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As a youth, I joined the local Police 
Athletic League to have something to 
do after school and to learn how to 
box. At first, I was so eager to learn 
everything that I had to slow down and 
exercise patience. My trainers taught 
me discipline, which brought about a 
calmness that I’d never known before. 
After a couple months of training—
and, eventually, sparring—I fell in love 
with boxing and decided I wanted to 
become a fighter. Every day, I ran 
straight from school to the gym to join 
my friends and boxing family.

The time finally came when my 
coach said I was ready to fight. I got ten 
dollars from my family for the fee for 
my American Boxing Federation card, 
which I needed to fight in tourna-
ments. My family saw I was serious 
about boxing and supported me. I 
entered my first junior tournament, 
won my first two fights, and then lost 
the third in the semifinals. That first 
loss crushed me. I took it hard and felt 
I had let my boxing team down. So I hit 
the gym with a vengeance, vowing to 
become the best I could be.

Within a year’s time, I won my first 
“Kids Glove” tournament and a couple 
others. I guess tasting defeat gave me 

more energy, because I didn’t want to 
endure it again. I began fighting more 
often. Our boxing team went to every 
fight card or tournament in the New 
York City area. So I had to stay in 
shape and be ready. What created the 
biggest fire in me was entering the New 
York City Junior Olympics tourna-
ment in 1987. I won and earned an 
invitation to represent New York City 
in the New York State Junior Olympics 
in Lake Placid, New York. Senior fight-
ers such as former Heavyweight 
Champion Riddick Bowe would also 
be there fighting in the adult U.S. 
Olympic Trials for a spot on the 1988 
Olympic Team.

After three weeks of intense training, 
the time came for me to go to Lake 
Placid. My coach was not taking the trip, 
which meant I would have corner men I 
didn’t know. My friend Brian O’Shea 
was going to fight, too. We boarded a 
bus along with the New York City 
Boxing Team. It was the first time I was 
ever away from home. All I had to do 
was win two fights and I would win the 
gold medal in my weight class. If I lost, I 
would be eliminated. My first fight was 
against a kid from New England. I won 
and advanced to the finals, where I 
would fight against a kid from 
Adirondack. I wound up winning the 
gold. The feeling of calling my mother 
and coach telling them I’d won was 
indescribable. Returning with the gold 
medal around my neck was priceless.

I went on to fight and win in numer-
ous other fights and tournaments. A 
lot of my boxing teammates went on to 
turn professional. At the age of 22, my 
whole life would change for the worse 
when I was wrongfully charged with, 
and eventually convicted for a murder 
I had nothing to do with, nor even 
knew about.

For the past 19 years straight, I’ve 
been in the fight of my life—literally 
fighting for my life. I briefly won my 
freedom in 2012 through a decision on 
October 5, 2011 by the Federal Third 
Circuit Court of Appeals. That was 
short-lived when the U.S. Supreme 
Court reinstated my wrongful convic-
tion without exercising normal proce-
dures and allowing my legal team to 
file briefs or make oral arguments. You 
would think because I won my free-
dom on the grounds of insufficient 
evidence (equivalent to a “not guilty” 
verdict and barring a retrial), the U.S. 
Supreme Court would want to hear my 
attorney’s perspective. But this was not 
the case.

I went back to prison to keep on 
fighting from the inside. After I turned 
myself back in, an all-out investigation 
by my legal team went into full effect. 
What they uncovered is not only 
shocking, but shows the lengths that 
the crooked detective and prosecutor 
in my case went to in their efforts to 
conceal my innocence. I’ve been mali-
ciously prosecuted for nineteen years 
and counting. Before trial, the prosecu-
tion never turned over the first eight 
pages of my case discovery. Now, over 
nineteen years later, they finally turned 
these pages over to my attorneys. Now 
the Pennsylvania Attorney General’s 
office is blaming me for not finding 
this out sooner. Instead of doing what’s 
right, they are denying that there was 
any wrongdoing against me, and say-
ing that my appeal is too late.

I’ve been a fighter since a young age, 
but never in a million years would I 
ever have thought I’d be fighting a life-
without-parole sentence for a crime I 
never committed. This is something I’d 
wish on no one, even the people 
responsible for this nightmare. I’ve

  The Fight of My Life
From the ring to the courthouse

By Lorenzo Johnson

Continued on page 70
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The capitalist system is based upon 
the need to constantly increase the rate 
of profit for the wealthy who rule. 
Every social, political and economic 
decision made by the capitalist ruling 
class is based upon this main driving 
principle. The capitalists argue that the 
more profits increase, the better off the 
world’s economy will be, which will, in 
turn, result in an increase in the living 
standards of everyone—they call it the 
“trickle-down theory.” 

The empirical evidence in today’s 
world disproves this phony theory. The 
capitalist elite has accumulated more 
wealth than ever before, yet the working-
class has seen their incomes and living 
standards plummet across the globe. 

That’s because the only way the 
capitalists can increase their rate of 
profit in today’s world is through aus-
terity for the masses, i.e., by reducing 
the living standards of workers and 
increasing the profits for themselves. 

This is a worldwide phenomenon. 
No matter which political system rules—

religious dictatorship, monarchy or so-
called capitalist “democracy”—austerity 
for the masses is the order of the day. 
And the only way this can be enforced 
by the worlds’ tiny, ruling capitalist-elite 
is through the practice of bigotry, racism 
and war—the prime capitalist tools of 
divide and conquer.

Bigotry
Capitalism uses bigotry to justify 

and enforce the criminalization of 
immigrants everywhere. They bank on 
their ability to pit immigrants against 
“citizens” by convincing the working 
class of one country that the immigrant 
workers from another country are their 
enemies, and the cause of their own 
economic distress. 

It is nothing more than the old 
magician’s trick of “misdirection.” 
Misdirection is a form of deception in 
which the attention of an audience is 
focused on one thing in order to dis-
tract its attention from another. 

The capitalists don’t want us to 
focus our attention on how they 

increase their own wealth by exploiting 
raw materials and cheap labor in less 
developed countries, making it impos-
sible for the working class in those 
countries to survive and support their 
families within their own borders. 

At the same time they inflict draco-
nian austerity measures against the 
working class in their own countries in 
order to increase their rate of profit. 
They get away with it by misdirecting 
the blame onto the immigrants strug-
gling for their lives.

In a June 14, 2015 New York Times 
article by Julia Preston titled, “Hope 
and Despair as Families Languish in 
Texas Immigration Centers,” the 
author reports,

“DILLEY, Texas—Workers are 
putting the finishing touches on 
rows of barracks in a 50-acre camp 
here, the largest immigration deten-
tion center in the country. It houses 
thousands of women and their chil-
dren who were caught crossing the 
border illegally and are seeking asy-
lum in the United States…

 “While the number of people 
crossing the border illegally has 
dropped sharply this year, families 
continue to come. Since October 1, 
more than 17,000 parents and chil-
dren have been caught along the 
Southwest border, according to offi-
cial figures. At the Dilley camp, 
more than half the detainees are 
children. Their average age is nine.”

And in another New York Times 
article dated June 20, 2015, by Sergio 
Peçanha and Tim Wallace titled, 
“Around the Globe, a Desperate Flight 
From Turmoil,”

“Nearly 60 million people are dis-
placed around the world because of 
conflict and persecution, the largest 
number ever recorded by the United 
Nations. About 14 million of those 

Capitalism, Bigotry, Racism and War
The world under capitalist dictatorship

By Bonnie Weinstein 
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fled in 2014, according to a report 
released this week…About 11.6 mil-
lion Syrians have been displaced, 
nearly half of Syria’s entire popula-
tion…About 15 million people are 
displaced in sub-Saharan Africa—4.5 
million of them fled last year.”

All these displaced people are flee-
ing one or more of the three divide-
and-conquer tools of capitalism—big-
otry, racism and war. And in so doing, 
they are forced to become the fuel for 
more of the same.

Racism
The U.S.s prison system is fueled by 

racism. The rich get a bailout and the 
poor—especially those of color—go to 
jail. 

According to an April 20, 2015 New 
York Times article by Justin Wolfers, 
David Leonhardt and Kevin Quealy 
titled, “1.5 Million Missing Black Men,”

“In New York, almost 120,000 
Black men between the ages of 25 
and 54 are missing from everyday 
life. In Chicago, 45,000 are, and 
more than 30,000 are missing in 
Philadelphia. Across the South—
from North Charleston, South 
Carolina, through Georgia, Alabama 
and Mississippi and up into 
Ferguson, Missouri—hundreds-of-
thousands more are missing.

“They are missing, largely 
because of early deaths or because 
they are behind bars.”

In fact, according to a September 
17, 2014, Think Progress article by 
Nicole Flatow titled, “The United 
States has the Largest Prison Population 
in the World—And it’s Growing,”

“Both in raw numbers and by 
percentage of the population, the 
United States has the most prisoners 
of any developed country in the 
world—and it has the largest total 
prison population of any nation…

“More than 1.57 million inmates 
sat behind bars in federal, state, and 
county prisons and jails around the 
country as of December 31, 2013. …

Black men are six times more likely 
than white men to be in prison. 
Hispanic men are 2.4 times more 
likely, according to a Sentencing 
Project analysis of the data.

“This doesn’t paint the full pic-
ture of the U.S. incarceration sys-
tem. Many have estimated the total 
number of U.S. incarceration to be 
more than 2.4 million. This is in part 
because another estimated 12 mil-
lion individuals cycle through the 
county jail systems in a given year 
for periods of less than a year, and 
are therefore not factored into a 
snapshot on December 31.”

The prison system is the ultimate 
capitalist tool to divide and conquer, 
literally dividing Black and poor men 
and women from the rest of society by 
putting them in prison. 

The wealthy are virtually immune 
to incarceration—even when guilty of 
the theft of billions of dollars—while 
the poor are given long, sometimes-
mandatory life sentences mostly for 
crimes of poverty. 

And the prison system doesn’t stop 
with adults. Working class children are 
routinely driven from school into the 
prison pipeline. 

A June 20, 2015 New York Times 
article by The Associated Press titled, 
“Texas Law Decriminalizes School 
Truancy” powerfully demonstrates the 
types of laws that criminalize children 
and their families in the schools,

“DALLAS—A longstanding 
Texas law that has sent about 
100,000 students a year to criminal 
court—and some to jail—for miss-
ing school is off the books, while a 
Justice Department investigation 
into one county’s truancy courts 
continues.

“Governor Greg Abbott has 
signed into law a measure to decrim-
inalize unexcused absences and 
require school districts to put pre-
ventive measures into effect. It will 
take effect September 1, 2015.

“Opponents of the previous law 
said the threat of a heavy fine—up 
to $500, plus court costs—and a 
criminal record was not keeping 
children in school and was sending 
those who could not pay into a 
criminal justice system spiral.

“Under that law, students as 
young as 12 could be ordered to 
court if they had three unexcused 
absences in four weeks. Schools were 
required to file a misdemeanor fail-
ure to attend school charge against 
students with more than ten unex-
cused absences in six months. 
Unpaid fines landed some students 
behind bars when they turned 17. …
In 2013, Texas prosecuted about 
115,000 cases, more than twice the 
number of truancy cases filed in 
juvenile courts of all other states, 
according to a report from the non-
profit advocacy group Texas 
Appleseed. An estimated $10 mil-
lion was collected from court costs 
and fines from students for truancy 
in the 2014 fiscal year, the Texas 
Office of Court Administration 
said.”

The police use of violence goes 
hand-in-hand with the prison system. 
The police are capitalism’s enforcers of 
racism. They occupy the Black, Brown 
and poor communities to promote 
hostilities and to ensure that any 
expressions of protest, solidarity and 
unity are squashed the minute they 
show themselves. 

The police enforce the laws designed 
to impoverish the poor and enrich the 
wealthy. 

They promote fear because they are, 
in fact, weak. They are allowed to mur-
der with impunity to promote this fear 
and disguise their weakness. 

Compared to the population they 
are a tiny minority who could be over-
run by a unified mass movement orga-
nized against police violence. 

The capitalists fear the masses most 
of all. That’s why they are increasingly 
militarizing the police—getting them 
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prepared for a class war of the rich 
against the poor.

But recent police murders are back-
firing for the capitalist class. The true 
role of police murder and violence as a 
form of dominance over the masses is 
being revealed by the refusal of the 
commanders of capitalism to convict 
cops for murder—even in the most 
obvious and blatant cases. 

According to a June 20, 2015 New 
York Times article by Lydia Polgreen 
titled, “From Ferguson to Charleston 
and Beyond, Anguish about Race 
Keeps Building,”

“Ferguson. Baltimore. Staten 
Island. North Charleston. Cleveland.

“Over the past year in each of 
these American cities, an unarmed 
Black male has died at the hands of a 
police officer, unleashing a torrent 
of anguish and soul-searching about 
race in America. Despite video evi-
dence in several of the killings, each 
has spurred more discord than 
unity.

“Grand juries have tended to give 
the benefit of the doubt to police 
officers…

“The massacre at Emanuel 
African Methodist Episcopal Church 
in Charleston was something else 
entirely from the police killings. But 
it, too, has become a racial flash 

point and swept aside whatever 
ambiguity seemed to muddle those 
earlier cases, baldly posing questions 
about race in America: Was the gun-
man a crazed loner motivated by 
nothing more than his own mad-
ness? Or was he an extreme product 
of the same legacy of racism that 
many Black Americans believe sent 
Michael Brown, Freddie Gray, Eric 
Garner, Walter Scott and Tamir 
Rice to their graves?

“The debate has already begun.”

The immediate job of all working 
people is to take the side of the victims 
of police violence—to join with them 
to oppose capitalism’s violence and 
occupation of our communities. 

But that is not enough. 

We must stand opposed to capitalist 
war—to the violent occupation of the 
world’s working-class communities.

War
Capitalist war unleashes chaos upon 

innocent civilians and on those foolish 
enough to enlist in the capitalist mili-
tary. The civilians, the working classes 
of the world, are the real targets of 
capitalist war. 

Their wars destroy our land, our 
infrastructure—our schools, our 
homes, hospitals, workplaces, our 
water supply, our electricity, heat and 

c o o k i n g 
fuel—every-
thing needed 
to sustain life. 

All capital-
ist war is a war 
against work-
ing people. 

The non-
commanding 
members of 
the military 
are nothing 
but cannon 
fodder to the 
commanders 
of capital. The 

commanders don’t shed their own 
blood—just the blood of the working 
class in their service.

And make no doubt about it, the 
purpose of the class war of the capitalist 
against the working class is to ensure 
their continued control over the world’s 
wealth and its natural resources. 

They willingly carry out these wars 
for the sole purpose of increasing their 
own rate of profit at the cost of all else 
that is human, kind, forgiving and 
peaceful.

The quest for a peaceful world 
We all want to live in a world free of 

violence, poverty, ignorance, bigotry, rac-
ism and war—a world without any need 
for weapons of death and destruction. 

The fight for socialism requires us 
to wage a humanitarian revolution 
against the violence of capitalism. 

A united working class devoted to 
creating a socialist society is the only 
power that has the strength and ability 
to disarm the capitalists—to take away 
their weapons—to do away with all the 
guns, bombs, chemicals and poisons 
designed to kill. And to prevent the 
capitalists from carrying out any other 
actions that could lead to the destruc-
tion of humanity, our planet, and all 
the life upon it.

Socialism is the peaceful solution to 
capitalist tyranny. The goal of a social-
ist economic system of production is to 
fulfill the needs of all. 

It squarely places the well being of 
people and our shared planet first and 
foremost.



Vol.  15, No. 4    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  5

“…It is time for you and me now to 
let the world know how peaceful we are, 
how well-meaning we are, how law-
abiding we wish to be. But at the same 
time we have to let the same world know 
we’ll blow their world sky-high if we’re 
not respected and recognized and treated 
the same as other human beings are 
treated.” —Malcolm X

Two-hundred years ago, it is quite 
likely that Denmark Vesey, an enslaved 
African who managed to purchase his 
freedom and co-found the Emanuel 
African Methodist Episcopal Church, 
met in the relative safe space of that 
church to plan the slave rebellion that 
marked his entry into history.  Set for 
June 17, 1822, his audacious plan was 
to free as many Africans as possible, 
commandeer a ship from the 
Charleston Harbor and set sail for the 
free territory of Haiti, which had 
defeated Napoleon’s army and estab-
lished itself as the first African republic 
on the planet. After Vesey was betrayed 
and his plot uncovered, local whites 
burned the church to the ground, only 
to be rebuilt again by the Africans of 
Charleston.

In what can be seen as a metaphor 
for the African American experience in 
the U.S., almost two centuries later, 
Dylann Storm Roof, a militant white 
nationalist, stood up in the sacred 
space of Emanuel AME church on June 
17, 2015, the anniversary of Vesey’s 
planned rebellion, and unleashed a 
murderous attack on a small gathering 
of Black worshippers.  

This latest outrage followed on the 
heels of the execution of Walter Scott 
by a Charleston police officer a few 
months ago. The video of the Scott 
murder and the constant images of 
brutal cops behaving with an air of 
impunity as they murder and beat 

Black men, woman and children across 
the country have generated a growing 
sense among African Americans, even 
the pro-American apologists, that 
Black people are under a racist siege.  

Yet, for Dylann Storm Roof, the 
Black people in that church were the 
aggressors and he was the defender of 
white civilization, the “American” way 
of life and spirit that President Obama 
praised in his speech in Selma. Obama 
pushes the liberal version of the white 
nationalist narrative of inclusiveness 
and integration into the U.S. settler 
project by the subordinate racialized 
peoples. But Roof and many other 
white settlers are committed to uphold-
ing an unaltered view of the U.S. shared 
by the “founding fathers,” who estab-
lished the U.S. as the first racist repub-
lic in history.  

Roof is reported to have said that 
Black people are rapists and are taking 
over HIS country. While it is easy for 
everyone to condemn and even pathol-
ogize Roof for his views, an honest 
assessment of the racialized discourse 
used to mobilize public support for 
U.S. military interventions would 
reveal an ideological consistency 
between Roof’s fear and loathing of the 
non-European “other” and the mes-
sages conveyed in recruitment posters 
for the U.S. military that depict sol-
diers waging war in far-off places to 
protect OUR freedoms in the U.S.  
Military propagandists know that the 
representation of the “non-white 
other” informs the imagination of 
most Americans when they think of 
foreign threats to the “homeland.” 

A new generation of African 
Americans are slowing coming to the 
conclusion that it does not matter if it 
is the streets of Baghdad or Ferguson—
they/we are the enemies, who, as Roof 

said, must be stopped.   

The irrational, violence-prone 
racialized “other” occupies a perma-
nent space in the consciousness of so 
many in the U.S., which is why it has 
been so easy to mobilize public support 
for U.S. military interventions and 
campaigns of political subversion, 
from Iraq to Venezuela.

Sermons have already started con-
demning violence in the U.S., while the 
U.S. continues to send arms to known 
Islamic extremists in Syria, provide 
logistical and political support to the 
Saudi’s brutal and illegal war in Yemen, 
arm and train neo-Nazi fascists in 
Ukraine while militarily pivoting to 
Asia—and no one in the corporate 
media will call it hypocrisy. 

Obama and the ruling class in the 
U.S. are not concerned with violence. 
Obama just wants to make sure that 
the violence is state-sanctioned. While 
he moralizes about gun violence and 
the availability of weapons, he contin-
ues to allow massive military arms to 
be passed from the federal government 
to police forces through the govern-
ment’s 1033 program.  And the fact 
that the U.S. is the biggest arms mer-
chant in the world is information that 
Obama will never share with the pub-
lic.

White Terrorism
Closing the historical circle: white terrorism at the Emanuel A.M.E. Church 

By Ajamu Baraka 
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Quotes by Dr. King about the need 
for a non-violent response to the racist 
assault we are under in the U.S. are 
once again being pulled out. The Dr. 
King quotes they don’t repeat, howev-
er, are those about the U.S. being the 
greatest purveyor of violence in the 
world. And they certainly will not 
remind the people that Dr. King argued 
that the only way the U.S. might hope 
to cure itself of the maladies of racism, 
materialism and militarism is through 
a radical restructuring of society.  No, 
we won’t hear that Dr. King, and few 
will know about Vesey and his connec-
tion to the Emanuel African Methodist 
Episcopal Church. But we know 
Malcolm, and Malcolm’s words bring 
the clarity we need today to close the 
circle of struggle.

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, June 23, 
2015

http://blackagendareport.com/clos-
ing_historical_circle_white_terrorism_
emanuel_church
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September 18, 1963, the Ku Klux 
Klan, the preeminent white social and 
economic organization in Birmingham, 
Alabama bombed the Sixteenth Street 
Baptist Church, killing four little girls: 
Addie Mae Collins, Carol Denise 
McNair, Cynthia Diane Wesley and 
Carole Robertson. The mass murder of 
four innocent girls and injuring of 20 
others seemed even too bestial for gro-
tesque white Birmingham society.

An economic and political system 
was in place that facilitated this kind of 
state sponsored terrorism. It only 
needed political actors unhinged 
enough to execute the diabolical plan. 
The essential elements of this system 
were articulated by the Vice President 
of the Confederacy, Alexander H. 
Stephens, in his 1861 Cornerstone 
Speech:

“Our new Government [the con-
federacy]…its cornerstone rests, 
upon the great truth that the negro 
is not equal to the white man; that 
slavery, subordination to the supe-
rior race, is his natural and moral 
condition.”

The echoes of slavery still reverberate 
in the bombing of the Emmanuel 
African Episcopal Methodist Church 
164 years after the Cornerstone Speech 
throughout Black communities in 
Ferguson, Baltimore, Brooklyn, 
Cleveland and Oakland and all the other 
race-toxic communities nationwide.

Dr. King, a young minister from 
Atlanta, Georgia came to prominence 
during this time. King could have 
pointed to the individuals responsible 
for the 16th Street Baptist Church 
bombing in his eulogy of the four chil-
dren, but instead, unlike the corporate 
media’s coverage of the Emmanuel 
AME Church shooting, he used his 
bully pulpit to denounce the system 
that provided the deadly climate that 

led to the murders. Speaking on behalf 
of the murdered children, he said:

“They say to each of us, Black 
and white alike, that we must substi-
tute courage for caution. They say to 
us that we must be concerned not 
merely about who murdered them, 
but about the system, the way of life, 
the philosophy which produced the 
murderers.”

Governments have a unique ability 
to convey messages to the public. 
Sometimes the messages are explicit 
and alternatively implicit. The concept 
of the U.S. presidency as the largest 
bully pulpit is predicated upon this 
notion. Despite the high profile inves-
tigations and preponderance of evi-
dence that the police force used exces-
sive force, and that vigilante 
Zimmerman hunted down the 17-year-
old, the U.S. Department of Justice 
exonerated Ferguson police officer 
Darren Wilson in the murder of 
Michael Brown and George 
Zimmerman in the murder of Trayvon 
Martin—in other words, these were 
“good kills” protected by law. The 
Wilson/Zimmerman acquittals breathe 
life into a system where the hair trigger 
is aimed at the African community.

The message was clear: Black lives 
have no value and the government 
would not intervene to protect and 
defend the Black community. A mani-
festo ascribed to Dylann Roof was 
released shortly after the massacre, he 
writes: “It was obvious that Zimmerman 
was in the right.”

Interesting, the Administration and 
Roof came to the same conclusion.

Message sent. Message received.

In light of the national outrage over 
the murders of nine unarmed African-
Americans at Emmanuel AME Church, 
the president decided to attempt to 

Obama and the Logic of Massacre
By Dr. Marsha Coleman-Adebayo
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grab national headlines by using the 
word “Nigger” during an interview. 
Obama needed to get out front of this 
story and his bottom-scraping use of 
this term was a pathetic political ploy 
to use a word whose explicit and his-
toric origins is the justification to kill 
and demean Black people. This ploy 
was similar to the way the 
Administration used the Selma “Bloody 
Sunday” re-enactment to gloss over 
their inaction to protect unarmed 
Black men, boys and increasingly girls 
from vigilante and police terror. No 
other president, in recent memory 
could have publicly gotten away with 
using the N-word. It took a Black 
president to enshrine this word as an 
acceptable lexicon of political dis-
course.

The president’s goal was to shock 
the country by the usage of that word. 
But Obama cannot escape the message 
and the environment his administra-
tion has created: Acquittals breathe life 
into the insanity of vermin like Dylann 
Roof.

The president took to the airwaves 
in an act of absolution to confess that 
he was not responsible—after all, how 
could even two Obama terms reverse 
300 years of racist history. But, wasn’t 
that his job? What other people—
besides Blacks—are asked to feel grate-
ful for remaining in the same place 
economically, educationally and politi-
cally for 300 years?”

The reality is that the Obama 
Administration did not see anything 
wrong with the status quo of police 
tyranny in the Black community. If the 
Obama Administration saw anything 
wrong, they were empowered to act.

When the resistance in Baltimore 
and Ferguson raged, instead of waxing 
eloquently about racism and its deadly 
impacts, the president vociferously 
waged a verbal charge against Black 
youth fighting for their existence by 
calling them “thugs” and “criminals.” 
Yet the only thing the Administration 

has done proactively about the issues 
of police brutality and fraudulent 
grand juries is the establishment of a 
useless Task Force on 21st Century 
Policing.

This betrayal and lack of account-
ability is crystallized, every 28 hours, 
when an unarmed Black man or 
woman is slaughtered in the streets by 
a killer cop, or a court rules, without 
fear of appeal by the Department of 
Justice, that the murder was a “good 
kill” or justified as in the recent 
Cleveland, Ohio case of unarmed vic-
tims Malissa Williams and Timothy 
Russell or 12-year-old Tamir Rice. The 
Obama administration has no inten-
tion of tampering with police immu-
nity from prosecution for the slaughter 
of Black people.

The Obama Administration and the 
Department of Justice have forfeited 
any legal or moral legitimacy by exon-
erating the killers of unarmed Trayvon 
and Michael, thus providing the per-
fect storm, that Dr. King called, “the 
system, the way of life, the philosophy” 
which produced a war against Black 
people that exploded at the Emmanuel 
AME Church.

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, June 23, 
2015

http://Blackagendareport .com/
obama_logic_of_massacre_birming-
ham_to_charleston
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The movement that is emerging 
under the banner Black Lives Matter is 
not yet one year old, but it will be dead 
before it reaches the age of two if the 
Democratic Party has anything to say 
about it. The movement’s greatest 
challenge will be to survive the impend-
ing mass mobilization of Black 

Democratic officeholders and opera-
tives in a $5 billion presidential elec-
tion season.

The current Black-led grassroots 
campaign is, in very important ways, 
even more vulnerable to Democratic 
cooptation and dismantlement than 
was the white-led Occupy Wall Street 

movement, which succumbed to a 
combination of Democratic infiltra-
tion and repression—on top of its own 
contradictions—in the early months of 
2012. Although its slogans remained 
imprinted in the minds of much of the 
“99 percent,” by the time the November 
election rolled around, Occupy had 
long been a spent force, swept from the 
streets and encampments by mainly 
Democratic mayors acting on orders 
from their Party leader and president, 
Barack Obama.

The Democratic Party poses a far 
greater institutional threat to the Black 
Lives Matter movement, by virtue of 
the fact that the Party permeates every 
aspect of African American civil soci-
ety. Not only are virtually all Black 
elected officials Democrats, but all the 
major civic organizations—the 
NAACP, the Urban League, most Black 
local churches and labor organizations, 
fraternities and sororities, not to men-
tion Jesse Jackson’s Rainbow-Push 
Coalition and “King Rat” Al Sharpton’s 
National Action Network—are annex-
es of the Democratic Party.

Put another way: the nascent Black-
led movement for social transformation 
poses a grave threat to the Democratic 
Party’s choke-hold on Black politics. 
Therefore, the movement is inevitably 
on a collision course with the 
Democratic Party, although this may 
not yet be clear to many activists.

As I said at the closing plenary of the 
recent Left Forum gathering in New 
York City, the Democratic Party sits 
atop the Black polity “like a grotesque 
Sumo wrestler,” squeezing out the Black 
radical tradition. The Black Lives Matter 
movement consciously draws on this 
authentic—and still deeply honored—
radical tradition, seeking to put it into 
practice under 21st century conditions.

Black Lives Matter
Democrats hope to bury the Black Lives Matter movement under election blitz

By Glen Ford
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In both its resistance to a criminal 
justice system designed to contain, 
criminalize and crush Blacks as a peo-
ple, and its broader demand for social 
and economic transformation and 
global peace, the nascent Black-led 
movement picks up where a previous 
mass movement left off, two genera-
tions ago. The Sixties liberation move-
ments were shut down through a com-
bination of government repression and 
the rise of a class of Black office-hold-
ers and aspiring corporate collabora-
tors whose interests lay in joining the 
existing order, not transforming it. 
Their political vehicle was, and 
remains, the Democratic Party—the 
organization through which this “Black 
Misleadership Class” became embed-
ded in local and national power struc-
tures. As a loyal and key component of 
the ruling political duopoly, these 
Black Democratic politicians and 
power brokers have facilitated the 
exponential growth of the Black Mass 
Incarceration State in all its genocidal 
aspects, and greased the wheels of gen-
trification that is dispersing Black pop-
ulations to the four winds, limiting the 
geography of effective Black political 
self-determination.

Malcolm X anticipated the rise of 
such a class, in the early Sixties, well 
before passage of the Voting Rights Act. 
His verbal assaults on the “Big Six”—
the NAACP, Urban League, SCLC, 
CORE, SNCC, and A Philip Randolph—
warned against Blacks becoming too 
close to the white power structure: 
specifically, the Kennedys and the 
Democratic Party. Malcolm advocated 
an independent Black politics:

“It’s just like when you’ve got some 
coffee that’s too black, which means 
it’s too strong. What do you do? You 
integrate it with cream, you make it 
weak. But if you pour too much cream 
in it, you won’t even know you ever 
had coffee. It used to be hot, it becomes 

cool. It used to be strong, it becomes 
weak. It used to wake you up, now it 
puts you to sleep.”

Under the political hegemony of the 
misleaders, the Black polity slumbered, 
fitfully, for more than 40 years.

As appendages of the Democratic 
Party, the Black political class has gone 
from coffee with too much cream, to 
being the Kahlúa, the coffee liqueur, in 
the milk. (Or, more like a thin, choco-
laty syrup in a foamy, homogenized 
corporate concoction.)

The mission of the movement is to 
challenge the legitimacy of the Black 
Mass Incarceration State, the machin-
ery that killed Michael Brown and 
thousands of others, imprisons and 
permanently stigmatizes millions, and 
makes the entire Black community fair 
game for every atrocity imaginable at 
the hands of armed occupiers, the 
police. This direct confrontation with 
the State also explicitly rejects the rule 
of the classes that the police and mili-
tary protect.

Black America is by far the most 
radical population group in the United 
States. History has made us so. The 
Black radical tradition, which encom-
passes the whole Left spectrum, is quite 
sufficient to inform the Black Lives 
Matter Movement—and to teach 
something to non-Black allies.

Most importantly, it must be under-
stood that the political battlefield of the 
movement is largely delineated by a 
Black internal politics that has for two 
generations been warped and turned 
against itself by the deep infestation of 
the Democratic Party. Blacks in the 
U.S. cannot move forward, cannot 
resist the mass incarceration regime, 
cannot forge truly effective alliances 
with other groups in the U.S., or join 
the struggling peoples of the world, 
except to the extent that they break the 
internal stranglehold of the Democratic 

Party and its operatives in Black civil 
society. These are the lessons of 
Ferguson and, especially, Baltimore.

To succeed, the Black Lives Matter 
Movement must transform the politics 
of Black America. By definition, that 
means declaring war on the Democratic 
Party, and forcing Black politicians and 
activists to choose between the Party 
and the people’s struggle. The 
Democrats understand the logic, and 
have mounted a systematic cooption-
repression response that will intensify 
as the election season—and Black cit-
ies—heat up.

As usual, the Democrats will try to 
make Black people more angry at the 
terminally racist Republican Party than 
at the police and local administration 
of their (typically) Democrat-run city. 
Hillary Clinton is already making nois-
es of empathy with Blacks suffering 
under the urban police state. However, 
the Black Lives Matter movement has 
no institutional stake in the victory of 
either party, but is, in fact, locked in 
mortal political struggle with other 
Black people in the Democratic Party. 
These Black Democrats will insist on a 
truce, a cessation of agitation against 
national or local Democrats, until after 
the election. As with the Occupy move-
ment, this will be accompanied by 
intensified police pressures against 
activists. At the end of the process, the 
Black Lives Matter movement is meant 
to go the way of Occupy, lost in the 
electoral Mardis Gras—killed by 
Democrats, not Republicans.

—Black Agenda Report, June 10, 
2015

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
democrats_to_bury_black_lives_mat-
ter_under_election
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The current campaign against police 
oppression in Black America is widely 
dubbed the Black Lives Matter move-
ment, derived from a hashtag created 
in the wake of 17-year-old Trayvon 
Martin’s death at the hands of George 
Zimmerman, in 2013. Young activists 
in Ferguson, Missouri, originally ral-
lied around placards and chants of 
“Hands Up, Don’t Shoot,” to empha-
size Michael Brown’s stance when the 
18-year-old was extrajudicially execut-
ed by Officer Darren Wilson in August 
of last year. “Hands Up, Don’t Shoot” 
was limited by the particular circum-
stances of Brown’s death and, more 
importantly, widely considered too 
passive a slogan on which to build a 
militant movement. “Black Lives 
Matter” expresses a general sentiment 
and aspiration, but embodies no sub-
stantial political content or direction. 
Moreover, the slogan is the political 
property of a particular organization 
with numerous chapters in the U.S. 
and abroad, whose positions and pri-

orities are not necessarily representa-
tive of the emerging “movement’s” 
various political tendencies.

In a previous era, neither the SCLC 
(Southern Christian Leadership 
Conference), SNCC (Student Non-
violent Coordinating Committee), 
CORE (Congress of Racial Equality), 
nor the NAACP (National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored 
People) or the Urban League could lay 
claim to the “civil rights” movement, 
nor was any organization synonymous 
with “Black Power” or “Black 
Liberation.” “Black Lives Matter” is 
even less definitive than the Sixties 
umbrella terminology, conveying no 
substantive political objective other 
than affirming, or achieving, the sanc-
tity of Black lives. It is a vessel waiting 
to be filled and set on course.

The amorphousness of “Black Lives 
Matter” is to be expected, given both 
the incipient movement’s youth—the 
prospect of a sustained, national cam-

paign against police oppression did not 
seriously arise until the awakening in 
Ferguson—and the two-generation-
long gap in mass movement experience 
in Black America. The slogan speaks to 
the now-generalized Black outrage at 
police behavior in Black communities, 
and serves as a banner under which 
diverse forces have begun to coalesce. 
It has been a useful umbrella, which is 
why the term “Black Lives Matter 
Movement” has served as a catchall for 
a broad range of anti-criminal justice 
protest, including in these pages. 
However, history will demand more of 
the new movement than “Black Lives 
Matter” can provide. Sustained, mili-
tant practice informed by increased 
political clarity will eventually arm the 
Black awakening with a name that is 
worthy of a mass “movement.”

The logic of the emerging movement 
is Black self-determination—the prin-
ciple that Black people have the inher-
ent human right to determine their own 
destiny—which, in the immediate 
sense, means control over how they 
should be policed, and by whom. The 
venerable slogan “No Justice—No 
Peace” has served as a workhorse of the 
current protest, and would be an ideal 
organizing principle if the implications 
of the slogan were fully understood, 
rather than simply mouthed. The slo-
gan takes the political position that the 
price that Power must pay for contin-
ued injustice against Black people is the 
loss of civil peace. It is a vow by the 
movement to transform the crisis that is 
inflicted on Black people into a general-
ized crisis for the larger society, and for 
those who currently rule.

“No Justice—No Peace” is consis-
tent with the direct action philosophy 
of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.—
although not limited by his personal 
prohibitions against violence. 

‘No Justice—No Peace’
Tamir Rice and the meaning of “No Justice—No Peace”

By Glen Ford
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Malcolm’s “by any means necessary” 
fits just as well.

More than just a threat against 
Power, the slogan brings clarity of pur-
pose to the participants in the move-
ment. If the existing structures of gov-
ernance and social organization cannot 
possibly provide justice for Black peo-
ple, then those structures must be 
pushed aside—or there will be no civil 
peace. The strategies and tactics of the 
movement must unfold, accordingly.

Recent developments in the Tamir 
Rice case prove, once again, the impos-
sibility of achieving any semblance of 
justice from the criminal justice system 
as configured in the United States. 
Community leaders in Cleveland 
availed themselves of a little-used Ohio 
law that allows citizens to appeal 
directly to a judge to initiate prosecu-
tion of wrongdoers, bypassing the 
county prosecutor’s office. The law was 
specifically enacted to prevent the 
political establishment from protecting 
its own, as when prosecutors protect 
the police. A Black municipal judge 
viewed the damning video of a cop 
gunning down 12 year-old Tamir from 
seven feet away only two seconds after 
exiting his police cruiser—while the 
vehicle was, in fact, still in motion. 
Judge Ronald Adrine, who said he was 
“thunderstruck by how quickly this 
event turned deadly,” found probable 
cause to charge the cop with “murder, 
reckless homicide, negligent homicide, 
involuntary manslaughter and derelic-
tion of duty,” and to charge his partner 
with negligent homicide and derelic-
tion of duty for not giving the child 
immediate medical attention.

However, the Ohio law turned out to 
have no legal effect whatsoever. Judge 
Adrine said he could not himself bring 
the charges against the policeman; that 
decision remained in the hands of the 
county prosecutor, who promptly 
announced that he would send the case 
to a grand jury, as usual, with the usual 
probable results. The legal system is a 

dead letter for Black people, despite the 
Ohio law that was designed to remedy 
prosecutorial collaboration with police 
and other government agents, and 
despite the involvement of a sympa-
thetic Black judge.

The federal government provides no 
recourse for Black people. Cleveland is 
now under its second U.S. Justice 
Department consent decree in little over 
a decade, and remains a killing zone for 
Blacks, where cops enjoy complete 
impunity even when they fire dozens of 
bullets into unarmed Black motorists. 
Federal consent decrees are designed to 
get Black people’s consent to a contin-
ued reign of terror by local police.

The electoral process has definitively 
failed to prevent the exponential growth 
of the Black Mass Incarceration State, 
in all its murderous aspects. Cleveland 
was the first major U.S. city to elect a 
Black mayor, Carl Stokes, in 1967. One 
of Stokes’ first acts was to put Black 
former Air Force general Benjamin O. 
Davis in charge of the police. Davis 
promptly OK’d the use of dum-dum 
bullets and took the side of his officers 
in every dispute over the use of exces-
sive force. In the intervening nearly 
half-century, the nation’s elected Black 

leadership has collaborated at every 
stage of the construction of a criminal 
justice regime so hostile to the very 
presence of Black people, that one of 
out every eight prison inmates on the 
planet is an African American.

The U.S. legal system does not work 
for Black people, and the political sys-
tem that makes the laws of the nation 
will not change the legal system, except 
under the most intense, extra-legal 
duress. Effectively, Black people are 
outside the law, beyond its protections, 
and will not get meaningful conces-
sions from Power unless we create a 
crisis for the system of governance, 
itself—”by any means necessary,” in 
Malcolm’s words.

The movement that presently goes 
under the heading “Black Lives Matter” 
can find its way to the logic of Black 
self-determination through the orga-
nizing principle of “No Justice—No 
Peace.” It is a slogan that leads to a 
place where Black people have the 
power to decide for themselves if Black 
lives matter, or not.

—Black Agenda Report, June 17, 2015

http://blackagendareport.com/tamir_
rice_no_justice_no_peace
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At this point, it’s hard to be sur-
prised by the extreme punitiveness of 
America’s criminal justice system. One 
thing that can still shock, though, is 
how police manhandle actual chil-
dren. Not only is treatment of children 
severe (police in Arizona recently 
mulled over the possibility of charging 
an eight-year-old as an adult), but our 
system is undiscerning; we can, and do, 
arrest kids for virtually anything, 
including completely normal child-
hood misbehavior. In fact, many youth, 
particularly people of color from low-
income households, come into contact 
with their first handcuffs in school. Here 
are some of the stranger examples of 
this depressingly American practice. 

1. Hustling ibuprofen. In 2010, an 
11-year-old girl in Georgia was 
arrested for carrying ibuprofen 
to school. Her mother, who had 
given her the medication for 
menstrual cramps, was also 
arrested for giving the meds to 
her daughter. Georgia law classi-
fies ibuprofen as a dangerous 
drug if it’s over 200 milligrams; 

the girl’s pills were 800. But it’s 
possible her principal was just 
looking for an excuse to arrest 
her, considering he found the 
bottle while searching her purse 
for a knife.

2. Criminal burping. Albuquerque 
police aren’t known for their 
cool-headedness, and predict-
ably overreacted—along with 
school staff—when one 13-year-
old “audibly burped” in gym 
class. Police transported the boy 
to a juvenile detention center 
without notifying his parents, 
where he was given a risk assess-
ment test on which he scored a 
two (with ten being the highest 
on the scale). In a separate inci-
dent at the school, another stu-
dent was forced to strip naked in 
front of five administrators when 
they discovered he was carrying 
$200 in cash and suspected him 
of selling cannabis.  

3. Drawing while bored. Desks in 
school are a perfect canvas to 
doodle your way out of bore-

dom. But one 12-year-old in a 
New York City middle school 
ended up in cuffs after writing 
provocative things on her desk 
like, “Lex was here,” “I love my 
friends Abby and Faith,” and a 
smiley face. The girl was taken to 
a police station and held for sev-
eral hours until she was released. 
She had to perform eight hours 
of community service and write 
an essay on what she learned 
from the experience.

4. DARE-ing to question. Drug 
education in many schools has 
not changed much since the Rea-
gan era, which is to say, it’s still 
ineffective and roundly mocked 
by ten-year-olds. One kid in 
Kansas, however, found out that 
there are real consequences for 
questioning his school’s anti-pot 
wisdom. During a drug lecture 
in class, the 11-year-old son of 
cannabis activist Shona Banda 
took issue with some of the 
points made by the counselors, 
who called the police on him. 
After they arrested and detained 
him, they raided Banda’s home. 
She now fears she may lose cus-
tody of her son.

5. Kicking a trashcan. The Center 
for Public Integrity recently 
investigated the case of Kayleb 
Moon-Robinson, an autistic 
sixth-grader who was convicted 
of felony assault on a police offi-
cer after the cop tried wrestling 
him into submission. Kayleb had 
been asked to stay in class while 
his classmates filed out of the 
room—punishment for an earli-
er infraction he committed, 
kicking a trashcan. The Center’s 
investigation also found that the 
definition of “disorderly con-

Small Criminals
Ten most absurd reasons small children were arrested from throwing Tootsie Rolls to burping 

By Aaron Cantú
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duct” is loose enough that police 
officers in Virginia are filing a 
record number of complaints. In 
another egregious case, a 
12-year-old girl was charged 
with “obstruction of justice” 
when she clenched her fist at a 
school resource officer who had 
just intervened in a fight.

6. “Hacking.” After eighth-grader 
Domanik Green figured out his 
teacher’s computer password 
(the teacher’s last name), Green 
changed the teacher’s computer 
desktop background to two men 
kissing. To the school, this was a 
malicious “hack into his school’s 
secure computer network,” and 
Green was charged with “an 
offense against a computer sys-
tem and unauthorized access, a 
felony,” according to the Tampa 
Bay Times.

7. Standing while Black. Three 
high school athletes in Roches-
ter, New York were waiting for a 
bus when a cop arrested them 
for essentially standing while 
Black. The officer later described 
in a report how the students 
criminally “Block[ed] pedestrian 
traffic while standing on a public 
sidewalk [and] prevent[ed] free 
passage of citizens walking by 
and attempting to enter and exit 
a store.” When their coach, who 
had arranged for a bus to pick 
them up, arrived to mediate the 
situation, he was nearly arrested 
as well, and several more officers 
were called to needlessly escalate 
the situation.

8. Candy assault. A seventh-grader 
in Florida was charged with mis-
demeanor battery when he 
struck his friend in the head...
with a Tootsie Roll. The charge 
was dismissed, but an arrest for 
“criminal battery” will stay on 
his record forever. The anecdote 
was reported as part of an NPR 
project that revealed many coun-
ties in Florida classify upwards of 
100 percent of classroom arrests 
as misdemeanors. These arrests 
can be prompted by infractions 
as vague as “disorderly conduct,” 
which includes talking back to a 
teacher and being disrespectful.

9. Spitting. A Google search of stu-
dents arrested for spitting yields 
thousands of results. In one par-
ticularly bizarre case out of 
Chula Vista, California, a 
12-year-old was expelled and 
charged with battery after his 
spit found its way from a school 
bus window to the sunroof of the 
car driving behind the school 
bus. When the spit landed inside 
the car, the driver was so upset 
he followed the bus and pressed 
criminal charges against the boy. 
The acting police captain of the 

Chula Vista police department 
later agreed that the offense was 
indeed battery. “I don’t think it’s 
excessive,” he told UT San Diego.

10. Throwing nuts. School arrests 
were common enough in Missis-
sippi for the ACLU to issue 
a report about the practice in the 
state. The report found that in 
2000, five students were charged 
with felony assault after they 
threw peanuts at each other on a 
bus and one accidentally struck 
the driver. The report also notes 
that farting and untucking one’s 
shirt resulted in “automatic 
incarceration” for students who 
were on juvenile probation. 
Arrestable flatulence does not 
only occur in Mississippi: A 
13-year-old was arrested for 
passing gas a few years ago in 
Florida.

Aaron Cantú is an investigator for 
the Marijuana Arrest Research Project 
and an independent journalist based in 
Brooklyn.

—Alternet.com, May 21, 2015

http : / /www.al ternet .org/c iv i l -
liberties/10-most-absurd-reasons-weve-
arrested-small-children
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A study, released earlier this year, is 
called: “What Can the Cook County 
Juvenile Court Do to Improve Its 
Ability to Help Our Youth? A Juvenile 
Justice Needs Assessment.”

Compiled by two Chicago institu-
tions, the Mansfield Institute for Social 
Justice and Transformation at 
Roosevelt University and the Institute 
on Public Safety and Social Justice at 
Adler University, it’s a well-document-
ed plea for sanity.

Its fundamental finding will hardly 
be a surprise to anyone involved with 
the juvenile justice—or any other kind 
of justice—bureaucracy. Despite the 
enormous investment by governments 
at every level in court and penal sys-
tems, they don’t work. That is to say, 
they make matters worse:

“In 2012, there were 29,822 juve-
nile arrests in Cook County....While 
court intervention is intended to 
reduce the likelihood of future 
offending, research findings suggest 
that, in fact, the opposite is true.

“. . . when compared to youth 
with comparable risk factors of 
adverse behavior and/or delinquen-
cy histories, but no juvenile court 
involvement, youth who appeared 
in court and received mild sentences 
(such as counseling, community 

service or restitution) were still 2.3 
times more likely to incur adult 
criminal records; youth placed on 
probation were 14 times more likely 
to incur adult records; and, youth 
placed in a juvenile correctional 
institution were 38 times more likely 
to have adult records.”

In other words, when kids start to 
go astray, the official reaction—at a 
cost of multi-billions of dollars a year 
nationally—is to push them further 
astray, intensifying the suffering of all 
involved, and, of course, wrecking 
whole communities. And, since the era 
of “zero tolerance” and “tough on 
crime,” matters have only gotten worse.

Bureaucracies are nothing if not 
self-justifying, so there’s no chance of 
core change emerging from the system 
itself; no chance of awareness that the 
principles of punishment and domina-
tion are antithetical to healing. Yet 
until a certain level of awareness enters 
the court system, what is called juvenile 
justice should more accurately be called 
a bureaucratic war on young people—
in particular, young people of color.

According to the study, pushing 
teenagers into the penal system: A) 
disrupts their connection to school, in 
particular, any special-ed services they 
might be entitled to; B) exacerbates any 

mental health issues they might have, 
increasing their risk of suicide; and C) 
increases their acceptance of criminal 
thinking and, what is obvious to every-
one except the keepers of the system, 
substantially increases the likelihood 
that they’ll break the law again and be 
back in court.

“Furthermore,” the study points 
out, “participants identified the para-
dox of not being able to receive any 
preventative services for themselves 
and/or their children without first 
becoming involved with the juvenile 
justice system.”

The fundamental lack of awareness 
that is manifest in the Cook County 
juvenile justice system cannot be 
tweaked into sensible behavior. Change 
to the system must be profound. The 
study all but cries for “a fundamental 
shift of mindset.”

“Specifically needed,” it states, “is a 
universally held agreement among 
court personnel and all juvenile justice 
stakeholders about the young people 
they serve. This process would be 
aimed at creating a shift in the mindset 
about how young people become 
touched by the system in the first place, 
including how particular communities 
of young people are systematically 
being prepared for the prison pipeline 
versus productive adulthood.”

The system, whether it knows it or 
not, fits into America’s “historical con-
text of racism and social class exclusion 
and oppression.”

The study proceeds to envision 
something extraordinary: a juvenile 
justice system that disconnects itself 
from the context of racial, class and 
economic domination and is not mere-
ly accountable to, but works in crucial 
partnership with, the communities it 
serves. More and more Chicago neigh-
borhoods, for instance, are developing 

The War on Teens
By Robert C. Koehler
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restorative justice and other mentoring 
programs that give young people a 
chance to express themselves fully and 
build peaceful relationships with one 
another. Juvenile Court, instead of 
breaking kids’ ties with their commu-
nities, should facilitate the strengthen-
ing of those ties.

“Fundamental to this process is the 
idea of ‘collective responsibility,’ that 
this shift will require those both inside 
and outside of the system taking collec-
tive responsibility and that both must 
come together in order for our youth 
to succeed.

“The philosophical shift,” the study 
continues, “could be steeped in the 
concept of Ubuntu, a South African 
term which reflects the ideas of con-
nection, community and caring for all. 
It is stated in South Africa’s Interim 
Constitution created in 1993: ‘There is 
a need for understanding but not for 
vengeance, a need for reparation but 
not for retaliation and need for ubuntu 
but not for victimization.’”

Ubuntu...a word and idea from trib-
al South Africa. I’ve heard it translated 
as: I am because you are. Desmond 
Tutu describes the concept as “the 
essence of being human. Ubuntu 
speaks particularly about the fact that 
you can’t exist as a human being in 
isolation. It speaks about our intercon-
nectedness. You can’t be human all by 
yourself.”

Knowing this, the court will now 
come to order.

Robert Koehler is an award-winning, 
Chicago-based journalist and nationally 
syndicated writer. His new book, 
Courage Grows Strong at the Wound is 
now available.

—Common Dreams, June 4, 2015

http://www.commondreams.org/
views/2015/06/04/juvenile-justice-and-
war-teens

June 12, 2015—The number of peo-
ple killed by police so far this year 
topped 500 this week as the nationwide 
epidemic of police violence continued, 
with cops killing 20 people over the 
past seven days alone.

The U.S. media largely has ignored 
the 500-victim milestone, with head-
lines this week dominated by the 
attempt to whip up law-and-order hys-
teria around the massive manhunt to 
recapture two inmates who recently 
escaped from Clinton Correctional 
Facility in New York.

The 500th fatality of the year, 
according to one database of police 
killings, occurred Monday night when 
members of the Maricopa County 
SWAT team gunned down 69-year-old 
Richard Warolf, a suicidal man, during 
a courtesy call requested by his family 
in Sun City, a suburb of Phoenix.

The following night, a police officer 
in Des Moines, Iowa shot and killed 
unarmed 28-year-old Ryan Bollinger 
through the window of her squad car 
after a two-minute low-speed chase.

The nine other people killed by 
police since Monday include: Matthew 
Wayne McDaniel, a 35-year-old from 
Florida; Rene Garcia, a 30-year-old 
California man killed during a traffic 
stop; Mario Ocasio, a 51-year-old from 
New York City, killed by a Taser; 
Jeremy John Linhart, 30-years-old 
from Ohio, also killed during a traffic 
stop; Ross Anthony, 25, from Dallas, 
killed by a Taser; an unknown suicidal 
45-year-old male from the Houston 
area; QuanDavier Hicks, 22-years-old, 
from Cincinnati; Isiah Hampton, 
19-years-old, from New York City; an 
unknown homeless man from Miami, 
shot five times by an officer, and 
Charles Allen Ziegler, 40-years-old, 
from Pompano Beach, Florida.

The judicial system, meanwhile, 
continues to shield killer cops from 
prosecution. On Thursday, Cuyahoga 
County prosecutor Tim McGinty dis-
missed an advisory ruling from a local 
judge that found that the police 
involved in the shooting of Tamir Rice 
in Cleveland, Ohio last year could be 
charged with a crime.

Cleveland Judge Ronald Adrine, in 
ruling under a rarely used Ohio law, 
determined that probable cause existed 
to charge officer Timothy Loehmann 
and his partner Frank Garmback with 
murder and negligent homicide for 
shooting Rice while he was playing 
with a toy gun in a park and then fail-
ing to provide medical attention.

Instead of bringing charges, 
McGinty reaffirmed his intention to 
use secretive grand jury proceedings in 
weighing whether to bring charges 
against the officers, no doubt hoping to 
secure an outcome similar to the rigged 
grand jury proceedings that exonerated 
the cops who killed Michael Brown in 
Ferguson, Missouri and Eric Garner in 
Staten Island last year.

On Tuesday, the UK’s Guardian 
newspaper released its own database of 
U.S. police killings, giving a more 
detailed view than any other similar 
list. The Guardian found that American 
police killed more people in the first 24 
days of 2015 than the police forces of 
England and Ireland have in the past 24 
years, and that U.S. police kill more 
people every week than German police 
kill in an entire year.

The Guardian also found that police 
in Pasco, Washington (population 
67,599), fired more rounds at one 
unarmed suspect, Antonio Zambrano-
Montes, than police in Finland (popu-
lation 5.4 million) fired in all of 2013.

Police Killed Over 500 People in the U.S. This 
Year

By Tom Hall and Andre Damon
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The Guardian’s figures (which 
closely coincide with data from killed-
bypolice.net, another independent 
database) provide even further evi-
dence that the U.S. government’s offi-
cial figures, based on voluntary report-
ing by local police departments, enor-
mously undercount the victims of 
police violence. A study by the Bureau 
of Justice Statistics this March found 
that the federal statistics undercounted 
the real number of police shootings by 
around two-and-a-half times.

Despite years of demands from civil 
rights groups, the Obama administra-
tion has maintained its opposition to 
creating a nationwide database of 
police killings or requiring local police 
departments to report deaths at their 
hands on anything besides a voluntary 
basis.

Despite thousands of police killings 
over the past decade, only 54 officers 
have been charged, according to a 
study in April by the Washington Post 
and Bowling Green State University. A 
review of these cases shows that police 
are almost never charged unless there 
exists unambiguous video evidence of 
them committing a particularly hei-
nous crime.

The case of former South Carolina 
police officer Michael Slager, who was 
indicted Monday for the murder of 
Walter Scott, was one such exception 
that proves the rule. The police depart-
ment initially attempted to cover up 
the shooting, but was forced to change 
its story after bystander footage 
emerged showing that Slager shot the 
unarmed Scott in the back as he tried 
to run away, and then planted a weap-
on on Scott’s lifeless body.

At any rate, there is no guarantee of 
conviction even in cases such as Slager’s 
where there is overwhelming evidence 
of wrongdoing by the officers involved, 
as indicated by the acquittal of Cleveland 
police officer Michael Brelo of volun-
tary manslaughter charges last month. 
The judge in that case ruled that “the 
state did not prove beyond a reasonable 
doubt that the defendant Michael Brelo 
knowingly caused the deaths,” despite 
the fact that Brelo fired 49 bullets at 
unarmed passengers in a stopped vehi-
cle, including 15 through the wind-
shield at point-blank range.

The institutional defense of killer 
cops extends through every level of 
government, all the way to the White 
House. The Obama administration has 

not prosecuted a single officer for civil 
rights violations, including most noto-
riously Darren Wilson, whose murder 
of Michael Brown sparked mass pro-
tests last summer.

Despite releasing repeated damning 
reports of systematic violence and cor-
ruption in city after city, from 
Cleveland to Ferguson and Baltimore, 
the Obama administration has stead-
fastly refused to demand that any of 
the officers and officials responsible for 
a “pattern and practice” of brutality be 
held criminally accountable. The 
Obama Justice Department has come 
down on the side of the police officers 
in every Supreme Court case involving 
police brutality, according to a recent 
survey by the Washington Post.

—World Socialist Website, June 12, 
2015

ht tp : / /www.wsws .org /en/ar t i -
cles/2015/06/12/poli-j12.html
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May 26, 2015—Ray Charles Staten 
Sr. should have celebrated his 60th 
birthday this month. Instead, his fam-
ily marked the fourth anniversary of 
his death. It all started, according to a 
lawsuit that settled in March 2015, 
when a small debt became a death sen-
tence in the spring of 2011.

Unable to pay an outstanding debt 
of $409 in court fines, Mr. Staten was 
arrested and sentenced to 16 days in 
Mississippi’s Harrison County Jail. 
Shortly after being booked at the jail, 
Mr. Staten fell seriously ill. Despite his 
obvious symptoms and his cellmates’ 
cries for help, the jail’s privately-con-
tracted medical staff allowed his condi-
tion to worsen until—on the fifth day 
of his sentence—he collapsed in his cell 
and, upon being transported to a med-
ical center, could not be revived. He 
had suffered acute peritonitis, a life-
threatening infection of the abdominal 
lining for which early treatment is 
essential. 

Whenever the government locks 
someone in jail, it has a constitutional 
duty to provide adequate medical care, 
a responsibility that can’t be evaded 
simply by contracting it out to a for-
profit company. Unfortunately, Mr. 
Staten’s is a familiar story: the ACLU is 
currently litigating a case in a 
Mississippi prison that challenges, in 
part, the dangerously inadequate health 
care provided by Health Assurance, a 
private corporation also responsible 
for Mr. Staten’s medical treatment—or 
lack thereof.

Mr. Staten’s experience is far from 
unusual. Every day, indigent Americans 
are ripped from their homes and their 
communities and forced into jails of 
varying degrees of dysfunction and 
decay. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled 

three decades ago that it is unconstitu-
tional to imprison people because they 
cannot afford to pay debts. The ruling, 
however, hasn’t ended the practice of 
jailing people for unpaid government 
fees and fines. 

In 2010, the ACLU found that 
courts across the nation regularly deny 
Americans proper consideration of 
their financial position and throw them 
into jail over fines they could never 
hope to pay. As a result, local jails 
nationwide have transformed into 
modern-day “debtors’ prisons” over-
crowded with indigent people whose 
only punishable offense is being poor. 
The effects are devastating. 

This growing phenomenon funnels 
poor Americans into the criminal jus-
tice system with sentences that disrupt 
their lives, too often trapping them in a 
damning cycle of poverty and incar-
ceration that far outlasts their initial 
conviction. These practices have a dis-
parate impact on communities of color 
in the United States. 

Consider 19-year-old Kevin 
Thompson, a Black teenager in DeKalb 
County, Georgia, who was jailed sim-
ply because he was unable to pay $838 
in fines and fees associated with a rou-
tine traffic citation. Though only half 
of DeKalb County’s residents are Black, 
nearly all probationers jailed for failure 
to pay by its recorders court, which 
handles minor offenses like traffic mis-
demeanors, are Black. The ACLU filed 
a lawsuit in federal court on behalf of 
Mr. Thompson and reached a settle-
ment with the county that included a 
number of new reform measures aimed 
at preventing others from facing the 
same unconstitutional treatment. 

Jail sentences like those imposed on 
Mr. Thompson and Mr. Staten aren’t 

just unjust—they’re also costly. The 
ACLU’s 2010 report “In for a Penny” 
found that individuals incarcerated for 
failure to pay often cost the state more 
than they owe. The report identifies 
one individual whose incarceration in 
New Orleans cost more than six times 
his $498 debt. So why are we stuck with 
this senseless system? 

Local courts and municipalities—
reliant on fines and fees as a source of 
revenue—are adopting increasingly 
aggressive collection practices. This 
was the case in DeKalb County, where 
county policymakers enlisted a for-
profit company for the specific pur-
pose of targeting those too poor to pay 
fines on sentencing day. And a report 
released in March by the Justice 
Department’s Civil Rights Division 
found that municipal courts in 
Ferguson, Missouri, prioritized reve-
nue above fair administration of justice 
and imposed undue burdens on resi-
dents living in or near poverty, per-
petuating and exacerbating racial and 
economic inequality in the communi-
ty. 

Too many Americans are locked 
away over small debts. At best, they will 
leave with few resources and dimin-
ished job prospects, trapped in a cycle 
of poverty and inequality. At worst, 
they will suffer and die due to the cal-
lous neglect of their jailers, like Mr. 
Staten. Poverty should never be crimi-
nalized. Local courts and municipali-
ties must find other sources of revenue 
that don’t make victims of their most 
vulnerable citizens.

—The Guardian, May 26, 2015

http://www.theguardian.com/com-
mentisfree/2015/may/26/america-can-
not-lock-its-poor-in-debtors-prisons-to-
fund-its-police-departments#img-1

Debtor’s Prisons
Local courts and municipalities—reliant on fines and fees as a source of revenue—are adopting aggressive 

collection practices that prey on the poor
By Corrina Regnier



18  SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT   Vol.  15, No. 4

The modern world economy is 
dominated by the capitalist mode of 
production. Under capitalism, money 
is used to make more money. Profit 
drives production, not social need. 
And capitalist production does not 
proceed in a straight line upwards. It is 
subject to recurrent crises of “booms 
and slumps” that destroy and waste 
much of the value previously created 
by society (workers). The 1880s and 
1890s saw a massive destruction of U.S. 
production and wealth; the Great 
Depression of the 1930s, also. Now we 
have suffered the first Great Recession 
and are still in the Long Depression of 
the 21st century.

The capitalist mode of production 
has recurrent crises because it has two 
major fault-lines. First, in a monetary 
economy, of which capitalism is the 
epitome, there is always the possibility 
of crisis. Holders of money may not 
always spend it or invest it, but hoard 
it. If they do so for whatever reason, it 
can cause a dislocation of the exchange 
process and create a crisis in buying 
and selling.

Second, the capitalist system of pro-
duction for profit will falter if not 
enough profit is created to satisfy the 
owners of the means of production. 
And there is an inherent tendency for 
the rate of profit to fall. This is the 
underlying cause of all slumps. 
Individual capitalist businesses do not 
cooperate to produce the things and 
services that society needs. On the con-
trary, they compete with each other to 
sustain and increase their profit. To do 
so, they make workers work longer or 
harder, but they also increasingly use 
new technology to boost the produc-
tivity of labor to get more value. But 
this is capitalism’s Achilles heel. The 
accumulated cost of investing in new 
plant, equipment, etc., inexorably rises 
compared to the size and cost of the 

labor force. As only labor can create 
new value (machines on their own can-
not do it), the profitability of each new 
unit of investment begins to fall. If 
profitability falls consistently, eventu-
ally it will cause a fall in the mass of 
profit. Then capitalists stop investing 
and “go on strike.” A crisis of produc-
tion ensues.

Capitalists try to avoid this crisis in 
various ways: by trying to exploit work-
ers more; by looking for cheaper forms 
of new technology; and by speculating 
in unproductive areas of the economy, 
i.e., the stock market, banking and 
finance, where they gamble for gain. 
But these things can only work for a 
while. Eventually, the law of falling 
profitability will operate.

The rate of profit in the U.S. is well 
below where it was in 1948. But it has 
not moved in a straight line. After the 
war, it was high in the so-called Golden 
Age from 1948-65. This was also the 
fastest period of economic growth in 
American history.

Then profitability fell consistently 
from 1965 to 1982. GDP growth was 
much slower and American capitalism 
(like elsewhere) suffered severe slumps 
in 1974-5 and 1980-2.

Then in the era of what is called 
“neoliberalism,” from 1982 to 1997, 
profitability rose. Capitalism managed 
to get counteracting factors to falling 
profitability into play, i.e., greater 
exploitation of the American work-
force (falling wage share); wider exploi-
tation of the labor force elsewhere 
(globalization) and “speculation” in 
unproductive sectors (real estate and 
the rise of finance capital.) This “neo-
liberal period” had less severe slumps, 
although economic growth was still 
slower than in the Golden Age because 
much of the profit was diverted away 
from real investment.

Profitability peaked in 1997 and 
began to decline. This laid the basis for 
the Great Recession of 2008-9. That 
slump and the ensuing Long Depression 
that we are still in was more severe 
than anything seen since the 1930s, 
because of the huge build-up of debt 
and financial assets in the previous two 
decades that did not create real value. 
Instead, there were credit-fuelled bub-
bles first in hi-tech stocks (crash in 
2000) and then in housing (crash 
2007). The unproductive financial sec-
tor contributed 40 percent of all capi-
talist profit.

Finally, this credit bubble burst, 
bringing down the banking sector and 
the economy. The high level of private 
sector debt was compounded by the 
state having to bail out the banks. Until 
this overhang of debt is cleared (delev-
eraged), profitability cannot be restored 
sufficiently to get investment and eco-
nomic growth going again. Indeed, it is 
likely that another huge slump will be 
necessary to “cleanse” the system of 
this “dead (toxic) capital.” The Long 
Depression will continue until then.

Ending the Long Depression will 
not be possible by more government 
spending through increased borrowing 
and/or taxes, as this eats into the prof-
itability of the capitalist sector. While 
that sector remains dominant, lower 
profitability means that new invest-
ment will not take place to restore lost 
jobs and incomes. The New Deal in the 
1930s did not succeed in ending the 
Great Depression, even though it was 
much more radical than any measures 
now proposed by Obama. It was 
watered down by capitalist opposition. 
But also it did not work because it 
could not restore profitability—on the 
contrary. In the end, only a World War 
that put the labor force onto a military 
footing (while killing millions globally) 
did the trick.

The Rate of Profit is the Key 
By Michael Roberts
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Under capitalism, terrible slumps 
will reoccur and inequality will remain. 
The end of poverty and prosperity for 
the majority can only come through 
replacing private production for profit 
with democratically-planned produc-
tion for social need.

—Michael Roberts Blog, July 26, 
2012

https://thenextrecession.wordpress.
com/2012/07/26/the-rate-of-profit-is-
key/

On Saturday, May 30, 2015, at the 
Left Forum in New York City, Chris 
Hedges joined professors Richard Wolff 
and Gail Dines to discuss why Karl Marx 
is essential at a time when global capital-
ism is collapsing. These are the remarks 
Hedges made to open the discussion.

Karl Marx exposed the peculiar 
dynamics of capitalism, or what he 
called “the bourgeois mode of produc-
tion.” He foresaw that capitalism had 
built within it the seeds of its own 
destruction. He knew that reigning 
ideologies—think neoliberalism—
were created to serve the interests of 
the elites and in particular the eco-
nomic elites, since “the class which has 
the means of material production at its 
disposal, has control at the same time 
over the means of mental production” 
and “the ruling ideas are nothing more 
than the ideal expression of the domi-
nant material relationships … the rela-
tionships which make one class the 
ruling one.” He saw that there would 
come a day when capitalism would 
exhaust its potential and collapse. He 
did not know when that day would 
come. Marx, as Meghnad Desai wrote, 
was “an astronomer of history, not an 
astrologer.” Marx was keenly aware of 
capitalism’s ability to innovate and 
adapt. But he also knew that capitalist 
expansion was not eternally sustain-
able. And as we witness the denoue-
ment of capitalism and the disintegra-
tion of globalism, Karl Marx is vindi-
cated as capitalism’s most prescient 
and important critic. 

In a preface to “The Contribution to 
the Critique of Political Economy” 
Marx wrote: 

“No social order ever disappears 
before all the productive forces for 
which there is room in it have been 
developed; and new higher relations 
of production never appear before 
the material conditions of their exis-

tence have matured in the womb of 
the old society itself. 

“Therefore, mankind always sets 
itself only such tasks as it can solve; 
since looking at the matter more 
closely, we always find that the task 
itself arises only when the material 
conditions necessary for its solution 
already exist, or are at least in the 
process of formation.”

Socialism, in other words, would 
not be possible until capitalism had 
exhausted its potential for further 
development. That the end is coming is 
hard now to dispute, although one 
would be foolish to predict when. We 
are called to study Marx to be ready.

The final stages of capitalism, Marx 
wrote, would be marked by develop-
ments that are intimately familiar to 
most of us. Unable to expand and gen-
erate profits at past levels, the capitalist 
system would begin to consume the 
structures that sustained it. It would 
prey upon, in the name of austerity, the 
working class and the poor, driving 
them ever deeper into debt and poverty 
and diminishing the capacity of the 
state to serve the needs of ordinary 
citizens. It would, as it has, increasingly 
relocate jobs, including both manufac-
turing and professional positions, to 
countries with cheap pools of laborers. 
Industries would mechanize their 
workplaces. This would trigger an eco-
nomic assault on not only the working 
class but the middle class—the bul-
wark of a capitalist system—that would 
be disguised by the imposition of mas-
sive personal debt as incomes declined 
or remained stagnant. Politics would in 
the late stages of capitalism become 
subordinate to economics, leading to 
political parties hollowed out of any 
real political content and abjectly sub-
servient to the dictates and money of 
global capitalism. 

But as Marx warned, there is a limit 

Marx Was Right 
By Chris Hedges

Individual capitalist 
businesses do not 
cooperate to pro-

duce the things and 
services that society 
needs. On the con-
trary, they compete 
with each other to 

sustain and increase 
their profit. To do 

so, they make work-
ers work longer or 

harder, but they also 
increasingly use new 
technology to boost 
the productivity of 
labor to get more 

value.



20  SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT   Vol.  15, No. 4

to an economy built on scaffolding of 
debt expansion. There comes a 
moment, Marx knew, when there 
would be no new markets available and 
no new pools of people who could take 
on more debt. This is what happened 
with the subprime mortgage crisis. 
Once the banks cannot conjure up new 
subprime borrowers, the scheme falls 
apart and the system crashes.

Capitalist oligarchs, meanwhile, 
hoard huge sums of wealth—$18 tril-
lion stashed in overseas tax havens—
exacted as tribute from those they 
dominate, indebt and impoverish. 
Capitalism would, in the end, Marx 
said, turn on the so-called free market, 
along with the values and traditions it 
claims to defend. It would in its final 
stages pillage the systems and struc-
tures that made capitalism possible. It 
would resort, as it caused widespread 
suffering, to harsher forms of repres-
sion. It would attempt in a frantic last 
stand to maintain its profits by looting 
and pillaging state institutions, contra-
dicting its stated nature. 

Marx warned that in the later stages 
of capitalism huge corporations would 
exercise a monopoly on global mar-
kets. “The need of a constantly expand-
ing market for its products chases the 
bourgeoisie over the entire surface of 
the globe,” he wrote. “It must nestle 
everywhere, settle everywhere, estab-
lish connections everywhere.” These 
corporations, whether in the banking 
sector, the agricultural and food indus-
tries, the arms industries or the com-
munications industries, would use 
their power, usually by seizing the 
mechanisms of state, to prevent any-
one from challenging their monopoly. 
They would fix prices to maximize 
profit. They would, as they [have been 
doing], push through trade deals such 
as the TPP and CAFTA to further 
weaken the nation-state’s ability to 
impede exploitation by imposing envi-
ronmental regulations or monitoring 
working conditions. And in the end 
these corporate monopolies would 

obliterate free market competition.

A May 22, 2015 editorial in The New 
York Times gives us a window into 
what Marx said would characterize the 
late stages of capitalism:

“As of this week, Citicorp, 
JPMorgan Chase, Barclays and 
Royal Bank of Scotland are felons, 
having pleaded guilty on Wednesday, 
May 20, 2015, to criminal charges of 
conspiring to rig the value of the 
world’s currencies. According to the 
Justice Department, the lengthy and 
lucrative conspiracy enabled the 
banks to pad their profits without 
regard to fairness, the law or the 
public good.”

The Times goes on:

“The banks will pay fines totaling 
about $9 billion, assessed by the 
Justice Department as well as state, 
federal and foreign regulators. That 
seems like a sweet deal for a scam 
that lasted for at least five years, 
from the end of 2007 to the begin-
ning of 2013, during which the 
banks’ revenue from foreign 
exchange was some $85 billion.”

The final stages of what we call 
capitalism, as Marx grasped, is not 
capitalism at all. Corporations gobble 
down government expenditures, in 
essence taxpayer money, like pigs at a 
trough. The arms industry with its offi-
cial $612 billion defense authorization 
bill—which ignores numerous other 
military expenditures tucked away in 
other budgets, raising our real expen-
diture on national security expenses to 
over $1 trillion a year—has gotten the 
government this year to commit to 
spending $348 billion over the next 
decade to modernize our nuclear 
weapons and build 12 new Ohio-class 
nuclear submarines, estimated at $8 
billion each. Exactly how these two 
massive arms programs are supposed 
to address what we are told is the great-
est threat of our time—the war on ter-
ror—is a mystery. After all, as far as I 
know, ISIS does not own a rowboat. 
We spend some $100 billion a year on 
intelligence—read surveillance—and 

70 percent of that money goes to pri-
vate contractors such as Booz Allen 
Hamilton, [which] gets 99 percent of 
its revenues from the U.S. government. 
And on top of this we are the largest 
exporters of arms in the world.  

The fossil fuel industry swallows up 
$5.3 trillion a year worldwide in hid-
den costs to keep burning fossil fuels, 
according to the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF). This money, 
the IMF noted, is in addition to the 
$492 billion in direct subsidies offered 
by governments around the world 
through write-offs and write-downs 
and land-use loopholes. In a sane world 
these subsidies would be invested to 
free us from the deadly effects of car-
bon emissions caused by fossil fuels, 
but we do not live in a sane world. 

Bloomberg News in the 2013 article 
“Why Should Taxpayers Give Big 
Banks $83 Billion a Year?” reported 
that economists had determined that 
government subsidies lower the big 
banks’ borrowing costs by about 0.8 
percent. 

“Multiplied by the total liabilities of 
the ten largest U.S. banks by assets,” 
the report said, “it amounts to a tax-
payer subsidy of $83 billion a year.” 

 “The top five banks—JPMorgan, 
Bank of America Corp., Citigroup Inc., 
Wells Fargo & Co. and Goldman Sachs 
Group Inc.—account,” the report went 
on, “for $64 billion of the total subsidy, 
an amount roughly equal to their typi-
cal annual profits. In other words, the 
banks occupying the commanding 
heights of the U.S. financial industry—
with almost $9 trillion in assets, more 
than half the size of the U.S. econo-
my—would just about break even in 
the absence of corporate welfare. In 
large part, the profits they report are 
essentially transfers from taxpayers to 
their shareholders.” 

Government expenditure accounts 
for 41 percent of GDP. Corporate capi-
talists intend to seize this money, hence 
the privatization of whole parts of the 
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military, the push to privatize Social 
Security, the contracting of corpora-
tions to collect 70 percent of intelli-
gence for our 16 intelligence agencies, 
as well as the privatization of prisons, 
schools and our disastrous for-profit 
healthcare service. None of these sei-
zures of basic services make them more 
efficient or reduce costs. That is not the 
point. It is about feeding off the carcass 
of the state. And it ensures the disinte-
gration of the structures that sustain 
capitalism itself. All this Marx got.

Marx illuminated these contradic-
tions within capitalism. He understood 
that the idea of capital-
ism—free trade, free mar-
kets, individualism, inno-
vation, self-develop-
ment—works only in the 
utopian mind of a true 
believer such as Alan 
Greenspan, never in reali-
ty. The hoarding of wealth 
by a tiny capitalist elite, 
Marx foresaw, along with 
the exploitation of the 
workers, meant that the 
masses could no longer 
buy the products that pro-
pelled capitalism forward. 
Wealth becomes concen-
trated in the hands of a tiny elite—the 
world’s richest one percent will own 
more than half of the world’s wealth by 
next year.  

The assault on the working class has 
been going on now for several decades. 
Salaries have remained stagnant or 
declined since the 1970s. Manufacturing 
has been shipped overseas, where work-
ers in countries such as China or 
Bangladesh are paid as little as 22 cents 
an hour. The working poor, forced to 
compete with the labor of those who 
are little better than serfs in the global 
marketplace, proliferate across the 
American landscape, struggling to live 
at a subsistence level. Industries such as 
construction, which once provided 
well-paying unionized jobs, are the 
domain of nonunionized, often undoc-

umented workers. Corporations import 
foreign engineers and software special-
ists that do professional work at one-
third of the normal salary on H-1B, L-1 
and other work visas. All these workers 
are bereft of the rights of citizens.

The capitalists respond to the col-
lapse of their domestic economies, 
which they engineered, by becoming 
global loan sharks and speculators. 
They lend money at exorbitant interest 
rates to the working class and the poor, 
even if they know the money could 
never be repaid, and then sell these 
bundled debts, credit default swaps, 

bonds and stocks to pension funds, cit-
ies, investment firms and institutions. 
This late form of capitalism is built on 
what Marx called “fictitious capital.” 
And it leads, as Marx knew, to the 
vaporization of money. 

Once subprime borrowers began to 
default, as these big banks and invest-
ment firms knew was inevitable, the 
global crash of 2008 took place. The 
government bailed out the banks, large-
ly by printing money, but left the poor 
and the working class—not to mention 
students recently out of college—with 
crippling personal debt. Austerity 
became policy. The victims of financial 
fraud would be made to pay for that 
fraud. And what saved us from a full-
blown depression was, in a tactic Marx 
would have found ironic, massive state 

intervention in the economy, including 
the nationalization of huge corpora-
tions such as AIG and General Motors.

What we saw in 2008 was the enact-
ment of a welfare state for the rich, a 
kind of state socialism for the financial 
elites that Marx predicted. But with 
this comes an increased and volatile 
cycle of boom and bust, bringing the 
system closer to disintegration and col-
lapse. We have undergone two major 
stock market crashes and the implo-
sion of real estate prices in just the first 
decade of the 21st century.

The corporations that own the 
media have worked over-
time to sell to a bewildered 
public the fiction that we 
are enjoying a recovery. 
Employment figures, 
through a variety of gim-
micks, including erasing 
those who are unemployed 
for over a year from unem-
ployment rolls, are a lie, as 
is nearly every other finan-
cial indicator pumped out 
for public consumption. 
We live, rather, in the twi-
light stages of global capi-
talism, which may be sur-
prisingly more resilient 

than we expect, but which is ultimately 
terminal. Marx knew that once the 
market mechanism became the sole 
determining factor for the fate of the 
nation-state, as well as the natural 
world, both would be demolished. No 
one knows when this will happen. But 
that it will happen, perhaps within our 
lifetime, seems certain. 

“The old is dying, the new struggles 
to be born, and in the interregnum 
there are many morbid symptoms,” 
Antonio Gramsci wrote. 

What comes next is up to us. 

—Truthdig, May 31, 2015

http://www.truthdig.com/report/
item/karl_marx_was_right_20150531
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In the weeks before Barack Obama 
began his first term in office, we at 
Black Agenda Report described him as a 
center-right politician, based on the 
cast of characters he chose for his cabi-
net and his announcement that Social 
Security and all entitlement programs 
would be put on the chopping block 
under his presidency. Six-and-a-half 
years later, Obama stands at the far 
right wing of his own Democratic 
Party, and—on issues of corporate 
domination—to the right of many 
Republicans. Obama’s Trans Pacific 
Partnership treaty, the 21st century 
blueprint for global corporate rule, 
garnered only 28 Democratic votes in a 
showdown on Capitol Hill, last week. 
But, backed by 190 Republicans, and 
all the assets that Wall Street can mus-
ter, Obama delivered a crushing defeat 
to his own party, and to the health and 
welfare of all humanity. So rotten is the 
stench of TPP—a treaty so toxic it is a 
state secret—that only three members 
of the Congressional Black Caucus 

were willing to side with the First Black 
President.

The “Black TPP Three” are: Gregory 
Meeks, the corporate servant from 
Queens, New York; Terri Sewell, the 
sell-out who misrepresents Alabama’s 
Black Belt; and Eddie Bernice Johnson, 
the congresswoman from Texas who 
occupies a special place of shame, since 
she also voted in favor of the disastrous 
NAFTA treaty, 22 years ago.

Eddie Bernice Johnson, Recidivist 
Back in 1993, Obama’s political 

mentor, Bill Clinton, crossed over the 
aisle to lead Republicans to victory 
over his fellow Democrats in the fight 
to pass NAFTA, the treaty with Canada 
and Mexico. Clinton got a much larger 
share of Democrats to go along with 
his jobs-killing bill, but most of the 
party still opposed the deal; 102 
Democrats voted Yes, versus 156 that 
said No to NAFTA. Six members of the 
Congressional Black Caucus sided with 
Bill Clinton: Carrie Meek, of Florida; 

Mel Reynolds, from Chicago, who two 
years later was forced to resign after a 
conviction for statutory rape; William 
“Dollar Bill” Jefferson, the money-man 
from New Orleans who hid cash in his 
refrigerator; Floyd Flake, whose New 
York seat is now held by the thorough-
ly corrupted Gregory Meeks; Harold 
Ford, who went on to become George 
Bush’s favorite Black congressman; 
and Eddie Bernice Johnson, the only 
one of the six still in a position to 
betray more 700,000 of her constitu-
ents, in Dallas, Texas.

In the generation since passage of 
NAFTA, the Black economy has col-
lapsed, largely due to the flight of 
manufacturing jobs to low wage for-
eign shores. On Barack Obama’s watch, 
Black wealth fell to one-twentieth of 
median white household wealth, mak-
ing it statistically impossible for African 
Americans to ever hope to reach parity 
with whites, short of a revolution. TPP 
will hasten the pace of social and eco-
nomic decline in the United States—
the real legacy of Barack Hussein 
Obama.

—Black Agenda Report, June 23, 
2015

http://blackagendareport .com/
obama_little_democratic_support_tpp_
three_blacks

Obama Rams Through TPP 
By Glen Ford
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Everyone, from political pundits in 
Washington to the Pope in Rome, includ-
ing most journalists in the mass media 
and in the alternative press, have focused 
on the U.S. moves toward ending the eco-
nomic blockade of Cuba and gradually 
opening diplomatic relations. Talk is rife 
of a “major shift” in U.S. policy toward 
Latin America with the emphasis on 
diplomacy and reconciliation. Even most 
progressive writers and journals have 
ceased writing about U.S. imperialism.

However, there is mounting evidence 
that Washington’s negotiations with 
Cuba are merely one part of a two-track 
policy. There is clearly a major U.S. 
build-up in Latin America, with increas-
ing reliance on “military platforms,” 
designed to launch direct military inter-
ventions in strategic countries. 

Moreover, U.S. policymakers are 
actively involved in promoting “client” 
opposition parties, movements and per-
sonalities to destabilize independent gov-
ernments and are intent on re-imposing 
U.S. domination.

In this essay we will start our discus-
sion with the origins and unfolding of 
this “two-track” policy, its current mani-
festations, and projections into the 
future. We will conclude by evaluating 
the possibilities of re-establishing U.S. 
imperial domination in the region.

Origins of the “two-track” policy
Washington’s pursuit of a “two-

track policy,” based on combining 
“reformist policies” toward some 
political formations, while working to 
overthrow other regimes and move-
ments by force and military interven-
tion, was practiced by the early 
Kennedy Administration following the 
Cuban revolution. Kennedy announced 
a vast new economic program of aid, 
loans and investments—dubbed the 
“Alliance for Progress”—to promote 

development and social reform in Latin 
American countries willing to align 
with the U.S. At the same time the 
Kennedy regime escalated U.S. military 
aid and joint exercises in the region. 
Kennedy sponsored a large contingent 
of Special Forces—“Green Berets”—to 
engage in counter-insurgency warfare. 
The “Alliance for Progress” was 
designed to counter the mass appeal of 
the social-revolutionary changes 
underway in Cuba with its own pro-
gram of “social reform.” While 
Kennedy promoted watered-down 
reforms in Latin America, he launched 
the “secret” CIA (“Bay of Pigs”) inva-
sion of Cuba in 1961 and naval block-
ade in 1962 (the so-called “missile cri-
ses.”) The two-track policy ended up 
sacrificing social reforms and strength-
ening military repression. By the mid-
1970s the “two-tracks” became one 
force. The U.S. invaded the Dominican 
Republic in 1965. It backed a series of 
military coups throughout the region, 
effectively isolating Cuba. As a result, 
Latin America’s labor force experi-
enced nearly a quarter-century of 
declining living standards.

By the 1980s U.S. client-dictators 
had lost their usefulness and 
Washington once again took up a dual 
strategy: On one-track, the White 
House wholeheartedly backed their 
military-client rulers’ neo-liberal agen-
da and sponsored them as junior part-
ners in Washington’s regional hege-
mony. On the other track, they pro-
moted a shift to highly controlled elec-
toral politics, which they described as a 
“democratic transition,” in order to 
“decompress” mass social pressures 
against its military clients. Washington 
secured the introduction of elections 
and promoted client politicians willing 
to continue the neo-liberal socio-eco-
nomic framework established by the 
military regimes.

By the turn of the new century, the 
cumulative grievances of thirty years of 
repressive rule, regressive neo-liberal 
socio-economic policies and the dena-
tionalization and privatization of the 
national patrimony had caused an 
explosion of mass social discontent. 
This led to the overthrow and electoral 
defeat of Washington’s neo-liberal cli-
ent regimes.

Throughout most of Latin America, 
mass movements were demanding a 
break with U.S.-centered “integration” 
programs. Overt anti-imperialism grew 
and intensified. The period saw the 
emergence of numerous center-left gov-
ernments in Venezuela, Argentina, 
Ecuador, Bolivia, Brazil, Uruguay, 
Paraguay, Honduras and Nicaragua. 
Beyond the regime changes, world eco-
nomic forces had altered: growing Asian 
markets, their demand for Latin 
American raw materials and the global 
rise of commodity prices helped to stim-
ulate the development of Latin 
American-centered regional organiza-
tions—outside of Washington’s control.

Washington was still embedded in 
its 25 year “single-track” policy of 
backing civil-military authoritarian 
and imposing neo-liberal policies and 
was unable to respond and present a 
reform alternative to the anti-imperial-
ist, center-left challenge to its domi-
nance. Instead, Washington worked to 
reverse the new party-power configu-
ration. Its overseas agencies, the Agency 
for International Development (AID), 
the Drug Enforcement Agency (DEA) 
and embassies worked to destabilize 
the new governments in Bolivia, 
Ecuador, Venezuela, Paraguay and 
Honduras. The U.S. “single-track” of 
intervention and destabilization failed 
throughout the first decade of the new 
century (with the exception of 
Honduras and Paraguay.)

U.S. ‘Two-Track Policy’ 
Marines to Central America and diplomats to Cuba

By James Petras
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In the end Washington remained 
politically isolated. Its integration 
schemes were rejected. Its market 
shares in Latin America declined. 
Washington not only lost its automatic 
majority in the Organization of 
American States (OAS), but it became 
a distinct minority.

Washington’s “single track” policy 
of relying on the “stick” and holding 
back on the “carrot” was based on sev-
eral considerations: The Bush and 
Obama regimes were deeply influenced 
by the U.S.’s twenty-five year domina-
tion of the region (1975-2000) and the 
notion that the uprisings and political 
changes in Latin America in the subse-
quent decade were ephemeral, vulner-
able and easily reversed. Moreover, 
Washington, accustomed to over a 
century of economic domination of 
markets, resources and labor, took for 
granted that its hegemony was unalter-
able. The White House failed to recog-
nize the power of China’s growing 
share of the Latin American market. 
The State Department ignored the 
capacity of Latin American govern-
ments to integrate their markets and 
exclude the U.S.

U.S. State Department officials 
never moved beyond the discredited 
neo-liberal doctrine that they had suc-
cessfully promoted in the 1990s. The 
White House failed to adopt a “reform-
ist” turn to counter the appeal of radi-
cal reformers like Hugo Chavez, the 
Venezuelan President. This was most 
evident in the Caribbean and the 
Andean countries where President 
Chavez launched his two “alliances for 
progress:” “Petro-Caribe” (Venezuela’s 
program of supplying cheap, heavily 
subsidized, fuel to poor Central 
American and Caribbean countries 
and heating oil to poor neighborhoods 
in the U.S.) and “ALBA” (Chavez’ 
political-economic union of Andean 
states, plus Cuba and Nicaragua, 
designed to promote regional political 
solidarity and economic ties.) Both 
programs were heavily financed by 

Caracas. Washington failed to come up 
with a successful alternative plan.

Unable to win diplomatically or in 
the “battle of ideas,” Washington 
resorted to the “big stick” and sought to 
disrupt Venezuela’s regional economic 
program rather than compete with 
Chavez’ generous and beneficial aid 
packages. The U.S.’ “spoiler tactics” 
backfired: In 2009, the Obama regime 
backed a military coup in Honduras, 
ousting the elected liberal reformist 
President Zelaya and installed a bloody 
tyrant, a throwback to the 1970s when 
the U.S. backed Chilean coup brought 
General Pinochet to power. Secretary of 
State Hilary Clinton, in an act of pure 
political buffoonery, refused to call 
Zelaya’s violent ouster a coup and 
moved swiftly to recognize the dictator-
ship. No other government backed the 
U.S. in its Honduras policy. There was 
universal condemnation of the coup, 
highlighting Washington’s isolation.

Repeatedly, Washington tried to use 
its “hegemonic card” but it was round-
ly outvoted at regional meetings. At the 
Summit of the Americas in 2010, Latin 
American countries overrode U.S. 
objections and voted to invite Cuba to 
its next meeting, defying a 50-year old 
U.S. veto. The U.S. was left alone in its 
opposition.

The position of Washington was 
further weakened by the decade-long 
commodity boom (spurred by China’s 
voracious demand for agro-mineral 
products). The “mega-cycle” under-
mined U.S. Treasury and State 
Department’s anticipation of a price 
collapse. In previous cycles, commodi-
ty “busts” had forced center-left gov-
ernments to run to the U.S. controlled 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
for highly conditioned balance of pay-
ment loans, which the White House 
used to impose its neo-liberal policies 
and political dominance. The “mega-
cycle” generated rising revenues and 
incomes. This gave the center-left gov-
ernments enormous leverage to avoid 

the “debt traps” and to marginalize the 
IMF. This virtually eliminated U.S.-
imposed conditionality and allowed 
Latin governments to pursue populist-
nationalist policies. These policies 
decreased poverty and unemployment. 
Washington played the “crisis card” 
and lost. Nevertheless Washington 
continued working with extreme righ-
twing opposition groups to destabilize 
the progressive governments, in the 
hope that “come the crash,” 
Washington’s proxies would “waltz 
right in” and take over.

The re-introduction of the “two-
track” policy

After a decade-and-a-half of hard 
knocks, repeated failures of its “big 
stick” policies, rejection of 
U.S.-centered integration schemes and 
multiple resounding defeats of its cli-
ent-politicians at the ballot box, 
Washington finally began to “rethink” 
its “one-track” policy and tentatively 
explore a limited “two-track” approach.

The “two-tracks,” however, encom-
pass polarities clearly marked by the 
recent past. While the Obama regime 
opened negotiations and moved toward 
establishing relations with Cuba, it esca-
lated the military threats toward 
Venezuela by absurdly labeling Caracas 
as a “national security threat to the U.S.”

Washington had woken up to the 
fact that its bellicose policy toward 
Cuba had been universally rejected and 
had left the U.S. isolated from Latin 
America. The Obama regime decided 
to claim some “reformist credentials” 
by showcasing its opening to Cuba. The 
“opening to Cuba” is really part of a 
wider policy of a more active political 
intervention in Latin America. 
Washington will take full advantage of 
the increased vulnerability of the cen-
ter-left governments as the commodity 
mega-cycle comes to an end and prices 
collapse. Washington applauds the fis-
cal austerity program pursued by Dilma 
Rousseff’s regime in Brazil. It whole-
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heartedly backs newly elected Tabaré 
Vázquez’s “Broad Front” regime in 
Uruguay with its free market policies 
and structural adjustment. It publicly 
supports Chilean President Bachelet’s 
recent appointment of center-right, 
Christian Democrats to Cabinet posts 
to accommodate big business.

These changes within Latin America 
provide an “opening” for Washington to 
pursue a “dual-track” policy: On the one 
hand Washington is increasing political 
and economic pressure and intensifying 
its propaganda campaign against “state 
interventionist” policies and regimes in 
the immediate period. On the other 
hand, the Pentagon is intensifying and 
escalating its presence in Central America 
and its immediate vicinity. The goal is 
ultimately to regain leverage over the 
military command in the rest of the 
South American continent.

The Miami Herald (May 10, 2015) 
reported that the Obama 
Administration had sent 280 U.S. 
marines to Central America without 
any specific mission or pretext. Coming 
so soon after the Summit of the 
Americas in Panama (April 10-11, 
2015), this action has great symbolic 
importance. While the presence of 
Cuba at the Summit may have been 
hailed as a diplomatic victory for rec-
onciliation within the Americas, the 
dispatch of hundreds of U.S. marines 
to Central America suggests another 
scenario in the making.

Ironically, at the Summit meeting, 
the Secretary General of the Union of 
South American Nations (UNASUR), 
former Colombian president (1994-98) 
Ernesto Samper, called for the U.S. to 
remove all its military bases from Latin 
America, including Guantánamo: “A 
good point in the new agenda of rela-
tions in Latin America would be the 
elimination of the U.S. military bases.”

The point of the U.S. “opening” to 
Cuba is precisely to signal its greater 
involvement in Latin America, one 
that includes a return to more robust 

U.S. military intervention. The strate-
gic intent is to restore neo-liberal client 
regimes, by ballots or bullets.

Conclusion
Washington’s current adoption of a 

two-track policy is a “cheap version” of 
the John F. Kennedy policy of combin-
ing the “Alliance for Progress” with the 
“Green Berets.” However, Obama 
offers little in the way of financial sup-
port for modernization and reform to 
complement his drive to restore neo-
liberal dominance.

After a decade and a half of political 
retreat, diplomatic isolation and relative 
loss of military leverage, the Obama 
regime has taken over six years to recog-
nize the depth of its isolation. When 
Assistant Secretary for Western 
Hemisphere Affairs, Roberta Jacobson, 
claimed she was “surprised and disap-
pointed” when every Latin American 
country opposed Obama”s claim that 
Venezuela represented a “national secu-
rity threat to the United States,” she 
exposed just how ignorant and out-of-
touch the State Department has become 
with regard to Washington’s capacity to 
influence Latin America in support of 
its imperial agenda of intervention.

With the decline and retreat of the 
center-left, the Obama regime has been 
eager to exploit the two-track strategy. 
As long as the FARC-President Santos 
peace talks in Colombia advance, 
Washington is likely to recalibrate its 
military presence in Colombia to 
emphasize its destabilization campaign 
against Venezuela. The State 
Department will increase diplomatic 
overtures to Bolivia. The National 
Endowment for Democracy will inten-
sify its intervention in this year’s 
Argentine elections.

Varied and changing circumstances 
dictate flexible tactics. Hovering over 
Washington’s tactical shifts is an omi-
nous strategic outlook directed toward 
increasing military leverage. As the 
peace negotiations between the 

Colombian government and FARC 
guerrillas advance toward an accord, 
the pretext for maintaining seven U.S. 
military bases and several thousand 
U.S. military and Special Forces troops 
diminishes. However, Colombian 
President Santos has given no indica-
tion that a “peace agreement” would be 
conditioned on the withdrawal of U.S. 
troops or closing of its bases. In other 
words, the U.S. Southern Command 
would retain a vital military platform 
and infrastructure capable of launch-
ing attacks against Venezuela, Ecuador, 
Central America and the Caribbean. 
With military bases throughout the 
region, in Colombia, Cuba 
(Guantánamo), Honduras (Soto Cano 
in Palmerola), Curacao, Aruba and 
Peru, Washington can quickly mobi-
lize interventionary forces. Military ties 
with the armed forces of Uruguay, 
Paraguay, and Chile ensure continued 
joint exercises and close co-ordination 
of so-called “security” policies in the 
“Southern Cone” of Latin America. 
This strategy is specifically designed to 
prepare for internal repression against 
popular movements, whenever and 
wherever class struggle intensifies in 
Latin America. The two-track policy, 
in force today, plays out through polit-
ical-diplomatic and military strategies.

In the immediate period through-
out most of the region, Washington 
pursues a policy of political, diplomat-
ic and economic intervention and 
pressure. The White House is counting 
on the “rightwing swing” of former 
center-left governments to facilitate 
the return to power of unabashedly 
neo-liberal client-regimes in future 
elections. This is especially true with 
regard to Brazil and Argentina.

The “political-diplomatic track” is 
evident in Washington’s moves to re-
establish relations with Bolivia and to 
strengthen allies elsewhere in order to 
leverage favorable policies in Ecuador, 
Nicaragua and Cuba. Washington pro-
poses to offer diplomatic and trade 
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agreements in exchange for a “toning 
down” of anti-imperialist criticism and 
weakening the “Chavez-era” programs 
of regional integration.

The “two-track approach,” as 
applied to Venezuela, has a more overt 
military component than elsewhere. 
Washington will continue to subsidize 
violent paramilitary border crossings 
from Colombia. It will continue to 
encourage domestic terrorist sabotage 
of the power grid and food distribution 
system. The strategic goal is to erode 
the electoral base of the Maduro gov-
ernment, in preparation for the legisla-
tive elections in the fall of 2015. When 
it comes to Venezuela, Washington is 
pursuing a “four step” strategy:

1. Indirect violent intervention to 
erode the electoral support of the 
government

2. Large-scale financing of the elec-
toral campaign of the legislative 
opposition to secure a majority 
in Congress

3. A massive media campaign in 
favor of a Congressional vote for 
a referendum impeaching the 
President

4. A large-scale financial, political 
and media campaign to secure a 
majority vote for impeachment 
by referendum.

In the likelihood of a close vote, the 
Pentagon would prepare a rapid mili-
tary intervention with its domestic col-
laborators—seeking a “Honduras-
style” overthrow of Maduro.

The strategic and tactical weakness 
of the two-track policy is the absence of 
any sustained and comprehensive eco-
nomic aid, trade and investment pro-
gram that would attract and hold mid-
dle class voters. Washington is count-
ing more on the negative effects of the 
crisis to restore its neo-liberal clients. 
The problem with this approach is that 
the pro-U.S. forces can only promise a 
return to orthodox austerity programs, 
reversing social and public welfare pro-

grams, while making large-scale eco-
nomic concessions to major foreign 
investors and bankers. The implemen-
tation of such regressive programs are 
going to ignite and intensify class, 
community-based and ethnic conflicts.

The “electoral transition” strategy 
of the U.S. is a temporary expedient, in 
light of the highly unpopular economic 
policies, which it would surely imple-
ment. The complete absence of any 
substantial U.S. socio-economic aid to 
cushion the adverse effects on working 
families means that the U.S. client-
electoral victories will not last long. 
That is why and where the U.S. strate-
gic military build-up comes into play: 
The success of track-one, the pursuit of 
political-diplomatic tactics, will inevi-
tably polarize Latin American society 
and heighten prospects for class strug-
gle. Washington hopes that it will have 
its political-military client-allies ready 
to respond with violent repression. 
Direct intervention and heightened 
domestic repression will come into 
play to secure U.S. dominance.

The “two-track strategy” will, once 
again, evolve into a “one-track strate-
gy” designed to return Latin America 
as a satellite region, ripe for pillage by 
extractive multi-nationals and finan-
cial speculators.

As we have seen over the past decade 
and a half, “one-track policies” lead to 
social upheavals. And the next time 
around the results may go far beyond 
progressive center-left regimes toward 
truly social-revolutionary governments!

Epilogue
U.S. empire-builders have clearly 

demonstrated throughout the world 
their inability to intervene and pro-
duce stable, prosperous and productive 
client states (Iraq and Libya are prime 
examples.) There is no reason to 
believe, even if the U.S. “two-track 
policy” leads to temporary electoral 
victories, that Washington’s efforts to 
restore dominance will succeed in 
Latin America, least of all because its 

strategy lacks any mechanism for eco-
nomic aid and social reforms that 
could maintain a pro-U.S. elite in 
power. For example, how could the 
U.S. possibly offset China’s $50 billion 
aid package to Brazil—except through 
violence and repression.

It is important to analyze how the 
rise of China, Russia, strong regional 
markets and new centers of finance 
have severely weakened the efforts by 
client regimes to realign with the U.S. 
Military coups and free markets are no 
longer guaranteed formulas for success 
in Latin America: Their past failures 
are too recent to forget.

Finally the “financialization” of the 
U.S. economy, what even the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
describes as the negative impact of “too 
much finance” (Financial Times, May 
13, 2015, page 4,) means that the U.S. 
cannot allocate capital resources to 
develop productive activity in Latin 
America. The imperial state can only 
serve as a violent debt collector for its 
banks in the context of large-scale 
unemployment. Financial and extrac-
tive imperialism is a politico-economic 
cocktail for detonating social revolu-
tion on a continent-wide basis—far 
beyond the capacity of the U.S. marines 
to prevent or suppress.

—Global Research, May 28, 2015

http://www.globalresearch.ca/wash-
ingtons-two-track-policy-to-latin-amer-
ica-marines-to-central-america-and-
diplomats-to-cuba/5452255

The “opening to Cuba” 
is really part of a wider 
policy of a more active 

political intervention in 
Latin America.
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Against a background of seemingly 
endless U.S. wars abroad and growing 
domestic movements against racist police 
killings, low wages and devastating cli-
mate change, more than 400 activists 
gathered just outside New York City 
May 8-10 for a “Stop the Wars at Home 
and Abroad!” conference that ratified an 
Action Plan addressing both domestic 
and international issues.

Sponsored by the United National 
Antiwar Coalition (UNAC), the confer-
ence, held at a hotel in Secaucus, New 
Jersey, brought together a wide range of 
activists, from those who primarily con-
centrate on international issues to mostly 
younger activists in the emerging move-
ments such as Black Lives Matter, Fight 
for $15 and environmental change.

Conference delegates came from 29 
states, as well as Canada, Britain, 
Germany and Ukraine. A number of 
now-U.S.-based activists represented 
struggles in their home countries of 
Colombia, Haiti, Honduras, Iran, 
Mexico, Palestine, the Philippines, Puerto 
Rico, Syria and Venezuela also attended.

Solidarity messages were received from 
Cuba, Ireland, New Zealand and Russia.

A total of 116 organizations partici-
pated in the conference. There were more 
than 100 speakers, more than half of 
whom were people of color and women. 
There were six plenary sessions, 31 work-
shops and a Saturday night “Tribunal 
on the Militarization of the Police and 
Structural Racism.” —From a report by 
the UNAC 2015 Organizing Committee

Political Goals, Objectives and 
Mission

The United National Antiwar 
Coalition (UNAC) opposes all U.S. 
wars, whether they be in the form of 
direct military intervention with troops 
on the ground, privatized death squad 
wars, drone wars on every continent, 

sanctions and embargo wars, U.S.-
backed military coups, “humanitarian 
interventions,” the U.S.-backed and-
financed Israeli wars against the 
Palestinian people and the myriad of 
other modes of intervention and con-
quest that deny oppressed peoples the 
right to freedom and self-determina-
tion. We demand an end to it all: the 
war machine, the weapons of mass 
destruction, the trillions spent on 
advancing imperialist interests and the 
associated devastation perpetrated on 
poor and working people the world 
over. We demand: U.S. Hands Off and 
Out Now—from the Middle East to 
Africa to Latin America to Iran, 
Ukraine and Beyond. Bring All the 
Troops Home Now and Dissemble 
Weapons of War! Trillions for Human 
Needs—Not One Penny for War!

UNAC similarly opposes the ongo-
ing and deepening wars against poor 
and working people at home, including 
the militarization of the police; the rac-
ist mass-incarceration criminal “jus-
tice” system; the war-profiteering mili-
tary-industrial complex; the ever-priva-
tized, for-profit and slave labor prison-
industrial complex; the deepening rac-
ist attacks and mass deportation of 
immigrants; racist persecution of 
Muslim communities; vicious and vir-
tually unpunished racist police mur-
ders of African-American, Latino and 
Native American peoples; massive ever-
intensifying austerity—assaults on 
wages, massive cutbacks of social ser-
vices, massive student debt, unending 
tuition hikes, deterioration and re-seg-
regation of public education—union 
busting; the oppression, exploitation 
and brutality waged against women; the 
government-promoted homophobic 
attacks on the LGBT community; the 
fossil-fuel, war-induced global warm-
ing and associated looming climatic 
catastrophe; and the wholesale police-

state-like surveillance measures that 
increasingly obliterate civil and demo-
cratic rights. The U.S. needs a national 
urban policy that promotes sustainabil-
ity of human life, rather than the profits 
of finance capital.

The U.S. wars abroad and the wars 
at home are inseparable aspects of a 
society that requires the subordination 
of human needs to the private profit 
interests of the bailed-out and enriched 
(at public expense) banks, corpora-
tions and multibillionaire elite. We hail 
the emergence of new anti-racist and 
working-class forces that have demon-
strated vibrant leadership capacities, 
from Black Lives Matter and the myri-
ad of other anti-racist fighters to the 
ever-resurgent Palestinian community 
mobilizations against the Israeli slaugh-
ter of Palestinians to the recent 
International Longshore and 
Warehouse Union Local 10 work stop-
page in solidarity with their Black and 
Brown sisters and brothers who have 
been the prime victims of rampant 
police brutality and murder. 

Our method of struggle looks to the 
broad mass of working people and 
their allies as the primary agency of 
social change. The history of all social 
movement victories is a history of the 
unification of the working masses and 
oppressed to advance their own needs 
and interests. UNAC strives to advance 
the unity of the antiwar and social jus-
tice movements in united, indepen-
dent, inclusive and democratically 
planned mass actions to demonstrate 
the power of the working masses to 
achieve fundamental social and politi-
cal change. We support a broad range 
of actions, including nonviolent direct 
action, lobbying and petitioning and 
we stand in solidarity with community 
resistance and rebellion against race 
and class oppression.

UNAC Action Plan 2015
United National Antiwar Coalition Action Plan adopted by UNAC Conference May 8-10, 2015
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Actions initiated and endorsed by 
UNAC

UNAC initiated actions
October 4-10, 2015, National: 

UNAC will initiate and collaborate 
with all interested organizations and 
groups in organizing a week of united 
and broadly sponsored local and 
regional activities (rallies, marches, 
teach-ins, vigils, etc.) to advance the 
above goals and objectives during the 
week of October 4-10 and culminating 
on Saturday, October 10. This time 
period corresponds to the beginning of 
the now-14-year-old U.S. war against 
Afghanistan, which with the U.S. wars 
in Iraq, Libya and so many other coun-
tries have caused enormous suffering 
abroad while draining this country of 
the resources critically needed to 
address problems here at home. In this 
effort we welcome the emerging and 
critical layers of youthful anti-racist 
activists who have served to revitalize 
today’s social struggles and who will be 
planning campus and community-
based actions in collaboration with 
UNAC.

UNAC tour to Cuba: UNAC will 
consider organizing a tour to Cuba to 
exchange ideas with Cuban and inter-
national antiwar and social justice 
activists.

UNAC National Tour: UNAC will 
explore possibilities of organizing a 
national tour of prominent antiwar 
and social justice leaders as we did with 
Malalai Joya in 2013.

Upcoming actions endorsed by 
UNAC

•	 July 25, Newark, New Jersey: Mil-
lion People’s March Against 
Police Brutality, Racial Injustice 
and Economic Inequality. Spon-
sored by the People’s Organiza-
tion for Progress. UNAC will 
endorse and support this mobili-
zation. http://njpop.org/
wordpress/?p=1896

•	 September, Richmond, Virginia: 

UNAC will support the local call 
for a national presence in Rich-
mond to demand the reclamation 
and memorialization of sites cen-
tral to the U.S. slave trade. Spon-
sored by the Sacred Ground His-
torical Reclamation Project of the 
Defenders for Freedom, Justice 
and Equality. http://www.
sacredgroundproject.net Contact: 
Ana Edwards: ourrosewood@
gmail.com

•	 September, Cincinnati: UNAC 
supports the call for Justice for 
Palestinian-American communi-
ty leader Rasmea Odeh. The 
appeal of her conviction will take 
place in Cincinnati in September. 
We join with the Committee to 
Stop FBI Repression, the U.S. Pal-
estinian Community Network, 
and the Rasmea Defense Com-
mittee to pack the courthouse 
when the appeal occurs. www.
stopfbi.net; www.uspcn.org

•	 October 4-10, National: UNAC 
will support the Global Network 
Against Weapons and Nuclear 
Power in Space that has set the 
same week, October 4-10, for 
coordinated protests. (http://
www.space4peace.org—Contact: 
Bruce Gagnon: globalnet@mind-
spring.com)

•	 November-December, Interna-
tional: International actions are 
being planned to protest the 
expected and tragic failure of the 
U.N. Climate Change Conference 
(COP 21 or Conference of Par-
ties) set for Paris, France, where 
no binding agreements are antici-
pated to stop Planet Earth from 
reaching a two-degree Centigrade 
mean temperature rise wherein 
the disastrous results will be irre-
versible. UNAC will support and 
help build U.S.-based actions on 
this critical question and will 
speak to the endless oil wars being 
fought over the very fuel whose 

continued use spells doom for 
humankind.

Ongoing actions endorsed by UNAC
•	 National: Support campaign to 

stop the Trans-Pacific Partner-
ship trade deal that threaten 
jobs, wages, the environment 
and more in our communities 
and around the world. Tell Con-
gress NO on Fast Track!

•	 National: UNAC supports fight-
ing the war on workers by low 
wage workers fighting for $15 
and a union and will help mobi-
lize for the next Fight for $15 
general strike and all efforts to 
win a livable wage, both domes-
tically and internationally. 
UNAC realizes that a true livable 
wage would exceed $15 per hour.

•	 National: UNAC will continue 
its solidarity with Mumia Abu-
Jamal in his struggle for freedom 
and for the immediate medical 
attention today required to 
remediate the prison medical 
neglect that has placed Mumia’s 
very life in immediate jeopardy. 
UNAC supports the work of 
organizations working to free all 
political prisoners in the United 
States.

•	 National: UNAC will support 
and participate in acts of resis-
tance in immediate response to 
police murders and anniversa-
ries of murders.

•	 National: UNAC acknowledges 
the role that media plays in polit-
ical organizing and calls on all 
supporters to find ways to coor-
dinate their activities to amplify 
the value of them and to make 
the media more useful to the 
efforts of the movements we 
support.

•	 National: Support actions calling 
for an end to the Cuba embargo 
blockade and to close the U.S. 
base in Guantanamo.

International
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INTERNATIONAL

As the referendum approaches, 
political polarization is reaching 
unprecedented levels in Greece. Events 
in the last 48 hours have revealed the 
sham of bourgeois democracy, as the 
Troika is not prepared to accept the 
Greek government’s willingness to 
make concessions and demands 
Tsipras’ removal. The conclusion is 
unavoidable: there is no way to end 
austerity within the limits of capital-
ism, and even less within the strait-
jacket of the German dominated capi-
talist Eurozone.

On Monday, June 29, 2015, there 
was a huge OXI (NO) demonstration, 
which opened the campaign for the 
referendum. The mood was very angry 
but also confident. The size, mood and 
composition of the rally was similar to 
those back in 2011 at the beginning of 
the Syntagma Square movement.

This was against the background of 
massive pressure by the Troika. All its 
leaders, the hated Merkel, Schulz, 
Juncker, Schäuble, etc., had lined up to 
insist that the Earth was going to open 
and Greece plunge into hell if the 
Greeks dared vote no. They accompa-
nied these threats with punitive actions. 
The Greek Finance Minister Varoufakis 
had been expelled from the Eurogroup 
meeting. The ECB had decided to cap 
liquidity aid to the Greek banks in 
what was clearly a politically motivated 
vengeful decision. This was designed to 
cause maximum fear and uncertainty 
in Greece as the ECB knew perfectly 
that it would force the Greek govern-
ment to close the banks and impose 
capital controls. There was no legal 
reason behind the decision, as Greece 
is still a member of the euro-zone and 
at that time the bailout agreement was 
still current.

However, the show of strength at 
Syntagma Square was followed by two 
days of contradictory statements and 
moves on the part of the Greek govern-
ment. After all requests for a tempo-
rary extension of the current bailout 
were rejected, the Greek government 
put in a request for a third, 29 billion 
euro bailout from the European 
Stability Mechanism (EMS). This gave 
rise to a flurry of speculation; new 
emergency meetings, summits and 
conference calls were convened.

However, Tuesday, June 30 ended 
with no significant news regarding the 
negotiations. The bailout program 
expired and Greece did not make the 
1.5 billion euro payment due to the 
IMF. That same night Tsipras sent a 
letter to the Troika which was leaked 
by the Financial Times on Wednesday, 
July 1, in the morning.

The letter contains further conces-
sions on the part of Tsipras to the 
Troika. What were the contents of the 
letter? It basically said it accepts the 
Troika’s proposals of June 28 (which 
are basically the same that the Greek 
government rejected when negotia-
tions broke down on Friday, June 26), 
with some “amendments, additions 
and clarifications.” Of the amend-
ments proposed, most of them are a 
question of timing in the implementa-
tion of different measures (not an 
unimportant issue, but not one of 
substance). The only substantial differ-
ence seems to be the insistence in 
maintaining the VAT discount for the 
Greek islands, which had been a con-
tentious issue.

The letter also links the acceptance 
of the proposal (with some modifica-
tions) to a temporary extension of the 
second bailout and discussions about 

the request for a third bailout. Basically, 
the government was saying: we will 
accept almost all of the Troika’s 
demands if they are prepared to dis-
cuss debt relief and restructuring.

This is a major climb down. On 
Friday, when Tsipras announced the 
referendum, he explained that the dif-
ference between the Troika’s ultima-
tum and his own June 22 proposal of 
an eight billion euro package was that 
the Troika wanted to make the weaker 
bear the whole load. His own proposal, 
he explained, was fairer, as it included 
a substantial amount of money to be 
obtained from the capitalists through 
the increase of corporation tax and the 
one off tax on profits. In the June 30 
letter, he is giving up on all of that. The 
rate of corporation tax proposed by the 
Troika would be accepted, the scrap-
ping of the one-off tax on profits 
demanded by the Troika would be 
accepted and the timetable for the 
phasing out of EKAS (the top up sub-
sidy for poorer pensioners) would also 
be accepted.

Let us not forget that the June 22 
Greek government proposal, the eight 
billion euro package, already contained 
major concessions which broke some 
of the government’s own “red lines.” 
All of this in exchange for talks on debt 
relief and restructuring.

Not only this, but vice prime minis-
ter Dragasakis, firmly on the right wing 
of the government, also hinted in an 
interview to state broadcaster ERT, 
that the decision to call a referendum 
was political and therefore if condi-
tions changed the decision could be 
changed.

The Troika had insisted that the 
only way to discuss debt relief would 

Troika Demands Tsipras’ Head
By Jorge Martin
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be if the Greek government either can-
celled the referendum or campaigned 
for a YES vote. All of this naturally gave 
rise to a lot of speculation that the gov-
ernment was changing its position and 
that the referendum itself was in doubt.

Then, the German government 
stepped in to quash any hopes of an 
agreement. In an extraordinary session 
in the German parliament all the gov-
ernment heavy weights were brought 
in to press a strong and unequivocal 
message. There would be no further 
talks with the Greek government before 
the referendum on Sunday. Not only 
that but they said, openly, that they do 
not trust the current Greek govern-
ment, and do not intend to hold talks 
with it. Schäuble’s words were clear 
and left no room for misunderstand-
ing: “the present Greek government is 
not a very trustworthy party for new 
bailout talks,” and he added “this 
administration has been in power for 
five months and done nothing but 
negotiate and negotiate.”

This is a scandalous state of affairs 
from the point of view of formal bour-

geois democracy. It is up to the Greek 
people to elect their own government 
and theoretically Greece is a sovereign 
nation. But here we have the German 
capitalists telling the Greek people “we 
do not like the government you have, it 
has done nothing to meet in full our 
demands and therefore it must be 
removed.”

There’s no other way of interpreting 
his words. And of course, these are not 
just words. Germany, being the most 
powerful capitalist nation in the EU, is 
the master. It holds the strings to the 
purse and is already using it to asphyx-
iate the Greek banks in the hope to 
force the Greek people to make “the 
correct choice.”

Of course, none of this should be a 
surprise to Marxists. We are fully aware 
of the sham of bourgeois democracy 
(where the capitalists rule) and inter-
national relations (where the strong 
impose their will). What we are seeing 
is this fact being revealed to the eyes of 
millions, discrediting the very essence 
of bourgeois “democracy” for what it 
is.   

It wasn’t just Merkel’s right wing 
Christian Democrats leading the charge 
against Tsipras and Syriza. Their “social 
democratic” partners, as always hap-
pens, felt the need to show off and 
demonstrate their loyalty to the inter-
ests of German bankers and capitalists. 
Vice-chancellor Sigmar Gabriel 
launched a blistering attack against 
Tsipras and warned that Germany 
would not continue to “throw money 
at this corrupt state” and that “nobody 
can expect conditions for the next pro-
gram can be easier than those we have 
already discussed.”

This is the language of war, not that 
of compromise. Some are reasoning in 
the following way: the Greek referen-
dum is a win-win scenario for the 
German rulers now. If the NO wins, 
Greece will be out of the euro. If the 
YES wins, they will get rid of Tsipras.

If anything, the events since the ref-
erendum was called a week ago have 
confirmed what the Communist 
Tendency of Syriza has argued all 
along: an honorable deal with the 
Troika is not possible. Or to put it in 
another way, it is not possible within 
the limits of an extremely weak and 
crisis ridden capitalist Greece to fulfill 
the democratic mandate of the people 
on January 25 to put an end to auster-
ity. There is a fundamental contradic-
tion between capitalism and what the 
Greek people want after four years of 
brutal cuts and frightful collapse in liv-
ing standards.

However, the idea that a deal with 
the Troika was possible, one which 
would accommodate the program of 
social emergency measures Syriza pro-
posed, was the basis of the whole strat-
egy of Syriza’s leading group. And it 
still is. It is this fact that explains the 
apparent vacillations of Tsipras and the 
Greek government. They do not have 
an alternative plan. They want to 
remain in the EU but without austeri-
ty. The whole experience of the last five 
months proves that this is not possible. 



Vol.  15, No. 4    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  31

If there was any doubt, the last five 
days should have dispelled it.

In response to the German refusal 
to even contemplate his latest proposal 
(which was then ratified by the confer-
ence call of the Eurogroup Finance 
Ministers, minus Varoufakis), Tsipras 
made a televised speech in which he 
reaffirmed that the referendum was 
going ahead and urged a strong NO 
vote.

He did that, by denouncing the 
“blackmail” of the Troika and correctly 
blamed “the institutions” for the Greek 
bank closure, which was putting pen-
sioners and other people in a very dif-
ficult situation. Still, he remains com-
pletely wedded to the idea of an agree-
ment. He explained how the very fact 
of calling the referendum had already 
produced a better offer from the troika 
and that a NO vote on Sunday would 
ensure a good deal.

This is a view, which has no basis in 
reality. Events in the last two weeks 
have set in motion a chain of events 
(expiration of the bailout, non-pay-
ment to the IMF, breaking down of 
negotiations and trust, etc.), which 
make any deal even more difficult.

The aim of the ruling class now, in 
Europe and in Greece, is clear: to 
remove Tsipras from office, as they 
have not managed to get him to sign a 
humiliating surrender. This they are 
attempting to do through a combina-
tion of means, legal and illegal. Let’s 
look at their methods.

There is a brutal campaign of terror 
on the part of the media, which has 
reached the level of lies, scare-monger-
ing and distortions of the Venezuelan 
one and for the same reasons. The rul-
ing class is using their almost complete 
domination of the print and TV media 
to spread a message of fear. One news-
paper published a picture of an old 
man clutching a loaf of bread with a 
desperate expression on his face to 
illustrate the plight of pensioners not 
able to withdraw their pensions. The 

picture was from the 1999 earthquake 
in Turkey! “If the people vote NO, 
Greece will be ejected from the euro 
and we will plunge into a situation like 
that of Bangladesh or Pakistan” is one 
of the dominant messages of the YES 
campaign, combining fear with racism 
towards immigrants from those coun-
tries.

TV adverts are heavily dominated 
by the well-funded YES campaign, 
which also has the support of the 
Orthodox Church hierarchy as well as 
the Olympiakos club. An analysis of 
news coverage of the NO and YES ral-
lies this week in the main TV stations 
produced shocking results. Overall, the 
NO rally received 8.3 minutes, while 
the YES rally the day after received 
47.23 minutes. The only balanced 
channel was the state broadcaster ERT, 
giving both rallies almost exactly the 
same time, while the powerful SKAY 
didn’t even mention the NO rally while 
giving over seven minutes to the YES 
event.

They are also exerting pressure on 
the right wing of Syriza, those who 
want to cancel the referendum and are 

prepared to reach an agreement with 
the Troika regardless of the terms. 
Some of them have already come out 
publicly against the referendum. 
Others will follow as pressure intensi-
fies. They hope to create open cracks 
within the government with the inten-
tion of bringing it down.

Pressure is also being exerted on 
government partners in the right wing 
populist ANEL. The insistence on fur-
ther cuts in e-spending (a portfolio 
held by ANEL leader Kamenos) and 
withdrawal of VAT reduction for the 
islands (a “red line” for ANEL), go in 
that direction. It is not ruled out, as 
pressure intensifies, that ANEL might 
break the government coalition. 
(NOTE: as I finished writing this arti-
cle it was announced that four of the 
party’s members of parliament had 
joined the YES camp).

The right wing president of the 
Republic, Pavlopoulos, appointed by 
Syriza as a gesture to the European 
“partners,” could also be used in a situ-
ation of emergency to dismiss the gov-
ernment and create a new one, a “broad 
front of democratic forces” as he 
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described it. A government of national 
unity, before or after the referendum, 
composed of “pro-European” (read 
pro-austerity) forces, including a sec-
tion of Syriza itself, is one of their 
gambles. Let us not forget the way 
Papandreou was removed from office 
and replaced by the unelected 
Papademos when the former suggested 
putting one of the Memorandums to a 
referendum.

There are also widespread reports of 
intimidation of workers by their 
employers. Threats of sackings, with-
holding of wage payments, etc., in 
order to force them to attend pro-YES 
rallies and vote YES on Sunday.

There are also attempts to de-legiti-
mize the referendum itself. The 
European Council of Human Rights 
for instance issued a statement saying 
the Greek referendum “did not meet 
international standards.” What they 
are really saying is: “it is not within 
international standards to ask the peo-
ple to take a decision on an important 
matter like this, as they cannot be 
trusted to get the correct result.”

This is part of an insidious cam-
paign based on class hatred to say that 
the people are ignorant and shouldn’t 
be allowed to vote. The question is too 
complicated, they say. The question in 
fact is very clear and everyone has 
understood what it means: do you 
agree with the latest ultimatum from 
the Troika. When they say that the 
people cannot understand it, what they 
are really saying is that those voting 
NO are stupid, otherwise they would 
vote YES.

On top of all this they of course 
want to create a situation of economic 
chaos and dislocation, promoting 
panic buying, magnifying problems at 
ATMs, creating scarcity of basic food 
products and medicines, etc. Part of 
this is the result of a deliberate cam-
paign of sabotage; another part is the 
logical consequence of capital controls.

All of these things remind us power-
fully of the battles waged by the 
Bolivarian revolution in the last 17 
years, in Venezuela and international-
ly. The same social class forces lined on 
each side of the divide, the acute politi-
cal polarization, the dirty tricks of the 
ruling class, but also the powerful 
increase in the level of political aware-
ness of the masses of working people.

It is enough to hear any of the inter-
views with working people on the 
ground and the reasons why they will 
vote NO, to understand that they 
understand very well what is at stake.

Faced with this massive campaign 
by the ruling class in Greece and abroad 
for the YES—the NO camp cannot be 
seen as vacillating. The people are 
ready for a fight, but the worse thing 
that could happen is if they see the gen-
erals in their own camp wobbling, 
making concessions, trying to reach a 
peace deal in extreme or dishonorable 
terms. That would only provoke 
demoralization, sow doubts and finally 
lead to defeat.

The very idea that a NO vote will 
lead, almost automatically, to a better 
deal, which has been repeated today by 
Varoufakis, is very dangerous in these 
conditions, as many people understand 
that this is not the case.

The NO campaign has to be based 
on providing clear political answers to 
the arguments of fear of the ruling 
class. It has to be based on popular 
grassroots mobilization to counter the 
power of the mass media. It has to 
counter the threats in the workplaces 
through collective action, with mass 
assemblies, introducing workers’ con-
trol and vigilance.

The government should respond to 
threats of sabotage of the food and 
medicine supply by introducing state 
intervention and control by workers’ 
and consumers. Monopoly of foreign 
trade would also be a necessary defen-
sive measure to deal with threats of 
economic sabotage.

The banks should be nationalized in 
order to protect the deposits of work-
ing people and pensioners.

Only by waging a campaign by rev-
olutionary means, based on neighbor-
hood and workplace OXI committees 
can this battle be won.

In this context, it is necessary to 
wage a serious campaign aimed at the 
KKE (Communist Party of Greece) to 
demand it abandons its criminal posi-
tion of a spoilt ballot. This is a crucial 
battle and the result might be close. We 
can’t afford to lose a single vote. The 
KKE should not be asked to suspend its 
criticism of the government’s strategy, 
ideas and concessions to the Troika. 
However, when the question is posed 
point blank: do you accept the Troika’s 
ultimatum or reject it, there is no room 
for ambiguity. A recent opinion poll 
showed that 57 percent of KKE’s voters 
would vote OXI (NO) showing how 
the arguments of the leadership are 
rejected by a majority of its own fol-
lowers.

Finally, the international labor 
movement must be brought into this 
battle. This is not just about the fate of 
Greece. The result of the referendum 
will have implications for the struggle 
against austerity and capitalist crisis 
across the continent.

This battle, however, cannot be 
fought effectively on the basis of the 
idea of a new, better, “socially fair” deal 
with the Troika. We must explain 
patiently but forcefully, that the only 
way to fight austerity is to break with 
capitalism.

—In Defense of Marxism, July 2, 
2015

http://www.marxist.com/greece-the-
troika-demands-tsipras-head-on-a-
plate.htm
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This statement was issued by the 
Secretariat of the Bureau of the Fourth 
International on June 29, 2015.

The announcement by Alexis Tsipras 
of the referendum on July 5, 2015, in 
which the voters will be asked to reject 
the draft agreement of the Troika, is 
good news for the Greek people and for 
all those in Europe who are fighting the 
policies of austerity. We hope there will 
be a massive “no” vote to the European 
diktats emerging from the ballot boxes 
on Sunday evening.

The leaders of the European Union 
have thus demonstrated once again 
their willingness to trample on the fun-
damental rights of the Greek people by 
attempting to impose a shameful 
agreement. In addition, they dare to 
say that the Greek government has 
crossed a red line for having announced 
a democratic consultation of the popu-
lation in a referendum. The challenge 
for the coming days in Greece and in 
the whole of Europe is crucial. All the 
forces of the labor movement must 
stand in solidarity in the face of the 
frontal attack against the Greek people. 
To save their reactionary institutions 
and banks, the European leaders of the 
right and of social democracy will 
make every effort to combat the choice 
of no by the Greek voters and try to 
coerce the Tsipras government into 
capitulation or resignation.

For six months, the objectives of the 
EU and the IMF were simple: they 
could not accept that the Greek gov-
ernment did not bend to their demands, 
that it did not capitulate by applying to 
the Greek people new social cuts, a 
pension reform and an increase in 
VAT (Valued Added Tax) imposed on 
goods of daily consumption and ener-
gy. It is out of the question for the 
European leaders that a country should 

escape from the policy pursued by the 
capitalists, the banks and the govern-
ments that impose on the peoples an 
austerity without limit. Therefore, it 
was important for Merkel, Holland, 
Lagarde and Junker to show to the 
other peoples of Europe that there is 
no alternative policy, to show also that, 
regardless of their electoral choices in 
their respective countries, democratic 
rights stop where the all-powerful cap-
italist system starts. Therefore, it was 
necessary also to impress upon the 
Greek people that the choice by the 
majority of a party rejecting austerity 
could only end in failure or capitula-
tion and that Tsipras should either 
resign or accept a shameful agreement, 
break up his party and ally himself with 
social democracy and the right.

In voting on January 25, 2015 for 
Syriza, the Greek voters clearly 
expressed their rejection of the rise in 
poverty and unemployment that have 
hit them since 2010.

A third of the population and two-
thirds of pensioners live below the 
poverty line, 28 percent of workers, 60 
percent of young people, are unem-
ployed. This is the result of the policies 
imposed by the memoranda of the 
Troika; it is to this unbearable life that 
the Greek people wanted to put an end 
by rejecting the parties who had led 
them to this disaster.

For six months, Tsipras has pursued 
an impossible goal: obtaining an agree-
ment with the EU (European Union), 
the ECB (European Central Bank) and 
the IMF (International Monetary 
Fund) that would not mean new suf-
fering for the Greek people; paying all 
debt commitments on time without 
stepping up austerity policies; respect-
ing the commitments made by Syriza 
to the electors and those made by pre-

vious Greek governments to the Troika. 
On February 20, the leaders of the 
Eurogroup believed they had won the 
game, when Tsipras accepted an agree-
ment of new austerity measures, after 
he had said that he would honor all the 
deadlines for payment of the debt to 
the ECB and to the IMF. Since then, 
the Greek government has maneu-
vered through conflicting decisions: 
the commitments to return to the min-
imum wage of 750 Euros monthly 
($833.55 U.S. dollars) and the restora-
tion of collective bargaining agree-
ments have been postponed, the priva-
tization of the port of Piraeus contin-
ues, but the government has reopened 
ERT, the Greek public television, whose 
closure under the Samaras government 
had symbolized the humiliation 
imposed by the European banks and 
the EU. And in March, the Parliament 
passed a law against the humanitarian 
crisis and another on the arrears of tax 
payments. But, in the face of the 
increasing arrogance of the European 
leaders, and taking into account popu-
lar pressure and the resistance of the 
deputies and members of Syriza, 
Tsipras has not accepted the demands 
of the Troika, notably a cut in pensions 
and increases in VAT.

Finally, no agreement has been 
signed between the Greek government 
and its “creditors.” After several abor-
tive negotiations, on June 5, for the first 
time, the government refused to honor 
the payment due of 300 million Euros 
to the IMF, also threatening to not pay 
the full amount of the June commit-
ments (1.6 billion). The end of June 
was fixed as the deadline for both the 
payment to the IMF and settlement of 
the last installment of the “rescue” plan 
with the payment of 7.2 billion Euros 
blocked for nine months by the ECB.

Solidarity with the Greek People
No to the diktats of the Troika 

By Fourth International
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Tsipras was finally unable to accept 
the complete capitulation that Lagarde, 
Holland, Merkel and Junker wanted to 
impose on him.

The announcement of the referen-
dum is a slap in the face to the govern-
ments and institutions of the European 
Union. In November 2011, Sarkozy, 
Merkel and Barroso had vetoed the 
attempt by George Papandreou, then 
the Greek prime minister, to organize a 
referendum to try to obtain political 
support for his capitulation to the 
demands of the EU. Today, the 
European leaders have no way of pre-
venting a democratic consultation, 
which must conclude with a rejection 
of the new dictates of the Troika.

Now a second act opens
In Greece and in Europe, the politi-

cal forces of the neoliberal left and 
right will combine their forces to 
ensure that this referendum does not 
open a new political course in Greece. 
The Greek government was ready for 
new compromises to avoid defaulting 
on payment and rupture. Above all, the 
Troika wanted that the agreement 
should have the political meaning of a 
capitulation of Greece before its credi-
tors. The dynamics of the coming days 
may open another road, a break with 
the requirements of the Troika, a stop 
to payment of the debt, radical com-
mitment to an alternative policy, an 
application of the program through 
which Syriza has been a majority. But 
this will require a broad united mobili-
zation of forces of the Greek workers’ 
movement to quickly block the 
attempts at sabotage that have already 
begun. The pressure on the govern-
ment and the Greek banking system 
will accentuate on the eve of the refer-
endum. Already, in the last few days, 
the Director of the Central Bank of 
Greece, a former minister under 
Samaras, has released an alarmist 
report with the sole purpose of increas-
ing capital flight from Greek banks, 
although between November 2014 and 

March 2015, more than 30 billion 
Euros had already been withdrawn and 
the amount of private investment of 
big Greek fortunes abroad is now esti-
mated at more than 400 billion. 
Although it still does not speak of 
nationalization of the banking system, 
the government has just instituted cap-
ital controls.

The Truth Committee on the Public 
Debt, mandated by Parliament, report-
ed on June 18, proving the illegitimate 
and odious nature of this impossible 
debt, showing that less than ten per-
cent of the “rescue” loans went to cur-
rent expenditure and that most of it 
helped the German and French banks 
to disengage from their credits con-
tracted in previous years.1 As a result of 
this report, 49 members of Syriza voted 
for a parliamentary debate in order to 
obtain the repudiation of the greater 
share of this odious and illegitimate 
debt.2

The challenge for the coming days is 
crucial for the Greek people, and for all 
those in Europe who suffer austerity.

We must build a Europe-wide soli-
darity front with the Greek people. All 
our blows should be aimed against the 
leaders of the European Union and its 
governments who, with an acute sense 
of the interests of the capitalists, fear 
that the Greek people will on July 5 
express a rejection of their policies of 
contempt and austerity that will be an 
example to the working class through-
out the European Union. They also 
fear that this context will result in 
renewed popular mobilization in 
Greece, making it even more difficult 
for maneuvers resulting in either a 
throttling of the Tsipras government or 
its overthrow. Just like the recent suc-
cess of Podemos in the Spanish state 
with the election of anti-austerity may-
ors in several of the major cities of the 
country, the Greek situation shows 
that social frustration in Europe can 
find a different political response to the 
despicable xenophobic and fascistic 

solutions of the extreme right.

—International Viewpoint, June 29, 
2015

http://www.internationalviewpoint.
org/spip.php?article4100

1  “Executive Summary of the report from 

the Debt Truth Committee.”

http://www.internationalviewpoint.org/spip.
php?article4086

2  “Syriza MPs call for parliamentary debate 
on Debt Committee report.”

http://www.internationalviewpoint.org/spip.
php?article4095

...it was important 
for Merkel, Holland, 
Lagarde and Junker 
to show to the other 

peoples of Europe 
that there is no 

alternative policy, to 
show also that, 

regardless of their 
electoral choices in 

their respective 
countries, demo-
cratic rights stop 

where the all-power-
ful capitalist system 

starts.
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Alexis Tsipras, the prime minister of 
Greece, has called a national referen-
dum this Sunday to call the bluff of the 
European Union and International 
Monetary Fund who are trying to force 
his country to accept severe austerity in 
return for effectively rolling over much 
of the countries’ debt.

Today Greece owes its creditors €323 
billion ($366 billion), some 175 per-
cent of the country’s gross domestic 
product. How did it end up owing so 
much money?

“We should be clear: almost none of 
the huge amount of money loaned to 
Greece has actually gone there,” Joseph 
Stiglitz, former chief economist of the 
World Bank and a Nobel Prize winner 
in economics, wrote in the Guardian 
newspaper today. “It has gone to pay 
out private-sector creditors—includ-
ing German and French banks.”

A recent CorpWatch report, “The 
EuroZone Profiteers,”1 can help shed 
further light on this matter. While it’s 
true that corrupt Greek politicians bor-
rowed billions for shaky government 
schemes from these banks, there was a 
very good reason that the financiers 
made these rash loans: they were under 
pressure from European Union 
bureaucrats to compete in a global 
marketplace with U.K. and U.S. banks.

Take the German banks. While 
Anglo-American banking is dominated 
by many branches of a few major 
banks, Germany had some 4,000 
unique institutions in 1990 that made 
up a three-pillar system of savings 
banks, co-operative banks, and private 
banks. These banks lived modestly on 
miniscule profits of one percent in 
comparison to Britain’s four mega-
banks, which boasted returns as high as 
30 percent on equity. Under pressure 
from Brussels, the German govern-

ment agreed to push some of the bigger 
banks to become more “market ori-
ented” by withdrawing state guaran-
tees known as “anstaltslast” and 
“gewährträgerhaftung” to back them 
up in times of failure.

Likewise Prime Minister Jacques 
Chirac began a process of privatizing 
French banks in the late 1980s to 
“shoulder its responsibilities to the 
business community.” (The banks that 
had been nationalized over time by 
General Charles de Gaulle in 1945 and 
by President Pierre Mauroy in 1982.) 
Like the Germans, the French banks 
enjoyed state protection, and thus were 
easily able to raise money to lend out.

The European Union was firmly 
behind this since they wanted European 
entities to compete on a global stage. 
“Sometimes it is said that competition 
is not to the benefit of all: It can favor 
larger firms, but hurt smaller busi-
nesses. I do not share this view,” Mario 
Monti, the European competition 
commissioner, said in October 1997. 
“Naturally, competition will reward 
greater efficiency. It will put pressure 
on less-performing companies and on 
sectors already suffering from struc-
tural problems.”

But French banks knew that they 
could not make billions by competing in 
Germany, nor were German banks 
expecting to vanquish the French. They 
looked instead to a simpler and easier 
market to loan out the plentiful supply 
of cash they had—the poorer, mostly 
southern European states that had agreed 
to take part in the launch of a common 
currency called the Euro in 1999.

The logic was clear: In the mid-
1990s, national interest rates in Greece 
and Spain, for example, hovered around 
14 percent, and at a similar level in 
Ireland during the 1992–1993 currency 

crisis. So borrowers in these countries 
were eager to welcome the northern 
bankers with seemingly unlimited sup-
plies of cheap cash at interest rates as 
low as one to four percent.

Take the case of Georg Funke, who 
ran Depfa, a German public mortgage 
bank. Depfa helped Athens get a star 
credit rating, raised €265 million for the 
Greek government railway, helped 
Portugal borrow €200 million to build 
up a water supplier, and gave €90 mil-
lion to Spain to construct a privately 
operated road in Galicia. For a while, 
the middle class in Greece like the 
middle classes in Spain and Ireland, 
benefited from the infrastructure-
spending stimulus. When Depfa nearly 
collapsed in 2008, Funke was fired.

Or take the case of Georges Pauget, 
the CEO of Crédit Agricole in France, 
who bought up Emporiki Bank of 
Greece for €3.1 billion in cash in 2006. 
Over the next six years, Emporiki lost 
money year after year, blowing money 
on one foolish venture after another, 
until finally, Crédit Agricole sold it for 
€1—not €1 billion or even €1 million—
but a single euro to Alpha Bank in 
October 2012. Crédit Agricole’s cumu-
lative loss? €5.3 billion.

Money poured in from other banks 
like Dexia of Belgium. Via 
Kommunalkredit, Dexia loaned €25 
million to Yiannis Kazakos, the mayor 
of Zografou, a suburb of Athens, to 
buy land to build a shopping mall. It 
made similar loans to other Greek 
municipal authorities including 
Acharnon, Melisia, Metamorfosis, Nea 
Ionia, Serres, and Volos.

“The tsunami of cheap credit that 
rolled across the planet between 2002 
and 2007 … wasn’t just money, it was 
temptation,” financial writer Michael 
Lewis wrote in Vanity Fair. “Entire 

EuroZone Profiteers 
How German and French banks helped bankrupt Greece

By Pratap Chatterjee
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countries were told, “The lights are 
out, you can do whatever you want to 
do, and no one will ever know.”

Bloomberg took a look at statistics 
from the Bank for International 
Settlements, and worked out that 
German banks loaned out a staggering 
$704 billion to Greece, Ireland, Italy, 
Portugal, and Spain before December 
2009. Two of Germany’s largest private 
banks—Commerzbank and Deutsche 
Bank—loaned $201 billion to Greece, 
Ireland, Italy, Portugal, and Spain, 
according to numbers compiled by 
BusinessInsider. And BNP Paribas and 
Crédit Agricole of France loaned $477 
billion to Greece, Ireland, Italy, 
Portugal, and Spain.

There is a very good parallel to this 
situation of cheap and easy money in 

the recent sub-prime mortgage crisis in 
the U.S.

In a recent book, A Dream Foreclosed: 
Black America and the Fight for a Place 
to Call Home, author Laura 
Gottesdiener explains that 30 years 
ago, African Americans were unable to 
borrow money to buy houses because 
of a practice called redlining—where 
banks drew fictitious red lines around 
neighborhoods they would not lend to 
even if the borrowers had good credit 
and good jobs.

Today, redlining is illegal, but the 
reverse has happened. In the 1990s, 
poor people around the U.S. were 
offered 100 percent loans to buy houses 
at low rates with virtually no collateral.

“The mortgage market for white 
Americans was flush. There was no more 

money to be 
made from issu-
ing mortgages to 
white Americans. 
The banks need-
ed new consum-
e r s , ” 
Gottesdiener told 
Corporate Crime 
Reporter maga-
zine. “So, they 
moved into the 
minority market. 
But they weren’t 
selling the con-
ventional loans. 
They were selling 
these incredibly 
e x p l o i t a t i v e 
predatory loans.”

We know how 
the sub-prime 
crisis ended in 
2008—and it 
almost brought 
down the global 
economy.

What hap-
pened after the 
creation of the 
Euro was very 

similar. The Greek government is in 
debt today to Germany and France not 
just because they borrowed money for 
unwise projects, but also because the 
bankers pushed them to take money 
that would never have been approved 
under normal circumstances.

But as Stiglitz has noted, these 
German and French banks have now 
been rescued. An ATTAC Austria study 
showed that 77 percent of the €207 bil-
lion provided for the so-called “Greek 
bail-out” went to the financial sector 
and not to the people.

How the Greeks will vote on the 
European Union austerity package this 
Sunday is hard to predict, but more 
must be done—it is time to investigate 
the bankers who created the EuroZone 
crisis and hold them accountable.

But the bankers are not the only ones. 
There must be repercussions for the 
European Union bureaucrats and politi-
cians who promoted the idea that free-
market competition in financial services 
would benefit everyone. And not least of 
all, there should be a serious debate on 
how to reverse many of the policies that 
were used to create the European single 
market in financial services.

Pratap Chatterjee is the author of two 
books about the war on terror: 
Halliburton’s Army: How a Well-
Connected Texas Oil Company 
Revolutionized the Way America 
Makes War and Iraq, Inc. (Seven Stories 
Press, 2004). He is the executive director 
of CorpWatch and serves on the board 
of both Amnesty USA and the Corporate 
Europe Observatory.

—Common Dreams, June 30, 2015

http://www.commondreams.org/
views/2015/06/30/eurozone-profiteers-
how-german-and-french-banks-helped-
bankrupt-greece

1  “The EuroZone Profiteers”

h t t p : / / w w w . c o r p w a t c h . o r g / a r t i c l e .
php?id=15875
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Jessica Desvarieux: If you’re in 
Greece this week, good luck trying to go to 
the bank. Greek banks are closed all week 
after news broke that the country will be 
holding a referendum vote on whether to 
accept the bailout measures offered by 
international creditors. But if the Greek 
population decides to vote yes for the 
bailout deal, does this mean that they will 
be handing creditor banks a bailout?

Now joining us to give us their take on 
the issue are our two guests. Joining us 
from Quito, Ecuador, is Bill Black. Bill is 
an associate professor of economics and 
law at the University of Missouri, Kansas 
City. He’s a whitecollar criminologist and 
a former financial regulator, and author 
of the book The Best Way to Rob A Bank 
is to Own One. And also joining us from 
Germany is Michael Hudson. Michael is 
distinguished research professor of eco-
nomics at the University of Missouri, 
Kansas City. His latest book is Killing the 
Host: How Financial Parasites and Debt 
Bondage Destroyed the Global Economy.

Jessica Desvarieux: Bill, I’m going 
to start off with you. Can you just 
explain to our viewers who’s actually 
getting bailed out in this deal. Are 
creditor banks the ones benefiting at 
the end of the day?

Bill Black: The same people getting 
bailed out that have been getting bailed 
out from the beginning of the Greek 
crisis, and that is foreign banks. So this 
money just moves in sort of an elabo-
rate circle from the Troika, which is the 
European Commission, the European 
Central Bank, and the IMF, through the 
Greek government, through the Greek 
banks, and then they pay the foreign 
creditors. And they pay them just 
enough that they don’t have to recog-
nize a loss for accounting purposes.

As Michael will explain, of late the 
big investors tend to be American 

hedge funds, as opposed to what used 
to be primarily French banks.

Jessica Desvarieux: Okay. Michael, 
I want to ask you about the role of 
French banks in all of this. Can you just 
speak to this; give us a sense of how 
they even got entangled in Greek debt.

Michael Hudson: Today’s problem 
with the debts really stem back from 
2010 and 2011 when Greece obviously 
couldn’t pay. When Greece joined the 
Eurozone, it falsified its debt figures. 
The head of its central bank worked 
with Goldman Sachs to make compli-
cated derivatives to hide it all, and that 
was Lucas Papademos.

In 2010 right after the PASOK party 
came to power in Greece, they revealed 
the fact that their figures had been 
fudged all along, and that the debt was 
so large that Greece couldn’t pay. So the 
International Monetary Fund, which 
hadn’t been making loans–almost had 
no customers in the world, had its 
European staff calculate. And the staff 
unanimously said, Greece can’t pay 
these debts. These are fraudulent debts 
that are all way beyond the ability to 
pay. They’ve got to be written down. 
And the board of directors agreed.

But Dominique Strauss-Kahn, who 
was the head of the IMF when he 
wasn’t going to the sex parties, wanted 
to run for president of France. And he 
talked to Sarkozy, and Sarkozy said, 
wait a minute, French banks are the 
largest holders of Greek debt. If Greece 
doesn’t pay and writes them down, the 
French banks will go under. And 
German banks are the second largest. 
But then at the G8 meetings in 2011, 
President Obama went over along with 
Tim Geithner and said, our big cam-
paign contributors are on Wall Street, 
and they’ve made huge bets that Greece 
can pay. If Greece doesn’t pay, then all 

these gamblers and derivative players 
are going to lose their bets. You’ve got 
to sacrifice Greece and you’ve got to 
drive it into poverty, and lend the 
Greek government the money to pay 
the bondholders so that our Wall Street 
banks won’t lose money.

So the European Central Bank told 
the IMF if you want to be a player, 
you’ve got to ignore what the stats said, 
and they did. And the European 
Central Bank and the IMF paid over 
100 billion Euros to the bondholders. 
So Greece, instead of owing private 
bondholders, owed the IMF and the 
European Central Bank.

Now the European Central Bank 
wants to get paid, but the debts can’t be 
paid. So the central bank says, okay 
Greece: Sell us your islands. Sell us 
your ports. Sell us your lands. Sell us 
your raw materials. This is foreclosure 
time. And if you can’t pay, we want 
everything in the public domain. And 
you also have to impose austerity. Only 
20 percent of your population has emi-
grated. You only have a 60 percent 
unemployment rate for youth. You’ve 
got to increase the unemployment rate 
to 80 percent, double the emigration, 
in order for us to make the loans to 
your government that will turn right 
around and pay us.

Jessica Desvarieux: But Michael, 
there could be real consequences. You 
mentioned obviously financial markets. 
There’s some real consequences for 
them. But what about everyday people? 
I’m thinking of those folks who might 
have their money in banks, in the bank-
ing system. And if this bank is insol-
vent, what would happen to them?

Michael Hudson: There need not 
have been any consequences for the 
people of Greece for not paying the 
IMF and not paying the European 
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Central Bank, because this money was 
all paper money created to begin with. 
It’s just a book loss. But the Europeans 
said something else, that although we 
don’t need the money, we will bank-
rupt you and we will cause a bank crisis 
if you don’t comply with what we 
want. So it’s either austerity or we will 
smash and grab, take your pick.

Jessica Desvarieux: Bill, I’m going 
to ask you the same question. What do 
you do if you’re a person who’s going 
to be facing that referendum vote? Do 
you vote no for this bill, or do you say 
yes and hope for the best?

Bill Black: Well, I would definitely 
vote against the bankers. Michael is 
correct, but on top of that, the Troika 
said it’s not enough that 60 percent of 
your pensioners are in poverty. We 
want to push it that so 70 or 80 percent 
of your pensioners are below the pov-
erty level as well. And privatization, this 
is what made, depending on the poll, 
Mexico’s Carlos Slim the richest or the 
second-richest person in the world. 
They’re sold on sweetheart terms to 
cronies, and this is crony capitalism. 
People are familiar with Indonesia 
under Suharto. It’s very similar.

What you do is, as Michael said, the 
normal thing that has been done in the 
past: write down the debts when they 
can’t be paid. That is done all the time 
routinely in the commercial world, and 
it was done with Latin America back in 
the debt crisis in the ’70s and ’80s, with 
what became known as the Brady Plan. 
So you can’t keep a country–or at least 
there’s no economically rational basis 
for doing so, and of course it’s com-
pletely inhumane—in a condition 
where it constantly will be in ever 
greater debt. And that’s precisely what 
the Troika wants to do.

And as Michael has said, German 
politicians have openly demanded that 
Greece begin selling islands. In other 
words, selling the nation. Just a com-
plete destruction of sovereignty.

Jessica Desvarieux: We were talking 
about alternatives to the deal that’s 
being presented to the Greek people in 
this referendum vote. Michael, lay out 
some specifics. What are some alterna-
tives that would be in the interest of 
everyday Greek people?

Michael Hudson: What Bill was 
describing in the first half is really 
finance as war. What they want is the 
same thing that warfare wants. They 
want the land, and they want a tribute 
in the form of interest. Basically, the 
Eurozone went to Greece and said: 
look, we’re going to—as in case Spain’s 
Podemos party or other countries who 
want to not pay their debts—we’re 
going to use you as an example and 
we’re going to wreck you.

And it’s begun to backfire this week, 
because what they show is that remain-
ing in the Eurozone itself is pretty 
hopeless, financially. And the leaders of 

the Syriza party have said, look, we’re 
not only fighting for Greece, we’re 
fighting for all of Europe. And what we 
want to do is save Europe from auster-
ity. And we want to save Europe by 
having a real central bank whose role is 
to create money, to put money into the 
economy. We want a central bank that 
doesn’t give money to banks. We want 
a central bank that pays for govern-
ment spending and rebuilding the 
Greek economy. And we need to be out 
of the Eurozone in order to do that.

Jessica Desvarieux: Wouldn’t they 
also have to reform their tax system, or 
enforcement, at least, of that tax system?

Michael Hudson: Yes. I mean, 
they’re talking about what—a lot of 
debts are going to be canceled. Not 
only to the European banks, but we’re 
talking about a domestic debt holiday 
very much like Germany’s economic 
miracle, in the 1948 Allied monetary 
reform, where they canceled all the 
internal German debts except for the 
debts that employers used for wages. 
We’re talking about a huge debt write 
off. But you don’t want to have real 
estate owners suddenly owning their 
property free and clear. So we need a 
tax system that is going to stop the tax 
evasion by the oligarchs who have used 
the banks to avoid it.

We’re going to take away the tax 
deductibility of interest payments, so 
that they can’t pretend to expense all 
their profits and interest, and we’re 
also going to have a rent tax. For what 
we’ve privatized already, we’re going to 
tax the economic rent to recover for 
the country what these owners didn’t 
create, like the phone systems that 
Carlos Slim made in Mexico, which Bill 
mentioned before. We’re going to col-
lect the economic rent fully through a 
tax system. So financial reform is going 
to go hand-in-hand with tax reform, 
and that’s what terrifies the Europeans. 
Because they say, wait a minute; all of 
the money that you call profits is actu-
ally rent extraction. It’s all exploitation. 

So the European 
Central Bank told 

the IMF if you want 
to be a player, 

you’ve got to ignore 
what the stats said, 
and they did. And 

the European 
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You can’t stop exploitation, that’s what 
our financial system is all about.

Jessica Desvarieux: But Bill, I could 
imagine people who are in the elite are 
going to say, hold on a minute. You 
want to raise taxes; you want to create 
new taxes. I’m going to leave. I’m going 
to another country to set up shop. What 
do you make of that argument?

Bill Black: First, all their money has 
already left. They’ve been evading taxes 
for years, so them leaving will have 
next to no effect.

But yes, I mean, forget them. What 
the Troika has done throughout huge 
expanses of Europe, roughly nations 
with half the population of Europe—
their leading export these days is their 
college graduates. As soon as you get 
your degree, you leave. And that isn’t 
just the southern periphery, the so-
called Mediterranean. That’s also the 
Baltic States as well.

There’s an incredibly insipid article 
in the New York Times recently about 
Bulgaria that says, Bulgarians have no 
sympathy for the Greeks. But it turns 
out this is a hard-right government 
that has welcomed austerity and pro-
duced the usual problems. And, of 
course, their government would fail 
within 24 hours, as would the Spanish 
government, if they ever admitted that 
Austerity was economically illiterate—
the equivalent of bleeding a patient to 
make them better.

So all of these nations and the 
Troika are locked into this position 
and they can never admit the truth.

Jessica Desvarieux: Michael, I know 
you’re going to be headed to Brussels, 
you’re giving a speech to the Euro par-
liament on Thursday on the Greek sit-
uation and the IMF. Can you just 
quickly lay out for us, what are you 
going to be advocating for?

Michael Hudson: First of all, for 
treating the debt claims of the IMF and 
the European Central Bank as odious 
debts. This means they shouldn’t have 

been put in place to begin with, and the 
debts, the money that was lent to 
Greece went right through Greece to 
pay the French banks and the German 
banks, and to enable the American 
Wall Street banks to make a killing.

The Wall Street banks made whole 
reputations of buying bonds at 30 cents 
on the dollar and suddenly they went 
up to 100 cents on the dollar. The mar-
ket basically said Greece couldn’t pay 
in 2010. The market priced its bonds 
very low. Right now Greece bonds are 
yielding 33 percent. So the market says 
Greece can’t pay.

And so when Europe is saying, we 
want to impose a market economy, 
everything the European Central Bank 
and IMF is doing is against the market. 
They’re not recognizing what any real 
market analyst realizes, that the debts 
can’t be paid. We want to create a real 
market economy by getting rid of the 
exploitation, by writing off the bad 
debts, by reforming the tax system.

A few years ago the IMF’s Christine 
Lagarde provided a list to Greece of 
Greek tax evaders that had 50 billion 
Euros in Switzerland. This 50 billion 

Euros was enough to pay all of Greece’s 
debts. And the technocratic leader that 
the financial interests installed, Lucas 
Papademos, the very man who falsified 
all of the Greek payments and debt 
statements in 2001, didn’t do anything 
at all with the list. He refused to move 
against the oligarchs.

So what you have is, is really a com-
bination of treason and criminal 
behavior. Now that there is a crisis in 
Greece this enables Syriza to get the 
support of the people to throw the bad 
guys in jail. I’d like to say to throw the 
lawbreakers in jail, but they don’t have 
any laws against that kind of crime tak-
ing place. So they have to draw up a 
whole new set of laws to make Greece a 
fair economy, instead of the unfair sys-
tem that the IMF and the European 
Central Banks have turned it into.

Jessica Desvarieux is a producer at the 
Real News Network, where this inter-
view aired.

—Counterpunch, July 1, 2015

h t t p : / / b e t a . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2015/07/01/wall-street-and-the-
greek-financial-crisis/
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July 5, 2015—So Greeks have voted 
NO by a significant majority in the 
referendum on the Troika conditions 
for bailout funds to repay Greek gov-
ernment debt. Given the scare tactics 
of the EU Commission and the German 
politicians, the might of Greek pro-
capitalist media noise and the closure 
of the banks making it difficult, if not 
impossible, to conduct daily business, 
the majority “no vote” is a huge defeat 
for the Troika and big capital in 
Europe; and a victory for the Greek 
people and European labor.

But, in a way, the result of the Greek 
referendum does not make any differ-
ence to dealing with the problems 
ahead. Tsipras and Varoufakis say that 
the vote will now enable them to nego-
tiate a better deal with the Troika for a 
new bailout package that will, they 
hope, include some “debt relief.”

But that assumes the Troika will be 
prepared to negotiate at all with 
Syriza. Look at this comment from 
German economy minister Sigmar 
Gabriel (a social democrat!) who told 
the Tagesspiegel newspaper that this no 
vote makes it hard to imagine talks on a 
new bailout program with Greece. And 
he accused Alexis Tsipras of having 
“torn down the last bridges” which 
could have led to a compromise: “With 
the rejection of the rules of the euro 
zone…negotiations about a program 
worth billions are barely conceivable….
Tsipras and his government are leading 
the Greek people on a path of bitter 
abandonment and hopelessness.”

Even if they do, they may not offer 
any better conditions. Remember, 
Syriza had already agreed to raise social 
security contributions and VAT (Value 
Added Tax), to reducing pensions over 
time and to privatizations across the 
board (see my post https://thenextreces-
sion.wordpress.com/2015/04/28/greece-
crossing-the-red-lines/).

To quote Larry Elliot in the 
Guardian: “Greece’s membership of 
the euro hangs by a gossamer thread 
after the victory for the NO side in the 
country’s referendum. The cash 
machines are running out of money 
and the economy is in freefall. The fate 
of the home of democracy is not in its 
own hands. If it chooses to do so, the 
European Central Bank could force 
Athens to default on its debts and issue 
its own currency on Monday morning 
by withdrawing emergency support for 
the Greek banking system.”

And “Whether they will do so 
remains to be seen. Indeed, the relent-
less mishandling of Greece ever since 
the crisis first flared up in 2010 suggests 
that blunder will follow blunder. It 
doesn’t help that relations between 
Greece and the other 18 members of the 
Eurozone are now so sour. The chances 
of Greece leaving the euro by mistake, 
just as Lehman Brothers went bust by 
mistake in 2008, are reasonably high.”

But in the longer term, the real issue 
is that Greece’s public and private debt 
burden is just too large for the Greek 
capitalist economy to service, despite 
already squeezing Greek labor to the 
death—literally. The Greek public debt 
burden arose for two main reasons. 
Greek capitalism was so weak in the 
1990s and the profitability of produc-
tive investment was so low, that Greek 
capitalists needed the Greek state to 
subsidize them through low taxes and 
exemptions and handouts to favored 
Greek oligarchs. In return, Greek poli-
ticians got all the perks and tips that 
made them wealthy too.

This weak and corrupt Greek econ-
omy then joined the euro and the gravy 
train of EU funding was made available 
and German and French came along to 
buy up Greek companies and allow the 
government to borrow and spend. The 
annual budget deficits and public debt 

rocketed under successive conservative 
and social democratic governments. 
These were financed by bond markets 
because German and French capital 
invested in Greek businesses and 
bought Greek government bonds that 
delivered a much better interest than 
their own. So Greek capitalism lived off 
the credit-fuelled boom of the 2000s 
that hid its real weakness.

But then came the global financial 
crash and the Great Recession. The 
Eurozone headed into slump and 
Eurozone banks and companies got 
into deep trouble. Suddenly a govern-
ment with 120 percent of GDP debt 
and running a 15 percent of GDP 
annual deficit was no longer able to 
finance itself from the market and 
needed a “bailout” from the rest of 
Europe.

But the bailout was not to help 
Greeks maintain the living standards 
and preserve public services during the 
slump. On the contrary, living stan-
dards and public services had to be cut 
to ensure that German and French 
banks got their bond money back and 
foreign investment in Greek industry 
was protected.

When it was suggested that German 
and French banks should take the hit, 
the ECB president at the time of the 
first bailout, Trichet, responded that 
this would cause a banking meltdown 
as Lehman’s had done in the U.S. in 
2008. He “blew up,” according to one 
attendee. “Trichet said, ‘We are an eco-
nomic and monetary union, and there 
must be no debt restructuring!’” this 
person recalled. “He was shouting.” By 
this, he meant no losses for the banks 
as “reckless creditors,” instead the 
Greeks must take the full burden as the 
“reckless borrowers.”

So through the bailout programs, 
foreign capital was more or less repaid 
in full, with the debt burden shifted 

NO! But What Now?
By Michael Roberts
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onto the books of the Greek govern-
ment, the Euro institutions and the 
IMF—in other words, taxpayers. 
Greece was ultimately committed to 
meeting the costs of the reckless failure 
of Greek and Eurozone capital.

The Troika’s plan was to make the 
Greeks pay at the expense of a 25 per-
cent fall in GDP, a 40 percent drop in 
real incomes and pensions and 27 per-
cent unemployment rate. The govern-
ment deficit was turned into a “pri-
mary surplus” within the shortest peri-
od of time by any modern government. 
Greece has reduced its fiscal deficit 
from 15.6 percent of GDP in 2009 to 
2.5 percent in 2014, a scale of deficit 
reduction not seen anywhere else in the 
world. Total public sector employment 
declined from 907,351 in 2009 to 
651,717 in 2014, a decline of over 
255,000. That is a drop of over 25 per-
cent. Greece has gone from one of the 
lowest average retirement ages to one 
of the highest. In this sense, Greece had 
undertaken the most significant pen-
sion reform in Europe even before the 
latest demands of the Troika. This was 
austerity at its finest.

But the horrible irony is that this 
policy failed. Far from recovering, the 
Greek capitalist economy went into a 
deep depression. The supposed export-
led economic recovery did not materi-
alize. Instead the austerity measures 
have only made things worse.

So whatever the vote in the referen-
dum, Greece cannot pay back the pub-
lic sector debt, 75 percent of which is 
owed to the Troika of the Eurozone 
loan institution (EFSF), the IMF and 
the ECB. And with the banks closed 
and credit withdrawn by the EB and 
the rest of European capital, the econ-
omy is in meltdown.

That the debt cannot be repaid is 
now openly admitted by the IMF in its 
latest debt sustainability report on 
Greece. The IMF now recognizes that it 
got its forecasts of recovery hopelessly 
wrong.

Now, in its new report, the IMF 
reckons that the creditors must write 
off debt equivalent to at least 30 per-
cent of Greek GDP to even begin to be 
able to sustain its debt servicing with-
out default. As it puts it, “It is unlikely 
that Greece will be able to close its 
financing gaps from the markets on 
terms consistent with debt sustainabil-
ity. The central issue is that public debt 
cannot migrate back onto the balance 
sheet of the private sector at rates con-
sistent with debt sustainability, until 
debt-to-GDP is much lower with cor-
respondingly lower risk premia.” Of 
course, any write-off must be on loans 
already made by the Euro Group. The 
IMF and ECB still expect to be paid 
back in full!

Why cannot the debt on the Greek 
government books be serviced and 
repaid in full? It’s very simple. The 
Greek capitalist economy is just too 
weak, too inefficient and too unpro-
ductive to grow fast enough. Greek 
wages have been slashed, public sector 
spending has been cut savagely, pen-
sions have been reduced sharply. Plans 
to improve tax collection and end 
avoidance and evasion are being put in 
place. But by IMF estimates, tax reve-
nues will still not be enough to deliver 
a sufficiently large surplus before inter-
est payments on existing debt for 
Greece to pay down its debt. Indeed, 
the IMF estimates are probably way 
too optimistic and the level of debt 
haircuts on the Euro institutions 
should be much higher than the IMF 
estimates.

So if the Syriza government or any 
other Greek combination government 
is forced into a new “bailout” package 
in order to try and get the government 
to service its debt, the Alice in 
Wonderland scenario of more loans to 
pay for previous ones will continue—a 
true Ponzi scheme The more austerity 
and cuts in living standards are applied, 
the more difficult it will be for Greek 
capitalism to grow.

Whether there is now a deal with the 
Troika or alternatively, Grexit, the 
Greek economy needs to grow. Only 
this can make any public or private 
debt burden disappear. Take the U.S. 
The U.S. public sector debt is huge at 
nearly 100 percent of GDP. But the U.S. 
can service that debt easily because it 
has nominal GDP growth of just four 
percent a year. And the interest costs on 
its debt are very low at just three per-
cent a year. As growth is higher than the 
interest cost on the debt, the U.S. gov-
ernment can run a deficit of taxes ver-
sus spending (before interest) of one 
percent of GDP a year, and its debt 
ratio will still stay stable (but not fall).

Greece, on the other hand, in 2011, 
had interest costs of over four percent 
on its debt and nominal GDP of nega-
tive-five percent-a-year, so it needed a 
government surplus of nine percent of 
GDP just to keep the debt from rising. 
The government was applying austeri-
ty but still a deficit. Even the small debt 
restructuring of 2012 in the second 
bailout program did not stop the rise 
in the debt ratio. It is still rising.

In the 2012 bailout package, the Euro 
group agreed to put off repayment of its 
loans until 2022 and reduce the interest 
payments on them to just two percent. 
So, to stabilize the debt, the Greek econ-
omy now needs to grow by only two 
percent a year in nominal terms and 
balance its budget. But it cannot even do 
that yet. And even if it could, that would 
mean the debt ratio would just remain 
at 180 percent of a still contracting 
Greek GDP. So everything depends on 
restoring growth, much faster growth. 
That means more investment, new jobs, 
rising incomes and tax revenues and the 
ability to pay debt.

How can the Greek economy be 
made to grow? There are three possible 
economic policy solutions. There is the 
neoliberal solution currently being 
demanded and imposed by the Troika. 
This is to keep cutting back the public 
sector and its costs, to keep labor 
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incomes down and to make pensioners 
and others pay more. This is aimed at 
raising the profitability of Greek capital 
and with extra foreign investment, 
restore the economy. At the same time, 
it is hoped that the Eurozone economy 
will start to grow strongly and so help 
Greece, as a rising tide raises all boats. 
So far, this policy solution has been a 
signal failure. Profitability has only 
improved marginally and Eurozone 
economic growth remains dismal.

The next solution is the Keynesian 
one. This means boosting public spend-
ing to increase demand, introducing a 
cancellation of part of the government 
debt and leaving the euro to introduce 
a new currency (drachma) that is deval-
ued by as much as is necessary to make 
Greek industry competitive in world 
markets. This solution has been reject-
ed by Troika, of course, although we 
now know that the IMF wants “debt 
relief” at the expense of the Euro group 
(i.e., Eurozone taxpayers).

The trouble with this solution is 
that it assumes Greek capital can revive 
with a lower currency rate and that 
more public spending will increase 
“demand” without further lowering 
profitability. But the profitability of 
capital is key to recovery under a capi-
talist economy. Moreover, while Greek 
exporters may benefit from a devalued 

currency, many Greek companies that 
earn money at home in drachma will 
still be faced with paying debts in 
euros. Many will be bankrupted. 
Already over 40 percent of Greek 
banks’ loans to industry are not being 
serviced. Rapidly rising inflation that 
will follow devaluation would only 
raise profitability precisely because it 
will eat into the real incomes of the 
majority as wages failed to match infla-
tion. There would also be the loss of 
EU social funding and other subsidies 
if Greece is also ejected from the EU 
and its funding institutions.

Eventually, perhaps in five or ten 
years, if there is not another global 
slump, either the first or second solu-
tion can restore the profitability of 
Greek capital somewhat, on the back of 
a Eurozone economic recovery. But it 
will be mainly at the expense of Greek 
labor, its rights and living standards 
and a whole generation of Greeks will 
have lost their well-being (and their 
country as they go elsewhere in the 
world to make a living). Both these 
solutions mean that Greek labor will 
still be poorer on average in 2022 than 
it was in 2008.

The third option is a socialist one. 
This recognizes that Greek capitalism 
cannot recover to restore living stan-
dards for the majority, whether inside 

the euro in a Troika program or out-
side with its own currency and no 
Eurozone support. The socialist solu-
tion is to replace Greek capitalism with 
a planned economy where the Greek 
banks and major companies are pub-
licly owned and controlled and the 
drive for profit is replaced with the 
drive for efficiency, investment and 
growth.

The Greek economy is small but it is 
not without an educated people and 
many skills and some resources beyond 
tourism. Using its human capital in a 
planned and innovative way, it can 
grow. But being small, it will need like 
all small economies, the help and coop-
eration of the rest of Europe.

The NO vote at least tells the rest of 
European labor that the Greeks will 
resist the demands of European capital. 
That could encourage others in Europe 
to throw out governments in Spain, 
Italy and Portugal that continue to 
impose austerity at the dictate of the 
Troika. That, in turn, could bring to a 
head the future of the Eurozone as a 
Franco-German project for capital.

—Michael Roberts Blog, July 5, 2015

https://thenextrecession.wordpress.com/
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June 9, 2015—Greece has been a 
key talking point at the G7 summit of 
economic powers. The current impasse 
in negotiations between the Syriza-led 
government and the country’s credi-
tors comes down to some significant 
differences in opinion over austerity. 
While Angela Merkel says time is run-
ning out for Greece to accept the 
reforms required for its bailout funds, 
Syriza continue to question conditions 
that require cuts to the country’s pen-
sions, civil service and VAT (Value 
Added Tax) reform.

Alexis Tsipras’s firm stance against 
austerity has led to the Greek govern-
ment being labeled as intransigent 
throughout negotiations. The analogy 
that has become common is that 
Greece is a patient that refuses to take 
its medicine. But the irony of this is 
that the country’s healthcare system 
has borne the brunt of austerity mea-
sures—the extent of which has become 
evident to me while carrying out my 
PhD fieldwork, focusing on the restruc-
turing taking place in Greece’s political 
economy and welfare state.

Greece has undergone significant 
reforms in the five years since the debt 
crisis began. But the focus on Syriza 
undoing this and acting intransigently 
at the negotiating table ignores the 
depth of austerity that Greeks have 
endured and how this continually tests 
the cohesion of Greece’s social fabric.

The austerity experience
In order to understand why further 

austerity is so strongly rejected in 
Greece it is imperative that we under-
stand how it has been experienced. 
One of the areas where this can be seen 
most vividly is in the country’s health-
care provision.

Access to healthcare and medicine in 
Greece is traditionally based on social 

security contributions made through 
employment, which can then also be 
used by immediate family members. 
But these contributions have become 
increasingly more difficult to maintain 
as the effects of austerity have bitten.

Statistics around employment and 
income highlight why. Since 2010 
(when austerity was first introduced) 
there has been a fall in GDP of 25 per-
cent and unemployment has ballooned 
to 26 percent of the total population 
(up from 7.7 percent in 2008). The fig-
ures are even more stark when we con-
sider that youth unemployment, which 
stood at a staggering 58.3 percent in 
2013, remains around 50 percent. And, 
of all those who are unemployed, 19 
percent have been for a year or more.

Systemic cuts

This inability to pay for healthcare is 
then compounded by the fact that only 
one in ten receive some form of unem-
ployment benefit), which could provide 
a buffer against these growing insecuri-
ties. For those who still have “wage-
related income,” there has been a 
decrease per household by an average of 
10.9 percent between 2008 and 2012 or 
34.6 percent for those already in the low-
est income bracket. Many will tell you 
they are lucky to earn just €400 a month 
from a full-time job. All of this is exacer-
bated by lower income groups seeing 
their tax burden rise by 337.7 percent.

The effects of austerity on the econ-
omy and employment has itself created 
a difficult enough situation for Greek 
citizens to access healthcare. This has 
been compounded by the specific mea-
sures taken to the healthcare system. As 
a study in the Lancet highlights, “from 
2009 to 2011, the public hospital bud-
get was reduced by over 25 percent,” 
while there was an introduction of 
“new charges for visits to outpatient 

clinics and higher costs for medicines.” 
The overall reform effort has produced 
a 47 percent rise in people who feel 
they are not receiving the healthcare 
they medically require.

As the authors of the study recog-
nize, none of this is to deny the need 
for reform of a health system that 
already did not adequately meet the 
needs of its users. But “the scale and 
speed of imposed change limited its 
capacity to respond to its population’s 
increased health needs.” This is putting 
things very politely.

Solidarity movements
Where there has been a severe curtail-

ment of people’s ability to access health-
care, there has in turn been a flourishing 
of solidarity. So many of the most vul-
nerable Greeks now find their needs met 
through volunteer run Social Clinics 
(and many other solidarity structures).

These clinics were first set up by 
volunteers in the wake of the anti-aus-
terity Squares Movement in 2011 to 
meet the growing medical needs no 
longer met by the state. The larger 
organizations, such as those in the 
Athens suburb of Helliniko or city of 
Thessaloniki, attempt to provide com-
prehensive primary level provision—
anything from dentistry to psychiatry. 
Most also organize social pharmacies, 
to dispense much needed medicines to 
people who can no longer access them 
from the state. In all, there is a national 
network of about 50 clinics.

These organizations are proving to 
be profoundly important. Without 
them, the severely underweight babies 
who were being brought to the 
Helliniko Clinic because parents had to 
cut their baby’s milk formula from 
one-to-six parts, instead of one-to-
three, or the two cancer patients who 
donated ten days of their drugs each to 

Medical Care and Life Under Austerity 
Life under austerity shows why Syriza is fighting it so hard

By Jamie Jordan
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ensure that a third person could have 
at least the same as them, would not 
have their needs addressed.

While completely run through volun-
tary work with all donations, equipment 
and medicine provided through dona-
tions, it is important to emphasize the 
fact that the individuals who organize 
the clinics do not consider this an act of 
charity. It is very much a social move-
ment that is run democratically and, as 
well as providing medical care to citizens 
in need, aims to show the reasons why 
these people are asking for help.

Strange logic

For all their success, volunteers at the 
social clinics never expected their organi-
zations to be around for so long. Now 
they do not expect them to disappear any 

time soon, as Syriza struggles to combat 
calls for further austerity measures. This, 
despite the fact that their existence shows 
that the state is failing to meet the basic 
healthcare needs of its citizens, instead 
having to rely on volunteers.

But it seems that somewhere along 
the way the experience of austerity has 
been lost on those who continue to 
believe in its logic. And where princi-
ples of solidarity and democracy are so 
richly practiced by those involved in 
austerity-countering initiatives like 
Greek social clinics. These very same 
principles are being actively under-
mined by Greece’s creditors—even 
though they are meant to be the bed-
rock of the European project.

No one I spoke to in Greece negated 
the responsibility that had to be taken 

for past failings that led to the crisis of 
2010. But neither should this make us 
blind to the failings of the politics of 
austerity that have dominated the 
European landscape. It seems likely 
that if Greece continues to be consid-
ered the patient that didn’t take enough 
of its medicine, further prescriptions of 
the very same medicine are only likely 
to lead to an overdose with further 
tragic consequences

Jamie Jordan ESRC PhD is a candi-
date in politics and international rela-
tions at University of Nottingham.

—The Conversation, June 9, 3025

https://theconversation.com/life-
under-austerity-shows-why-syriza-is-
fighting-it-so-hard-42953

June 19, 2015—Rarely in modern 
times have we witnessed such a display 
of petulance and bad judgment by 
those supposed to be in charge of 
global financial stability, and by those 
who set the tone for the Western world.

The spectacle is astonishing. The 
European Central Bank, the EMU bail-
out fund, and the International 
Monetary Fund, among others, are 
lashing out in fury against an elected 
government that refuses to do what it 
is told. They entirely duck their own 
responsibility for five years of policy 
blunders that have led to this impasse.

They want to see these rebel Klephts1 
hanged from the columns of the 
Parthenon—or impaled as Ottoman 
forces preferred, deeming them ban-
dits—even if they degrade their own 
institutions in the process.

If we want to date the moment when 
the Atlantic liberal order lost its author-

ity—and when the European Project 
ceased to be a motivating historic 
force—this may well be it. In a sense, 
the Greek crisis is the financial equiva-
lent of the Iraq War, totemic for the 
Left, and for Souverainistes on the 
Right, and replete with its own “sexed 
up” dossiers.

Does anybody dispute that the 
ECB—via the Bank of Greece—is 
actively inciting a bank run in a country 
where it is also the banking regulator by 
issuing this report2 on Wednesday?

It warned of an “uncontrollable cri-
sis” if there is no creditor deal, followed 
by soaring inflation, “an exponential 
rise in unemployment,” and a “collapse 
of all that the Greek economy has 
achieved over the years of its EU, and 
especially its euro area, membership.”

The guardian of financial stability is 
consciously and deliberately accelerat-
ing a financial crisis in an EMU mem-

ber state—with possible risks of pan-
EMU and broader global contagion—
as a negotiating tactic to force Greece 
to the table.

It did so days after premier Alexis 
Tsipras accused the creditors of “laying 
traps” in the negotiations and acting 
with a political motive. He more or less 
accused them of trying to destroy an 
elected government and bring about 
regime change by financial coercion.

I leave it to lawyers to decide wheth-
er this report is a prima facie violation 
of the ECBs primary duty under the 
EU treaties. It is certainly unusual. The 
ECB has just had to increase emergen-
cy liquidity to the Greek banks by €1.8 
billion (enough to last to Monday 
night) to offset the damage from rising 
deposit flight. In its report, the Bank of 
Greece claimed that failure to meet 
creditor demands would “most likely” 
lead to the country’s ejection from the 

Greek Debt Crisis is the Iraq War of Finance

Guardians of financial stability are provoking a bank run endangering Europe’s system in their zeal to force 
Greece to its knees

By Ambrose Evans-Pritchard
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European Union. Let us be clear about 
the meaning of this. It is not the expres-
sion of an opinion. It is tantamount to 
a threat by the ECB to throw the 
Greeks out of the EU if they resist.

This is not the first time that the ECB 
has strayed far from its mandate. It 
forced the Irish state to make good the 
claims of junior bondholders of Anglo-
Irish Bank, saddling Irish taxpayers with 
extra debt equal to 20 percent of GDP.

This was done purely in order to 
save the European banking system at a 
time when the ECB was refusing to do 
the job itself, betraying the primary task 
of a central bank to act as a lender of 
last resort.

It sent secret letters to the elected 
leaders of Spain and Italy3 in August 
2011 demanding detailed changes to 
internal laws for which it had no man-
date or technical competence, even 
meddling in neuralgic issues of labor 
law that had previously led to the assas-
sination of two Italian officials by the 
Red Brigades.

When Italy’s Silvio Berlusconi 
balked, the ECB switched off bond pur-
chases, driving ten-year yields to 7.5 
percent. He was forced from office in a 
back-room coup d’etat, albeit one legiti-
mized by the ageing ex-Stalinist EU 
fanatic who then happened to be presi-
dent of Italy.

Lest we forget, it parachuted in its 
vice-president—Lucas Papademos—to 
take over Greece when premier George 
Papandreou merely suggested that he 
might submit the EMU bailout pack-
age to a referendum, a wise idea in 
retrospect. That makes two coups 
d’etat. Now Syriza fears they are angling 
for a third.

The creditor power structure has 
lost its way. The IMF is in confusion. It 
is enforcing a contractionary austerity 
policy in Greece—with no debt relief, 
exchange cushion, or offsetting invest-
ment—that has been discredited by its 
own elite research department as scien-
tifically unsound.

The Fund’s culpability4 in this fiasco 
is by now well known. As I argued last 
week5, its own internal documents 
show that the original bailout in 2010 
was designed to rescue the EMU bank-
ing system and monetary union at a 
time when it had no defenses against 
contagion. Greece was sacrificed.

One should have thought that the 
IMF would wish to lower the political 
temperature, given that its own credi-
bility and long-term survival are at 
stake. But no, Christine Lagarde6 has 
upped the political ante by stating that 
Greece will fall into arrears immedi-
ately if it misses a €1.6 billion payment 
to the Fund on June 30.

In my view, this is a discretionary 
escalation. The normal procedure is to 
notify the IMF Board after 30 days. 
This period is a de facto grace period, 
and in a number of past cases the 
arrears were cleared up quietly during 
the interval before the matter ever 
reached the Board.

The IMF could have let this process 
run in the case of Greece. It has chosen 
not to do so, ostensibly on the grounds 
that the sums are unusually large.

Klaus Regling, head of the Eurozone 
bailout fund (EFSF), entered on cue to 
hint strongly that his organization would 
trigger cross-default clauses on its Greek 
bonds—45 percent of the Greek pack-
age—even though there is no necessary 
reason why it should do so. It is an 
optional matter for the EFSF board.

He seems to be threatening an EFSF 
default, even though the Greeks them-
selves are not doing so, a remarkable 
state of affairs.

It is obvious what is happening. The 
creditors are acting in concert. Instead 
of stopping to reflect for one moment 
on the deeper wisdom of their strategy, 
they are doubling down mechanically, 
appearing to assume that terror tactics 
will cow the Greeks at the twelfth hour.

Personally, I am a Burkean7 conser-
vative with free market views. 
Ideologically, Syriza is not my cup tea. 

Yet we Burkeans do like democracy—
and we don’t care for monetary jun-
tas—even if it leads to the election of a 
radical-Left government.

As it happens, Edmund Burke 
would have found the plans presented8 
to the Eurogroup last night by [Greek] 
finance minister Yanis Varoufakis to 
be rational, reasonable, fair, and pro-
portionate.

They include a debt swap with ECB 
bonds coming due in July and August 
exchanged for bonds from the bailout 
fund. They would have longer maturities 
and lower interest rates, reflecting the 
market borrowing cost of the creditors.

Syriza said from the outset that it 
was eager to work on market reforms 
with the OECD, the leading authority. 
It wants to team up with the 
International Labor Organization on 
Scandinavian style flexi-security and 
labor reforms, a valid alternative to the 
German-style Hartz IV reforms that 
have impoverished the bottom fifth of 
German society and which no Left-
wing movement can stomach.

It wished to push through a more 
radical overhaul of the Greek state that 
anything yet done under five years of 
Troika rule—and much has been done, 
to be fair.

As Mr. Varoufakis told Die Zeit: 
“Why does a kilometer of freeway cost 
three times as much where we are as it 
does in Germany? Because we’re deal-
ing with a system of cronyism and cor-
ruption. That’s what we have to tackle. 
But, instead, we’re debating pharmacy 
opening times.”

The Troika pushed privatization of 
profitable state assets at knock-down 
depression prices to private monopo-
lies, to the benefit of an entrenched 
elite. To call that reforms invites a bit-
ter cynicism.

The only reason that the Troika 
pushed this policy was in order to 
extract money. It was acting at a debt 
collector. “The reforms were a smoke-
screen. Whenever I tried talking about 
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proposals, they were bored. I could see 
it in their body language,” Mr. 
Varoufakis told me.

The truth is that the creditor power 
structure never even looked at the 
Greek proposals. They never enter-
tained the possibility of tearing up 
their own stale, discredited, legalistic, 
fatuous Troika script.

The decision was made from the 
outset to demand strict enforcement of 
the terms agreed in the original 
Memorandum, which even the last 
conservative pro-Troika government 
was unable to implement—regardless 
of whether it makes any sense, or actu-
ally increases the chance that Germany 
and other lenders will recoup their 
money.

At best, it is bureaucratic inertia, a 
prime exhibit of why the EU has 
become unworkable, almost genetical-
ly incapable of recognizing and cor-
recting its own errors.

At worst, it is nasty, bullying, insistence 
on ritual capitulation for the sake of it.

We all know the argument. The EU 
is worried about political “moral haz-
ard,” about what Podemos might 
achieve in Spain, or the eurosceptics in 
Italy, or the Front National in France, 
if Syriza is seen to buck the system and 
get away with it.

But do the proponents of this estab-
lishment view—and one hears it a 
lot—really think that Podemos can be 
defeated by crushing Syriza, or that 
they can discourage Marine Le Pen by 
violating the sovereignty and sensibili-
ties of a nation?

Do they think that the EU’s ever-
declining hold on the loyalty of 
Europe’s youth can be reversed by cre-
ating a martyr state on the Left? Do 
they not realize that this is their own 
Guatemala, the radical experiment of 
Jacobo Arbenz9 that was extinguished 
by the CIA in 1954, only to set off the 
Cuban revolution and thirty years of 
guerrilla warfare across Latin America? 

Don’t these lawyers—and yes they are 
almost all lawyers—ever look beyond 
their noses?

The Versailles victors assumed 
reflexively that they had the full weight 
of moral authority on their side when 
they imposed their Carthiginian settle-
ment10 on a defeated Germany in 1919 
and demanded the payment of debts 
that they themselves invented. History 
judged otherwise.

—The Telegraph, June 19, 2015

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/finance/
economics/11687229/Greek-debt-crisis-
is-the-Iraq-War-of-finance.html

1  Greek War of Independence

http://www.newworldencyclopedia.org/entry/
Greek_War_of_Independence

2  June 17, 2015 —The Bank of Greece 
Report on Monetary Policy 2014-2015

http://www.bankofgreece.gr/Pages/en/Bank/
News/PressReleases/DispItem.aspx?Item_
ID=4988&List_ID=1af869f3-57fb-4de6-b9ae-
bdfd83c66c95&Filter_by=DT

3  Trichet e Draghi: un’azione pressante per 
ristabilire la fiducia degli investitori

http://www.corriere.it/economia/11_settem-

bre_29/trichet_draghi_inglese_304a5f1e-ea59-
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4  IMF Document Excerpts: Disagreements 
Revealed 
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5  IMF has betrayed its mission in Greece, 
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Greece-captive-to-EMU-creditors.html

6  IMF chief Christine Lagarde: Greece must 
pay up
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8  Greece’s Proposals to End the Crisis: My 
intervention at today’s Eurogroup
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http://www.coldwar.org/articles/50s/guatemala.
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http://www.econlib.org/library/YPDBooks/
Keynes/kynsCP.html

Taxpayer overdue debt to the Greek 
State grew by another one billion euros 
in May for a total of 5.234 billion so far 
this year, according to official figures.

A survey by the General 
Secretariat of Public Revenue said 
that total overdue tax debt was 77.87 
billion euros at the end of May.

The report said that a total of 571 
million euros have been collected from 
new overdue tax debt (or 11.1 per-
cent), another 870 million from previ-
ous debt, while another 300 million 
were characterized as non-collectable.

The Finance Ministry seeks to boost 
overdue tax collection and recently 

warned wealthy taxpayers with overdue 
debt that will face foreclosures and con-
fiscations after the June 26 deadline.

The Ministry said that just 200 
wealthy taxpayers—with overdue debt 
of more than one million euros each—
have responded to a favorable payment 
term program offered by the Greek 
government, out of a total of approxi-
mately 6,500 in the country.

—Times of Change, June 22, 2015

http://www.thetoc.gr/eng/economy/
article/taxpayers-overdue-debt-grows-
to-7787-billion-in-may

Taxpayers’ Overdue Debt
By Times of Change
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Athens, July 7, 2015—Like a tragedy 
from Euripides, the long struggle 
between Greece and Europe’s creditor 
powers is reaching a cataclysmic end 
that nobody planned, nobody seems 
able to escape, and that threatens to 
shatter the greater European order in 
the process. 

Greek premier Alexis Tsipras never 
expected to win Sunday’s referendum 
on EMU (Economic and Monetary 
Union) bailout terms, let alone to pre-
side over a blazing national revolt 
against foreign control. 

He called the snap vote with the 
expectation—and intention—of losing 
it. The plan was to put up a good fight, 
accept honorable defeat, and hand over 
the keys of the Maximos Mansion, 
leaving it to others to implement the 
June 25 “ultimatum” and suffer the 
opprobrium. 

Greece crisis live on Wednesday 
This ultimatum came as a shock to 

the Greek cabinet. They thought they 
were on the cusp of a deal, bad though 
it was. Mr. Tsipras had already made 
the decision to acquiesce to austerity 
demands, recognizing that Syriza had 
failed to bring about a debtors’ cartel of 
southern EMU states and had seriously 
misjudged the mood across the 
Eurozone. 

Instead they were confronted with a 
text from the creditors that upped the 
ante, demanding a rise in VAT (Value 
Added Tax) on tourist hotels from 
seven percent (de facto) to 23 percent 
at a single stroke. 

Creditors insisted on further pen-
sion cuts of one percent of GDP by 
next year and a phase out of welfare 
assistance (EKAS) for poorer pension-
ers, even though pensions have already 
been cut by 44 percent. 

They insisted on fiscal tightening 
equal to two percent of GDP in an 
economy reeling from six years of 
depression and devastating hysteresis. 
They offered no debt relief. The 
Europeans intervened behind the 
scenes to suppress a report by the 
International Monetary Fund validat-
ing Greece’s claim that its debt is 
“unsustainable.” The IMF concluded 
that the country not only needs a 30 
percent haircut to restore viability, but 
also €52 billion of fresh money to claw 
its way out of crisis. 

They rejected Greek plans to work 
with the OECD (Organization for 
Economic Co-operation and 
Development) on market reforms, and 
with the International Laboration on 
collective bargaining laws. They stuck 
rigidly to their script, refusing to recog-
nize in any way that their own 
Dickensian prescriptions have been 
discredited by economists from across 
the world. 

“They just didn’t want us to sign. 
They had already decided to push us 
out,” said the now-departed finance 
minister Yanis Varoufakis. 

So Syriza called the referendum. To 
their consternation, they won, igniting 
the great Greek revolt of 2015, the 
moment when the people finally issued 
a primal scream, daubed their war 
paint, and formed the hoplite pha-
lanx.1 

Mr. Tsipras is now trapped by his 
success. “The referendum has its own 
dynamic. People will revolt if he comes 
back from Brussels with a shoddy com-
promise,” said Costas Lapavitsas, a 
Syriza MP. 

“Tsipras doesn’t want to take the 
path of Grexit, but I think he realizes 
that this is now what lies straight ahead 
of him,” he said. 

What should have been a celebra-
tion on Sunday night turned into a 
wake. Mr. Tsipras was depressed, dis-
secting all the errors that Syriza has 
made since taking power in January, 
talking into the early hours. 

The prime minister was reportedly 
told that the time had come to choose, 
either he should seize on the momen-
tum of the 61 percent landslide vote, 
and take the fight to the Eurogroup, or 
yield to the creditor demands—and 
give up the volatile Mr. Varoufakis in 
the process as a token of good faith. 

Everybody knew what a fight would 
mean. The inner cabinet had discussed 
the details a week earlier at a tense 
meeting after the European Central 
Bank refused to increase liquidity 
(ELA) to the Greek banking system, 
forcing Syriza to impose capital con-
trols. 

It was a triple plan. They would 
“requisition” the Bank of Greece and 
sack the governor under emergency 
national laws. The estimated €17 billion 
of reserves still stashed away in various 
branches of the central bank would be 
seized. 

They would issue parallel liquidity 
and California-style IOUs denominat-
ed in euros to keep the banking system 
afloat, backed by an appeal to the 
European Court of Justice to throw the 
other side off balance, all the while 
asserting Greece’s full legal rights as a 
member of the Eurozone. If the credi-
tors forced Grexit, they—not Greece—
would be acting illegally, with implica-
tions for tort contracts in London, 
New York and even Frankfurt. 

They would impose a haircut on 
€27bn of Greek bonds held by the ECB, 
and deemed “odious debt” by some 
since the original purchases were 
undertaken by the ECB to save French 

Europe Blowing Itself Apart Over Greece 
Tsipras never expected to win referendum; now trapped and hurtling towards Grexit 

By Ambrose Evans-Pritchard
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and German banks, forestalling a mar-
ket debt restructuring that would oth-
erwise have happened. 

“They were trying to strangle us into 
submission, and this is how we would 
retaliate,” said one cabinet minister. 
Mr. Tsipras rejected the plan. It was 
too dangerous. But a week later, that is 
exactly what he may have to do, unless 
he prefers to accept a forced return to 
the drachma. 

Syriza has been in utter disarray for 
36 hours. On Tuesday, the Greek side 
turned up for a make-or-break summit 
in Brussels with no plans at all, even 
though Germany and its allies warned 
them at the outset that this is their last 
chance to avert ejection. 

The new finance minister, Euclid 
Tsakalotos, vaguely offered to come up 
with something by Wednesday, almost 
certainly a rejigged version of plans 
that the creditors have already rejected. 

Events are now spinning out of con-
trol. The banks remain shut. The ECB 
has maintained its liquidity freeze, and 
through its inaction is asphyxiating the 
banking system. 

Factories are shutting down across 
the country as stocks of raw materials 
run out and containers full of vitally-
needed imports clog up Greek ports. 
Companies cannot pay their suppliers 
because external transfers are blocked. 
Private scrip currencies are starting to 
appear as firms retreat to semi-barter 
outside the banking system. 

Yet if Greece is in turmoil, so is 
Europe. The entire leadership of the 
Eurozone warned before the referen-
dum that a “No” vote would lead to 
ejection from the euro, never suppos-
ing that they might have to face exactly 
this. 

Jean-Claude Juncker, the European 
Commission’s chief, had the wit to 
make light of his retreat. “We have to 
put our little egos, in my case a very 
large ego, away, and deal with situation 
we face,” he said. 

France’s prime minister, Manuel 
Valls said Grexit and the rupture of 
monetary union must be prevented as 
the highest strategic imperative. “We 
cannot let Greece leave the Eurozone. 
Nobody can say today what the politi-
cal consequences would be, what 
would be the reaction of the Greek 
people,” he said. 

French leaders are working in con-
cert with the White House. Washington 
is bringing its immense diplomatic 
power to bear, calling openly on the 
EU to put “Greece on a path toward 
debt sustainability” and sort out the 
festering problem once and for all. 

The Franco-American push is 
backed by Italy’s Matteo Renzi, who 
said the Eurozone has to go back to the 
drawing board and rethink its whole 
austerity doctrine after the democratic 
revolt in Greece. He too now backs 
debt relief. 

Yet 15 of the 18 governments now 
sitting in judgment on Greece either 
back Germany’s uncompromising 
stand, or are leaning towards Grexit in 
one form or another. The Germans are 
already thinking beyond Grexit, dis-
cussing plans for humanitarian aide 
and balance of payments support for 
the drachma. 

Mark Rutte, the Dutch premier, 
spoke for many in insisting that the 
Eurozone must uphold discipline, 
whatever the financial consequences. 
“I am at the table here today to ensure 
that the integrity, the cohesion, the 
underlying principles of the single cur-
rency are protected. It is up to the 
Greek government to come up with 
far-reaching proposals. If they don’t do 
that, then I think it will be over quick-
ly,” he said. 

The two sides are talking past each 
other, clinging to long-entrenched nar-
ratives, no longer willing to question 
their own assumptions. The result 
could be costly. RBS puts the direct 
financial losses for the Eurozone from 
a Greek default at €227 billion, com-

pared with €140 billion if they bite the 
bullet on an IMF-style debt restructur-
ing. 

But that is a detail compared with 
the damage to the European political 
project and the NATO alliance if 
Greece is thrown to wolves against the 
strenuous objections of France, Italy 
and the U.S. 

It is hard to imagine what would 
remain of Franco-German condomini-
um. Washington might start to turn its 
back on NATO in disgust, leaving 
Germany and the Baltic states to fend 
for themselves against Vladimir Putin’s 
Russia, a condign punishment for such 
loss of strategic vision in Greece. 

Mr. Lapavitsas said Europe’s own 
survival as civilizational force in the 
world is what is really at stake. “Europe 
has not show much wisdom over the 
last century. It launched two world 
wars and had to be saved by the 
Americans,” he said 

“Now with the creation of monetary 
union it has acted with such foolish-
ness, and created such a disaster, that it 
is putting the very union in doubt, and 
this time there will be no savior. It is 
the last throw of the dice for Europe,” 
he said. 

—The Telegraph, July 7, 2015

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/finance/
e conomic s /11724924/Europe- i s -
blowing-itself-apart-over-Greece-and-
nobody-can-stop-it.html

1  Hoplites were citizen-soldiers of Ancient 
Greek city-states who were primarily armed 
with spears and shields. Their main tactic was 
the phalanx formation.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hoplite
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A deeply unpopular privatization of 
Mexico’s energy industry. A highly 
unpopular president mired in a series 
of high-profile gaffes and scandals. A 
series of unresolved killings in places 
with names like Ayotzinapa, 
Apatzingán, Tlatlaya and Tanhuato. 
An economy stuck in underdrive. 
Violence, insecurity, and a general 
sense that things are getting worse. So 
how, in God’s name, did the ruling PRI 
party win this last Sunday’s midterm 
elections? Here are ten reasons that 
should clear things up a little:

1. They didn’t actually win. The 
PRI’s vote share, both in terms of per-
centage and eventual seats in the 
Camara de Diputados [House of 
Deputies], was actually down from the 
last elections in 2012. The fact that they 
will have a majority in the lower house 
in the coming session is due to…

2. The PRI’s alliance with the Green 
Party. Knowing that they were likely to 
be the victims of a protest vote, the PRI 
poured resources into their affiliate, 
the Greens. Despite its deceptive name, 
the Green Party has nothing whatso-
ever to do with ecology, but is simply a 
stooge of both the PRI and the Televisa 
broadcasting company (see point #9). 
The Greens racked up a series of elec-
toral law violations, including lavish 
overspending, the distribution of per-
sonalized, discount debit cards to 
would-be voters, and a failure to 
respect the three-day campaign black-
out before the election: on polling day, 
a series of hack celebrities were trun-
dled out to tweet in favor of the Greens, 
tweets which received an estimated 100 
million views. And the strategy, liter-
ally, paid off: the Greens racked up 
some seven percent of the vote. It is fair 
to assume that a substantial number of 
those voters were not aware that they 
were effectively voting for the PRI, but 

their votes were enough to give the rul-
ing party its majority. And all of this 
was made possible thanks to…

3. The Haplessness of the National 
Electoral Institute. Faced with the ava-
lanche of irregularities committed by 
the Greens, the National Electoral 
Institute (INE) did what they always 
do: fined them. To which the Greens 
shrugged and said, “Fine.” With so 
much to gain by breaking the rules, any 
fines generated are simply factored 
into the electoral accounting. It’s all 
public money, anyway. As I pointed 
out in my previous post1 [See “Oaxaca 
Occupied” in this issue], the parties 
this year will receive 5,356 million 
pesos in public financing; with such a 
bonanza of funding at their disposal, 
what’s a little more or less? The real 
sanction that the INE could mete out 
would be to revoke the Green Party’s 
registro, their party registry and the 
public financing that goes with it. But 
when citizens and representatives of 
the other parties brought this request 
to the INE, it refused to even consider 
it. And even if they did, the Greens 
could always count on…

4. The Haplessness of the Federal 
Electoral Tribunal. The Federal 
Electoral Tribunal (TEPJF is its juicy 
acronym in Spanish) has the final say 
on all electoral questions in the nation. 
It was the court responsible for rubber-
stamping the electoral frauds of 2006 
and 2012. Its justices are the highest-
paid “public servants” in the nation, 
earning, including benefits, 563,416 
pesos ($40,244 dollars) a month. That’s 
per month, not per year. During this 
electoral cycle, it busied itself by swat-
ting down, often without debate, sev-
eral of the fines against the Greens 
imposed by the INE for violations such 
as the transmission of political ads 
veiled as “legislative reports” and tak-

ing advantage of federal programs in 
campaign advertising.

5. The Inequities of the Voting 
System. Mexico uses the relative major-
ity, or first-past-the-post voting system 
to elect 300 of its 500 deputies. The 
unfairness of first-past-the-post has 
been widely discussed, primarily 
because of how unrepresentative it is: 
candidates can win their districts, and 
parties can win elections, without win-
ning anywhere near a majority of votes 
cast. All it takes is that they win one 
more vote than their closest rival. In the 
case of Mexico, with some ten parties in 
contention this time around, winning 
parties were able to win their districts 
with vote percentages, in competitive 
districts, in the twenties percent. (Add 
to this that the primary supposed ben-
efit of first-past-the-post, the direct link 
between the individual representative 
and his or her constituency, hardly 
applies to Mexico, where the represen-
tative-constituency link is virtually 
non-existent). First-past-the-post was 
particularly merciless with Mexico’s 
sadly divided left, with four nominally 
center-left parties drawing and quarter-
ing the vote: the PRD (10.74 percent), 
Morena (8.37 percent), Movimiento 
Ciudadano (6.11 percent) and the 
Worker’s Party (2.82 percent). Total 
them up and the left pulls just about 
level with the PRI’s share.

6. Low Voter Turnout. Some 47 
percent of registered voters turned out 
for the midterm elections this year. 
Because overall turnout was about on 
par with previous midterms, this is 
being spun as some kind of democratic 
success story. In truth, the PRI “victo-
ry” looks all that much more hollow. 
Of the 47 percent of voters that both-
ered to turn out, the PRI won 29 per-
cent of that. This actually brings the 
PRI victory down to about 14 percent 

The Mexican Midterm Elections
Ten reasons why the PRI (Partido Revolucionario Institucional) won the Mexican midterm elections

By Kurt Hackbarth
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of registered voters or, if we take into 
account the five percent who spoiled 
their votes (making “none of the 
above” the third or fourth-place fin-
isher in a number of states), even less. 
Why less? Because of…

7. The Catch in the Electoral Law. 
According to Mexican Electoral Law, 
spoiled votes are taken into account 
when calculating overall turnout, but 
when calculating the seats, benefits and 
money assigned to the parties, only 
“valid” votes—that is, votes clearly cast 
for someone—are taken into account. 
So ironically, although vote spoilers 
were attempting to voice their protest 
against the system in the clearest, most 
forceful way possible, the PRI wound 
up with an extra percent of vote share 
as a result of their efforts.

8. The Voto Duro. Historically, the 
PRI—the “party of the state,” the only 
one many older voters really knew for 
most of their lives—could count on a 
built-in block of unconditional voters. 
In the post-revolutionary era, this “hard 
vote” was organized in a series of cor-
poratist structures, organizing workers, 
farmers and other non-salaried work-
ers, such as taxi drivers, whose benefits 
were conditioned on their casting their 
votes, as a block, for the PRI. This 
structure is not what it once was, 
although it is still estimated that the 
PRI can count on a ten million-vote 
bank. And it is a truism to say that, 
especially in low-turnout elections, get-
ting out the core vote is key. Add to this 
the voto verde, or rural vote, still pre-
dominantly loyal to the ruling party in 
many parts of the countryside where 
the PRI is the only party with a genuine 
presence and where critical media does 
not reach. But what does reach is …

9. Televisa and Media Control. 
Televisa, the monster of Mexican tele-
vision broadcasting controls some 68 
percent of the Mexican television mar-
ket and receives 70 percent of its adver-
tising, mostly from federal and state 
governments. It uses this revenue to 

feed its massive audience a steady 
stream of denigrating game and reality 
shows; sensationalistic, misleading 
news programs; and, its crown jewel, a 
steady stream of maudlin soap operas 
that openly reinforce sexist, classist and 
racist stereotypes. In a country where 
an overwhelming majority receive 
what news they get from television, the 
control Televisa (and TV Azteca, the 
other member of the television duo-
poly) has over the flow of information 
is truly sinister. One only need recall 
the famous quote of Emilio Azcárraga 
Milmo, father of the current president 
of Televisa: “Mexico is a country with a 
modest class of very screwed people, 
who will always be screwed. The obli-
gation of television is to provide these 
people with entertainment that takes 
them out of their sad realities and dif-
ficult futures.” And Televisa, of course, 
is not only strongly allied with President 
Enrique Peña Nieto, he is practically a 
creation of theirs. During the 2012 
campaign, The Guardian newspaper 
revealed a secret pact between the tele-
vision station and Peña Nieto dating 
back to 2005, when he was governor of 
the State of Mexico, to provide him 
with favorable coverage on its news 
and entertainment programs. In March 
of this year, popular independent jour-
nalist Carmen Aristegui was fired from 
her national radio program by her 
employer, MVS. The firing took place 
just in time to ensure that her program 
would not be on the air during cam-
paign season.

10. The PRI Mindset. Former presi-
dent Carlos Salinas de Gortari once 
(in)famously said, “The PRI is the way 
it is because that’s the way Mexicans 
are.” One doesn’t have to agree with 
him to recognize that the kind of 
actions we associate with the PRI—
corporatist voting, vote buying and 
coercion, the use of public funds and 
programs to finance campaigns and 
condition votes, mafia-style intimida-
tion tactics and even killings—occur in 
other parties as well, indeed, with some 

of the same people who jump from 
party to party as convenience dictates. 
What is clear is that the supposed 
“transition” to democracy that suppos-
edly occurred in 2000 (between one 
right-wing party and another, hardly a 
transition in the sense of an alternation 
of right and left) has not occurred at 
the level of how party politics is prac-
ticed. And this is precisely why so 
many people, from the Zapatistas in 
Chiapas to the Oaxacan communities 
that practice town-meeting democra-
cy, have turned their backs on a party 
structure, which they perceive, reason-
ably, to be hopeless.

Ominously, there are signs that 
Peña Nieto is not only treating Sunday’s 
elections as a “victory,” but that he will 
use them as a pretext to crack down on 
those he didn’t manage to get into line 
in the first half of his presidency. Just 
yesterday, the government announced 
it will break off dialogue with the strik-
ing teacher’s union (CNTE). It is also 
to be supposed that the train of priva-
tizations—with water the next item on 
the table—will move ahead with that 
much greater steam. Beware the elec-
toral mirage: it produces consequences 
that turn out, in fact, to be very real.

—Kurt Hackbarth, June 11, 2015

h t t p : / / k u r t h a c k b a r t h .
com/2015/06/11/10-reasons-why-the-
pri-won-the-mexican-midterm-elections/

1  “Oaxaca Occupied,” by Kurt Hackbarth

http://kurthackbarth.com/2015/06/06/oaxaca-
occupied/
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June 6, 2015—As I write these lines, 
the State of Oaxaca, Mexico is being 
occupied by a combination of army, 
navy and federal police units. Some 
7,000 troops are being sent in order to 
guarantee the right to vote in the mid-
term elections for a Congress that will 
continue to get high on the govern-
ment hog while leaving the rest of us to 
deal however we can with the effects of 
the nation’s ongoing disintegration.

President Enrique Peña Nieto needs 
the elections to go on as scheduled in 
order to maintain the charade that 
Mexico is a functioning democracy 
rather than what it really is, an auto-
cratic narcostate on the verge of col-
lapse. He needs the “legitimation” that 
a good electoral show can put on. 
Unfortunately, some wayward charac-
ters have decided to deviate from the 
script. Among those is the Sección 22, 
Oaxaca’s Chapter of the National 
Teacher’s Union. In recent days, mem-
bers of the union have occupied the 
local gas distribution plant, causing 
gasoline shortages and gas station clo-
sures, have occupied the state’s 12 dis-
trict election offices (three of which 
have now been “liberated,”) and have 
blocked the highway between Oaxaca 
and Mexico City, requiring the troops 
to land by plane.

Critics have pointed out that the 
teacher’s union is acting out of self-
interest, pressuring the federal govern-
ment to drop an evaluation process for 
hiring, promoting and awarding ten-
ure to teachers, one, which the govern-
ment announced last Friday that it will 
suspend. Although the criticism is 
undoubtedly true, the fact that a 
union—or any organization of any 
kind—is acting out of self-interested 
motives is hardly a revelation. What is 
more surprising is how much Mexican 
citizens have been willing to put up 
with for so long, to wit:

•	 It pays to be a congressperson. In 
2015, a diputado, or representa-
tive in Mexico’s Congress, earns 
1,264,536 pesos a year, after 
taxes. This translates to 160,833 
pesos (some $11,488 dollars) a 
month. Senators earn 2,729,099 
pesos a year after taxes, some 
262,337 pesos ($18,738 dollars) a 
month. These figures include the 
following benefits: four different 
kinds of insurance, a meal bud-
get, savings fund, transport 
reimbursement, and a Christmas 
bonus worth 40 days of salary. 
The minimum wage in Mexico is 
between 68-70 pesos ($5.00 dol-
lars-a-day, or some $100.00 dol-
lars-a-month.) This is one of the 
lowest figures in the OCDE, and 
not enough to acquire a canasta 
básica of daily food intake.

•	 In its issue #1969 of July 2014, 
Proceso newsmagazine reported 
a special bonus of $300 million 
pesos paid out to Congressional 
parties that voted in favor of a 
series of reforms, including the 
crown jewel, the Energy Reform 
Bill that privatized Mexico’s 
lucrative oil industry. For his 
part, Ricardo Monreal, head of 
the Movimiento Ciudadano party 
in the lower house, reported 
having received $15 million 
pesos in unsolicited funds. When 
he tried to return them to the 
treasury, he was denied.

•	 The Mexican “partidocracy” will 
receive 5,356 million pesos in 
public financing this year. While 
the idea of public financing of 
campaigns is a good one in prin-
ciple, parties in Mexico use this 
generous funding to maintain 
their stranglehold of the political 
process and lock other actors out. 
As there is no open primary pro-

cess for selecting party candidates, 
party bosses tend to decide who 
receives the nominations, leading 
to a revolving-door rotation of 
many of the same names between 
the lower and upper houses. And 
although independent candida-
cies were finally allowed as of this 
year, would-be candidates are 
required to collect one percent of 
the nationwide voting roll to do 
so, some 780,000 signatures. This 
they are required to do in 120 
days, with their own funds.

This not to mention the deep pit of 
disrepute into which, the National 
Electoral Institute (INE) has fallen. 
The Institute has been responsible for 
two fraudulent presidential elections in 
a row, those of 2006 and 2012, and has 
proven typically negligent in policing 
the actions of the Green Party—a satel-
lite of the ruling PRI party—in its mul-
tiple violations of electoral law this 
time around. Its head, Lorenzo 
Córdova, was recently recorded mak-
ing disparaging comments about 
indigenous people. And, incidentally, 
the 11 councilors of the Electoral 
Institute take home a cool 182,212 
pesos ($13,015 dollars) a month while 
the actual poll workers are lucky to get 
a sandwich and a coke.

But yes, the elections must go on. 
Unresolved killings across the country, 
the case of 43 missing students being 
covered up until it’s forgotten about, 
but the elections must go on.  I will vote 
tomorrow, but I understand the mil-
lions of people who will abstain or spoil 
their ballot. Not everyone has as high a 
tolerance for farce as a playwright.

Kurt Hackbarth is a Escritor y 
Dramaturgo, Writer and Playwright. 

—Kurt Hackbarth, June 6, 2015

h t t p : / / k u r t h a c k b a r t h .
com/2015/06/06/oaxaca-occupied/

Oaxaca Occupied
By Kurt Hackbarth 
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At the end of the night of September 
26, 2014, in the Mexican city of Iguala, 
it rained. The lifeless bodies of Daniel 
Solís and Julio César Ramírez, two stu-
dents from a rural teachers college in 
the nearby town of Ayotzinapa, lay 
drenched on the asphalt. No one had 
been able to help them. Their class-
mates, who had traveled to the town to 
steal buses to drive to a political protest, 
had run off in terror as an unidentified 
shooter opened fire. Everyone tried to 
escape the chaos at the same time, but 
Daniel and Julio didn’t make it. 

The authorities arrived around 3:20 
A.M. on the morning of September 27, 
2014, about three hours after the kill-
ings, to take away the bodies and gath-
er evidence from the corner of Juan 
Alvarez and Periférico streets. Reports 
written by forensic experts leave no 
doubts about the severity of the vio-
lence inflicted against the students, 
who only had rocks to defend them-
selves. Three buses had been shot up 
and dozens of empty rounds lay on the 
ground, along with a fragment of a 
finger, pools of blood and leather san-
dals. Their owners were either dead, 
hiding or disappeared. 

Tens-of-thousands of Mexicans 
have gone missing in recent years, but 
the disappearance of the 43 Ayotzinapa 
students has become a rallying point 
for much of the Mexican public, and 
provoked the most serious political cri-
sis for the federal government in 
decades. Once the darling of the inter-
national media, President Enrique Peña 
Nieto saw his domestic approval rating 
and his image abroad plummet because 
of repeated accusations that his admin-
istration mishandled the investigation 
into what became of the 43 students.

As dusk fell on September 26, a 
group of more than 100 Ayotzinapa 

students traveled toward the city of 
Iguala to commandeer buses, a com-
mon tradition among the state’s lef-
twing college pupils, who often use 
them to go to political protests. That 
night, after taking the buses, the stu-
dents were attacked three times. The 
first one was at 9:40 P.M., when the 
municipal police fired shots into the 
air. Then around 10 P.M., the students 
were shot at by both the municipal 
police and the federal police. In the 
third attack, around midnight, the stu-
dents were once again shot at, this time 
by a group they could not identify. 

By the end of the night, three stu-
dents and three bystanders had been 
killed, more than 15 students had been 
wounded—and 43 had been abducted.

Eight months have passed since then, 
but more questions than answers remain 
about what happened that night. Federal 
prosecutors, whose case rests partly on 
confessions that appear to have been 
given during torture, allege that Iguala 
Mayor José Luis Abarca ordered the 
attacks on the students to prevent them 
from disrupting a political event for his 
wife, María de los Ángeles Pineda. (In 
fact, the political event that night ended 
two hours prior to the first attack.) They 
say local police took the 43 missing stu-
dents from Juan Alvarez Street in Iguala, 
where the violence took place, and 
brought them to the Iguala police station 
at 11:30 P.M. From there, the federal 
attorney general’s office says two police 
patrol trucks from the nearby munici-
pality of Cocula carried the students 
away, to be handed off to the drug gang 
Guerreros Unidos, who prosecutors say 
killed the students and incinerated their 
bodies in a dumpster in Cocula. 

But a magistrate judge who spent 
the entire night of September 26 in the 
Iguala police station offers a complete-

ly different account. In an exclusive 
interview as part of an investigation 
supported by the Investigative Reporting 
Program at the University of California, 
Berkeley, former Magistrate Judge 
Ulises Bernabé García describes what 
he says really happened in the Iguala 
police station that night. It’s the first 
time a member of the security forces 
present at the police station that night 
has spoken publicly about what hap-
pened there—calling into question the 
government’s official investigation. 

What we know about the events of 
September 26: A timeline

Bernabé García worked in the 
municipal police station in Iguala 
through the night when the 43 students 
from the rural teacher’s college of 
Ayotzinapa disappeared, and into the 
next morning. Speaking in a Mexican 
border city before crossing into the 
U.S. to ask for asylum, he said the 
missing students were never brought to 
the station, and police from neighbor-
ing Cocula never visited the station 
either, as the Enrique Peña Nieto 
administration claims. 

Bernabé García says that at the time 
when the federal attorney general 
maintains the students were brought to 
the Iguala police station, a captain with 
the 27th Infantry Battalion was at the 
station with a group of soldiers. Shortly 
after that, Guerrero State assistant 
Attorney General Víctor León 
Maldonado arrived and took control of 
the station. If the students had been 
there, Bernabé García says, the army 
and the state attorney general’s office 
would have seen them. 

Furthermore, he says, it would have 
been difficult to transport that many 
students into the police station in the 
first place. 

Mexico’s Missing Students
New witness account undermines Mexican Government narrative of missing students

By Anabel Hernández and Steve Fisher 
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“Let’s consider the fact that the stu-
dents don’t fit in the squad trucks, 
much less with the police in there too,” 
Bernabé García said. “It’s not logically 
possible, right? Did the police officers 
walk behind the squad trucks?”

The transfer of the students to the 
Iguala police station is a key link in 
federal prosecutors’ case against the 
local government, and one that dis-
tances the state and federal govern-
ment from the attacks and abduction. 
Removing that link leaves a gaping 
hole in the version of events offered by 
federal and Guerrero state authorities. 
Without it, we don’t know who took 
the 43 students, when it happened or 
where they were taken. 

Bernabé García testified before fed-
eral prosecutors on November 21, who 
then sent him home. Shortly after that, 
the military went looking for him. 
Police from the neighboring town of 
Chilpancingo tried to find him at his 
home, where he lives with his mother. 
Bernabé García wasn’t there, but sev-
eral of his family members were. 

“They entered illegally, they didn’t 
have a warrant or anything,” he said. 
“They went in, drew their weapons in 
front of my family—my mother, my sis-
ter who was at the house at the time, my 
nephews who are seven and nine-years-
old. In front of another nephew, who’s 
five-years-old, they drew their weapons.”

On January 15, 2015, the federal 
attorney general’s office issued an 
arrest warrant for his alleged participa-
tion in the kidnapping of the students 
and for alleged connections to orga-
nized crime. Fearing for his safety, he 
fled to the United States and filed a 
petition for asylum. U.S. authorities 
routinely detain asylum seekers while 
their cases move forward in the courts. 
Since April 20, he’s been stuck in an 
Arizona immigrant detention center.

A key witness comes forward
Bernabé García, 29, started working 

for the local government in Iguala five 
years ago, focusing on rural develop-

ment. During local elections in 2012, 
he served as a personal assistant to the 
Institutional Revolutionary Party can-
didate for mayor, Eric Catalán. Catalán 
lost the 2012 election, and two months 
after the next mayor, José Luis Abarca, 
took office, Bernabé García asked to be 
transferred to the municipal police to 
avoid being fired. He took a job there 
as a legal consultant. 

In July of last year, the magistrate 
judge took a leave of absence and 
Bernabé García temporarily took over 
the job. His job mostly consisted of 
writing tickets and handing down jail 
time for administrative offenses: public 
intoxication, disturbing the peace, uri-
nating in public. He was scheduled to 
return to his old job on September 30. 

“What happened to me was bad 
luck more than anything,” Bernabé 
García said.

His name is mentioned in investiga-
tions opened by both the state and 
federal attorney general’s offices, which 
accuse him of interrogating the stu-
dents in the police station and then 
handing them over to Cocula police. 
He paints a different picture. 

Bernabé García says only six detain-
ees entered the police station the night 
of September 26. All were between 30 
and 35 years old, and all of them were 
arrested for drinking in public. Each 
one received a ticket and was placed in 
a holding cell. The last one arrived 
around 9:30 P.M.

Bernabé García’s version checks out 
against testimony offered September 27 
by local police, who said only six people 
had been detained that night—one was 
arrested near a bakery, while the other 
five were arrested while driving drunk. 

Meanwhile, the students left 
Ayotzinapa about 6:00 P.M. in two 
buses and arrived in Iguala two hours 
later. By the time they entered the 
town, they were already being moni-
tored by state and federal police. At the 
bus station, the students began to com-
mandeer additional vehicles. At 9:40 

P.M., after the students had taken three 
buses and left the bus station, police 
near them shot into the air. The buses 
continued on their way, followed by 
police. Sometime between 10:00 and 
11:00 P.M., the three buses turned 
onto Juan Alvarez Street, which was 
being blocked from the front by 
municipal police. As the students’ 
buses were trapped by the police near 
the road’s intersection with Periférico, 
they were shot at once again. In deposi-
tions and in videos they recorded dur-
ing the attack on their cell phones, the 
students identified both the federal and 
municipal police. 

By 11:00 P.M., the police had left, 
and the survivors called the press and 
their friends for help.

A visit from the military
Bernabé García said he didn’t find 

out about the attack right away because 
as an administrator, he didn’t have 
access to police communications equip-
ment. Around 11:30 P.M., the police 
officer guarding the station’s front door 
came to tell Bernabé García that a mili-
tary officer wanted to see him. 

The military already knew about the 
attacks on the students, but the captain 
entered the station, accompanied by 
five men, all armed and in uniform, 
under the pretext of looking for a white 
motorcycle. He inspected every corner 
of the station: cells, bathrooms, offices. 
The six drunk detainees were still there. 
None of them were students from the 
Ayotzinapa teacher’s college. 

He identified himself as “Captain 
Crespo.” 

“It was the first time I’d seen him 
and it felt a bit suspicious because he 
patted me on the back,” Bernabé García 
said. “He talked as if we knew each 
other. I gave him all the freedom he 
wanted: ‘You can search the station.’” 
The inspection lasted about fifteen 
minutes. Then Crespo left. 

Shortly after 11:00 P.M. that night, 
some students gave a press conference 
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on the corner of Juan Alvarez and 
Periférico streets, where the initial 
attacks had taken place. Around that 
time, a truck carrying local soccer play-
ers—who some believe were confused 
for Ayotzinapa students—were assault-
ed by unknown gunmen on the Iguala-
Chilpancingo highway. Three people 
died and several others were injured. 

Then around midnight, as the stu-
dents and journalists gathered for the 
press conference, an unidentified 
group of people opened fire on them. 
It was this third attack that killed 
Daniel Solis and Julio César Ramírez. 
The next morning, another student, 
Julio César Mondragón, was found 
dead a few kilometers away, with skin 
torn from his face. 

Students and their attorneys say 
some of the students were abducted 
during the second attack, and others 
were taken while fleeing the third attack. 

Around midnight, several students 
fled to Cristina Hospital, a few blocks 
away from the shooting, according to a 
deposition taken from surviving stu-
dent Francisco Trinidad Chalma. They 
brought a student who had been shot 
in the face. The army followed. 

“The [person] in charge of those 
[military] units asked if we were the 
Ayotzinapa students looking for help 
for our friend who was bleeding pro-
fusely, and he told us that we’d ‘have to 
have balls to face this situation, just as 
you had the balls to make this god-
damned mess,’” Trinidad Chalma’s 
statement says. “They searched through 
the whole clinic…looking for weapons, 
but we weren’t armed.” 

Another student, Omar García, said 
in an interview that the military arrived 
quickly. “They came in, cocked their 
guns as if they were—I don’t know—
facing criminals. They accused us of 
breaking into the hospital. [They said] 
they were going to take us all, because 
we were criminals.” The officials took 
photos of the students and asked them 
to give their real names, saying that if 

the students lied, the officials would 
find them anyway. 

Mexico’s 27th Infantry Battalion 
filed at least four reports detailing what 
happened, which were obtained by 
journalist Marcela Turati. In two of the 
reports, the battalion omitted all the 
activities of the military. But in another 
two, they acknowledged that groups of 
soldiers, including Captain José 
Martínez Crespo, were in the streets of 
Iguala from 11:20 P.M. until 5:20 A.M. 
the next day—when the worst violence 
occurred. They also noted that 
Martínez Crespo went to the hospital 
where the students had fled with their 
badly injured colleague. Yet in the first 
days after the attack, the federal gov-
ernment denied the military was in the 
city at all that deadly night. 

The Attorney General’s Office 
takes control

According to Bernabé García, after 
the military’s visit, Iguala’s head of 
public security, Felipe Flores, visited 
the police station with Guerrero 
Assistant State Attorney General’s 
Víctor León Maldonado. They saw 
who had been detained, and gathered 
together the staff. They said shots had 
been fired against the students and 
asked the municipal police to hand 
their guns over for forensic tests. 

The Assistant Attorney General left, 
but the police station was left under the 
control of the state attorney general’s 
office. Around that time, family mem-
bers of the people detained in the 
drunk tank began arriving.

“They gave me their names and paid 
their fines, the minimum,” Bernabé 
García said. “In that moment, they’d 
already told us what happened,” he 
added, referring to the authorities who 
had visited the station. The last detain-
ee left at 2:20 A.M. When the Assistant 
Attorney General returned, he was irri-
tated that those arrested for public 
intoxication had been released, though 
Bernabé García says he wasn’t told they 
should be held. 

To try to quell the Assistant Attorney 
General’s anger and to cover his bases, 
the ex-magistrate judge said he then 
showed him the tickets documenting 
that the detainees were booked and 
released, and that days later he also 
submitted a report to both the state 
and federal attorney general’s offices 
with copies of the tickets. 

The morning of September 27, local 
police gathered at the state police sta-
tion. “They sent me directly to the 
Assistant Attorney General and asked 
me, ‘Where are the students?’” Bernabé 
García said. “What students? I don’t 
know what you’re talking about,” he 
says he answered. 

León Maldonado then insisted that 
students had been at the station, which 
Bernabé García denied. Bernabé García 
then wanted to testify to prove he 
wasn’t lying, but the police didn’t take 
his statement. They didn’t detain him 
either, so he went home.

According to the Guerrero attorney 
general’s investigation, Iguala police 
officer Hugo Hernández Arias accused 
Bernabé García of holding the students 
in the police station’s patio, though 
documents indicate the testimony 
appears to be altered. Hernández Arias’ 
first deposition doesn’t mention the 
students or Bernabé García; a later 
copy of the deposition included in the 
investigation is the same word for 
word, with two additional questions at 
the end in which Hernández Arias 
implicates the magistrate judge. 
Hernández Arias had never returned to 
elaborate on his testimony.

Unanswered questions
How the 43 students disappeared 

still remains a mystery to their mourn-
ing families, who are demanding 
answers and accountability. In October, 
the federal attorney general’s office 
arrested police officers from Cocula, 
accusing them of participating in the 
disappearance of the 43 students. Eleven 
of them testified that they had been 
involved in arresting the students, but 
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the testimonies contradicted one anoth-
er regarding the time, manner and other 
details on how the students were taken. 

Medical reports, which in Mexico are 
taken routinely in criminal investigations 
when police or military officials transfer 
suspects or witnesses to prosecutors for 
questions, showed signs of torture—
burns, scars, bruises from beatings and 
red marks revealing electrocution. 

In May, the head of Iguala’s police 
force, Francisco Salgado Valladares, 
was arrested. He testified before federal 
prosecutors that the students were 
brought to the station at 10:00 P.M. the 
night of September 26, despite that his 
testimony contradicts the federal attor-
ney general’s own public statements. 

Moreover, Bernabé García contin-
ues to deny that he ever interacted with 
the students or had anything to do with 
their disappearance. If the accusations 
against him were true, he says, other 
police officers and administrative per-
sonnel at the station would have also 
testified that the students had been 
there, because the patio where they 
were held is in the middle of the sta-
tion. All of the offices have windows 
that overlook the patio, which report-
ers confirmed during a visit to the sta-
tion. The military and officials from 
the state attorney general’s office would 
have seen the students too. 

Repeated attempts to locate or inter-
view then-Assistant Attorney General 
León Maldonado, who left his job in 
April according to his Facebook account, 
were unsuccessful. A representative of 
the 27th Infantry Battalion said Cpt. 
Martínez Crespo continues to work 
there, but he did not respond to an inter-
view request. The federal attorney gen-
eral’s office also declined to comment 
about Bernabé García’s statements.

 “They’re after me because I’m 
telling the truth”

Since December 2014, Bernabé García 
has been on the run because he fears that 
if Mexican authorities arrest him, they 

will “disappear” him or torture him, like 
they tortured his colleagues. 

“I can’t invent something that never 
happened,” Bernabé García said, in 
what are his first public remarks. “At 
what time could [the students] have 
arrived if the military was there at 
11:30 P.M. to inspect the area? They 
didn’t find anything.…If the students 
had been there, they would have 
known.” 

Bernabé García knows his police 
department colleagues were forced to 
give depositions under torture, but he 
fears for the security of his family more 
than he fears for himself. 

“Let them say, ‘The magistrate is 
talking about things that did happen, 
that the army came to inspect the sta-
tion,’ and let them leave some space to 
admit that maybe they had something to 
do with it,” he said. “I’m not saying they 
did have something to do with it, but 
I’m showing the proof that they were 
out [on the streets] that night, because 
they were saying that they were not.” 

Bernabé García says he’s been an 
honest man his entire life. 

“It is sad that they accuse me of 
being a criminal,” he said. “I am simply 
telling the truth as it is.”

And he finds it gut-wrenching to 
watch grieving parents search for their 
disappeared children. “But it pains me 

more that they’re blaming me when I 
didn’t have anything to do with it,” he 
said, “while those who might be 
responsible for it are walking freely on 
the streets.” 

A version of this story was published 
Sunday, June 14, 2015 in Spanish in the 
Mexican magazine Proceso.

Anabel Hernández is a leading 
Mexican journalist who has covered pol-
itics and organized crime for two decades. 
She is the author of Narcoland: The 
Mexican Drug Lords and their 
Godfathers, a ground-breaking 
rethinking of the people and politics 
driving Mexico’s drug war. 

Steve Fisher is an investigative jour-
nalist who focuses on immigration and 
the relationship between the United 
States and Mexico. Last year, he pro-
duced the award-winning documentary 
“Silent River,” which follows a family’s 
efforts to combat the contamination of 
one of Mexico’s most polluted rivers. 

Both Hernández and Fisher are fel-
lows at the University of California, 
Berkeley’s Investigative Reporting 
Program, which has sponsored their 
reporting on the disappearance of the 43 
students. 

—The World Post, June 14, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . h u f f i n g t o n p o s t .
com/2015/06/14/disappeared-students-
mexico_n_7574652.html
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The death of more than 800 people 
who drowned when a small fishing 
boat capsized 60 miles south of the 
Italian island of Lampedusa late on 
Saturday, April 18, 2015, brings the 
death toll among people attempting to 
reach Europe by boat in 2015 alone to 
1,600. This tragic event highlights the 
dramatic situation that has developed 
in Africa and the Middle East after 
years of imperialist meddling.

This latest “accident” is a direct 
result of the cut to the funding of the 
EU search and rescue missions last 
year. In a clear sign of the “democratic” 
nature of the often-celebrated “British 
values,” the British government was 
the first to withdraw from the mission 
causing it to be abandoned altogether.

Baroness Anelay, Minister of State 
of the Foreign and Commonwealth 
Office in the Cameron government, 
has openly stated that, “We do not 
support planned search and rescue 
operations in the Mediterranean [and] 
believe that they create an unintended 
‘pull factor,’ encouraging more 

migrants to attempt the dangerous sea 
crossing and thereby leading to more 
tragic and unnecessary deaths.” 
(Washington Post, April 21, 2015)

What the Baroness is saying is in 
fact that the EU must not provide a 
rescue service and leave thousands of 
people who could easily be rescued, to 
die in order to scare away immigrants 
from coming to the EU. The message is 
clear: “If you try to cross the sea you 
will die.”

The official Italian sea and rescue 
operation, known as “Mare Nostrum,” 
was brought to an end in October of 
last year and was replaced by the much 
more limited joint EU Triton “border 
protection” operation, run by Frontex, 
the EU’s border agency. The new 
Triton operation was provided with 
only a third of the resources available 
to “Mare Nostrum.”

As a consequence of the closing of 
the previous rescue service there have 
been about 17 times as many refugee 
deaths in the Mediterranean Sea from 
January to April of this year compared 

to the same period last year, according 
to initial estimates from the 
International Organization for 
Migration.

If the statements of Baroness Anelay 
were bad, those in the gutter press, 
mouthpieces of the ruling class, have 
been even more blunt about where 
they stand. Journalist Katie Hopkins, 
openly stating what the establishment 
tries to dress in fine language, has said 
that boats with immigrants should be 
met by gunships not rescue ships. She 
then went on to say: “Make no mistake, 
these migrants are like cockroaches. 
They might look a bit ‘Bob Geldof’s 
Ethiopia circa 1984,’ but they are built 
to survive a nuclear bomb. They are 
survivors.”

After the deaths on Saturday she 
defended her previous statements say-
ing, “Why do we take on everyone 
else’s problems? We can’t afford to 
take on these problems. We need to 
push these boats back.”

Here you have the true voice of the 
Capitalist class. Behind all the talk 
about democracy and human rights is 
the most ruthless calculative cynicism. 
Being completely discredited by their 
severe attacks on working people and 
the ongoing scandals about their lavish 
and disgusting lifestyles—which 
includes widespread child abuse and 
murder—the establishment is trying to 
whip up a racist mood in order to dis-
tract attention from the real issues and 
find a base to lean on—never mind a 
few thousand people dying in the 
meantime.

Why is there mass immigration 
today?

Last year, around 170,000 migrants 
crossed the Mediterranean to get to 

Tragedy in the Mediterranean
Immigration and the crimes of capitalism 

By Hamid Alizadeh 
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Italy and as many as 3,500 died. The 
International Organization for 
Migration in Italy estimates that since 
2000 over 22,000 migrants have lost 
their lives in an attempt to reach 
Europe in search of a better life.

The question is: why are immigrants 
willing to go through such a dangerous 
journey, risking everything, as well as 
leaving their whole life, family, friends 
and culture behind in order to come to 
Europe? The real source of immigra-
tion is poverty, misery and the barba-
rism produced by imperialism and its 
wars in the Middle East and Africa, and 
the extreme desperation that flows 
from all this.

According to a new report by the 
International Consortium of 
Investigative Journalists and the 
Huffington Post, projects funded by the 
World Bank over the past decade “have 
physically or economically displaced an 
estimated 3.4 million people, forcing 
them from their homes, taking their 
land or damaging their livelihoods.”

The report also finds that “The 
World Bank and its private-sector 
lending arm, the International Finance 
Corporation, have financed govern-
ments and companies accused of 
human rights violations such as rape, 
murder and torture. In some cases the 
lenders have continued to bankroll 
these borrowers after evidence of abus-
es emerged.

“Ethiopian authorities diverted 
millions of dollars from a World 
Bank-supported project to fund a 
violent campaign of mass evictions, 
according to former officials who 
carried out the forced resettlement 
program.

“From 2009 to 2013, World Bank 
Group lenders pumped $50 billion 
into projects graded the highest risk 
for ‘irreversible or unprecedented’ 
social or environmental impacts—
more than twice as much as the 
previous five-year span.”

At the same time millions of people 
have been killed and displaced by the 
wars in Iraq, Syria, Libya, Afghanistan 
and others. A recent report by Physicians 
for Social Responsibility recently 
revealed that at least 1.3 million people 
have been killed in Iraq, Afghanistan 
and Pakistan as a result of the so called 
war on terror. The report states:

“This investigation comes to the 
conclusion that the war has, directly 
or indirectly, killed around one mil-
lion people in Iraq, 220,000 in 
Afghanistan and 80,000 in Pakistan, 
i.e., a total of around 1.3 million. 
Not included in this figure are fur-
ther war zones such as Yemen. The 
figure is approximately ten-times 
greater than that of which the pub-
lic, experts and decision makers are 
aware of and propagated by the 
media and major NGOs. And this is 
only a conservative estimate. The 
total number of deaths in the three 
countries named above could also 
be in excess of two million, whereas 
a figure below one million is 
extremely unlikely.”

In Iraq alone this has led to three 
million refugees who live in the most 
desperate conditions. The report says 
the frequent deaths in the refugee 
camps are not accounted for and do 
not occur in the study.

Not only is this situation continu-
ing, but new fronts are being opened at 
a steady rate. The barbaric bombing of 
Yemen has already caused thousands 
to die and more than 150,000 people to 
flee from their homes. In African coun-
tries where the west has been involved 
in countless civil wars, the situation is 
not different. This festering wound will 
continue to exist for many years to 
come and leave a permanent mark on 
the lives of all the working people of 
these countries. These are the condi-
tions which lead to a layer of desperate 
people fleeing to Europe in the hope of 
finding some kind of stability and a 
future for their children.

The hypocrisy of the bourgeoisie is 
clearly revealed by these figures. It is a 
sign of the complete impasse of capital-
ism, which is a threat to humanity in 
the west as well as in the rest of the 
world. By whipping up a mood of rac-
ism and hatred they are trying to divide 
the workers and poor and play them off 
against each other while conveniently 
covering up their own criminal role.

It is not the immigrants who are 
dismantling the welfare states in the 
west, it is not immigrants who are lay-
ing off workers, it is not immigrants 
who are avoiding taxes or receiving 
billions of dollars, pounds and Euros 
worth of direct or indirect subsidies 
and bailouts. None of the people 
involved in the countless corruption 
scandals involving billions of pounds, 
which we witness everyday, are in pris-
on. In the meantime, a worker or an 
unemployed person who bends the 
rules to get a few pounds or Euros 
more a month to make ends meet, is 
treated like the worst scum.

The enemy of the western working 
class is not immigration, but the ruling 
classes at home. It is their desperate 
drive to defend their privileges and 
increase their profits, which is the 
greatest fetter to humanity. In a society 
where all the productive capacity exists 
to eradicate poverty, want, hunger and 
unemployment, these people are wors-
ening the situation and pulling society 
backwards—in many places towards 
barbarism. The only way out of the 
increasingly desperate situation for all 
working people to end austerity, wars 
and mass displacement, is to end the 
capitalist system, which spawns it. End 
the rule of the rich.

—In Defense of Marxism, April 21, 
2015 

http://www.marxist.com/tragedy-in-
the-mediterranean-immigration-and-
the-crimes-of-capitalism.htm
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More than 800 migrants died on 
April 19 this year when their over-
crowded boat capsized in the 
Mediterranean Sea off the Libyan coast. 
The tragedy sent soaring this year’s 
Mediterranean death toll, which was by 
then around 1,500—ten-times the 
deaths during the same period last year.

According to the International 
Organization for Migration (IOM), 
between 23,000 and 24,000 migrants 
had tried to cross over to Italy since the 
beginning of the year, while just under 
21,000 migrants made the same jour-
ney between January and April 2014. 
While the number of migrants rose to 
some extent, migrants perishing at sea 
have hit the roof.

Things are bound to get worse 
before getting better. It is estimated 
that in 2015, between 500,000 and one 
million refugees will cross the 
Mediterranean and land in the 
European Union. So far some 1,600 
people have died during crossing. 
These figures are the known cases, 
many more having died in undetected 
vessels. The numbers are on the rise. In 
2011, 58,000 people tried to enter the 
EU across the waters, while the figure 
grew to 218,000 in 2014.

Most of the migrants crossing the 
Mediterranean in fact are not Libyans. 
They come from as far as the Sudan, 
Central African Republic, Nigeria, 
Eritrea, Somalia, Senegal and Ghana, 
running for their lives due to either 
sectarian conflicts at home or pervasive 
poverty.

The cemetery of the 
Mediterranean Sea

They scraped together $2,000 (U.S.) 
for the trip across the sea on wobbly 
vessels, run by gangs of human traf-
fickers. Many more come from Syria. 

These are the countries that face seri-
ous internal crises intensified by west-
ern military interference.

Italy, Malta and Greece coastguards 
have rescued thousands of such 
migrants from the hazard of the 
Mediterranean Sea. They have been 
feeling isolated and left alone to deal 
with what they termed “the cemetery 
of the Mediterranean Sea.”

The EU put forward a proposal to 
rescue the African migrants, but the 
suggestion went under with a deadlock 
as to who is going to “share the bur-
den.” The proposals included joint 
search-and-rescue patrols, establishing 
resettlement quotas.

Some EU members such as France, 
Spain, and Britain rejected the idea of 
quotas for sharing migrants among 
them, while others suggested deploying 
military forces to Libya to keep 
migrants as far away from Europe as 
possible.

The European Commission reacted 
to the boat tragedy with plans to set up 
offshore camps in Libya and Tunisia, 
to lock up and pre-empt asylum seek-
ers before they cross the Mediterranean. 
It has been described ingenuously as 
“outsourcing border control and con-
tainment mechanisms to prevent 
departures.” Italy’s foreign minister 
even called for air strikes in Libya 
against ISIL positions there.

The general agreement among the 
EU is that something needs to be done 
and their first proposal was to send 
more ships to the Mediterranean so as 
to ensure that fewer people die due to 
unseaworthy vessels crammed with 
their human cargo.

On the other hand, some European 
bureaucrats are toying with the idea of 
military strikes to destroy smuggling 
vessels before they leave Libya. 
However, they have been cautioned by 
activists that the last thing the African 
refugees need is more assaults and 
bombing—especially coming from the 
very countries that they expect to beg 
for asylum.

EU ministers sanctioned a plan for a 
new naval force to intercept smugglers 
before their boats reach Europe. It was 
reported that the EU parliament was 
drafting a United Nations resolution to 
authorize the deployment of military off 
the coast of Libya in order to “capture” 
and “destroy” the boats. The problem is 
that two rival “governments” in Libya 
have indicated their rejection to the 
plan, saying any deployment of troops 
to Libyan waters would be a violation of 
the country’s sovereignty.

Meanwhile, some European politi-
cal parties have embarked on their 
anti-immigrant and xenophobic ten-
dencies to obstruct immigrants from 
entering their countries while deport-
ing those who managed to sneak in. 
Italy’s ultra-nationalist Northern 
League called on the authorities to stop 
“by any means” any accommodation 
of further refugees. The party said it 
“was ready” to take steps to prevent 
their arrival. Similarly, Germany refu-
gee centers have been targeted with fire 
bombings, while ultra-right groups 
such as Pegida have conducted racist 
campaigns, attacking immigrants as 

Mediterranean Tragedies
European Union’s military strategy to deepen Mediterranean tragedies

By Nizar Visram

...the long-term 
solution lies in 

social development 
of the countries they 

come from
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“social spongers.” Such right-wing 
ultra nationalist groups have even 
received implicit sympathy from gov-
erning parties such as the Christian 
Democratic Union (CDU) and the 
Social Democratic Party (SPD).

Political solution, not militarization
Meanwhile, it is revealed that the EU 

is planning military strategy against the 
refugee transport networks in the 
Mediterranean. Documents dissemi-
nated by WikiLeaks say the operation 
contains “detailed plans to conduct 
military operations to destroy boats 
used for transporting migrants and ref-
ugees in Libyan territory, thereby pre-
venting them from reaching Europe.”

The whistle-blower website exposed 
two classified documents, with the plan 
being approved by delegates of all 28 
EU member states on May 18. The 
project has no well-defined “political 
end state” which means they are look-
ing at a sweeping military operation 
with an ambiguous end goal.

In reaction to this, more than 300 
European migration academics and 
scholars have condemned the EU’s 
envisioned use of military might 
against migrants trying to cross the 
Mediterranean. They have come out 
against the EU’s plan of military inter-
vention against the boats crossing the 
Mediterranean. The academics argued 
that any attempt to justify military 
intervention by comparing the 
Mediterranean boats with the 18th 
century clampdown on the slave trade 
is “entirely self-serving” and based on 
“a parody of history.”

It is widely believed that a military 
option will do nothing to curtail the 
flow of immigrants escaping conflicts 
in their destabilized countries or look-
ing for jobs. For them the long-term 
solution lies in social development of 
the countries they come from.

What is needed is a total prohibition 
on the sale of weaponry to these coun-

tries. EU countries have to criminalize 
the arms trade, thus abolishing wars in 
countries such as Syria. It means invest-
ment in sustainable development, an 
end to plundering of resources. It 
means better education systems, better 
medical system and better shelters. 
Europe and NATO countries have to 
take responsibility because they have in 
one way or another created the current 
turmoil. They can find money for glob-
al warfare yet they can’t find the money 
to rescue the refugees running away 
from the war zones.

Apart from the influx of migrants 
from Africa, we have also to look at 
those coming from the Middle East. 
This is the direct result of the military 
invasion carried out by the U.S., and its 
NATO allies. They have sustained and 
shared the military operations in Iraq, 
Libya, Syria and now Yemen. As a result 
the Middle East and large portion of 
Africa has plunged into disarray and 
disorder. By 2014, it is estimated that 
two million of the six million inhabit-
ants of Libya fled the country, as a result 
of U.S.-French-British bombardments.

The current U.S.-led drive at regime 
change in Syria has immersed the 
country into total disarray, disorder 
and deaths, with the subsequent exit of 
an estimated four million refugees. 
Most of them fled to the neighboring 
countries, while many others take the 
difficult and deadly path to Europe.

A new theatre is unfolding with the 
U.S. and Saudi Arabia embarking on a 
new battlefront in Yemen. This is 
bound to lead to a great number of 
refugees seeking asylum.

Meanwhile, as increasing number of 
distressed citizens seek sanctuary in 
Europe, the EU is converting the 
Mediterranean into a graveyard, hop-
ing that this will serve as a deterrent to 
others. 

Nizar Visram, a free-lance writer and 
retired lecturer of Development Studies, 
is a Tanzanian citizen, born in Zanzibar 
and currently in Ottawa.

—The Bullet, June 15, 2015

http://www.socialistproject.ca/bul-
let/1128.php#continue

Environment
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From the tar sands of Alberta to the 
Port of Seattle to the communities in 
the blast zone of oil trains, organizers 
across North America are calling for a 
“wave of resistance” this fall to “shut 
down the economic and political sys-
tems threatening our survival.”

Under the banner of “Flood the 
System,” the announcement was 
unveiled Wednesday, May 20, 2015, by 
Rising Tide North America, part of an 
international climate justice network. 
The mass actions, slated for September 
and November, are timed to lead up to 
the United Nations COP21 climate 
negotiations slated to take place in 
Paris in November and December.

Organizers say they are targeting the 
international gathering in order to 
highlight exactly what is not working. 
“[T]he UN Framework Convention on 
Climate Change (UNFCCC) process 
has been co-opted by elite interests 
and...any Paris outcomes will be insuf-
ficient to meaningfully address the cli-
mate crisis and ensure justice for the 
majority of the world’s people,” 
declares a press statement.

But the real target goes far beyond any 
one event or body. “We need to wash 
away the root causes of climate change—
capitalism, white supremacy, patriarchy 
and colonialism,” reads the group’s call-
to-action. “These systems enable the 
domination of people and Earth. They 
place gains for the elite before the well 
being of our communities.”

So as people from around the world 
mobilize and demand meaningful 
change at the talks in Paris, and high-
light grassroots solutions, Flood the 
System will stage direct actions across 
North America.

Sandy Nurse, organizer with the 
New York City chapter of Rising Tide, 
told Common Dreams that the network 
is urging people to plan their own 
actions locally and coordinate region-
ally and continentally through spokes-
councils—formed when affinity groups 

come together around a common pur-
pose. Nurse said that, while actions are 
not yet public, “there are a lot of ideas. 
Groups might block oil trains, they 
might block fossil fuel destruction.”

Organizers in the U.S. and Canada 
are having “initial conversations” with 
groups in Mexico about the coordi-
nated actions.

If past actions are any indication, 
Flood the System will make a big 
splash.

Rising Tide Seattle is one of the 
organizations behind the May series of 
direct actions—by land and sea—to 

protest Shell Oil’s arctic drilling fleet in 
the Port of Seattle.

Furthermore, many of those orga-
nizing Flood the System were involved 
in last year’s more than 400,000-strong 
People’s Climate March in New York 
City, followed by the “Flood Wall 
Street“ demonstration and sit-in 
attended by thousands in the financial 
district of lower Manhattan—the hub 
of global capitalism.

Organizers say Flood the System 
looks to other movements for inspira-
tion, especially those “led by low-wage 
workers, immigrants, and communi-
ties responding to police brutality,” 
with many Rising Tide organizers 
directly involved in, or allying with, 
these various struggles.”

“There is a sense that there is so 
much happening right now that is 
powerful and empowering from the 
grassroots,” said Nurse. “People are 
expressing anger, taking to the streets, 
not fearful, and very activated in a way 
that has caught the imagination of the 
entire country and many places around 
the world.”

“Communities on the front lines of 
fossil fuel extraction are fighting back,” 
said Ahmed Gaya, an organizer with 
Rising Tide Seattle, in a statement. 
“From Seattle, to Alberta, to 
Appalachia, people are organized in 
opposition to extraction, and taking 
action to uproot the systems driving 
the crisis.” 

 —Common Dreams, May 21, 2015

http://www.commondreams.org/
news/2015/05/21/get-ready-protesters-
vow-flood-system-climate-and-plane-
tary-justice

Flood the System
Rising Tide North America calls for mass actions this fall “to shut down the economic and political systems 

threatening our survival”
By Sarah Lazare

ENVIRONMENT

“We need to wash 
away the root causes 
of climate change—

capitalism, white 
supremacy, patriarchy 

and colonialism,” 
reads the group’s call-
to-action. “These sys-
tems enable the domi-
nation of people and 

Earth. They place 
gains for the elite 

before the well being 
of our communities.”
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Yesterday my song “Rockin in the Free 
World” was used in an announcement for 
a U.S. presidential candidate [Donald 
Trump] without my permission.

A picture of me with this candidate 
was also circulated in conjunction with 
this announcement but it was a photo-
graph taken during a meeting when I 
was trying to raise funds for Pono, my 
online high-resolution music service.

Music is a universal language, so I 
am glad that so many people with vary-
ing beliefs get enjoyment from my 
music, even if they don’t share my 
beliefs.

But had I been asked to allow my 
music to be used for a candidate—I 
would have said no.

I am Canadian and I don’t vote in 
the United States, but more impor-
tantly I don’t like the current political 
system in the USA and some other 
countries. Increasingly Democracy has 
been hijacked by corporate interests. 
The money needed to run for office, 
the money spent on lobbying by special 
interests, the ever increasing economic 
disparity and the well funded legisla-
tive decisions all favor corporate inter-
ests over the people’s.

The Citizens United Supreme Court 
ruling is proof of this corruption as well 
as are the proposed trade deals which 
would further compromise our rights.

These Corporations were originally 
created to serve us but if we don’t 
appropriately prioritize they will 
destroy us. Corporations don’t have 
children. They don’t have feelings or 
soul. They don’t depend on uncon-
taminated water, clean air or healthy 
food to survive. They are beholden to 
one thing—the bottom line. 

I choose to speak Truth to this 
Economic Power. When I speak out on 
corporations hurting the common 
man or the environment or other spe-
cies, I expect a well-financed disinfor-
mation campaign to be aimed my way. 

Such is the case with the reaction to 
my new album “The Monsanto Years,” 
which covers many of these issues. I 
support those bringing these issues to 
light and those who fight for their 
rights like Freedom of Choice. 

But Freedom of Choice is meaning-
less without knowledge.

That’s why it’s crucial we all get 
engaged and get informed. 

That’s why GMO labeling matters. 
Mothers need to know what they are 
feeding their children. They need free-
dom to make educated choices at the 
market. When the people have voted 
for labeling, as they have in Vermont, 
they need our support when they are 
fighting these corporate interests trying 
to reverse the laws they have voted for 
and passed in the democratic process.

I do not trust self-serving misinfor-
mation coming from corporations and 
their media trolls. I do not trust politi-
cians who are taking millions from 
those corporations either. I trust peo-
ple. So I make my music for people not 
for candidates.

Keep on Rockin in the Free World.

Link to Neil Young’s new album, “The Mon-
santo Years”:

http://www.neilyoung.com/monsanto/

—Reader Supported News, June 19, 2015

http://readersupportednews.org/
opinion2/277-75/30820-keep-on-rock-
in-in-the-free-world

Keep on Rockin in the Free World
By Neil Young

Incarceration Nation
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Three prisoners—Melvin Ray, 
James Pleasant and Robert Earl 
Council—who led work stoppages in 
Alabama prisons in January 2014 as 
part of the Free Alabama Movement 
have spent the last 18 months in soli-
tary confinement. Authorities, 
unnerved by the protests that engulfed 
three prisons in the state, as well as by 
videos and pictures of abusive condi-
tions smuggled out by the movement, 
say the men will remain in solitary 
confinement indefinitely.

The prison strike leaders are denied 
televisions and reading material. They 
spend at least three days a week, some-
times longer, without leaving their tiny 
isolation cells. They eat their meals 
seated on their steel toilets. They are 
allowed to shower only once every two 
days despite temperatures that rou-
tinely rise above 90 degrees. 

The men have become symbols of a 
growing resistance movement inside 
American prisons. The prisoners’ work 
stoppages and refusal to co-operate 
with authorities in Alabama are mod-
eled on actions that shook the Georgia 
prison system in December 2010. The 
strike leaders argue that this is the only 
mechanism left to the 2.3 million pris-
oners across America. By refusing to 
work—a tactic that would force prison 
authorities to hire compensated labor 
or to induce the prisoners to return to 
their jobs by paying a fair wage—the 
neoslavery that defines the prison sys-
tem can be broken. Prisoners are cur-
rently organizing in Arizona, 
California, Florida, Illinois, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Mississippi, Texas, 
Virginia and Washington. 

“We have to shut down the pris-
ons,” Council, known as Kinetik, one 

of the founders of the Free Alabama 
Movement, told me by phone from the 
Holman Correctional Facility in 
Escambia County, Alabama. He has 
been in prison for 21 years, serving a 
sentence of life without parole. 

“We will not work for free any-
more. All the work in prisons, from 
cleaning to cutting grass to working 
in the kitchen, is done by inmate 
labor. [Almost no prisoner] in 
Alabama is paid. Without us the 
prisons, which are slave empires, 
cannot function. Prisons, at the same 
time, charge us a variety of fees, such 
as for our identification cards or 
wrist bracelets, and [impose] numer-
ous fines, especially for possession of 
contraband. They charge us high 
phone and commissary prices. 
Prisons each year are taking larger 
and larger sums of money from the 
inmates and their families. The state 
gets from us millions of dollars in 
free labor and then imposes fees and 
fines. You have brothers that work in 
kitchens 12 to 15 hours a day and 
have done this for years and have 
never been paid.”

“We do not believe in the political 
process,” said Ray, who spoke from the 
St. Clair Correctional Facility in 
Springville, Alabama, and who is serving 
life without parole. “We are not looking 
to politicians to submit reform bills. We 
aren’t giving more money to lawyers. 
We don’t believe in the courts. We will 
rely only on protests inside and outside 
of prisons and on targeting the corpora-
tions that exploit prison labor and 
finance the school-to-prison pipeline. 
We have focused our first boycott on 
McDonald’s. McDonald’s uses prison-
ers to process beef for paddies and pack-
age bread, milk, chicken products. We 
have called for a national Stop Campaign 

against McDonald’s. We have identified 
this corporation to expose all the others. 
There are too many corporations 
exploiting prison labor to try and take 
them all on at once.”

“We are not going to call for pro-
tests outside of statehouses,” Ray went 
on. “Legislators are owned by corpora-
tions. To go up there with the achy-
breaky heart is not going to do any 
good. These politicians are in it for the 
money. If you are fighting mass incar-
ceration, the people who are incarcer-
ated are not in the statehouse. They are 
not in the parks. They are in the pris-
ons. If you are going to fight for the 
people in prison, join them at the 
prison. The kryptonite to fight the 
prison system, which is a $500 billion 
enterprise, is the work strike. And we 
need people to come to the prisons to 
let guys on the inside know they have 
outside support to shut the prison 
down. Once we take our labor back, 
prisons will again become places for 
correction and rehabilitation rather 
than centers of corporate profit.”

The three prisoners said that until 
the prison-industrial complex was dis-
mantled there would be no prison 
reform. They said books such as Stokely 
Carmichael’s, Ready for Revolution, 
and Michelle Alexander’s, The New Jim 
Crow, along with the failure of prison 
reform movements, convinced them 
that the only hope to battle back against 
a prison system that contains 25 per-
cent of the world’s prisoners was to 
organize resistance. And they find no 
solace in a Black president.

“To say that we have a Black presi-
dent does not say anything,” Ray said. 
“The politicians are the ones who 
orchestrated this system. They are 

America’s Slave Empire
Resistance movements against U.S. prisons continues to grow.

By Chris Hedges

INCARCERATION NATION
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either directly involved as business-
men—many are already millionaires or 
billionaires, or they are controlled by 
millionaires and billionaires. We are 
not blindsided by titles. We are looking 
at what is going on behind the scenes. 
We see a coordinated effort by the 
Koch brothers, ALEC [the American 
Legislative Exchange Council] and 
political action committees that see in 
prisons a business opportunity. Their 
goal is to increase earnings. And once 
you look at it like this, it does not mat-
ter if we have a Black or white presi-
dent. That is why the policies have not 
changed. The laws, such as mandatory 
minimum [sentences], were put in 
place by big business so they would 
have access to cheap labor. The anti-
terrorism laws were enacted to close the 
doors on the access to justice so people 
would be in prison longer. Big business 
finances campaigns. Big business writes 
the laws and legislation. And Obama 
takes money from these people. He is as 
vested in this system as they are.”

In Alabama prisons, as in nearly all 
such state facilities across the United 
States, prisoners do nearly every job, 
including cooking, cleaning, mainte-
nance, laundry and staffing the prison 
barbershop. In the St. Clair prison there 
is also a chemical plant, a furniture 
company and a repair shop for state 
vehicles. Other Alabama prisons run 
printing companies and recycling 
plants, stamp license plates, make metal 
bed frames, operate sand pits and tend 
fish farms. Only a few hundred of 
Alabama’s 26,200 prisoners—the sys-
tem is designed to hold only 13,130 
people—are paid to work; they get 17 
to 71 cents-an-hour. The rest are slaves. 

The men bemoaned a lack of recre-
ational and educational programs and 
basic hygiene supplies, the poor venti-
lation that sends temperatures in the 
cells and dormitories to over 100 
degrees, crumbling infrastructures, 
infestations of cockroaches and rats, 
and corrupt prison guards who rou-
tinely beat prisoners and sell contra-

band, including drugs and cell phones. 
These conditions, coupled with the 
overcrowding, are, they warned, creat-
ing a tinderbox, especially as tempera-
tures soar. There was a riot in St. Clair 
in April. There has been a rash of stab-
bings and fights in the prison. Prisoners 
have assaulted ten guards in St. Clair 
during the last four weeks. 

“The worst thing is the water,” said 
James Pleasant, a St. Clair prisoner 
who has served 13 years of a 43-year 
sentence. “It is contaminated. It causes 
kidney, renal failure and cancer. The 
food causes stomach diseases. We have 
had three to four outbreaks of food 
poisoning in the last four months.”

He said that the prolonged caging of 
prisoners and the closing of rehabilita-
tion programs, including education 
programs, guarantee recidivism, some-
thing sought by the corporations that 
profit from prisons. An estimated 80 
percent of prisoners entering the 
Alabama prison system are functional-
ly illiterate.

“Sleeping on a concrete slab is not 
going to teach you how to read or 
write,” Pleasant said. “Sleeping on a 
concrete slab will not solve mental 
health issues. But the system does not 
change. It does what it is designed to do. 
It makes sure people are driven back 
into the system to work without pay.”

“For years we were called niggers to 
indicate we had no value or worth and 
that anything could be done to us,” 
Ray said. “Then the word ‘nigger’ 
became politically incorrect. So they 
began calling us criminals. When you 
say a person is a criminal it means that 
what happens to them does not matter. 
It means he or she is a nigger. It means 
they deserve what they get.”

Prisons, the men said, have increas-
ingly placed larger and larger financial 
burdens on families, with the poorest 
families suffering the most. Prisoners, 
too, suffer as a result.

“If you don’t get money from your 
family, your poverty blocks you out 

from buying items at the commissary 
or making phone calls,” Council said. 
“You can’t communicate with your 
family. If you don’t have someone to 
send you money you can’t even buy 
stamps to write home. They [authori-
ties] are supposed to give us two free 
stamps a week, but I have never seen 
them do it in my 16 years of incarcera-
tion. We pay a $4 medical co-pay if we 
make a sick call. Every additional med-
ication we receive is $4. If you have a 
cold and you get something for sinuses, 
pain meds and something for conges-
tion, that becomes a $16 visit. And if 
you get $20 from a family member, the 
state will take $16 off the top to pay for 
the visit. You end up with $4 to spend 
at a jacked-up canteen. There are a lot 
of brothers walking around in debt.”

“It takes brutality and force to make 
a person work for free and live in the 
type of conditions we live in and not 
do anything about it,” Ray said. “The 
only way they made slavery work was 
to use force. It is no different in the 
slave empire of prisons. They use bru-
tality to hold it together. And this bru-
tality will not go away until the system 
goes away.” 

The men described numerous 
horrific beatings by guards

Pleasant said, “They stood me up 
against the wall [with my hands cuffed 
behind me]. There were about ten offi-
cers. They started swinging, punching 
and hitting me with sticks. They 
knocked my legs out from under me. 
My face hit the floor. They stomped on 
my face. They sent me to the infirmary 
to hide what they did, for 30 days. 
When I looked in the mirror I could not 
recognize my facial features. This was 
the fourth time I was beaten like this.”

I asked the three men, speaking to 
me on a conference call, what prison 
conditions said about America. They 
laughed.

“It says America is what it has always 
been, America,” said Ray. “It says if 

Continued on page 64
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May 27, 2015—Today marks five 
years since I was ordered into military 
confinement while deployed to Iraq in 
2010. I find it difficult to believe, at 
times, just how long I have been in 
prison. Throughout this time, there 
have been so many ups and downs—it 
often feels like a physical and emo-
tional roller coaster.

It all began in the first few weeks of 
2010, when I made the life-changing 
decision to release to the public a 
repository of classified (and unclassi-
fied but “sensitive”) documents that 
provided a simultaneously horrific and 
beautiful outlook on the war in Iraq 
and Afghanistan. After spending 
months preparing to deploy to 
Afghanistan in 2008, switching to Iraq 
in 2009 and actually staying in Iraq 
from 2009-10, I quickly and fully rec-
ognized the importance of these docu-
ments to the world at large.

I felt that the Iraq and Afghanistan 
“war diaries” (as they have been 
dubbed) were vital to the public’s 

understanding of the two intercon-
nected counter-insurgency conflicts 
from a real-time and on-the-ground 
perspective. In the years before these 
documents were collected, the public 
likely never had such a complete record 
of the chaotic nature of modern war-
fare. Once you come to realize that the 
co-ordinates in these records represent 
real places, that the dates are our recent 
history and that the numbers represent 
actual human lives—with all of the 
love, hope, dreams, hate, fear and 
nightmares with which we all live—
then you cannot help but be reminded 
just how important it is for us to 
understand and, hopefully, prevent 
such tragedies in the future.

A few months later, after spending 
months poring over at least a few thou-
sand classified U.S. diplomatic cables, I 
moved to also have these documents 
released to the public in the “cable-
gate” archive. After reading so many of 
these documents—detailing an exhaus-
tive list of public interest issues, from 
the conduct of the “global war on ter-
rorism” to the deliberate diplomatic 
and economic exploitation of develop-
ing countries—I felt that they, too, 
belonged in the public domain.

In 2010, I was considerably less 
mature than I am now, and the poten-
tial consequences and outcomes of my 
actions seemed vague and very surreal 
to me. I certainly expected the worst 
possible outcome, but I lacked a strong 
sense of what “the worst” would entail. 
I did expect to be demonized and tar-
geted, to have every moment of my life 
re-examined and analyzed for every 
possible personal flaw and blemish, 
and to have them used against me in 
the court of public opinion or against 
transgender people as a whole.

When the military ordered me into 
confinement, I was escorted (by two of 

the friendliest guys in my unit) to 
Kuwait, first by helicopter to Baghdad 
and finally by cargo plane. It was not 
until I arrived at the prison camp in 
Kuwait that I actually felt like I was a 
prisoner. Over the succeeding days, it 
only got worse as the public and the 
media began to seek and learn more 
about what happened to me. After liv-
ing in a communal setting for about a 
week, I was transferred to what 
amounted to a “cage” in a large tent.

After a few weeks of living in the 
cage and tent—not knowing what my 
charges were, having very limited 
access to my attorney and having abso-
lutely no idea of the media firestorm 
that was beginning to swirl in the 
world outside—I became extremely 
depressed. I was terrified that I was not 
going to be treated in the dignified way 
that I had expected. I also began to fear 
that I was forever going to be living in 
a hot, desert cage, living as and being 
treated as a male, disappearing from 
the world into a secret prison and 
never facing a public trial.

It didn’t help that a few of the Navy 
guards delivering meals would tell me 
that I was waiting for interrogation on 
a brig on a U.S. cruiser off the coast of 
the horn of Africa, or being sent to the 
prison camp of Guantánamo Bay, 
Cuba. At the very lowest point, I con-
templated castrating myself, and 
even—in what seemed a pointless and 
tragicomic exercise, given the physical 
impossibility of having nothing stable 
to hang from—contemplated suicide 
with a tattered blanket, which I tried to 
choke myself with. After getting caught, 
I was placed on suicide watch in 
Kuwait.

After being transferred back to the 
U.S., I was confined at the now-closed 
military brig at the Marine Corps base 
in Quantico, Virginia. This time was 

Five Years Behind Bars
By Chelsea E. Manning

you are poor and Black you will be 
exploited, brutalized and murdered. It 
says most of American society, espe-
cially white society, is indifferent. It 
says nothing has really changed for us 
since slavery.”

Chris Hedges, a Pulitzer Prize-
winning reporter, writes a regular col-
umn for Truthdig every Monday. 
Hedges’ most recent book is “Empire of 
Illusion: The End of Literacy and the 
Triumph of Spectacle.”

—Alternet, June 22, 2015

http://www.alternet.org/civil-liber-
t i e s / a m e r i c a s - s l a v e -
empire?akid=13236.229473.C_iEC-
&rd=1&src=newsletter1038230&t=7

Continued from page 63
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the most difficult for me overall, and 
felt like the longest. I was not allowed 
to have any items in my cell—no tooth-
brushes, soap, toilet paper, books, 
paper and on a few occasions even my 
glasses—unless I was given permission 
to use them under close supervision. 
When I was finished, I had to return 
these items. At night, I had to surren-
der my clothing and, despite recom-
mendations by several psychiatrists 
that I was not deemed suicidal), wear a 
“suicide prevention” smock—a single-
piece, padded, tear-proof garment.

Eventually, after public outcry 
regarding the conditions of my con-
finement at Quantico and the resigna-
tion of P.J. Crowley, the former press 
secretary of the Department of State, I 
was transferred to medium custody 
and the general population at an Army 
prison. It was a high point in my incar-
cerated life: after nearly a year of con-
stantly being watched by guards with 
clipboards and having my movements 
controlled by groups of three-to-six 
guards while in hand irons and chains 
and limited contact with other humans, 
I was finally able to walk around and 
have normal conversations with 
human beings again.

The government pressed forward 
with charges of “aiding the enemy”—a 
treasonable offense under the U.S. 
constitution—and various charges 
under the Espionage Act of 1917 and 
the Computer Fraud and Abuse Act. 
Over nearly two years of hearings, I 
witnessed firsthand just how much the 
government was willing to invest in my 
prosecution: the stacks of money spent; 
the gallons of fuel burned; the reams of 
paper printed; and the lengthy rolls of 
personnel, lawyers and experts.

For over 100 days, I watched the 
lawyers who prosecuted my case pres-
ent me as a “traitor” and “enemy of 
state” in court and then become friend-
ly people giving greetings and making 
chit-chat out of court. It became clear 

to me that they were basically just 
decent people doing their jobs. I am 
convinced that they did not believe the 
treason arguments they made against 
me—and was, even as they spoke them.

The verdict and sentencing at the 
end of my court-martial was difficult 
to predict. The defense team seriously 
worried about the aiding the enemy 
charge and the very wide range for a 
sentence, which was anything between 
“time served” and life without parole. 
After the judge announced my 35-year 
sentence, I had to console my attorneys 
who, after years of hard work and 
effort, looked worn out and dejected. It 
was a low-point for all of us.

After years of hiding and holding off 
because of the trial, I finally announced 
my intent to change my name and 
transition to living as a woman on 
August 22, 2013—the day following 
my sentencing—a personal high point 
for me, despite my other circumstanc-
es. However, the military initially 
declined my request to receive the 
medically-mandated treatment for my 
diagnosed gender dysphoria, which is 
to live as a woman and receive a regular 
regiment of estrogen and androgen 
blockers. Just like during my time at 
Quantico and during my court-mar-
tial, I was subjected to a laborious and 

time-consuming legal process. Finally, 
just under four months ago—but near-
ly a year-and-a-half after my initial 
request—I began my hormone treat-
ment. I am still fighting for the right to 
grow out my hair to the military’s stan-
dard for women, but being able to 
transition remains one of the highest 
points for me in my entire life.

It can be hard, sometimes, to make 
sense of all the things that have hap-
pened to me in the last five years (let 
alone my entire life). The things that 
seem consistent and clear to me are the 
support that I receive from my friends, 
my family and millions of people all over 
the world. Through every struggle that I 
have been confronted with, and have 
been subjected to—solitary confine-
ment, long legal battles and physically 
transitioning to the woman I have always 
been—I manage not only to survive, but 
to grow, learn, mature and thrive as a 
better, more confident person.

Help provide support to Chelsea in 
prison, maximize her voice in the media, 
continue public education and build a pow-
erful movement for presidential pardon.

Please donate today!

Free Chelsea Manning

—The Guardian, May 27, 2015

http://www.chelseamanning.org/fea-
tured/chelsea-writes-on-5-years-in-confine-
ment-in-new-guardian-op-ed

Write to Chelsea Manning:

Mail must be addressed exactly as follows:

CHELSEA E. MANNING     89289

1300 NORTH WAREHOUSE ROAD

FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS 66027-
2304

Or write to:

Courage to Resist

484 Lake Park Avenue #41

Oakland, CA 94610

https://co.clickandpledge.com/sp/d1/default.
aspx?wid=38591
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Every now and then, the prison sys-
tem lets the mask of respectability and 
reason slip off enough to see their real 
face, the face of the oppressor, of the 
thug in jackboots, of the truth.

Out here in California, the 
Department of Corrections and 
Rehabilitation has implemented a new 
policy of screening visitors as they 
come onto the grounds. Randomly 
selected visitors are compelled to pro-
vide a swab that is then scanned for the 
trace presence of a variety of drugs. 
Their machine tests in the parts-per-
billion range, is notoriously prone to 
false positives, and it’s well known that 
any number of everyday items—like 
currency, like gas station pumps, like 
ATM’s—are likely contaminated by 
prohibited substances. Regardless, if a 
visitor is found to be positive, they 
must leave, accept a noncontact, 
behind-the-glass visit, or if they want a 
contact visit, submit to a fully naked 
strip search.

To be clear, this means the visitor 
must remove all of their clothing 
including underwear. They must bend 
over and expose their rectum to visual 
examination. Women must then squat 
over a mirror placed on the ground 
between their legs to expose their geni-
talia. It is a grotesque, degrading, and 
traumatizing experience. It is funda-
mentally dehumanizing. When per-
formed on captured populations in 
war zones, it is considered by many 
experts to be a war crime.

In the past few weeks, a 77-year-old 
woman who could not speak English 
and who was denied a translator, sub-
mitted to a strip search because she was 
led to believe she would never see her 
son again if she declined. Although this 
poor woman recently had knee replace-
ment surgery, she was ordered to squat 
naked, repeatedly, over a mirror obvi-

ously in pain. In another instance, a 
young woman declined and was sent 
home. The next weekend, desperate to 
hold her husband, she was advised that 
the punishment would now be doubled 
to two strip searches. Another woman, 
in the space of one hour, tested positive 
four times for four different things.

The system claims all of this abuse is 
needed to stop the flow of drugs into 
the prisons. But only visitors have to 
submit to a strip search. All others 
entering are only subject to an airport 
type pat-down search. In other words, 
only our visitors are forced to be vio-
lated in order to give us a hug. This 
is fundamentally wrong, unfair, and 
outrageous by any ethical measure.

Of course the deeper truth is prison 
administrators would like to do away 
with contact visiting all together. 
They’ve always seen it as an irritant, at 
least. Our families and friends are usu-
ally the only people willing to speak up 
on our behalf.

Taking away contact visiting is just 
another way to drive our loved ones 
away from us and away from this ugly 
reality.

As to the drug problem that, for 
some inexplicable reason, calls for our 
visitors, and only our visitors, to be 
abused, it’s only inside the prisons that 
the discredited notion of a war on 
drugs continues unchecked. Someone 
needs to clue the prison system into the 
new reality—the war is over, drugs 
won, and the punitive approach has 
been discarded in favor of treatment. 
(Something they still don’t do!)

I learned a long time ago that the 
only thing the prison system responds 
to is public pressure. They have to be 
reminded that the prisons are public 
entities, and the public has a say in how 
they’re run.

Stop Strip Searching My Mom!
By Kenneth Hartmanphone from military prison at Fort 

Leavenworth, Kansas to an employee 
of the public relations firm Fitzgibbon 
Media, according to a handwritten let-
ter from Manning. That firm has been 
paid by the Chelsea Manning Support 
Network to promote Manning’s cause.

“Since Chelsea’s initial tweets, we’ve 
raised about $40,000,” said Keith, who 
estimates that about $8,000 came as a 
direct result of those posts on the 
140-character social network. That still 
leaves the fund’s debt to the legal team 
at more than $50,000—and with 
Hollander charging $400 an hour (not 
unusual for a top-tier defense attorney, 
according to lawyers I asked to review 
the invoice), the legal debt grows by 
about $10,000 a month.

“Legal expenses are very high cur-
rently, as the new legal team is tasked 
with reviewing the entire record of the 
trial, the most voluminous in the his-
tory of American military law,” said 
Keith. “Now is the time of heavy lifting. 
The arguments formulated now will be 
the arguments that carry Chelsea 
through until the end of this process.”

Where does that process end, though? 
Manning’s lawyers expect to have a 
hearing before the U.S. Army Criminal 
Court of Appeals sometime this year. If 
that appeal goes nowhere, though, the 
case could go to the civilian system—
and from there to the Supreme Court.

Donations to support Manning’s 
defense can be made to the Chelsea 
Manning Defense Fund. One can also 
donate to a legal trust, 100 percent of the 
contributions to which are used to cover 
legal expenses, by making a check out to 
“IOLTA/Manning” and sending it to: 
Courage to Resist, 484 Lake Park Ave. 
#41, Oakland, CA 94610.

—Common Dreams, May 21, 2015

http://www.commondreams.org/
views/2015/05/21/gambit-free-chelsea-
manning

Continued from Inside Back Cover
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So, if you think strip searching old 
ladies trying to see their sons is unrea-
sonable, if you think scapegoating visi-
tors is unfair, I urge you to sign our 
online petition to Governor Brown.

Go to Change.org to “Stop Strip 
Searching My Mom!” and sign on. And 
please urge all of your friends and fam-
ily to do the same thing. Change.org1. 
“Stop Strip Searching My Mom!”

Thanks for your help!

Kenneth E. Hartman is the Executive 
Director of The Other Death Penalty 
Project.

Write to Kenneth:

Kenneth E. Hartman, C-19449 

CSP-LAC/A2-217

P.O. Box 4430

Lancaster, CA 93539-4430

1  https://www.change.org/p/california-

governor-stop-strip-searching-my-mom?source_

location=update_footer&algorithm=promoted

June 15, 2015—The Israeli cabinet 
over the weekend passed a controversial 
bill that approves the force-feeding of 
hunger striking prisoners—an act that 
is widely considered torture, including 
by the Israeli Medical Association.

The move means that the bill can now 
be sent to Israel’s parliament, the Knesset, 
for its second and third readings.

However, Dr. Leonid Eidelman, 
who leads the Israeli Medical 
Association reportedly told Haaretz, 
“If the law passes, we’ll call on doctors 
to ignore it.”

Force-feeding, which has been com-
pared to water-boarding, involves the 
painful insertion of tubes and pumping 
of food and can cause stomach damage 
and asphyxiation. The U.S. military’s 
routine force-feeding of peaceful pro-
testers at Guantánamo Bay was con-
demned by the United Nations human 
rights office as torture and a violation 
of international law.

Yet, Israeli officials have openly ref-
erenced the U.S. practice to justify the 
bill. When advocating for the legisla-
tion last year, Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu directly cited the U.S. poli-
cies at Guantánamo Bay.

Physicians for Human Rights 
declared that the Israeli bill, if passed, 
would “legalize torture and gross viola-
tions of medical ethics and interna-
tional conventions.”

“Instead of force-feeding prisoners 
who are humiliated and whose lives are 
in danger, Israel should deal with the 
demands of the hunger strikers—
through the ending of administrative 
detentions,” the advocacy organization 
added. Administrative detention refers 
to the widespread Israeli practice of 
incarcerating Palestinians without 
charge or trial on secret evidence.

Hunger strikes are a common tactic 
of Palestinian resistance against wide-
spread detentions, which stem from 
Israeli policies of occupation and 
apartheid.

According to the Palestinian human 
rights organization Addameer, in April 
2015 there were 5,800 political prison-
ers in Israeli jails, including 414 people 
in administrative detention.

Many of those incarcerated are chil-
dren. Defense for Children Palestine 
reports, “Since 2000, at least 8,000 
Palestinian children have been arrested 
and prosecuted in an Israeli military 
detention system notorious for the 
systematic ill-treatment and torture of 
Palestinian children.”

Coordinated hunger strikes among 
those incarcerated continue to the 
present. Palestinian news agency 
Ma’an reports that the latest wave of 
strikes began in April with hundreds 
joining in since then.

—Common Dreams, June 15, 2015

http://www.commondreams.org/
news/2015/06/15/inspired-us-israel-
moves-toward-legalizing-torture-pales-
tinian-prisoners

Israel to Legalize Torture of Palestinians
Inspired by U.S., Israel moves toward legalizing torture of Palestinian 

prisoners in a bill that would allow force-feeding of hunger strikers
By Sarah Lazare
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Julian Assange, founder and editor 
of WikiLeaks, has now been a refugee in 
the Ecuadorian embassy in London for 
three years. The key issue in his extraor-
dinary incarceration is justice. He has 
been charged with no crime. The first 
Swedish prosecutor dismissed the mis-
conduct allegations regarding two 
women in Stockholm in 2010. The sec-
ond Swedish prosecutor’s actions were 
and are demonstrably political. Until 
recently, she refused to come to London 
to interview Assange. Finally, when the 
British government almost pleaded 
with her to come, she agreed. She has 
now cancelled her trip. It is a farce, but 
one with grim consequences for 
Assange should he dare step outside the 
Ecuadorean embassy.

The U.S. criminal investigation 
against him and WikiLeaks—for the 
“crime” of exercising a right enshrined 
in the U.S. constitution, to tell unpalat-
able truths—is “unprecedented in scale 
and nature,” according to U.S. docu-

ments. For this, he faces much of a 
lifetime in the hellhole of a U.S. super-
max should he leave the protection of 
Ecuador in London.

The Swedish allegations are no more 
than a sideshow to this—the SMS [Free 
Text Messaging Sweden] messages 
between the women involved, read by 
lawyers, alone would exonerate him. 
They refer to the accusations as “made 
up” by the police. In the police report one 

of the women says she was “railroaded” 
by the Swedish police. What a disgrace 
this is for Sweden’s justice system.

Julian Assange is a refugee under 
international law and he should be 
given right of passage by the British 
government out of the UK, to Ecuador. 
The nonsense about him “jumping 
bail” is just that—nonsense. If his 
extradition case went through the 
British courts today, the European 
Arrest Warrant would be thrown out 
and he would be a free man.

So what is the British government 
trying to prove by its absurd police 
cordon around an embassy whose ref-
uge Assange has no intention of giving 
up? Why don’t they let him go? Why is 
a man charged with no crime having to 
spend three years in one room, without 
light, in the heart of London? The 
Assange case amplifies many truths, 
and one is the accelerating, global 
totalitarianism of Washington, regard-
less of who is elected president.

I am often asked if I think Assange 
has been “forgotten.” It is my experi-
ence that countless ordinary people all 
over the world, especially in Australia, 
his homeland, understand perfectly 
well the injustice being meted out to 
Julian Assange.  They credit him and 
WikiLeaks with having performed an 
epic public service by informing mil-
lions about what the powerful plan for 
them behind their backs, the lies gov-
ernments and their vested interests tell, 
the violence they initiate. Power that is 
corrupt loathes this, because it is true 
democracy in action.

—Counterpunch, Weekend Edition, 
June 19-21, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2015/06/19/after-three-years-the-
injustice-inflicted-on-julian-assange-
must-end/

Washington’s Accelerating Global Totalitarianism
After three years, the injustice inflicted on Julian Assange must end.

By John Pilger 

The Assange case 
amplifies many 

truths, and one is 
the accelerating, 

global totalitarian-
ism of Washington, 
regardless of who is 

elected president.
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Mumia Abu-Jamal’s fight today for 
his physical health exposes the perva-
sive inhumanity of U.S. mass incarcer-
ation’s very nature. It is a lethal system.

Abu-Jamal is currently incarcerated 
in a Frackville, Pennsylvania state pris-
on, serving a Life Without Possibility 
of Parole sentence (LWOPP) that 
began after nearly 30 years on death 
row for a death sentence that courts 
ruled unconstitutional in 2011.

But Abu-Jamal’s imprisoned body 
is now confined in another way. He is 
encased from head-to-toe by a skin 
disease that has remained undiagnosed 
since January. Dr. Johanna Fernandez, 
Fulbright Scholar and historian at 
Baruch College/CUNY, who has visited 
Abu-Jamal regularly for over a decade 
saw him this past Saturday, June 13, 
and her report includes these descrip-
tive phrases:

•	 A leather patch now covers Abu-
Jamal’s whole body

•	 He is told his hemoglobin levels 
have been going down

•	 His skin . . . is “really, really dark 
and leathery” from head to toe

•	 His face seemed a bit swollen 
and darker that I’ve ever seen it

•	 Two finger tips have visibly 
cracked lesions that look painful

•	 He still has open lesions on his legs

•	 His feet and toes were very swollen

•	 Prison infirmary doctors tell 
Abu-Jamal, “when the body is 
healing itself it releases fluid”

•	 Nurses and specialists at the 
nearby Geisinger Medical Cen-
ter, where Abu-Jamal received 
professional and humane treat-
ment for a brief time in May, 
report they “have never seen a 
case like this before”

Abu-Jamal’s tightening and painful 
leather encasement of his body is a 
kind of prison within the prison for 
him. Indeed, for nearly all the con-
fined, especially for the sick and elder-
ly, the chronic systems of medical mis-
treatment in U.S. prisons forge another 
imprisoning sphere, one of sickness, 
desperation and dying.

Moreover, stunningly, no diagnosis 
for this condition has been given to 
Abu-Jamal, his family or attorneys. For 
six long months, the prison has proven 
incapable of diagnosing this serious 
attack on Abu-Jamal’s health. Along 
with the skin disease, he developed 
diabetes triggered by prison doctors’ 
experimental application of steroidal 
cream. Despite documented, elevated 
levels of blood sugar in the prison 
infirmary, doctors there did nothing to 
address the fatally high blood sugar 
spikes until he collapsed and went into 
diabetic shock. His blood sugar regis-
tered at 779, accompanied also by 
a catastrophically high sodium level.

Not surprisingly, though, the prison 
has been relentless in keeping Abu-
Jamal’s weakened body in custody. 
Only national and international advo-
cacy successfully forced his transport 
from his guarded prison infirmary to 
outside medical centers. Even then, he 
was kept hidden from family, friends 
and lawyers. He was monitored 24/7 by 
six prison guards while at the hospital, 
where he also was kept shackled to his 
bed, even during medical testing.

In short, prisons prioritize security 
procedures over medical care. They 
know no other way.

This is mass incarceration’s war on 
life and health. University of California 
law professor Jonathan Simon writes in 
his 2014 book, Mass Incarceration on 
Trial,

“…the very things that define 
mass incarceration as a distinctive 
mode of punishment—its scale, its 
categorical nature, and its prioritiza-
tion of custody over reform or reha-
bilitation—all predict that intensi-
fied health crises will be an inherent 
problem.”

Simon’s words are about California, 
a state where even the courts now have 
found persistently incompetent medi-
cal care to be a form of torture and a 
violation of the Eighth Amendment 
against “cruel and unusual punish-
ment.” Simon emphasizes that in 
California “litigation had begun for the 
first time to define mass incarceration 
as the source of unconstitutional con-
ditions….”

Any who may have desired Abu-
Jamal silenced and dead—and 
Pennsylvania officials have made no 
secret about the strength of this 
desire—have only to wait upon the 
prison system to do its work. Mass 
incarceration kills. This is not death by 
old age. Mass incarceration makes one 
“elderly,” unduly vulnerable to disease 
and debilitation. It is the manufacture 
of premature high-risk aging. Analysts 
argue that by age 55 one should be cat-
egorized as “elderly” in prison—many 
lower that age to 50 for all who are 
incarcerated more than ten years. The 
ACLU’s in-depth analysis “The Mass 
Incarceration of the Elderly” calculates 
that by 2030 the number of those 55 
and over in U.S. prisons will skyrocket 
to over 400,000, this being a 4,400 per-
cent increase in elderly prisoners since 
1981 when mass incarceration rates 
began to rise exponentially.

This chronically lethal system, 
though, also includes prison guards 
who assume their own right to torture 
and kill prisoners. They have been 
known to intentionally handle patients 

A Chronically Lethal System
Mumia’s skin disease and mass incarceration as lethal threat

By Mark Lewis Taylor
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roughly. Bureau of Justice statistics 
report that prison guards and staff are 
responsible for as much as half of sex-
ual assaults in prison. Court-mandated 
studies document “systematic hostility 
of correctional officers to medical 
treatment for prisoners and to those 
who provide it.” Prisons themselves are 
lethal cultures, simmering with a ten-
sion that Columbia University Law 
Professor Robert Ferguson describes in 
his book, Inferno, as always prone to 
violence, a violence that guards come 
to desire. Prison personnel can kill for 
various reasons, as in Florida of 2014 
where there occurred murders of 346 
prisoners by law enforcement and pris-
on guard personnel.

The New York Times ended a 2014 
editorial, “The American experiment 
in mass incarceration has been a moral, 
legal, social, and economic disaster. It 
cannot end soon enough.”

But no one has written about pre-
cisely these matters for so long and as 
directly, eloquently and for so diverse a 
set of audiences as has Abu-Jamal him-
self. Across eight books—a new 
one being published just this year1—
and thousands of essays in venues as 
diverse as Street News, Forbes, and 
the Yale Law Journal, Abu-Jamal has 
opened the public’s eyes to the multi-
ple ways of the U.S. killing state.

It is Abu-Jamal’s powers of pen and 
voice for exposing the state’s ways of 

death and torture, and for a mass read-
ership among the poor and voiceless, 
that has driven U.S. officials to seek his 
death for decades—first by execution, 
and then, failing that, now by the pris-
on system’s own chronic modes of 
lethal assault. Abu-Jamal is an effective 
catalyst for change because he is 
marked as a “public enemy number 
one” figure by the U.S. killing state 
while remaining a catalyst for a wide-
array of social movements against the 
state’s structural violence.

The people for whom Abu-Jamal 
writes have kept him alive. Winning 
his release now would be a public event 
of value to any justice-loving people. 
Abu-Jamal will need well deserved rest 
and restoration. But with his release 
must come also a coalition of social 
movement work to end mass incarcer-
ation. This means ending its torture of 
hundreds-of-thousands of elderly in its 
clutches. It means ending the ware-
housing of the mentally ill, more of 
whom are in jails and prisons than 
reside in state psychiatric care facilities. 
It requires terminating the brutal cul-
ture of death that mass incarceration 
institutionalizes. In short, it is time to 
dismantle the U.S. killing state that 
uses its prison system to control and 
terrorize anyone whose revolutionary 
work means building truly alternative 
institutions that can safeguard a com-
prehensive freedom, especially for the 

long colonized, exploited Black and 
Brown communities and for the grow-
ing numbers of the poor today.

This all can begin with the release of 
Mumia Abu-Jamal today.

Mark Lewis Taylor is Maxwell Upson 
Professor of Theology and Culture, 
Princeton Theological Seminary and a 
core member of the Educators for Mumia 
Abu-Jamal team.

—Counterpunch, Weekend Edition, 
June 19-21, 2015

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2015/06/19/mumias-skin-disease-
and-mass-incarceration-as-lethal-threat/

1  Mumia Abu-Jamal

  Writing on the Wall

  Selected prison writings of Mumia Abu-Jamal

  (City Lights, 2015)

been living in hell for the last nineteen 
years and counting. I ask society as a 
whole to get involved in my struggle 
for justice. I’m one of many suffering 
actually innocent prisoners.

With the help of Michael Wiseman, 
Esq., The Jeffrey Deskovic Foundation for 
Justice, The Campaign to Free Lorenzo 
Johnson, and others, Lorenzo Johnson is 
continuing to fight for his freedom. 

—Huffington Post, May 11, 2015

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/
lorenzo-johnson/from-the-ring-to-the-
courthouse_b_7258860.html

Write to: 

            Lorenzo Johnson DF 1036

            SCI Mahanoy

            301 Morea Road

            Frackville, PA 17932

            LorenzoJohnson17932@gmail.com

            www.FreeLorenzoJohnson.org

Sign his petition and learn more at:

http://www.freelorenzojohnson.org/sign-the-
petition.html

Contribute to Lorenzo Johnson’s campaign for 
freedom through JPAY.com code:  
Lorenzo Johnson DF 1036 PA DOC

Continued from Inside Front Cover
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It seems almost unbelievable.

Once more, a Bush or a Clinton 
aspires to the highest political office in 
the land: President of the United States.

It is a measure of the decadence of 
American politics, what with its privi-
leged place for the wealthy, that one or 
two families of former presidents can 
be so close to returning to the White 
House, based more on sheer name rec-
ognition than true merit.

Of some 320-plus million 
Americans, are these the only families 
able to field seemingly serious candi-
dates?

To be sure, these are families of 
extraordinary wealth. millionaires, to 
say the least.

Where the law (ala Citizens United) 
has defined money as speech, and 
opened the door for the sale of politi-
cians to the highest bidder, it is a small 
step for a wealthy politician to cut out 
the middle man and buy power for 
him (or her) self.

Why should this surprise us in a 
nation where the Senate is overwhelm-
ingly a millionaire’s club?

America, which boasts incessantly 
of the freedoms of average Americans, 
is in fact for sale to those who can 
afford offices of prestige and power.

For average Americans, this is little 
more than a mirage.

We dwell, all of us, in a post-NAF-
TA, post-manufacturing world.

Most Americans try to get by on 
dreadful service economy wages. 
Fighting to survive economically, they 
can barely dream of political office.

That’s for the American Dynasties, the 
rich and the super-rich, to buy as new, 
glittering baubles for the family tree.

—PrisonRadio.org, June 14, 2015

Write to Mumia at:

Mumia Abu-Jamal AM-8335

SCI-Mahanoy

301 Morea Road

Frackville, PA 17932

Charleston
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

A young white man, barely at the age 
of his majority, walks into Charleston’s 
most storied Black church and, before 
he leaves, a new history is written.

Attending the Wednesday, June 17, 
2015, night Bible study, he sits for 
nearly an hour, but his mind isn’t on 
the life of Jesus nor his disciples. It’s on 
murder, mass murder. When the door 
shuts behind him, nine Black souls, 
elders mostly, had been slain, Bibles in 
hand.

The man, or boy more than man 
really, hadn’t come to learn about reli-
gion, for he had a belief, white suprem-
acy, or the profound hatred of Black 
people.

White supremacy is the mother’s 
milk of Charleston, of South Carolina, 
of the South, of America. For surely as 
slavery funded and built America, the 
underlying principle was the devalua-
tion, exploitation, and oppression of 
Black life. It’s the only thing that makes 
the church massacre in Charleston 
even remotely intelligible.

Nine Black people were sacrificed to 
the blind idol of white supremacy for 
the same reason that thousands of 
Black men and women were lynched 
on American elms and pines, as sacri-
fices to an idea, to perpetuate a system 
of economic injustice.

Dylann Roof, the 21-year-old 
accused of this massacre, had no friends 
to speak of, no place to stay other than 
an associate’s couch, no job, and a 
tenuous relationship with his parents. 
Isolated, alienated, alone in the world, 
his sole remaining possession was his 
whiteness, the only thing that gave his 
existence meaning. That was the ener-
gy that fueled the massacre in 
Charleston, South Carolina.

It now sits like an incubus in the 
American soul, seething hatred and 
fear, waiting for more Black lives to 
consume.

—PrisonRadio.org, June 22, 2015

Dynasty: The Politics of Spectacle
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

Mumia Abu-Jamal

White supremacy is 
the mother’s milk of 
Charleston, of South 

Carolina, of the 
South, of America.
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Chelsea Manning was an all-Ameri-
can patriot when she joined the U.S. 
military in 2007 at the height of the 
surge in Iraq.

But when she saw what her country 
was actually doing abroad—handing 
over thousands of Iraqi Sunnis to be 
tortured by state-sponsored Shiite 
death squads, for instance—she decid-
ed she couldn’t be a part of it. Nor 
could she just do nothing as injustices 
were committed in her and every 
American’s name.

So, using the access available to her 
as an Army intelligence analyst, she 
downloaded gigabytes of classified evi-
dence that war crimes were being com-
mitted onto CDs “labeled with some-
thing like ‘Lady Gaga,’” as she told a 
federal informant.

In 2013, a military court sentenced 
Manning to 35 years behind bars for 
leaking that evidence, including thou-
sands upon thousands of diplomatic 
cables, to the whistle-blowing website 
WikiLeaks. The guilty verdict came 
after Manning was subjected to 11 
months of what the UN special rappor-
teur on torture called “cruel and inhu-
man” solitary confinement.

If she serves her full sentence, 
Manning, now 27-years-old, will be 
60-years-old when released, though 
she will reportedly become eligible for 
parole in 2020. But supporters want 
her out now—and believe that the way 
she was treated before she went to trial 
could be the key.

“We have to appeal this on Chelsea’s 
behalf,” said criminal defense attorney 
Nancy Hollander, one of a team of law-
yers looking to do just that. Hollander 
was speaking as part of a recent panel 
discussion on the Obama administra-
tion’s war on leaks. This war, like others 

declared on nouns, has tended to hurt the 
least deserving: in this case, conscience-
driven whistleblowers like Manning, but 
not any of those chatty “senior adminis-
tration officials” who casually leak inside 
information to the press.

Such is the difference between 
releasing classified information that 
informs the public but bothers the 
national security state, as Manning did, 
and leaking what often proves to be 
disinformation that flatters those in 
power, as their lackeys do.

Let’s remember what landed 
Manning in prison: releasing a video of 
an incident in which U.S. soldiers killed 
more than a dozen unarmed civilians 
in Iraq, including two journalists work-
ing for Reuters. At the time of the inci-
dent, a military spokesman said that 
the soldiers, who fired at a dad driving 
a minivan with his kids inside, “were 
clearly engaged in combat operations 
against a hostile force.” Manning 
proved otherwise.

Manning also revealed that Yemen’s 
former dictator, Ali Abdullah Saleh, 
was colluding with the Obama admin-
istration to cover up an undeclared 
U.S. war against al-Qaeda in the 
Arabian Peninsula (of which any “mil-
itary-age male” killed in a drone strike 
is considered to have been a member). 
That war has killed hundreds of civil-
ians—with one U.S. air strike alone 
wiping out 41 innocent Yemenis, 
including 21 children, according to 
Amnesty International.

That difference—leaking things not 
to portray one’s self in a better light, 
but to soothe a conscience inflamed by 
injustice—is part of the appeal that 
Hollander is drafting with fellow attor-
ney Vincent Ward. During her first 
trial, “Chelsea wasn’t even allowed to 

put on the defense of why she felt it 
important for the public to know about 
these human rights abuses,” said 
Hollander at the discussion hosted by 
Hastings College of Law in San 
Francisco. “We have to appeal this for 
all of our sake…And we really have to 
stop this because it is illegal for the 
government of the United States to 
classify info that embarrasses the gov-
ernment.”

But justice is expensive. In 2014 
alone, the Chelsea Manning Defense 
Fund spent $149,000 out of a total of 
$247,000 in donations on Manning’s 
legal team. As of March 31, 2015, that 
team was owed close to $100,000.

Melissa Keith works for the Chelsea 
Manning Support Network, a project 
of Courage to Resist, a group that sup-
ports conscientious objectors. She told 
me that the $100,000 not spent on legal 
fees in 2014 went toward defending 
Manning in public. Another $74,000 
went to the salaries of staff who worked 
on “public education and awareness,” 
said Keith, which involved placing ads 
and Manning’s own writing in newspa-
pers, as well as organizing and promot-
ing events to draw attention to her 
case. The network also says that the 
fund helps pay the travel costs of those 
visiting Manning, “especially her 
mother and relatives living in Wales,” 
and for her college education.

Though owed tens-of-thousands-
of-dollars, Manning’s lawyers have not 
stopped working (the fund paid 
$10,000 toward its bill in March after 
receiving $10,636 in donations, or 
$9,412 after bank fees). The shortfall 
has led Manning herself to appeal for 
funds on her new Twitter account. Her 
posts are currently dictated over the 
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