victims as 
long as somebody else is being victim-
ized, even if at any given time they are 
not subjected to direct aggression. As 
long as somebody is victimized by 
imperialism, all of us are victims. 

That conscience is ingrained in our 
internationalism, and is at the essence 
of our policies of international solidar-
ity. It won’t change just because we 
establish a normal relationship with 
the U.S. or any other government.

MintPress News: There have been a 
lot of conflicting opinions with regard 
to normalizing ties with the U.S. How 
does this step fit in with the values of 
the Cuban Revolution?

René González: We should 
acknowledge that the normalization of 
ties with the U.S. is a real conflicting 
event, so it shouldn’t be surprising that 

it brings about conflicting opinions. 

As a matter of fact, the goals of both 
parties—the U.S. versus the Cuban 
government—are by nature in conflict. 
They see this approach as a better way 
to restore capitalism and their hege-
monic relationship with Cuba, having 
failed after more than five decades of 
aggressive policies. We see it as an 
opportunity to overcome a blockade 
and policies of aggression, which have 
hindered our capacity to build our 
socialism. 

But when it comes to the values of 
the Cuban Revolution, one of those 
values is the principle of having normal 
relations with the rest of the world, 
with acceptance of every nation’s sys-
tem of government and their sover-
eignty. It wasn’t Cuba that imposed 
this estrangement between the two 
countries, but the U.S. government. 
We would have chosen the path of 
peaceful coexistence to solve our dif-
ferences if it was up to us. 

So, having a normal relationship 
with a country, which differs from our 
political system, is in agreement with 
our values. As a matter of fact, Cuba 
has diplomatic relations with almost 
every country in the world, regardless 
of their political system. 

That said, we can’t ignore the fact 
that a relationship with such a big 

power committed to subverting our 
socialism, will incur risks regarding 
our value system. They will try to 
impose their system of values on us, 
and for that goal they rely upon lots of 
resources. It will undoubtedly become 
a challenge to protect our values under 
such economic, political and ideologi-
cal pressures. Awareness of the risks 
involved is the first defense, but we will 
have to be clever to transform these 
events into opportunities and avoid the 
risks involved, including the erosion of 
our value system.

MintPress News: To what extent do 
you think the U.S. government will 
cooperate with Cuban requests—par-
ticularly an end to the [U.S.] military 
occupation of Guantánamo?

René González: The two countries 
have engaged in a long process, which 
will take time to unfold. The U.S. gov-
ernment will try to use any resource as 
a bargaining chip in this process, and it 
includes any of the tools now in place 
as part of the policies of the last half-
century. The occupation of 
Guantánamo, being one of those tools, 
will be part of that give and take.

I don’t believe that the U.S. govern-
ment will make any concession out of 
goodwill. The process of dismantling 
the policies of the last 57 years will be 
conditioned by their pragmatic 
approach to international relations, 
which has a lot to do with a costs-ver-
sus-benefits analysis. What I hope is 
that as the process advances, the politi-
cal costs of keeping in place those 
instruments of aggression will eventu-
ally increase, pushing them in the only 
direction which is historically right: the 
lifting of any barrier to the normaliza-
tion of relations with Cuba, which 
includes giving back the territory ille-
gally occupied in Guantánamo.

So, when it comes to those issues, 
our most valuable asset is history itself. 
We will have to be patient and approach 
them with a long-term vision. The U.S. 
base at Guantánamo has little or no 
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practical military use in the age of air-
craft carriers. It is kept in place only as 
part of putting salt on the wounds they 
have been inflicting upon the Cuban 
people. Eventually it will be more cost-
ly for them, both politically and eco-
nomically, to keep it in place. Of 
course, our prerogative is to do every-
thing possible to increase their political 
costs for keeping that occupation. 

MintPress News: What is the gen-
eral reaction of Cubans to rapproche-
ment with the U.S.?

René González: I would describe it 
as cautious optimism. Most of the 
Cuban population was born and has 
lived under the blockade and we want 
it lifted. We want to be allowed to 
prove that socialism in Cuba is a viable 
option and the answer to our future. 
We have fought for that right for 57 
years, and view a thaw in the conflict 
with the U.S. as a triumph of our resis-
tance and determination. We have rea-
sons to celebrate that rapprochement.

On the other hand, we understand 
the risks and are aware of the U.S. gov-
ernment’s intentions. We know that if 
things are not done right they might 
come up with their goal of restoring 
capitalism in Cuba. We now have to 
face two challenges as never before: the 
new imperialist policies, now more 
subtle and sophisticated, and our own 
weaknesses and limitations. We look at 
the future with hope, but at the same 
time understand that there are big risks 
associated with our shortcomings, on 
one hand, and with the policies by the 
U.S. government, on the other. It is up 
to us to overcome our shortcomings to 
prevent their policies from prevailing.  

MintPress News: The U.S. is seeking 
to establish relations with Cuba and at 
the same time interfering in Venezuela. 
How does Cuban internationalism 
view this contradiction? 

René González: I don’t see it as a 
contradiction at all. It is consistent 
with the nature and ways of imperial-

ism. Both policies seek the same out-
come that the U.S. government has 
sought on its dysfunctional relation-
ship with Latin America: to prevent the 
materialization of the common destiny 
envisioned by Bolivar and Martí, Fidel 
and Chavez. 

The Cuban Revolution represents 
the moral compass to the path to that 
destiny, and the policies of the U.S. 
government toward Cuba aim to divert 

that compass from its course. By engag-
ing the Cuban society they seek to sub-
vert our values, and with it kill the 
example and inspiration that the inter-
nationalism and solidarity of the 
Cuban Revolution embodies for the 
peoples of Latin America. This 
approach implies a more soft relation 
with Cuba.

By contrast, the relationship with 
Venezuela aims to the destruction of 
the economic sustenance of the 
Bolivarian Alternative for the Americas, 
by launching a war of attrition against 
the Venezuelan people, which relies 
heavily on an economic war, which 
cannot be embedded in subtleties. 
There are no pretensions here. 
Imperialism relies upon its power to 
impose hardships on the Venezuelans, 
as they did before regarding the 
Cubans. 

As for us, again, our solidarity with 
the Bolivarian Revolution is not nego-
tiable. We welcome better relations 
with the U.S., but it won’t happen if it 

means turning our backs on those 
who, during our worst period, were 
friends with the Cuban people.

—MintPress News, February 22, 
2016

http://www.mintpressnews.com/will-
the-thaw-in-us-cuban-relations-chill-
the-cuban-revolution/214113/

This would mean risking the expense 
of significantly more than $60,000, as 
Mottern recognizes: “Of course the use 
of the drone helicopter would mean 
that the owner(s) of the helicopter 
would be willing to risk having it shot 
down. Ideally world relief organiza-
tions would have fleets of them to be 
able to make adequate relief drops rec-
ognizing that some drone helicopters 
would be lost.”

U.S. television advertisement view-
ers could be forgiven if they imagine the 
U.S. military to be a world relief organi-
zation. Sadly, the trillion-dollars-a-year 
that the U.S. government puts into 
militarism may be famously wasteful 
and unaudited, but it is very tightly 
controlled in one particular sense: never 
shall too big a crumb be expended 
merely on saving human lives.

—OpEd News, March 19, 2016

h t t p : / / w w w . o p e d n e w s . c o m /
articles/U-S-Air-Force-s-Ability-t-by-
David-Swanson-Food_Food-160319-
474.html
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As long as 
somebody is 

victimized by 
imperialism,  
all of us are  

victims.
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April 24, 2016—The final report of 
a group of international experts invited 
to Mexico to help discover the truth 
behind the disappearance of 43 stu-
dent-teachers in 2014 has lambasted 
the government’s investigation, and 
accused officials of blocking other 
potentially fruitful lines of inquiry.

The government rejected the allega-
tions, at the same time as it thanked the 
group for its contribution to the probe. 
Officials had previously made it clear 
there is no chance that it will extend 
the experts’ mandate when it runs out 
at the end of the month.

The so-called “Group of Experts,” 
who were convened by the Inter-
American Commission on Human 
Rights a year ago, released their report 
at an emotional press conference on 
Sunday attended by some of the rela-
tives of the missing students.

The 608-page document argues that 
the key conclusions of the official probe 
are backed by the flimsiest of evidence—
often little more than the confessions of 

detainees, many of whom have since 
filed credible complaints of torture.

The report is particularly dismissive 
of the claim that the students were 
incinerated in a garbage dump a few 
hours after they were attacked in the 
southern city of Iguala by municipal 
police officers in league with a local 
drug gang called Guerreros Unidos on 
September 26, 2014.

It also hints heavily that the probe 
has deliberately failed to explore the 
possible participation of federal agents 
in the operation against the students—
from the famously radical Ayotzinapa 
teachers’ college—who had gone to 
Iguala to commandeer buses to use in 
a later protest.

As well as demolishing the official 
version, the report complains that gov-
ernment investigators have blocked 
exploration of an alternative hypothe-
sis that the students were attacked 
because they unwittingly comman-
deered a bus full of hidden drugs or 
trafficking profits. The mountains 

around Iguala are a key production 
zone for opium paste and heroin.

While all these points were already 
made by the experts in their first 
report—that was released in September 
last year—this time they are also steeped 
in frustration and concern at the gov-
ernment’s failure to improve the quality 
of the official investigation since then.

“The obstruction of an investigation 
of this kind has very serious repercus-
sions for the future,” Angela Buitrago, 
one of the experts, told VICE News before 
the report was released. “The Mexican 
system is unique of its kind in the world. 
It is particularly corrupt and dysfunc-
tional in all its forms and we have been 
battling against this all these months.”

The government’s original invita-
tion to the Group of Experts a year ago 
was part of an effort to contain the 
damage done by the disappearance of 
the students that had sparked outrage 
far beyond Mexico. President Enrique 
Peña Nieto and other government offi-
cials repeatedly insisted that the 

Mexico: Search for Truth Blocked
International experts say Mexico has blocked the search for truth in missing students’ case

By Melissa del Pozo
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experts’ presence was proof of the 
administration’s commitment to leav-
ing no stone unturned in its quest to 
deliver justice.

The experts’ first, highly critical, 
report six months ago was greeted with 
similar assurances. The government 
even re-launched the entire investiga-
tion with a new team in November.

Relations, however, have soured 
dramatically since the start of the year.

In the last month or so a plethora of 
high-level officials, including President 
Peña himself, have politely but firmly 
insisted that there is no possibility that 
the experts will be asked to stay beyond 
the end of their current mandate that 
runs out on April 30.

Meanwhile, other officials have 
begun quietly but insistently reviving 
the old garbage dump hypothesis.

The science
This has included the claim that a 

new scientific study of the dump, car-
ried out by another team of interna-
tional experts commissioned by the 
government, had found evidence of 
large-scale fires and human remains. 
All that has been available from that 
study so far, however, is a document of 
a few pages that contains almost no 
reference to the scientific evidence 
used to draw this conclusion, or explain 
how it might be related to the students.

“The result of the study doesn’t ful-
fill even minimum standards,” 
Francisco Cox, another of the experts, 
said at Sunday’s news conference.

Cox cited the detailed scientific 
study in the group’s first report, which 
first ruled out a major conflagration at 
the dump. He also referred to the 246-
page study, which came to the same 
conclusion, carried out by another 
team of forensic experts from 
Argentina. That study was released in 
full earlier this month.

As they prepare to pack their bags to 
leave Mexico, the experts have also 
repeatedly complained that they have 

been targeted by a smear campaign in 
the media.

“An innumerable number of things 
have been invented to damage our 
name, and they can continue doing this 
with the human rights defenders who 
are still on the case,” Alejandro Valencia, 
another of the experts, said in the lead 
up to the report’s release. “We are very 
disappointed and frustrated, and above 
all we are worried about what awaits 
Mexico in terms of access to justice.”

Sunday’s final report and the depar-
ture of the experts from Mexico comes 
at a time when the country is under 
growing international pressure over its 
human rights record.

In recent weeks the issue of torture has 
been particularly prominent in the wake 
of the release of a video in which two sol-
diers and a federal police officer are shown 
partially suffocating a young woman dur-
ing an interrogation. The video prompted 
an unprecedented apology from the head 
of the army and other officials who have 
insisted that government institutions will 
not tolerate such abuse.

The experts’ report on Ayotzinapa, 
however, highlights torture as a poten-
tial concern in about 80 percent of the 
approximately 110 detentions made in 
connection with the case so far.

It pays particular attention to 17 
alleged cases. These include Gildardo 
López Gallardo, alias El Gil, who is 
accused of ordering the disappearance 
of the students, as well as the alleged 
gang members whose testimonies pro-
vide the basis of the garbage dump 
funeral pyre story.

The report cites one of them—who 
goes by the nickname of El Pato, or 
The Duck—detailing his version of his 
arrest and subsequent treatment.

“They hauled me aboard a vehicle, 
they blindfolded me, tied my feet and 
hands, they began beating me again 
and gave me electric shocks, they put a 
rag over my nose and poured water on 
it,” the report cites his complaint. 
“They gave me shocks on the inside of 
my mouth and my testicles. They put a 

bag over my face so I couldn’t breathe. 
It went on for hours.”

The report stresses that none of the 
complaints of torture have been fully 
investigated, though it puts most 
emphasis on the questions they raise 
about the official version of events.

A group of relatives of the missing 
students attended the presentation of 
the report on Sunday, many of them 
carrying photographs of their children. 
Their traditional chants of “Where Are 
Our Children?” and “It Was The State,” 
were this time mingled with others of 
“Don’t Go,” directed at the experts.

“We do not deserve this,” said Jacinta 
García, the mother of Martín Getsemany 
Sánchez, one of the disappeared stu-
dents. “The government should not 
turn its back on us, and keep lying to us. 
And now that the experts are going we 
are even more helpless.”

The government responded to the 
group’s final report with a statement to 
the press that was read by the current 
head of the investigation within the 
attorney general’s office.

Eber Omar Betanzos thanked the 
experts for their “contributions” over 
the last year, and then went on to 
refute all the main allegations in their 
final report.

He particularly stressed that all 
complaints of torture are being investi-
gated, that the garbage dump hypoth-
esis is based on solid scientific evi-
dence, and that no line of inquiry will 
be closed until it is proved groundless 
within the “most exhaustive” probe 
ever to take place in Mexico.

“The attorney general’s office states, 
reiterates, and emphasizes, that the 
investigation is still open,” Betanzos 
said. “And it will not conclude until the 
last person responsible has been sen-
tenced by a judge.”

—Vice News, April 24, 2016

https://news.vice.com/article/inter-
national-experts-say-mexico-has-
blocked-the-search-for-truth-in-miss-
ing-students-case
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Secret documents found in the 
Australian National Archives provide a 
glimpse of how one of the greatest 
crimes of the 20th century was execut-
ed and covered up. They also help us 
understand how and for whom the 
world is run.

The documents refer to East Timor, 
now known as Timor-Leste, and were 
written by diplomats in the Australian 
embassy in Jakarta. The date was 
November 1976, less than a year after 
the Indonesian dictator General 
Suharto seized the then Portuguese 
colony on the island of Timor.

The terror that followed has few 
parallels; not even Pol Pot succeeded in 
killing, proportionally, as many 
Cambodians as Suharto and his fellow 
generals killed in East Timor. Out of a 
population of almost a million, up to a 
third were extinguished.

This was the second holocaust for 
which Suharto was responsible. A 
decade earlier, in 1965, Suharto wrested 
power in Indonesia in a bloodbath that 
took more than a million lives. The CIA 
reported: “In terms of numbers killed, 
the massacres rank as one of the worst 
mass murders of the 20th century.”

This was greeted in the Western 
press as “a gleam of light in Asia” 
(Time). The BBC’s correspondent in 
South East Asia, Roland Challis, later 
described the cover-up of the massa-
cres as a triumph of media complicity 
and silence; the “official line” was that 
Suharto had “saved” Indonesia from a 
communist takeover.

“Of course my British sources knew 
what the American plan was,” he told 
me. “There were bodies being washed 
up on the lawns of the British consul-
ate in Surabaya, and British warships 
escorted a ship full of Indonesian 
troops, so that they could take part in 
this terrible holocaust. It was only 

much later that we learned that the 
American embassy was supplying 
[Suharto with] names and ticking them 
off as they were killed. There was a 
deal, you see. In establishing the 
Suharto regime, the involvement of the 
[U.S.-dominated] International 
Monetary Fund and the World Bank 
were part of it. That was the deal.”

I have interviewed many of the sur-
vivors of 1965, including the acclaimed 
Indonesian novelist Pramoedya Ananta 
Toer, who bore witness to an epic of 
suffering “forgotten” in the West 
because Suharto was “our man.”  A 
second holocaust in resource-rich East 
Timor, an undefended colony, was 
almost inevitable.

In 1994, I filmed clandestinely in 
occupied East Timor; I found a land of 
crosses and unforgettable grief. In my 
film, Death of a Nation, there is a 
sequence shot on board an Australian 
aircraft flying over the Timor Sea. A 
party is in progress. Two men in suits 
are toasting each other in champagne. 
“This is a uniquely historical moment,” 
babbles one of them, “that is truly, 
uniquely historical.”

This is Australia’s foreign minister, 
Gareth Evans. The other man is Ali Alatas, 
the principal mouthpiece of Suharto. It is 
1989 and they are making a symbolic 
flight to celebrate a piratical deal they 
called a “treaty.” This allowed Australia, 
the Suharto dictatorship and the interna-
tional oil companies to divide the spoils 
of East Timor’s oil and gas resources.

Thanks to Evans, Australia’s then 
prime minister, Paul Keating—who 
regarded Suharto as a father figure—
and a gang that ran Australia’s foreign 
policy establishment, Australia distin-
guished itself as the only western coun-
try formally to recognize Suharto’s 
genocidal conquest. The prize, said 
Evans, was “zillions” of dollars.

Documents found
Members of this gang reappeared the 

other day in documents found in the 
National Archives by two researchers 
from Monash University in Melbourne, 
Sara Niner and Kim McGrath. In their 
own handwriting, senior officials of the 
Department of Foreign Affairs mock 
reports of the rape, torture and execu-
tion of East Timorese by Indonesian 
troops. In scribbled annotations on a 
memorandum that refers to atrocities in 
a concentration camp, one diplomat 
wrote: “sounds like fun.” Another 
wrote: “sounds like the population are 
in raptures.”

Referring to a report by the 
Indonesian resistance, Fretilin, that 
describes Indonesia as an “impotent” 
invader, another diplomat sneered: “If 
‘the enemy was impotent,’ as stated, 
how come they are daily raping the 
captured population? Or is the former 
a result of the latter?”

The documents, says Sarah Niner, 
are “vivid evidence of the lack of empa-
thy and concern for human rights 
abuses in East Timor” in the 
Department of Foreign Affairs. “The 
archives reveal that this culture of cov-
er-up is closely tied to the DFA’s need 
to recognize Indonesian sovereignty 
over East Timor so as to commence 
negotiations over the petroleum in the 
East Timor Sea.”

This was a conspiracy to steal East 
Timor’s oil and gas. In leaked diplo-
matic cables in August 1975, the 
Australian Ambassador to Jakarta, 
Richard Woolcott, wrote to Canberra: 
“It would seem to me that the 
Department [of Minerals and Energy] 
might well have an interest in closing 
the present gap in the agreed sea border 
and this could be much more readily 
negotiated with Indonesia…than with 
Portugal or independent Portuguese 

The Rape of East Timor
By John Pilger 
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Timor.”  Woolcott revealed that he had 
been briefed on Indonesia’s secret plans 
for an invasion. He cabled Canberra 
that the government should “assist 
public understanding in Australia” to 
counter “criticism of Indonesia.”

In 1993, I interviewed C. Philip 
Liechty, a former senior CIA operations 
officer in the Jakarta embassy during 
the invasion of East Timor. He told me: 
“Suharto was given the green light [by 
the U.S.] to do what he did. We sup-
plied them with everything they needed 
[from] M16 rifles [to] U.S. military 
logistical support…maybe 200,000 
people, almost all of them non-com-
batants died. When the atrocities began 
to appear in the CIA reporting, the way 
they dealt with these was to cover them 
up as long as possible; and when they 
couldn’t be covered up any longer, they 
were reported in a watered-down, very 
generalized way, so that even our own 
sourcing was sabotaged.”

I asked Liechty what would have hap-
pened had someone spoken out. “Your 
career would end,” he replied. He said 
his interview with me was one way of 
making amends for “how badly I feel.”

The diplomats
The gang in the Australian embassy 

in Jakarta appear to suffer no such 
anguish.  One of the scribblers on the 
documents, Cavan Hogue, told the 
Sydney Morning Herald: “It does look 
like my handwriting. If I made a com-
ment like that, being the cynical bugger 
that I am, it would certainly have been 
in the spirit of irony and sarcasm. It’s 
about the [Fretilin] press release, not 
the Timorese.” Hogue said there were 
“atrocities on all sides.”

As one who reported and filmed the 
evidence of genocide, I find this last 
remark especially profane. The Fretilin 
“propaganda” he derides was accurate. 
The subsequent report of the United 
Nations on East Timor describes thou-
sands of cases of summary execution 
and violence against women by 
Suharto’s Kopassus special forces, 

many of whom were trained in 
Australia. “Rape, sexual slavery and 
sexual violence were tools used as part 
of the campaign designed to inflict a 
deep experience of terror, powerless-
ness and hopelessness upon pro-inde-
pendence supporters,” says the UN.

Cavan Hogue, the joker and “cyni-
cal bugger,” was promoted to senior 
ambassador and eventually retired on a 
generous pension. Richard Woolcott 
was made head of the Department of 
Foreign Affairs in Canberra and, in 
retirement, has lectured widely as a 
“respected diplomatic intellectual.”

Journalists watered at the Australian 
embassy in Jakarta, notably those 
employed by Rupert Murdoch, who 
controls almost 70 percent of Australia’s 
capital city press.  Murdoch’s corre-
spondent in Indonesia was Patrick 
Walters, who reported that Jakarta’s 
“economic achievements” in East Timor 
were “impressive,” as was Jakarta’s “gen-
erous” development of the blood-soaked 
territory. As for the East Timorese resis-
tance, it was “leaderless” and beaten. In 
any case, “no one was now arrested 
without proper legal procedures.”

In December 1993, one of 
Murdoch’s veteran retainers, Paul 
Kelly, then editor-in-chief of The 
Australian, was appointed by Foreign 
Minister Evans to the Australia-
Indonesia Institute, a body funded by 
the Australian government to promote 
the “common interests” of Canberra 
and the Suharto dictatorship.  Kelly led 
a group of Australian newspaper edi-
tors to Jakarta for an audience with the 
mass murderer. There is a photograph 
of one of them bowing.

East Timor won its independence in 
1999 with the blood and courage of its 
ordinary people. The tiny, fragile 
democracy was immediately subjected 
to a relentless campaign of bullying by 
the Australian government, which 
sought to maneuver it out of its legal 
ownership of the seabed’s oil and gas 
revenue. To get its way, Australia refused 

to recognize the jurisdiction of the 
International Court of Justice and the 
Law of the Sea and unilaterally changed 
the maritime boundary in its own favor.

In 2006, a deal was finally signed, 
Mafia-style, largely on Australia’s terms. 
Soon afterwards, Prime Minister Mari 
Alkitiri, a nationalist who had stood up 
to Canberra, was effectively deposed in 
what he called an “attempted coup” by 
“outsiders.” The Australian military, 
which had “peace-keeping” troops in 
East Timor, had trained his opponents.

In the 17 years since East Timor 
won its independence, the Australian 
government has taken nearly $5 billion 
in oil and gas revenue—money that 
belongs to its impoverished neighbor.

Australia has been called America’s 
“deputy sheriff” in the South Pacific. 
One man with the badge is Gareth 
Evans, the foreign minister filmed lift-
ing his champagne glass to toast the 
theft of East Timor’s natural resources. 
Today, Evans is a lectern-trotting zeal-
ot promoting a brand of war-monger-
ing known as “RTP,” or “Responsibility 
to Protect.”  As co-chair of a New 
York-based “Global Center,” he runs a 
U.S.-backed lobby group that urges the 
“international community” to attack 
countries where “the Security Council 
rejects a proposal or fails to deal with it 
in a reasonable time.” The man for the 
job, as the East Timorese might say.

—CounterPunch, February 26, 2016

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2016/02/26/the-rape-of-east-timor-
sounds-like-fun/

In the 17 years since East 
Timor won its indepen-

dence, the Australian gov-
ernment has taken nearly 

$5 billion in oil and gas 
revenue—money that 

belongs to its impover-
ished neighbor.
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Another member of Berta Cáceres’ 
Indigenous rights group was brutally 
murdered by unidentified assailants on 
Tuesday, March 15, 2016, following a 
violent eviction of Indigenous people 
from their land.

Nelson Garcia, a father of five and 
community leader, was shot four times 
in the face—“gunned down in his 
home,” the Nation reported. His assas-
sination occurred less than two weeks 
after Cáceres’, and only days following 
her funeral.

Local reports say that his death 
occurred shortly after the Honduran 
government’s dispatching of riot police 
and bulldozers to evict 150 Indigenous 
people from their homes in Rio 
Chiquito, where they had occupied 
ancestral land for two years in protest 
of the Agua Zarca megadam project.

TeleSUR reported:

“They said that they would be 
peaceful and they were not going to 
throw anyone out of their houses, but 
at midday they started to tear down the 

houses, they destroyed the maize, the 
banana trees and the yuca plantations,” 
said Tomas Gomez, a Civic Council of 
Popular and Indigenous organizations 
of Honduras (COPINH) coordinator.

“When they finished the eviction, 
our companion Nelson Garcia went to 
eat in his house, they were waiting in 
the zone that the commission of 
COPINH pass, but it was diverted. 
Garcia arrived first and they killed 
him,” he added.

Garcia was a leader in the Rio 
Chiquito community, all of whom 
were members of COPINH, the 
Indigenous rights group formed by 
Cáceres. COPINH has been instru-
mental in preventing the construction 
of the Agua Zarca megadam.

The megadam is to be built on the 
Gualcarque River, ancestral territory of 
the Lenca tribe—of which Cáceres was 
a member—and a critical water source 
for the Indigenous people.

Cáceres’ daughter, Bertha Cáceres, only 
yesterday told the Guardian in an inter-
view that her mother’s death “is not the 
first assassination, but one of a series of 
assassinations of human rights defenders.”

“I don’t want another human rights 
defender to be assassinated,” Bertha said.

Garcia’s death “brings to 14 the 
number of COPINH members who 
have been murdered since the group 
was founded in 1993,” observed fellow 
activist Beverly Bell.

A witness to Cáceres’ murder and 
fellow Indigenous activist Gustavo 
Castro was blocked by the Honduran 
government from returning to Mexico 
last week, and he is currently still being 
held by the Mexican Embassy in 
Tegucigalpa despite international pleas 
for the government to allow him to 
safely leave the country, DemocracyNow! 

reported.

Honduras is suffering under a bru-
tal regime put in place by a U.S.-backed 
coup supported by Hillary Clinton dur-
ing her tenure as secretary of state. 
Since the coup, the country has main-
tained the highest murder rate in the 
world, and many environmental and 
Indigenous rights activists have been 
killed under the military junta’s rule.

After news of Garcia’s murder 
broke, the Europe-based development 
banks FMO and Finnfund announced 
that because of the violence and kill-
ings they would end their operations in 
Honduras entirely, which will mean 
pulling their funding for the Agua 
Zarca megadam.

TeleSUR reported that USAID, on 
the other hand, is continuing to fund 
Agua Zarca in defiance of activists’ 
protests at the agency’s headquarters in 
Washington, D.C. earlier this week, 
and despite the continued violence and 
murders of environmentalists and 
Indigenous activists in Honduras.

—Common Dreams, March 16, 2016

http : / /www.commondreams.org/
news/2016/03/16/outrage-another-indige-
nous-activist-leader-assassinated-honduras

Honduras is suffering 

under a brutal regime 

put in place by a U.S.-

backed coup supported 

by Hillary Clinton dur-

ing her tenure as secre-

tary of state.

Outrage in Honduras
Another Honduran activist shot and killed

By Nika Knight
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U.S. Role in the Honduras Coup 
By Stephen Zunes

On March 3, 2016, BertaCáceres, a 
brave and outspoken indigenous 
Honduran environmental activist and 
winner of the Goldman Environmental 
Prize, was gunned down in her home-
town of La Esperanza. Erika Guevara-
Rosas, Americas director for Amnesty 
International, noted how “For years, 
she had been the victim of a sustained 
campaign of harassment and threats to 
stop her from defending the rights of 
indigenous communities.”

She is just one of thousands of 
indigenous activists, peasant leaders, 
trade unionists, journalists, environ-
mentalists, judges, opposition political 
candidates, human rights activists, and 
others murdered since a military coup 
ousted the democratically elected pres-
ident Manuel Zelaya in 2009.

Despite being a wealthy logger and 
rancher from the centrist Liberal Party, 
Zelaya had moved his government to 
the left during his four years in office. 
During his tenure, he raised the mini-
mum wage and provided free school 
lunches, milk for young children, pen-
sions for the elderly, and additional 
scholarships for students. He built new 
schools, subsidized public transporta-
tion, and even distributed energy-sav-
ing light bulbs.

None of these were particularly radi-
cal moves, but it was nevertheless dis-
turbing to the country’s wealthy eco-
nomic and military elites. More fright-
ening was that Zelaya had sought to 
organize an assembly to replace the 1982 
constitution written during the waning 
days of the U.S.-backed military dictator 
Policarpo Paz Garcia. A non-binding 
referendum on whether such a constitu-
tional assembly should take place was 
scheduled the day of the coup, but was 
cancelled when the military seized power 
and named Congressional Speaker 
Roberto Micheletti as president.

Calling for such a referendum is 
perfectly legal under Article 5 of the 
2006 Honduran Civil Participation 
Act, which allows public functionaries 
to perform such non-binding public 
consultations regarding policy mea-
sures. Despite claims by the rightist 
junta and its supporters, Zelaya was 
not trying to extend his term. That 
question wasn’t even on the ballot. The 
Constitutional Assembly would not 
have likely completed its work before 
his term had expired anyway.

The leader of the coup, Honduran 
General Romeo Vásquez Velásquez, 
was a graduate of the notorious School 
of the Americas, a U.S. Army training 
program nicknamed “School of 
Assassins” for the sizable number of 
graduates who have engaged in coups, 
as well as the torture and murder of 
political opponents. The training of 
coup plotters at the program, since 
renamed the Western Hemisphere 
Institute for Security Cooperation, 
isn’t a bygone feature of the Cold War: 
General Luis Javier Prince Suazo, who 
played an important role in the coup as 
head of the Honduran Air Force, grad-
uated as recently as 1996.

There is no evidence to suggest that 
the Obama administration was behind 
the coup. However, a number of U.S. 
officials—most notably then-Secretary 
of State Hillary Clinton—played an 
important role in preventing Zelaya’s 
return to office and the junta consoli-
dating its power in the face of massive 
nonviolent protests.

Clinton insisted the day after the 
coup that “all parties have a responsi-
bility to address the underlying prob-
lems that led to yesterday’s events.” 
When asked if her call for “restoring 
the constitutional order” in Honduras 
meant returning Zelaya himself, she 
didn’t say it necessarily would. State 

Department spokesperson Ian Kelly 
evaded reporters’ questions as to 
whether the United States supported 
Zelaya’s return, placing the United 
States at odds with the Organization of 
American States, the Rio Group, and 
the U.N. General Assembly, all of 
which called for the “immediate and 
unconditional return” of Zelaya.

U.S. Ambassador to Honduras 
Hugo Llorens, reflecting the broad 
consensus of international observ-
ers, sent a cable to Clinton entitled 
“Open and Shut: The Case of the 
Honduran Coup,” thoroughly docu-
menting that “there is no doubt” that 
Zelaya’s ouster “constituted an illegal 
and unconstitutional coup.” Similarly, 
Ann-Marie Slaughter, then serving as 
director of Policy Planning at the State 
Department, sent an email to Clinton 
strongly encouraging her to “take bold 
action” and to “find that [the] coup was 
a ‘military coup’ under U.S. law.” 
However, Clinton’s State Department 
refused to suspend U.S. aid to 
Honduras—as required when a demo-
cratically-elected government is ousted 
in such a manner—on the grounds 
that it wasn’t clear that the forcible 
military-led overthrow actually consti-
tuted a coup d’état.

Emails released last year by the State 
Department also show how Clinton 
rejected calls by the international com-
munity to condemn the coup and used 
her lobbyist friend Lanny Davis—who 
was working for the Honduran chapter 
of the Business Council of Latin 
America, which supported the coup—
to open communications with 
Micheletti, the illegitimate interim 
ruler installed by the military.

Leaders of Latin American nations, 
the U.N. General Assembly and other 
international organizations unambigu-
ously demanded Zelaya’s immediate 



Vol.  16, No. 3    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  49

return to office. However, in her mem-
oir Hard Choices, Clinton admits that 
she worked to prevent restoring the 
elected president to office: “In the sub-
sequent days [after the coup] I spoke 
with my counterparts around the 
hemisphere, including Secretary 
Espinosa in Mexico. We strategized on 
a plan to restore order in Honduras 
and ensure that free and fair elections 
could be held quickly and legitimately, 
which would render the question of 
Zelaya moot.”

The elections, held under military 
rule and marred by violence and media 
censorship, were hardly free or fair. 
The Union of South American Nations 
(UNASUR) declared they would not 
recognize elections held under the de 
facto government and the Organization 
of American States drafted a resolution 
that would have refused to recognize 

Honduran elections carried out under 
the dictatorship, but the State 
Department blocked its adoption.

In the subsequent six years, the hor-
rific repression and skyrocketing mur-
der rate—now the highest in the 
world—has resulted in tens-of-thou-
sands of refugees fleeing for safety in 
the United States. Ironically, as 
Secretary of State, Clinton rejected 
granting political asylum and support-
ed their deportation.

Clinton’s role in supporting the 
coup in Honduras is a reminder that 
the Middle East is not the only part of 
the world in which she is willing to set 
aside principles of international law 
and human rights to advance perceived 
U.S. economic and strategic interests. 
Indeed, it may be a troubling indica-
tion of the kind of foreign policies she 
would pursue as president.

Stephen Zunes is a Professor of Politics 
and International Studies at the 
University of San Francisco, where he 
serves as coordinator of the program in 
Middle Eastern Studies. Recognized as 
one the country’s leading scholars of U.S. 
Middle East policy and of strategic non-
violent action, Professor Zunes serves as 
a senior policy analyst for the Foreign 
Policy in Focus project of the Institute for 
Policy Studies, an associate editor of 
Peace Review, a contributing editor of 
Tikkun, and co-chair of the academic 
advisory committee for the International 
Center on Nonviolent Conflict.

—Common Dreams, March 15, 2016

http://www.commondreams.org/
views/2016/03/15/us-role-honduras-
coup-and-subsequent-violence

The leader of the 
coup, Honduran 
General Romeo 

Vásquez Velásquez, 
was a graduate of 

the notorious School 
of the Americas, a 

U.S. Army training 
program nicknamed 

“School of 
Assassins” for the 
sizable number of 

graduates who have 
engaged in coups, as 
well as the torture 

and murder of polit-
ical opponents.
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Israeli Apartheid
Black Lives Matter take note: apartheid Israel targeting everyone that questions its “legitimacy” 

By Glen Ford

The Israeli government is pouring 
$26 million and tasking many of its 
secret service scientists and dirty tricks 
operatives to wage a digital war against 
BDS—the Boycott, Divest and 
Sanctions movement. An Associated 
Press article, picked up by AlterNet, 
reports the Israelis have already target-
ed, and made to disappear, web pages 
that are linked to BDS websites. An 
Israeli corporate executive said the 
mission is to dismantle the digital 
infrastructure of groups in Europe, the 
United States and South America that 
Tel Aviv considers to be anti-Semitic. 
The Israeli government position is that 
everyone that supports the BDS move-
ment is anti-Semitic, because they want 
to “delegitimize” the Zionist state.

Hillary Clinton agrees with Israel. In 
a letter to a billionaire fundraiser, 
Clinton said, “I know you agree that 
we need to make countering BDS a 
priority,” and she promised to help 
“fight back against further attempts to 

isolate and delegitimize Israel.” Clinton 
has collaborated in Israeli cyber wars 
before. She was Secretary of State in 
2010 when the Stuxnet program, a 
joint U.S. and Israeli digital assault 
against Iranian centrifuges, was discov-
ered. This time around, the cyber war 
will not be targeting Iran, or the 
Chinese, but Americans, Europeans 
and anyone else that challenges the 
“legitimacy” of the world’s sole surviv-
ing colonial apartheid state. American 
supporters of the BDS movement can-
not expect that their rights to free 
speech and association will be protect-
ed by Democrats or Republicans in 
Washington—not when it comes to 
the “legitimacy” of Israel.

Decent humankind vs. Israeli 
apartheid

The emerging movement that goes 
under the heading of Black Lives Matter 
should take note. In addition to the 
dirty tricks and hyper-surveillance of 
the U.S. national security state, activists 

are also in the crosshairs of the Israeli 
secret services. Israel was white-ruled 
South Africa’s closest military ally for 
the simple reason that they were both 
white settler, apartheid states rooted in 
an ideology of ethnic supremacy. In 
1975, the Zionist regime in Tel Aviv 
offered to sell the white regime in 
Pretoria nuclear weapons “in three 
sizes.” The Israelis feared that, should 
white minority rule collapse in South 
Africa, Israel would be the only apart-
heid regime left standing on the planet. 
They could no longer claim to be, at 
least, not quite as bad as South Africa. 
But, as Bishop Desmond Tutu and oth-
ers have concluded, apartheid Israel is 
actually worse than apartheid South 
Africa, both in its genocidal policies 
against the Palestinians, and as a con-
stant threat to the survival of the planet.

The term “illegitimate” doesn’t 
comes close to describing a state that is 
an affront, an insult, to the very notion 
of civilization. All decent people must 
oppose Israeli apartheid. Unfortunately, 
Beyonce and Jennifer Lopez and Lisa 
Keys are not decent people; they have 
no problem performing in Israel. The 
Congressional Black Caucus is not 
composed of decent people; their jun-
kets to Israel are must-attend events, 
and they joined with all the other 
members of Congress in a Resolution 
in support of Israel at the moment the 
apartheid regime was slaughtering 
thousands of Palestinians in Gaza. But, 
a Black Lives Matter movement must 
be decent—and internationalist. And, 
to that extent, its activists will be tar-
geted by the world’s last apartheid 
state.

—Black Agenda Report, February 
24, 2016

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
apartheid_israel_targets_BDS
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“Whether he made a mistake or not, 
is a trivial question,” said an Israeli 
Jewish man who joined large protests 
throughout Israel in support of a sol-
dier who calmly, and with precision, 
killed a wounded Palestinian man in 
al-Khalil (Hebron). The protesting 
Jewish man described Palestinians as 
“barbaric,” “bestial,” who should not 
be perceived as people.

This is hardly a fringe view in Israel. 
The vast majority of Israelis, 68 per-
cent, support the killing of Abdel Fatah 
Yusri al-Sharif, 21, by the solider who 
had reportedly announced before fir-
ing at the wounded Palestinian that the 
“terrorist had to die.”

The killing scene would have been 
relegated to the annals of the many 
“contested” killings by Israeli soldiers, 
were it not for a Palestinian field work-
er with Israel’s human rights group, 
B’Tselem, who filmed the bloody event.

The incident, once more, highlights 
a culture of impunity that exists in the 
Israeli army, which is not a new phe-
nomenon.

Not only is Israeli society supportive 
of the soldier behind this particular 
bloody incident, almost a vast majority 
is in support of field executions as well.

In fact, the culture of impunity in 
Israel is linked both to political lean-
ings and religious beliefs. According to 
the latest Peace Index released by Tel 
Aviv University’s Israel Democracy 
Institute, nearly 67 percent of the 
country’s Jewish population believes 
that “it is a commandment to kill a ter-
rorist who comes at you with a knife.”

Killing Palestinians as a form of reli-
gious duty goes back to the early days 
of the Jewish state, and such beliefs are 
constantly corroborated by the coun-
try’s high spiritual institutions, similar 
to the recent decree issued by the 

country’s Chief Sephardic Rabbi, 
Yitzhak Yosef. While 94 percent of 
ultra-Orthodox agree with the murder 
edict of Yosef, 52 percent of the coun-
try’s secularists do, too.

In fact, dehumanizing Palestinians—
describing them as “beasts,” “cock-
roaches,” or treating them as dispens-
able inferiors—has historically been a 
common denominator in Israeli soci-
ety, uniting Jews from various political, 
ideological and religious backgrounds.

Rabbi Yosef’s decree, for example, is 
not much different from statements 
made by Israeli Defense Minister, 
Moshe Ya’alon, and other army and 
government official, who made similar 
calls, albeit without utilizing a strongly 
worded religious discourse.

Using the same logic, the quote 
above describing Palestinians as beasts 
is not divergent from a recent state-
ment made by Israeli Prime Minister, 
Benjamin Netanyahu. “At the end, in 
the State of Israel, as I see it, there will 
be a fence that spans it all,” Netanyahu 
said in February. “In the area that we 
live, we must defend ourselves against 
the wild beasts,” he added.

While pro-Israeli pundits labor to 
explain the widespread Israeli percep-
tion of Palestinians—and Arabs, in gen-
eral—on rational grounds, logic and 
commonsense continues to evade them. 
For instance, Netanyahu’s last war on 
Gaza in the summer of 2014 killed a 
total of 2,251 Palestinians—including 
1,462 civilians, among them 551 chil-
dren, according to a report prepared by 
the UN Human Rights Council. During 
that war, only six Israeli civilians were 
killed, and 60 soldiers.

Who, then, is truly the “wild beast?”

However, Palestinians are not made 
into beasts because of their supposedly 

 Logic of Murder in Israel
A culture of impunity in full view of the entire world

By Ramzy Baroud
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murderous intent for, not once, statis-
tically, in the history of the Palestinian-
Israeli conflict did Palestinians ever kill 
more Israelis, as opposed to the other 
way round. The ailment is not the 
number, but a common Israeli cultural 
perception that is utterly racist and 
dehumanizing.

Nor is the Israeli perception of 
Palestinians ever linked to a specific 
period of time, for example, a popular 
uprising or a war. Consider this eyewit-
ness account from August 2012, cited 
in the Israeli newspaper, Haaretz, years 
before the current uprising in the West 
Bank and Jerusalem:

“Today I saw a lynch with my own 
eyes, in Zion Square, the center of the 
city of Jerusalem … and shouts of ‘A 
Jew is a soul and Arab is a son of a –,’ 
were shouted loudly and dozens of 
youths ran and gathered and started to 
really beat to death three Arab youths 
who were walking quietly in the Ben 
Yehuda street,” the witness wrote.

“When one of the Palestinian youths 
fell to the ground, the youths contin-
ued to hit him in the head; he lost con-
sciousness, his eyes rolled, his angled 
head twitched, and then those who 
were kicking him fled while the rest 
gathered around in a circle, with some 
still shouting with hate in their eyes.”

Imagine this graphic account 
repeated, in different manifestations, 
every day in Occupied Palestine, and 
consider this: rarely does anyone pay a 
price for it. Indeed, this is how Israel’s 
culture of impunity has evolved over 
the years.

According to Israeli human rights 
group, Yesh Din, “approximately 94 per-
cent of criminal investigations launched 
by the IDF (Israeli Defense Force) against 
soldiers suspected of criminal violent 
activity against Palestinians and their 
property are closed without any indict-
ments. In the rare cases that indictments 
are served, conviction leads to very light 
sentencing.”

And no one is immune. Israel’s 
972Mag wrote in December 2015 about 
the hundreds of violent incidents of 
Israeli forces targeting Palestinian medi-
cal staff. Palestinian rights group, Al-Haq, 
documented 56 cases in which “ambu-
lances were attacked,” and 116 assaults 
against medical staff while on duty.

How about violence meted out by 
illegal settlers whose population in the 
Occupied Territories is constantly on 
the increase?

Armed settlers rampage daily 
through villages of the Occupied West 
Bank and the neighborhoods of East 
Jerusalem. The number of their violent 
crimes has grown tremendously in 
recent years, and even doubled since 
2009.

In August 2015, months before the 
current uprising, Human Rights Watch 
senior researcher, Bill Van Esveld, 
wrote:

“Settlers attack Palestinians and 
their property on a near-daily 
basis—there were more than 300 
such attacks last year, but few attack-
ers faced justice. In the past decade, 
less than two percent of investiga-
tions into settler attacks ended with 
convictions.”

In case one is still fooled by the 
“rational” argument used to justify the 
murder of militarily occupied, 
oppressed and besieged Palestinians, 
Batzalel Smotrich, from the Jewish 
Home Party, which is part of 
Netanyhu’s ruling coalition, protested 
via twitter that his wife was expected to 
give birth in the same hospital room 
where Arab babies are born.

His written ‘”rationale,” after 
declaring that his wife “is not a racist,” 
“It’s natural that my wife wouldn’t 
want to lie next to someone whose 
baby son might want to murder my 
son.”

The likes of Smotrich, and the 
majority of Israelis are morally blind to 
their own wrongdoing. They have long 

been sold on the idea that Israel, despite 
its brutality, is a “villa in the jungle.” 
According to a recent Pew survey, 
nearly half of Israelis want to expel 
Palestinian Arabs—Muslims and 
Christians, from their ancestral home-
land.

The danger of impunity is not 
merely the lack of legal accountability, 
but the fact that it is the very founda-
tion of most violent crimes against 
humanity, including genocide.

This impunity began seven decades 
ago and it will not end without inter-
national intervention, with concerted 
efforts to hold Israel accountable in 
order to bring the agony of Palestinians 
to a halt.

Dr. Ramzy Baroud has been writing 
about the Middle East for over 20 years. 
He is an internationally-syndicated col-
umnist, a media consultant, an author 
of several books and the founder of 
PalestineChronicle.com. His latest book 
is My Father Was a Freedom Fighter: 
Gaza’s Untold Story (Pluto Press, 
London).

—Counter Punch, April 14, 2016

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2016/04/14/the-logic-of-murder-in-
israel-a-culture-of-impunity-in-full-
view-of-the-entire-world/
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The International Union of Socialist 
Youth (IUSY) passed a resolution at its 
31st world congress that called for a 
process that would unban political par-
ties, remove repressive legislation and 
introduce multi-party democracy in 
Swaziland. 

The resolution, passed on Saturday, 
also called for an end to the systematic 
harassment, intimidation and incar-
ceration of political activists and the 
unconditional release of political pris-
oners and return of exiles, as well as for 
the isolation of Swaziland until these 
demands are met.

The IUSY is an international youth 
organization with UN ECOSOC 
(United Nations Economic and Social 
Council) consultative status. It has 134 
member organizations in over 80 
countries, including the youth league 
of banned pro-democracy party 
PUDEMO (Peoples United Democratic 
Movement), the Swaziland Youth 
Congress (SWAYOCO). 

A positive step
SWAYOCO President Bheki 

Dlamini, who attended the IUSY con-
gress in Tirana, Albania, and was elect-
ed into the IUSY Presidium as Vice 
President, saw the resolution and his 
election as a positive step forward for 
the struggle for freedom and democ-
racy in Swaziland.

“This shows that our struggle is a 
just struggle. My election must inspire 
the youth of Swaziland to stand up for 
democracy, and I shall use every space 
to champion the cause of the Swazi 
people and all oppressed people in the 
world,” he said.

“The resolution calls for the isola-
tion of the regime and pressure must 
therefore continue to mount. The USA 
started with the withdrawal of the 
African Growth and Opportunity Act 
in regard to Swaziland. The next step is 
that the EU that must ensure that 
Swaziland is not given preferential 

trade with the EU until Swaziland 
respects human rights and allows polit-
ical freedoms.”

Future leaders? 
Several former IUSY leaders have 

gone on to hold office in their respec-
tive countries, including former IUSY 
Secretary General Per Hækkerup, who 
served as Minister of Foreign Affairs in 
Denmark in the sixties; former IUSY 
President Fikile Mbalula, who is the 
current Minister of Sport and 
Recreation in South Africa; and former 
President Jacinda Ardern, who is an 
Member of Parliament and member of 
the Shadow Cabinet in New Zealand.

“Resolution on Swaziland
“The meeting held in Bilene Gracia 

District, Gaza Province, Mozambique 
resolved that monarchy in Swaziland is 
oppressive and provides no hope for 
future democracy and prosperity for 
the people of Swaziland and therefore 
demand an immediate end of the 
Monarchy.

“The Youth Leagues of FRELIMO 
(The Mozambique Liberation Front), 
PUDEMO and the ANC (African 
National Congress) together with the 
affiliating organization IUSY resolved 
on the following:

•	 Immediate targeted economic 
sanctions against the monar-
chy of Swaziland, the Cabinet 
and the Royal family

•	 Immediate end of the abuse of 
state resources on the extrava-
gant lifestyles at the expense of 
the seventy percent of Swazi 
who live below the poverty 
datum line

•	 An immediate end of the 
oppressive and undemocratic 
tinkundla1 system of gover-
nance

Democracy in Swaziland  
International youth organization calls for democracy in Swaziland

  By Peter Kenworthy, Afrika Kontakt
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•	 Monarchic tinkundla must 
unban political organizations 
and allow peaceful transition 
towards Multi-party democ-
racy in Swaziland in order for 
the Swazi people to determine 
their own future

•	 Organizations led under the 
tinkundla system must be 
removed from all progressive 
structures in Africa and the 
world

•	 The unconditional release of 
all political prisoners

•	 The unconditional return of 
all political exiles

•	 Immediate end on the attacks 
of violence, victimization, 
intimidation, harassment and 

threats to the lives of leaders 
and members of SWAYOCO 
and PUDEMO

•	 Immediate end to the abuse of 
state machinery particularly 
state security to exercise vio-
lence and intimidation against 
citizens as opposed to protect-
ing them

•	 Interventions are made against 
the upward spiraling of HIV/
AIDS and other related ill-
nesses in Swaziland which is 

killing our people who have 
no hope or access to medical 
care

•	 Immediate end to the bias 
favoring of individuals bene-
fiting from scholarships, limit-
ing access to education and 
heightening illiteracy in 
Swaziland

•	 Immediate end to media bias 
that advances the oppression 
of the Monarchy, Cabinet, 
Royal family and the tinkund-
la system of governance as 
opposed to guaranteeing the 
freedom of expression, media 
independence and objectivity

•	 Leaders of Africa and the 
world to isolate and not recog-
nize King Mswati and demand 
that democracy is installed in 
Swaziland”

1  Under the tinkhundla electoral sys-

tem, introduced in 1978 and amended in 1993 

and 2005, the parliament of Swaziland is bicam-

eral. The House of Assembly contains up to 69 

members. Ten (including at least five women) 

are appointed by the monarch, 55 elected by 

universal adult suffrage from a list provided by 

the tinkhundla (tribal or community commit-

tees) and four women elected by the two houses 

of parliament (one from each region). The sen-

ate has up to 30 members; 10 members (includ-

ing at least five women) are appointed by the 

House of Assembly and 20 are appointed by the 

king (including at least eight women). 

http://www.commonwealthofna-
tions.org/sectors-swaziland/government/

Incarceration Nation
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The Torture of U.S Political Prisoners
By J. B. Gerald

The sentences for long-term politi-
cal prisoners are extreme; and cruel 
revenge for the prisoner’s challenge to 
the system rather than appropriate 
punishment for alleged crimes of self-
defense or for the unplanned tragedies 
of political actions. Because many here 
were provably targeted by law enforce-
ment programs to silence them and are 
likely to be innocent, the length of 
prison terms falls into a pattern of rac-
ist and political oppression. The pris-
oners are consistently from Black or 
left-wing resistance groups after mod-
erate leaders within the system were 
assassinated. The arrests and sentenc-
ing come from a time when police 
actions against Black Panthers were 
overtly criminal (Fred Hampton) and 
covertly part of a military and law 
enforcement war against the left, anti-
war resistance, the poor. Allegations 
against leaders of Black communities 
couldn’t be relied on as factual. While 
“life imprisonment” is better than 
death, who will tell us that it’s bear-
able? Beyond sentencing, some cases 
show repetitive patterns of withhold-
ing medical care to the point of extra-
judicial punishment, particularly 
where the prisoner was accused of 
crimes against police. 

The additional extra-judicial punish-
ment of holding a prisoner for years in 
solitary confinement is finally being rec-
ognized as a crime. It’s torture. Political 
prisoners targeted for their convictions, 
their organizing, their truths, have suf-
fered more than most of us can sustain, 
and some have survived. Their lives 
weren’t allowed to be lived. Their suffer-
ing was caused and intended to scare 
everyone else. We remember political 
prisoners because they keep alive our 
hope that there will always be people 
who say no to what is unacceptable. 

Thomas William Manning of the 
Ohio Seven 

According to Medical Justice of the 
Jericho Movement, Manning remains 
at FMC Butner where he was trans-
ferred in 2010. His knee replacement 
surgery was performed in 2012 but kept 
him in a wheelchair since his damaged 
shoulder didn’t allow him to progress 
with physiotherapy. Shoulder surgery, 
for an injury, which by my understand-
ing was caused by police (on arrest he 
was picked up and dropped until some-
thing broke,) continues to be denied 
him as “not medically necessary.” 
Appropriate private medical treatment 
was effectively denied with his parole, 
November 2014. He’s expected to be 
freed August 20, 2020. Tom Manning 
became an artist in prison and there’s 
an art book of his paintings out—For 
Love and Liberty: Artist Tom Manning, 
Freedom Fighter, Political Prisoner.     

Albert Woodfox, of the Angola 3 
Woodfox was finally released 

February 19, 2016. The State of 
Louisiana appealed three former judi-
cial attempts to free him, and kept him 
in solitary confinement. At the final 
trial the prisoner pleaded nolo conten-
dere in a plea bargain, which gains his 
freedom without admission of guilt 
but lets him plead to lesser charges for 
which he has already served the time. 
This time he can’t be placed back in a 
cell. The extreme injustice remains 
that, as an innocent, Albert Woodfox 
served 43 years in solitary confine-
ment. His lawyer is bringing legal 
action against the State of Louisiana for 
its policies of solitary confinement.

Russell Maroon Shoatz 
In 2013 counsel for Russell Maroon 

Shoatz sued Pennsylvania’s State 

Corrections Secretary, John Wetzel, and 
the Greene Correctional Institution 
Superintendent, Louis Folino, for cruel 
and unusual punishment without 
recourse to remedy. This directly attacked 
the solitary confinement policies of the 
State’s Department of Corrections. The 
case protests the cruelty of solitary con-
finement as applied to Shoatz for over 22 
years. It may help other Pennsylvania 
prisoners. On February 15, 2016 the fed-
eral court judge ruled that Shoatz’s case 
should be decided by a jury trial. At the 
hearing Shoatz’s lawyer was able to pro-
vide a report by Juan Mendez, the U.N.’s 
Special Rapporteur on Torture who 
found the conditions of Shoatz’s impris-
onment beyond the current norm of 
civilized nations.

 Mumia Abu Jamal 
His case has allowed a challenge to 

a Pennsylvania Department of 
Corrections policy on treatment of 
patients with Hepatitis C. There is a 
known treatment for the disease. It 
costs about eighty-four thousand dol-
lars in the U.S. If not treated Hepatitis 
C may develop into cirrhosis of the 
liver, which is lethal. Even when diag-
nosed with Hepatitis C, U.S. prisoners 
are not usually treated for the disease 
because of the expense. Abu-Jamal’s 
lawyers are challenging the DOC poli-
cy of triage which waits to give expen-
sive treatment until there is a Hepatitis 
C caused medical emergency which is 
possibly fatal. The hope is to gain Abu-
Jamal and other prisoners the life-
saving treatment. The effects on Abu-
Jamal through lack of appropriate 
medical treatment as revealed through 
trial testimony, are awful, similar to 
the effects of torture, and these were 
un-refuted.

INCARCERATION NATION
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Leonard Peltier 
The International Leonard Peltier 

Defense Committee (ILPDC) has con-
firmed that a preliminary diagnosis of 
the prisoner’s condition by an MRI 
shows an abdominal aortic aneurism. 
Aware of Peltier’s illness before June 
2015, initial results were available 
about January 10th, 2016. Consistently, 
prison authorities have moved very 
slowly to address Peltier’s medical dif-
ficulties to the point of endangering his 
life for the forty years of his imprison-
ment so far. Treatment of a potentially 
fatal aneurism requires an exception—
it was to be operated on before mid-
January. Peltier notes in an article of 
February 23rd that no operation was 
forthcoming since he’s in a maximum 
security prison and inmates don’t get 
treatment until the problem is termi-
nal. There was always serious doubt of 
the validity of Peltier’s conviction. 
There is strong doubt he’s being held 
legally now. He needs and deserves the 
clemency that students across the 
country demanded February 27th.

Imam Jamil Abdullah Al-Amin 
One of the most important alterna-

tive voices in America, Al-Amin 
remains without pardon in prison 
serving a life sentence. I believe he’s 
innocent of the charges against him. At 
Butner Federal Medical Center a bone 
marrow biopsy on January 23, 2014 
revealed the presence of myeloma cells. 
The condition was to be monitored 
every several months. Then he was 
returned to the remote ADX Florence 
Colorado, an over-controlled maxi-
mum-security prison for the most dan-
gerous prisoners. It’s considered one of 
America’s worst. On September 3, 
2015 a prisoner was able to contact the 
Prison Movement with the news that 
Al-Amin was in a medical emergency.

 Robert Seth Hayes 
In July 2015, Medical Justice noted 

that Seth Hayes was beginning to 
receive some treatment for his Hepatitis 
C and diabetes, but none for “chronic 

bleeding and abdominal growths.” 
Despite previous emergency alerts and 
notices he continues without adequate 
healthcare at Sullivan Correctional 
Facility in New York. Medical Justice 
claims his diabetes is not under control 
and as of November 2015 he was hav-
ing trouble breathing. Medical Justice 
has asked he be taken to a pulmonary 
and heart specialist immediately. 
Medical treatment so far is inadequate 
to the point of intentional harm. Hayes 
is a Vietnam War veteran and Black 
Panther sentenced back in 1973 to 
from 25-years-to-life. It’s 2016 now. 
He’s denied his freedom and his health.

Sekou Odinga 
Imprisoned for his part in the 1979 

freeing of Assata Shakur and his part in 
the Brinks robbery of 1981, with a 
mandatory release date of 2009, Sekou 
Abdullah Odinga (Nathaniel Burns) 
left prison on parole November 25, 
2014. He passed about half his 34 years 
time in solitary confinement.

Dr. Mutulu Shakur 
Under laws no longer in effect Dr. 

Shakur won his release date of February 
10, 2016, after serving 30 years of a 
sixty-year sentence. On February 4th 
he received notice of a scheduled parole 
hearing on April 4th and so remains in 
Victorville U.S. Penitentiary 
(California). He is being held illegally. 
Authorities hold against him the plan-
ning of the Brinks robbery of 1981 
where two policemen and two guards 
were killed, and attribute to him the 
successful escape of Assata Shakur 
(Joanne D. Chesimard) from a New 
Jersey prison to Cuba. A doctor, healer 
and teacher he should be allowed to 
continue his work of wholeness, caring 
for people in New York.

Judith Clark 
Clark has served 35 years of a mini-

mum 75-year sentence. She’ll be eligi-
ble for parole at the age of 107. She 
drove a getaway car for the 1981 Brinks 
robbery, which Dr. Shakur is said to 

have planned. She was not accused of 
any violent act and the intolerable 
length of her sentence reflected the 
court’s judgment of her political think-
ing and expression rather than her 
degree of guilt. She refused a lawyer, as 
did David Gilbert still in prison, and 
Kuwasi Balagoon, who has died in 
prison. Her statements to the court 
were honest but radical. Of the same 
group Kathy Boudin plead guilty which 
brought her a twenty-year sentence 
and she left prison on parole in 2003. 
The New York Times reports that for-
mer presidents of the New York Bar 
association have joined in a plea of 
clemency for Judith Clark. Under cur-
rent law an appeal to the governor is 
the only means of finding her a release 
from prison. The length of the sen-
tence is so clearly unjust it reflects 
poorly on the sanity of the legal system.

Conclusion
Under the norms of civilization, each 

of these prisoners would be freed. But 
each of these cases is abnormal, contra-
vening any international expectation of 
justice. The length of the sentences is 
consistently skewed from the norm. 
The sentences are primitive, scented 
with revenge and racist hatred. These 
prisoners, among all the public doesn’t 
know about, had their lives taken away 
because of what they believed and who 
they cared for. From a time when law 
enforcement was corrupt, racist, and as 
programmed to right wing extremism 
as it is today, the charges against the 
prisoners do not match up with the 
prisoners’ histories, writings, concerns, 
deeds over the years, whom they’ve 
proved themselves to be. So the allega-
tions are either hard to believe, or with-
in a logic of self-defense. The courts’ 
astounding long sentences were intend-
ed to wipe out the left wing. In a United 
States that promises freedom, who 
would have the outrageous ignorance to 
deny any of these a pardon? 

—Nights Lantern, February 26, 2016

http://nightslantern.ca/unforgotten.htm
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Solitary Confinement
Solitary confinement is “no touch” torture, and it must be abolished

  By Chelsea Manning

  Shortly after arriving at a makeshift 
military jail, at Camp Arifjan, Kuwait, 
in May 2010, I was placed into the 
black hole of solitary confinement for 
the first time. Within two weeks, I was 
contemplating suicide.

  After a month on suicide watch, I 
was transferred back to the U.S., to a 
tiny six-by-eight-foot cell in a place that 
will haunt me for the rest of my life: the 
U.S. Marine Corps Brig in Quantico, 
Virginia. I was held there for roughly 
nine months as a “prevention of injury” 
prisoner, a designation the Marine 
Corps and the Navy used to place me in 
highly restrictive solitary conditions 
without a psychiatrist’s approval.

  For 17-hours-a-day, I sat directly 
in front of at least two Marine Corps 
guards seated behind a one-way mir-
ror. I was not allowed to lay down. I 
was not allowed to lean my back against 
the cell wall. I was not allowed to exer-
cise. Sometimes, to keep from going 
crazy, I would stand up, walk around, 
or dance, as “dancing” was not consid-
ered exercise by the Marine Corps.

To pass the time, I counted the hun-
dreds of holes between the steel bars in 
a grid pattern at the front of my empty 
cell. My eyes traced the gaps between 
the bricks on the wall. I looked at the 
rough patterns and stains on the con-
crete floor—including one that looked 
like a caricature grey alien, with large 
black eyes and no mouth, that was 
popular in the 1990s. I could hear the 
“drip drop drip” of a leaky pipe some-
where down the hall. I listened to the 
faint buzz of the fluorescent lights.

  For brief periods, every other day 
or so, I was escorted by a team of at 
least three guards to an empty basket-
ball court-sized area. There, I was 
shackled and walked around in circles 

or figure-eights for 20 minutes. I was 
not allowed to stand still, otherwise 
they would take me back to my cell.

  I was only allowed a couple of 
hours of visitation each month to see 
my friends, family and lawyers, through 
a thick glass partition in a tiny four-by-
six-foot room. My hands and feet were 
shackled the entire time. Federal agents 
installed recording equipment specifi-
cally to monitor my conversations, 
except with my lawyers.

  The United Nations special rap-
porteur on torture, Juan Mendez, con-
demned my treatment as “cruel, inhu-
man and degrading treatment,” 
describing “the excessive and pro-
longed isolation” I was placed under 
for that period of time. However, he 
didn’t stop there. In a preface to the 
2014 Spanish edition of the Sourcebook 
on Solitary Confinement, written by 
Méndez, he strongly recommends 
against any use of solitary confinement 
beyond 15 days.

  As Mendez explains:

  “Prolonged solitary confine-
ment raises special concerns, because 
the risk of grave and irreparable 
harm to the detained person increas-
es with the length of isolation and 
the uncertainty regarding its dura-
tion. In my public declarations on 
this theme, I have defined prolonged 
solitary confinement as any period 
in excess of 15 days. This definition 
reflects the fact that most of the sci-
entific literature shows that, after 15 
days, certain changes in brain func-
tions occur and the harmful psycho-
logical effects of isolation can 
become irreversible.”

  Unfortunately, conditions similar 
to the ones I experienced in 2010-11 
are hardly unusual for the estimated 
80,000 to 100,000 inmates held in these 

conditions across the U.S. every day.

  In the time since my confinement 
at Quantico, public awareness of soli-
tary confinement has improved by 
orders of magnitude. People all across 
the political spectrum—including 
some who have never been in solitary 
or known anyone who has—are now 
beginning to question whether this 
practice is a moral and ethical one. In 
June 2015, U.S. supreme court justice 
Anthony Kennedy called the prison 
system “overlooked” and “misunder-
stood,” stating that he welcomes a case 
that would allow the court to review 
whether or not solitary confinement is 
cruel and unusual under the U.S. con-
stitution.

  The evidence is overwhelming that 
it should be deemed as such: solitary 
confinement in the U.S. is arbitrary, 
abused and unnecessary in many situa-
tions. It is cruel, degrading and inhu-
mane, and is effectively a “no touch” 
torture. We should end the practice 
quickly and completely.

—Common Dreams, May 2, 2016

http : / /www.commondreams.org/
views/2016/05/02/solitary-confinement-
no-touch-torture-and-it-must-be-abolished
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The life of Kevin Cooper, an inno-
cent man who has spent over 30 years 
on Death Row at San Quentin 
California State Prison, robbed of most 
of his adult life, lies in the balance. 
Though clearly innocent, he was con-
victed of a horrific murder of three 
members of a family and their child 
guest and has exhausted all his legal 
appeals. Several judges have dissented 
from decisions upholding this death 
sentence, even stating: “California may 
be about to execute an innocent man.”

How can the life of an innocent per-
son, who has been framed and spent 30 
years on death row for a crime he 
didn’t commit, be saved? And when I 
speak of saving his life, I’m not talking 
about converting his death sentence to 
a sentence of Life-Without-Parole, 
which many call “slow death row,” 
because the outcome is the same—the 
person only leaves prison dead. No. 
Kevin Cooper must be freed, not exe-
cuted, not kept in prison another day!

The lawyers, Norm Hile and David 
Alexander, of the law firm Orrick, 
Herrington and Sutcliffe, LLP, obtained 
in 1983 through the Innocence Project, 

have submitted a clemency petition to 
California Governor Jerry Brown, in a 
last effort to save Kevin’s life and win 
his freedom. California’s execution 
machinery has been halted for the past 
several years, but death penalty sup-
porters in law enforcement are fighting 
to bring it back into use, placing the 
issue on the ballot with a deceptive 
name, the Death Penalty Reform and 
Savings Initiative. If they succeed, Kevin 
Cooper is going to be murdered by the 
state, unless Governor Jerry Brown 
grants the clemency petition and con-
ducts a new investigation of the case.

The clemency petition is a remark-
able document. It is 235-pages long, 
not counting two compact disks con-
taining 256 photographic and docu-
mentary exhibits in the case. It is such a 
thorough document, I believe it should 
be used in the training of criminal jus-
tice lawyers, because it is a comprehen-
sive explanation of everything that can 
and does go wrong to send an innocent 
person to their death at the hands of the 
state. The petition is an important doc-
ument, not just for future attorneys, 
but for anyone who wants to know how 
the criminal “justice” system works in 
the United States of America. 

Of course the most important aspect 
of the petition is that it proves Kevin 
Cooper’s innocence beyond any shad-
ow of doubt. The Table of Contents of 
the petition, itself six pages, lists in full 
sentence form the facts of the case 
showing that Mr. Cooper did not com-
mit the murders. For example, Section 
VI is titled: “The vast majority of the 
evidence the California Supreme Court 
cited in 1991 has been called into ques-
tion or completely undermined...p. 93.” 
This is followed by 12 sections all about 
the planting of evidence, the “question-
able” treatment of evidence, and the 
finding of new evidence. The Table of 
Contents lays out in 12 sections all the 

facts of the frame-up, but also presents 
a broad context for this case.

The petition gives seven examples of 
some of the innocent prisoners who 
were executed, including: Cameron 
Todd Willingham, Carlos DeLuna, 
Ruben Cantu, Claude Howard Jones, 
and David Spence in Texas, Leo Jones 
in Florida, and Troy Davis in Georgia. 
It also discusses the growing number of 
people exonerated after serving long 
prison terms for crimes they did not 
commit, including 1,733 people exon-
erated since 1989. 

The clemency petition includes a 
book by Patrick O’Connor, The Chino 
Hills Murders and the Framing of Kevin 
Cooper, who also wrote an excellent 
book about the frame up of Mumia 
Abu-Jamal. Exhibits attached to the 
petition include a Final Merits Report of 
the Inter-American Commission on 
Human Rights, a part of the Organization 
of American States, which calls for a 
review of the trial and sentence.

Significantly, two former prosecu-
tors, both who sent innocent men to 
death row (one who was executed in 
Texas, and one who spent 30 years on 
death row in Louisiana) in acts of mea 
culpa, have written letters to Governor 
Brown in support of clemency, both 
convinced of Kevin’s innocence. The 
American BAR Association and the 
California Lawyers Association for 
Criminal Justice have also written let-
ters to Governor Brown and the Kevin 
Cooper Defense Committee and the 
Campaign to End the Death Penalty are 
working to get others to write letters in 
support of Kevin to the Governor.

Kevin Cooper, although suffering 
post-traumatic stress in the wake of 
nearly being executed in 2004, coming 
within three hours and 42 minutes 
from execution by lethal injection, has 
not only retained his sanity, but has 

Stop the Execution of Kevin Cooper
By Carole Seligman

Kevin Cooper
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developed as a passionate supporter of 
human rights and a defiant, cogent 
writer and speaker against the barbari-
ty of capital punishment. On March 
30, he spoke via telephone to a pubic 
meeting of Coloradans for Alternatives 
to the Death Penalty; one of several 
events where he addressed a live audi-
ence in his own words. Carla Turner, 
the organizer of the event, said of 
Kevin, after his phone presentation, 
“He’s changing the world.” He also 
participated by phone in an event in 
Oakland, California, on April 16th, 
which hosted Mark Clements of the 
Campaign to End the Death Penalty. 
Clements was a long held victim of 
Chicago Police Detective, Jon Burge, 
known for torturing innocent men 
into making false confessions, then 
locking them up for decades.

Kevin Cooper’s most recent essay, 
“Call It What It Is!” demands that the 
death penalty be called “homicide,” 
“murder”—and not be prettified 
because it is carried out by the state.  
He writes most convincingly about 
how the “justice system,” especially 
capital punishment, is “the last vestige 
of slavery,” used only against the poor.

This web site publishes many essays 
by Kevin Cooper: www.savekevincoo-
per.org. And the Prison Radio website, 
www.prisonradio.org has audio record-
ings of Kevin’s essays in his own voice. 

Kevin’s supporters, and Kevin him-
self, believe that if the Governor grants 
clemency and Kevin is exonerated, this 
could strike the death knell for the bar-
baric death penalty, not only in 
California, but in the United States as a 
whole. After all, no one in their right 
mind can justify executing someone 
who is innocent of the crime they were 
convicted of.  And people who support 
human rights cannot justify granting 
the state the power of execution.

The clemency petition can be read at 
this web site: www.savekevincooper.org

Patrick O’Connor, the author of 
Scapegoat: The Chino Hills Murders and 
the Framing of Kevin Cooper, Strategic 
Media Books, 2012, said, in a letter to 
California Governor, Jerry Brown, 
“When I began researching the case in 
2009, I had no preconceived notions 
about Kevin Cooper’s guilt or inno-
cence.” After researching the case for 
three years, he concluded: “One thing 
became clear to me as I read and anno-
tated the trial transcript, all the police 
reports, witness statements, and various 
newspaper accounts: For reasons I will 
never know, the San Bernardino County 
Sheriff’s Department—and in turn the 
county district attorney and his staff 
chose early on to scapegoat Kevin 
Cooper for the most horrific crime in 
the county’s history—the brutal mur-
ders of Doug and Peggy Ryen and their 
daughter Jessica, the near murder of 
their son, Josh, and the murder of their 
child guest, Christopher Hughes. To do 
this they had to ignore a mountain of 
evidence that pointed to three white 
perpetrators. What amazes me to this 
day is that the Sheriff’s Department 
could have solved this case within the 
first week if it had not by then fixated on 
convicting Kevin Cooper.”

These are the specific facts cited by 
O’Connor that support his conclusion 
of Kevin Cooper’s innocence:

“Josh Ryen, the 8-year-old lone sur-
vivor of this massacre, informed hospi-
tal staff the assailants were three or 
four white men. In another emergency 
room interview, he communicated the 
same to a deputy sheriff. 

“The next day, a couple informed 
the Sheriff’s Department that late on 
the night of the murders they had seen 
a station wagon barreling down the 
only road that led away from the Ryens’ 

house with three or four white men in 
it. It turns out that the Ryens station 
wagon had been stolen that night. One 
of the Ryens neighbors also saw the sta-
tion wagon being driven away around 
midnight. 

“Around midnight on the night of 
the murders, three white men entered 
the Canyon Corral Bar, about a mile-
and-a-half from the Ryens’ house. Two 
of the men were wearing clothes that 
were blood splattered. One was identi-
fied by a witness in the bar as wearing a 
blue shirt, the other bloody coveralls. 
Both wore tennis shoes.

 “The day after the murders were 
discovered, a blood-stained blue shirt 
was spotted on the side of the road by a 
citizen as she drove a block or so past 
the Canyon Corral Bar on Peyton 
Road. A deputy was dispatched to col-
lect this blue shirt, and the Sheriff’s 
Department log reflects that it was 
taken into custody. 

“The next day, as a result of a search 
of the area, Sheriff deputies found a 
blood-stained tan T-shirt on the other 
side of Peyton Road, not far from the 
Canyon Corral Bar. This shirt was 
Fruit-of-the Loom, size medium, with 
a front pocket. 

“On June 9, 1983, four days after the 
murders were discovered—and the 
very day San Bernardino County 
Sheriff Floyd Tidwell announced a 
warrant for Kevin Cooper’s arrest as 
the sole perpetrator of the Chino Hills 
slayings—a woman named Diana 
Roper, believing that her live-in boy-
friend, Lee Furrow, had been involved 
in the Chino Hills murders, turned 
over bloodstained coveralls to a 
Sheriff’s Department deputy.  Roper 
said her boyfriend, a convicted mur-
derer, had returned pre-dawn the night 

Conclusive Evidence 
Kevin Cooper is Innocent

Excerpts of a Letter to California Governor Brown
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of the murders to change out of the 
coveralls. She told the deputy she had 
other information to divulge but want-
ed to speak to a homicide detective. No 
homicide detective ever called her. 
What Roper wanted to tell homicide 
was that when Furrow arrived at her 
home late that night he was no longer 
wearing the tan T-shirt and jeans he 
had worn earlier that afternoon to a 
music festival. She remembered that 
the tan T-shirt was Fruit-of-the-Loom, 
medium size with a pocket in front. 
She remembered it so distinctly because 
she had recently bought it for him. A 
few days later she informed the Sheriffs 
Department that Furrow’s hatchet was 
missing but that all of his other work 
tools were still hanging on nails in a 
washroom of her house.

“Twice during his stay in the hospi-
tal, Josh Ryen saw a photo of Kevin 
Cooper on the TV set in his room. The 
first time, Josh Ryen told the deputy 
guarding him that the man pictured 
was not one of his attackers; the second 
time, a few days later, he told his 
grandmother the same thing.

“According to the County medical 
examiner’s report, the massacre in the 
Ryens’ master bedroom lasted at least 
four minutes and was perpetrated with 
a hatchet, two knives, and an ice pick. 
(He said two knives because of the dif-
ferences in the knife wounds he 
observed. Later, at a preliminary hear-
ing, he was induced by the district 
attorney to say that only one knife had 
been involved.) The idea that one 
assailant would or could wield three 
(or four) separate weapons was coun-
terintuitive in the extreme. The autop-
sy reports stated that more than 140 
wounds, 28 fractures, and two amputa-
tions were inflicted on the four murder 
victims. It is inconceivable that a lone 
assailant could have wreaked this much 
physical trauma, while at the same time 
switching weapons, in so short a time.

“Both Ryen adults were fit, 41-year-
old chiropractors. Kevin Cooper, 
although over 6-feet tall, weighed 
approximately 150 pounds in 1983. 
Doug Ryen, who was six-foot-two and 
187 pounds, had been an MP in the 
U.S. Marine Corps. During the attack, 
Doug Ryen’s arterial blood was sprayed 
on the opposite side of the bedroom 
where his body was found, indicating 
he had made it on foot from one side of 
the bed to the other and then back to 
his own side. It had taken 37 hatchet 
and knife assaults to subdue him. Both 
his arms bore defensive wounds. A fin-
ger on his right hand had been severed 
with such force that it was propelled 
into a bedroom closet.

“Peggy Ryen, who was five-foot-
eight and weighed 140 pounds, trained 
Arabian horses at the ranch, control-
ling these enormous animals with a 
rope. She could throw a 50-pound bale 
of hay in the back of a pickup truck. 
She sustained 17 hatchet wounds to 
her forehead, face and chest and four 
separate knife wounds to her chest. 
She, too, had resisted the attack; she 
had stab wounds on fingers of both 
hands and her left forearm.

“Both Ryen adults had loaded guns 
within reach of their bed in the master 
bedroom. While a lone assailant had 
been attacking Doug Ryen, Peggy Ryen 
could have shot him dead. As Peggy’s 
mother said, Doug and Peggy were 
both fighters; they just didn’t stand still 
and say kill me next. 

“Jessica Ryen, the ten-year-old 
daughter, made it outside the house 
during the attack before being mur-
dered in her parents’ bedroom. This 
fact alone, considering some of Jessica’s 
hair was found on her mother’s body, 
demonstrated that more than one 
assailant had to be involved.

“Jessica died with a clump of blond or 
light brown hair clutched in her fingers. 

Of all the victims she sustained the most 
wounds, 46, and had the most defensive 
type wounds to her hands and arms.

“Lee Furrow was an associate of 
Clarence Ray Allen, the last man put to 
death by the State of California. Furrow 
was convicted in the 1974 murder of 
Mary Sue Kitts. Furrow admitted 
strangling the 17-year-old, hacking her 
up and throwing her body parts into a 
canal with stones tied to them. Furrow 
turned state’s witness and testified that 
Allen had ordered him to murder Kitts. 
For this Furrow was allowed to plead 
to second-degree murder. He served 
four-and-a-half years and was released 
from prison in June of 1982.  A year 
later the Ryens and Chris Hughes were 
murdered.”

Note: The above quotes are from a 
letter dated October 2015 from Patrick 
O’Connor to Governor Brown in support 
of clemency for Kevin Cooper. O’Connor 
is also the author of The Framing of 
Mumia Abu-Jamal, Lawrence Hill 
Books, 2008.
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Nobody’s Fooled by Big Pharma! 
Pharmaceutical corporations targeted worldwide

By Chris Kinder

The Oasis Clinic, a Hepatitis-C 
treatment facility in Oakland, CA, and 
the Labor Action Committee To Free 
Mumia Abu-Jamal (LAC) staged a 
demonstration on Gilead Sciences’ 
front doorstep, at its headquarters in 
the Silicon Valley corporate haven of 
Foster City California, at 12:00 Noon 
on April 1, 2016.

This was no “April Fools” event!

 Big Pharma corporations have been 
raising prices of essential medications 
to outrageous levels in recent years, 
and Gilead Sciences is right down there 
with the worst of them. Gilead is the 
manufacturer—but not the original 
developer—of the drug Harvoni, which 
is a vast improvement over previous 
treatments for Hepatitis-C (HCV). 
One pill per day for eight to 12 weeks is 
a cure (in 95 percent of cases) for the 
potentially deadly HCV virus. But 
Gilead charges $1,000 per pill, or 
$75,000 to $84,000 or more for a full 
course of treatment!

A report on our Foster City demon-
stration appears in the April 7th edi-
tion of the Bay Area Reporter, a San 
Francisco-based weekly.1  

A die-in at Gilead’s door 
This price-gouging—at least 100 

times above the actual cost of produc-
tion—has threatened death to prison-
ers, veterans and other poor and work-
ing people who cannot afford it, or 
whose insurers deny it due to its high 
cost. Gilead’s price is exacerbating a 
financial crisis in Medicare and 
Medicaid, as well as a funding logjam 
at the Veterans’ Administration, and 
prison administrations across the U.S. 

Several of our number—their faces 
painted yellow to denote the deadly 
effects on the liver of untreated 
Hep-C—conducted a die-in in front of 

Gilead’s HQ. We chanted “Public 
Health, Not Corporate Wealth,” and 
“Gilead’s Stocks are Rising—Hep-C 
Patients are Dying!” 

Demonstrations around the world
Our demonstration was timed to 

join up with actions by Act-Up affili-
ates and other LGBT activists against 
Big Pharma in Paris, London, New 
York and numerous other cities around 
the world on the same date. 

The Labor Action Committee was 
joined in this effort by Doro Chiba, the 
militant Japanese railway workers 
union, which demonstrated against 
these sky-high prices at Gilead’s sky-
scraper offices in Tokyo. 

Gilead’s concern is their profits
Gilead’s profits topped $18 billion 

in 2015, and it’s stock is now consid-
ered an “undervalued” investment by 
some analysts; so, from a capitalist 
viewpoint, Gilead’s pricing extrava-
ganza is a smashing success. Not for 
the rest of us, however. The interests of 
big capital inevitably conflict with 
those of the working masses. This 
should come as no surprise to anyone. 

As Jack Heyman of the LAC and 
ILWU (retired), and the chief organiz-
er of our protest mentioned, Gilead 
purchased the company Pharmasett in 
order to obtain the rights to what is 
now known as Harvoni, the signature 
cure for HCV. Harvoni was originally 
developed under the name Sofosbuvir 
by Dr. Michael J Sofia. Having pur-
chased his company and the rights to 
the drug, Gilead in true capitalist prac-
tice, more than doubled the projected 
price, in order to re-coup their 11 bil-
lion dollar investment. This alone is a 
devastating crime of capitalism: the 
financial interests always have the 
upper hand.

But having paid off their initial 
investment, Gilead now continues 
their pay or die policy. Why? Because 
they can. The U.S. is the only devel-
oped capitalist country that has no 
price controls on essential medica-
tions. In this capitalist paradise, their 
bottom line comes first, and everyone 
else can just get in line.

Gilead tries to lay the blame on 
insurers for the lack of accessibility of 
the drug, but, as Dr. Diana Sylvestre of 
the Oasis Clinic points out, “insurers 
do not print money.” Corporate sup-
pliers like Gilead, together with insur-
ance companies and government agen-
cies such as prison and veteran admin-
istrations are all pointing their fingers 
at each other while increasing numbers 
of working people and poor are being 
forced to go without adequate treat-
ment for this deadly disease.

Prisoners are denied treatment
We called attention to the plight of 

the growing number of prisoners in the 
U.S. with Hepatitis-C, such as innocent 
political prisoner Mumia Abu-Jamal, 
who are being denied the curative treat-
ment Harvoni. According to the U.S. 
Center for Disease Control (CDC), of 
the 2.2 million inmates of jails and pris-
ons in the U.S., some one third, or over 
730,000 prisoners are infected with 
Hepatitis-C!  This is an important part 
of a now exploding epidemic, which 
derives from the fact that the Hepatitis-C 
virus has a long incubation period. 

All those who used dirty needles in 
the 1970s or ’80s, or who got tattoos 
back then, or who had blood transfu-
sions which were tainted with the virus, 
are just now coming down with this 
dreadful disease. This clearly effects a 
huge proportion of prisoners, mostly 
people of color, as well as veterans and 
other working and poor people.
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Mumia Abu-Jamal: framed, 
infected and mistreated

Mumia Abu-Jamal, a former Black 
Panther and award-winning journalist 
who writes social/political commentar-
ies from behind bars, was framed for a 
crime he didn’t commit. He is one of 
the foremost political prisoners in the 
world. He was infected with HCV in a 
blood transfusion he received in a hos-
pital in 1981 after having been shot by 
a cop at a crime scene in which a cop 
was shot by someone before Mumia 
arrived on the scene. Another man, 
Arnold Beverly, confessed to the crime, 
but his evidence, like so many other 
indications, which prove Mumia’s 
innocence, has been ignored or sum-
marily dismissed by the courts. Having 
served years on death row, Mumia is 
now doing life without the possibility 
of parole at a prison in Pennsylvania.

Having been infected by the blood 
transfusion, Mumia now, like so many 
others, has come down with several 
serious symptoms derived from HCV, 
such as diabetes and a horrific skin 
malady. While being treated for some 
of these symptoms—and that only 
after mass protests had insisted on it—
Mumia is still refused the medically 
recognized treatment for Hep-C, even 
though his HCV infection has now 
been diagnosed and is known to be the 
root cause of all the afflictions from 
which he suffers. 

The LAC has organized protest let-
ters from trade unions around the 
world to be sent to Pennsylvania state 
officials demanding treatment by 
Harvoni, as well as his immediate 
release from prison.

Mumia’s case, and the secret  
protocol

Mumia’s court case demanding 
proper treatment brought to light a 
hitherto secret protocol by the 
Pennsylvania Department of 
Corrections (DOC) which prohibits 
treatment for HCV for prisoners until 
they are at death’s door, if then! The 

DOC’s lame excuse for not providing 
him the cure: Its cost! A decision on this 
case is expected in April 2016. There is 
also another case on behalf of all prison-
ers with HCV in Pennsylvania. Mumia 
supports that case, and sees his appeal as 
setting a precedent for all prisoners 
lacking needed medical treatment.2

Big pharma protested at Foster City
Some 40 people from various orga-

nizations, including Universities Allied 
for Essential Medicines (UAEM), a 
globe-spanning non-profit; the San 
Francisco Labor Council, various 
unions, left organizations and gay 
activists joined the LAC and Oasis for 
this demonstration. A UAEM repre-
sentative, Julia Rohrabaugh, came all 
the way from UC Davis to join us, and 
to speak. This was her first protest 
demonstration.  

Other speakers included Dr. Diana 
Sylvestre and Orlando Chavez of the 
Oasis Clinic, Bob Price of the Freedom 
Socialist Party, Stan Woods for the 
Peace and Freedom Party, Charles 
Minster of the Partisan Defense 
Committee, Dave Welsh from the San 
Francisco Labor council and Workers 
World organization, Bob Wells from 
Oakland Teachers for Mumia, Carole 
Seligman, of LAC and Prison Radio, 
and Gerald Sanders of the Oscar Grant 
Committee and LAC. Jack Heyman, 
International Longshore and 
Warehouse Union (ILWU) retired and 
LAC, was our rally chairperson.

As we marched around and held a 
die-in in front of Gilead’s main 
entrance in Foster City, security guards 
could be seen many yards away observ-
ing from the sidelines. As visitors or 
employees approached the main 

entrance where we were demonstrat-
ing, security guards motioned them 
away from us, directing them to a back 
entrance, so that they wouldn’t have to 
come in contact with us. Perhaps they 
were afraid of a political infection from 
the public outrage for which Gilead 
hasn’t yet devised a cure! When 
approached however, most of these 
people took our flyers.

And around the world
We salute the participants in the 

other actions called by Act-Up around 
the world. Activists in New York dem-
onstrated against Big Pharma giant 
Pfizer Corporation, while the Yes-Men 
managed to fool the Washington Post 
into printing a fake press release that 
said Pfizer was holding the lid on drug 
prices—an assertion that the real Pfizer 
readily denied! Hm-m.

London activists held a nude-in at 
Gilead in that City to protest lack of 
availability of a crucial HIV medica-
tion, which is deemed too expensive to 
be funded by the National Health 
Service (NHS). The NHS was original-
ly designed to provide free healthcare 
for all, but is now unraveling due to 
corporate pressure for privatization, 
and Conservative government conniv-
ance. 

Demonstrations also took place in 
Sydney, Johannesburg, Brasilia, and 
Washington, DC. All of us were united 
in taking a stand against the rapidly 
increasing prices—and profits—of Big 
Pharma.

Capitalism is the problem 
Capitalism is at the heart of the 

problem of inadequate healthcare in 
the U.S., and around the world. The 
U.S.—the only developed country that 
lacks a government plan to provide for 
people’s right to healthcare—is a para-
dise for profiteers to thrive off of the 
needs of the poor and sick, Obama 
Care notwithstanding. And in Europe, 
social-democratic healthcare reforms 
are under attack by big corporations. 

“Healthcare is 
human right, it’s for 

this that we will 
fight!”
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Putting profits before human need 
comes naturally in a system based on 
the rampant exploitation and oppres-
sion of the working and oppressed 
masses of the world. 

We have a different idea. In Foster 
City, at the headquarters of Gilead 
Sciences, we took one small step. We 
said: “Healthcare is human right, it’s 
for this that we will fight!”

This report was prepared by the Labor 
Action Committee To Free Mumia Abu-
Jamal, P.O. Box 16222, Oakland, CA 
94610 www.laboractiionmumia.org

1  http://ebar.com/news/art ic le .
php?sec=news&article=71446.

2  http://abolitionistlawcenter.org/2016/03/14/
media-release-federal-court-to-decide-if-mumia-
abu-jamal-has-right-to-hepatitis-c-treatment/ 

Pennsylvania Attorney General 
Kathleen Kane is in the national spot-
light. What started as a pornographic 
email scandal among government offi-
cials uncovered by Kane has turned 
into two felony perjury charges of her 
own. But there’s another scandal deep 
within Kane’s office that no one is talk-
ing about. It involves prosecution mis-
conduct by one of these same officials 
that has left me behind bars for twenty 
years for a crime I didn’t commit—
misconduct that the Attorney General 
is still failing to acknowledge or atone 
for. A corrupt culture of racism and 
misogyny between officials created the 
conditions for my wrongful conviction.

But first, the email scandal—in 
September of 2014, Kane released a 
batch of heavily redacted emails sent 
between prosecutors, judges, and other 
officials with overtly racial and sexual 
content. These emails were sent and 
received by government officials on 
government computers. Almost imme-
diately, these officials began to resign 
once these emails went public.

It began with eight employees of the 
Attorney General’s Office sending and 
receiving interoffice emails. The ex-
employees identified by Kane’s office 
include top state officials: Environmental 
Protection Secretary Christopher 
Abruzzo, and Board of Probation and 
Parole member Randy Feathers. It 
didn’t stop there; Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court Justice Seamus McCaffery had 
forwarded at least eight sexually explicit 
emails to an employee of the Attorney 
General’s office.

Kane uncovered the emails while 
reviewing how the Attorney General’s 
office handled the investigation of 
child sexual abuse by former Penn 
State assistant football coach Jerry 
Sandusky. These emails were sent 

between 2008 and 2012, under the ten-
ure of three Attorneys General, includ-
ing former Governor Tom Corbett. 
Thirty current workers in the Attorney 
General’s office were also involved.

At first, Mr. Abruzzo, appointed by 
Corbett to lead the Department of 
Environmental Protection, denied any 
wrongdoing, but that changed when 
these emails went public. In his resig-
nation letter, Mr. Abruzzo stated: 
“While I have no recollection of the 
specific accounts described by the 
media, I accept full responsibility for 
any lack of judgment I may have exhib-
ited in 2009. I do not condone that 
behavior and it is not a reflection of the 
person or professional that I am.”

Such behavior violates the judicial 
code of conduct. It paints a none-too-
flattering picture of how these govern-
ment officials interact in private. They 
chose a form of “mental breaks” that 
shows degrading attitudes toward 
women, racial insensitivity, and reli-
gious bigotry. Ultimately, all of the 
above officials and many others either 
resigned or were disciplined. This has 
raised a lot of questions about this 
biased and ex parte communication.

Fast-forward to 2013, when 
Attorney General Kane herself was 
charged with two counts of felony per-
jury charges for her handling of the 
case, and has been temporarily stripped 
of her law license. Kane faces a penalty 
of seven years in prison. Although this 
scandal rocked Pennsylvania starting 
in 2014, it revealed a corrupt judicial 
culture that goes way back.

The hidden scandal
There’s a hidden scandal that’s not 

being spoken about and only slowly 
addressed. Long before Christopher 
Abruzzo became Secretary of 

Sex, Lies, and Wrongful Conviction
Kathleen Kane’s other scandal

By Lorenzo “Cat” Johnson

HEALTHCARE 

IS A
HUMAN

 RIGHT
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Environmental Protection, he was a 
prosecutor. Twenty years ago, he led 
the prosecution against me for a crime 
I did not commit, and I’ve been fight-
ing for my life ever since. In 1997, I was 
sentenced to life without parole for a 
murder that took place in Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania. I was not accused of 
being the perpetrator but of being 
present when this crime occurred. The 
Pennsylvania Attorney General’s Office 
prosecuted my case with Tom Corbett 
at the helm. After sixteen-and-a-half 
years, I won my release in Federal 
Court on the grounds of insufficient 
evidence, which barred a retrial. The 
Third Circuit Court of Appeals ordered 
my immediate release, and I went 
home on January 18, 2012.

I was free for a mere 148 days. 
Kane’s office immediately filed an 
appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court, 
which in turn reinstated my life sen-
tence on May 29, 2012. I turned myself 
back in to once again fight to prove my 
innocence.

My legal team went back to work 
and uncovered more evidence of my 

innocence. This led to a meeting with 
members of the Attorney General’s 
office concerning my innocence claims. 
My legal team had over fifteen affida-
vits that supported my innocence and 
prosecution misconduct claims.

Kathleen Kane had an open inter-
view with the Harrisburg Patriot News 
Editorial Board on June 3, 2014. Kane 
was questioned by my supporters who 
asked: “Where are the missing pages of 
Case Discovery that have been with-
held for over 18 years?  And why is the 
Attorney General’s ‘investigation’ tak-
ing so long, as an innocent man sits in 
prison?” The answer from the Attorney 
General was to thank Lorenzo Johnson 
for these questions and to say her office 
is looking into it!

Evidence was withheld from me at 
trial that prosecutors were legally obli-
gated to turn over to my defense. In 
2014, after almost two decades, I finally 
received the first eight pages of my case 
discovery. Among other things, this 
revealed that the prosecution’s only 
witness was initially labeled a suspect 
in the case herself. Abruzzo assured the 

jury that this witness had “no reason to 
lie.” What he failed to tell them was 
that this witness had been a suspect, 
that her early statements contradicted 
what she said at trial, and that the 
police said they had to “work on” her 
for months before they were satisfied 
with her testimony. They have yet to 
turn over the initial statements she 
made that they did not believe. These 
statements will confirm my innocence.

Instead of doing the right thing, 
after almost two years of stalling, the 
Attorney General’s office filed their 
response to my claims. Instead of 
addressing my innocence, they argued 
that my appeal should not even be 
heard. They said I filed it too late and 
blamed me for not finding the missing 
documents sooner—documents their 
own office had hid from me all these 
years. There was no “good faith” inves-
tigation as promised.

When prosecutors and judges feel 
comfortable sending each other racist 
and sexually explicit emails for fun, 
something is wrong. This same cozy and 
corrupt system allowed my innocence to 
be swept under the rug for years. It’s 
time for accountability and justice for 
me, and so many others who have suf-
fered from wrongful convictions.

“The Pain Within”

Write to: 

Lorenzo Johnson DF 1036

SCI Mahanoy 

301 Morea Road

Frackville, PA 17932

LorenzoJohnson17932@gmail.com

www.FreeLorenzoJohnson.org

Sign his petition and learn more at:

http://www.freelorenzojohnson.org/sign-the-
petition.html

www.twitter.com/FreeRenz

Contribute to Lorenzo Johnson’s campaign 
for freedom through JPAY.com code: Lorenzo 
Johnson DF 1036 PA DOC
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For-Profit Incarceration
By John Kiriakou 

The country’s two largest private 
prison corporations, GEO Group and 
Corrections Corporation of America 
(CCA) released their annual financial 
reports last week, showing that they 
each made thousands of dollars in prof-
its per prisoner incarcerated. GEO made 
a profit of $2,135 per prisoner, while 
CCA squeezed out $3,356. This is most 
certainly not cause for celebration.

Indeed, every American should be 
appalled that there are companies that 
profit on human misery and that can 
guarantee a profit only by denying 
human beings basic medical care and 
necessities. Moreover, the national 
conversation should not be one of how 
to incarcerate more and more people 
for less and less money, but how to 
rehabilitate them at a cost far less than 
incarceration.

The research and policy organiza-
tion In the Public Interest estimates 
that the cost of rehabilitation is not 
only significantly lower than the cost of 
incarceration, ($35,350 per prisoner in 
the federal system) it is, in many cases, 
even lower than the per-person profits 
of the private prison companies. For 
example, the annual cost per prisoner 
of community-based services for 
arrested teenagers is only $1,000; 
resources and support for released 
prisoners re-entering society is $1,200; 
math, reading, and writing classes in 
prison are $1,600; vocational training 
in prison is $2,000; and substance 
abuse counseling for released prisoners 
is $2,700. Even residential drug treat-
ment as an alternative to prison is 
$17,000 per person, less than half the 
cost of incarceration.

But remember, the goals of GEO 
and CCA are not to rehabilitate any-
one. Those companies only make 
money if there are more prisoners, if 
they serve longer sentences, if they 

reoffend after release, or if the compa-
nies can keep costs so low by reducing 
money spent on food or medical care 
that they can then pass the savings and 
profits on to the stockholders.

With that in mind, what are condi-
tions like inside America’s private pris-
ons? I served 23 months in federal 
prison. Conditions were poor, with 
food and medical care at the bottom of 
the barrel. I saw three inmates die 
because they did not receive adequate 
medical care. But the federal system is 
supposed to be the best prison system 
in the country. I heard fellow prisoners 
talk about having been in private pris-
ons during the transportation process 
to federal prison. They told stories 
about 200 prisoners with access only to 
one toilet, with a broken seat, no less. 
They talked about 150 prisoners with 
access to one television, with fistfights 
breaking out every hour on the hour 
over what show to watch.

Toilet seats and televisions are not 
the main problems in America’s pri-
vate prisons. A 2013 lawsuit by the 
American Civil Liberties Union against 
the privately-owned East Mississippi 
Correctional Facility called it “an 
extremely dangerous facility operating 
in a perpetual state of crisis, where 
prisoners live in barbaric and horrific 
conditions and their basic human 
rights are violated daily.”

That was only the beginning. The 
lawsuit detailed “a litany of horrors,” 
including “rampant rapes; placing 
prisoners in solitary confinement for 
weeks, months, or even years at a time, 
where the only way to get a guard’s 
attention in an emergency is to set a 
fire; rat infestations so bad that vermin 
crawl over prisoners. The untreated 
mentally ill throw feces, scream, start 
fires, electrocute themselves, and self-
mutilate.” The ACLU accused prison 

officials of “denying or delaying treat-
ment for infections or even cancer.” 
Malnourishment, chronic hunger, 
stabbings, beatings, and the rape of 
juveniles housed with adults also were 
common.

This situation is not unique to East 
Mississippi. A 2011 ACLU study found 
that common occurrences in private 
prisons across the country included 
“horrifying cases of abuse, including 
juveniles’ cells smelling of urine and 
feces, insect infestations, racial segrega-
tion, punishment for speaking Spanish, 
and refusal of medical health treat-
ment.” This isn’t “rehabilitation.” It 
isn’t even prison. It’s hell.

President Obama has spoken 
recently of the need for rehabilitation, 
coupled with incarceration. 
Rehabilitation is the only way to reduce 
recidivism. That’s a proven fact. But as 
long as the justice system farms prison-
ers out to for-profit prisons, where 
they are abused and denied their basic 
human rights and medical care, we are 
no better than countries with the 
world’s worst prison systems. There is 
only one solution. We must close for-
profit prisons and swear by a policy to 
never treat human beings in such a way 
again. President Obama has the author-
ity to do that singlehandedly. Whether 
he has the guts to remains to be seen.

John Kiriakou is an associate fellow 
with the Institute for Policy Studies. He 
is a former CIA counterterrorism officer 
and a former senior investigator with the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee.

—Reader Supported News, March 2, 
2016

http://readersupportednews.org/
opinion2/277-75/35513-focus-for-prof-
i t- incarceration-every-american-
should-be-appalled
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The History of Barrios Unidos 

By Frank de Jesus Acosta, 

Arte Publico Press 2007, 253 pages

I was eager to read this book because, 
having been born and raised in San 
Jose, California, and, as I had been 
aware of Barrios Unidos (BU) activity 
in the area, I wanted to learn who cre-
ated BU, what was their intent, did 
they succeed and where was BU head-
ing. Being a Chicano, I take interest in 
those organizations that are actively 
struggling for Aztlan, especially those 
that have been around for decades.

It’s important to point out that the 
handful of main leaders of BU derives 
from the Lumpen, or proletariat. They 
were once “gang members” or child 
field workers. They were raised in sur-
vival mode and yet were able to rise 
above their circumstances to help their 
Nation and Chicano youth.

Some of the main leaders were 
themselves involved in the Chicano 
movement of the ’60s and ’70s, but they 
were all shaped by the movimiento—we 
were all are shaped by those before us. 

Daniel “Nane” Alejandrez is the 
founder of BU. He is the child of 
migrant farmworkers. He grew up in 
the barrios of West Fresno. He was 
drafted into the U.S. war on Vietnam 
in 1968. In this sense his story remind-
ed me of that of Boriqua political pris-
oner, Oscar Lopez Rivera, who also 
went to Vietnam and came back dedi-
cating his life to his nation. Although 
Alejandrez chose a different method, 
his heart was still in helping his people.

What I have always found interesting 
about BU is that, unlike most mass 
organizations, BU chose to focus on 
Chicano Lumpen, and in the tradition 
of the Black Berets, Brown Berets and 
Crusade for Justice, they also correctly 
understand that we will free our nation 
through our most potentially revolu-

tionary social forces—Chicano Lumpen. 
I have seen the power of Brown Lumpen, 
even within the pintas. Indeed, I have 
seen what happens when Brown 
Lumpen are mobilized, as in the 2013 
prison hunger strikes in Califas. The 
fact that 80 percent of the SHU (Special 
Housing Unit) prisoners are Chicano 
prisoners reveals that the 2013 strike 
was largely a Chicano strike. The tens-
of-thousands that made history could 
not have done so without Chicanos. 
Any future revolution on these shores 
that free us all will mirror this reality 
because we live on a Brown continent.

Another thing I like about BU is its 
promotion of “Indigenismo” which is 
our indigenous essence. They correctly 
raise up our indigenous reality of who 
we are as people, rather than our colo-
nial trauma. Some who even consider 
themselves revolutionary uphold this 
colonial trauma as our culture. This 
slave mentality chooses to love the 
“gifts” our colonizer left us.

 Sustain potential and  
educate our future generations
BU relies on its Barrio Economic 

Zone (BEZ) model where they acquire 
land; create stimulation of small busi-
nesses  through acquisition of prop-
erty assets, all to develop the commu-
nity into being self-reliant, creating 
new assets to generate capital. Of 
course generating money to fund inde-
pendent institutions would be good, 
but doing so simply to become Brown 
capitalists would be bad. I don’t know 
enough about BU to determine how 
their economic venture is going. I 
would say if people are giving them-
selves fat salaries then it’s a bad thing. 
One way to guard against corruption is 
to ensure that the leaders of BU are 
only paid as much as the highest paid 
worker in BU; this would help.

I can see BU attracting doubters and 
critics. There has been no successful 

mass organization or revolutionary 
group of the oppressed Nations within 
U.S. borders to date, which has liber-
ated the people. The unique conditions 
of oppressed nations existing within 
the super parasite means we must con-
stantly devise new methods to grow, 
expand, and struggle for liberation. 
One thing I have learned from reading 
about the lessons of guerrilla warfare, 
and that is that one way to victory 
against a dominant opponent is to use 
the enemies’ weapons against itself. 
Looking at it in this aspect, what BU is 
doing can prove fruitful by using its 
existence in the First World to take 
advantage of the financial incentives in 
order to empower the Chicano nation, 
educate and mobilize the Raza to move 
us all closer to liberating Aztlan.

Its very possible that BU may have 
put together the formula for oppressed 
nations to use at this point and within 
the First World, time will tell. This is a 
great book to learn the history and 
future of one of Aztlans essential orga-
nizations in today’s struggles to devel-
op our nation and fuel our resistance.

Barrios Unidos
A Book Review By Jose H. Villarreal



Vol.  16, No. 3    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  67

Child Lifers
Pennsylvania’s courts and District attorneys are hell-bent on railroading 500 child lifers at resentencing

By Shakaboona

In a six-to-three decision, the 
nation’s high court on January 25, 
2016 ruled in Montgomery v. Louisiana 
that its own 2012 ruling in Miller v. 
Alabama, holding mandatory life sen-
tences without parole for child offend-
ers, to be unconstitutional, shall be 
applied retroactively.

The Miller and Montgomery rulings 
have placed Pennsylvania’s courts and 
district attorneys in between a rock and 
a hard place because PA’s murder stat-
ute Mandatory Life Without Parole 
(LWOP) imprisonment for first and 
second-degree murder that child 
offenders have been sentenced under is 
now unlawful to them. The statute for 
child offenders recently enacted by the 
state’s legislature after child lifers were 
sentenced originally, does not apply to 
them. The parole statute does not per-
mit life-sentenced prisoners to receive 
parole release. The state’s legislature 
can’t pass any new law to resentence 
child lifers as it would violate the ex 
post facto law of the constitution, and 
the PA courts cannot craft new sen-
tencing schemes from whole cloth.

Because there is no constitutional 
sentencing statute that applies to PA’s 
500 child-lifers, the only approach the 
court can take is to apply the principles 
of severability of statutory provisions 
to the murder statute provisions that 
were held unlawful, and use the valid 
portion of the murder statute to impose 
the next most severe penalty set forth 
by the murder statute, which is the 
sentence for third degree murder. 
Therefore, the only available and con-
stitutional sentence PA’s child-lifers 
can be resentenced to is the imposition 
of 20 to 40 years imprisonment.

The problem is PA’s judges and 
D.A.s are hell-bent on railroading the 
500 child-lifers at resentencing hear-
ings by knowingly imposing new 
unlawful sentences, such as the 35-to-
life, and 25-to-life sentences given to 
brothers Devon and Jovan Knox by a 
Pittsburg County Judge; the LWOP 
given to Ian Seagraves by a Monroe 
County Judge, and the automatic life-
with-parole sentences given to five 
child-lifers by a Chester County Judge, 
despite the judges’ knowing that these 

new sentences imposed on child lifers 
are unlawful.

One thing is certain, Judges and 
D.A.s will continue to undermine Miller 
and Montgomery holdings and seek to 
impose LWOP, life-with-parole, or the 
highest minimum prison sentences 
they can on the 500 child-lifers at resen-
tencing, and as a result there will be 
even more legal appeals to come.

The families of child-lifers and civil 
rights organizations can put an end to 
this lunacy immediately, by waging a 
vociferous protest-pressure campaign 
against the courts and D.A.’s to demand 
that the 500 child-lifers be resentenced 
to 20 to 40 years imprisonment, the 
punishment for third degree murder.

—PrisonRadio.org

Kerry “Shakaboona” Marshall is Co-Founder 
and Editor of The Movement magazine, Prison 
Radio Correspondent, founding member of the 
Human Rights Coalition (HRC) and a Child 
Life-sentenced prisoner.

Write to:

Kerry “Shakaboona” Marshall #BE7826

SCI Rockview, Box-A

Bellefonte, PA 16823
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Montgomery v. Louisiana and 
children who are innocent

Juveniles? NO! We are CHILDREN! 
This is the hallmark of Juveniles?-R-US 
(Jr. U.S.) which I founded and direct. 
The word “juvenile,” in North ameri-
ka, is the court system’s sophistic white 
supremacist euphemism for “nigger 
child.” Not only does it brand Black 
children, not as children, but it robs us, 
and those of color, of all the sympa-
thies, sensitivities and sensibilities 
associated with childhood. All the 
social, political, legal, intellectual and 
cultural protections and safeties 
reserved for matters dealing with chil-
dren. It’s the amerikan judicial sys-
tem’s way of avoiding the authority of 
international law concerning the treat-
ment of a child. The rights of the child 
are recognized globally, by bodies like 
the United Nations, but a “juvenile” is 
not. The former is clearly identified, 
while the latter remains buried.

 My name is Muti A. Ajamu-
Osagboro and Jr. U.S. is a Human 
Rights child advocacy organization, 
which mainly focuses on children who 
are innocent, but have been falsely 
imprisoned. Not only am I a member, 
but also a client. As a child, I was con-
victed for a crime (being a look out in 
a homicide-robbery) I did not commit, 
and sentenced to Death-By-
Incarceration (DBI), in spite of the fact 
that I am actually innocent, with the 
evidence to prove it. 

This analysis is to address the U.S. 
Supreme Court’s recent Montgomery v. 
Louisiana decision—not just on how it 
relates to the guilty, seeking equity—
but also to spark a national and inter-
national dialogue, and movement, on 
how it affects those of us who are actu-
ally innocent, a subject that no so-
called leader, child advocate, or attor-

ney will dare to even whisper. 

Statewide and nationally, especially 
here in Philadelphia, the cradle of 
hypocrisy and injustice, is often tout-
ed—beyond the borders of “these 
United States”—as democracy and jus-
tice. It is nothing short of disgraceful, 
how cruelly quiet these purported 
leaders are, on this conscious-shocking 
amerikan ordeal. 

Comments made by Professor Julia 
Hall, in the Juvenile Lifer Newsletter, 
Issue No. 58, concerning Montgomery, 
fall short. Though Dr. Hall’s integrity is 
without question, and she is one of the 
very few true child advocates, her 
assessment on what the High Court’s 
decision means, misses the mark. 

Context is always the linchpin pin 
to understanding any issue. She wrote, 
“A state may remedy a Miller v. 
Alabama1 violation by extending parole 
eligibility to juvenile offenders, rather 
than resentencing them...” —
Montgomery v. Louisiana. [Miller v. 
Alabama was the Supreme Court deci-
sion that outlawed mandatory life 
without parole sentences for juveniles.]

Dr. Hall’s quote of this portion of 
the Court’s opinion is irrelevant. Here’s 
why: This is what is called dicta, more 
specifically, obiter dictum. (Latin, 
meaning: “something said in passing”) 
That is “A judicial comment made 
while delivering a judicial opinion, but 
one that is unnecessary to the decision 
in the case and not precedential.”

This is because in the Montgomery 
case, the Court only asked and 
answered two questions: 

1. Does it have jurisdiction? Which 
it answered: Yes. 

2. Is it’s Miller holding of 2012 ret-
roactive? A resounding “yes” was 
the reply. 

Thus, we now go back to the Miller 
case, in which the Court held that 
mandatory sentences of life without 
the possibility of parole are unconsti-
tutional for juvenile offenders, in order 
to get instructions as to exactly what to 
do. Miller is the blueprint, not 
Montgomery. Montgomery’s sole pur-
pose was only to answer the two above 
questions before the Court. Miller 
made it very clear that each of the 500 
plus child litigants, in what I call 
PennCELLvania, must have, at a mini-
mum, a Resentencing Hearing—and 
that the Resentencing Hearing must be 
by a “judge or jury”—not by the 
Pennsylvania General Assembly, (PA 
GA). If the state legislature tries to 
usurp the High Court’s Miller instruc-
tion, it will be a violation of both the 
14th Amendment’s Due Process and 
Equal Protection Clause, as well as the 
Separation of Powers. 

Though judge (not justice) Antonin 
Scalia filed a lengthy dissent in the 
Montgomery case, he was an even more 
staunch opponent of the Separation of 
Powers clause. The legislature cannot 
alter or overturn a judicially imposed 
sentence, nor can the legislature 
encroach upon the province of the 
judiciary. Conversely, the judiciary 
cannot tread on the grounds of the PA 
GA by legislating from the bench. 

PennCELLvanians mark my words, 
Prosecutors, Closet prosecutors (defense 
attorneys), and Politicians (PCP)—are 
going to team up and try every under-
handed thing they can to make the 
Court’s dictum reality, thereby defying 
both the spirit and letter of the law. 

We (JUVENILES-R-U.S.) will not 
stand for it. 

Lest we forget, this incestuous trio, 
the PCP, has been trying to undermine 
this fight since 2005, when we drew on 

Death by Incarceration
Innocence has no statute of limitations 

By Muti A. Ajamu-Osagoboro
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the irrefutable science that the Roper v. 
Simmons2 case revealed concerning the 
disadvantaged brain function of chil-
dren. Be mindful that this decision 
applies to the entire country, especially, 
but not limited to, Michigan, California, 
Florida, and, of course, Louisiana.

I now challenge you to broaden 
your focus to speak out for those of us 
children (not juveniles) who are actu-
ally INNOCENT. 

Think about the glaring fact that 
here in Philly, the global capital of sen-
tencing children to Death-By-
Incarceration, not a single media out-
let, nor so-called child advocate, attor-
ney or leader has ever mention the 
words, “convicted-innocent child” in 
the same sentence.

Write to:

Muti A. Ajamu-Osagboro AM 6021

Rockview State Prison

P.O. Box A

Bellefonte, PA 16823-0820

1  Miller v. Alabama, 567 U.S. (2012), was a 
United States Supreme Court case in which 
the Court held that mandatory sentences of life 
without the possibility of parole are unconstitu-
tional for juvenile offenders.[2][3] The ruling 
extended beyond the Graham v. Florida 
(2010) case, which had ruled juvenile life with-
out parole sentences unconstitutional for 
crimes excluding murder.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Miller_v._Alabama

2  Roper v. Simmons, 543 U.S. 551 (2005), 
was a landmark decision in which the Supreme 
Court of the United States held that it is uncon-
stitutional to impose capital punishment for 
crimes committed while under the age of 18. 
The 5-4 decision overruled the Court’s prior 
ruling upholding such sentences on offenders 
above or at the age of 16, in Stanford v. Ken-
tucky, 492 U.S. 361 (1989), overturning statutes 
in 25 states that had the penalty set lower. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Roper_v._Simmons

The recent decision of the U.S. 
Supreme Court in Montgomery v. 
Louisiana, which made its previous 
Miller v. Alabama ruling regarding life 
terms for juveniles retroactive, shined a 
harsh light on the systems which uti-
lized such practices, for it comes from 
the most conservative and frankly, 
repressive, Supreme Courts in decades.

Nowhere is this more evident than 
in Pennsylvania, the state with the 
most juvenile lifers—not in the U.S. 
only—but in the world! How did this 
state of affairs come to be? Are kids in 
Pennsylvania somehow more sinister, 
more vile, more evil than in other 
states? Are they more fiendish than any 
other youth population on the planet 
Earth?

It simply cannot be so. Such a sug-
gestion flies in the face of logic.

Why then, have juveniles suffered so 
grievously in Pennsylvania, for so many 
long years and decades?

Initially, it should be noted that 
unlike many other states, in 
Pennsylvania there exists no minimum 
age that restricts a juvenile from the 
cold winds of the criminal statutes, 
thus, they are exposed to the same 
furies as sustained by adults—as evi-
denced by the times served by men in 
the Pennsylvania penal system, who are 
entering their fifth decade (i.e., over 50 
years—and counting) in prisons. The 
writer has personal knowledge of a man 
who was housed with him in the infir-
mary, who has been continuously con-
fined for over 50 years, is elderly, and 
incontinent. His name is Robert Nash 
(I hope he is not offended that I am 
outing him here.) He is a sharp, witty, 
engaging fellow—but his body is shot.

But there may have been a time 
when such a man, captured in the 
bloom of his youth, was an outlier. 
Surely. Right? Well, not quite. In the 

1990s, there came a rush of youth into 
the state systems around the country, 
in part occasioned by the bipartisan 
maneuvers of the Bill Clinton presi-
dency. I will not here restate that case, 
for legal scholar Michele Alexander, in 
her recent blockbuster, The New Jim 
Crow: Mass Incarceration in the Age of 
Colorblindness, has done so admirably, 
with class and grace.

What we have not reexamined how-
ever has been the work of scholars who 
worked to buttress the burgeoning 
specter of mass incarceration. Here, I 
write of people like Dr. John Dilulio, 
who was among the first to launch the 
“Super Predator” myth that flashed 
across TV screens nationwide—the 
philosophical equivalent of “the sky is 
falling,” pumped into the national 
neural net—erupting into a mad polit-
ical chorus that congealed and solidi-
fied into public policy. A policy of mass 
repression that targeted kids for 
decades, consigning them to rural holes 
of disorientation, disease, destruction 
and death—for decades.

In his spectacular November 27th, 
1995 article in The Weekly Standard, 
the very title told the tale: “The Coming 
of the Super-Predators.” In this work, 
Dilulio cites prosecutors, convicts, 
cops and others to support his essential 
premise: that the children of today (i.e., 
the ’90s), are far more fiendish, more 
brutal, more murderous, more inhu-
man than any other generation that life 
has ever generated. In essence, he 
argued, they are a breed apart.

Other conservative scholars rushed 
to co-sign his observations—as did, 
ominously, neoliberal politicians—
eager to make their mark. This nexus 
created a firestorm, a bipartisan mon-
soon of political opinion that swept a 
generation of youth into the jaws of 
Hell. They deserved nothing—for, ala 

The Children of Perdition
By Mumia Abu-Jamal
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Dilulio, they were “Super Predators.”

Scholars like Dilulio used instinct, 
intuition, impression, worldview and 
bias to craft something that didn’t exist 
in nature: kids who were monstrous 
mutations of those who had gone before.

And politicians like then-District 
Attorney Lynne Abraham, and her pre-
decessor, Edward G. Rendell, used such 
scholastic cover to craft a malicious 
war against children. For they were 
children—yes—but not their children; 
and certainly not children like them.

They were children of a lesser god; 
beings of another order of mankind—
Homo Destructus, perhaps—those who 
needed to be locked up forever.

Hillary Clinton joined this malevo-
lent company, and as Alexander has 
documented recently, “she too damned 

these ‘super predators’ (her words) to 
life in cages, for (again, in her words), 
“they’re not just gangs of kids anymore.”

None of Dilulio’s predictions came 
to pass. Indeed, the polar opposite was 
true. Not only have we not seen the rise 
of the so-called “Super-Predators,” but 
crime rates fell to their lowest rates in 
half-a-century.

In turn, Dilulio was as wrong as two 
left feet.

There arose a saying in the philo-
sophical community—“I don’t know, 
you don’t know, and neither does 
Dilulio.”

Predictions, it appears, are better 
left to soothsayers.

Meanwhile, hundreds, and then 
thousands of children were consigned 
to adult hellholes. Some went mad. 

Some were monstrously assaulted. 
Some were savaged by older men—
and, one mustn’t forget, given the 
scandals that arose out of Florida’s 
since-discontinued boot camps—these 
older men were often state officials.

But all were traumatized by a theory 
sold by a scholar, who got the analysis 
wrong, the predictions wrong, the 
numbers wrong—and his science 
wrong.

But the politics were right—far 
right.

And children paid an obscene price.

—Prison Radio, February 18, 2016

Write to Mumia at:

Mumia Abu-Jamal AM-8335

SCI-Mahanoy

301 Morea Road

Frackville, PA 17932

Voting For Your Pain
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

An election is occurring tonight.

It’s a primary, one of dozens to 
come.

It matters not where—or, for the 
most part, even who.

Elections are public expressions of 
emotion, as in “who do you like?”

Who do you feel like voting for?

Millions of dollars are spent on 
massive advertising campaigns, built to 
bend your emotions, play to your fears, 
or evoke your deepest hatreds.

Few have plans for your hopes, 
fewer still have a handle on your 
dreams.

We have become accustomed to 
voting for “lesser evils”—forgetting the 
obvious truth that the lesser evil—is 
still evil.

So we end up voting for wars we 
don’t want, policies we don’t support—
and people who you really don’t like.

Essentially, we settle—and wonder 
why things go from bad to worse.

Each candidate promises the moon; 
and barely delivers dust.

And that is the nature of the beast.

The U.S political system wasn’t 
designed to represent the people. It was 
constructed to represent the proper-
ties—the well-to-do elites.

A system that was built to support 
the interests of a wealthy minority.

The people, in the words of one of 
the so-called “founders,” Pennsylvania’s 
Governor Morris, were seen as a “riot-
ous mob” which filled him with “fear 
and trembling.”1

You really think that founders like 
these ever wanted “the mob” to vote? 
Ever?

That spirit, the fear of “the mob” 
may be seen today in the increasing 
efforts to deprive more and more peo-

ple of the so-called left to vote—not to 
mention giving them something to 
vote for!

For over 70 years it allowed primar-
ily Southern states to develop practices 
that demanded that Blacks pass literacy 
tests, bean-counting tests and noxious 
grandfather clauses—which allowed 
one to vote only if one’s grandfather 
voted—which, if one’s grandfather was 
a slave, their grandchildren were barred 
from voting—forever.

Today, voting itself has become a 
lesser evil; a process that preserves the 
power of the propertied, and the eco-
nomic privileges of the elites.

—PrisonRadio.org, March 9, 2016

1  Fresia, Jerry: Toward an American Revolu-

tion, South End Press, 1988, pp.1-2



Vol.  16, No. 3    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  71

Mondo Mourned
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

He was born David Rice, and in his 
youth, he joined an offshoot of the 
Black Panther Party, a decision that 
would change his life’s trajectory.

For, when he and another young 
man, Edward Poindexter, joined the 
National Committee to Combat 
Fascism (NCCF), they walked into the 
crosshairs of the state.

The two men became enmeshed in a 
COINTELPRO scheme to remove 
them from the streets of Lincoln, 
Nebraska. Rice and Ed were charged 
with the August 1970 killing of an 
Omaha cop, who picked up a briefcase 
loaded with dynamite.

According to the group, Nebraskans 
for Justice, another man, Christopher 
Peak was the state’s only suspect in the 
bombing. But shortly thereafter, after 
first exonerating Rice and Poindexter, 
Peak would become the State’s chief 
witness against them.

In April 1971, both men were con-
victed and given life terms; such flimsy 

evidence would be a factor in Amnesty 
International’s naming the two 
Panthers as prisoners of conscience.

On, Friday, March 11, 2016, we 
learned that Rice, who changed his 
name to Mondo we Langa, died a long, 
lonely death in his prison cell, after 45 
years in a cage.

Mondo and Ed were members of 
the National Committee to Combat 
Fascism, but in truth, they were 
Panthers.

For that is certainly how the State 
treated them.

Mondo we Langa and Ed Poindexter 
were servants of the People, dedicated 
to their freedom and dignity. Mondo 
we Langa and Ed Poindexter were sol-
diers for the People, dedicated to their 
defense and security.

Mondo we Langa is no more—nei-
ther is David Rice—and yet, Mondo 
will be remembered for many, many 
long years for his service.

Mondo, after many, many years in a 
cage, now joins his ancestors.

—PrisonRadio.org, March 14, 2016

Mondo we Langa
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For those of you who truly don’t 
understand, or just don’t get it, includ-
ing some death row inmates who actu-
ally believe the words of the people and 
system who are trying to—and in fact, 
are going to murder them if the time 
comes—this system of capital punish-
ment ain’t about dying!

It’s about one group of people who 
use and misuse their political ideology, 
religion, courts, laws, class, white 
supremacy, institutionalized racism, 
victims’ grief, and everything else that 
they have, to eliminate any person that 
they deem execrable.

They, in their righteousness, allow 
for the torture of the people who they 
have condemned to die, and do so in 
many different ways! They do torture 
death row inmates psychologically, 
mentally, emotionally, and if possible, 
physically, whenever they get inmates 
strapped to a chair or gurney! So this 
ain’t about dying!

This is about an inhumane system 
run by inhumane people who use the 
courts, and a process within the crimi-
nal justice system, which allows for the 
degeneration and dehumanization of 
certain human beings who are said to be 
flawed in the eyes, hearts and minds of 
the handpicked members of a jury that 
is supposed to be a representation of 
society as a whole—even from a society 
that refuses to see itself as flawed!

This ain’t about dying; it’s about a 
planned, cold-blooded murder by the 
powerful on the powerless! This ain’t 
about dying, and it damn sure ain’t 
about God’s will, no matter what certain 
religious political people believe and say!

This is a violent barbaric, inhumane, 
man-made evil that does not do any 
society any good! No crime against 
humanity ever has, or ever will! So this 
just ain’t about dying, because histori-

cally it has been proven that one rich 
class of people and their supporters 
have always oppressed the poor class of 
people and have done so by every way 
that they could, including legal murder!

This ain’t about dying. It’s far more 
complicated than that—but not too 
complicated to put an end to!

Kevin Cooper is an innocent man on San 
Quentin’s Death Row in California. He continues 
to struggle for exoneration and to abolish the 
death penalty in the whole U.S.

Write to Kevin Cooper at:

Kevin Cooper C-65304, 4 EB 82

San Quentin State Prison

San Quentin, CA 94974

www.freekevincooper.org

It Ain’t About Dying
By Kevin Cooper

The Last Vestiges of Slavery in America, The Criminal “Just Us” System, Painting By Kevin Cooper, 
Death Row, San Quentin, October 2015.
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