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Justice Or Else

“Justice Or Else,” a march on the 20th anniversary of the 1995 Million Man March, organized by the Nation of Islam, will 
take place October 10, 2015 in Washington D.C. 

Chelsea Manning Found Guilty Again
Chelsea Manning found guilty over “contraband”—but won’t face solitary confinement

  By VICE News 

Chelsea Manning, the former U.S. 
Army soldier who received a 35-year 
sentence in military prison for provid-
ing classified documents to WikiLeaks, 
has been found guilty again, this time 
for possessing unapproved reading 
material and expired toothpaste.

According to a tweet sent from 
Manning’s official account, she was 
found guilty on all four charges she faced, 
but will avoid the indefinite solitary con-
finement that she reportedly could have 
received as a possible punishment.

Manning, 25, is being held at the 
Army’s Fort Leavenworth prison in 
Kansas. The latest charges stemmed 
from the discovery of an expired tube 
of anti-cavity toothpaste in her cell fol-
lowing a routine inspection. Because 
the toothpaste was expired, Manning 
faced charges for “medicine misuse,” 
which Nancy Hollander, the attorney 
working on Manning’s appeal, decried 
as “utterly ridiculous.”

The former Army private was also 
charged with possessing “prohibited 
property” for reading material found 
in her cell. The banned literature 
including the issue of Vanity Fair with 
Caitlyn Jenner on the cover, Nobel 
Peace Prize winner Malala Yousafzai’s 
book I am Malala, and LGBT maga-
zines. [And legal documents including 
the Senate Torture Report.]

—VICE News, August 18, 2015 

  https://news.vice.com/article/chel-
sea-manning-found-guilty-over-contra-
b a n d - b u t - w o n t - f a c e - s o l i t a r y -
confinement?utm_source=vicenewsemail
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There is a world war being waged 
against the entire working class by the 
capitalist class—led by U.S. capitalism. 
In every country, in every corner of the 
world, workers are being force-fed war, 
racism, bigotry, police brutality, incar-
ceration and austerity while the capi-
talists accumulate more wealth. Our 
environment is being systematically 
plundered for the natural resources 
capitalism needs to fuel their private-
profit industry. 

In order to protect the private own-
ership of industry and wealth, they 
must maintain and fund a huge mili-
tary industrial complex, police force, 
and prison system. This is expensive 
and is paid for by the working class—
through our labor and by the taxes we 
are forced to pay—to keep the capital-
ists and their wealth safe. 

Capitalism is destroying the planet. It 
cannot be reformed, reshaped or 
restructured—it must be abolished. And 
the only way that can be accomplished is 
for the entire working class and all of 
our allies to unite behind that goal. 

The revolutionary party of the 
working class

This is no simple task. Workers are 
divided and live in constant fear of 
poverty and death at the hands of the 
capitalist class. We are made to feel 
powerless against an allegedly inde-
structible power structure. But the 
opposite is true. A united working class 
dwarfs the capitalists. Through unity 
and solidarity across the globe—we 
could overthrow this unjust and mur-
derous system of capitalism. 

In order to achieve this sort of mass 
unity and solidarity we need a van-
guard of revolutionary socialists who 

understand that capitalism must go; 
that workers must organize indepen-
dently of the capitalists; that there can 
be no collaboration between the work-
ers and the capitalists. 

We need a core of revolutionary 
socialist workers who will provide 
leadership for the whole working class 
to take control of our society by unit-
ing and fighting in our own defense. 
This is the only way to create a world 
that can answer the needs of all of 
humanity and all life on the planet. 
Through the power of a united work-
ing class we can establish a truly demo-
cratic socialist society without borders, 
exploitation and oppression. 

There can be no socialism  
in one country

Capitalism respects no borders. It is 
an international system of mass oppres-
sion. Only workers are imprisoned by 
borders and criminalized for crossing 
them without permission from the 
capitalist class. 

Nothing makes this clearer than the 
current international migrant crisis. In 
an August 21, 2015 New York Times 
article by Aleksandar Dimishkovski 
titled, “Macedonian Police Clash with 
Migrants on the Border with Greece,” 

“‘About 42,000 migrants, mostly 
from Afghanistan, Iraq and Syria, 
have traveled through the country in 
the past two months, according to 
the Ministry of Internal Affairs.’ …
The Macedonian police used stun 
grenades and tear gas early on 
Friday, [August 21, 2015,] to dis-
perse a large group of migrants try-
ing to enter the country from 
Greece. The clashes took place a day 
after the Macedonian government 
declared a temporary state of emer-

gency at its southern border with 
Greece and at its northern frontier 
with Serbia. The move appeared to 
be an attempt to introduce greater 
control over the wave of migrants 
who travel through the country, 
hoping to reach richer countries in 
Western Europe. …Supported by 
armored vehicles, the police used 
barbed wire to fence off the cross-
border rail tracks along which 
migrants had been walking. The 
declaration of a temporary state of 
emergency allows the government 
to use soldiers to further bolster 
security on the border.”

And in an August 28, 2015 New 
York Times article by Alison Smale, 
Melissa Eddy and Palko Karasz titled, 
“Grim Findings in Austria and at Sea 
Push Migrant Crisis Into Public View,” 

“…on Tuesday on the A4 high-
way that links Vienna and Budapest, 
the truck reached its destination and 
pulled over. The migrants hustled 
out. An Austrian policeman on his 
way to work spotted the scene, alert-
ed colleagues and followed the truck. 
As the three smugglers headed back 
toward Hungary, the Austrian police 
arrested them before they were 
across the border. On Thursday, 
another truck was opened at the side 
of the same Austrian highway, but 
the consequences were far more 
grim: 71 migrants, including four 
children, were found dead in the 
back compartment that had at one 
time been refrigerated, likely 
asphyxiated in the summer heat. 
The discovery provided the most 
tragic evidence to date of a crime 
that the authorities said has been 
proliferating in Europe since the 
migrant crisis shifted east: an 
increase in human trafficking over 
land routes by smugglers who are 

No Way to Treat Human Beings
Why we need an international, revolutionary, socialist vanguard party whose goal is to abolish capitalism 

and establish socialism everywhere
By Bonnie Weinstein

U.S. Politics and the Economy
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cashing in on the human flow from 
war-torn and strife-ridden places 
like Syria, Iraq, Afghanistan and 
Northern Africa.”

The same is being carried out here 
in the USA. According to a March 11, 
2014 CounterPunch article by Tanya 
Golash-Boza titled “Obama’s Mass 
Deportations,” 

“The United States has witnessed 
a tremendous rise in the number of 
people detained and deported since 
1997. Between 1892 and 1997, there 
were 2.1 million deportations from 
the United States. Since then, there 
have been nearly twice as many: the 
sum total of deportations between 
1998 and 2012 is over 4.1 million. At 
current rates, President Obama is on 
track to deport more people in his 
first six years as President than all 
deportations prior to 1997. 
Alongside deportation rates, deten-
tion rates have skyrocketed, from a 
daily average of 5,532 in 1994 to 
upwards of 30,000 today.”

All these people are fleeing the vio-
lence and poverty created by capital-
ism—especially by the commanders of 
U.S. capital who are waging war all 
over the world in an effort to destabi-
lize foreign economies in order to con-
trol their wealth and resources.

The U.S. arms warlords in Latin 
America, the Middle East, Africa—and 
all across the globe—creating social 
and economic chaos for masses of 
workers. The only option these work-
ers have is to escape in desperation. To 
try to reach a place where they can live 
and work in peace. 

It is not feasible to try and build 
socialism country by country because 
capitalisms’ assault is ongoing every-
where at once. In every country workers 
are suffering under the same austerity 
measures meted out by the capitalists. 

The capitalists are not only waging 
war on workers but they are at war with 
one another. The U.S. wants to come 
out on top of this war, of course. That’s 
why they support and encourage the 
destabilization of country after country.

The current world situation 
demands a “United Nations of 
Socialists” to establish a worldwide alli-
ance of revolutionary, anti-capitalist 
socialists that can bring all workers 
together into the same struggle for eco-
nomic and social freedom, equality 
and democracy under workers control, 
i.e., an international party of the work-
ing class capable of taking power out of 
the hands of the capitalist elite.

Why we can’t support capitalist 
political parties or so-called “inde-

pendent” parties that attempt to 
reform capitalism—to create a 

“kinder and gentler” capitalism.

There is no such thing as a “kinder 
and gentler” capitalism. That is an oxy-
moron. Capitalism’s current assault on 
the world’s working class is not a mat-
ter of moral or immoral decisions being 
made by individual capitalists. It is an 
economic system that has a logic of its 
own that individual capitalists cannot 
control. For the economic system of 
capitalism to survive, it MUST increase 
its rate of profit by any means neces-
sary. And, in the current world eco-
nomic crisis, the only way to do that is 
to squeeze the wealth out of the work-
ing class ever harder by waging war, 
driving down our wages and increasing 
our taxes and general costs of living. 

Workers are made to pay more for 
everything we have because we can’t 
afford to buy things outright. We don’t 
earn enough money. So we have to buy 
the major things we need—refrigerators, 
stoves, cars, houses, even food and edu-
cation—on credit, paying extra in inter-
est to the banks and loan companies. 

This serves the capitalists in two 
major ways. First, of course, they make 
money on the interest we pay over and 
above the inflated prices they charge; 
and second, it paralyses our ability to 
struggle for more pay and better work-
ing conditions. Workers who have jobs 
live in fear of losing them because we 
live, on average, one paycheck away 
from poverty and homelessness. The 

whole system is designed to prevent us 
from fighting against it—to make us 
feel powerless and futile against capi-
talist exploitation and oppression. 

We need a revolutionary socialist 
vanguard party to show workers that 
we are not powerless at all; that through 
unity and solidarity against capitalist 
war and oppression we can establish a 
better world based upon the needs of 
the majority of humanity and the sus-
tainability of the planet we share.

The capitalist political system of 
“lesser evil” politics is designed to fun-
nel workers into a downward spiral of 
powerlessness by voting for the least-
bad candidates among all the capitalist 
candidates. It is not a democratic sys-
tem at all. Money drives all the cam-
paigns. The candidates are representa-
tives of the commanders of capital. 
They are members of that group or 
they can’t compete in the elections. 
They will say whatever they think will 
get them elected—whatever might get 
the most votes. But they are not held 
whatsoever to their promises. 

Their job is to preserve the power of 
the capitalist class over the working 
class. Workers lose no matter which 
pro- or reform-capitalist candidate 
elected to office—because it is a sui-
cidal vote for capitalism. This is not 
democracy. Workers have no demo-
cratic say anywhere—in the workplace, 
the streets, the schools—unless we 
organize together and fight for the 
things we want and need to improve 
our lives and maintain a healthy planet.

A revolutionary world socialist van-
guard party is necessary to achieve the 
ultimate goal of building a massive, 
international party of, by and for the 
working class in direct opposition to 
the continuation of capitalism every-
where. Such an anti-capitalist, socialist 
party—with the support of the over-
whelming majority—does have the 
power to end capitalism and replace it 
with a socialist system that puts people 
and the planet first.
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The poor and the working class in 
the United States know what it is to be 
Greek. They know underemployment 
and unemployment. They know life 
without a pension. They know exis-
tence on a few dollars a day. They 
know gas and electricity being turned 
off because of unpaid bills. They know 
the crippling weight of debt. They 
know being sick and unable to afford 
medical care. They know the state seiz-
ing their meager assets, a process 
known in the United States as “civil 
asset forfeiture,” which has permitted 
American police agencies to confiscate 
more than $3 billion in cash and prop-
erty. They know the profound despair 
and abandonment that come when 
schools, libraries, neighborhood health 
clinics, day care services, roads, bridg-
es, public buildings and assistance pro-
grams are neglected or closed. They 
know the financial elites’ hijacking of 
democratic institutions to impose 
widespread misery in the name of aus-
terity. They, like the Greeks, know 
what it is to be abandoned. 

The Greeks and the U.S. working 
poor endure the same deprivations 
because they are being assaulted by the 
same system—corporate capitalism. 
There are no internal constraints on 
corporate capitalism. And the few 
external constraints that existed have 
been removed. Corporate capitalism, 
manipulating the world’s most power-
ful financial institutions, including the 
Eurogroup, the World Bank, the 
International Monetary Fund and the 
Federal Reserve, does what it is designed 
to do: It turns everything, including 
human beings and the natural world, 
into commodities to be exploited until 
exhaustion or collapse. In the extrac-
tion process, labor unions are broken, 
regulatory agencies are gutted, laws are 
written by corporate lobbyists to legal-
ize fraud and empower global monopo-

lies, and public utilities are privatized. 
Secret trade agreements—which even 
elected officials who view the docu-
ments are not allowed to speak about—
empower corporate oligarchs to amass 
even greater power and accrue even 
greater profits at the expense of work-
ers. To swell its profits, corporate capi-
talism plunders, represses and drives 
into bankruptcy individuals, cities, 
states and governments. It ultimately 
demolishes the structures and markets 
that make capitalism possible. But this 
is of little consolation for those who 
endure its evil. By the time it slays itself 
it will have left untold human misery in 
its wake. 

The Greek government kneels before 
the bankers of Europe begging for 
mercy because it knows that if it leaves 
the Eurozone, the international banking 
system will do to Greece what it did to 
the socialist government of Salvador 
Allende in 1973 in Chile; it will, as 
Richard Nixon promised to do in Chile, 
“make the economy scream.” The bank-
ers will destroy Greece. If this means the 
Greeks can no longer get medicine—
Greece owes European drug makers one 
billion euros—so be it. If this means 
food shortages—Greece imports thou-
sands-of-tons of food from Europe a 
year—so be it. If this means oil and gas 
shortages—Greece imports 99 percent 
of its oil and gas—so be it. The bankers 
will carry out economic warfare until 
the current Greek government is ousted 
and corporate political puppets are back 
in control. 

Human life is of no concern to cor-
porate capitalists. The suffering of the 
Greeks, like the suffering of ordinary 
Americans, is very good for the profit 
margins of financial institutions such 
as Goldman Sachs. It was, after all, 
Goldman Sachs—which shoved sub-
prime mortgages down the throats of 
families it knew could never pay the 

loans back, sold the subprime mort-
gages as investments to pension funds 
and then bet against them—that 
orchestrated complex financial agree-
ments with Greece, many of them 
secret. These agreements doubled the 
debt Greece owes under derivative 
deals and allowed the old Greek gov-
ernment to mask its real debt to keep 
borrowing. And when Greece implod-
ed, Goldman Sachs headed out the 
door with suitcases full of cash.

The system of unfettered capitalism 
is designed to callously extract money 
from the most vulnerable and funnel it 
upward to the elites. This is seen in the 
mounting fines and fees used to cover 
shortfalls in city and state budgets. 
Corporate capitalism seeks to privatize 
all aspects of government service, from 
education to intelligence gathering. 
The U.S. Postal Service appears to be 
next. Parents already must pay hun-
dreds-of-dollars for their public-school 
children to take school buses, go to 
music or art classes and participate in 
sports or other activities. Fire depart-
ments, ambulance services, the nation-
al parks system are all slated to become 
fodder for corporate profit. It is the 
death of the civil society. 

Criminal justice is primarily about 
revenue streams for city and state gov-
ernments in the United States rather 
than about justice or rehabilitation. 
The poor are arrested and fined for 
minor infractions in Ferguson, 
Missouri, and elsewhere; for not mow-
ing their lawns; for putting their feet on 
seats of New York City subway cars. If 
they cannot pay the fines, as many can-
not, they go to jail. In jail they are often 
charged room and board. And if they 
can’t pay this new bill they go to jail 
again. It is a game of circular and nev-
er-ending extortion of the poor. Fines 
that are unpaid accrue interest and 
generate warrants for arrest. Poor peo-

We Are All Greeks Now 
By Chris Hedges
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ple often end up owing thousands-of-
dollars for parking or traffic violations. 

Fascist and communist* firing 
squads sometimes charged the victim’s 
family for the bullets used in the execu-
tion. In corporate capitalism, too, the 
abusers extract payment; often the 
money goes to private corporations 
that carry out probation services or 
prison and jail administration. The 
cost of being shot with a stun gun 
($26) or of probation services ($35 to 
$100 a month) or of an electronic 
ankle bracelet ($11 a month) is vacu-
umed out of the pockets of the poor. 
And all this is happening in what will 
one day be seen as the good times. Wait 
until the financial house of cards col-
lapses again—what is happening in 
China is not a good sign—and Wall 
Street runs for cover. Then America 
will become Greece on steroids.

“We are a nation that has turned its 
welfare system into a criminal system,” 
write Karen Dolan and Jodi L. Carr in 
an Institute for Policy Studies report 
titled “The Poor Get Prison.” “We 
criminalize life-sustaining activities of 
people too poor to afford shelter. We 
incarcerate more people than any other 
nation in the world. And we institute 
policies that virtually bar them for life 
from participating in society once they 
have done their time. We have allowed 
the resurgence of debtors’ prisons. 
We’ve created a second-tier public 
education system for poor children 
and Black and Latino children that dis-
proportionally criminalizes their 
behavior and sets them early onto the 
path of incarceration and lack of access 
to assistance and opportunity.”

The corporate dismantling of civil 
society is nearly complete in Greece. It 
is far advanced in the United States. 
We, like the Greeks, are undergoing a 
political war waged by the world’s oli-
garchs. No one elected them. They 
ignore public opinion. And, as in 
Greece, if a government defies the 
international banking community it is 

targeted for execution. The banks do 
not play by the rules of democracy.  

Our politicians are corporate 
employees. And if you get dewy-eyed 
about the possibility of the U.S. having 
its first woman president, remember 
that it was Hillary Clinton’s husband 
who decimated manufacturing jobs 
with the 1994 North American Free 
Trade Agreement and then went on to 
destroy welfare with the Personal 
Responsibility and Work Opportunity 
Reconciliation Act of 1996, which halt-
ed federal cash aid programs and 
imposed time-limited, restrictive state 
block grants. Under President Bill 
Clinton, most welfare recipients—and 
70 percent of those recipients were 
children—were dropped from the 
rolls. The prison-industrial complex 
exploded in size as its private corpora-
tions swallowed up surplus, unem-
ployed labor, making $40,000 or more 
a year from each person held in a cage. 
The population of federal and state 
prisons combined rose by 673,000 
under Clinton. He, along with Ronald 
Reagan, set the foundations for the 
Greecification of the United States. 

The destruction of Greece, like the 
destruction of America, by the big banks 
and financial firms is not, as the bankers 
claim, about austerity or imposing 
rational expenditures or balanced bud-
gets. It is not about responsible or good 
government. It is a vicious form of class 
warfare. It is profoundly anti-demo-
cratic. It is about forming nations of 
impoverished, disempowered serfs and 
a rapacious elite of all-powerful corpo-
rate oligarchs, backed by the most 
sophisticated security and surveillance 
apparatus in human history and a mili-
tarized police that shoots unarmed citi-
zens with reckless abandon. The laws 
and rules it imposes on the poor are, as 
Barbara Ehrenreich has written, little 
more than “organized sadism.”    

Corporate profit is God. It does not 
matter who suffers. In Greece 40 per-
cent of children live in poverty, there is 

a 25 percent unemployment rate and 
the unemployment figure for those 
between the ages of 15 and 24 is nearly 
50 percent. And it will only get worse. 

The economic and political ideology 
that convinced us that organized human 
behavior should be determined by the 
dictates of the global marketplace was a 
con game. We were the suckers. The 
promised prosperity from trickle-down 
economics and the free market instead 
concentrated wealth among a few and 
destroyed the working and the middle 
classes along with all vestiges of democ-
racy. Corrupt governments, ignoring 
the common good and the consent of 
the governed, abetted this pillage. The 
fossil fuel industry was licensed to rav-
age the ecosystem, threatening the via-
bility of the human species, while being 
handed lavish government subsidies. 
None of this makes sense. 

The mandarins that maintain this 
system cannot respond rationally in our 
time of crisis. They are trained only to 
make the system of exploitation work. 
They are blinded by their insatiable 
greed and neoliberal ideology, which 
posits that controlling inflation, priva-
tizing public assets and removing trade 
barriers are the sole economic priorities. 
They are steering us over a cliff. 

We will not return to a rational 
economy or restore democracy until 
these global speculators are stripped of 
power. This will happen only if the 
streets of major cities in Europe and 
the United States are convulsed with 
mass protests. The tyranny of these 
financial elites knows no limits. They 
will impose ever-greater suffering and 
repression until we submit or revolt. I 
prefer the latter. But we don’t have 
much time. 

—truthdig, July 12, 2015

http://www.truthdig.com/report/item/
we_are_all_greeks_now_20150712

*We take issue with Chris Hedges’ association 
of fascism with the term “communist.” Socialist 
Viewpoint makes a clear distinction between the 

Continued on page 9
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I can understand the fear and trem-
bling that union bureaucrats must feel 
as the guillotine of “right to work (for 
less)” laws scythes its way across the 
working-class consciousness. If workers 
aren’t required to pay for services they 
don’t respect, it’s quite likely that dead-
heads will roll, and no one will miss the 
toll they charged for lip service.

If you want to predict the future, 
don’t speculate; study the past. In light of 
the knowledge gleaned, examine the 
present. The history of the future is 
planted, not buried, in the here and now.

The fate of the United Auto Workers 
(UAW) hinges on contract negotia-
tions. The UAW signs confidentiality 
agreements with their business part-
ners before bargaining. This parody of 
confidence surrounds the rank and file 
in a cordon of silence, studded with 
omen and disdain.

At UAW bargaining conventions, 
elected delegates express their goals for 
upcoming contracts, but it’s a dog-and-
pony show. No delegate at a bargaining 
convention ever expressed interest in 
two-tier, or temporary, contract or flex 
workers. Elimination of cost-of-living 
adjustments (COLA) was taboo. Raises, 
rather than profit-sharing, was the 
standard placard workers carried since 
union time began.

Raises compound and accrue like 
principal capital, whereas every drunk-
ard’s mother knows a bonus is spent 
before you know where it went. Besides, 
the slogan of “profit-sharing” brings a 
snicker to Wall Street that rolls like 
uninterrupted thunder through the 
investing class. Capitalists don’t share 
profit with the working class. Capitalists 
conceal profit from the working class. 
That’s not opinion, it’s arithmetic. The 
scaffold that erects capital, profit-shar-
ing, is a ruse as old as Methuselah.

Companies likewise sign confidenti-
ality agreements, but they don’t take 

the gag order seriously. Instead, they 
take the liberty of advertising their 
positions in the press, aggrandizing 
potential investments and advising 
that concessions save jobs. The old saw 
about job creators and concessions has 
worn the blade of its contention as raw 
as an old dog bone in an empty dish.

During the UAW’s bargaining con-
vention last March, GM and Ford 
expressed interest in a third-tier wage. 
Some analysts think this is merely a 
pencil pusher’s version of saber-rattling.

Too many talking heads think his-
tory is Twitter. They have the memory 
and sound bites of mocking birds. 
They repeat whatever they are told, 
repeatedly, until you pound your head 
on the cement just to stop the bloody 
torment of repetition. Physical pain is a 
reprieve from mental torture. For a 
moment, you forget you are working 
for less than the cost of living, the cost 
of being human.

If you want to predict the future, ignore 
the chatter. Examine the UAW’s history of 
concession bargaining. Then, look for a 
similar pattern in the present tense.

In the 1990s, Ford outsourced jobs 
to Johnson Controls. In 1997, the 
UAW, with the complicity of Ford 
(which “was quick to point to its rela-
tionship with the union when it 
announced it would not take scab parts 
from Johnson Controls,”) organized 
the outsourced jobs at lower wages 

than Ford paid for the same work. 
Then, UAW President Steve Yokich, 
“grinning like a Cheshire cat,” claimed 
an organizing victory.

Company union partners called this 
contract “win-win.” Workers called it 
shenanigans.

GM and Daimler Chrysler helped 
UAW President Ron Gettelfinger claim 
a similar organizing victory at Johnson 
Controls in 2002. The outsourcing and 
organizing of jobs from Big Three auto-
makers at lower wages became a pat-
tern for the UAW. It helped the union 
avoid the embarrassment of negotiat-
ing two-tier wage agreements, but gave 
their company partners a cost savings.

As the outsource-and-organize tac-
tic ran its course, the UAW agreed to 
spin off Delphi from GM and Visteon 
from Ford—a new set-up for a new 
step-down.

The two-tier cavalcade turned into a 
turkey parade which culminated in 
2007, when the Big Three won second-
tier wages for new hires and made a 
forward lateral pass of retiree health 
care to UAW officers, via a voluntary 
employee beneficiary association 
(VEBA)—a trust for healthcare bene-
fits that retirees never trusted, for good 
reason. Historically, every VEBA the 
UAW negotiated failed.

Larry Solomon, who worked at 
Caterpillar for 34 years, warned UAW 
members about this scam:

“In the past, VEBAs proved cost-
ly to UAW workers. The union set 
one up with Detroit Diesel in 1993 
that cost company retirees dearly 
when funds in it ran out in 2004. It 
happened again to Caterpillar retir-
ees in 2005 who’ll see their out-of-
pocket costs triple by 2010, and the 
sky’s the limit after that...

“The UAW better be very careful 
about this voluntary employees ben-
eficiary association that GM is push-

There’s Plenty of Pie, but Who Holds the Knife?
By Gregg Shotwell

Capitalists don’t 
share profit with the 

working class. 
Capitalists conceal 

profit from the 
working class.
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ing. For years, we were told by 
Caterpillar that we were getting an 
invisible paycheck in the form of 
free healthcare for the rest of our 
lives. Then, just as I was retiring in 
1998, they put a VEBA in place. The 
fund ran out in 2004. So now, me 
and the wife, are paying $200 a 
month for coverage in addition to 
all kinds of out-of-pocket expenses 
we were never supposed to deal 
with—and those expenses are likely 
to rise. Other members of the union 
have begun a lawsuit.”

After the spin-offs came bankruptcy 
at GM and Chrysler, a business plan 
that company union partners banked 
on to cement wage regression, end 
COLA and implement profit-sharing 
that substitutes company loyalty for 
solidarity.

The seeds were planted long ago, 
but the transition from the UAW as a 
social movement union into the UAW 
as a corporate union was finalized in 
2009.

Fast-forward five years: In 
September 2014, the UAW promoted 
the contract at Lear in Hammond, 
Indiana, as the end of two-tier.

It was a pinch of truth and a pound 
of bullshit. One-hundred-and-twenty 
workers from the Lear plant were out-
sourced and reorganized at wages 
below the new standard. The UAW-
Lear contract was hailed as a solution 
for two-tier and an organizing victory. 
How is it that the new song and story 
always sounds remotely familiar?

This year, the new UAW President 
Dennis Williams echoes the member-
ship’s demand to end two-tier, but the 
historical pattern in UAW bargaining 
signals bait and switch, not equality. 
The play of words between two parties 
whose goal is the same—competition 
between workers and cooperation with 
bosses—should not be taken at face 
value.

Breweries insinuate beer drinking is 
a sport that attracts pretty girls to 
couch-potatoes. Beer makers and the 

NFL have the same goal: keep couch-
potato eyes in the dark and fleece them 
pink and bald as new shorn sheep.

If we believe the sloganeering of 
International UAW officers, we may 
fall victim to the same bait-and-switch 
we did in the past. The trend in UAW 
contracts is increasingly selective and 
divisive rather than collective. The 
implementation of multiple wage tiers, 
temporary, flex and contract workers 
not only shatters the foundation of 
union culture, it discourages organiz-
ing. Who wants to join a union that 
divides rather than unites workers?

UAW bureaucrats are interested in 
their own comfort. For example, 
VEBA, a medical benefit trust for UAW 
retirees, is a boon to nepotism. The 
VEBA was negotiated at a loss for retir-
ees. The VEBA couldn’t possibly fulfill 
the promise, but it ensured an abun-
dance of desk jobs for friends and fam-
ily. On top of that, it wasn’t legal.

A union cannot legally represent 
retirees because retirees don’t work, 
don’t pay dues and don’t vote on con-
tracts. In order to justify this illegal 
action, the UAW set up two retired 
members as stalking horses to file a 
lawsuit against GM. The lawsuit was 
not a legitimate lawsuit because there 
was no conflict. Both parties—GM and 
the UAW—had already agreed on a 
settlement. They simply needed the 
court to recognize the UAW as a legal 
representative of the retirees. Two 
naïve retirees were pimped as stalking 
horses.

If figures lie and liars figure, what’s 
a Gettelfinger? The answer begs the 
question: Who represents workers? 
The choices are preconfigured, like 
elections in a one party democracy.

So where do we go from here? What 
do we learn from history?

UAW members must take the lead if 
we want to overcome that giant suck-
ing sound coming out of Solidarity 
House, the headquarters of UAW lead-
ership. Don’t confuse pledges, prom-

ises and slogans with direct action and 
collective bargaining.

Workers are on the front line of the 
profit-and-loss struggle. Not because 
labor is a major cost factor, but because 
labor is a primary creator of value. We 
can make it, and we can break it. The 
solution isn’t pie in the sky, we only 
need to recognize what we hold in our 
hands: the presence of our future.

At the GM plant in Wentzville, 
Missouri, 41 workers refused, with the 
backing of local union officers, to fol-
low management’s orders to work out-
side their job description. The workers 
stood up for their contractual rights, 
and management fired them.

Back in the day, there wouldn’t have 
been any discussion when 41 workers 
were fired. Production would have 
slowed to a gut-shot crawl. One car less 
for each worker fired. The code, “41 for 
41,” would have spread like a virus, 
infecting every twist and turn, lift and 
tote, down the line. As word spread, 
other plants would have rallied the job 
action with rival slowdowns. Who’s the 
best at doing less?

We need to know where we came 
from, and how we arrived in the posi-
tion we are now, if we want to deter-
mine our own direction and goals. My 
prescription isn’t mysticism, it’s more 
like deer hunting with a bow and 
arrow: study, aim, fire.

The word sabotage was first used 
officially by French labor organizations 
in 1897. The French word sabot means 
wooden shoe. The term sabotage origi-
nates from the French expression 
“Travailler a coups de sabots,” meaning 
“to work as one wearing wooden 
shoes”—that is, slow and clumsy. In 
the 1915 pamphlet, “Sabotage,” found 
in Rebel Voices: An IWW Anthology, 
Elizabeth Gurley Flynn wrote, 
“Sabotage is not physical violence; sab-
otage is an internal industrial process.”

Work to rule, “an internal industrial 
process,” is a slowdown based on com-
pliance with management’s rules and 
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withdrawal of workers’ knowledge and 
expertise. Since bosses are the ones 
who get paid for superior intelligence, 
let them figure out how to fix every 
problem. Work safe and make quality, 
not quantity, the top priority.

In his forthcoming book about the 
rise and fall of Buick City based on his 
dissertation, UAW Incorporated: The 
Triumph of Capital, Tom Adams relates 
a story about solidarity and direct action:

“I started at the Buick foundry in 
Flint in 1976. I was a kid, just 19. I 
didn’t know anything. Flint foundry 
workers were the roughest group of 
folks I ever met, but they were also 
the most solidarity-driven people I 
would ever know. I learned a lot.

“One steamy summer afternoon, 
Lyle, the substitute foreman, dis-
patched me and another apprentice 
on a ‘search-and-rescue mission’ of a 
disabled fork truck at the north end 
of the foundry. At the scene of the 
accident, hydraulic fluid was all over 
the floor. The steel uprights and 
forks were laying 40 feet away from 
rest of the vehicle. The severed halves 
of the tilt-cylinders and torn hydrau-
lic hoses bled fluid from the truck’s 
troubled corpse. It looked like it had 
hit a land mine. One of the nearby 
machine operators slipped over to 
deliver a message the millwrights left 
behind. ‘If there are any questions, 
we’ll be at the White Eagle.’

“The White Eagle was a popular 
watering hole on the fringe of the 
Buick complex. That’s where we 
found the millwrights and a couple 
of cold beers. When we returned to 
the truck shop, the boss was waiting 
for us. Lyle was one of those supervi-
sors who took every opportunity to 
assert his authority. He lectured us 
and then declared, ‘You’re on notice.’

“A written reprimand could end 
the skilled trades career of an 
apprentice. Lyle was the stand-in for 
the regular foreman who was on 
vacation. Lyle had recently been 
promoted from the shop floor to 
foreman and was anxious to prove 
himself. Lyle was resented by the 

production workers as a suck-ass 
who would do anything to get on 
supervision. Skilled trades especially 
loathed him. They felt Lyle didn’t 
know squat about skilled trades, and 
being placed under his supervision 
was an insult. Those three words, 
‘You’re on notice,’ set off a cascade 
of events that brought the pouring 
lines to a halt. When the pouring of 
hot steel stops, it means thousands 
of dollars down the drain. It’s like 
stopping an assembly line. School 
was open, and the lessons were 
about to begin.

“To the untrained eye, everything 
appeared to be functioning normally 
in truck repair. Everyone in the 
repair bays was busy disassembling 
trucks, but no trucks were reassem-
bled. The more urgent problem was 
in the battery shop. When a truck 
driver came in for a fresh battery, the 
‘battery man’ installed a barely 
charged battery, which soon died. 
Within an hour, there more than a 
dozen trucks were waiting in line for 
fresh batteries. Less fortunate fork 
trucks stalled on the plant floor and 
had to be pushed back manually. 
Within two hours, the iron pouring 
lines shut down. Foundry operations 
ground to a halt. That’s when the 
plant superintendent appeared in the 
truck shop, accompanied by a dozen 
irate foremen.

“White shirts were everywhere. I 
didn’t know what was happening. A 
heated debate ensued. After a few 
minutes of shouting, arm-waving and 
finger-pointing, a red-faced Lyle 
stalked over to me and the other 
apprentice. ‘You’re off notice,’ he 
shouted. He left the truck shop and 
wasn’t seen again. Within a half-hour, 
the trucks were running and foundry 
operations returned to normal.” 

Power respects power, not punks. 
As long as production is maintained at 
maximum levels, 41 workers in 
Missouri will hang in the shadows of 
the gallows.

When the bosses fired 41 workers, 
they committed sabotage by their own 
definition, not ours. They committed a 

deliberately destructive act designed to 
cover up their own incompetence and 
malevolence.

When faulty ignitions and air bag 
malfunctions are covered up resulting 
in lost lives, when information is con-
cealed or is intentionally misleading, 
management is guilty of sabotage 
under the terms of their own malicious 
definition. When multinational corpo-
rations claim bankruptcy in the United 
States and protect their foreign opera-
tions from liability, they commit a 
premeditated, lethal act of sabotage 
which is not “an internal industrial 
process,” intended to leverage negotia-
tions, but rather a deliberate exploita-
tion of innocent civilians—sharehold-
ers, consumers and both salary and 
hourly workers.

Corporations routinely commit the 
most heinous acts of premeditated sab-
otage. Corporations don’t slow down, 
they kill for profit.

Labor Notes lauded the grievance 
settlement in Wentzville as a victory 
for solidarity, but noted, “All 41 were 
brought back to work, kept their spe-
cific jobs, and were put on 18 months’ 
probation. No back pay was awarded 
up front, though the union says it will 
continue to seek it.”

It’s always good to see workers rein-
stated, but the settlement was hardly a 
victory. Without back pay, each worker 
was essentially fined about $2,000 (lost 
pay), despite the fact that manage-
ment, not workers, violated the con-
tract. As part of the grievance resolu-
tion, break time was cut. Previously, 
workers got two 20-minute breaks and 
an unpaid 30-minute lunch. Now they 
get a 16-minute break, a 24-minute 
break and the unpaid lunch comes 
after work.

A “straight eight” used to mean 
workers got paid for a 30-minute lunch. 
Now they have to eat on the job. Instead 
of resolving the dispute with direct soli-
darity actions, the UAW negotiated for 
each individual worker of the “41” to 
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return to work with a target on their 
back for the next 18 months, and helped 
the company intensify labor, regardless 
of basic human needs for relaxation 
and nourishment. The UAW’s appar-
ent goal was to help the company gain 
speed-up.

Management wants workers to 
comply with the grievance procedure 
because it works to the company’s ben-
efit. It moves the dispute off the floor, 
where production/profit happens, and 
into the backroom, where workers 
have no influence. Union officials want 
workers to comply with the grievance 
procedure because it reinforces the 
power and prestige of union officers.

Workers’ power is not in the back-
room or in the grievance procedure. 
Workers’ power is labor, which can 
ratchet the faucet of profit to a trickle 
when bargaining leverage is in demand.

If you don’t know where you’ve 
come from, it is damned difficult to 
understand where you are, or where 
you are headed. Both the target and the 
means of hitting the target are obscure, 
if not invisible. History is not academic, 
it’s no more complicated than knowing 
how to get home from school by your-
self. You simply have to put your dumb 
phone down and pay attention.

In 1979, Stan Weir wrote:

“Most auto workers today reject 
the international leadership of their 
union...Fraser and his staff, like 
those of the UAW presidents before 
him, are experts at outmaneuvering 
and coercing the ranks into accept-
ing contracts they don’t want, con-
tracts in which ‘packages’ are substi-
tuted for improved working condi-
tions. In short, the leadership has 
become the seller of bribes.” 
(Singlejack Solidarity, page 319) 

When Owen Bieber was president 
of the UAW, Weir wrote:

“At the UAW’s 1985 GM Council 
meeting in St. Louis, 23 locals net-
worked on the spot and demanded a 
national strike vote on the basis of 

five demands...The delegates went 
home believing that the strike vote 
would be called and that they won 
an important victory. But in the end, 
the delegates lost because they still 
believed that their leadership was 
democratic enough to carry out a 
democratic decision it opposed. The 
officials of UAW Solidarity House 
did just the opposite of the instruc-
tion: they placed the original 
Fremont GM local under trustee-
ship, seized all of its assets and acted 
as its official mortician.” (Singlejack 
Solidarity, page 331) 

In 1990, former UAW International 
Executive Board member Jerry Tucker 
told the Multinational Monitor in an 
interview:

“The New Directions Movement is 
an outgrowth of the failure of the 
International UAW to respond to 
needs of our union membership. It 
has grown dramatically as a result of 
what many people perceive as a lack of 
internal democracy and accountability 
to the membership and a straying 
away from the principle of solidarity 
as a mechanism for union behavior...” 

The International UAW has no 
intention of liberating and empower-
ing the rank and file. The International 
UAW wants workers to knuckle under 
and accept the yoke of competition 
between workers and cooperation with 
bosses—the antithesis of solidarity 
unionism.

According to the Center for 
Automotive Research, “Since 2009 in 
the U.S., management compensation 
has grown about 50 percent faster than 
union workers’ income. In the U.S. 
auto industry, real wages have declined 
24 percent since 2003.”

There’s plenty of pie. The solution 
lies in the hands of those who wield the 
pie slicer. Workers denied a share in 
the VEBA deserve more, not less, than 
top-tier workers.

This year, the UAW will learn that 
private healthcare, rather than the fight 
for universal healthcare, was the biggest 

failure of the labor movement. In regards 
to healthcare, Jerry Tucker, the pariah 
and the prophet of the UAW, said it 
long ago, “Fight for all or lose it all.”

I am none too swift on social media, 
but I got eyes, man, and I know the 
backstory like the long road home. If 
workers wait for the backroom deal, 
every hand they’re dealt will come 
from the bottom of the deck. Workers’ 
power isn’t defined by law or contract. 
Workers’ power is defined by struggle. 
We can only win what we are willing to 
fight for.

Gregg Shotwell, a retired autoworker 
and author of Autoworkers Under the 
Gun: Live Bait & Ammo, examines 
what’s at stake in a new round of con-
tract negotiations.

—Socialist Worker, August 12, 2015

h t t p : / / s o c i a l i s t w o r k e r .
org/2015/08/12/plenty-of-pie-but-who-
holds-the-knife

brutal and bureaucratic, Stalinist corruption of 
“communism” by the Soviet Union and China 
and the term “communism” as defined by 
Marx, Engels, Lenin, and Trotsky—a true work-
ers’ political, social and economic democracy. 
See The Manifesto of the Communist Party by 
Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Socialist View-
point, Vol. 2, No. 4. —Socialist Viewpoint

http://www.socialistviewpoint.org/april_02/
april_02_21.html

Continued from page 5

Gregg Shotwell
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When journalists report on a 
story—providing that they embrace a 
pseudo-neutral AP-style—they are not 
supposed to get emotionally involved 
with their subjects. The unreachable 
goal is to provide readers, listeners or 
viewers with copies or segments that 
appear to be objective, impartial and 
loaded with facts and data. This is of 
course never the case, because main-
stream media journalists always serve a 
few masters. Therefore, elements of 
truth are tailored to serve specific agen-
das. Despite this, when a big story hap-
pens, like Katrina’s wrecking of New 
Orleans, Louisiana (NOLA) in late 
August 2005, the pseudo-clinical AP 
neutrality is thrown out the window, 
and the occasion becomes emotional, 
especially for the star journalists of the 
mainstream media. Cold clinical analy-
ses do not sell copy or get high TV rat-
ing; emotion and personal stories do.

For me, Katrina’s arrival to the 
Crescent City was always personal. I 
used to own a place in New Orleans: a 
beautiful Victorian house uptown. 
When Katrina arrived and wrecked the 
town, I was in Canada doing location 
scouting for a film. Regardless, before 
the hurricane hit, I managed to keep a 
constant eye on the coming landfall 
and focused my effort into moving my 
tenants out of town and getting a good 
friend to put plywood on all the win-
dows and doors. I got my people evac-
uated, and once this was done, I made 
travel arrangements to New Orleans. 
Despite the lock down of the town that 
had been ordered by the governor of 
Louisiana, I managed to get in, and I 
arrived on September 4, 2005.

While worldwide audiences were 
glued to their TV screens watching wall-
to-wall coverage, at times honest and 
accurate and at other times tall tales 

made up by the likes of Brian Williams, 
I first made my way through Katrina’s 
war zone to check on my house and on 
some friends who had decided to ride 
the storm. To my surprise, the house 
was spared any significant damage. My 
new goal became to document the event 
as accurately as I could.

For more than a week, I drove 
everywhere: midtown, uptown, the 
Garden District and, of course, the 
areas that had taken the biggest blow, 
such as the Lower 9th Ward and 
Lakeshore. The surreality of the level of 
destruction did not even come close to 
the inept and borderline criminal inac-
tion of local, state and federal govern-
ments. New Orleans’ rich left town two 
or three days before the hurricane hit, 
whereas the poor were left behind to 
fend for themselves. The number-one 
priority for officials quickly became 
security: protecting their assets and 
properties of their rich friends.

Along with the mercenaries of 
Blackwater—the Praetorian Guard of 
the Bush administration—the 
Louisiana National Guard was 
deployed. In early September 2005, 
most people carried guns in New 
Orleans to protect their properties 
from looting. The poor, in majority 
African-Americans, received very little 
help and were rightly mad. Most stor-
eowners became vigilantes armed to 
the teeth. Looting took place, but not 
at all to the extreme depicted by the 
mainstream media to drum up fear 
and paranoia.

For about ten days, New Orleans 
post-Katrina was a story of complete 
government failure at all levels. The 
world realized that, right under a 
veneer of power projected by the 
empire, there was a hidden third-world 
country with deep racial divisions and 

astonishing inequality. More than 
1,600 people died in the aftermath of 
Katrina, and almost all of them were 
poor and Black.

Up until 2008, I came back every 
year, not only to take care of my house, 
but also mainly to compile what has 
become my photographic story: the 
progress report of NOLA post Katrina. 
In three years, beside some punctual 
initiatives from non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs) and celebrity-
driven efforts that turned out to be 
largely self-promotions, nothing really 
happened. The brutality of the storm 
became a slow death by decay. More 
than 100,000 people left NOLA with 
nothing and were scattered to the wind. 
They became the internal refugees of 
disaster capitalism. Within a year, the 
nice parts of town were fixed, while 
areas like the Lower 9th Ward became 
no-man’s land urban jungles. The veg-
etation took over the abandoned struc-
tures, creating a surreal landscape of 
rot and decay.

New Orleans is not alone in this 
disaster capitalism scheme. In 2010, 
our esteemed colleague Dady Chery 
started to write about the tragedy of 
her island, Haiti, after the earthquake. 
Once upon a time, the business model 
of this empire was to rebuild after 
either a man-made or a natural disas-
ter. The Marshall Plan rebuilt Germany 
after World War II, and a similar pro-
gram, headed by General McArthur 
was tailored to Japan.

The empire of disaster capitalism 
came up with a new business plan for 
the world: after the destruction, noth-
ing really gets rebuilt. Haitians are still 
waiting for Godot and wondering who 
stole the money given to them by the 
international community. Godot has 
not visited Detroit, Michigan either. 

‘Waiting for Godot’
New Orleans a decade after Katrina courtesy of disaster capitalism

By Gilbert Mercier 
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Godot will certainly not pay a visit to 
the ruins of Iraq and Syria, courtesy of 
disaster capitalism’s empire of chaos. 
What will it take for the countless vic-
tims of the managers of disaster-for-
profit to come out of their lethargy? 
What will it take for them to emerge 
from their semi-comatose state engi-
neered by the mainstream media on 
the payroll of disaster capitalism? Will 
it be a hurricane bigger than Katrina 
sweeping through the Gulf of Mexico 
and destroying the bulk of the oilrigs? 
Will it take the destruction of another 
country following the model of 
Afghanistan, Iraq and Syria? Godot or 
a providential man will not come. 
People worldwide must understand 
that we have already entered a stage of 
general systemic failure, and that it is 
time for action, not for a change of 
window dressing. Godot will not come; 
it is time for people of the Earth to grab 
their destiny by the scruff of the neck. 
Time for drastic and concerted action.

—Counterpunch, August 18, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2015/08/18/new-orleans-a-decade-
after-katrina-waiting-for-godot-courte-
sy-of-disaster-capitalism/

It is painfully evident from the video 
of last week’s meeting between a 
#BlackLivesMatter delegation and 
Democratic presidential candidate 
Hillary Clinton that the organization is 
philosophically incapable of making 
demands on the political representa-
tives of the rulers of the United States. 
#BLM’s leadership is either confused as 
to the nature of political demands, or 
has decided to reject the most funda-
mental lessons of mass movement pol-
itics—indeed, of human social dynam-
ics. Political movements are defined by 
their core demands. The video of 
#BLM’s closed-door encounter with 
Clinton in New Hampshire, August 
11—after the five activists had been 
prevented from attending and, pre-
sumably, disrupting her campaign 
event—should become a staple for 
future political education classes on 
what happens when would-be move-
ment operatives enter the lion’s den 
unarmed with political demands: they 
are humiliated and eaten alive.

#Black Lives Matter does post a list 
of “National Demands“ on its website, 
including “that the federal government 
discontinue its supply of military 
weaponry and equipment to local law 
enforcement,” and that the U.S. Justice 
Department “release the names of all 
officers involved in killing Black people 
within the last five years.” Mixed in 
with these demands are pledges to 
“seek justice for Michael Brown’s fam-
ily,” to develop a network “aimed at 
redressing the systemic pattern of anti-
Black law enforcement violence in the 
U.S.,” and to “advocate” for a decrease 
in federal spending on law enforce-
ment, accompanied by an increase in 
social funding.

The co-mingling of demands and 
lists of future projects is, itself, indica-
tive of lack of clarity on what consti-

tutes a demand. However, it is clear 
that the organization’s campaign to 
disrupt presidential candidates involves 
only one demand: that representatives 
of the corporate electoral duopoly 
“acknowledge whether they believe 
that Black lives matter,” in the words of 
#BLM co-founder Alicia Garza, who 
interviewed on MSNBC on the same 
day as the New Hampshire debacle.

The main aim of #BLM, besides the 
huge airplay generated by the confron-
tations, is to elicit the candidates’ own 
proposals for changes in the criminal 
justice system. Julius Jones, founder of 
the Worcester, Massachusetts, chapter 
of #BLM and Clinton’s main interlocu-
tor at the New Hampshire encounter, 
told The Daily Beast:

“Each one [of the candidates] is 
being made to offer their racial analysis 
in the United States. We require that 
they have an understanding so to that 
list we need to strongly add analysis 
because we live in a pluralistic society.”

In the logic of #BLM leaders, solici-
tation of reformist proposals from can-
didates of the two oligarchic parties 
constitutes a kind of demand. The 
group doesn’t even require that candi-
dates endorse #BLM’s own posted, 
reformist demands, such as decreasing 
spending on police or releasing the 
names of killer cops. Instead, the can-
didates are “made to offer their racial 
analysis” and to produce proposals 
tailored by the candidate’s own staffs.

The strategy—if one could dignify it 
as such—is inherently impotent, which 
is why corporate lawyer and war crimi-
nal Hillary Clinton found it so easy to 
reduce Jones and his colleagues to school 
children at an elementary civics class.

Although millions of people have 
already seen the video, it is important 
to carefully examine the exchange 

Black Community Control of Police
BlackLivesMatter performs a self-humiliation at Hillary Clinton’s hands

By Glen Ford
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between Clinton and Julius Jones, since 
the meeting marks a crucial point in 
the trajectory of both #BLM and of the 
larger movement to which Alicia Garza 
and her colleagues contributed a name. 
The contradictions of #BLM’s strategy 
will have profound impact—at least in 
the near term—on the future of the 
struggle against state oppression of 
Black people in the U.S. We need to 
learn from this disaster.

After about two minutes of ram-
bling by Jones on how “mass incarcera-
tion just doesn’t work” and “you 
[Clinton] have been in a certain way 
partially responsible, more than most,” 
punctuated by “uh hums” and nods 
from Clinton, Jones gets to the point.

Jones: “Now that you understand 
the consequences, what in your heart 
has changed that’s gonna change the 
direction of this country? And what in 
you, like, not your platform, not what 
you’re supposed to say, like, how do 
you really feel that’s different than you 
did before? Like, what were the mis-
takes, and how can those mistakes that 
you made be lessons for all of America, 
for a moment of reflection on how we 
treat Black people in this country?”

Clinton, as requested, engages in 
meaningless “reflection” for a while, 
then launches into The Lecture:

“...in politics, [if] you can’t explain it 
and you can’t sell it, it stays on the shelf. 
And, this is now a time—a moment—
just like the civil rights movement, or 
the women’s movement, or the gay 
rights movement or a lot of other 
movements reached at a point in time 
[when] the people behind that con-
sciousness-raising and advocacy, they 
had a plan ready to go. So that, when 
you turn to, you know, the women’s 
movement—we wanna pass this and 
we wanna pass that, and we wanna do 
this—the problems are not all taken 
care of, we know that. Obviously, I 
know more about the civil rights move-
ment in the old days because I had a lot 
of involvement in working with people. 

So, they had a plan—this piece of legis-
lation, this court case—same with the 
gay rights movement...

“So, all I’m saying is, your analysis is 
totally fair, it’s historically fair, psycho-
logically fair, it’s economically fair. 
But, you’re gonna have to come togeth-
er as a movement and say, here’s what 
we want done about it. Because you 
can get lip service from as many white 
people as you can pack into Yankee 
Stadium....”

Clinton is belittling #BLM for step-
ping into the arena without a set of 
demands. She compares them unfavor-
ably to historical social movements, 
and succeeds in pulling rank, or senior-
ity, over the young activists in the 
Black arena, implicitly citing her inter-
action with past Black movement lead-
ers. Clinton would welcome a list of 
demands from #BLM, because she 
knows they would be well within the 
realm of bourgeois reform, and emi-
nently negotiable. Most importantly, 
as a lawyer and cutthroat politician, 
she is acutely aware that the young 
activists have been trapped by their 
own practice. They have asked for 
nothing, and she has given them her 
time, advice, and a civics lesson.

Jones tries to gain the initiative, but 
succeeds only in giving Clinton further 
opportunity to rule the room.

Jones: “What you just said was a 
form of victim-blaming. Your were 
saying that what the Black Lives Matter 
movement needs to do to change white 
hearts...

Clinton: [interrupting] “Look, I 
don’t believe you change hearts. [She 
steps closer to Jones, her finger stab-
bing the air.] I believe you change laws, 
you change allocation of resources, you 
change the way systems operate....”

In the absence of real demands by 
#BLM (or any evidence of a developed 
worldview,) Clinton assumes the role of 
methodical agent of change. #BLM 
appears to be just another Democratic 
constituency group—and a rather unfo-

cussed one, at that. We see no evidence 
of Black movement politics, or compe-
tent politics of any kind. When Clinton 
practically begs them to propose some-
thing, the delegation fails to put forward 
their own reform proposals.

The fiasco can’t be blamed on Julius 
Jones; he was following the leadership’s 
policy. On MSNBC’s Rachel Maddow 
show, #BLM co-founder Alicia Garza 
declared that “Black Lives Matter as a 
network and as a growing movement 
across the world is at a turning point.” 
Their goal is “to make sure that our 
communities are safe, to have the 
things that we need, and we are here to 
make sure that anti-Black racism is 
eliminated, once and for all.”

The MSNBC host asks what #BLM 
wants presidential candidates to do.

“First and foremost,” said Garza, 
“acknowledge whether they believe that 
Black lives matter. And we’ve seen 
almost all of the major candidates, at 
least on the Democratic side, saying as 
much. But, the reality is, we have to go a 
lot farther.  We didn’t just want to hear 
fancy slogans. We want to know what 
will you do to ensure that Black lives 
matter? What are you willing to risk? 
What are you willing to implement? 
And what are you willing to change to 
ensure that no longer will we live in a 
country where every 28 hours a Black 
person is murdered by police, vigilantes 
or security guards, according to the 
Malcolm X Grassroots Movement.”

From the lips of the founder, #BLM 
is most interested in hearing candi-
dates say the magic words “Black lives 
matter,” after which it solicits policy 
proposals from the various campaigns. 
That’s it. No demands. The host wants 
clarification.

“Is it incumbent,” she asks, “on 
those candidates and leaders to answer 
those questions, as you put it, or is this 
ultimately a model that will have 
explicit demands, in the same way that 
groups like the NRA or AIPAC are 
scoring votes and making explicit 
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demands? We saw some organizers in 
certain states say one of the demands 
would be independent investigations 
of police brutality rather than having 
local DAs do it themselves.”

Garza blows off the question of 
demands, thus demonstrating that 
even the mild “National Demands” 
posted on the group’s web site count 
for little in the organization.

“I think that what is important to be 
mindful of,” she said, “is that there have 
been demands for a long time now, and 
it’s just now that some folks are turning 
their attention to asking, well, what are 
the policies solutions, what are the 
policy implementations that we’re 
going to be needing, here. And I think 
what we need to be mindful of is that 
both requires [that] the candidates are 
proactive in thinking about what is it 
that they plan to move, in the same way 
that they give us the package of issues 
that they’re going to be working on 
when they take office. This issue needs 
to be one of them, and they need to be 
putting forward practical proposals.”

Instead of making demands, #BLM 
wants to pick up packages of proposals 
from the various presidential candi-
dates. For what purpose? Garza didn’t 
answer the question. Endorsement or 
“scoring,” as the MSNBC host suggest-
ed, are logical uses, but I personally 
don’t believe #BLM had any firm plans 
at all for the candidates’ proposals. It’s 
all about the cameras. But, again, the 
logic of the process they have set in 
motion requires them to become part of 
the two-party elections game —ready or 
not. The Clinton encounter tells us 
#BLM is not ready—and, maybe that’s 
best, since their current path leads inev-
itably to collaboration and cooptation.

Garza was interrupted by the 
MSNBC host:

“What do you say to the criticism or 
concern that shutting down a candi-
date’s event or disrupting a Bernie 
Sanders event is not politically effective?”

She responded:

“Well, what I would say is that power 
concedes nothing without a demand; it 
never has and it never will. And so it is 
important that we push to ensure that 
our issues are at the forefront. Certainly, 
had we not been disrupting, had we not 
been pushing, had we not accepted 
business as usual, we wouldn’t be hav-
ing this conversation now.”

Garza can quote Frederick Douglass, 
but she doesn’t seem to understand a 
word he said.

Lots of folks in #BlackLivesMatter 
identify themselves as revolutionaries. 
Nearly all of them claim to want radical 
social transformation, an end to capital-
ism. People that are steeped in the Black 
radical tradition understand that pri-
mary demands are those that distill the 
true aspirations of the people; they are 
formulated to galvanize the people, not 
for endorsement by those in power, 
who would be overthrown if the 
demands were actualized. Radicals also 
understand that there is a place for 
reformist demands, which are crafted to 

enhance the people’s power relative to 
the rulers, and to alleviate the people’s 
pain. But #BLM has eschewed both 
reformist and radical demands in its 
current campaign, revealing a loud but 
empty politics. We wish it were not so.

The Black Is Back Coalition for Social 
Justice, Peace and Reparations has put 
forward a demand in the Black radical 
tradition that it believes embodies the 
logic of the current, incipient move-
ment: Black Community Control of the 
Police. The Coalition, which holds its 
national conference in Philadelphia, 
August 22 and 23, is not submitting this 
demand to the rulers of the United 
States, or to any of their candidates for 
president; it is up to the people how to 
achieve their liberation from the mur-
derous machinery of the State.

Self-determination is not a demand; 
it is a right. Black people have the right 
to control the security apparatus in 
their communities. To demand that 
this occur, is righteous.

—Black Agenda Report, August 19, 
2015

http://Blackagendareport .com/
Blacklivesmatter_humiliated_by_
Clinton
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A year after the police murder of 
Michael Brown, in Ferguson, Missouri, 
an incipient mass movement struggles 
to congeal and define itself. The emer-
gent movement is rooted in resistance to 
systemic state violence and repression in 
Black America, yet its trajectory wobbles 
under the push and pull of the contend-
ing forces that have been set in motion, 
and is further distorted by relentless 
pressures from a power structure that 
pursues simultaneous strategies of both 
cooptation and annihilation.

Physical annihilation is a constant 
threat to the “street” component of the 
movement, such as the young people of 
Ferguson whose defiance of the armed 
occupation inspired a national mobili-
zation, and whose urban guerilla lan-
guage resonates in all the inner cities of 
the nation. They are the cohort whose 
social existence has been shaped and 
defined by a mass Black incarceration 
regime inaugurated two generations 
ago as the national response to the 
Black movements of the Sixties. The 
clearly visible fact that many of the cops 
that occupied Ferguson during this 
week’s anniversary of Michael Brown’s 
murder were physically afraid—and 
that the “street” brothers and sisters 
were demonstrably not—is all the proof 
we need that Black youth in what we 
used to call the “ghetto” remain eager 
to confront their tormentors.

Physical annihilation, or a lifetime 
of social death through imprisonment, 
is also only a presidential executive 
order away for the “above ground” 
activists of the movement, whose com-
ings, goings and communications are 
carefully tracked by the First Black 
President’s secret police, as reported by 
Intercept. The various components of 
what is collectively called the Black 
Lives Matter movement are on the 
domestic enemies list of Homeland 

Security, overseen by Jeh Johnson, a 
Black man, and the FBI, under the 
overall direction of Attorney General 
Loretta Lynch, a Black woman.

Lynch, like her predecessor, Eric 
Holder, believes her race entitles her to 
play both Lord High Prosecutor and 
Black role model. Thus, as a Black 
“elder” and “credit to her race,” Lynch 
purports to have the moral authority to 
define what the movement should be 
doing to commemorate Michael 
Brown’s murder. “The weekend’s 
events were peaceful and promoted a 

message of reconciliation and healing,” 
she said—as if people should reconcile 
themselves to a system that kills a Black 
person roughly every day, has resulted 
in one out of every eight prison inmates 
in the world being an African American; 
a system that cannot possibly be healed. 
“But incidents of violence, such as we 
saw last night,” Lynch warns, switching 
to her Lord High Prosecutor persona, 

“are contrary to both that message, 
along with everything [we] have 
worked to achieve over the past year.”

What the Obama administration 
has spent the year trying to do, is co-
opt the same activists they are building 
dossiers on, in preparation for possible 
future detention. There are clear limits, 
however, to the enticements that can 
be offered by an administration that, 
like all Democratic and Republican 
governments in the United States for 
the past 45 years, is totally committed 
to maintenance of the Mass Black 
Incarceration regime—albeit with 
some tinkering at the margins.

The greatest asset of the movement 
cooptation project is the Democratic 
Party, itself, an institution that thor-
oughly dominates Black politics at 
every level of community life. Not only 
are Black elected officials overwhelm-
ingly Democrats, but virtually all of the 
established Black civic organizations—
the NAACP, the National Urban 
League, most politically active Black 
churches, fraternities and sororities—
act as annexes of the Democratic Party. 
Two generations after the disbanding 
of the Black grassroots movement and 
the independent politics that grew out 
of that movement, the Democratic 
Party permeates political discourse in 
Black America. And the Democratic 
Party is where progressive movements 
go to die.

If the emerging movement allows 
itself to be sucked into Democratic 
Party politics, it is doomed. Yet, the 
#BlackLivesMatter organization, a 
structured group with a highly visible 
leadership and chapters in 26 cities, is 
now circling the event-horizon of the 
Democratic Black Hole. To the extent 
that it, and other movement organiza-
tions, have gotten money from labor 

Black Lives Matter and the Democrats
How disruption can lead to collaboration 
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unions, they are accepting Democratic 
Party cash, since organized labor in the 
U.S. is also an extension of—and a cash 
cow to—the Democrats. Indeed, labor 
union money in a presidential election 
year is far more dangerous to the inde-
pendence of the movement than grants 
from outfits like the Ford Foundation. 
Labor wants measureable results for its 
dollars, and will make its money talk at 
the ballot box.

#BlackLivesMatter activists may 
convince themselves that they are con-
fronting the ruling class electoral duo-
poly by disrupting presidential candi-
dates’ speeches, but the tactic leads 
straight to cooptation. What is the 
purpose? If #BLM’s goal is to push the 
candidates to adopt better positions on 
criminal justice reform, what happens 
afterwards? The logic of the tactic leads 
to either a direct or indirect, implicit 
endorsement of the more responsive 
candidate(s). Otherwise, why should 
#BLM—or the candidates—go through 
the exercise?

Former Maryland governor and 
Baltimore mayor Martin OMalley, 
whose draconian street-sweeps result-
ed in the arrest of 750,000 people in 
one year—more than the total popula-
tion of the city—submitted a full-
blown criminal justice system proposal 
after being confronted by #BLM. Will 
it be graded? Is #BLM in the business of 
rating candidates? If so, then the group 
is inevitably acting as a Democratic 
Party lobby/constituency, and is wed-
ded to certain electoral outcomes. At 
that point, it ceases being an indepen-
dent movement, or an example of 
independent Black politics. It’s just 
another brand of Democrat.

If the goal is to pressure candidates to 
put forward “better” positions on crimi-
nal justice or other issues, then what 
#BLM is actually doing is nudging 
Democrats towards incremental reform. 
In the absence of radical #BLM demands, 
all that is left are the petty reform prom-
ises that can be squeezed out of 

Democrats. (None of this works with 
the Republican White Man’s Party.)

The #BLM tactic avoids formula-
tion and aggressive agitation of core 
movement demands. But, a movement 
is defined by its demands—which is 
one reason that the current mobiliza-
tion is best described as an “incipient” 
movement; a mobilization with great 
promise.

Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. 
denounced Democratic president and 
sometimes ally Lyndon Johnson over 
the Vietnam War, in 1967, and rejected 
even the appearance of collaboration 
with the ruling class duopoly. King 
understood that his job was to move 
masses of people towards their own 
empowerment, not to act as an interest 
group or lobby in the corridors of the 
system. (Malcolm X, and later, the 
Black Panther Party, would have pillo-
ried King if he had.) Half-a-century 
later, the Democratic Party is full of 
Black officials, but, in light of their per-
formance in office, this is more evi-
dence of defeat than victory. Two 
months before Michael Brown was 
murdered in Ferguson, 80 percent of 
the Congressional Black Caucus—four 
out of five full-voting members—sup-
ported continued Pentagon transfers 
of military weapons and gear to local 
police departments, including the 
Black congressman representing 
Ferguson, William “Lacy” Clay.

The Democratic Party, like its 
Republican duopoly cousin, is a crimi-
nal enterprise, polluting the politics of 
Black America. Any sustained Black 
movement must, of necessity, be in 
opposition to the Democratic Party and 
its civic society annexes. They are the 
enemies, within, the people who have 
facilitated the mass Black incarceration 
regime for two generations. “Lacy” Clay 
and his CBC colleagues have killed 
thousands of Michael Browns.

People’s core demands ring out in 
every demonstration. When Black pro-
testers shout, “Killer cops out of our 
neighborhood,” they aren’t referring to 
a couple of especially bad apples; 
they’re talking about the whole damn 
occupation army. That’s why the Black 
Is Back Coalition for Social Justice, 
Peace and Reparations, which holds its 
national conference in Philadelphia, 
August 22 and 23, believes “Black 
Community Control of the Police” is a 
righteous, self-determinationist 
demand. Other groups may feel strong-
ly about other demands, and that’s 
fine. Movements are lively places. But, 
a movement cannot congeal without 
core demands.

—Black Agenda Report, August 12, 
2015

http://blackagendareport.com/blm_
and_democrats_disruption_to_collabo-
ration
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President Obama last week took his 
criminal justice con game into the U.S. 
prison system, home to one out of 
eight incarcerated persons in the world. 
On any given day, about 80,000 inmates 
are held in solitary confinement, some 
of them for decades. Obama pro-
claimed that’s not a “smart” thing to 
do, and ordered his Justice Department 
to conduct a study of how to cut down 
on solitary confinement. If that means 
Obama’s going to pursue a “smart” 
criminal justice policy, in the same way 
that he wages “smart” wars, then not 
much will change in U.S. prisons.

The president waited until the sec-
ond half of his second term in office—
and the rise of an incipient mass pro-
test movement—before experiencing 
his epiphany on mass incarceration. 
So-called prison reform is now a thor-
oughly bipartisan affair. Republicans 
have harbored a strain of prison 
reformism ever since many of Richard 
Nixon’s men found themselves behind 

bars in the aftermath of Watergate, and 
even the rabidly reactionary Koch 
brothers are funding prison reform. 
The legislatures of at least 15 states 
have either passed, or are debating, 
ways to limit solitary confinement. 
And Supreme Court Justice Anthony 
Kennedy, a crucial swing vote on the 
high court, has all but invited prison 
reform groups to challenge solitary 
confinement on Constitutional 
grounds. So, although Obama is the 
first serving president to actually set 
foot in a prison, he is moving in politi-
cally safe territory.

However, don’t expect anything 
other than cynical theatricality and 
double-dealing from this president. 
When it comes to the criminal justice 
system, Obama is a consummate trick-
ster. This month, with great fanfare, he 
commuted the sentences of 46 nonvio-
lent drug offenders. Eight of them had 
been convicted for crack cocaine. But, 
two years ago, Obama’s Justice 

Department successfully argued against 
retroactive release of prisoners con-
victed under the infamous 100-to-1 
crack cocaine penalties. Because of 
Obama, 5,000 people, most of them 
Black, were left to languish in prison—
yet he is praised for letting just eight of 
them out, under presidential commu-
tation, two years later. Now, that is a 
champion con man.

The curtain’s about to close
If Obama had launched his reviews 

of solitary confinement and other U.S. 
criminal justice atrocities during his 
first term in office, then, theoretically, 
tens-of-thousands of inmates might 
have been spared millions of collective 
days and nights of isolation and psy-
chological torture. But, Obama will 
have less than a year left in office when 
his new study is completed.

Five percent of all federal prison 
inmates are currently in solitary con-
finement. Federal prisons are 35 to 40 
percent overcrowded. High security 
federal prisons, where solitary confine-
ment is most widely practiced, are 55 
percent overcrowded. Obama last week 
told the NAACP that solitary confine-
ment has “no place in any civilized 
country.” But he has overseen such 
practices for six-and-a-half years. The 
NAACP roared its approval, anyway—
willing participants in Obama’s crimi-
nal justice con game.

—Black Agenda Report, July 22, 
2015

http://blackagendareport .com/
obama_prison_reform_con_game

Obama’s Prison Reform Con Game
By Glen Ford
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During the struggle in South Africa 
Black activists who were captured by 
the state had a strange habit of jumping 
to their deaths from the windows of 
jails and courthouses whenever the 
authorities would turn their backs. In 
the U.S. the method of suicide Black 
prisoners appear to choose is death by 
hanging—that is, when they are unable 
to pull a gun from an officer and shoot 
themselves in the chest while hand-
cuffed behind their backs.

In Waller County, Texas, Sandra 
Bland, a young Black woman from 
Illinois, an activist with Black Lives 
Matter, who was, according to friends 
and family, excited about her new job 
in Texas, is stopped for a minor traffic 
violation, beaten, jailed and found 
dead two days later in her cell. Her 
death is labeled a suicide by the Waller 
County Sheriff Glen Smith.

Because Sandra Bland was an activ-
ist who advised others about their 
rights and the proper way to handle a 
police encounter, no one is accepting 
the official explanation that she took 
her own life. 

What does seem clear is that Sandra 
was a woman who understood her 
rights and was more than prepared to 
defend her dignity. However, for a 
Black person in the U.S. defending 
one’s dignity in an encounter with the 
police is a crime that that can lead to a 
death sentence, or in the parlance of 
human rights, an extra-judicial execu-
tion by state agents.

While many are calling for some-
thing called justice for Sandra Bland, 
we would be doing Sandra and all 
those who have had their lives taken by 
the agents of repression a disservice if 
we didn’t place this case in its proper 
political and historical context.

A psycho-analytic analysis of the 
dynamics involved with Blands’ gender 

and Blackness could easily conclude 
that Bland was perceived as an existen-
tial threat to the racist male cops who 
pulled her out of car. Being a con-
scious, “defiant” Black woman she 
probably disrupted their psychological 
order and meaning of themselves by 
her presence and willingness to defend 
her dignity.

However, as interesting as the indi-
vidualized analysis and expressions of 
the psychopathology of white suprem-
acy might be, the murder of Sandra 
Bland has to be contextualized politi-
cally as part of the intensifying war 
being waged on Black communities 
and peoples across the country.

And because the state is waging war 
against us and will be targeting our 
organizations, as an activist, organizer 
and popular educator, Sandra’s mur-
der must be seen a political murder 
and receive sustain focus as such.

Coming right before the Black Lives 
Matter Movement gathering in 
Cleveland, Sandra’s murder dramati-
cally drives home the ever present dan-
gers of not just being Black in a culture 
of normalized anti-Blackness, but the 
vulnerabilities associated with being a 
Black activist and especially a Black 
woman activist.

Historically the tyranny of white 
power has always had its most dehu-
manized expressions in relationship to 
Black women. The unrestrained and 
unlimited power of white supremacist 
domination converged on the captive 
bodies of Black women during slavery 
and has symbolically and literally con-
tinued during the post-enslavement 
period of capitalist/colonialist subordi-
nation of Black people in the U.S.

However, from Harriet Tubman, 
Ida B. Wells, Claudia Jones, Fannie 
Lou Hammer through to Assata 
Shukur, Elaine Brown, Jaribu Hill and 
countless others, revolutionary Black 
women held up the sky and provided 
the vision of liberation over the ages.

When the South African govern-
ment began to target Black women 
activists, the popular response was that 
now the racist government had “struck 
a rock.”

This week, under the leadership of 
Black woman activists, much of the 
resistance movement to the escalating 
violence of the state will gather in 
Cleveland to engage in reflection and 
planning. Sandra Bland will be on the 
minds of those activists as well as 
Malissa Williams, who found herself at 
the receiving end of 137 bullets fired by 
members of the Cleveland police 
department that ripped apart the bod-
ies of her and her companion Timothy 
Russell. And the activists will certainly 
highlight the case of 12 year old Tamir 
Rice who was shot point blank two 
seconds after police arrived on the 
scene where he had been playing with 
his toy gun in a park near his home.

Yet, the assassination of Sandra must 
be seen as a blow against the move-
ment. That is why the BLM must strug-
gle to develop absolute clarity related to 
the political, economic, social and mili-
tary context that it/we face.

Assassination of Sandra Bland 
By Ajamu Baraka
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The struggle in the U.S. must be 
placed in an anti-colonial context or 
we will find ourselves begging for the 
colonial state to violate the logic of its 
existence by pretending that it will end 
something called police brutality and 
state killings. The settler-state is serious 
about protecting white capitalist/colo-
nialist power while we are still trapped 
in the language of liberal reformism 
demanding “justice” and accountabili-
ty. Those demands are fine as transi-
tional demands if we understand that 
those demands are just that—transi-
tional. Authentic justice and liberation 
will only come when there is authentic 
de-colonization and revolutionary 
power in the hands of self-determinate 
peoples and oppressed classes and 
social groups.

The martyrdom of Sandra Bland 
and all that came before her and who 
will follow—and there will be more—
demands this level of clarity. We did 
not ask for this war. But we understand 
history and our responsibilities to our 
history of resistance and our radical 
vision that we can be more than we are 
today. Our enemies want us to think 
that they are invincible but we know 
their secrets and know that they can be 
defeated. All we have to do is to be will-
ing to fight.

Ajamu Baraka is a human rights 
activist, organizer and geo-political ana-
lyst. Baraka is an Associate Fellow at the 
Institute for Policy Studies (IPS) in 
Washington, D.C. and editor and con-
tributing columnist for the Black Agenda 
Report. He is a contributor to Killing 
Trayvons: An Anthology of American 
Violence (Counterpunch Books, 2014).

—Black Agenda Report, July 21, 
2015

http://Blackagendareport.com/assas-
sination_of_sandra_bland_and_state_
repression

It took 14 San Francisco Police 
Department officers to take down and 
restrain a one-legged, Black homeless 
man, armed with crutches and appar-
ently dangerous. The incident is the 
latest embarrassment for the U.S. 
police, who face constant accusations 
of unreasonable use of force.

The confrontation was captured on 
video released by journalist Chaedria 
LaBouvier via blog platform Medium, 
and shows white police officers taking 
down a one-legged homeless Black 
man on the city’s central Market Street. 
According to witnesses, police were 
called in to the scene to take care of a 
suspicious man waving some “sticks” 
around.

The video of the incident, which 
happened on August 4, shows the 
extent of humiliation and brute force 
exercised immediately after the man 
was wrestled to the ground by SFPD 
officers. As the disabled male struggles 
to move, cops pin him down.

“These are my crutches. I use these 
to walk,” the man tried to explain. But 

even after realizing that the man had a 
prosthetic leg, the police continued to 
use overwhelming physical restrain 
and man-handled him, forcing his 
head to the ground.

Beaten to the ground, the suspect at 
one point said, “what the f**k is you 
doing this to me?” as more officers 
arrived to form a cordon around the 
incident area. “Is this respectable? 
When I say ’no, is this what you do to 
me?” the man said.

Witnesses spoke out against police 
brutality from the start of the video but 
to no avail as cops continued to abuse 
the one legged man. The camera opera-
tor especially noted the “lack of respect” 
for the suspect as clothes were pulled 
off the man during the incident. First 
one can see the man’s buttocks being 
exposed, and minutes later his entire 
back.

—HipHopWired, August 18, 2015

h t t p : / / h i p h o p w i r e d .
com/2015/08/18/14-san-francisco-cops-
amputee-crutches/

The Real Gang-Bangers
A gang of San Francisco cops attacked a homeless amputee after calling 

his crutches a weapon. 
By Cecil Lennox 
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Rebellions aren’t simply repressed. 
They’re pacified. While repression—
the iron hand—is useful to terrorize a 
population into submission, the issues 
animating a rebellion must be partially 
redressed—the velvet glove—to fore-
stall a further reaching revolutionary 
upsurge. The most effective way to 
defeat rebellion is to blunt its griev-
ances and overtake its leaders. This is 
precisely what is happening with the 
Black Lives Matter movement.

For the past year, much attention has 
focused on the most dramatic responses 
to the Black Lives Matter movement: 
the militarized police and smoke gre-
nades, states of emergency and curfews, 
government surveillance and fears of 
infiltration. While these forms of repres-
sion should not be discounted, they 
should be properly understood. Heavy-
handed responses polarize the struggle. 
The middle ground disappears and both 
sides radicalize. For those seeking to 
maintain the status quo, this is not the 
best outcome.

It’s much better to co-opt moderates 
and divide the opposition. After the 
initial explosion in Ferguson following 
Mike Brown’s death, Governor Jay 
Nixon put a Black officer, Missouri 
Highway Patrol Captain Ronald S. 
Johnson, in charge. Johnson immedi-
ately won praise, when he ordered his 
officers shed their riot gear and started 
walking with marching demonstrators. 
In this new context, liberal organiza-
tions began to separate themselves from 
more radical demonstrators. The 
NAACP organized events “to channel 
the anger over Brown’s death into posi-
tive action such as getting people to 
register to vote and to obtain college 
grants.” Johnson and other police exec-
utives marched at the head of a NAACP 
demonstration. The response to the 
Ferguson Rebellion had shifted from 
crude repression to subtle pacification.

Established non-profit organiza-
tions are essential to this work. They 
bring needed legitimacy to the state’s 
efforts to contain dissent. In Ferguson, 
the NAACP and local religious groups 
have sought to temper protests, limit 
property damage, and redirect discon-
tent toward institutional channels. 
Despite their best intentions, these 
groups become potent weapons to 
mollify discontent and moderate 
change.

The same dynamic was recently at 
work in Chicago, where the ACLU of 
Illinois sold out grassroots movements, 
who had been working to curtail stop 
and frisk by the Chicago Police 
Department (CPD). In the summer of 
2014, the CPD conducted a quarter-
million stops that did not lead to an 
arrest, four-times the rate of New York 
City. Nearly three quarters of those 
stopped were Black. In response to this 
systemic racial profiling, We Charge 
Genocide, a grassroots abolitionist 
organization, wrote the Stop, 
Transparency, Oversight and 
Protection (STOP) Act. This munici-
pal ordinance would have required the 
CPD to collect and share comprehen-
sive data on police stops.

The We Charge Genocide (WCG) 
name is an allusion to a 1951 report 
that Civil Rights Congress presented to 
the UN. The study cited lynching, 
police brutality, legal disenfranchise-
ment, and systemic inequality as evi-
dence that the U.S. government was 
engaged in genocide against its Black 
citizens. In September 2014, WCG pre-
sented its own report to the UN 
Committee Against Torture that 
detailed the Chicago police’s systemic 
harassment and abuse of minority 
communities, the failure of existing 
redressive mechanisms, and the resul-
tant impunity of the Chicago police. 
For the past ten months, WCG has 

worked to educate and mobilize youth 
of color about the CPD’s racially dis-
criminatory stop and frisk practices.

While grassroots activists were 
mobilizing support for the ordinance 

among Chicago’s communities and 
alderman, the ACLU entered secret 
negotiations with the CPD and may-
or’s office to broker an alternative 
agreement. On the very day that the 
STOP Act was to be filed by three 
aldermen, the ACLU announced the 
details of their agreement with city 

Non-Profits and the Black Lives Matter Movement
By Brendan McQuade 
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government. Instead of public disclo-
sure, the ACLU-CPD “settlement” 
names an independent consultant, for-
mer U.S. magistrate Arlander Keys, 
who will issue biannual reports on the 
CPD’s street stops and recom-
mend policy changes. This is sharp 
contrast from the STOP ACT, which 
would have required quarterly public 
reporting of more comprehensive stop 
and frisk data: demographic informa-
tion of those stopped, the badge num-
bers of officers involved, as well as the 
location, reason, and result of the stop

In effect, the ACLU used WCG and 
STOP Act as bargaining chip to advance 
a narrow policy goal. As the WCG’s 
public letter put it:

“What you have ‘won’ is funda-
mentally different from the STOP 
Act, both in its means and in its 
ends. Our goals are rooted in the 
experiences of those most directly 
impacted; yours are not. Our move-
ment is rooted in a political analysis 
that recognizes the need to shift 
power away from police and into 
our communities; your policy ‘vic-
tory’ is not. Our motivation is root-
ed in a theory of change that priori-
tizes movement building and cen-
tering the leadership of those most 
affected; yours is not. Now, because 
of your self-serving interest in push-

ing simplistic policy changes, we and 
our allies face a much harder task 
pushing the critical package of 
reforms included in the STOP Act 
but ignored in your settlement. 
There is no such thing as an easy vic-
tory, and yours has come at a high 
cost.”

The ACLU agreement shifted the 
terrain of struggle. Their agreement is a 
half-measure that allows the CPD and 
city government to show that they are 
doing something, while, at the same 
time, undercutting a more radical plan 
that would have subjected the CPD to 
more meaningful public accountability.

More importantly, the ACLU-CPD 
agreement denies WCG and the larger 
Black Lives Movement an important 
victory. In their letter, WCG acknowl-
edged that the ACLU “settlement rep-
resents just one of many efforts… to 
co-opt our movement by engaging 
with less threatening groups. Passage 
of the STOP Act would be public rec-
ognition of the real, grassroots power 
of young Black and Brown Chicagoans; 
instead the City wisely sought to settle 
into an ongoing relationship with a 
legal organization that poses no real 
threat to the status quo.” In other 
words, the ACLU is not an ally. It 
works to pacify the Black Lives Matter 

movement by blunting its grievances 
and overtaking its solutions with half 
measures.

The ACLU did not become com-
plicit in the pacification of the radical 
movements because they are part of 
some crude conspiracy. It’s more sub-
tle. The ACLU is a foundation funded 
non-profit. It’s part of the web of elite 
institutions that exercise political 
power in the United States. By class 
background, socialization, and world-
view, the ACLU’s lawyers and adminis-
ters have more in common with 
Chicago Mayor Rahm Emmanuel and 
Police Superintendent Garry McCarthy 
than they have with WCG activists.

The overlapping interests of elites in 
the ACLU and city government high-
light the importance of the idea of 
pacification. In recent years, critical 
scholars have recuperated the term 
“pacification” from military jargon to 
highlight continuities between warfare 
and policing. Both are class projects to 
eliminate enemies and fabricate social 
order. The iron hand and the velvet 
glove work together. To pacify “com-
munists” in Vietnam or “terrorists” in 
Iraq, you need to build a government 
that enough people can abide. The 
same dynamic is at work in Chicago, 
where the ACLU just helped the city 
government efforts to pacify ongoing 
Black insurgency.

Brendan McQuade is a visiting assis-
tant professor of international studies at 
Depaul Univeristy. 

—Counterpunch, August 14, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2015/08/14/non-profits-and-the-
pacification-of-the-Black-lives-matter-
movement/
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Informed readers are well aware 
that U.S. police have the dubious repu-
tation of killing lots of civilians, com-
pared to other countries. The War on 
Drugs provides much of the basis for 
this abomination.

In four days U.S. police killed as 
many people as Chinese police did in 
2014, and more than five European 
countries’ police did in 2014. In the 
first 24 days of 2015, U.S. police killed 
more people than England and Wales 
did in the last 24 years.

The worst part about this is how many 
of these victims were unarmed. As of June 
1, 2015, 102 people killed by police were 
unarmed. We can add more to this num-
ber, including the killing of Zachary 
Hammond who was shot through a car 
window over a bag of marijuana.

The Free Thought Project constantly 
reports on senseless, unjustified mur-
ders carried out by police, in the 
attempt to bring accountability to law 
enforcement run amok. Here are ten of 
the most outrageous excuses police 
have used for killing unarmed people 
during the last year.

“He was walking with a purpose.” 
Officer Vanessa Miller killed Ryan 
Bollinger, 28, after witnessing him 
“dancing in the street” during a traffic 
stop. After a low-speed chase, Bollinger 
exited the vehicle and was “walking 
with a purpose” toward Miller, who 
then shot him from inside the car 
through the rolled-up window.

Armed with a broom. Officer Eddo 
Trimino killed Lavall Hall, 25, after 
Hall emerged from the house with a 
broomstick. Hall was mentally ill, and 
his mother called 9-1-1 for assistance 
to get Hall back to the hospital during 
an episode. Video shows Trimino 
approaching Hall after he fell, firing a 
fifth bullet to finish him off.

“Believing he was utilizing a 
Taser.” Reserve Deputy Bob Bates 
killed Eric Harris after cops chased him 
down and tackled him to the ground. 
Bates, 73, said he believed he was using 
his Taser when he actually drew his 
service pistol. Harris was running away 
after undercover cops set him up to sell 
a gun and ammunition.

Naked and Refused to Stop. A 
DeKalb County police officer killed 
Anthony Hill, an Afghanistan war vet-
eran, as he was naked and behaving 
erratically in public. The officer claimed 
that Hill charged him and refused to 
stop, but witnesses say Hill never 
charged him. Hill was obviously men-
tally ill and the cop decided to resort 
immediately to lethal force.

He was throwing rocks. Kennewick 
officers killed Antonio Zambrano-
Montes, 35, shooting him 17 times 
when he turned around after running 
away. The Mexican immigrant was 
throwing rocks at cars when police 
gave chase. Cops tried to say that video 
taken of the murder could not be used 
as evidence.

Didn’t show hands after being 
Tased. Officer Lisa J. Mearkle killed 
David Kassick, 59, as he was lying face 
down on the ground after being Tased. 
Kassick ran away after being pulled 
over for a routine traffic stop. Mearkle 
was charged with criminal homicide 
after video emerged.

Car going 11 miles-per-hour was a 
threat. Two Denver officers killed 
Jessica Hernandez, 17, when they open 
fired on the car full of teenagers. Police 
claim Hernandez struck an officer with 
the car, but this is disputed by a pas-
senger who said the car struck the offi-
cer after Hernandez was shot. The car 
traveled no more than 11 miles-per-
hour over a distance of 16 feet.

Armed with a spoon. Officer Brent 
Lawing killed Dennis Grigsby, 35, after 
responding to a burglary call. Grigsby 
was mentally ill and lived across the 
street from the home of the alleged 
burglary. He was holding a spoon in 
the garage when Lawing shot him once 
in the chest.

Armed with a prescription bottle. 
Officer Mark Rine killed Rumain 
Brisbon, 34, as he was bringing dinner 
home to his family. He ran away when 
cops approached him investigating an 
alleged drug deal. As they wrestled 
him, one cop thought a prescription 
bottle in his pocket was a gun, then 
shot him twice in the chest.

Armed with a toy gun. Beavercreek 
officers killed John Crawford, 22, in a 
Wal-Mart store after someone called 
9-1-1 and lied about Crawford point-
ing the BB gun at people. Cops claimed 
that he ignored commands to drop the 
weapon, but video footage and the 
autopsy do not support this claim. The 
incident sparked protests and outrage.

—The Free Thought Project, August 
9, 2015

http://thefreethoughtproject.com/10-
outrageous-excuses-cops-kill-unarmed-
people-year/

Cops’ Excuses
Ten outrageous excuses cops have used to kill unarmed people over the past year

By Justin Gardner 
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Say hello to the Sacklers, the newest 
members of Forbes’ 2015 List of Richest 
U.S. Families, who collected a fortune 
from a national opioid addiction epi-
demic. With a worth of $14 billion, 
they’re the 16th richest family in the 
country. Although they’re richer than 
the Mellons, the Busches, or the 
Rockefellers, you’ve probably never 
heard of them.

But you’ve almost certainly heard 
about the product that put them in the 
one percent of the one percent. The 
Sacklers own 100 percent of Purdue 
Pharma, the Stamford, Connecticut-based 
company that makes Oxycontin, the opi-
ate analgesic that helped spark a new gen-
eration of pain pill and heroin addicts.

Oxycontin has been the most popu-
lar and controversial opioid of this 
century, and the time-release pain 
reliever, originally billed as addiction-
proof, has generated the vast majority 
of Purdue Pharma’s $35 billion in sales 
since it was first introduced in 1995. 
Purdue is currently generating about 
$3 billion a year in revenues, again 
most of it from Oxycontin.

Sales of oxycodone jumped from 
fewer than ten million prescriptions a 
year in 1991 to more than 53 million 
prescriptions in 2012, largely impelled 
by the introduction of Oxycontin and 
Purdue Pharma’s aggressive marketing 
campaign for the drug. And while it’s 
difficult to isolate Oxycontin from 
other opiate analgesics, it has been a 
big driver in the four-fold increase in 
prescription opiate sales between 1999 
and 2010. 

According to the Centers for Disease 
Control, of the nearly 44,000 drug 
overdose deaths in the U.S. in 2013, 
more than half were from prescribed 
drugs, and of those deaths, 72 percent 
were from opiate overdoses. The opiate 

overdose death rate has increased more 
than three-fold in the same period, the 
CDC reported. 

The company that would become 
Purdue Pharma was founded by broth-
ers Arthur, Mortimer, and Raymond 
Sackler, all practicing psychiatrists, in 
1952. The firm was a middling success, 
initially selling unglamorous products 
like laxatives and earwax, but its for-
tunes changed after it began experi-
menting with generic oxycodone, 
which was invented in Germany dur-
ing World War I, and eventually cre-
ated a formulation with a time-release 
mechanism, which was designed to 
reduce addictiveness by spreading the 
drug’s effect over a 12-hour period.

That move enabled Purdue to mar-
ket Oxycontin beyond cancer patients 
who were the traditional market for 
powerful painkillers, and it did so with 
gusto. Thanks to Purdue’s aggressive 
marketing campaign, and especially to 
the claim the Oxycontin was not addic-
tive; primary care physicians soon 
began prescribing it for a wide array of 
painful symptoms. By 2002, Oxycontin 
was bringing in $1.5 billion a year.

Of course, people interested in get-
ting high off opiates quickly figured 
out that they could just crush the pill to 
overcome it’s time-release mechanism, 
snort the powder, and get as high—or 
higher—than they could with heroin. 
Overdoses, accidental deaths, and 
addiction followed.

Purdue has been punished for its 
misbehavior—it was forced to pay 
$635 million in fines after pleading 
guilty to false marketing charges 
brought by the Justice Department, 
and it is facing a possible $1 billion 
pay-out in a false marketing suit 
brought by the state of Kentucky, one 
of the hardest hit by “hillbilly heroin,” 

as the pills were nicknamed.

But even numbers like those are 
chump change when you’re sitting on a 
$14 billion fortune.

At a time when low-level street deal-
ers get sent to prison for decades when 
one of their customers overdoses and 
dies on their product, the Sacklers, 
whose product has killed thousands 
and addicted tens—or hundreds-of-
thousands more, get to join the list of 
the country’s wealthiest families.

Phillip Smith is editor of the AlterNet 
Drug Reporter and author of the Drug 
War Chronicle.

—AlterNet, July 16, 2015

http://www.alternet.org/drugs/oxy-
contin-clan-americas-wealthiest-
families?akid=13317.229473.AVZ9dV&
rd=1&src=newsletter1039645&t=3

Filthy Rich
Some drug dealers go to prison. Some get rich. Others get filthy rich. 

By Phillip Smith
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Three years ago, I had an abortion at 
Planned Parenthood. It was obtained 
legally, supported by those closest to 
me, and I have never regretted it for a 
second since, circumstances that unfor-
tunately don’t apply to every woman 
who elects to terminate a pregnancy.

I understand that telling my story in 
a public forum might offend some 
people—that my decision, on its own, 
might offend them as well. Perhaps if I 
were your wife, or daughter, or friend, 
you might find some way to reconcile 
my agency over my body with your 
own beliefs, but I’m just some random 
girl you’ve never met, telling you some-
thing you didn’t ask to know, but 
something I have come to think of as 
important testimony: I’m one of the 
many Planned Parenthood clients who 
had an abortion there, a service 
that represents only three percent of 
its business.

I didn’t have an abortion because I 
was raped, or because my life was in 
danger, or because the fetus was the 
product of incest. I had an abortion 
because I had recreational sex, got 
unintentionally pregnant, and wasn’t 
ready or willing to be a mother. This is 
something I haven’t written about 
before, but there comes a point when 
staying silent begins to look like 
shame—and I am not ashamed.

I am, however, scared. I’ve told 
maybe a dozen people about my abor-
tion, and shared the fact that I was 
going to write about it with even fewer, 
because, amazingly, we live in a world 
where the latter decision represents a 
greater threat to my health and safety 
than the former. The fact that writing 
about an abortion puts me in greater 
danger than actually having one is 
unacceptable, and fear is not going to 
keep me from speaking up anymore. 

Because I owe Planned Parenthood a 
debt. Planned Parenthood supported 
me at a time when I desperately needed 
it, and I want to support them now.

Back in 2012, when I first discov-
ered I was pregnant, the man I was 
seeing at the time was so flustered and 
without resources that he typed “abor-
tion.com” into the search bar of the 
browser. I don’t blame him, because 
that was a scary moment for both of us. 
Fortunately for me, I knew better. I had 
been going to Planned Parenthood 
since 16, when a doctor recommended 
I get on the pill to regulate my men-
strual cycle, and I trusted them explic-
itly with my health because I knew they 
trusted me explicitly with my body and 
my future. I didn’t have to tell them I 
was a 24-year-old working in a restau-
rant, living in a studio apartment in 
New York City. I didn’t have to explain 
that although I think I do want chil-
dren someday, this man is not the per-
son I wanted them with. I didn’t have 
to convince them I deserved their 
respect and kindness; they gave it will-
ingly. And most important, I didn’t 
have to apologize. I still don’t.

I was five weeks pregnant when I 
arrived at the facility on the morning of 
my abortion. A Planned Parenthood 
representative came to retrieve me 

from the curb and usher me past the 
picketers with their signs and photos. 
Once inside, every single person I 
interacted with looked me directly in 
the eye—like a person!—and asked me 
how I was feeling. Alexis, welcome. 
Alexis, how are you doing? Alexis, is 
there anything I can do for you? As I 
was shuttled from station to station in 
preparation for the procedure, every-
one I encountered was capable, effi-
cient and dedicated to making one of 
the most difficult days of my life as 
comfortable for me as possible. They 
provided me with resources, with sup-
port, and with honest, professional 
assessments offered without judgment 
so that I never felt pushed or prodded 
in any direction.

As I lay back on the operating table 
waiting to go under, the full weight of 
what I was doing began to dawn on me. 
I’ve been pro-choice as long I can 
remember, but it was a choice I was 
hoping I’d never have to make. I have 
always spoken up for women’s rights, 
but when the moment came to actually 
claim one of those rights, a lifetime of 
conditioning kicked in and I was flood-
ed with exactly the types of toxic judg-
ment that have kept me silent all these 
years. You’re disgusting. You’re alone. 
You made a mistake. This isn’t right. 
You’re nobody. You’re nothing. Hot 
tears ran down the sides of my face, and 
ever mindful of being a good patient, I 
apologized to the cluster of medical 
professionals at the foot of my bed.

I apologized because I was scared, 
because although I was sure of my 
decision, I was sorry to have taken up 
so much of their time with a mistake I 
caused in the first place. I apologized 
because that’s what is expected of me, 
and what I expected in return was to be 
ignored or for my feelings to be dis-
missed. But instead, the doctor who’d 

I’m Not Ashamed
I had an abortion at Planned Parenthood—I stand with Planned Parenthood now, because they stood with me.

By Alexis Rhiannon

This is something I 
haven’t written 

about before, but 
there comes a point 
when staying silent 
begins to look like 
shame—and I am 

not ashamed.
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introduced herself as the woman com-
pleting the surgery, the one who knew 
the most about my mistake and my 
shame and how much space I was acci-
dentally taking up in the world, told 
me it was OK and reached her hand up 
to hold mine as I went under. It is, to 
date, the kindest thing a stranger has 
ever done for me.

I also never thanked her for it, so 
that’s what’s happening right now. As I 
sit in my apartment with snot running 
down my face and a sickness in my 
stomach imagining telling strangers 
this secret-that-should-not-be-a-secret, 
there is very little I can do to protect the 
institution that protected me, and that 
feels terrible. Never mind the fact that 
I’m sharing information with people 
who can’t be trusted with it, who 
haven’t earned it, and who won’t be 
nearly so delicate and respectful of my 
decision. According to them, perhaps, 
there was a window in which it was 
acceptable for me to have thoughts and 
feelings about my abortion, and it is 
now closed, and I’m supposed to put 
my head down and stay quiet and be 
thankful that I was given the gift of my 
own life, the way I want it.

But I’m going to do something else, 
which is to share the facts of a day 
that was simple in some ways but 
unbelievably profound. I wish I’d done 
it sooner. So thank you, Planned 
Parenthood, for my abortion. I stand 
with you because you stood with me.

—AlterNet, August 13, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . a l t e r n e t . o r g /
gender/i-had-abortion-planned-parent-
hood-and-im-not-ashamed?akid=1338
3.229473.8L3d4D&rd=1&src=newslette
r1040883&t=13

Our elected representatives have 
taken to the airwaves to proclaim they 
are extremely concerned with the fate 
of discarded fetal tissue; the fate of the 
health of poor women? Not so much.

Conservatives have again vowed to 
defund Planned Parenthood, now with 
even more gusto, following a strategi-
cally edited sting video suggesting the 
organization somehow exploits inani-
mate post-abortion fetal tissue to do 
scandalous things, like facilitating bio-
medical research.

While that “controversy” over fetal 
tissue tampering drones on, lawmakers 
tamper every day with the lives of real 
women; particularly the 20 million 
who need publicly supported repro-
ductive health services. Their access to 
care is more needed than ever but fac-
ing unprecedented political threats, 
thanks to the perennial budget slashes 
proposed by right-wing lawmakers 
looking to prove their anti-abortion 
bona fides. Planned Parenthood has 
long been an embattled pillar of that 
healthcare landscape, but it is just one 
of many recipients of a federal funding 
stream that is coming under increasing 
political threat.

A poor woman’s local Title X clinic 
is a fraying lifeline to birth control, 
health counseling and HIV screening.

A key source of federal family plan-
ning funding, known as Title X, has 
seen a ten percent cut in its budget 
since fiscal year 2010. Title X-funded 
clinics have already shed services for 
some 667,000 clients—capping a gen-
eration of funding declines since the 
1980s, according to the National 
Family Planning and Reproductive 
Health Association. For more than 
4,100 clinics nationwide, these cuts 
have not only coincided with dimin-
ished services but outright closures. 

Under continual budget strains, about 
one in three family planning clinics in 
South Dakota, and one in five Maryland 
clinics, have vanished.

For that uninsured minimum-wage 
worker, her local Title X clinic is a fray-
ing lifeline: she relies on it for birth 
control, health counseling, and cervi-
cal cancer and HIV screening (Title X 
funds, along with federal Medicaid, are 
restricted to non-abortion services.) In 
2013, according to Guttmacher 
Institute, “the contraceptive services 
provided by clinics alone helped 
women to prevent some 1.4 million 
unintended pregnancies, thereby help-
ing women avoid 705,000 unplanned 
births and 485,000 abortions.” Even 
Republicans should be glad to 
know that publicly funded family plan-
ning prevented 164,000 unplanned 
preterm or low birth-weight births.

There are additional benefits for 
sexual health, including some 99,000 
averted chlamydia cases, mostly thanks 
to Title X-funded facilities. Not a bad 
track record considering how severely 
Title X funding has lagged behind 
inflation over the past generation 
despite low-income women’s increas-
ingly complex needs: In real dollars, 
the current funding of less than $300 
million represents a two-thirds decline 
from the program’s funding level in 
1980.

The number of women in need of 
publicly funded reproductive health-
care has risen steadily in recent 
years, growing from 2010 to 2013 by 
about five percent. This category, 
defined as women earning below 250 
percent of the federal poverty level or 
younger than 20, includes several mil-
lion uninsured women (additionally, 
many other demographics, including 
men, are served by these programs.) 

War on Planned Parenthood
The war on Planned Parenthood is also an assault on poor women of color.

By Michelle Chen
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Yet since 2001, “the overall proportion 
of need met by all publicly funded pro-
viders fell by seven percentage points, 
from 49 percent to 42 percent.”

“The need has been going up at the 
same time that not as many women are 
being served by the public system,” 
says Adam Sonfield, Senior Public 
Policy Associate with Guttmacher.

The country’s Title X and Planned 
Parenthood family planning clinics are 
only a piece of the reproductive health-
care infrastructure: Most public sup-
port for family planning services is 
provided through Medicaid and state 
funding.

The war on reproductive healthcare 
is also an assault on poor women of 
color. Reflecting demographic changes 
across the country, the proportion of 
Blacks and Latinas among the popula-
tion needing care has risen more than 
whites in recent years. Immigrant 
women are especially dependent on 
subsidized community clinics, as they 
are often excluded from formal health-
care services like Medicaid.

Beyond Title X, basic reproductive 
health under the Affordable Care Act is 
imperiled as private insurance systems 
find ways around federal mandates. As 
the Hobby Lobby case showed, 
employer-provided insurance coverage 
for contraceptive care can be cut if 
your evangelical boss finds it too sinful. 
The threat has deepened with various 
legislative proposals to expand the use 
of “conscience clauses” by private insti-
tutions to cut off contraception access.

While Medicaid coverage for family 
planning is generally protected by fed-
eral guidelines, the program faces a 

general attack by conservatives on pub-
lic healthcare. Reimbursement rates 
are so low many providers refuse to 
accept Medicaid, and public health 
centers struggle overall with under-
funding, which acutely affects health-
care access for poor women, many of 
whom lack any source of medical care.

Financially strapped local clinics are 
especially in need of Title X support to 
close gaps in operating costs, says 
Sonfield. These funds might be used, 
for example, to “let a clinic upgrade its 
information technology… or to train 
its staff on how to work with health 
plans or just dealing with salary 
crunches… trying to keep your clinic 
doors open after normal business 
hours or on the weekends, since there 
are a lot of women who really just can’t 
take off during the day.”

So the clinics under threat serve the 
most vulnerable women, who face the 
most pressure to forgo the care they 
need because it’s too expensive or too 
far from home.

Paradoxically, conservative officials’ 
effort to defund and shutter family 
planning centers may actually be hav-
ing the opposite effect than the pur-
ported goals of “family values” 
Republicans: one study found that 
greater access to a local family plan-
ning center—“for instance, having a 
clinic in your neighborhood providing 
condoms and reproductive health-

care—may lead to less risky sexual 
behaviors among older youth.”

According to Guttmacher, “gross 
potential savings from averting all 
unintended pregnancies in 2010 would 
have been $15.5 billion.” At $7 saved 
per-dollar-spent, family planning 
funds yield remarkable taxpayer value. 
But of course, the debate in Washington 
isn’t really about the numbers—as the 
shrill morality play over fetal tissue 
demonstrates, it’s about visceral anxi-
eties over women’s right to control 
their bodies. For a poor woman who 
can’t get a day off work to drive across 
state lines for an abortion, or must 
choose between rent and birth control 
pills this month, just one number mat-
ters: The difference between one 
remaining clinic open in her town, or, 
after the next round of budget cuts, 
none.

Michelle Chen is a contributing editor 
at In These Times. She is a regular con-
tributor to the labor rights blog Working 
In These Times, Colorlines.com, and 
Pacifica’s WBAI. Her work has also 
appeared in Common Dreams, 
Alternet, Ms. Magazine, Newsday, and 
her old zine, cain.

—Common Dreams, August 3, 2015

http://www.commondreams.org/
views/2015/08/03/war-planned-parent-
hood-also-assault-poor-women-color
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I am glad that the left intellectual 
and activist Chris Hedges does not 
support the Bernie Sanders campaign 
for the Democratic Party presidential 
nomination. As Hedges explained in a 
recent interview on the Ralph Nader 
Radio Hour, Sanders’ candidacy lends 
undeserved credibility to the thor-
oughly corporatized Democratic Party. 
Sanders has pledged that he will sup-
port the corporatist military hawk 
Hillary Clinton in the 2016 general 
presidential election. Sanders stirs up 
legitimate progressive energy and pop-
ular anger and then “funnels it back 
into a dead political system,” Hedges 
observes. Sanders fails to confront the 
American Empire and military state, 
and, Hedges adds, has unforgivably 
“abandoned the Palestinians and given 
carte blanche to Israel.”

I agree on all scores. Hedges’ rea-
soning is consistent with my own 
recent writings on interviews on the 
Sanders presidential sensation. I do, 
however, want to raise one quibble 
with Hedges on Sanders’ history—a 
difference that makes Hedges’ case 
against Sanders even stronger. “I don’t 
understand,” Hedges told Nader: “He 
[Sanders] fought the Democratic 
establishment in Vermont his entire 
career. Now he has sold out to it.”

Sanders’ 1990 deal with the dems
Sanders did not “f[i]ght the 

Democratic establishment in Vermont 
his entire career.” As the left University 
of Vermont philosopher Will Miller 
noted in a 1999 essay recounting left 
peace activists’ occupation of then U.S. 
Congressman Bernie Sanders’ 
Burlington, Vermont office to protest 
Sanders’ support of the NATO bomb-
ing of Yugoslavia and the ongoing U.S. 
War on Iraq, Sanders sold out to the 
corporate and war Democrats as early 
as 1990.

Between 1981 and 1988, it is true; 
Sanders “presented himself to the left 
outside of Vermont as the leader of the 
third party movement, vanquishing the 
two major parties in every Mayoral 
election.” But in 1988, Sanders got a 
lesson on the perils of third party poli-
tics when he ran for federal office. In 
the election for Vermont’s seat in the 
House of Representatives, the indepen-
dent Sanders and Democrat Paul Poirer 
divided the majority vote and the con-
test went to a Republican. Sanders 
responded by drifting right and cutting 
a deal with the Vermont Democrats: 
the party would permit no serious can-
didate to run against him while he 
blocked serious third party formation 
in Vermont and adopted positions in 
line with the national corporate war 
Democrats. Miller’s up-close account 
merits lengthy quotation:

“Bernie—out of office for the 
first time in eight years—went to the 
Kennedy School at Harvard for six 
months and came back with a new 
relationship with the state’s 
Democrats. The Vermont 
Democratic Party leadership has 
allowed no authorized candidate to 
run against Bernie in 1990 (or since) 
and in return, Bernie has repeatedly 
blocked third party building. His 
closet party—the Democrats—are 
very worried about a left third party 
forming in Vermont. In the last two 
elections, Sanders has prevented 
Progressives in his machine from 
running against Howard Dean, our 
conservative Democratic Governor 
who was ahead of Gingrich in the 
attack on welfare.”

“The unauthorized Democratic 
candidate in 1990, Delores Sandoval, 
an African American faculty mem-
ber at the University of Vermont, 
was amazed that the official party 
treated her as a nonperson and 
Bernie kept outflanking her to her 
right. She opposed the Gulf build-

up, Bernie supported it. She sup-
ported decriminalization of drug 
use and Bernie defended the war on 
drugs, and so on…”

“After being safely elected in 
November of 1990, Bernie contin-
ued to support the buildup while 
seeking membership in the 
Democratic Congressional 
Caucus—with the enthusiastic sup-
port of the Vermont Democratic 
Party leadership. But, the national 
Democratic Party blew him off, so 
he finally voted against the war and 
returned home—and as the war 
began—belatedly claimed to be the 
leader of the anti-war movement in 
Vermont.”

“Since 1991 the Democrats have 
given Bernie membership in their 
Congressional Caucus. Reciprocally, 
Bernie has become an ardent impe-
rialist. Sanders endorsed Clinton in 
1992 and 1996. In 1992 he described 
Clinton as the ‘lesser of evils,’ (a 
justification he used to denounce 
when he was what the local press 
called an ‘avowed socialist’). By 1996 
he gave Clinton an unqualified 
endorsement. He has been a consis-
tent ‘Friend of Bill’s’ from since 
1992. One student I know worked 
on the Clinton Campaign in 1996 
and all across Vermont, Bernie was 
on the stage with the rest of the 
Vermont Democratic Party 
Leadership, while the unauthorized 
Democratic candidate for his 
Congressional seat was kept out in 
the audience.”

During the 1990s, the not-so “inde-
pendent” Congressman Sanders voted 
for and/or otherwise supported:

•	 Economic sanctions that killed 
more than a million Iraqi civilians

•	 Every U.S. bombing of Iraq from 
1992 on

•	 The sending of U.S. military 
units to Kuwait and Saudi Ara-

Sanders’ Deal with Democrats
By Paul Street
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bia to threaten Iraq because “we 
cannot tolerate aggression”

•	 The objectively racist and mass-
incarcerationist Federal Crime bill.

•	 Every U.S. intervention since 
elected to Congress–Iraq, Soma-
lia, Haiti, Bosnia, Liberia, Zaire 
(Congo), Albania, Sudan, 
Afghanistan and Yugoslavia.

Many of Sanders’ liberal fans might 
be surprised to learn that he voted for a 
National Rifle Association (NRA)-
supported bill to restrict lawsuits 
against gun manufacturers and against 
the Brady Bill.

The “leftist” Congressman Sanders 
liked to send out mailings to veterans 
that supported the U.S. having “the 
strongest military in the world” and 
praised soldiers as sacrificing “for the 
freedom of Americans.” Sanders 
repeatedly failed to invite antiwar vet-
erans’ groups to his many veterans’ 
events in the state.

By Miller’s account, the “indepen-
dent” and “leftist” Congressman 
Sanders’ political trajectory stood well 
to the right of Black House Democrats 
like Maxine Waters and Ron Dellums, 
“who moved continuously to their left 
during their Congressional careers.” 
Sanders, by contrast, “got where he is 
now by a lurch to the right. He prom-
ises working people, the aged, the poor, 
and the ‘vanishing middle class’ that he 
will defend them while he repeatedly 
blocks the building of the anti-capital-
ist political movement and party that 
might actual make such promises legit-
imate.” When a Vermont leftist ques-
tioned Representative Sanders in pub-
lic about his failure to help build a 
left-progressive alternative to the capi-
talist party duopoly, Sanders said he 
was now too busy with his Congressional 
work to worry about such things.

Miller’s essay appeared after he and 
fourteen other peace activists were arrest-
ed for “trespassing” in Sanders’ 
Burlington office. Seeking to control the 
public relations damage, Sanders hijacked 

a regularly scheduled town meeting in 
Burlington to advance his position on 
behalf of Bill Clinton’s criminal war on 
Serbia. By Miller’s observation:

“A general town meeting had 
already been scheduled for the fol-
lowing Monday, so he turned it to a 
‘town meeting on Kosovo.’ 
Apparently, Bernie Sanders had for-
gotten what a Town Meeting is…
Sanders as the self-appointed mod-
erator/boss opened the evening with 
naked self-justification: ‘It is a very 
complex situation’… followed by 
the ritual of demonization of 
Milosevic—a technique he has per-
fected over the last eight years 
on Saddam Hussein of Iraq. Then he 
presented the false dilemma that the 
only alternative to bombing is doing 
nothing. Sanders said his situation 
was the same as that of Joschka 
Fischer’s of the Green Party, 
Germany’s Foreign Minister, who 
has outraged his Green Party mem-
bership by supporting the bombing 
his coalition government is carrying 
out as part of NATO.” 

After the 9/11 attacks, “Bomber 
Bernie” (as Burlington peace activists 
dubbed Sanders) voted for the initial 
2001 Authorization for Use of Military 
Force Against Terrorists that has been 
cited as the legal justification for U.S. 
military interventions and endless U.S. 
“global war on terror”—including the 
invasion of Iraq (which Sanders 
opposed along with most Democrats in 
Congress in 2002 and 2003). He voted 
for a non-binding resolution express-
ing support for troops at the outset of 
the invasion of Iraq. In March 2006, he 
opposed efforts to bring articles of 
impeachment against the open arch-
war criminal George W. Bush since 
“the Republicans control the House 
and the Senate.”

Senator Sanders as a de facto Dem
When Sanders decided to make a 

bid for an open U.S. Senate seat in 
2005, his longstanding service to the 
corporate Democrats won him the 
critical endorsement of Senator Chuck 

Schumer (D-NY), Chairman of the 
Democratic Senatorial Campaign 
Committee. Schumer’s backing meant 
that no Democrat running against 
Sanders could receive financial help 
from the party. Sanders was also sup-
ported by Senate Minority Leader 
Harry Reid (D-Nevada) and 
Democratic National Committee Chair 
and Chairman and former Vermont 
Governor Howard Dean, who 
described Sanders as an “ally who votes 
with the Democrats ninety eight per-
cent of the time.” Then-U.S. Senator 
Barack Obama campaigned for Sanders 
in Vermont.

As when he was in the U.S. House, 
Senatorial candidate Sanders made a 
curious deal with the Vermont 
Democratic Party: he agreed to be list-
ed on their primary ballot but to 
decline the nomination should he win, 
which he did.

The “independent” Sanders has 
enjoyed a special agreement with the 
Democratic leadership in the U.S. 
Senate. He votes with the Democrats 
on all procedural matters in exchange 
for the committee seats and seniority 
that would be available to him as a 
Democrat. (He can break this rule in 
some exceptional cases if Democratic 
Senate Whip Dick Durbin agrees, but 
the request is rarely made.) Sanders is 
free to vote as he wishes on policy mat-
ters, but he has almost always voted 
with the Democrats.

Consistent with this party loyalty, 
Sanders refuses to seriously or substan-
tively criticize his “good friend” and 
Democratic presidential primary 
“rival” Mrs. Clinton—a militantly cor-
poratist and militarist right-wing 
Democrat. Sanders has backed 
Obama’s numerous murderous mili-
tary actions and provocations around 
the world, from Libya, Syria, Somalia, 
Afghanistan, Yemen, and Iraq to 
China, Ukraine, and Russia. Sanders 
has said repeatedly that he will not be a 
third-party “spoiler” in the general 
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election and thus will direct his pri-
mary delegates and voters to line up 
behind Hillary, Inc. in 2016. In his 
presidential campaign speeches, 
Sanders has been unwilling to mention 
the corporatized Democratic Party as 
part of the nation’s oligarchy problem. 
Presidential candidate John Edwards 
fulminated consistently against “cor-
porate Democrats as well as corporate 
Republicans” when he ran in the Iowa 
Caucus eight years ago. Sanders, by 
contrast, focuses almost completely on 
corporate Republicans.

“But he’s a socialist,” many leftists 
exult. I’ve heard a number of Sanders 
speeches since he announced his presi-
dential candidacy. He does not call 
himself a socialist. He does not call for 
socialism. He does not criticize or even 
refer to capitalism or the profit system, 
the underlying political-economic 
regime that is wired for the endless 
upward distribution of wealth and 
power and the ruination of livable 
ecology. Sanders rails against “the bil-
lionaire class,” against economic 

inequality, against the Republicans, 
against FOX News, against the Citizens 
United decision, and especially against 
those terrible Koch brothers. He’s run-
ning as a strident populist Democrat. 
In that regard, he’s not really all that 
different from Dennis Kucinich in 
2003-04, Jesse Jackson in the 1980s and 
even Edwards in 2007-08, all of whom 
struck strong populist chords in efforts 
to reach the Democratic Party’s “pro-
gressive base.”

Out of the Democrats’ closet
None of this is a departure from 

Sanders’ earlier career since 1989. As 
the shaggy-haired Mayor of progres-
sive Burlington during the Reagan 
years, Sanders may have been a 
Sandinista-supporting left politico 
willing to challenge the two party duo-
poly. But Bernie cleaned up his too-
radical act after his 1988 defeat. He 
went to “liberal” Harvard’s imperialist 
Kennedy school and came back to 
work in tandem with the corporate and 
militaristic Democrats under the guise 

of an “independent” and third party 
political identity. He’s been on the not 
all-that-left wing of the dismal dollar 
Dems ever since.

It’s all very different than the story 
Sanders tells campus town progressives 
on the campaign trail. According to 
that narrative, he has joined with the 
Democrats only this year and because 
of his pragmatic calculation that third 
party candidates cannot succeed under 
the U.S. party and electoral system. In 
reality, however, the Democrats have 
been Sanders’ “closet party” (Miller) 
for the last fifteen years. He’s really just 
coming out of the closet now for the 
presidential race, in a Clinton-
welcomed effort to help give the 
Democrats a much-needed fake-popu-
list makeover for the 2016 elections. 
The great Socialist Party presidential 
candidate Eugene Debs (whose poster 
hangs in Sanders’ Senate office) would 
not be impressed.

—Black Agenda Report, July 21, 
2015

http://blackagendareport .com/
node/4604
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It will not be news to 41 million 
Americans that this nation is in the 
middle of a student debt crisis. That’s 
the number of people burdened by 
student loan payments. But many peo-
ple, including many student debt hold-
ers, may be surprised to learn that 
people can be pursued for student debt 
even into their elder years.

In fact, the government is withhold-
ing Social Security payments for some 
retirees, because their student loans 
have not been fully repaid.  This is a 
growing problem which Senators 
Elizabeth Warren and Claire 
McCaskill have asked the govern-
ment to study in greater depth.

“Garnishing Social Security benefits 
defeats the entire point of the pro-
gram—that’s why we don’t allow banks 
or credit card companies to do it,” said 
Senator McCaskill. “Social Security is 
the sole means of retirement income 
for tens-of-millions of Americans, and 
allowing those benefits to be garnished 
to collect student loan debt cuts a dan-
gerous hole in our safety net.”

That is one problem with this prac-
tice. But, as we will see, there are others.

Many people will be surprised to 
learn that many seniors are still paying 
off their student debt. They are. 706,000 
households headed by someone 65 or 
older are still paying off their student 
debts, according to a report by the GAO. 
Collectively these households owed 
$18.2 billion in 2013. That’s six-and-a-
half times as much as they owed in 2005, 
when these senior households’ total debt 
obligation was “only” $2.8 billion.

191,000 of those households—more 
than one in four—are in default. The gov-
ernment can take up to 15 percent of a 
Social Security check to pay back a student 
loan, as long as the monthly check amount 
does not drop below $750 a month.

Social Security payments could not 
be seized for any reason until—for the 
first time ever—Congress created an 
exception for student debt in 
1996.  Before then, Social Security was 
protected from garnishments of any 
kind. That was deliberate. The original 
Social Security Act of 1935 stated that 
benefits were not “subject to execution, 
levy, attachment, garnishment, or 
other legal process, or to the operation 
of any bankruptcy or insolvency law.”

The government doesn’t have to go 
to court, either. It requires a court 
order to garnish a working person’s 
wages, but Social Security benefits are 
entirely under federal control. Many 
people have learned they still owed stu-
dent debt only after a portion of their 
Social Security check had been taken.

These seniors’ benefits are not being 
garnished to pay loans they took out 
for their kids, either. The GAO found 
that four out of five seniors in this cat-
egory owed the money for their own 
education, not their children’s. In 
many cases these loans were incurred 
and the defaults arose (with subse-
quent interest and penalty fees) years 
before the government assumed the 
power to reach into seniors’ retirement 
income to collect them.

While the total number of seniors 
losing benefits today is relatively small 
(it was 155,000 in 2013), this problem 
threatens to grow larger as our overall 
student debt problem continues to 
grow. What’s more, the moral dimen-
sions of this problem are quite large.

Perspective on education
The fact that this problem even 

exists suggests that we’ve lost our 
national perspective on education. 
Student debt is a historical anomaly in 
this nation’s history. We were primar-

ily an agrarian nation, until the devel-
opments of the 20th century gave rise 
to a new economy in which far more 
people needed a higher education.

But with that shift came a rise in 
publicly funded higher education at 
the state level. The rise of the conserva-
tive movement in the latter part of the 
last century led to state budget cuts and 
massive tuition increases. The result 
was skyrocketing student debt for pub-
lic as well as private college students.

Now there is a growing move-
ment for tuition-free or very low cost 
public higher education—a return to 
the principle, established in the not-
too-distant past, that all qualified stu-
dents should have access to debt-free 
higher education. If that movement is 
successful—and we believe it will be—
then today’s runaway student debt 
problem will eventually fade away.

But that will leave two generations 
of Americans condemned to pay an 
extremely high price for having been 
unlucky enough to attend college dur-
ing the conservative period during 
which all but the wealthiest students 
were required to take on debt in order 
to get an education.

We believe that all Americans 
should be freed from the burdens of 
this aberrational period of student 
debts—and that a “student debt jubi-
lee” would be good for the U.S. econo-
my and for the work and family lives of 
graduates.  But perhaps that jubilee can 
proceed in stages.

There is already a widespread call—
partially successful so far—to forgive the 
debts of students who were ripped off by 
for-profit universities, like Corinthian—
colleges that encouraged them to take 
student loans, delivered a terrible educa-
tion, and are now going belly-up.

Till Death Do They Part
Student debt follows some elderly Americans to the grave. 

By Mary Green Swig, Roger Hickey, Steven Swig 
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And surely America can and should 
establish the principle that, having 
been forced to take on debt during this 
aberrational period, those Americans 
who reach the age of 65 and are depend-
ing on Social Security for most of their 
income should not have to continue to 
pay off what remains of student loans 
from their Social Security checks.

There will be those who say that a 
debt is a debt and must be repaid. But 
it is a long-standing legal principle that 
failure to collect a debt over an extend-
ed period of time renders it un-collect-
able. What’s more, we are actually 
treating people more harshly for seek-
ing to finance an education than for 
financing a house or car. Where is the 
sense in that?

The solution seems obvious: First, 
we must stop the practice of garnishing 
Social Security payments to pay stu-
dent debt. Then we must take a long, 
hard look at all the student debt that 
has been accumulated in this country. 
For millions of Americans, a college 
education is the ticket to a better life.

Nobody should be deprived of an 
education because they don’t come 
from a wealthy family. And nobody 
should be subjected to onerous debt 
because they dared to dream and 
desired to learn.

Mary Green Swig is a co-founder of 
National Student Debt Jubilee Project.

Roger Hickey is co-director of the 
Campaign for America’s Future and 
leads its Social Security campaign. He is 
also co-author of The Next Agenda 
Blueprint for a New Progressive 
Movement. 

Steven L. Swig is co-founder of the 
National Student Debt Jubilee Project. 

—AlterNet, July 28, 2015

http://www.alternet.org/economy/
one-eight-americans-burdened-student-
loan-debt-including-700000-seniors?ak
id=13341.229473.oi4zkk&rd=1&src=ne
wsletter1040114&t=15

You can read the entire article in the 
New York Times Tuesday, August 4, 
2015 business section reporting on 
Puerto Rico’s default on a payment on 
its staggering $72 billion debt without 
once learning that the little Caribbean 
island, home to 3.5 million U.S. citi-
zens, is a territory of the United States, 
or more properly, a colony, insofar as 
its residents have no representation in 
Washington, cannot vote for national 
candidates for office, and furthermore, 
are subject to U.S. federal courts, whose 
judges are all appointed by the federal 
government.

At least USA Today made the story 
its page one lead, instead of just a busi-
ness story, but it too just notes that the 
island is a “commonwealth” and that 
as such it cannot be bailed out as 
Greece hopes to be, by such interna-
tional bodies as the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) or the European 
Union. The meaning of the term “com-
monwealth” is not defined.

The Wall Street Journal ran its report 
on the bankruptcy on the front of its 
Money and Investing section, making it 
clear that the only significance of this story 
was to the many institutional and indi-
vidual investors who hold Puerto Rican 
tax-free bonds in the municipal bond allo-
cation of their investment portfolios. It too 
failed to explain what it meant to call 
Puerto Rico a “commonwealth.”

U.S. citizens outside of Puerto Rico, 
most of whom don’t even know Puerto 
Ricans are fellow citizens, and not 
potential “illegal immigrants” to their 
shores like the Haitians, Dominicans, 
Cubans and other residents of neigh-
boring islands, are no doubt under-
standably confused about Puerto Rico’s 
status, given that Kentucky, Virginia, 
Massachusetts and Pennsylvania all 

refer to themselves as “common-
wealths” and not as states.

But Puerto Rico is no “common-
wealth,” a term which the Oxford dic-
tionary defines as “an independent 
state or community, especially a demo-
cratic republic,” and which Websters 
dictionary defines as a nation or state 
or alternatively—in a special category 
for Puerto Rico and the Northern 
Mariana Islands, presented without 
any sense of irony—as “a political unit 
having local autonomy but voluntarily 
united with the United States.” 

Colonial policies
The Jones Act allowed islanders some 

local autonomy (all laws are subject to 
Congressional veto) but it also imposed 
crippling colonial policies, many of 
which continue to this day, and they 
have contributed mightily to the island’s 
current debt crisis. Puerto Rico’s local 
farming was destroyed in favor of a 
deliberate U.S. policy of monoculture. 
Its women were involuntarily sterilized 
without their knowledge. And while 
Puerto Ricans have had no vote on mat-
ters of war and peace, its young men 
were ordered to serve in America’s wars, 
beginning with WWI and continuing 
until draft call-ups ended. (Actually, at 
the time of Puerto Rico’s “liberation” 
from Spain by U.S. forces in the 1898, 
islanders had more political power and 
autonomy than they ever have gotten 
subsequently under U.S. domination. 
Under pressure from a powerful and 
growing independista movement, Spain 
had already granted Puerto Rico 18 vot-
ing delegates in the Spanish parliament. 
Yet even today, as a U.S. colony, Puerto 
Rico only has one non-voting “observ-
er” in the U.S. House of Representatives.)

On the economic front, under the 
Jones Act, while ships from all over the 

Puerto Ricans: Drop Dead!
To Washington and Wall Street Puerto Rico’s the new Greece, DC’s the 

new Berlin—but the bankers are the same gangsters. 
By Dave Lindorff 
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world pour into U.S. stateside ports 
disgorging cheap goods from abroad, 
Puerto Rico can only ship its own 
goods and produce to the mainland on 
U.S.-flagged vessels—about the most 
expensive way to ship goods known to 
man. U.S. goods shipped to Puerto 
Rico must likewise travel on U.S. ves-
sels. This one act restriction has been a 
principle reason that the island’s 
Maquiladora-style manufacturing sys-
tem has collapsed, causing unemploy-
ment to soar. 

Puerto Rico has no control over its 
own borders, is forced to use the dol-
lar, making devaluation—the classic 
way to get out from under crushing 
debt—impossible, and yet it is also 
barred by U.S. law from doing what 
municipalities and other public entities 
can do when they can’t repay their 
debts: seek bankruptcy protection from 
creditors.

Like Greece?
In some ways the crisis in Puerto 

Rico is like that facing Greece: both 
places are seeing their economies col-
lapse as government services are cut 
and public assets are sold off to private 
investors at fire-sale prices. Both places 
are at the mercy of a larger polity, 
which is seeking ever-greater austerity 
measures—in Greece’s case, the 
European Union and the European 
Central Banks, and in Puerto Rico’s 
case, the U.S. Congress, the U.S. Federal 
Court, the U.S. Treasury Department 
and the Federal Reserve Bank. But the 
similarity ends there.

While its political leaders have thus 
far shied away from the step, Greece 
has the option of quitting the Eurozone 
and re-establishing its own currency, 
the drachma, and of renouncing its 
foreign debt. Puerto Rico, as a colony 
of the U.S., cannot, short of a bloody 
rebellion, leave the clutches of the U.S. 
and the U.S. dollar.

And as unlikely as a “bailout” of 
Greece by the IMF may be, as USA 
Today notes, even that option is closed 

to Puerto Rico, since the only agency 
that could bail it out is the U.S. 
Treasury, and U.S. Treasury Secretary 
Jack Lew has already said such an 
option is not under consideration. 
Even a bill that would grant Puerto 
Rico the right to file for bankruptcy 
protection is stalled in a Congress that 
is wholly owned by the U.S. banking 
industry. 

Given all this, most Americans I’ve 
talked with immediately assume Puerto 
Rico has dug its own debt hole. But the 
truth is different. The island was bat-
tered by the fiscal crisis far worse than 
the rest of the country, though that 
crisis was not of its own making. To 
add to the problem, a tax break—tech-
nically a tax credit on profits earned by 
Puerto Rican operations of U.S. com-
panies—long granted to U.S. business-
es that set up manufacturing facilities 
on the island (where there is no U.S. 
income or business tax in a small bow 
to the old “no taxation without repre-

sentation” legacy of the U.S. revolu-
tion) was ended in 2006. This was just 
the final blow following a shift already 
underway by companies away from the 
island to cheaper-labor countries in 
Latin America following the passage of 
the North American Free Trade 
Agreement (NAFTA).

It’s not surprising that over one-
third of Puerto Ricans living on the 
island depend upon Food Stamps to 
get by (that compares to 15 percent of 
the U.S. population). So ubiquitous is 
the use of Food Stamps that it is effec-
tively a second currency in Puerto 
Rico, used for all manner of commer-
cial transactions between people and 
with various shops and businesses.

Public services
Unable to pay its bills or to raise 

more local tax revenue, or to devalue 
its currency, Puerto Rico’s island and 
local governments have been forced to 
make drastic cuts in public services, 
from education to healthcare to road 
maintenance. And worse is in store, 
with word that the governor has hired 
the “expert,” Stephen Rhodes, who as a 
bankruptcy judge in Michigan, crafted 
Detroit’s notorious bankruptcy plan—
the one that has the city reneging on 
and stealing the pensions of its public 
workers. There are also calls for getting 
the island exempted from the U.S. fed-
eral minimum wage law.

While there surely is plenty of cor-
ruption in San Juan just as there is in 
Washington, this was not, by and large, 
a matter of profligacy, but of survival. 
Puerto Rico’s borrowing binge was 
how the government had to pay for 
needed services while the island’s econ-
omy and tax collections have tanked 
over the past decade.

“Democratic” rights
It is often pointed out that Congress 

has allowed the people of Puerto Rico 
to vote on four occasions—1967, 1993, 
1998 and 2012—in non-binding plebi-
scites on their choice of status for the 

The island was a 
spoil of war when 
the U.S. defeated 

Spain in the 
Spanish-American 
War of 1898, and it 
instantly became a 

colony under brutal 
military rule, its 

indigenous indepen-
dence movement 

crushed, and even 
its native Spanish 
language barred 

from public educa-
tion from 1898 until 

1948.
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island. The available choices have 
always been: independence, continued 
commonwealth status, statehood or 
“none of the above.” Independence has 
always received only a token vote, as 
independence activists have boycotted 
these meaningless ballots, while com-
monwealth status has always beaten 
the pro-statehood vote. Election turn-
out for local contests is usually quite 
high on the island, but with these 
plebiscites, between a quarter and a 
third of the electorate has always stayed 
home—probably a reasonably good 
measure of pro-independence senti-
ment. (Lest one think that there is no 
real support for independence on the 
island—and among the Puerto Rican 
diaspora on the U.S. mainland—recall 
that in 1976, when President Jimmy 
Carter issued a clemency to Puerto 
Rican revolutionary nationalist Lolita 
Lebron, releasing her after she had 
served 21 years in federal prison for her 
participation in the shooting of five 
U.S. Representatives in Congress in 
1954, she was welcomed back to the 
island like a conquering hero.) 

But there is in any event a reason for 
at least some of the reluctance to sup-
port independence too: the poor of the 
island, after over a century of destruc-
tive colonial rule, are deeply dependent 
economically upon the U.S. Puerto 
Ricans fear that with independence 
they would lose their critical Food 
Stamp assistance, and perhaps even 

their Social Security benefits as well as 
other transfer payments. That is a life-
and-death matter that for many poor 
people trumps politics, nationalism 
and cultural identity.

This is why the UN General 
Assembly has consistently denounced 
the U.S. for failing to properly grant 
genuine self-determination to Puerto 
Rico and its people. The many former 
colonies that fought for their freedom 
and are now member nations of the 
UN know that Puerto Rico’s non-
binding plebiscites have been a sham, 
especially without any prior promises 
of compensation and economic transi-
tion by the U.S. following over a cen-
tury of colonial domination and 
repression. 

Viewed in this light, it is clear that 
while there may be some similarities 
between the Puerto Rican and the 
Greek debt crises, the situation faced 
by Puerto Rico is far, far worse. The 
ultimate decision on Greece’s fate is 
still in the hands of the Greek people. If 
they want to break away from the 
imperial grip of Germany and the 
northern European countries, they 
have the means to do it: just vote in a 
government with the political spine to 
pull the country out of the Eurozone.

In Puerto Rico’s case, the ultimate 
decision on the island’s fate lies in the 
hands of the politicians in Washington, 
DC and the banksters in New York.

I’m not sure how that last definition 
got past the editors, though. Puerto 
Rico can never, with a straight face, be 
said to have been “voluntarily united” 
with the United States. The island was 
a spoil of war when the U.S. defeated 
Spain in the Spanish-American War of 
1898, and it instantly became a colony 
under brutal military rule, its indige-
nous independence movement 
crushed, and even its native Spanish 
language barred from public education 
from 1898 until 1948.

When Puerto Rico’s purely sym-
bolic but powerless elected delegates 
assembly voted in 1914 to call unani-
mously for the island’s independence, 
the U.S. Congress responded in 1917 
with the Jones Act, which declared all 
residents of Puerto Rico to be U.S. citi-
zens, whether they liked it or not (peo-
ple were given a one-time chance with-
in the next 30 days to renounce that 
citizenship forever, but nobody since 
then has had that right.)

—This Can’t Be Happening, August 
5, 2015

http://thiscantbehappening.net/
node/2822
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Joe Johnson died on August 5th, 
2015. He was raised in Chippewa Falls, 
Wisconsin. When Joe turned 20, the 
United States invaded Korea. Joe 
understood the Imperialist nature of 
this war from reading what Marxist 
literature was available in Chippewa 
Falls. Joe fled to Canada, to avoid being 
drafted into this reactionary war. Joe 
knocked around Canada working until 
he was recruited into the Toronto 
Branch of the Socialist Education 
League in 1956. He served with distinc-
tion and soon became a leader in this 
small Trotskyist organization aligned 
with the Fourth International.

During 1958, the Socialist Education 
League ran a slate of candidates in the 
Toronto municipal elections. After 
elections, the Royal Canadian Mounted 
Police paid a visit to Joe for a “papers 
check.” Joe’s draft number had come 
up. The comrades advised Joe to go 
back to the U.S. and face the charges. 
In Minneapolis, Joe was sentenced to 
two years in prison for draft evasion 
and a $500 fine. Joe never gave into 
demoralization. He told Canadian 
comrade, Ernest Tate, that he used the 
time in prison to have political discus-
sions with his fellow prisoners. 

Surviving prison, Joe was going to 
face deportation back to Canada. The 
U.S. ruling class alleged that he had 
sworn allegiance to the crown and was 
therefore a “stateless person.” The 
Socialist Workers Party organized a 
successful defense campaign for Joe to 
remain in the United States where he 
was born, and won. Joe joined the 
SWP, helping to recruit members on 
college campuses and among advanced 
workers who were open to the ideas of 
revolutionary socialism. It was no small 
feat to bring the battered SWP through 
the McCarthy witch-hunts so that it 
could give crucial help and publicity to 
the Civil Rights Movement, and help 
provide leadership to the Vietnam 

Anti-War and Women’s Liberation 
movements. Throughout these years, 
Joe had the privilege of working and 
living with Vince Dunn, whose own 
revolutionary experience went back to 
the Wobblies (Industrial Workers of 
the World) and the great Minneapolis 
Teamster Strikes of the 1930s.

Working as a reporter for the 
Militant during the Wounded Knee 
uprising, Joe was welcomed into the 
blockaded town because the American 
Indian Movement (AIM) activists trust-
ed Joe and the Socialist Workers Party.

Beginning in the 1970s, Joe resided 
again in Chippewa Falls running a 
bookstore in Eau Claire, then opening 
one up in Chippewa Falls. Joe main-
tained what connections he could to 
the SWP. His life continued on with his 
passions for guitar playing and chess. 
For 15 years he took care of his mother 
Amelia, and deeply mourned her death. 
He read extensively about Chinese cul-
ture and philosophy, and took good 
care of his beloved cats.

Joe was living a happy bachelor’s life 
when he became disabled and moved 
into Wissota Regional Health and Vent 
Center. Although confined to a wheel-
chair, Joe could be found at the com-
puter studying current events, playing 
chess, and writing his contributions to 
Socialist Viewpoint. He contributed arti-
cles and opinion pieces to this magazine 
until his death at age 84 from liver can-
cer. He enjoyed visitors and discussing 
the capitalist crisis of the day and how 
people could mobilize to defend them-
selves. Personal letters he wrote to both 
of the editors of the magazine were 
filled with his passionate ideas for how 
workers could confront the terrible 
challenges of living under capitalist rule. 
He advised the editors to take an active 
role in proposing solutions to the relent-
less assaults on the working class. He 
often expressed the opinion that the 
prisoners in the American incarceration 

Gulag would rise up against their terri-
ble oppression at the hands of the state.

Joe ascribed to the Transitional 
Program that encouraged workers and 
their leaders to fight for issues and win 
even though their class-consciousness 
and revolutionary vision lagged 
behind. When Detroit went bankrupt, 
Joe clearly saw this as an opportunity 
for Detroit citizens to organize into 
their own defense councils, preventing 
bankers from taking them to the clean-
ers with taxation and other austerity 
scams. Joe was fond of saying, “You 
fight the capitalist class where they are 
the weakest!” The Occupy Wall Street 
movement, Kshama Sawant’s election 
to Seattle City Council, the Black Lives 
Matter movement and environmental 
movements, were confirmation in Joe’s 
mind, that the teachings of Marxism 
and class struggle are validated from 
1917 until this year 2015.

Not being ready to die, Joe elected 
to gamble with chemotherapy after his 
cancer diagnoses. Joe’s mind was pow-
erful and there was much left for him 
to write and observe; new opportuni-
ties for social upheaval to witness and 
participate in. There were his friends 
along with many games of chess and 
discussion waiting for his attention. 
The chemotherapy gamble didn’t pay 
off with an extension of life. Joe was 
left no choice but to succumb to death. 
He left us with his Marxist articles, 
observations, and a convincing assur-
ance that he lived a full and good life 
organizing the working class and their 
allies toward building a peaceful and 
prosperous planet for the future gen-
erations of humanity.

As Joe signed his letters,

—In the Spirit of Crazy Horse and the 
Spirit of Ché. If we struggle we will win!

(See Joe’s last two letters to Socialist 
Viewpoint in the Letter to the Editors 
section of this issue.)

Joe Johnson ¡Presente!
November 7, 1930—August 5, 2015

By Brian Schwartz

International
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In response to the worst refugee 
crisis since World War II, European 
governments are tightening their bor-
ders and preparing to escalate military 
targeting of so-called human smug-
glers. But many people within the 
European Union are modeling a differ-
ent approach by holding rallies and 
opening their homes to welcome refu-
gees of war and poverty who survive 
the perilous journey across the 
Mediterranean Sea.

Over 20,000 people marched 
through Vienna on Monday, August 
31, 2015, to protest the horrific treat-
ment of refugees, the week after the 
bodies of 71 people were found in a 
truck on a highway between the 
Hungarian border and Vienna. In what 
was billed as a welcome rally, marchers 
carried signs, which read: “I don’t want 
Europe to be a mass grave.” The crowd 
included numerous parents carrying 
children and erupted into Austrian 
pop songs as they were cheered by 
enthusiastic passersby.

According to media reports, trains 
carrying refugees from Budapest and 
Hegyeshalom to Vienna were met 
Monday with hundreds of people 
applauding and carrying a banner that 
read: “Refugees Welcome: Open 
Borders.” Many of the people who 
greeted the travelers reportedly brought 
water, bread, and diapers.

Meanwhile, in Iceland, thousands of 
people have offered their homes to 
Syrian refugees in response to the 
Facebook group “Syria is calling,” 
which was started by professor and 
writer Bryndis Bjorgvinsdottir. 
“Refugees are our future spouses, best 
friends, our next soul mate, the drum-

mer in our children’s band, our next 
colleague, Miss Iceland 2022, the car-
penter who finally fixes our bathroom, 
the chef in the cafeteria, the fireman, 
the hacker and the television host,” 
states the plea to the government. 
“People who we’ll never be able to say 
to: ‘Your life is worth less than mine.’”

The Berlin-based organization 
Refugees Welcome is also working to 
connect people willing to share their 
homes with refugees in need of shelter. 
As of Tuesday, over 780 Germans had 
reportedly signed up and 26 people 
had been placed. In late August, thou-
sands of people attended a rally to 
welcome immigrants and refugees in 
the German city of Dresden, organized 
by the Anti-Nazi Alliance following 
violent attacks on asylum seekers.

And across Germany, soccer clubs—
many of which are known for welcom-
ing, supporting, and mentoring refu-
gees and immigrants—have displayed 
banners declaring “refugees welcome” 
at their matches.

Many of those organizing support 
are refugees themselves, like Gloria 
Ekereuwem, who is originally from 
Nigeria and currently lives in Seville, 
Spain, where she works with the group 
Asociación Mujeres Entre Mundos. 
“No one leaves their country, house, or 
children to suffer. When someone 
leaves it is because of war and poverty,” 
Ekereuwem told Common Dreams over 
the phone. “That is why people leave. 
They are looking for peace. If you can 
offer them that peace, please do it.”

The Office of the UN High 
Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) 
reported in June that one out of every 

122 people on the planet is a refugee, 
seeking asylum, or internally displaced. 
Displacement has increased four-fold 
over the past four years, with the con-
flict in Syria acting as the largest driver 
of this rise, and surging conflicts from 
the Central African Republic to Yemen 
to Ukraine also fueling these grim 
numbers.

As many have pointed out, wealthy 
nations including the United States 
play a disproportionate role in driving 
war, conflict, and global inequality, yet 
turn their backs on those who are dis-
placed. Observers have argued that the 
refugee crisis, in fact, is a creation of 
the West, given the role of the U.S. and 
NATO in destabilizing North Africa 
and the Middle East.

Now, the EU is embracing a “mili-
tary solution” by advancing plans to 
target boats transporting refugees. And 
Hungary is preparing to deploy the 
army to its borders and has started 
work on a fence along the border with 
Serbia to the south in a bid to stem the 
flow of migrants. Meanwhile, hun-
dreds of refugees are protesting for a 
second day as Hungary blocks them 
from boarding trains to other EU 
nations.

Despite the efforts of some EU resi-
dents, many of the more than 300,000 
people who have crossed the 
Mediterranean this year so far have 
received anything but a warm wel-
come. More than 2,400 have died in 
2015 alone trying to reach Europe, 
according to the International 
Organization for Migration. The 
humanitarian failure of governments is 
accompanied by racist, anti-immigrant 
blow-back, from Germany to Hungary.

Refugees Welcome 
As EU slams door on war survivors, many EU residents are staging welcome rallies and opening their homes 

to survivors of war, poverty, and the dangerous voyage across the Mediterranean
By Sarah Lazare

INTERNATIONAL
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Ekereuwem of the Asociación 
Mujeres Entre Mundos argued that 
closing borders, attacking boats, and 
cutting off aid will not stem the flow of 
people fleeing war and poverty: 
“Everyone has the right to move. We 
should respect the law of human rights. 
We should extend our hands to our 
neighbors.”

—Common Dreams, September 1, 
2015

http://www.commondreams.org/
news/2015/09/01/refugees-welcome-eu-
slams-door-war-survivors-people-show-
another-way
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On April 26, 2011, a meeting that 
can only be described as sinister took 
place between the then Italian Prime 
Minister, Silvio Berlusconi, and French 
President, Nicolas Sarkozy. The most 
pressing issue discussed at the meeting 
in Rome was how to deal with African 
immigrants. 

Sarkozy, who was under pressure 
from his right-wing and far-right con-
stituencies to halt immigration origi-
nating from North Africa (resulting 
from the Tunisian uprising,) desired to 
strike a deal with the opportunistic 
Italian leader. In exchange for an 
Italian agreement to join a French ini-
tiative aimed at tightening border con-
trol (Italy being accused of allowing 
immigrants to cross through its bor-
ders to the rest of Europe,) France, in 
turn, would resolve major disputes 
involving a series of takeovers, involv-
ing French and Italian companies. 
Moreover, Italy would then secure 
French support for a bid by Italian 
Economist and Banker, Mario Draghi, 
to become the Head of the European 
Central Bank. 

Another point on the French agen-
da was active Italian participation in 
the war on Libya, initially spearheaded 
by France, Britain and the United 
States, and later championed by 
NATO. 

Initially, Berlusconi hesitated to 
take part in the war, although certainly 
not for any moral reasons: for exam-
ple, because the war was deliberately 
based on a misconstrued interpreta-
tion of United Nations Security 
Council Resolution 1973 of March 17, 
2011. The Resolution called for an 
“immediate ceasefire,” the establish-
ment of a “no-fly zone” and using all 
means, except foreign occupation, to 
“protect civilians.” The war, however, 

achieved entirely different objectives 
from the ones stated in the Resolution. 
It achieved a regime change, the bloody 
capture and murder of Libyan leader, 
Muammar al-Qaddafi, and resulted in 
a bloodbath in which thousands of 
civilians were killed, and continue to 
die, due to the chaos and civil war that 
has gripped Libya since then.  

Berlusconi’s change of heart had 
little to do with common sense and 
much to do with oil and gas. He was 
walking a tight rope. On one hand, 
about a quarter of Italy’s oil was 
imported from Libya, in addition to 
nearly ten percent of the country’s 
natural gas. Destabilizing Libya could 
interrupt the flow of Libyan energy 
supplies, at a time when Italy was des-
perately attempting to recover from its 
deep economic recession.  

On the other hand, having France 
(which seemed to be in the mood for 
intervention because, following the 
Libya war, France marched on to Mali) 
hold all the cards in Libya could be 
devastating for Italy. “The Franco-
Italian spat over immigration follows 
sharp differences over Libya, where 
Rome has been dragged into a war it 
would rather avoid, fearing a Paris-
Benghazi nexus will freeze out its sub-
stantial interests in Libyan oil and gas,” 
the Financial Times reported at the 
time.  

The successful meeting between the 
two leaders paved the way for Italian 
intervention, which took part in ear-
nest in the war on Libya on April 28. 
Meanwhile, France kept its part of the 
bargain, and on November 1 of that 
same year, Mario Draghi succeeded 
Jean-Claude Trichet as the President of 
the European Central Bank.  

Both countries benefited, albeit 
Libya was destroyed.   

War Begets War Refugees 
The moral bankruptcy of Italy and NATO

  By Ramzy Baroud 
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It is difficult to imagine that 
Berlusconi, a repulsive and corrupt 
politician even by the low standards of 
Italian politics, operated on the basis of 
any moral standards, aside from per-
sonal gains and self-interest. Indeed, 
neither his “friendship” with Libyan 
long-time ruler, Qaddafi, nor the many 
perks and massive profits he received 
from Libya were enough to honor his 
commitment not to participate in a 
war that was clearly not aimed at sav-
ing lives, but maintaining access to 
Libya’s energy supplies.  

Equally interesting is the fact that 
UNSC Resolution 1973 was promoted 
by its supporters as one aimed at pro-
tecting civilians from an imminent 
massacre about to be carried by the 
Libyan Army in Benghazi. Regardless 
of what Qaddafi’s intentions were, the 
NATO war resulted in untold suffering 
among Libyan civilians on three differ-
ent fronts:  

First, thousands of Libyans were 
killed and wounded as a direct result of 
NATO’s intervention; second, the war 
turned Libya into warring fiefdoms, 
armed and supported by regional and 
international powers. The hundreds of 
militias that exist in Libya today have 
deprived Libyans of any sense of secu-
rity, and exposed the civilian popula-
tion to a war reality that, seemingly, 
has no end in sight. Third, thousands 
of Libyans, or Africans who once called 
Libya home, found themselves fleeing 
the war using every means of transport 
possible. Tens-of-thousands of them 
sought refuge in Europe, while thou-
sands died trying. 

Few in the Italian Government 
would care to remember their coun-
try’s role in the war on Libya, which, 
despite early hesitation, was embraced 
with utmost enthusiasm. The refugees 
who are lucky enough to make it to 
Italy’s shores are constantly demonized 
by Italian media and perceived as a 
burden on the still-struggling Italian 
economy. What they forget is that, 

thanks to Libya’s reasonably-priced 
and cheaply transported oil and gas, 
the Italian economy was kept afloat for 
years. The poor refugees are not as 
much of a burden on Italy’s economy 
as Italy was a burden on Libya—in fact, 
on the whole of Africa.  

Libya was colonized by Italy from 
1911 to 1943, and was driven out along 
with its German Nazi partners by local 
resistance and eventually by the Allies 
in World War II. It was not until 1998 
that Italy apologized for the sins of 
colonizing the country, which came at 
a terribly high price of death and 
destruction. Yet, eleven years later, the 
supposedly remorseful Italy was bomb-
ing Libya once more to ensure the flow 
of cheap oil and to keep African immi-
grants and refugees at bay.  

Neither was the bloody 2011 war an 
exception. Four years after that war, 
Italy once more began calling for 
another war on Libya for, clearly, the 
desired objectives of the first war have 
not been met: immigrants and refu-
gees, despite high risks and a mounting 
death toll, continued to pour into Italy 
and the flow of oil and gas has been 
disrupted by a civil war among Libya’s 
NATO allies. But there is another fac-
tor, according to Marianne Arens: 
“The saber-rattling over Libya also 
serves to divert attention from the 
growing domestic social and political 
tensions” in Italy itself.  

The relationship between war and 
the rising challenge of refugees, immi-
grants and asylum seekers cannot be 
overstated. It is both ironic and sad 
that the many thousands of war refu-
gees are seeking shelter in the same 
European and NATO countries that 
either directly (as in Libya, Iraq, 
Afghanistan) or indirectly (as in Syria) 
contributed to the destruction and 
destabilization of their countries. 

Even Greece, which is displaying 
little patience or regard for humanitar-
ian laws in its treatment of the many 
thousands of refugees coming from 

Syria, Iraq and Afghanistan, via 
Turkey, took part, although in a minor 
role, in the war in Libya (2011) and 
provided assistance to the U.S.-led war 
on Iraq (2003). 

While one strongly sympathizes 
with Greece as it stands on the verge of 
bankruptcy and having just reached a 
deal with the EU that could keep the 
impoverished country solvent for 
the coming months, one cannot fath-
om the mistreatment of innocent 
Syrians and Iraqis as they brave the sea 
to escape the hellish wars back home. 
The Greeks, who suffered terrible wars 
in the past, should know this more 
than anyone else. The scenes from the 
islands of Lesbos and Kos are heart-
breaking, to say the least.  

However, the countries that should 
be confronted most about their moral 
responsibility towards war refugees are 
those who ignited these wars in the first 
place. While Libya continues to descend 
into chaos, and Syria and Iraq subsist in 
a state of bedlam, both France and 
Britain discuss the problem of refugees 
attempting to cross into both countries 
as if the refugees are swarms of locusts, 
not innocent people who were victim-
ized mostly by U.S.-European wars. 
Meanwhile, the U.S., geographically 
removed from the refugee crisis, seems 
unconcerned by the chaotic scenes of 
desperate refugees, capsizing boats, and 
pleading families.  

Those who wage war should, at 
least, shoulder part of the moral 
responsibility of addressing the horri-
ble consequences that armed conflict 
inflicts upon innocent people. The 
Italian example shows how economic 
interests trump morality, and not a 
single NATO country, Turkey includ-
ed, is innocent. 

Now that the refugee crisis is wors-
ening, it behooves NATO to deal 
with the problem, at least with a degree 
of humanity and—dare one say—with 
the same enthusiasm that led it to sev-
eral devastating wars in recent years. 
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—Counterpunch, August 18, 2015
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The decision by Amnesty 
International’s decision-making 
forum, the International Council 
Meeting, to call for the decriminaliza-
tion of prostitution is another in a long 
line of triumphs for heartless neolib-
eral economics and the grotesque com-
modification of human beings that 
defines predatory capitalism. Salil 
Shetty, secretary-general of Amnesty 
International, said: 

“Sex workers 
are one of the 
most marginal-
ized groups in 
the world who 
in most instanc-
es face constant 
risk of discrimi-
nation, violence 
and abuse. Our 
global move-
ment paved the 
way for adopt-
ing a policy for 
the protection of 
the human 
rights of sex 
workers which will help shape 
Amnesty International’s future work 
on this important issue.”

In the sickness of modern culture, 
the ability to exploit with impunity is 
distorted into a human right even by a 
renowned and respected humanitarian 
organization. That is quite a card trick. 
We live in a global culture where the 
wretched of the earth are chattel and 
where sexual slavery—which is what 
most prostituted women and girls 
around the globe endure—is sanctified 
by market forces. These women and 
girls are among our most vulnerable. 
After being crushed by poverty, racism 
and sexism, they are unable to find 
other ways to make a sustainable 
income. They are treated little better 
than livestock transported to markets 
for consumption. That a so-called 

human rights organization parrots vile 
justifications is emblematic of the 
depth of our moral degeneration and 
the triumph of misogyny.

Women and girls who are prosti-
tuted should be treated not as crimi-
nals but as victims. The criminals are 
the johns and the pimps and traffickers 
who profit from the sale of human 
flesh. Decriminalizing prostitution, 

which allows these 
modern slave 
masters to openly 
ply their trade, 
means the exploi-
tation will grow 
explosively. We 
must work to cre-
ate a world where 
those who are dis-
possessed of their 
human rights are 
not forced into 
this dilemma. We 
must not accept a 
world where pov-
erty destroys the 

lives of the weak and the vulnerable, 
including children. Those who profit 
from prostituting women and girls 
must be driven out of business. 

“In sheer numbers, it is the poor 
brown women of the world who pay 
with bruises, humiliation and deaths 
for this ignorant and hideous decision 
that has brought Amnesty International 
so low,” Lee Lakeman, the Canadian 
feminist, told me by email...

“When Amnesty International’s 
‘progressive leftists’ blithely refer to 
‘free choice to prostitute,’ do they 
choose to forget prostitution as 
imperialism? Third world brothel 
cities, the tourist brothels sprung up 
where once armies were stationed, 
man-camps of resource thieves that 
overrun indigenous communities, 
UN troops buying sex from women 

Johns, Pimps and Human Traffickers
Amnesty International: protecting their “human rights!” 

By Chris Hedges

...thousands of 
Libyans, or Africans 

who once called 
Libya home, found 
themselves fleeing 

the war using every 
means of transport 
possible. Tens-of-
thousands of them 

sought refuge in 
Europe, while  

thousands died  
trying.
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in refugee camps by offering them 
food? Abandoned migrant addicted 
kids and women in the ghettos of 
the world’s cities being bought for 
the price of a quick hit? Or are they 
[Amnesty and those who support its 
decision] imagining this free choice: 
the women, babes in arms migrating 
from war zones and environmental 
deserts who are bought with rides, 
food, water or with a chance to save 
a child? Surely they know how indig-
enous girls are groomed with drugs 
and alcohol and rides to the city 
from hopeless homelands. But they 
cannot have missed the inherent 
racism of prostitution that exoticizes 
every racial stereotype of woman on 
the back pages and Internet sites of 
the world. And those of us, women 
of the global north, who have food 
and shelter? We fight now for the 
public life of full citizens. Are we 
obliged every time we leave our 
houses to face a barrage of men 
bloated with entitlement of class and 
race and sex, who sit scanning as we 
pass for our price tag? Consciousness 
is in part knowing who is standing 
with you. We know Amnesty 
International sold us out.”

Among those, including women, 
who have no concept of what being 
prostituted really means, it has become 
hip and edgy to talk about the legiti-
macy of “sex work.” Movies like “Pretty 
Woman” and the pro-prostitution lob-
by’s slick portrayals of the “sex indus-
try” bear as much resemblance to the 
reality of prostitution as “Sands of Iwo 
Jima“ does to war. If you want an hon-
est window into what the prostitution 
industry is like, read Paid For: My 
Journey Through Prostitution, by Rachel 
Moran, who at 15 was prostituted on 
the streets of Dublin. She endured this 
nightmare for seven years.

Moran says, based on her experi-
ence, that there are three types of men 
who use prostitutes: those who treat 
women as if they do not have human 
emotions; those who are conscious of a 
woman’s humanity but choose to 
ignore it; and those who derive sexual 

pleasure from crushing the humanity 
of the women they buy.

Our culture, manipulated by sophis-
ticated forms of propaganda, mesmer-
ized by commercially created images 
that glorify violence and sexual exploi-
tation and consumption, cannot 
untangle fantasy from reality. Many, 

maybe most, men have been indoctri-
nated by pornography. Pornography 
has taught them that their personal 
gratification at the expense and degra-
dation of another is a human right. 
This indoctrination has twisted femi-
nism, which once fought for oppressed 
women and girls, into an accessory to 
misogyny. Why would genuine femi-
nists organize or consider taking part 
in “SlutWalks?” Why is the election of 
a female president or the appointment 
of a female CEO an advance when at 
the same time—often with the collabo-
ration of elite women—social and gov-
ernmental programs that provide assis-
tance to poor and working women are 
abolished? 

The current generation of neoliberal 
“feminists” cite the empowerment of a 
tiny, predominantly white female elite 
as proof of feminist advance. Women 
and girls who are poor, racialized or 
part of the working class, like all of the 
vulnerable in our age of predatory 

capitalism, are ignored and discarded, 
along with most of their advocates. 
This is not an advance for women. It is 
a profound setback.

“Capitalism and prostitution are the 
new method of imperialism and colo-
nization,” said Alice Lee, a member of 
the Asian Women Coalition Ending 
Prostitution, whom I reached in 
Vancouver...

“It is no coincidence that por-
nography and prostitution use racial 
stereotypes to sell and exploit 
women. Prostitution is a tool that 
subjugates women, especially 
women of color, reinforcing sexism 
and the global racial hierarchy. The 
normalization of sexualized racism 
entrenches the idea that women of 
color and poor women are dispens-
able/disposable in all nations. The 
global north no longer has to occupy 
our lands. They can occupy our 
bodies and define our worth. This 
othering enables them to see us as 
less than human.”

The world has been turned upside 
down. Every sentence uttered by the 
pro-prostitution lobby—that prostitu-
tion is about choice, that prostitution 
is about empowerment, that legalizing 
prostitution protects women—is a lie. 
But we are a culture awash in lies, and 
amid this flood it is hard for many to 
separate illusion from reality.

Being prostituted is perpetual rape. 
Being prostituted means your orifices 
are penetrated a dozen or more times a 
night by strangers who often insult, 
maul and beat you. This happens in 
cars, in alleys, in “massage parlors,” in 
brothels, in motel rooms. And those 
who make the real money are not the 
exploited and the abused but the 
pimps, traffickers and brothel and 
massage parlor owners. Being prosti-
tuted means vaginal and anal tears, 
bruises, broken bones, sexually trans-
mitted diseases including HIV, and 
severe psychological damage. And it 
can mean death. It almost always 
means early death. Those who must 

We must not accept 
a world where pov-

erty destroys the 
lives of the weak and 

the vulnerable, 
including children. 

Those who profit 
from prostituting 
women and girls 

must be driven out 
of business.
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endure this abuse are almost always 
women of color, many shipped by traf-
fickers from poor countries to rela-
tively affluent countries for the sole 
purpose of being sexually exploited.

“Rape, wife battering and pornogra-
phy serve to put women in their place,” 
Lee said...

“That is the function of male 
violence against women. When 
women hear and see other women 
being raped, battered or prostituted, 
we know this could easily happen to 
us. Sometimes in the pro-prostitu-
tion argument you will hear that 
prostitution will prevent men from 
raping ordinary women. But by 
accepting prostitution we are accept-
ing a class of women being expend-
able, as if that will prevent men from 
raping and beating us. Only when all 
women achieve liberty and autono-
my can we be free.”

I suffer from post-traumatic stress 
disorder from my years as a war cor-
respondent. I instantly recognized fel-
low sufferers of PTSD in prostituted 
women and girls when I interviewed 
them in refugee and displacement 
camps in Latin America, Africa and the 
Balkans. Prostituted women in and 
near war zones are as commonplace as 
corpses. Once a culture descends into 
the sickness of violence, once a culture 
allows human beings to become racial-
ized objects of exploitation, there is an 
explosion of rape and prostitution, 
along with pornography. War, like 
neoliberal economics, sees only com-
modities, not sentient beings with the 
ability to feel pain and joy. And making 
war on people, as well as the planet, lies 
at the heart of neoliberal economics.

Prostituting women and girls is a 
lucrative business. Germany, which 
legalized prostitution in 2002, is now 
being called “Europe’s biggest broth-
el.” It has industrialized sexual exploi-
tation with a terrifying corporate effi-
ciency. Over a million men a day 
engage in these transactions, sexually 
exploiting women and girls who come 

mostly from poor countries in Africa 
and Eastern Europe. These women and 
girls have been shipped to Germany to 
satiate the physical desires of the afflu-
ent and enrich the pimps and traffick-
ers who control them. The women and 
girls do not do this because it is a 
choice. They do this because they are 
desperate and poor. The German mag-
azine Spiegel published an investigative 
piece that lays out this abuse in detail, 
“How Legalized Prostitution Has 
Failed.”

Amnesty International has, in 
essence, legitimized the weapon of 
male objectification and violence in the 
war against women. This weapon exists 
apart from the evils of global capital-
ism. The fight to end male violence 
against women has to be integral to 
those of us who also fight global capi-
talism. We need the liberation of 
women and girls, including those who 
are poor and of color. Women cannot 
join the fight for a better world until 
male violence and male entitlement are 
eradicated. Freedom from exploita-
tion, especially for women and girls, 
will define the success or failure of our 
struggle. To be an anti-capitalist, to be 
a member of the authentic left who 
stands with all of the oppressed, is to 
embrace radical feminism—not the 
mock feminism of neoliberalism but 
the true feminism of Andrea Dworkin. 
It is to recognize that no assault against 
capitalism is possible, or morally per-
missible, unless it is accompanied by 
an assault against male violence and 
the exploitation of women and girls.

“Capitalism is not wicked or cruel 
when the commodity is the prostitute,” 
Dworkin wrote...

“Profit is not wicked or cruel 
when the alienated worker is a 
female piece of meat; corporate 
bloodsucking is not wicked or cruel 
when the corporations in question, 
organized crime syndicates, sell 
c-word; racism is not wicked or 
cruel when the Black c-word or 
Yellow c-word or Red c-word or 

Hispanic c-word or Jewish c-word 
has her legs splayed for any man’s 
pleasure; poverty is not wicked or 
cruel when it is the poverty of dis-
possessed women who have only 
themselves to sell; violence by the 
powerful against the powerless is not 
wicked or cruel when it is called sex; 
slavery is not wicked or cruel when it 
is sexual slavery; torture is not wick-
ed or cruel when the tormented are 
women, whores, cunts. The new 
pornography is left-wing; and the 
new pornography is a vast graveyard 
where the Left has gone to die. The 
Left cannot have its whores and its 
politics too.”

Chris Hedges spent nearly two decades 
as a foreign correspondent in Central 
America, the Middle East, Africa and the 
Balkans. He has reported from more 
than 50 countries and has worked for 
The Christian Science Monitor, 
National Public Radio, The Dallas 
Morning News and The New York 
Times, for which he was a foreign cor-
respondent for 15 years.

—OpEd News, August 16, 2015

http://www.opednews.com/articles/
Amnesty-International-Pro-by-Chris-
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Capitalism_Exploitation_Human-
Rights-Violations-150816-114.html
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Today’s pop quiz: Which of the fol-
lowing countries has the most medical 
professionals working in the world’s 
poorest countries; has doctors who 
have performed three million free eye 
operations in 33 countries; created the 
world’s largest medical school with 
22,000 students; has a ratio of one phy-
sician for every 167 people (No. 1 in 
the world); has lower infant mortality 
and higher life expectancy than the 
United States; and has free, high qual-
ity, universal primary healthcare?

A. Sweden

B. France

C. Canada

D. Norway

E. None of the above

The correct answer is E. None of the 
above. Many Americans are surprised to 
learn that the country described above is 
Cuba. For more than five decades we’ve 
heard plenty about Cuba’s shortcom-
ings, but virtually nothing about its 
stunning accomplishments.

For many scholars, the Cuban 
healthcare system is the jewel in the 
crown of Cuban achievements. Here I 
choose to focus on Cuba’s medical 
internationalism, a practice admired 
throughout the world but virtually 
unknown to U.S. citizens.

After the Cuban revolution of 
January 1, 1959, which overthrew the 
brutal Batista dictatorship, about half 
of Cuba’s doctors fled the island for 
more lucrative practices, most to 
Miami. Yet even under these dire cir-
cumstances and the crushing U.S. 
embargo that followed, Cuba began 
dispatching volunteer medical contin-
gents abroad.

Many people are surprised to learn 
that Cuban medical professionals have 
saved more lives in the Third World 

than all the wealthy G-8 nations com-
bined, plus the World Health 
Organization and the Nobel Peace Prize 
recipient Doctors Without Borders.

As noted by Cuba expert John Lee 
Anderson, “At any given time, there 
are an estimated 50,000 Cuban doctors 
working in slums and rural areas in as 
many as 30 other developing nations 
around the world.”

And because Cuba believes health-
care is a fundamental human right, 
these totally volunteer services are pro-
vided to recipients gratis. One remark-
able example among many follows 
from Cuba’s world-class specialization 
in ophthalmology. Under Operacion 
Milagro (Operation Miracle), Cuban 
specialists have performed vision-
restoring surgery to two million people 
in 34 countries, again at no cost.

In sentiments shared by people 
from Asia and Africa to Latin America 
and the Caribbean, Bolivian President 
Evo Morales expressed his gratitude for 
Cuba’s crucial medical assistance to his 
country by saying, “Cuba has shown its 
solidarity to us by sending ‘troops’ who 
save lives—not like other countries 
which send troops to end lives.”

In 1999, Cuba founded ELAM (the 
Latin America School of Medicine), 
the world’s largest medical school. It 
offers a free education (including 
books and a living stipend) to students 
from poor countries, and more than 
10,000 students have graduated from 
its highly respected six-year program. 
The only requirement is that students 
make a moral commitment to return 
home and serve marginalized popula-
tions. Note: Since 2007, more than 100 
young people from the U.S. have grad-
uated from ELAM and returned to 
work in underserved areas of the 
United States.

At this point, I can readily appreci-
ate why some readers might react with 
cynicism. Canadian professor John 
Kirk, who conducted 120 in-depth 
interviews with Cuban medical volun-
teers, acknowledges a myriad of 
motives. However, he emphasizes that 
“a key element that needs to be under-
stood is the form of socialization that 
Cubans are reared in, and develop 
throughout their formative years.”

Professor Kirk notes that beginning in 
day care, Cuban children are socialized to 
watch out for the weakest, to empathize 
with others who are less fortunate. A vol-
unteer physician in Venezuela added, 
“We Cuban doctors devote everything to 
love and solidarity because that’s what 
we’ve been taught since we were little, in 
school.” This was a founding principle of 
the Cuban revolution.

Cuba’s robust medical internation-
alism contradicts the common-sense, 
bleak view of human nature, the domi-
nant narrative of hyper individualism 
and the profit motive. I suggest that we 
remain open to the possibility that 
some cultures are compatible with the 
lived expression of empathy while 
other cultures suppress it.

Cuba’s practice of moral medicine 
is the world’s most compelling exam-
ple of empathetic solidarity. Despite 
overwhelming odds, this small country 
of 11 million people has taken empathy 
from the abstract realm and brought it 
down to earth. We court both personal 
and national peril by not learning more 
about it.

Gary Olson, Ph.D. Is chair of the 
Political Science Department at 
Moravian College in Bethlehem, PA.

—Common Dreams, July 27, 2015
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Culture of Kindness
Are some cultures better than others at cultivating empathy?

By Gary Olson
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Writing is a way to be useful if you 
believe that our long-suffering human-
ity must be better, and more fully edu-
cated, given the incredible ignorance in 
which we are all enveloped, with the 
exception of researchers who in the sci-
ences seek satisfactory answers. This is 
a word, which implies in a few letters 
its immense content.

All of us in our youth heard talk at 
some point about Einstein, in particu-
lar after the explosion of the atomic 
bombs which pulverized Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki, putting an end to the 
cruel war between the United States 
and Japan.

When those bombs were dropped, 
after the war unleashed by the attack 
on the U.S. base at Pearl Harbor, the 
Japanese Empire had already been 
defeated. The United States, whose ter-
ritory and industries remained 
removed from the war, became the 
country with the greatest wealth and 
the best weaponry on Earth, in a world 
torn apart, full of death, the wounded 
and hungry.

The Soviet Union and China togeth-
er lost more than 50 million lives, 
along with enormous material damage. 

Almost all of the gold in the world 
landed in the vaults of the United 
States. Today it is estimated that the 
entirety of this country’s gold reserves 
reached 8,133.5 tons of this metal. 
Despite that, tearing up the Bretton 
Woods accords they signed, the United 
States unilaterally declared that it 
would not fulfill its duty to back the 
Troy ounce with the value in gold of its 
paper money.

The measure ordered by Nixon vio-
lated the commitments made by 
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt. 
According to a large number of experts 
on the subject, the foundation of a cri-
sis was created, which among other 
disasters threatens to powerfully batter 
the economy of this model of a coun-
try. Meanwhile, Cuba is owed compen-
sation equivalent to damages, which 
have reached many millions of dollars, 
as our country has denounced through-
out our interventions in the United 
Nations, with irrefutable arguments 
and facts.

As has been expressed with clarity 
by Cuba’s Party and government, to 
advance good will and peace among all 
the countries of this hemisphere and 

the many peoples who are part of the 
human family, and thus contribute to 
the survival of our species in the mod-
est place the universe has conceded us, 
we will never stop struggling for peace 
and the well-being of all human beings, 
for every inhabitant on the planet 
regardless of skin color or national ori-
gin, and for the full right of all to hold 
a religious belief or not.

The equal right of all citizens to 
health, education, work, food, security, 
culture, science, and wellbeing, that is, 
the same rights we proclaimed when we 
began our struggle, in addition to those 
which emerge from our dreams of jus-
tice and equality for all inhabitants of 
our world, is what I wish for all. To 
those who share all or part of these same 
ideas, or superior ones along the same 
lines, I thank you, dear compatriots.

Fidel Castro’s column appears in 
Granma. He celebrated his 89th birthday 
on August 13, 2015.

—Counterpunch, August 14, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2015/08/14/the-revolutionary-
dream-of-justice-and-equality/

Justice and Equality
The revolutionary dream

By Fidel Castro 

Almost all of the 
gold in the world 

landed in the vaults 
of the United States. 
Today it is estimated 

that the entirety of 
this country’s gold 

reserves reached 
8,133.5 tons of this 

metal. 
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July 15, 2015—“By the end of next 
week, the opportunity to reform 
COSATU (Congress of South African 
Trade Unions) may be gone,” said 
Zwelinzima Vavi, the former general 
secretary of the South African labor 
confederation that was once a pillar of 
the struggle against white minority 
rule, but now acts as an extension of 
the ruling political party, the African 
National Congress (ANC). Vavi was 
ousted from the Congress of South 
African Trade Unions, in March, for 
opposing the expulsion of the 
365,000-strong metalworkers union, 
last November, after NUMSA (National 
Union of Metalworkers of South 
Africa) announced that it would no 
longer support the ANC and would, 
instead, continue to build a United 
Front of socialist movements with the 
aim of creating a genuine workers party 
to challenge the government.

Speaking alongside Vavi, last week, 
in the mid-town Manhattan offices of 
singer-activist Harry Belafonte’s family 

business, was Irvin Jim, the metal 
workers union chief. The two labor 
leaders were on the second leg of a 
whirlwind trip to Washington and 
New York, to connect with U.S. sup-
porters of a true transition of power to 
the people of South Africa. “This is the 
time to look for alternatives” to 
COSATU, Irvin Jim told the roomful 
of activists, many of them veterans of 
the “Free South Africa” campaigns of 
more than a generation ago. “There is 
no turning back.”

Vavi’s prediction was right. On 
Monday and Tuesday, a tumultuous 
special congress of COSATU accepted 
the credentials of a shake-and-bake, 

ANC-backed façade called the 
“Liberated Metal Workers of South 
Africa” to take NUMSA’s place in the 
labor federation. A bid to reinstate 
Vavi as COSATU general secretary was 
also defeated, as expected. The creden-
tials debate took ten hours to resolve, 
ending with a show-of-hands vote in a 
hall filled with guests and “observers.” 
Media were unexpectedly barred from 
much of the proceedings, and many 
delegates from NUMSA’s allied unions 
abandoned the process in disgust.

NUMSA’s appeal of its expulsion 
has been put off until the next regular 
COSATU congress, in November, by 
which time, as Irvin Jim told U.S. sup-
porters in New York, its “Liberated” 
replacements will be sitting in the 
metal workers’ chairs at the federa-
tion’s leadership table, representing 
virtually no one.

This is not a U.S.-style labor fight for 
perks and privileges. “This battle goes to 
the core of building an economy and 
democratic state that works for all,” said 
Vavi, a former child laborer and metal-
worker who takes his socialism very 
seriously. So does Irvin Jim, whose fam-
ily tried to scratch out a living as land-
less farmers. “For me, class is a driving 
force. We are struggling to advance 
humanity against the forces of greed.”

For Zwelinzima Vavi and his com-
rades, the transition to Black electoral 
rule in 1994 was to have been the begin-
ning, not the conclusion, of a process of 
social transformation. “Our struggle 
was never about Black people standing 
beside their former oppressors and put-
ting papers in a ballot box.”

The ballot brought an ANC govern-
ment, buttressed by the two other legs 
of the anti-apartheid triple alliance: 
COSATU and the South African 
Communist Party (SACP). COSATU 
has been reduced to the “labor desk” of 

The Fight for a Socialist South Africa
By Glen Ford

“The fight against 
corruption is a fight 
against the capitalist 

system.”
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the ANC, while the SACP “sold out” to 
global capitalism at the very start of 
majority rule, as SACP-ANC veteran 
Ronnie Kasrils has written.

 “There is a brutal exploitation of 
the working class, in the mines, farms 
and workplaces, to keep them in the 
status of wage slaves,” said Vavi. Under 
the ANC’s neoliberal policies, racial 
disparities in wealth have actually 
increased since the end of formal apart-
heid. Horrific state violence against 
workers has also returned, with the 
massacre of 34 miners at Marikana in 
2012—a crime for which the ANC gov-
ernment has found not one person 
responsible.

Vavi ticked off the statistics:

•	 Unemployment has worsened, 
to more than 36 percent.

•	 50 percent of youth below the 
age of 25 are unemployed

•	 Poverty has escalated to 54.3 
percent of the people.

•	 26 million live on “below a U.S. 
dollar a day.”

•	 50 percent of kids drop out of 
school “before the age of 12.”

“This is what breeds a cycle of pov-
erty among the working class,” said 
Vavi, with the rhetorical question: 
“Why did we make these sacrifices 
against apartheid, if this is the result?”

President Jacob Zuma, whom South 
African labor supported to replace the 
cold and calculating neoliberalism of 
President Thabo Mbeki, in 2009, “proved 
to be the worst thing we have ever done 
to the working class. It was our mistake,” 
said Vavi. “We got so angry at Mbeki 
and his neoliberal programs,” as well as 
his denial that HIV was transmitted by 
sex—leading to the death of “360,000 to 
400,000 South Africans.”

The South African state is failing, as 
are state-owned enterprises, as a direct 
result of the neoliberal straightjacket. 
There are “blackouts every day, because 
of previous attempts to privatize elec-

tricity,” he said. “Billions and billions of 
rand are being wasted through corrup-
tion, which has been institutionalized” 
in the ANC. Such corruption is more 
than simple theft; it is built into the sys-
tem that South Africa’s leaders have 
embraced. “The fight against corruption 
is a fight against the capitalist system.”

Wild charges in Jo’Burg
In Johannesburg on Tuesday, 

COSATU president S’dumo Dlamini 
gloated that he had pulled off a victory 
in locking Vavi and Irvin Jim’s NUMSA 
out of the federation. “There was no 
blood on the floor,” said Dlamini. “We 
are building COSATU.” The eight 
unions allied with NUMSA, who 
together with the metalworkers make 
up a majority of South African orga-
nized labor, surely see things differently.

Dlamini then charged that 
Zwelinzima Vavi and Irvin Jim had 
traveled to the United States on a mis-
sion of “regime change”—that they 
had become part of the “American 
system.” According to press reports, in 
a howlingly ridiculous inversion of 
who is upholding socialist values, 
Diamini said Vavi and Jim and the 

“American system” can be defeated 
and workers should be inspired by the 
release of the Cuban Five who were 
held for 15 years as political prisoners 
in the United States.

As Vavi said of Jacob Zuma, Diamini 
likes to “talk Marxism.” But he behaves 
like an agent of capital.

In December, after the next 
Congress of COSATU, NUMSA offi-
cially launches the United Front, a 
methodical step in building support 
for a party that that will fight for a 
socialist South Africa. NUMSA is also 
exploring alternatives to COSATU, 
since the labor federation clearly can-
not be reformed from within. As Irvin 
Jim told his audience of New York City 
activists, the current South African 
state “represents the dominant classes 
in society, which exploit the workers.” 
That’s why the police massacre at 
Marikana happened. The ANC govern-
ment “wanted to teach the working 
class a lesson: that if you act in your 
interest, we will kill you.”

—Black Agenda Report, July 15, 2015

http://blackagendareport .com/
towards_socialist-south-africa
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Irvin Jim, the general secretary of 
the National Union of Metalworkers of 
South Africa (NUMSA), the largest 
union in South Africa, and Zwelinzima 
Vavi, the former general secretary of 
the Congress of South African Trade 
Unions (COSATU) visited Washington, 
DC this month to discuss the crisis 
within South African trade unions. 
They spoke of the betrayal by the rul-
ing African National Congress (ANC) 
in failing to implement the 1955 
Freedom Charter (that contained the 
core values of the coalition that fought 
against the apartheid regime) and the 
deleterious impact of neoliberal eco-
nomic policies that have exacerbated 
inequalities, continued unfair trading 
conditions, and accelerated environ-
mental degradation, unemployment 
and continued misery.

As NUMSA takes an increasingly 
central role in the struggle for full eco-
nomic sovereignty and for the com-
plete economic freedom of workers 
and the rural poor, the importance of 
international solidarity cannot be 
underestimated. In this interview Jim 
and Vavi discuss: (1) NUMSA’s and 
Zwelinzima Vavi’s expulsion from 
COSATU, and the united stand by 
NUMSA’s and seven other COSATU 
affiliates to continue to fight for the 
rights of South Africa’s workers; (2) 
NUMSA’s formation of a United Front 
to galvanize other trade unions, as well 
as grassroots organizations, in the fight 
against inequality, poverty, and unem-
ployment in South Africa; and (3) The 
formation of a worker’s party to con-
test elections and advance much-need-
ed economic change in South Africa.

Irvin Jim was elected general secre-
tary of NUMSA in October 2008. A 
fearless leader of workers and an 
unwavering advocate for the working 
class, Jim has not shied away from 
criticizing the ANC government as the 

triple crisis of poverty, unemployment, 
and inequality has continued to deep-
en in South Africa 21 years after the 
country’s first democratic election. 
Undeterred by the pressure to accept 
the status quo, he remains resolute and 
committed to the struggle to build a 
South Africa for all South Africans. 

Zwelinzima Vavi is the former gen-
eral secretary of the Congress of South 
African Trade Unions (COSATU) and 
is the vice-chairperson of the 
Millennium Labor Council. His name 
means: “this word is tough.” He was a 
former child laborer and mineworker. 
In 1988, he became COSATU’s region-
al secretary for the Western Transvaal. 
In 1992, he took up the position of 
national organizing secretary. Vavi 
served as COSATU’s deputy general 
secretary from 1993 to 1999. In 1999, 
he became general secretary of 
COSATU. He was expelled as general 
secretary in March 2015 for speaking 
out vigorously against the expulsion of 
NUMSA from the trade union federa-
tion in November 2014.

NUMSA was founded in 1987 
through the merger of four metalwork-
ers’ unions. Today, it is the largest 
worker’s union in South Africa, with 
more than 300,000 members. Following 
the fall of apartheid and the election of 
South Africa’s first democratically 
elected government in 1994, NUMSA 
became known for its refusal to remain 
silent on controversial ANC policies, 
especially the promotion of privatiza-
tion and its failure to end mass poverty 
in the country. Due to its continued 
criticism of the ANC and, specifically, 
its stance as a COSATU affiliate that 
COSATU should hold the ruling party 
accountable, NUMSA was expelled 
from the labor federation in November 
2014. NUMSA has continued to fight 
for its right to be a part of COSATU 
and for the need for COSATU to 

remain an independent voice advocat-
ing the rights of South Africa’s work-
ers. NUMSA’s leadership sees its man-
date, in part, to maintain solidarity 
within the union, as well as with work-
ing-class movements internationally.

This interview takes place in the 
aftermath of the South African govern-
ment release of the investigation into 
the Marikana massacre in which 34 
platinum mine workers, protesting low 
wages and environmentally unsafe con-
ditions were killed by police. The major-
ity of the striking miners were shot in 
the back. The South African govern-
ment determined that no officers 
involved in the massacre would be held 
accountable. As a sidebar issue, South 
African Vanadium mineworkers have 
also continued their strikes against U.S./
Russian multinational corporations.

The interview
Marsha Coleman-Adebayo: The 

labor movement in South is in transi-
tion. The two of you are at the center of 
the struggle around the direction of the 
labor movement. Can you provide 
insight?

Zwelinzima Vavi: We flew here [to 
the U.S.] to meet old friends of the 
labor movement who played a very 
critical role in cultivating solidarity 
between the unions in the United 
States and South Africa. We are meet-
ing union leaders who were in the 
forefront of battling the apartheid sys-
tem and who mobilized American 
citizens to isolate the apartheid gov-
ernment. Labor leaders who succeed-
ed in organizing massive dis-invest-
ment campaigns against the apartheid 
economy and played an important 
role in the release of Nelson Mandela 
and other prisoners and who worked 
to un-ban [legalize] the African 
National Congress and other banned 
organization.

Saving South Africa
By Dr. Marsha Coleman-Adebayo
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Irvin Jim: Mr. Vavi and I were 
expelled from COSATU because we 
championed four pillars of our strug-
gle: mass mobilization, underground 
structures of movement, isolation of 
South Africa in trade matters and 
Umkhonto we Sizwe (the armed strug-
gle wing of ANC, co-founded by 
Nelson Mandela in the wake of the 
Sharpeville massacre).

COSATU has moved in an unfortu-
nate direction. It was previously a part 
of the revolutionary movement and 
played a critical role in the overthrow 
of the apartheid system. It was 
COSATU that went into exile with the 
ANC in different capacities. At that 
point, we were driven by the same 
revolutionary agenda to overthrow the 
apartheid system. But also to main-
stream, as a part of the revolutionary 
agenda, the execution of what we 
defined as the national democratic rev-
olution. We have been a part of an alli-
ance. And that alliance was brought 
together through the championing of a 
minimum program.

That minimum program is the 
Freedom Charter. The Freedom 
Charter needs to be advanced because 
the people of the country, in Fliptown 
and other areas, rejected the apartheid 
system, its colonization and super 
exploitation of Black people. The 
Freedom Charter was the cornerstone 
upon which the ANC was formed. 
Essentially, in 1910, a union developed 
between English and Afrikaner capi-
tal—whose sole mission was to exploit 
Black people. So, the ANC was formed 
in 1912, in reaction to the coalescing of 
the white groups in South Africa.

Marsha Coleman-Adebayo: Many 
people on the Left would argue that 
South Africa has transitioned to a de-
colonization process instead of nation-
al liberation. What is your perspective 
on this distinction?

Irvin Jim: It has become very clear 
since South Africa’s independence, 
that what was secured, through negoti-

ated agreement, was some form of 
political power without the necessary 
economic power. There was a lot of 
engagement by Capital of ANC leaders 
before liberation.

By now, we can see that what we 
achieved was a negotiated agreement 
and quite frankly, we can be bold 
enough to say this, because of the 
research that has come out on this 
topic. What Black South Africans 
secured was political power without 
economic power. Because of the 
research and our current political real-
ity, we can conclude that a “deal” was 
done. It was such a cheap deal for white 
monopoly capital—for multinationals. 
Apartheid, with all of its structures and 
institutions was expensive to maintain, 
the costs of police in our communities, 
the maintenance of an army and other 
infrastructures of oppression. Of 
course, it was also expensive for the 
revolutionary forces, as well. But we 
quickly learned that political power 
without economic power is an empty 
shell.

Marsha Coleman-Adebayo: Were 
you surprised in 1996 when then 
President Nelson Mandela decided to 
endorse the World Bank Structural 
Adjustment Program?

Irvin Jim: Unfortunately, for us, 
when the movement led by Mandela in 
1996 endorsed the World Bank struc-
tural adjustment program we found 
out that the devil is in the details. It 
became a very terrible program for our 
people. It destroyed jobs across sectors, 
removed exchange controls and 
allowed money to leave the country to 
search for financial speculation. South 
African companies were allowed to list 
in London, Lisbon and therefore 
investing in the casino economy. Mind 
you, we desperately needed to invest in 
our own production sectors of the 
economy in order to create jobs. We 
are the only country where the reserve 
bank is still in private hands and it 
basically champions inflation and 

keeps high interest rates, as the only 
pillar to attract capital infusion. The 
ANC government has refused to 
nationalize the mineral and extractive 
industries and finance.

Marsha Coleman-Adebayo: Did 
NUMSA take the position that it would 
not support ANC candidates in future 
elections and that the union would 
organize a United Front—perhaps, a 
Worker’s Party?

Irvin Jim: In 2013, we decided that 
we shall not take workers money and 
campaign for the ANC. In fact, the 
workers resolved that the time has 
come that we must organize the work-
ing class, as a class to challenge the 
neo-liberal agenda and settle the fight 
for the full implementation of the 
Freedom Charter. As such, that means 
that we will launch and organize a 
United Front. The United Front will be 
a “front” to take up battles. We are very 
clear that we lost the South African 
Communist Party, which used to be 
with us in the trenches because the 
ANC took all of its leadership to 
Parliament and instead of [the South 
African Communist Party] champion-
ing the working class struggle it has 
become the spokesperson of the State.

COASTU is now run by a group of 
individuals who are aligned with the 
ANC and co-opted from both the main 
ANC group and the South African 
Communist Party. Outside of 
COASTU, they took a decision that 
they would dismiss NUMSA and dis-
miss Vavi. As things stand, we are talk-
ing about alternatives—of launching a 
United Front of crystalizing an alterna-
tive political organ and building a new 
federation.

Marsha Coleman-Adebayo: What 
would you like this trip to Washington, 
DC accomplish in the short term?

Zwelinzima Vavi: We are forever 
indebted to the labor and anti-apart-
heid movements for the role that it 
played. We are coming back now to ask 
for both labor and anti-apartheid activ-
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ists to discuss the obstacles and chal-
lenges still facing South Africa, such as 
the challenge of democracy. We want 
to make sure that South Africa does 
not slide back into a dictatorship or 
become yet another symbol of a great 
promise that fades into a failed state.

Irvin Jim: What the South African 
people fought for is not what they have 
received and not the vision put forth by 
the Freedom Charter. We think it is 
high time that we continue the struggle 
for liberation.

Dr. Marsha Coleman-Adebayo is the 
author of No FEAR: A Whistleblowers 
Triumph over Corruption and 
Retaliation at the EPA. She worked at 
the EPA for 18 years and blew the whis-
tle on a U.S. multinational corporation 
that endangered South African vanadi-
um mine workers. Marsha’s successful 
lawsuit led to the introduction and pas-
sage of the first civil rights and whistle-
blower law of the 21st century: the 
Notification of Federal Employees Anti-
discrimination and Retaliation Act of 
2002 (No FEAR Act). She is Director of 
Transparency and Accountability for the 
Green Shadow Cabinet, serves on the 
Advisory Board of ExposeFacts.com 
and coordinates the DC-based Hands-
Up Coalition.

—Black Agenda Report, July 21, 
2015

http://blackagendareport.com/black_
unionists_save_south_africa

A year ago, Mexico seemed to be on 
the verge of a profound transformation 
of its political system. During the 
months of October and November of 
2014, hundreds-of-thousands of people 
took to the streets on numerous occa-
sions in a vast uprising against impu-
nity and for social justice. The forced 
disappearance of 43 student activists 
from the Ayotzinapa teacher’s college 
by security forces in Iguala, 
Guerrero, ripped the veil off of the 
myth of Mexico’s supposed “demo-
cratic transition” and exposed the depth 
of the corruption embedded in the 
country’s political class. An enormous 
wave of international solidarity with the 
Mexican people spread from Tokyo to 
Chicago, from Ferguson to Paris and 
from Buenos Aires to London.

But nothing has happened. Not a 
single member of Mexican President 
Enrique Peña Nieto’s cabinet has 
stepped down. The Mexican Congress 
has not enacted any relevant legisla-
tion, which could prevent the occur-
rence of another tragic act of political 
repression like the one which took 
place in Iguala. Only a handful of street 
cops and minor public officials have 
been accused for their responsibility in 
the Ayotzinapa disappearances. And 
the Mexican government continues to 
block independent investigators from 
interrogating the soldiers who were on 
duty the night of the massacre or allow 
them access to nearby military bases.

Meanwhile, the massacres, the 
repression and the impunity continue. 
On January 6, at least 16 protesters and 
members of community police forces 
were killed by federal forces in the State 
of Michoacán, most in cold blood. 
That very same day, Peña Nieto was in 
Washington meeting with his “friend” 
President Barack Obama, who took 
advantage of the occasion to ratify the 
U.S. government’s blind support for 

the corrupt and repressive Mexican 
government. “Our commitment is to 
be a friend and supporter of Mexico,” he 
said. Obama even went so far as to hold 
up Peña Nieto as an exemplary human 
rights defender, asking him to help the 
United States to “promote human 
rights, democracy and political free-
dom” in Cuba.

Three months later, on May 22, fed-
eral security forces would once again 
commit a criminal massacre against 
the Mexican people. 42 civilians were 
indiscriminately shot down that day on 
the border between Michoacán and the 
state of Jalisco. Meanwhile, Mexican 
NGOs have revealed that the massacre 
of 22 youths by the military a year ear-
lier, on June 30, 2014 in Tlatlaya, state 
of Mexico, was in response to an offi-
cial directive which calls on the mili-
tary to “finish off” suspected criminals 
“at late hours of the night.”

In recent weeks the situation has 
quickly started to unravel. This past 
July 19, the military violently burst into 
the indigenous community of Ostula, 
Michoacán, to disarm and take pris-
oner the leader of the local community 
police force, Semeí Verdía. Eyewitnesses 
heard the soldiers scream, “Long live 
the Knights Templars!” (the name of 
the local drug cartel) as they entered 
the town. In the process, the military 
allegedly killed a 12-year-old boy, 
Hidilberto Reyes, who happened to be 
making a purchase at a local store.

Ostula is a town with a long tradi-
tion of social activism, similar to 
Ayotzinapa, which has successfully 
defended itself for years both from nar-
cotraffickers and corrupt police. The 
real reason for Verdía’s arrest is poli-
tics, not public security.

Indeed, the initial charges against 
Verdía were thrown out almost imme-
diately by the judge since the weapons 

Mexican Narco-State
By John M. Ackerman

What Black South 
Africans secured was 
political power with-

out economic 
power.
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found on him had been provided by 
the government itself. Nevertheless, 
Verdía remains in jail today because 
the government immediately brought 
additional trumped-up charges against 
him in order to keep him behind bars. 
Just as has occurred with other com-
munity police leaders, like political 
prisoners Nestora Salgado and José 
Manuel Mireles, the government con-
tinues to ally with corrupt police and 
military officers instead of with com-
munity leaders.

Then, two weeks ago, on July 31, a 
photojournalist, Rubén Espinosa, 31, 
and an activist, Nadia Vera, 32, were 
tortured and assassinated in Mexico 
City (along with three others), creating 
an international scandal. Both were 
hiding out in the capital in response to 
death threats and intimidations they 
had received in the State of Veracruz as 
a result of their constant critiques of 
the corruption and attacks on the press 
orchestrated by Governor Javier 
Duarte, a close ally of Peña Nieto. In an 
interview shortly before being assassi-
nated, Vera publicly held Governor 
Duarte responsible for any future 
attacks on her life. Espinosa also point-
ed the finger at Duarte in a series of 
interviews before his death.

Since the attack on Vera and 
Espinosa, two more journalists have 
been assassinated in Veracruz and the 
offices of a local newspaper have been 
firebombed. In total, 12 journalists 
who cover Veracruz have been killed in 
Veracruz since Duarte took office on 
December 1, 2010. Many more have 
been forced into exile. Official statistics 
show that 103 journalists have been 
killed in all of Mexico since 2000.

Back in Guerrero, on August 8, 
Miguel Ángel Jiménez, the man who 
last October led the massive commu-
nity effort to find and excavate dozens 
of clandestine graves around Iguala in 
search of the 43 missing Ayotzinapa 
students, was assassinated in cold 
blood while riding in a taxi in Acapulco. 

Jiménez was a leader of the Union of 
Organizations and Peoples of the State 
of Guerrero (UPOEG) and was tire-
lessly committed to bringing to justice 
the government officials and the nar-
cotraffickers responsible for the con-
stant flow of forced disappearances, 
which have ravaged Guerrero for years.

Meanwhile, this past July 11, 
Mexico´s most dangerous international 
criminal, Joaquín “El Chapo” 
Guzmán, mysteriously escaped from 
jail through a mile-long tunnel dug 
under Mexico’s highest security prison. 
This occurred only two weeks after the 
United States government had formal-
ized its extradition request to the 
Mexican authorities. A month has 
passed now since the escape, and despite 
the mobilization of tens-of-thousands 
of federal police and military officials 
somehow Guzmán continues to be on 
the loose. Mexican public opinion is 
absolutely correct to deduce that this 
could only possible with the highest 
level of government complicity.

It is an absolute disgrace that even 
after recent events in Mexico the 
Obama administration continues to 
prop up one of Latin America’s most 
corrupt and repressive political 
regimes. For instance, the State 
Department’s 2014 Human Rights 
Report openly protects Peña Nieto 

from international scrutiny and flat-
out lies when it states that there are no 
reports of political prisoners, detainees 
or assassinations and that the Mexican 
government “generally respects” free-
dom of speech and assembly.

The supervising officer for that 
report, Roberta Jacobson, U.S. 
Assistant Secretary of State for Western 
Hemisphere Affairs, has been nomi-
nated by Obama to be the next U.S. 
Ambassador to Mexico. While system-
atically turning a blind eye to the 
humanitarian crisis in Mexico, 
Jacobson has been quick to condemn 
much lesser human rights violations in 
Cuba. It is time to drop the double 
standard and put an end once and for 
all to the bloody complicity of the 
United States with a government, 
which systematically massacres, silenc-
es and imprisons innocent civilians.

Dr. John M. Ackerman is a professor 
at the Institute for Legal Research of the 
National Autonomous University of 
Mexico (UNAM), Editor-in-Chief of 
The Mexican Law Review, and a col-
umnist for La Jornada newspaper and 
Proceso Magazine.

—Latino Rebels, August 17, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . l a t i n o r e b e l s .
com/2015/08/17/the-consolidation-of-
the-mexican-narco-state/
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Negotiators recently reached a nota-
ble accord after a 13-year standoff to 
limit Tehran’s nuclear ability in return 
for lifting international oil and financial 
sanctions. The Iran nuclear agreement 
was reached between Iran and the per-
manent members of the United Nations 
Security Council (the USA, Britain, 
Russia, France and China), plus 
Germany and the European Union.

So now that these global powers are 
content with measures to curb any 
potential for Iran to build a nuclear 
weapon, can the international commu-
nity get serious about doing something 
tangible about those countries that 
actually possess massive stockpiles of 
nuclear weapons, some with arsenals of 
thousands of warheads? Interestingly, 
many of the world powers mentioned 
above, such as the USA, Russia, China, 
France and Britain have large nuclear 
stockpiles.

The nuclear stockpiles of the United 
States and Russia number in the tens-of-
thousands. Beginning in the 1970s, U.S. 
and Soviet/Russian leaders negotiated a 
series of bilateral arms control agree-
ments and initiatives that limited and 
then later, reduced the size of their nucle-
ar arsenals. Despite that progress, the 
United States and Russia still deploy more 
than 1,500 strategic warheads on several 
hundred bombers and missiles and they 
are modernizing their nuclear delivery 
systems. If these weapons were used even 
in a “limited” way, the result would be 
catastrophic nuclear devastation.

The nuclear-weapon states (NWS) 
China, France, Russia, United Kingdom 
and the United States are officially rec-
ognized as possessing nuclear weapons 
by the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty. Although the treaty legitimizes 
these states’ nuclear arsenals, it also 
establishes that they are not supposed 
to build and maintain such weapons in 

perpetuity. Article VI of the treaty 
holds that each state-party is to “pur-
sue negotiations in good faith on effec-
tive measures relating to cessation of 
the nuclear arms race at an early date 
and to nuclear disarmament.” In 2000, 
the five NWS committed themselves to 
an “unequivocal undertaking…to 
accomplish the total elimination of 
their nuclear arsenals.”

But for now, the five continue to 
retain the bulk of their nuclear weap-
ons, but refuse to disclose the size of 
their respective arsenals. China has 
about 250 total warheads, France has 
290 deployed warheads, Russia has 
1,582 strategic warheads deployed on 
515 ICBMs, SLBMs and strategic 
bombers, the United Kingdom is 
believed to have 225 strategic nuclear 
warheads in their stockpile, of which 
160 are operational; the United States 
has 1,597 strategic nuclear warheads 
deployed on 785 ICBMs, SLBMs and 
strategic bombers.

Russia and United States also retain 
thousands of retired warheads planned 
for dismantlement, but these are not 
included in the above list. The 
Federation of American Scientists esti-
mates Russia has several thousand 
non-deployed strategic warheads and 
approximately 2,000 tactical nuclear 
warheads. And an additional 3,700 are 
awaiting dismantlement. The 
Federation of American Scientists also 
estimates that the United States’ non-
deployed strategic arsenal is approxi-
mately 2,800 warheads and the U.S. 
tactical nuclear arsenal numbers 500 
warheads. In total, the U.S. has about 
4,800 nuclear warheads, including tac-
tical, strategic, and non-deployed 
weapons. Additional warheads are 
retired and await dismantlement.

Meanwhile other states are also 
known to possess nuclear weapons. 

Three states, India, Israel and Pakistan 
are known to possess nuclear weapons. 
Israel does not admit to or deny having 
nuclear weapons. Nevertheless, Israel is 
known to possess nuclear arms, 
although it is unclear how many weap-
ons it possesses. The following arsenal 
estimates are based on the amount of 
fissile material—highly enriched ura-
nium and plutonium—that each of the 
states is estimated to have produced. 
Fissile material is the key element for 
making nuclear weapons. India and 
Israel are believed to use plutonium in 
their weapons, while Pakistan is 
thought to use highly enriched urani-
um. India is estimated to have between 
90-110 nuclear warheads, while Israel 
has between 80-100 nuclear warheads, 
with fissile material for up to 200 and 
Pakistan has between 100 to 120 nucle-
ar warheads.

Some commentators are calling the 
agreement between Iran and the group-
ing of major world powers an historic 
accord. What would be truly an his-
toric turning point would be to make 
our planet, its people and other inhab-
itants safe from a catastrophic nuclear 
tragedy by genuinely taking real action 
on eliminating the massive stockpiles 
of these immoral weapons of mass 
destruction forever. That would be a 
really great and historic step for 
humanity to achieve.

—August 2015

Abolish Nuclear Weapons
By Steven Katsineris
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More than 1,000 science and tech-
nology experts on Monday, July 27, 
2015, published an open letter calling 
for a ban on autonomous weapons—
machines capable of killing without 
human operators—to prevent a “virtu-
ally inevitable” high-stakes global arms 
race.

Among the signatories are physicist 
and professor Stephen Hawking, Apple 
co-founder Steve Wozniak, and Tesla 
CEO Elon Musk, among many others. 
The letter was presented at the 
International Joint Conferences on 
Artificial Intelligence (IJCAI) in 
Buenos Aires, Argentina.

“Autonomous weapons select and 
engage targets without human inter-
vention,” the letter states. “Artificial 
Intelligence (AI) technology has 
reached a point where the deployment 
of such systems is—practically if not 
legally—feasible within years, not 
decades, and the stakes are high: auton-
omous weapons have been described as 
the third revolution 
in warfare, after 
gunpowder and 
nuclear arms.”

The letter con-
tinues:

“If any major 
military power 
pushes ahead 
with AI weapon 
development, a 
global arms race 
is virtually inevi-
table, and the 
endpoint of this 
technological tra-
jectory is obvious: 
a u t o n o m o u s 
weapons will 
become the 
Kalashnikovs of 
tomorrow.... It 
will only be a 

matter of time until they appear on 
the black market and in the hands of 
terrorists, dictators wishing to better 
control their populace, warlords 
wishing to perpetrate ethnic cleans-
ing, etc. Autonomous weapons are 
ideal for tasks such as assassinations, 
destabilizing nations, subduing pop-
ulations and selectively killing a par-
ticular ethnic group.”

Proponents of autonomous weap-
ons say the machines would be useful 
in reducing military casualties on the 
battlefield. But the letter’s authors 
counter that, in doing so, the weapons 
would lower the threshold for armed 
conflict—risking more frequent battles 
and a greater loss of civilian life.

They state: “There are many ways in 
which AI can make battlefields safer for 
humans, especially civilians, without 
creating new tools for killing people.”

The letter is the most recent call for 
a preemptive ban on the weapons, 
often referred to colloquially as killer 
robots.

In April, a joint report by Human 
Rights Watch and Harvard Law 
School’s International Human Rights 
Clinic found that autonomous weap-
ons present “serious moral and legal 
concerns” and could not only violate 
international law, but make it virtually 
impossible to pursue accountability for 
victims.

The report, titled “Mind the Gap: 
The Lack of Accountability for Killer 
Robots” and presented to the United 
Nations meeting on lethal weapons, 
called on the international body to ban 
such tools before they can be created.

While fully autonomous weapons 
do not yet exist, HRW noted, their 
prototypes—such as the U.S. army’s 
Phalanx CIWS and Israel’s Iron 
Dome—are already in use.

—Common Dreams, July 27, 2015

http://www.commondreams.org/
news/2015/07/27/hawking-musk-woz-
we-must-ban-kalashnikovs-tomorrow

Ban ‘Kalashnikovs of Tomorrow’
By Nadia Prupis
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Leon Trotsky was second only to 
Vladimir Lenin in leading the 1917 
Russian Revolution. As elected chair of 
the St. Petersburg Soviet (workers 
council), he organized the uprising 
that put the working class in power. He 
formed and led the Red Army to vic-
tory in the Civil War in which 16 capi-
talist armies intervened. This ensured 
the world’s first victory of the working 
class over capitalist exploitation.

The revolution was initially a shin-
ing beacon to the toilers of the world. 
But due to the destruction caused by 
the civil war and the early death of 
Lenin, a conservative grouping led by 
Joseph Stalin was able to take power.

Trotsky remained true to revolu-
tionary principles. He led the Left 
Opposition against Stalin’s counter-
revolution of “peaceful coexistence” 
with capitalism.

As a result, he became Stalin’s enemy 
number one. Ramon Mercader, one of 
Stalin’s henchmen, infiltrated Trotsky’s 

exile compound in Mexico and assassi-
nated him with an ice axe. The “old 
man,” as his comrades fondly called 
him, died the next day, August 21, 1940.

Key theories 
But Stalin could not kill his ideas. 

Trotsky predicted correctly that the 
working class, not peasants or the mid-
dle class, would lead revolutions. He 
taught that revolutions would spring 
up permanently as long as capitalism 
remained. He was the first to warn of 
the mortal danger of fascism, and to 
stress the importance of fighting for 
the most oppressed sectors of the 
working class.

Trotsky’s social and political 
thought and his concrete revolutionary 
experience developed and enriched the 
revolutionary thought of Marx, Engels, 
and Lenin. Building a successful revo-
lutionary movement today is unthink-
able without his penetrating insights.

Exiled in 1928 to Turkey, then France 
and finally Coyoacán, Mexico, Trotsky 

was undeterred from his tireless strug-
gle for world socialist revolution.

Although the fundamental enemy 
was capitalism, Lenin and Trotsky rec-
ognized that the Social Democratic (i.e., 
Socialist) parties of Europe transformed 
themselves into enemies of the working 
class when each supported its own coun-
try’s capitalist class on the eve of World 
War I. Following the death of Lenin, 
Trotsky, more than anyone, grasped a 
similar truth about Stalinism and its 
control over Communist Parties global-
ly. It too betrayed workers struggles, as a 
backdoor for capitalist propaganda to 
the workers movement. He dedicated 
the rest of his life to explaining the his-
torical and social roots of this reaction-
ary phenomenon and how to win.

In fighting against a new enemy 
sworn to his physical elimination, 
Trotsky was animated by a cause larger 
than his own mortal life. He penned 
profound words on this: “Life is not an 
easy matter. You cannot live through it 
without falling into frustration and 
cynicism unless you have before you a 
great idea which raises you above per-
sonal misery, above weakness, above all 
kinds of perfidy and baseness.”

For Trotsky, that great idea was the 
real possibility of a world free from the 
economic compulsion for war, pover-
ty, greed, and prejudice—a world 
where people can discover and pursue 
their dreams, without fear or intimida-
tion, and love freely.

Stalinism analyzed 
Lenin died in 1924. With the masses 

of Russians exhausted from fighting an 
imperialist invasion and civil war, beset 
with poverty and famine, and isolated 
by the failure of revolutions in Germany 
and elsewhere, the right-wing bureau-
cracy took over.

Powerful Ideas for Today’s Struggles
Trotsky’s legacy on the 75th anniversary of his death 

By Steven Strauss 
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Stalin orchestrated show trials of his 
former comrades, framing up and exe-
cuting virtually all the Bolshevik lead-
ers of the Revolution. In exile, Trotsky 
was also charged with bogus crimes. A 
commission of inquiry led by the 
renowned philosopher and educator 
John Dewey declared Trotsky innocent 
of all accusations.

Stalin’s strategy was to make peace 
with the imperialists by backtracking 
on support to the struggles of workers, 
oppressed nations, and women. While 
workers and peasants faced privation, 
the bureaucracy engorged on material 
privileges. This meant reversing the 
Bolshevik revolutionary course.

Trotsky explained this social transfor-
mation; the conservative bureaucracies 
arose in response to the defeat of the 
European working class after World War 
I. In revolutionary Russia, this defeat led 
rightward to Stalinism. In capitalist 
Germany, it led rightward to Nazism.

Confronting collaboration 
The Stalinist policy of collaboration 

with capitalism resulted in countless 
tragedies. Stalin’s “popular front” 
coalitions with capitalist parties in 
Spain, France, China and elsewhere, 
subordinated the workers movement 
to its enemies and led to millions of 
workers paying with their lives.

To oppose Stalin’s popular fronts, 
Trotsky called for a united front of 
workers’ parties, especially as a strategy 
to fight the rise of fascism. Since most 
German workers in the 1930s regarded 
themselves as socialists or communists, 
this strategy was a mighty one. But the 
Stalinist German Communist and the 
Socialist parties fought each other, and 
divided the working class.

Throughout the twentieth century, 
Stalinist Communist Parties continued 
to support popular fronts and “peoples 
power,” in contrast to Trotsky’s work-
ing-class united fronts and workers 
power. These are life and death distinc-
tions in today’s struggles for justice and 
radical change.

Closer to home
Stalinist class collaboration in the 

U.S. takes the form of the Communist 
Party USA’s open support to the 
Democratic Party. This misleads work-
ers about that Party’s real class alle-
giance. Bought and paid for by Wall 
Street, it is a capitalist party, not a 
workers party.

The Black Lives Matter movement 
provides an important example of how 
the Democrats hold back social move-
ments. Young protesters are arrested, 

curfewed, told to stay off the streets 
and let the racist legal system deliver 
justice. This is just what happened in 
Baltimore around the most recent pro-
tests against police brutality.

This same party is leading the cam-
paign to privatize public education and 
has done little to defend women’s 
reproductive rights. Obama backed the 
massive public bailout of the banks and 
has prolonged U.S. wars in the Middle 
East and backing for racist Israel.

Trotsky’s enduring lesson is that 
workers and the oppressed cannot 
trust the capitalist class, not even its 
“friendly” defenders. We must create 
our own political parties and organs of 
struggle. Overcome our differences by 
building united fronts. And continue 
to fight through every obstacle.

Trotsky’s life and works are a mon-
ument to these ideas.

—Freedom Socialist, August 2015 

http://www.socialism.com/dru-
pal-6.8/articles/trotsky%E2%80%99s-
legacy-75th-anniversary-his-death-
powerful-ideas-today%E2%80%99s-
struggles
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August 20, 2015—Addameer 
Prisoner Support and Human Rights 
Association condemns the Israeli occu-
pation High Court’s decision yesterday 
suspending the administrative deten-
tion of Mohammad Allan, as the 
court’s decision condones arbitrary 
and administrative detention used by 
Israeli occupation forces in violation of 
the Fourth Geneva Convention. The 
High Court suspended Mohammad 
Allan’s administrative detention fol-
lowing his 64 days of hunger strike in 
which he reached a critical health con-
dition. Medical examinations indicate 
Allan suffers from brain damage due to 
a sharp drop of Vitamin B1 levels in his 
brain as a result of the hunger strike.

The court’s decision to suspend 
Allan’s administrative detention and 
not to repeal it affirms that Palestinians 
cannot seek justice from the Israeli 
judicial system. Israeli courts at all lev-
els merely serve as an instrument to 
legitimize the Israeli occupation’s poli-
cies including administrative detention.

In its decision, the High Court disre-
garded the systemic use of administra-
tive detention in violation of Article 78 
of the Fourth Geneva Convention 
which limits the detention of protected 
persons by the occupying power for 
imperative security reasons for limited 
time periods, and within procedural 
guarantees prescribed by the occupying 
power that must correspond with the 
provisions of the Fourth Geneva 
Convention. The court further failed to 
address the violations of the right to fair 
trial before an independent and impar-
tial judiciary that administrative detain-
ees face by military courts and their 
rights to procedural guarantees as stip-
ulated under Article 75 of Additional 
Protocol I to the Geneva Conventions.

Addameer further holds that High 
Court’s decision allowed the Israeli 

occupation authorities and forces to 
evade their responsibility for the criti-
cal health condition of Allan. On one 
hand the court condoned the legality of 
the use of administrative detention and 
suggested its support for its use against 
Palestinian political prisoners. The 
court further approved the use of mili-
tary courts and undisclosed secret 

material against Palestinian adminis-
trative detainees thus obstructing them 
of their right to a fair trial and their 
ability to produce an effective defense. 
The court on the other hand ignored 
the critical medical condition of Allan 
and the exceptionally high toll on his 
physical and mental health that he sac-
rificed to request the fundamental right 
of a fair trial. The court eventually 
decided to suspend Allan’s administra-
tive detention thus leaving the space 
for the Israeli occupation forces to re-

detain him once his medical condition 
improves.

Addameer closely follow the medical 
condition of Mohammad Allan who is 
still in a critical condition with grave con-
cern. The High Court pointed out in its 
decision that the medical examinations 
held yesterday indicated brain damage, 
however the examinations did not specify 
how far-reaching the damage is and 
whether it is permanent or reversible.

Addameer condemns the interna-
tional silence on the continued use of 
administrative detention against 
Palestinians in violation of interna-
tional law guarantees and standards 
and calls upon his Excellency United 
Nations Secretary General Mr. Ban Ki 
Moon to ensure the respect of the UN 
charter and to take a firm position 
against the grave violations committed 
against Palestinian civilians by the 
Israeli occupation including adminis-
trative detention. Addameer further 
demands the United Nations establish 
a fact-finding mission on the use of 
administrative detention against 
Palestinians and the denial of their 
right to a fair trial and other funda-
mental guarantees provided for under 
International Human Rights Law and 
International Humanitarian Law.

In closing, Addameer calls upon the 
high contracting parties of the four 
Geneva Conventions to take serious 
steps and positive actions to pressure 
the Israeli occupation authorities to 
respect its obligations as an occupying 
power towards Palestinians as stipulat-
ed under the Fourth Geneva Convention.

—Addameer.org, August 20, 2015

http://www.addameer.org/news/
a d d a m e e r - i s r a e l i - h i g h -
court%E2%80%99s-decision-suspend-
allan%E2%80%99s-detention-con-
dones-administrative

Israel’s Administrative Detention
By Addameer Prisoner Support and Human Rights Association

Environment
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We live in an era of ecological crisis, 
which is a direct result of human 
actions. Natural scientists have been 
debating whether the current historical 
epoch should be called the 
Anthropocene, in order to mark the 
period in which human activities 
became the primary driver of global 
ecological change.1 

Initially, it was proposed that this 
new epoch, corresponding with the rise 
of modern capitalist and industrial 
development, began in the eighteenth 
century. The growth imperative of cap-
italism, as well as other sociocultural 
changes, is a primary factor generating 
major environmental problems that 
culminate in ecological crisis.2 

It has become increasingly clear that 
humans face an existential crisis. The 
environmental writer and activist Bill 
McKibben explains:

“Earth has changed in profound 
ways, ways that have already taken 
us out of the sweet spot where 
humans so long thrived…. The 
world hasn’t ended, but the world as 
we know it has—even if we don’t 
quite know it yet. We imagine we 
still live back on that old planet, that 
the disturbances we see around us 
are the old random and freakish 
kind. But they’re not. It’s a different 
place. A different planet…. This is 
one of those rare moments, the start 
of a change far larger and more 
thoroughgoing than anything we 
can read in the records of man, on a 
par with the biggest dangers we can 
read in the records of rock and ice.”3 

Many modern ecological problems 
are referred to as a tragedy of the com-
mons, a concept developed by Garrett 
Hardin in the 1960s to describe the 
overexploitation or despoliation of 
natural resources.4 We contend that 

they are actually associated with the 
tragedy of the commodity. While an 
obvious play on Hardin’s concept, this 
approach offers, we argue, a much 
more comprehensive and historically 
appropriate analysis of the drivers of 
ecological degradation.

The classic illustration of the trage-
dy of the commons used by Hardin 
involved the dynamic of herders and 
their livestock. He claimed that each 
herder will act primarily in his or her 
own interest by adding additional live-
stock to common grazing land when it 
served to increase individual benefits. 
Therefore, Hardin argued, each herder 
would attempt to acquire the benefits 
offered by the commons, while social-
izing the costs to all. For example, by 
adding an extra animal to the pasture 
the herder reaps all the benefit, but 
pays only a fraction of the environ-
mental costs, such as depletion of the 
grazing land. Each actor, motivated by 
individual maximization of benefits, 
increasingly introduces grazing ani-
mals into a finite system of resources, 
leading to the tragic destruction of the 
land. With this Hardin concludes 
“freedom in commons brings ruin to 
all.”5 For Hardin, and many others 
who have adopted this perspective, 
expanding private property is offered 
as a leading policy solution for avoid-
ing ecological tragedies.6 

The tragedy of the commons theory 
explains the behaviors of individual 
actors in given social circumstances. 
However, it does not address how his-
torical conditions and the socioeco-
nomic system influence individual 
actors. In other words, the social con-
text is simply taken for granted. The 
existing social conditions and relations 
are regarded as ever-present, universal, 

and permanent. The model neglects to 
recognize that human interactions and 
exchanges with ecological systems 
change through time and are regulated 
by particular institutional conditions. 
Once examined from a sociological 
perspective, the tragedy of the com-
mons theory is simplistic and one-sid-
ed in that it attempts to explain human 
social behavior, or human agency, 
without a thorough understanding of 
the historical social organization.7 This 
simplification results in a mystification 
of the modern systems of production 
and consumption and the historically 
specific ecosystem effects.

In contrast, the tragedy of the com-
modity approach emphasizes the role 
of the growth imperative of capitalism 
and commodification in producing the 
institutional rules by which nature and, 
for example, the commons are gov-
erned and historically transformed. 
Ecological systems are never altogether 
free of social influences. Rather, they 
are shaped by social conditions includ-
ing norms, traditions, economic rules, 
the organization of labor, politico-legal 
arrangements, etc.8 The social actions 
that have emerged with capitalist devel-
opment are dominated by what Adam 
Smith called “the propensity to truck, 
barter, and exchange,” matched with a 
crude utilitarianism, where individuals 
follow pure self-interest without social 
constraint. Unfortunately, these actions 
are often incorrectly ascribed to innate 
human behavior.9 Thus, what might 
appear to the casual observer to be a 
system governed by base greed and 
human instinct is in fact largely direct-
ed by the drive for capital accumulation 
and what Immanuel Wallerstein called 
the progressive “commodification of 
everything.”10 Among other outcomes, 

Ecological Crisis and the Tragedy of the Commodity
By Stefano B. Longo and Brett Clark 
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the commodification process results in 
a social metabolic order—socio-eco-
logical interchanges and interrelation-
ships—that produces unsustainable 
social and ecological consequences.

In a society organized around the 
logic of capital, human activities tend 
to be directed toward the production 
of commodities. That is, capitalism can 
be understood in a broad sense as a 
system of generalized commodity pro-
duction. The institutional arrange-
ments result in particular social 
arrangements and generate distinct 
types of human social action. The com-
modity serves as a basic unit to under-
stand the larger culture-nature rela-
tions and capitalism itself. It is a base 
element of capitalist market processes.

Nature is an essential source of use 
value, or the qualitative usefulness of 
things. For example, Earth’s biogeo-
chemical systems provide the condi-
tions and means that allow for the 
production of food. Karl Marx empha-
sized that under capitalist relations, 
nature was seen as a free gift; it was not 
considered as part of wealth.11 He 
famously explained this in terms of a 
“general formula for capital”—where-
by capital is understood as the “con-
tinuous transformation of capital-as-
money into capital-as-commodities, 
followed by a retransformation of cap-
ital-as-commodities into capital-as-
more-money.”12 Even though use 
value expresses the useful properties of 
an item or service, it is exchange value, 
or market value, which knows only 
quantitative increase and drives capi-
talist economic activity.

Money is put into circulation in 
order to return money, a quantity for a 
quantity, “its driving and motivating 
force is therefore exchange-value.”13 
Thus, capital constantly expands into 
more capital, motivated by surplus 
value or profits, the generation of which 
is “the absolute law of this mode of 
production.”14 Under this logic, money 
dominates the organization of social 

and natural relationships. Addressing 
the pervasiveness of this logic, Karl 
Polanyi explained, “All transactions are 
turned into money transactions.”15 The 

emergence of an all-encompassing, self-
regulating, market disembedded 
human practical activity from its foun-
dation in the broader sociocultural and 
environmental conditions. Market 
activity directed by commodity pro-
duction for the endless accumulation of 
capital acquired the irresistible impetus 
of a “process of nature.”16 Accordingly, 

the organization of production and 
consumption activities is fundamental-
ly transformed from the exchange of 
qualities into the exchange of quanti-
ties. Alienation from each other and 
nature increases, as qualitative relations 
of production and the universal metab-
olism of nature are subsumed under 
the quantitative growth imperative of 
capital and a culture of quantity.17 This 
fundamental tension between the 
necessity of quantitative expansion to 
sustain the economic relations and the 
qualitatively unsustainable ecological 
consequences marks the defining char-
acteristic of the modern ecological cri-
sis and the tragedy of the commodity.

Capital tends to simplify natural 
processes and ecosystems, imposing a 
division of nature to increase econom-
ic efficiency. It directs the life cycles of 
plants and animals to the economic 
cycle of exchange. Qualitative social 
relations—such as subsistence use 
within an ecosystem—are not part of 
the capitalist accounting system and 
can suffer various forms of destruction 
as a result. Use values, as the qualitative 
means for meeting the needs of life, are 
limited given biophysical properties. In 
contrast, there are no limits to quanti-
tative measures of wealth. In other 
words, growing returns on investment 
have no end, but real human needs are 
confined to definite and knowable 
material limits.

The ceaseless drive for accumula-
tion inherent in capitalist commodity 
production speeds up the social metab-
olism. It results in a faster depletion of 
resources, stemming from increasing 
demands for materials and through-
out, and the generation of ever-more 
waste. It degrades the conditions that 
support resilient ecosystems. The capi-
talist system creates numerous contra-
dictions between nature and commod-
ities; it progressively deepens and cre-
ates ecological rifts.18 

The way forward, toward a more 
sustainable world, requires radical 
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human instinct is in 
fact largely directed 

by the drive for capi-
tal accumulation 

and what Immanuel 
Wallerstein called 

the progressive 
“commodification 
of everything.”20 

Among other out-
comes, the commod-

ification process 
results in a social 

metabolic order—
socio-ecological 

interchanges and 
interrelationships—

that produces 
unsustainable social 
and ecological con-

sequences.
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changes in the social conditions that 
have historically shaped the productive 
and consumption system of capitalism. 
Collective action must take back public 
commons and put them in control of 
the people who most closely interact 
with them and depend on them for 
community well-being. In order to be 
successful, these actions must (in effect) 
de-commodify nature. Commons must 
be decentralized and democratized, 
rather than, in the standard neoliberal 
view, privatized. Farmland and fisheries 
must be socially organized to advance 
nourishment and health. Forests must 
be valued as reserves of biodiversity, 
clean water, and culture. Economic 
activities must be embedded within 
society as a whole and the universal 
metabolism of the biophysical world, 
allowing for the continuation of repro-
ductive processes, nutrient cycles, and 
energy flows that support all life. 
Human society must transcend the 
logic of capital, creating a new social 
metabolic order that increases the qual-
ity of life and enhances the potential for 
ecological flourishing and universal 
human freedom.

Recently, Pope Francis highlighted 
what we have been calling the tragedy 
of the commodity. In his highly publi-
cized Encyclical on the environment, 
he mentions the “tragic effects of envi-
ronmental degradation.” He goes on to 
say: “Where profits alone count, there 
can be no thinking about the rhythms 
of nature, its phases of decay and 
regeneration, or the complexity of eco-
systems which may be gravely upset by 
human intervention. Moreover, biodi-
versity is considered at most a deposit 
of economic resources available for 
exploitation, with no serious thought 
for the real value of things, their sig-
nificance for persons and cultures, or 
the concerns and needs of the 
poor.”19 He contends that a “cultural 
revolution” is required to address eco-
logical crisis.

Interestingly, Pope Francis limited 
his suggested response to a cultural 

revolution when it is clear throughout 
the document that he is describing a 
political-economic problem. We agree 
that a revolutionary approach is neces-
sary for addressing the ecological crisis. 
Nothing short will be adequate for chal-
lenging the tragedy of the commodity.

This essay is based on the new book 
The Tragedy of the Commodity: 
Oceans Fisheries and Aquaculture by 
Stefano B. Longo, Rebecca Clausen, and 
Brett Clark, published by Rutgers 
University Press (2015).

Stefano B. Longo, Ph.D. is Assistant 
Professor of Sociology at North Carolina 
State University.

Brett Clark is associate professor of 
sociology and sustainability studies at 
the University of Utah. His books 
include: The Science and Humanism of 
Stephen Jay Gould (with Richard 
York), The Ecological Rift (with John 
Bellamy Foster and Richard York), 
and Critique of Intelligent Design: 
Materialism versus Creationism from 
Antiquity to the Present (with John 
Bellamy Foster and Richard York).

—Counterpunch, July 21, 2015
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Incarceration Nation

Money is put into 
circulation in order 
to return money, a 

quantity for a quan-
tity, “its driving and 
motivating force is 

therefore exchange-
value.”13
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Hugo Pinell ¡Presente!

INCARCERATION NATION

“In 1967 when I joined the liberation 
movement in San Quentin, one of the goals 
was to build a new man, the way Brother 
Malcolm X showed we could. We don’t know 
how long it will take to create that new, beau-
tiful world. It might take generations. But if 
we continually work at it and try to create the 
new man in ourselves, we can achieve a per-
sonal freedom. I go through different changes 
to stay human for I will never get used to 
isolation and deprivation.” —From a state-
ment sent by Hugo Pinell to the California 
Coalition for Women Prisoners in 2013.

We are saddened by the news of 
Hugo Pinell’s death Wednesday, 
August 12, 2015. Hugo Pinell always 
expressed a strong spirit of resistance. 
He worked tirelessly as an educator 
and activist to build racial solidarity 
inside of California’s prison system.

Incarcerated in 1965, like so many 
others, Hugo became politicized inside 
the California prison system.

In addition to exploring his 
Nicaraguan heritage, Hugo was influ-
enced by civil rights activists and think-
ers such as Malcolm X, Martin Luther 
King, as well as his comrades inside 
including George Jackson. His leader-
ship in combating the virulent racism 
of the prison guards and officials made 
him a prime target for retribution and 
Hugo soon found himself confined in 
the San Quentin Adjustment Center.

While at San Quentin, Hugo and 
five other politically conscious prison-
ers were charged with participating in 
an August 21, 1971 rebellion and 
alleged escape attempt, which resulted 
in the assassination of George Jackson 
by prison guards. Hugo Pinell, Willie 
Tate, Johnny Larry Spain, David 
Johnson, Fleeta Drumgo and Luis 
Talamantez became known as the San 
Quentin Six. Their subsequent 
16-month trial was the longest in the 

state’s history at the time. The San 
Quentin Six became a global symbol of 
unyielding resistance against the pris-
on system and its violent, racist design.

As the California Prisons began to 
lock people up in long-term isolation 
and control unit facilities, Hugo was 
placed inside of the SHU (Secure Housing 
Unit) in prisons including Tehachapi, 
Corcoran and Pelican Bay. There, despite 
being locked in a cell for 23-hours-a-day, 
he continued to work for racial unity and 
an end to the torturous conditions and 
racially and politically motivated place-
ment of people into the SHU. This work 
included his participation in the 
California Prison Hunger Strikes as well 
as supporting the Agreement to End 
Racial Hostilities in 2011.

At the time of his death, Hugo had 
been locked behind bars for 50 years, 
yet his spirit was unbroken.

—Via email from: ppnews@freeco-
marchives.org

Assassination of Hugo 
Pinell

A statement by David General 
Giap Johnson, Luis Bato 

Talamantez, and Willie Sundiata 
Tate—the surviving members of 

the San Quentin 6.  

Hugo Pinell was assassinated at new 
Folsom State Prison. This is another 
example of the racism people of color 
inside those prisons are confronted 
with on a daily basis. Like Comrade 
George Jackson, Hugo has been in the 
cross hairs of the system for years. His 
assassination exemplifies how racists 

working in conjunction with prison 
authorities commit murderous acts 
like this. We saw it on the yard at 
Soledad in 1970 and we see it again on 
the yard at Folsom in 2015.        

His life was a living hell. We wit-
nessed the brutality inflicted on him by 
prison guards as they made every effort 
to break him. He endured more than 
fifty years of sensory deprivation. For 
decades he was denied being able to 
touch his family or another human 
being, and he suffered attempts on his 
life. This is cruel and unusual punish-
ment! Hugo is not the monster that is 
being portrayed in social and news 
media. The California Department of 
Corrections is the real monster.  

During the trial of “the six” we 
really got to know Hugo. He was, as we 
all were, under a lot of stress. His stress 
was heavier than mine because he had 
the additional load of being beaten on 
regular occasions. We saw the strength 
of his spirit, and through it all he man-
aged to smile.

 We mourn the loss of our comrade 
brother, Yogi. We have been hit with a 
crushing blow that will take some time 
to recover from. We must expose those 
who under the cover of law orches-
trated and allowed this murderous act 
to take place. The prisoners who did it 
acted as agents of the state. It comes at 
a time when prisoners are collectively 
trying to end decades of internal strife.  
Those who took his life have done a 
disservice to our movement. Their 
actions served the cause of the same 
oppressor we fought against!  No lon-
ger do you have to endure the hatred of 
people who didn’t even know you and 
never dared to love you. You have rep-
resented George Jackson and Ché 
Guevara well, and we salute you! 
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The criminal justice reform move-
ment has shined a light on the inhu-
mane conditions in our prisons, and 
the horrific killings of unarmed people 
by the police. This movement has done 
important work in demonstrating the 
needless brutality involved in our sys-
tem, particularly as it is directed against 
marginalized groups: the poor and 
racial minorities.

Recently, I examined the economic 
backgrounds of those killed by police 
this year. I found that between January 
and May 2015, 95 percent of police kill-
ings occurred in neighborhoods with 
average incomes under $100,000. There 
were no killings in neighborhoods with 
incomes of $200,000 or above.

I received many responses to this 
article, but one of the most common 
was that the wealthy simply don’t com-
mit as much street crime. In other 
words, the rich behave themselves, so 
the police don’t bother them.

There is truth to this argument in 
one dimension: street crime. It has 
long been consensus among sociolo-
gists and economists that high levels of 
poverty and inequality are associated 
with various street crimes such as 
homicide and assault.

However, this doesn’t actually mean 
that the poor and middle class are 
harming more people, or stealing more 
of their property, or destroying more 
of their wealth. It is a little-known fact 
that the richest Americans not only 
steal more wealth through white-collar 
crime, but their crimes also lead to the 
deaths of more people. Yet despite the 
destructiveness of rich criminals, our 
criminal justice system does not 
respond in the same way it tackles 
crimes by poorer Americans.

How the rich commit crime

Jeffrey Reiman is a criminologist, 
sociologist and philosopher based at 
American University. In 1979, Reiman 
published the first edition of the 
book, The Rich Get Richer, The Poor 
Get Prison. The book had a simple but 
counterintuitive thesis: the rich are 
actually committing society’s most 
destructive crimes in terms of both 
financial damage and loss of human 
lives, but our criminal justice system is 
harshest toward the poorest Americans, 
whose crimes inflict the least damage.

As time rolled on, and mass incar-
ceration of mostly poor and working-
class people skyrocketed while prose-
cution of white-collar crimes dialed 
down, Reiman’s thesis has gained 
steam. With his co-researchers, he has 
released new editions of the book with 
updated statistics regularly, the most 
recent edition in 2013.

Although much of his statistical 
work is somewhat outdated in 2015, 
the wider narrative is as relevant today 
as it was when his book was originally 
published.

He begins his explanation of the dif-
ference between deadly white-collar 
crime and far less deadly street crime in 
the second paragraph:

“If it takes you an hour to read 
this chapter, by the time you reach 
the last page, two of your fellow citi-
zens will have been murdered. 
During that same time, more than 
six Americans will die as a result of 
unhealthy or unsafe conditions in 
the workplace. Although these 
work-related deaths were due to 
human actions, they are not called 
murders. Why not? Doesn’t a crime 
by any other name still cause misery 
and suffering? What’s in a name?”

That is the crux of the issue: we refer 
to street crime as crime, and tackle it 
with the most blunt police state instru-
ments, but we don’t respond the same 
way to the kinds of crimes elites com-
mit through indifference or hunger for 
greater profits.

Using data ranging from 1992 to 
2006, Reiman estimates there are 55,325 
“occupation-related deaths”-per-
year—this includes deaths caused by 
unsafe work conditions, needless expo-
sure to disease and other forms of death 
that would be a direct result of employ-
er negligence, but does not amount to 
the total number of negligent workplace 
deaths, which is difficult to compute.

Compare this to deaths from com-
mon street crime, referred to as homi-
cides; in 2006, this number was around 
15,000. Reiman writes that the “risk to 
occupational disease and death falls 
only on members of the labor force, 
whereas the risk of crime falls on the 
whole population, from infants to the 
elderly. Because the civilian labor force 
is about half (50.8) percent of the total 
population...to get a true picture of the 
relative threat posed by occupational 
diseases compared with that posed by 
[what we refer to as] crimes, we should 
multiply the crime statistics by half.”

If you do that, even discounting bad 
luck and errors on the part of the 
employee, you’d be comparing tens-
of-thousands of occupational deaths to 
around 7,500 homicides. That would 
mean your job—through the negli-
gence of your employer—is seven 
times more likely to kill you than com-
mon street crime is. Reiman concludes 
that this means “workers are more 
likely to stay alive and healthy in the 
face of the danger from the under-
world than from the workworld.”

Biggest Killers in America
The richest Americans not only steal more wealth through white-collar crime, but their crimes also lead to 

more deaths.
By Zaid Jilani 
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The primary difference between the 
deaths that occur in the “workworld” vs. 
the “underworld” is simply the perspec-
tive our society—which is tilted towards 
the worldview of the rich—gives them. 
A poor mugger killing you after a fight 
over your wallet is considered a grave 
crime, whereas a worker being killed 
because their employer didn’t spend the 
money necessary to give them proper 
safety is considered routine.

This is something that is immedi-
ately obvious if you look at how these 
crimes are punished. According to PBS 
Frontline, the average time served for a 
homicide is 71 months (nearly six years 
in prison.) The Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration as well as 
various state agencies are in charge of 
holding companies accountable that 
violate safety regulations, including in 
circumstances where these violations 
lead to death. But it is rare for manage-
ment or owners to be held personally 
responsible for any deaths. 

Take this recent case from 
Columbus, Ohio. OSHA fined a cabi-
net maker $50,000 after finding 21 
safety violations that were “discovered 
after the January 13 death of employee 
Tom Hegg. Hegg died of acute expo-
sure to wood dust after 15 years with 
the company.”

It’s often said you can’t put a price 
on a human life, but our regulatory 
agencies do exactly that.

Reiman lists numerous other ways 
the rich get away with killing Americans 
yet face a less severe response from the 
government. One is through botched 
medical operations, which a July 2000 
Journal of the American Medical 
Association article estimated results in 
225,000 deaths a year, making them 
the third largest cause of death in the 
United States, overall.

These deaths include 88,000 to 
100,000 deaths from healthcare-associ-
ated infections and as many as 16,000 
deaths from unnecessary surgical opera-
tions (which is slightly higher than those 

killed by homicides.) Even discounting 
the baseline of human error, rather than 
being a grave cause of concern among 
the media and political class, the issue is 
regularly minimized as one of egregious 
lawsuits making the incomes of very-
rich doctors unnecessarily low. Cries for 
“tort reform“ were a feature of the 
Republican Party’s assault on 
Democratic health reform efforts.

These are just a few of the ways the 
rich and corporate America kill people 
in America. There are many others that 
deserve to be discussed, such as spread-
ing deadly pollution, making unsafe 
consumer products, pricing out 
Americans from affordable healthcare, 
and other dire threats to our well-being.

But for the sake of space, let’s move 
on to monetary costs.

The image of the bank robber hold-
ing up a bank has been glamorized in 
many Hollywood films such as The 
Town, where Ben Affleck’s character 
works with other poor residents of 
South Boston trying to make enough 
money to escape their lives. But it’s 
worth pointing out that such street 
crime doesn’t actually cost Americans 
that much overall.

Reiman notes that the FBI’s 2007 
estimate for the amount of wealth sto-
len in all property crimes topped out at 
$17.6 billion. That sounds like a lot, 
until you compare it to white-collar 
and financial crimes.

When you put together acts such as 
insurance fraud, telemarketing fraud, 
industrial espionage, credit card fraud, 

and other major financial crimes, you 
find that white collar-crimes cost the 
economy around $486 billion annual-
ly. That’s about 28 times as much as 
what common street crime costs us.

Sometimes these white-collar crimes 
cost us more than other times. The 
crime spree on Wall Street that led to 
the global Great Recession was esti-
mated to have thrown 64 million addi-
tional people into extreme poverty—
meaning they were forced to live on 
less than $1.25 a day—by the World 
Bank. There were many collateral 
effects from this Wall Street crime 
wave, so many it would be difficult to 
list them all.

Changing the way we respond
How did the government respond? 

The Great Recession was partly caused, 
after all, by massive fraud by financial 
institutions. But as actual crime grew 
more pervasive and destructive, the 
federal government’s prosecution of 
those crimes declined.

This raises a stark question: why do 
we punish crimes by the poor so 
severely and yet let the richest 
Americans off the hook? The crimes 
committed by the rich not only cause 
more monetary damage but kill far 
more people than ordinary street 
crime, yet the former are treated with 
kid gloves while the latter are treated 
with long prison sentences or even 
executions.

Our criminal justice system may be 
less about punishing the unjust than 
just another reflection of the power 
inequities we have in the United States.

Zaid Jilani is an AlterNet staff writer.

—AlterNet, August 5, 2015

http://www.alternet.org/news-amp-
politics/who-are-biggest-killers-ameri-
c a - n u m b e r s - w i l l - s h o c k -
you?akid=13366.229473.p0NzTe&rd=1
&src=newsletter1040597&t=7

your job—through 
the negligence of 

your employer—is 
seven times more 
likely to kill you 

than common street 
crime
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Nearly forty percent of the 2.2 mil-
lion Americans in prison are Black 
men. This amounts to one out of every 
nine Black men between the ages of 20 
and 34, meaning one in three Black 
men will be imprisoned at some point 
in their lifetimes. Beginning in the 
1970s, statutes meant to lower crimes 
rates and deter the drug trade facilitat-
ed the explosion of the U.S. prison 
population, with most of the increase 
coming from nonviolent drug offenses.

Half of the federal prison popula-
tion has been sentenced for drug 
crimes, with more than a fourth of 
those being marijuana related. In 1970, 
only 16 percent of inmates had been 
sentenced for drug crimes.

A new piece from Antonio Moore 
entitled “Mass Incarceration’s Failure”1 
takes a closer look at the numbers 
behind the United States unprecedent-
ed level of incarceration and reveals 
that more than 800,000 inmates in the 
U.S. are Black men, representing a 500 
percent increase since 1980.

Something few experts have paid 
direct attention to is the fact that, as 
Moore puts it, Black men have become 
the “sacrificial lamb” used to cover the 
shortfall between the number of pris-
on-beds states are contractually obli-
gated to fill and the fact that “as a 
society we don’t commit enough 
crimes to service the prison population 
numbers the states agreed upon in 
these contracts.” This has led to Black 
men in America being incarcerated at a 
rate of 10,000 per 100,000 when the 
number of Black men incarcerated 
during Apartheid was just 851 per 
100,000.

Just as apartheid was the result of 
systemic oppression, the disparities in 
incarceration rates for Black men is the 
result of systemic oppression and bias 

that takes the form of disproportionate 
arrests, convictions and sentencing of 
Black men. As Columbia University 
professor Marc Lamont Hill points 
out, Black men are not more prone to 
go to prison, and mass incarceration is 
not the result of “some kind of cultural 
poverty. The fact is Black people are 
targeted to go to prison more.”

As Moore points out, the humanity 
of Black men is belittled by every aspect 
of the criminal justice system. “The 
immense gap in levying of punishment 
plays a major role in our social decision 
of who is prone to criminal behavior, 
even before an act is ever committed. It 
effects who gets stopped and frisked 
allowing an officer to find their com-
mon possession level drug crime, and 
who does not. Who is seen as integral 
to the home as a parent and given pro-
bation, and who is not. Who is seen as 
safe, and who is not. Effectively, who is 
seen as a valuable part of our society, 
and who is deemed expendable. 
Imprisonment inequity is one of the 

foundational pillars of the American 
mass incarceration model. In a grow-
ing sense, fairness for all seems more 
illusory than actual.”

—KultureKritic, August 9, 2015

http://kulturekritic.com/2015/08/
men/video-black-men-in-america-
incarcerated-at-higher-rate-than-black-
men-under-apartheid/

1  Huffington Post, August 4, 2015

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/antonio-
moore/the-fallout-from-american_b_7919712.
html

Black Men In Jail
Black men in America are incarcerated at higher rate than Black men under South African apartheid

By April V. Taylor

Black men in 

America being 

incarcerated at a 

rate of 10,000 per 

100,000 when the 

number of Black 

men incarcerated 

during Apartheid 

was just 851 per 

100,000.

The fact is Black 
people are targeted 

to go to prison 
more.”
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The siege of Knightsbridge is both 
an emblem of gross injustice and a gru-
eling farce.  For three years, a police 
cordon around the Ecuadorean embas-
sy in London has served no purpose 
other than to flaunt the power of the 
state. It has cost £12 million. The quar-
ry is an Australian charged with no 
crime, a refugee whose only security is 
the room given him by a brave South 
American country. His “crime” is to 
have initiated a wave of truth-telling in 
an era of lies, cynicism and war.

The persecution of Julian Assange is 
about to flare again as it enters a dan-
gerous stage. From August 20, three 
quarters of the Swedish prosecutor’s 
case against Assange regarding sexual 
misconduct in 2010 will disappear as 
the statute of limitations expires. At the 
same time Washington’s obsession 
with Assange and WikiLeaks has inten-
sified. Indeed, it is vindictive American 
power that offers the greatest threat—
as Chelsea Manning and those still held 
in Guantanamo can attest.

The Americans are pursuing Assange 
because WikiLeaks exposed their epic 
crimes in Afghanistan and Iraq: the 
wholesale killing of tens-of-thousands 
of civilians, which they covered up, and 
their contempt for sovereignty and 
international law, as demonstrated viv-
idly in their leaked diplomatic cables. 
WikiLeaks continues to expose criminal 
activity by the U.S., having just pub-
lished top secret U.S. intercepts—U.S. 
spies’ reports detailing private phone 
calls of the presidents of France and 
Germany, and other senior officials, 
relating to internal European political 
and economic affairs.

None of this is illegal under the U.S. 
Constitution. As a presidential candidate 
in 2008, Barack Obama, a professor of 
constitutional law, lauded whistleblowers 

as “part of a healthy democracy [and 
they] must be protected from reprisal.” In 
2012, the campaign to re-elect President 
Barack Obama boasted on its website that 
he had prosecuted more whistleblowers 
in his first term than all other U.S. presi-
dents combined. Before Chelsea Manning 
had even received a trial, Obama had 
pronounced the whistleblower guilty. She 
was subsequently sentenced to 35 years in 
prison, having been tortured during her 
long pre-trial detention.

Few doubt that should the U.S. get 
their hands on Assange, a similar fate 
awaits him. Threats of the capture and 
assassination of Assange became the cur-
rency of the political extremes in the U.S. 
following Vice-President Joe Biden’s 
preposterous slur that the WikiLeaks 
founder was a “cyber-terrorist.” Those 
doubting the degree of ruthlessness 
Assange can expect should remember 
the forcing down of the Bolivian presi-
dent’s plane in 2013—wrongly believed 
to be carrying Edward Snowden.

According to documents released by 
Snowden, Assange is on a “Manhunt 
target list.” Washington’s bid to get 
him, say Australian diplomatic cables, 
is “unprecedented in scale and nature.” 
In Alexandria, Virginia, a secret grand 
jury has spent five years attempting to 
contrive a crime for which Assange can 
be prosecuted. This is not easy. The 
First Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution protects publishers, jour-
nalists and whistleblowers.

Faced with this constitutional hur-
dle, the U.S. Justice Department has 
contrived charges of “espionage,” 
“conspiracy to commit espionage,” 
“conversion” (theft of government 
property), “computer fraud and abuse” 
(computer hacking) and general “con-
spiracy.” The Espionage Act has life in 
prison and death penalty provisions.

Assange’s ability to defend himself 
in this Kafkaesque world has been 
handicapped by the U.S. declaring his 
case a state secret. In March, a federal 
court in Washington blocked the 
release of all information about the 
“national security” investigation 
against WikiLeaks, because it was 
“active and ongoing” and would harm 
the “pending prosecution” of Assange. 
The judge, Barbara J. Rosthstein, said it 
was necessary to show “appropriate 
deference to the executive in matters of 
national security.” Such is the “justice” 
of a kangaroo court.

The supporting act in this grim farce 
is Sweden, played by the Swedish pros-
ecutor Marianne Ny. Until recently, Ny 
refused to comply with a routine 
European procedure routine that 
required her to travel to London to 
question Assange and so advance the 
case. For four-and-a-half years, Ny has 
never properly explained why she has 
refused to come to London, just as the 
Swedish authorities have never explained 
why they refuse to give Assange a guar-
antee that they will not extradite him on 
to the U.S. under a secret arrangement 
agreed between Stockholm and 
Washington. In December 2010, The 
Independent revealed that the two gov-
ernments had discussed his onward 
extradition to the U.S.

Contrary to its 1960s reputation as a 
liberal bastion, Sweden has drawn so 
close to Washington that it has allowed 
secret CIA “renditions”—including 
the illegal deportation of refugees. The 
rendition and subsequent torture of 
two Egyptian political refugees in 2001 
was condemned by the UN Committee 
against Torture, Amnesty International 
and Human Rights Watch; the com-
plicity and duplicity of the Swedish 
state are documented in successful civil 
litigation and in WikiLeaks cables. In 

Julian Assange
The untold story of an epic struggle for justice

By John Pilger
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the summer of 2010, Assange had 
flown to Sweden to talk about 
WikiLeaks revelations of the war in 
Afghanistan—in which Sweden had 
forces under U.S. command.

“Documents released by WikiLeaks 
since Assange moved to England,” 
wrote Al Burke, editor of the online 
Nordic News Network, an authority on 
the multiple twists and dangers facing 
Assange, “clearly indicate that Sweden 
has consistently submitted to pressure 
from the United States in matters relat-
ing to civil rights. There is every reason 
for concern that if Assange were to be 
taken into custody by Swedish authori-
ties, he could be turned over to the 
United States without due consider-
ation of his legal rights.”

Why hasn’t the Swedish prosecutor 
resolved the Assange case?  Many in the 
legal community in Sweden believe her 
behavior inexplicable. Once implaca-
bly hostile to Assange, the Swedish 
press has published headlines such as: 
“Go to London, for God’s sake.”

Why hasn’t she? More to the point, 
why won’t she allow the Swedish court 
access to hundreds of SMS messages 
(Short Message Service, i.e., text mes-
sages)  that the police extracted from 
the phone of one of the two women 
involved in the misconduct allegations? 
Why won’t she hand them over to 
Assange’s Swedish lawyers? She says 
she is not legally required to do so until 
a formal charge is laid and she has 
questioned him. Then, why doesn’t she 
question him? And if she did question 
him, the conditions she would demand 
of him and his lawyers—that they 
could not challenge her—would make 
injustice a near certainty.

On a point of law, the Swedish 
Supreme Court has decided Ny can 
continue to obstruct on the vital issue 
of the SMS messages. This will now go 
to the European Court of Human 
Rights. What Ny fears is that the SMS 
messages will destroy her case against 
Assange. One of the messages makes 

clear that one of the women did not 
want any charges brought against 
Assange, “but the police were keen on 
getting a hold on him.” She was 
“shocked” when they arrested him 
because she only “wanted him to take 
[an HIV] test.” She “did not want to 
accuse JA of anything” and “it was the 
police who made up the charges.” (In a 
witness statement, she is quoted as say-
ing that she had been “railroaded by 
police and others around her.”)

Neither woman claimed she had been 
raped. Indeed, both have denied they 
were raped and one of them has since 
tweeted, “I have not been raped.” That 
they were manipulated by police and 
their wishes ignored is evident—whatev-
er their lawyers might say now. Certainly, 
they are victims of a saga, which blights 
the reputation of Sweden itself.

For Assange, his only trial has been 
trial by media. On August 20, 2010, the 
Swedish police opened a “rape investi-
gation” and immediately—and unlaw-
fully—told the Stockholm tabloids that 
there was a warrant for Assange’s arrest 
for the “rape of two women.” This was 
the news that went round the world.

In Washington, a smiling U.S. 
Defense Secretary Robert Gates told 
reporters that the arrest “sounds like 
good news to me.” Twitter accounts 
associated with the Pentagon described 
Assange as a “rapist” and a “fugitive.”

Less than 24 hours later, the 
Stockholm Chief Prosecutor, Eva 
Finne, took over the investigation. She 
wasted no time in cancelling the arrest 
warrant, saying, “I don’t believe there is 
any reason to suspect that he has com-
mitted rape.” Four days later, she dis-
missed the rape investigation altogeth-
er, saying, “There is no suspicion of any 
crime whatsoever.”  The file was closed.

Enter Claes Borgstrom, a high pro-
file politician in the Social Democratic 
Party then standing as a candidate in 
Sweden’s imminent general election. 
Within days of the chief prosecutor’s 
dismissal of the case, Borgstrom, a law-

yer, announced to the media that he 
was representing the two women and 
had sought a different prosecutor in 
the city of Gothenberg. This was 
Marianne Ny, whom Borgstrom knew 
well, personally and politically.

On August 30, Assange attended a 
police station in Stockholm voluntarily 
and answered all the questions put to 
him. He understood that was the end of 
the matter. Two days later, Ny 
announced she was re-opening the 
case. Borgstrom was asked by a Swedish 
reporter why the case was proceeding 
when it had already been dismissed, cit-
ing one of the women as saying she had 
not been raped. He replied, “Ah, but 
she is not a lawyer.” Assange’s Australian 
barrister, James Catlin, responded, 
“This is a laughing stock… it’s as if they 
make it up as they go along.”

On the day Marianne Ny reactivat-
ed the case, the head of Sweden’s mili-
tary intelligence service—which has 
the acronym MUST—publicly 
denounced WikiLeaks in an article 
entitled “WikiLeaks [is] a threat to our 
soldiers.” Assange was warned that the 
Swedish intelligence service, SAPO, 
had been told by its U.S. counterparts 
that U.S.-Sweden intelligence-sharing 
arrangements would be “cut off” if 
Sweden sheltered him.

For five weeks, Assange waited in 
Sweden for the new investigation to 
take its course. The Guardian was then 
on the brink of publishing the Iraq 
“War Logs,” based on WikiLeaks’ dis-
closures, which Assange was to oversee. 
His lawyer in Stockholm asked Ny if 
she had any objection to his leaving the 
country. She said he was free to leave.

Inexplicably, as soon as he left 
Sweden—at the height of media and 
public interest in the WikiLeaks disclo-
sures—Ny issued a European Arrest 
Warrant and an Interpol “red alert” 
normally used for terrorists and dan-
gerous criminals. Put out in five lan-
guages around the world, it ensured a 
media frenzy.
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Assange attended a police station in 
London, was arrested and spent ten 
days in Wandsworth Prison, in solitary 
confinement. Released on £340,000 
bail, he was electronically tagged, 
required to report to police daily and 
placed under virtual house arrest while 
his case began its long journey to the 
Supreme Court. He still had not been 
charged with any offence. His lawyers 
repeated his offer to be questioned by 
Ny in London, pointing out that she 
had given him permission to leave 
Sweden. They suggested a special facil-
ity at Scotland Yard commonly used 
for that purpose. She refused.

Katrin Axelsson and Lisa Longstaff 
of Women Against Rape wrote: “The 
allegations against [Assange] are a 
smokescreen behind which a number 
of governments are trying to clamp 
down on WikiLeaks for having auda-
ciously revealed to the public their 
secret planning of wars and occupa-
tions with their attendant rape, murder 
and destruction… The authorities care 
so little about violence against women 
that they manipulate rape allegations at 
will. [Assange] has made it clear he is 
available for questioning by the 
Swedish authorities, in Britain or via 
Skype. Why are they refusing this 
essential step in their investigation? 
What are they afraid of?”

This question remained unanswered 
as Ny deployed the European Arrest 
Warrant, a draconian and now discred-
ited,  product of the “war on terror” 
supposedly designed to catch terrorists 
and organized criminals. The EAW had 
abolished the obligation on a petition-
ing state to provide any evidence of a 
crime. More than a thousand EAWs are 
issued each month; only a few have 
anything to do with potential “terror” 
charges. Most are issued for trivial 
offences, such as overdue bank charges 
and fines. Many of those extradited face 
months in prison without charge. There 
have been a number of shocking mis-
carriages of justice, of which British 
judges have been highly critical.

The Assange case finally reached the 
UK Supreme Court in May 2012. In a 
judgment that upheld the EAW—
whose rigid demands had left the courts 
almost no room for maneuver—the 
judges found that European prosecu-
tors could issue extradition warrants in 
the UK without any judicial oversight, 
even though Parliament intended oth-
erwise. They made clear that Parliament 
had been “misled” by the Blair govern-
ment. The court was split, 5-2, and 
consequently found against Assange.

However, the Chief Justice, Lord 
Phillips, made one mistake. He applied 
the Vienna Convention on treaty inter-
pretation, allowing for state practice to 
override the letter of the law. As Assange’s 
barrister, Dinah Rose QC, pointed out, 
this did not apply to the EAW.

The Supreme Court only recognized 
this crucial error when it dealt with 
another appeal against the EAW in 
November 2013. The Assange decision 
had been wrong, but it was too late to go 
back. With extradition imminent, the 
Swedish prosecutor told Assange’s law-
yers that Assange, once in Sweden, 
would be immediately placed in one of 
Sweden’s infamous remand prisons.

Assange’s choice was stark: extradi-
tion to a country that had refused to 
say whether or not it would send him 
on to the U.S., or to seek what seemed 
his last opportunity for refuge and 
safety. Supported by most of Latin 
America, the courageous government 
of Ecuador granted him refugee status 
on the basis of documented evidence 
and legal advice that he faced the pros-
pect of cruel and unusual punishment 
in the U.S.; that this threat violated his 
basic human rights; and that his own 
government in Australia had aban-
doned him and colluded with 
Washington. The Labor government of 
Prime Minister Julia Gillard had even 
threatened to take away his passport.

Gareth Peirce, the renowned human 
rights lawyer who represents Assange in 
London, wrote to the then Australian 

foreign minister, Kevin Rudd: “Given 
the extent of the public discussion, fre-
quently on the basis of entirely false 
assumptions… it is very hard to attempt 
to preserve for him any presumption of 
innocence. Mr. Assange has now hang-
ing over him not one but two Damocles 
swords, of potential extradition to two 
different jurisdictions in turn for two 
different alleged crimes, neither of 
which are crimes in his own country, 
and that his personal safety has become 
at risk in circumstances that are highly 
politically charged.”

It was not until she contacted the 
Australian High Commission in 
London that Peirce received a response, 
which answered none of the pressing 
points she raised. In a meeting I attend-
ed with her, the Australian Consul-
General, Ken Pascoe, made the aston-
ishing claim that he knew “only what I 
read in the newspapers” about the 
details of the case.

Meanwhile, the prospect of a gro-
tesque miscarriage of justice was 
drowned in a vituperative campaign 
against the WikiLeaks founder. Deeply 
personal, petty, vicious and inhuman 
attacks were aimed at a man not charged 
with any crime yet subjected to treat-
ment not even meted out to a defen-
dant facing extradition on a charge of 
murdering his wife. That the U.S. threat 
to Assange was a threat to all journal-
ists, to freedom of speech, was lost in 
the sordid and the ambitious.

Books were published, movie deals 
struck and media careers launched or 
kick-started on the back of WikiLeaks 
and an assumption that attacking 
Assange was fair game and he was too 
poor to sue. People have made money, 
often big money, while WikiLeaks has 
struggled to survive. The editor of the 
Guardian, Alan Rusbridger, called the 
WikiLeaks disclosures, which his news-
paper published, “one of the greatest 
journalistic scoops of the last 30 years.” 
It became part of his marketing plan to 
raise the newspaper’s cover price.
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With not a penny going to Assange 
or to WikiLeaks, a hyped Guardian 
book led to a lucrative Hollywood 
movie. The book’s authors, Luke 
Harding and David Leigh, gratuitously 
described Assange as a “damaged per-
sonality” and “callous.” They also 
revealed the secret password he had 
given the paper in confidence, which 
was designed to protect a digital file 
containing the U.S. embassy cables. 
With Assange now trapped in the 
Ecuadorean embassy, Harding, stand-
ing among the police outside, gloated 
on his blog that “Scotland Yard may 
get the last laugh.”

The injustice meted out to Assange is 
one of the reasons Parliament reformed 
the Extradition Act to prevent the mis-
use of the EAW. The draconian catchall 
used against him could not happen 
now; charges would have to be brought 
and “questioning” would be insufficient 
grounds for extradition. “His case has 
been won lock, stock and barrel,” 
Gareth Peirce told me, “these changes in 
the law mean that the UK now recog-
nizes as correct everything that was 
argued in his case. Yet he does not ben-
efit.” In other words, the change in the 
UK law in 2014 means that Assange 
would have won his case and he would 
not have been forced to take refuge.

Ecuador’s decision to protect 
Assange in 2012 bloomed into a major 
international affair. Even though the 
granting of asylum is a humanitarian 
act, and the power to do so is enjoyed 
by all states under international law, 
both Sweden and the United Kingdom 
refused to recognize the legitimacy of 
Ecuador’s decision. Ignoring interna-
tional law, the Cameron government 
refused to grant Assange safe passage to 
Ecuador. Instead, Ecuador’s embassy 
was placed under siege and its govern-
ment abused with a series of ultima-
tums. When William Hague’s Foreign 
Office threatened to violate the Vienna 
Convention on Diplomatic Relations, 
warning that it would remove the dip-
lomatic inviolability of the embassy and 

send the police in to get Assange, out-
rage across the world forced the gov-
ernment to back down. During one 
night, police appeared at the windows 
of the embassy in an obvious attempt to 
intimidate Assange and his protectors.

Since then, Julian Assange has been 
confined to a small room under 
Ecuador’s protection, without sunlight 

or space to exercise, surrounded by 
police under orders to arrest him on 
sight. For three years, Ecuador has 
made clear to the Swedish prosecutor 
that Assange is available to be ques-
tioned in the London embassy, and for 
three years she has remained intransi-
gent. In the same period Sweden has 
questioned forty-four people in the UK 
in connection with police investiga-
tions. Her role, and that of the Swedish 
state, is demonstrably political; and for 
Ny, facing retirement in two years, she 
must “win.”

In despair, Assange has challenged 
the arrest warrant in the Swedish courts. 

His lawyers have cited rulings by the 
European Court of Human Rights that 
he has been under arbitrary, indefinite 
detention and that he had been a vir-
tual prisoner for longer than any actual 
prison sentence he might face. The 
Court of Appeal judge agreed with 
Assange’s lawyers: the prosecutor had 
indeed breached her duty by keeping 
the case suspended for years. Another 
judge issued a rebuke to the prosecutor. 
And yet she defied the court.

Last December, Assange took his case 
to the Swedish Supreme Court, which 
ordered Marianne Ny’s boss—the 
Prosecutor General of Sweden Anders 
Perklev—to explain. The next day, Ny 
announced, without explanation, that 
she had changed her mind and would 
now question Assange in London.

In his submission to the Supreme 
Court, the Prosecutor General made 
some important concessions: he argued 
that the coercion of Assange had been 
“intrusive” and that that the period in 
the embassy has been a “great strain” 
on him. He even conceded that if the 
matter had ever come to prosecution, 
trial, conviction and serving a sentence 
in Sweden, Julian Assange would have 
left Sweden long ago.

In a split decision, one Supreme 
Court judge argued that the arrest war-
rant should have been revoked. The 
majority of the judges ruled that, since 
the prosecutor had now said she would 
go to London, Assange’s arguments 
had become “moot.” But the Court 
ruled that it would have found against 
the prosecutor if she had not suddenly 
changed her mind. Justice by caprice. 
Writing in the Swedish press, a former 
Swedish prosecutor, Rolf Hillegren, 
accused Ny of losing all impartiality. 
He described her personal investment 
in the case as “abnormal” and demand-
ed that she be replaced.

Having said she would go to London 
in June, Ny did not go, but sent a dep-
uty, knowing that the questioning 
would not be legal under these circum-
stances, especially as Sweden had not 

The Americans are 
pursuing Assange 
because WikiLeaks 
exposed their epic 

crimes in 
Afghanistan and 

Iraq: the wholesale 
killing of tens-of-

thousands of civil-
ians, which they 
covered up, and 

their contempt for 
sovereignty and 

international law, as 
demonstrated vivid-

ly in their leaked 
diplomatic cables.
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bothered to get Ecuador’s approval for 
the meeting. At the same time, her 
office tipped off the Swedish tabloid 
newspaper Expressen, which sent its 
London correspondent to wait outside 
Ecuador’s embassy for “news.” The 
news was that Ny was cancelling the 
appointment and blaming Ecuador for 
the confusion and by implication an 
“uncooperative” Assange—when the 
opposite was true.

As the statute of limitations date 
approaches—August 20—another 
chapter in this hideous story will 
doubtless unfold, with Marianne Ny 
pulling yet another rabbit out of her 
hat and the commissars and prosecu-
tors in Washington the beneficiaries. 
Perhaps none of this is surprising.  In 
2008, a war on WikiLeaks and on Julian 
Assange was foretold in a secret 
Pentagon document prepared by the 
“Cyber Counterintelligence 
Assessments Branch.” It described a 
detailed plan to destroy the feeling of 
“trust” which is WikiLeaks’ “center of 
gravity.” This would be achieved with 
threats of “exposure [and] criminal 
prosecution.” Silencing and criminal-
izing such a rare source of truth-telling 
was the aim, smear the method. While 
this scandal continues the very notion 
of justice is diminished, along with the 
reputation of Sweden, and the shadow 
of America’s menace touches us all.

—CounterPunch, July 31, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2015/07/31/julian-assange-the-untold-
story-of-an-epic-struggle-for-justice/

Albert Woodfox sits alone in a cell 
smaller than the average parking space. 
Unless it is one of the three days that he 
gets to stretch his legs in the prison 
yard, the 68-year-old will likely remain 
caged in these conditions for 24 hours 
today. The four walls are solid—save a 
single small window that looks onto 
the parking lot—as is the metal door in 
front of him. His isolation is complete, 
even from others prisoners in nearby 
cells. He has spent more than half of 
his life in this nightmare.

Woodfox—who has the dubious 
honor of being the United States’ lon-
gest serving prisoner in solitary con-
finement—is just one of an estimated 
80,000 people held in solitary confine-
ment on any given day in the United 
States. He has described the physical 
and mental anguish of solitary as 
“standing at the edge of nothingness, 
looking at emptiness.”

The UN Special Rapporteur on 
Torture has specifically condemned 
Woodfox’s treatment as torture and 
called on the United States to eliminate 
the use of prolonged isolation. Albert’s 
case has returned to the spotlight in the 
past month because he is no longer a 
convicted man—a federal judge 
ordered his unconditional release in 
early June, two years after his convic-
tion had been overturned for a third 
time (a last-minute appeal kept him 
behind bars). The ruling on Albert’s 
behalf came only two days after the 
devastating news that 22-year-old 
Kalief Browder killed himself. Browder 
wasn’t guilty of a crime—in fact, he 
was never even convicted. A judge 
eventually dismissed his case, but only 
after he had spent two years in solitary 
confinement for fighting with other 
inmates inside the notoriously brutal 
prison.

Their stories further illuminate the 
need for urgent and long-overdue 
reform of the United States’ use of pro-
longed solitary confinement. Albert 
and Kalief’s ordeals are particularly 
devastating because of their strong 
arguments of innocence and the glar-
ing flaws their cases expose in the 
criminal justice system. But solitary 
confinement is a grave human rights 
abuse for guilty and innocent alike. No 
human being should face the prospect 
of years, or decades, in a cage without 
meaningful human contact, battling 
the very real prospect of being over-
taken by insanity.

Numbers alone make the human 
cost of solitary confinement devastat-
ingly clear. Half of all successful sui-
cides in U.S. prisons occur in solitary 
cells. With an estimated 2.4 million 
people behind bars in the United States, 
isolated prisoners make up only about 
three percent of the entire prison pop-
ulation. And if that human price isn’t 
compelling enough, the financial argu-
ments may be: the independent advo-
cacy project Solitary Watch has docu-
mented available figures from key 
states and the federal system, painting a 
picture of an extravagantly expensive 
practice that only increases recidivism 
and fails to reduce violence. Although 
there are few available numbers, one 
study estimated that the annual per-
cell cost of a Supermax prison is about 
$75,000, compared to $25,000 for each 
cell in a prison not designed specifi-
cally for solitary confinement. They are 
also estimated to be about two to three 
times more costly to build.

Because mass incarceration in the 
United States is particularly devastating for 
communities of color, it’s not surprising 
that race is an important part of both Albert 
Woodfox and Kalief Browder’s stories. 

The Torture of Solitary Confinement
It costs more, it hurts prisoners’ mental health, and it disproportion-

ately affects minority populations
By Jasmine Heiss
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Browder consumed by a system in 
which racial profiling and excessively 
high bail thrust a child into a degrad-
ing, dehumanizing prison system. 
Woodfox is the co-founder of the first 
prison chapter of the Black Panther 
Party and has been zealously pursued 
and publicly maligned by a Louisiana 
attorney general through two over-
turned convictions, despite the doubt 
that has clouded his case for decades. 
While the demographic information 
about prisoners in solitary confine-
ment is scarce, it seems to suggest that 
their cases are emblematic of a general 
overrepresentation of people of color 
in solitary confinement in the U.S. 

Despite all this evidence that solitary 
is unfairly used and disproportionately 
affects people of color, states are not 
required to keep statistics on the num-
bers of prisoners held in segregated facil-
ities, the demographics of those prison-
ers, the length of confinement they have 
endured, the effectiveness of programs 
instituted, the overall costs or the impact 
on prisoners and overall prison safety. 
The federal system lacks clear internal 
review procedures and monitoring for 
mentally ill prisoners. Human rights 
organizations like Amnesty International 
and the UN expert on torture have spe-
cifically condemned the use of solitary 
confinement for juveniles or mentally 
disabled prisoners. 

It is time to develop national guide-
lines to limit the use of solitary or iso-
lated confinement so that we can ensure 
that it is imposed only as a last resort—
and never indefinitely. The dehuman-
ization, degradation and deprivation 
typified by the prolonged isolation of 
prisoners in the U.S. prison system is 
akin to sentencing a prisoner to stand 
on the knife’s edge of insanity and wait-
ing to see if they stumble. It cannot, and 
must not, be the status quo.

—The Guardian, July 2, 2015

http://www.theguardian.com/com-
mentisfree/2015/jul/02/solitary-confine-
ment-isnt-punishment-its-torture

Note: This article is based on infor-
mation and correspondence with Khabir.

Mahmud Khabir Al-Matin was 
extradited to the State of New York 
from New Jersey in April 1989 on a 
murder charge, while being held on 
unrelated charges. A former business 
acquaintance and friend of Al-Matin 
who he had known for years, and who 
had taken him in when Al-Matin would 
run away from home and his strict 
Muslim parents, was murdered, and 
Al-Matin was charged.

Taken into custody by New York 
police and New Jersey authorities, he 
was questioned for 15 hours, all the 
while denying his involvement in the 
murder, which was the outcome of a 
robbery involving a large amount of 
money and heroin.

In a familiar frame-up scenario, sev-
eral witnesses were coerced into falsely 
testifying against Al-Matin, including his 
fiancé and a prison informant. Al-Matin 
says: “It was clear the statements made 
by all parties were conjured to fit the 
police theory of a crime and vicious 
murder that took place. Only…this 
crime was not committed by me. I was 
sentenced to 25 years to life and have 
served 27 years. I have been denied 
parole. Everyone involved in this case 
benefited in some form or fashion, and 
was given ranking status. One went on to 
work for the D.A.’s office and the District 
Attorney became an Attorney General.”

Al-Matin’s only crime was his unre-
lated arrest for involvement in a drug 
operation and other charges to which 
he admitted guilt. He says, “The sen-
tence for those charges should have 
ended decades ago.”

Al-Matin calls on people outside of 
prison to help stop the illegal injustices 
that persist with wrongful convic-

tions—frame ups—in New York, 
including his own. He cites the cases of 
“Jabbar Collins, Shabaka Shakur, 
Derrick Hamilton, Rosean Hargrave, 
Manuel Lugo, The Central Park Six, 
Jonathan Fleming and more who have 
been exonerated after spending decades 
in New York prisons.” 

To support Mahmud, people can 
write to the New York State Parole 
Board, asking for him to be granted 
parole release supervision in April 2016 
(the next scheduled review). Here is 
the address:

Ms. Tina Stanford, Chairwoman of 
the New York State Parole Board, 1220 
Washington Ave., Bldg. #2, Albany, NY 
12226-2050.

I have been in correspondence with 
Khabir for over a year and have learned 
from him of his wrongful conviction as 
well as the mistreatment of Muslim 
prisoners in the New York Correctional 
Facilities, including the difficulties they 
encounter in trying to practice their 
religion.

His elderly mother is in poor health 
and lives far from the prison, so he has 
hardly been able to have visits with her 
over these many years. Khabir partici-
pates in every educational and cultural 
program available at Shawangunk 
Correctional Facility both as student 
and teacher, to prepare himself for life 
outside prison walls.

“Injustice will only stand when 
wrongful convictions are not fought,” 
says Khabir. I strongly agree.

Write to Khabir at:

Mahmud Khabir Al-Matin #91A2347

B1-206

Shawangunk Correctional Facility

Box 700

Wallkill, NY 12589

Innocence of Mahmud Khabir Al-Matin
Actual innocence of Mahmud Khabir Al-Matin overlooked for 27 years 

by the New York State Courts and the blind justice system
 By Carole Seligman
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The current controversy over the 
Confederate Battle Flag fluttering over 
the Capitol building in Columbia, 
South Carolina, is a testament to many 
things, the least of which is whether it 
is a symbol of racism.

It is a measure of how backward and 
repressive some areas of the country 
are, caught in the fractured memory of 
the past, a past that was, for millions, 
far more horrific than it was glorious.

Anyone who studies American his-
tory learns that South Carolina con-
stantly threatened to secede from the 
Union. Indeed, in the classic work of 
French political scientist, Alexi de 
Tocqueville, Democracy in America, 
written several generations before the 
firing on Fort Sumter, South Carolina 
threatens to split from the union.

That contrariness—that sense of 
false bruised pride, that deep paranoia 
bred into the bone because of the 
knowledge of centuries of crimes and 
cruelties waged against Africans—lies 
in the heart of the state, like a stone.

Of all the slave-built colonies of the 
South, none exceeded South Carolina 
for its huge, teeming Black population, 
who lived in terror.

That is the heritage of the 
Confederate Battle Flag, one of terror 
and violence in support of a system of 
organized theft of Black labor—in the 
name of white supremacy and Black 
subjugation.

Dylann (“Dumb and Dumber”) 
Roof knew instinctively what the flag 
stood for, as well as the flags of 
Apartheid South Africa, and the for-
mer Rhodesia.

He knew what he was wearing and 
waving.

History has consigned the Apartheid 
flags and Rhodesia’s banners to the 
annals of a history that is past.

But, in parts of the U.S., it flaps in 
the breeze as if it was still 1860 —a 
symbol of a war against freedom.

For far too many people, the war—
the Civil War—still ain’t over.

—PrisonRadio.org, July 7, 2015

To donate to the medical and legal fund:

On-line:   bit.ly/fight4mumia

By mail:

Prison Radio

P.O. Box 411074

San Francisco, CA 94141

Trump and the Politics 
of Resentment
By Mumia Abu-Jamal 

When New York billionaire and 
GOP presidential candidate, Donald 
Trump, launched into his anti-immi-
grant tirade against Mexicans crossing 
the border, he was using a long-term 
political technique of plugging into the 
live wire of American resentment for 
the “other.” 

Today it’s Latinos, of course, more 
precisely, those from the southern bor-
ders: Mexicans, Salvadorians, 
Guatemalans, Hondurans, and the like. 
But since the 19th century, politicians 
have used these currents of fear to fuel 
movements against those who came 
from abroad. In those days though, the 
targets of nativist ire, were those from 
Ireland, Jews from Russia, people from 
Italy and other Europeans sites. 

These forces gave birth to the 
American Party, a fierce anti-immigrant 
group that became known popularly as 
the “Know Nothings.” They formed a 
third-party during the 1850s and ran 
former U.S. President Millard Fillmore 
as their unsuccessful candidate. 

U.S. historian Richard Hofstadter, 
in his classic work, The Paranoid Style 
in American Politics, argued that much 
of the energy of the anti-immigrant 
forces stem from what might be called 
“status anxiety,” or the intense insecu-
rities of people unsure of their place in 
U.S. society, but who could point to 
others, immigrants, who hold weaker 
positions in society. Furthermore, 
these same anxiety-ridden groups often 
have mixed feelings of fear and admi-
ration for social elites. And who is 
more elite in America than the super 
rich? 

Witness the spectacle of Donald 
Trump, who without question is per-
haps the richest man to ever run for 
president, and as a billionaire populist 
no less! 

I wouldn’t get too excited about his 
place in the polls right now. In 2012, 
the toast of both press and polls was a 
pizza exec named Herman Cain. We 
know how that worked out. 

But most candidates, especially of 
the GOP, worship at the throne of the 
wealthy. For they are the ones they 
serve. 

The thousands and perhaps mil-
lions who rage at Latino immigrants 
also worship the rich. In Donald 
Trump, they have found their voice, 
and he has found the energies of resent-
ment. An undeniable fuel for failure. 

—Prison Radio, August 4, 2015

Write to Mumia at:

Mumia Abu-Jamal AM-8335

SCI-Mahanoy

301 Morea Road

Frackville, PA 17932

Flags and Rags
By Mumia Abu-Jamal
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One answer comes to mind from 
my very first meeting with Pinkney in 
2003. I drove from Lansing to Benton 
Harbor in southwest Michigan to wit-
ness a Berrien County Commissioners 
meeting soon after the Benton Harbor 
uprising. At that eye-opening intro-
duction, white commissioners literally 
laughed at Black community members’ 
desperate appeals for justice for their 
young Black men, incarcerated or 
killed with impunity at a sickening 
rate. From this vignette straight out of 
the Jim Crow South, I left 90 percent 
white St. Joseph and crossed the bridge 
to Benton Harbor where well over 90 
percent of the residents are Black and 
nearly half live in poverty according to 
census data.

Standing outside City Hall, Pinkney 
said to me, “You know, they offered 
me a Cadillac. I said, no, thank you.” 
The power elite in the county tried to 
buy him off to shut him up. It didn’t 
work. This is one reason he sits in 
Lakeland state prison today.

He did not shut up then, and he has 
not shut up ever since. From prison, he 
puts pen to paper and writes pages of 
condemnation of the corrupt, racist 
corporate-political-media establish-
ment destroying his home community, 
the same one forcing him to eat prison 
food unfit for humans.

For years, he’s been preaching that 
this monstrous conglomeration of 
business interests and state authority is 
of a piece. Recently Pinkney wrote 
from prison:

“The vicious, cowardly attack on 
democracy in Benton Harbor, 
Michigan, shows that the corporate 
power structure is determined to 
crush anyone that stands in its way. 
The Whirlpool Corporation and 
government joined together to 
destroy the people of Benton 

Harbor. We call it fascism. It is part 
of the process underway across 
America in various forms. The once 
stable working class of Benton 
Harbor was devastated by automa-
tion and globalization and the com-
munity began to resist. They have to 
contain the struggle.”

Benton Harbor: the first city in 
Michigan subjected to the fascist rule 
of a state-appointed Emergency 
Financial Manager. What’s at stake? 
Whirlpool Corporation, which raked 
in $177 million in profits last quarter 
(after expanding into Italy where it 
proceeded to lay off workers,) wants to 
transform economically-devastated 
Benton Harbor into a private lakeshore 
playground for the wealthy. The vul-
ture capitalists already succeeded in 
stealing part of a Benton Harbor public 
park for a Jack Nicklaus signature golf 
course next to a luxury condo develop-
ment called Harbor Shores. We can 
expect to see more theft of land and 
resources from immiserated commu-
nities elsewhere, as Whirlpool shows 
how easy it is to get full cooperation 
from state and local governments, 
despite opposition from the people.

Roger Bybee wrote, “There is no 
place in the United States that more 
cruelly illustrates the intensifying con-
flict between corporate power and 
democracy than Benton Harbor.” 
Pinkney saw it coming. For at least ten 
years, he’s warned that Benton Harbor 
is “the testing ground to see what they 
can get away with.” What comes to 
Benton Harbor is coming to your neigh-
borhood soon. And what’s coming he 
named fascism and genocide, specifi-
cally Black genocide by means of global-
ization, gentrification, neglect, New Jim 
Crow injustice, and naked violence.

Michigan civil rights attorney Hugh 
“Buck” Davis described it like this:

“In the 1960s, it was called Negro 
removal. In Bosnia, it was called 
ethnic cleansing. It could be called 
genocide, the removal of the minor-
ity population for the purpose of 
redevelopment of the land. That’s 
what’s happening in Benton Harbor 
and leading the resistance is 
Reverend Edward Pinkney.”

Any one of the battles Pinkney’s 
fought against this establishment would 
be cause for the wealthy to celebrate his 
imprisonment. (Indeed, at a county 
Republican meeting the county clerk 
and sheriff both received a standing 
ovation when they announced 
Pinkney’s conviction.) He’s more than 
a thorn in their side; he’s a bulldog with 
a grip on their heel, not about to let go 
if it kills him. He remains indomitable, 
unbreakable. What spirit, what love 
moves a person to this kind of courage?

The same spirit, the same love that 
moves him now to spend his time in the 
prison library helping other prisoners 
with appeals and parole hearings. When 
he called me last week his most urgent 
request was not on his own behalf—he 
asked me to research felony penalty 
minimums and maximums in five 
states and mail it to him as soon as pos-
sible. During his last prison term in 
2008, overturned on appeal after a year 
of illegal imprisonment, he wasted no 
time organizing for basic needs, soap 
and toothpaste, for his fellow prisoners.

Why is Reverend Pinkney in prison? 
Too many reasons to count. The time-
line below hits some highlights, but 
still doesn’t paint a full picture of what 
he does that makes his resistance and 
leadership so dangerous to the master 
planners of the establishment.

For over a decade, he spent nearly 
every day that Berrien County court 
was in session court-watching, taking 
notes, and helping defendants under-

Political Persecution
Why is Reverend Edward Pinkney in prison?

By Jackie Miller
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stand their rights. Each week for years 
he led a group of community activists 
from Benton Harbor to march on the 
courthouse in St. Joseph wearing the 
famous “Berrien County’s Most 
Wanted” T-shirts, listing the most cor-
rupt and racist judges and other county 
officials.

After testifying at the trial, Marquette 
Coates said:

“They threw my testimony in the 
garbage. They don’t want to hear 
you. Reverend Pinkney helps peo-
ple, especially young Black men. 
They are giving all these young men 
all this time for petty crimes. Everyone 
I know is getting 20 years or more. 
What are the children going to do? 
The parents, women are crying over 
their sons. What preacher besides 
Reverend Pinkney is there standing 
with the people?”

On one visit I found him at the pub-
lic library. Every Tuesday he held 
“office hours” there, consulting with 
Benton Harbor residents about dis-
crimination claims, legal problems, 
whatever problems with which he 
could lend a hand. I saw firsthand that 
his political work grows from deep 
roots and relationships in his commu-
nity. For years, he organized monthly 
community-wide forums, bringing in 
outside speakers, with an emphasis on 
economic and political self-determina-
tion and standing up to police brutality 
and harassment.

I’d heard some observers question 
why Pinkney’s name figures so promi-
nently in Benton Harbor activism, why 
we don’t hear more about other activ-
ists. I asked him and he answered that 
there are other grassroots leaders, but 
many people are too afraid to stand on 
the front line. Dorothy Pinkney lost 
her job because of her activism, and 
others have faced similar retribution 
for organizing with BANCO (Black 
Autonomy Network Community 
Organization). Whirlpool rules the 
county and Pinkney is David to its 
Goliath. After Judge Sterling Schrock 

sentenced him to two-and-a-half to ten 
years last December, I heard a woman 
from Benton Harbor lament, “This is 
to keep all of us quiet. Now we have no 
one.” The necessity of intimidating the 
rest of the community is yet another 
critical reason he’s in prison right now, 
and explains why a SWAT team deliv-
ered his arrest warrant for alleged date 
changes on a petition, blocking his 
street with trucks and police cars driv-
ing up and down the block.

Emma Kinnard, delegate for the 3rd 
Ward in Benton Harbor, said, “Benton 
Harbor is losing more and more 
ground. The school system is failing. 
Over at City Hall, things are manipu-
lated. They’re giving off the land to the 
developers for nothing. With the 
arrests over the recall election, people 
are now afraid. They want people to 
say, ‘Don’t kick against the system.’ 
This is wrong.”

At his trial last October, I heard 
Prosecutor Mike Sepic question wit-
nesses about Pinkney’s and their own 
participation in monthly meetings of 
the community group BANCO. This 
line of questioning was blatantly 
unconstitutional, apart from violating 
due process and Michigan Rules of 
Evidence—but it did give a partial 
résumé of Pinkney’s community orga-
nizing career. Sepic only proved that 
the charade of a trial was a New Jim 
Crow political lynching.

According to attorney Davis, “Given 
the thousands of irregularities in elec-
tion petitions in Michigan every year, 
it’s clear that this is political prosecu-
tion in retaliation for successful com-
munity and electoral organizing. They 
like it until it looks like you are going 
to win. Two-and-a-half to ten years? 
He’s a political prisoner.”

These are some of the reasons he’s in 
prison today. The means by which they 
put and keep him behind lock and key 
in prison clothes, eating prison food, 
coping with the threat of prison vio-
lence, are almost incidental. They are 

mundane tactics of white supremacy: 
frame-ups, false charges, wrongful 
arrest, tainted and coerced witnesses, 
false testimony, all-white juries, lying 
jurors, for starters. Local judges who 
fully live up to the racist criminal jus-
tice system in which they are entrenched. 
Judges and prosecutors who violate the 
law, due process, constitutional rights—
not to mention morality, reason, and 
common sense—with the only conse-
quence being further reward for their 
gross misconduct. They follow this with 
excessive penalties, outrageous parole 
conditions, house arrest, electronic 
tether, excessively high bond or denial 
of bond altogether.

In 2009, Judge Dennis Wiley prohib-
ited Pinkney from attending his own 
appeal hearing when he was unable to 
raise the $10,000 bond in time and 
remained under house arrest. All this 
for alleged non-violent crimes from 
someone who always met all conditions 
of parole. You have to see Berrien 
County court in operation to believe the 
arrogance and disregard for human life. 
It’s a Twilight Zone where judges can 
say anything with impunity. According 
to court observers, Berrien County 
judges have said, “I know you’re inno-
cent and I’m going to put you away” 
and “I don’t care if there’s no law for 
this; I’m going to make one up.”

On August 5, a three-judge panel of 
the Third District Court of Appeals in 
Grand Rapids ruled 2-1 against 
Pinkney’s motion for bond pending 
appeal. Perhaps most insulting, the 
prosecution argued that Pinkney’s 
release would “undermine public con-
fidence not only in the electoral pro-
cess…but also in the justice system 
itself.” Of course, the truth is that the 
“justice system itself” is being used to 
subvert the electoral process. 
Interpreting the prosecution and 
judge’s arguments becomes an 
Orwellian word game.

ACLU of Michigan filed an amicus 
curiae brief in support of the bond 
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motion stating that the conviction is 
“almost certain” to be reversed. 
Pinkney has already spent over seven 
months removed from his family and 
community. It could be many months 
more by the time the appeal is heard 
and decided. Pinkney will have “paid a 
debt to society he didn’t owe.”

We owe a debt to Pinkney. His 
courage and leadership have slowed, 
though not yet prevented, the whole-

sale destruction of a community of 
11,000. The people of Benton Harbor 
need him back, and we need him out of 
prison where he can remain healthy 
and continue his warrior work.

Free Reverend Pinkney Petition:

https://www.credomobilize.com/peti-
tions/free-rev-pinkney

Boycott: Whirlpool, Maytag, 
Amana, and Kitchen Aid

Write to Reverend Pinkney:

Reverend Edward Pinkney No. 294671 

Lakeland C.F. 

141 First St. 

Coldwater, MI 49036

—Counterpunch, August 13, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2015/08/13/why-is-rev-edward-
pinkney-in-prison-another-case-of-
political-persecution/

Dear Editors,

The World Health Organization has 
reported that Cuba has eliminated 
mother-to-child transmission of HIV 
and syphilis. 

A nation-wide screening program 
began in the 1980s and in 1986 Cuban 
scientists developed their own HIV 
test; 268 HIV-positive persons were 
identified. After the development of a 
highly active anti-retroviral treatment, 
Cuba bought drugs for all children 
who tested positive for HIV at 
$14,000.00 per person, per year. This 
expense was incurred despite the deep 
economic crisis in the early 1990s. The 
blockage deepened under Bill Clinton 
and Cuba has produced its own, low-
cost, generic HIV medications.

Cuba has the lowest infant mortality 
rate in the Americas. My doctors are all 
from poor countries who have left 
their homes and people to come to the 
U.S. for more money while Cuba has 
graduated more than 20,000 doctors 
from all over the world, including the 
U.S., since 1998.1

Now in Greece the bankers are cut-
ting off healthcare and medicine. They 
must take the Cuban road, or die.

In the spirit of Crazy Horse! In the 
spirit of Ché! We shall win!

Joe Johnson

Chippewa Falls, Wisconson

Note: Joe Johnson died on August 5, 

2015. He wrote these two letters shortly 
before then.

1  Information is from Huffington Post, Work-
ers World and World Health Organization.

Dear Editors,

What’s happening in Greece is of 
real importance to the U.S. working 
class. I remember Ray Dunne1 telling 
me that after the Russian Revolution of 
1917, he sold revolutionary books to 
workers coming out of the factories in 
Minneapolis. They wanted the truth, 
and were energized by the victory. 

I saw on TV the massive party, the 
dancing in the streets by thousands 
after the historical NO vote. The work-
ing class in Greece, the young people, 
are ready to fight the bankers. And, if 
they do fight, they will win. 

But, as Trotsky2 said, they have no 
leadership. They must forge that lead-
ership out of their struggle. They either 
do that, or they will be ground into the 
dust by the bankers. They must do as 
Cuba did and nationalize the banks, 
shipping—everything—and be pre-
pared to physically fight.

Cuba must take up Greece’s struggle 
and give leadership. The struggle is 
worldwide; all the working class of the 
world needs to help Greece. 

In the Spirit of Crazy Horse and the 
Spirit of Ché! If we struggle we will win!

With warmest greetings,

Love, Joe Johnson

1  Vincent R. Dunne was a socialist leader in 
the bitterly fought teamsters strikes of 1934-35 
that transformed Minneapolis from a notorious 
open-shop fortress into a stronghold of union-
ism. This was one of the key victories that 
inspired workers from coast to coast and con-
tributed significantly to the great upsurge that 
culminated in the organization of the CIO.

https://www.marxists.org/history/etol/writers/
dunne/interview.htm

2  Leon Trotsky, born Lev Davidovich Bron-
shtein on November [O.S. 26 October] 1879 
was a Marxist revolutionary and theorist, Soviet 
politician, and the founder and first leader of 
the Red Army. On Stalin’s orders he was assas-
sinated in Mexico in August 1940 by Ramón 
Mercader, a Spanish-born Stalinist agent.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Leon_Trotsky

 
Dear Editors,

Palestinian political prisoners need 
solidarity.

Ahmad Sa’adat, the imprisoned 
General Secretary of the Popular Front 
for the Liberation of Palestine, who 
was injured by Israeli guards who 
attacked Palestinian prisoners in Nafha 
prison, met with his lawyer from the 
Addameer Prisoner Support and 
Human Rights Association on July 29, 
2015. His lawyer reported that prison-
ers in Nafha are continuing to protest, 
closing their prison sections and refus-
ing to meet with prison administration 
until their demands are implemented.

Letters to the Editors
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The prisoners are demanding an end 
to sanctions and punishments against 
the prisoners in Nafha, the return of the 
prisoners from Room #85 in Nafha 
from isolation or transfer, and an end 
to the night inspections in which Israeli 
prison guards regularly violently ran-
sack Palestinian prisoners’ belongings 
in the middle of the night. Room #85 
was the first attacked by Israeli guards 
on Monday, July 27, 2015.

Sa’adat said that the attack on the 
prisoners in Nafha is part of a general 
attack by occupation forces against the 
Palestinian people. He said that the 
occupation forces have used the excuse 
of mobile phones to attempt to justify 
their attacks, noting that it was not a 
personal attack but a collective assault 
on all of the prisoners in Nafha.

Addameer said that the attack on 
prisoners in Nafha is part of collective 
punishment against Palestinian pris-
oners, including sanctions imposed on 
prisoners during the attack on Gaza 
and proposals to enact a number of 
racist laws that violate international 

law and attempt to undermine the 
accomplishment of the Palestinian 
prisoners’ movement. Addameer also 
noted that there is an ongoing increase 
in raids and attacks by special units 
inside Israeli prisons; there were over 
180 such raids in 2014.

Issa Qaraqe, director of the Prisoners 
Affairs Committee, said in a press state-
ment that the situation in the prisons 
remains very tense as a result of the 
attacks by Israeli forces against prisoners 
in Nafha and Ramon prisons, noting that 
prisoners in Nafha, Ramon, Eshel, Ofer 
and Negev prisons have decided to esca-
late their protest against the prison admin-
istration and demand they end their poli-
cy of attacks. The prisoners returned their 
dinners on July 27 and refused to enter the 
recreation yard or clinic and did not meet 
with prison officials. Qaraqe noted that 
these protests are meant to support the 
prisoners in Nafha prison and not leave 
them alone subject to violent attacks by 
the occupation forces.

Protests and denunciations from 
Palestinian prisons to the streets of 

Gaza echoed a call for justice and free-
dom for Palestinian prisoners, follow-
ing an attack on July 28 by Israeli prison 
guards on Palestinian prisoners in 
Nafha prison, including Ahmad Sa’adat.

The PFLP, Sa’adat’s left-wing politi-
cal party, organized several rallies and 
marches in Gaza, denouncing the attack 
and demanding freedom for Sa’adat 
and his fellow prisoners. One march, 
on the evening of July 28, wound 
through Jabalya refugee camp, another 
marched in Rafah, a third rallied in 
Nuseirat refugee camp, and a fourth in 
Khan Younis. On the morning of July 
29, a rally in Gaza City marched to the 
United Nations headquarters con-
demning the attack by Israeli forces on 
Sa’adat and his fellow prisoners, with 
wide participation by many organiza-
tions. Jamil Mizher of the PFLP spoke, 
calling for a broader solidarity cam-
paign for the prisoners on an interna-
tional level, to provide political and 
legal support for their struggle.

In addition, Dr. Ahmad Bahar, the 
first deputy speaker of the Palestinian 
Legislative Council, denounced the 
attack by Israeli occupation forces on 
Sa’adat, an elected PLC member, calling 
it a “heinous crime against the Palestinian 
popularly elected representative.” He 
called for a special unified session of the 
PLC in the West Bank and Gaza to 
address the attack on Sa’adat and the 
ongoing arrests and imprisonment of 
elected Palestinian parliamentarians and 
to develop a program of joint work to 
free the imprisoned representatives and 
all Palestinian political prisoners.

Bahar called on Arab, Muslim and 
international parliaments and parlia-
mentarians to denounce the crimes of 
the occupation against Sa’adat and his 
fellow Palestinian prisoners in Israeli 
jails, and to take all steps to pressure 
Israel to release the kidnapped depu-
ties and to raise this issue in all inter-
national forums.

Solidarity with Palestinian Political 
Prisoners!



Vol.  15, No. 5    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  71

Information about Samidoun:  

Samidoun: Palestinian Prisoner 
Solidarity Network, is a network of orga-
nizers and activists, based in North 
America, working to build solidarity 
with Palestinian prisoners in their strug-
gle for freedom. Samidoun developed out 
of the September-October 2011 hunger 
strike of Palestinian prisoners in Israeli 
jails, seeing a need for a dedicated net-
work to support Palestinian prisoners. 
We work to raise awareness and provide 
resources about Palestinian political 
prisoners, their conditions, their 
demands, and their work for freedom for 
themselves, their fellow prisoners, and 
their homeland. We also work to orga-
nize campaigns to make political change 
and advocate for Palestinian prisoners’ 
rights and freedoms.

Samidoun seeks to achieve justice for 
Palestinian prisoners through events, 
activities, resources, delegations, research 
and information-sharing, as well as 
building bridges with the prisoners’ 
movement in Palestine. We seek to 
amplify the voices of Palestinian prison-
ers, former prisoners, prisoners’ families, 
and Palestinian advocates for justice and 
human rights by translating, sharing 
and distributing news, interviews and 
materials from Palestine.

samidoon@samidoon.ca

In solidarity,

Steven Katsineris, July 29, 2015

Dear Editors,

Full disclosure. I’ve lived in a cage 
since 1996—in Administrative 
Segregation since 2010. I’m responsible 
for all of that.

It’s Thursday, July 16, 2015, as I 
write this—another day in paradise 
wasteland.

On Tuesday, Officer Timothy 
Davison escorted me from a dayroom 
back to my cell. He was “really happy” 
about having visited his daughters in 
Chicago the previous week. It had been 

“a great visit!” (He’d missed “Ribfest”—
because he had to work instead—in a 
chronically understaffed system where 
hurried, inadequate training and 
immediate Ad Seg post assignments 
put ill-equipped new guards with pris-
oners often publicly described as 
“worst of the worst.”)

He told me, “I’m just working for a 
paycheck to take care of my responsi-
bilities.” (Which is true for most prison 
employees I’ve met in the past 19 
years.)

Davison was friendlier than most 
people I’ve known in life, on either side 
of the prison walls.

Wednesday morning, yesterday, 
Davison was working on another Ad 
Seg pod escorting another prisoner 
from another dayroom to another cell. 
And he was murdered by that prisoner, 
who’d somehow manipulated hand-
cuffs from behind his back, wrestled 
Davison to the ground, grabbed the 
iron bar used to open food slots in cell 
doors, and used it to beat Davison in a 
gruesome, fatal manner—another 
example of the ever-present violence in 
prison. “Lock ’em up and throw away 
the key.” Dehumanization simply 
doesn’t work.

Davison was murdered by a prison-
er with a violent past, including assaults 

that brought him back to prison with a 
life sentence after an initial incarcera-
tion, including at least three separate 
assaults against guards in here since 
then. Yet the way the prisonocracy 
operates, Davison probably didn’t 
know any of that.

Ultimately, a society intent on retri-
bution may get that in ways not envi-
sioned. Texas taxpayers bought that 
model of justice with three-billion-plus 
dollars this year.

Timothy Davison’s daughters will 
likely never know how happy he’d been 
for their time together during that last 
visit.

Prisonocracy will likely avoid its 
responsibility in his death. Even though 
its own Administrative Segregation 
Plan states, “to the extent possible, 
administrative segregation areas shall 
be staffed with experienced correc-
tional officers.”

Does any of this matter to you? It 
matters to me. All lives matter.

—Christopher Dye

Write to:

Christopher Dye, 805217

3899 State Hwy 98

New Boston, Texas 75570
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Invisible Man

As I anticipate and impatiently wait,

To be discharged from these walls of hate. There 
are many issues, which concern me, such as a rare 
case of invisibility. As best I can, in ways you’ll under-
stand, I’ll explain how I became an invisible man. 

After being convicted for an unlawful crime,

Sentenced and transported for an abundance of 
time.

Immediately stripped of my identity,

I’m now known as K-N-1-5-4-3.

This house of horrors I’ve been sent,

Is financially funded by the U.S. government

I’m not insane or mentally dense,

I am intelligent and have common sense. 

Not saying I disappear or walk thru doors,

My invisibility is used as a metaphor, 

Expressing how those who have authority,

Refuse to recognize me as a member of humanity.

Inside this facility where evil racist rule,

I’m underfed and worked like a mule.

Their tactics consist of isolation and neglect,

Which creates long lasting psychological effects.

I must also convince other evil men,

To allow me to receive freedom again.

I’ve experienced a problem like this before,

Being locked away behind these steel doors. 

Judged by a jury of my so-called peers, 

Although not a Black person was there.

Allow me to move forward once I’m released,

From inside the belly of the beast.

Being a convict and marked with a felony,

Employers are reluctant to hire me.

Strategically forcing me to live in poverty.

Comprehend this now, connect the dots. 

It’s a long-term and vicious plot. 

If I can’t work to provide for family,

Then I’m forced to engage in criminal activity.

But the parole board is waiting for me.

My opinions and views aren’t meant to confuse,

Just be aware of the decisions you choose.

Be mindful of everything you do,

Or you can become invisible too. —Jazz the Poet
Write to:

Wilbert Saunders KN1543

1111 Altamont Blvd.

Frackville, PA 17931-2601
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