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Media spokespeople and politicians 
in both parties are working overtime to 
paint imaginary connections between 
the broad movement supported by mil-
lions of Americans to strip police of 
their traditional immunity and impu-
nity for violent acts committed against 
civilians on the one hand, and the 
deranged, disconnected shooters of 
police in Texas and Louisiana.

The real links they studiously ignore 
are that the Dallas and Baton Rouge 
shooters were both veterans of the 
unjust and murderous U.S. military 
occupations of Afghanistan and/or 
Iraq, as are many of the police who 
commit violent acts against their fellow 
Americans after they return home. 
While the percentage of cops with 
military backgrounds is unclear due to 
the existence of special laws protecting 
police personnel, disciplinary and 
other records from prosecutorial and 
public scrutiny, the percentage of mili-
tary veterans among police around the 
country is probably higher than any 
other line of work excepting civilian 
employees of the Pentagon, intelligence 
services and their contractors.

The U.S. military is widely known to 
aggressively discourage soldiers, sailors, 
airmen and marines from admitting to 
or seeking help for psychological disor-
ders and injuries. The world our mili-
tary members live in is a brutal and 
twisted place where two out of five 
women are sexually assaulted. It’s a 
world where reporting, not committing 
such an assault is a career-ender, a world 
where seeking help for psychological 
problems can impair your security 
clearance and job prospects years later 
in civilian life because military medical 
and psychological records, unlike those 
of civilians are not confidential.

Indications are that the Baton Rouge 
and Dallas shooters both had prob-
lems, which are likely results of their 
military experience. By the same token, 
it’s not implausible to imagine that 
many violent and abusive former mili-
tary members were in need of psycho-
logical help even before they became 
law enforcement officers.

For too long Americans have hid-
den from the facts and the consequenc-

es of America’s brutal overseas wars, 
even while making motion picture 
heroes of white snipers like Chris Kyle 
who famously claimed to have been 
paid to shoot 30 so-called “looters” in 
New Orleans during the Katrina disas-
ter. In Chicago, the famous police tor-
turer John Burge first learned his trade 
in the Vietnam War’s Phoenix pro-
gram. A generation later Burge’s suc-
cessors in the Chicago Police 
Department were directly linked to the 
mistreatment of prisoners at 
Guantanamo. Rank and file U.S. tor-
turers at Abu Ghraib were Pennsylvania 
prison guards in civilian life.

While malicious authoritarians from 
Hillary Clinton and Wolf Blitzer to Bill 
O’Reilly and Rudi Giuliani want to sell 
us their fantasies connecting Black 
Lives Matter movement and shootings 
of police, they ignore the all too real 
blowback on American streets from our 
nation’s permanent war footing.

It’s not fantasy but fact that U.S. spe-
cial ops troops are currently active in 
dozens of countries across Africa and 
Asia, and in Ukraine on the borders of 
Russia, doing bloody brutal and 
unspeakable things the American peo-
ple don’t endorse and didn’t vote for. 
Their crimes go unacknowledged and 
unpunished and their psychological 
injuries untreated. Our military, sta-
tioned at the frontiers of U.S. empire in 
more than a hundred countries around 
the world are incubating the next waves 
of brutal and abusive police, along with 
their disconnected and deranged shoot-
ers, all practicing what they never 
should have been taught, bringing home 
to us another cost of global empire.

—Black Agenda Report, July 20, 2016

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
imperial-blowback01

U.S. Military Blowback 
Does the U.S. military incubate brutal, abusive cops along with their deranged, disconnected shooters?

By Bruce A. Dixon
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Yet again the pharmaceutical indus-
try is proving that under capitalism, 
corporate profits come first, and the 
sick and poor will just have to pay up 
or die. 

In an August 26, 2016 New York 
Times article by Katie Thomas, titled 
“Painted as EpiPen Villain, Mylan’s 
Chief Says She’s No Such Thing,”

“America has a new pharmaceutical 
villain. Her name is Heather Bresch.

“As the chief executive of Mylan, 
the owner of the severe allergy treat-
ment EpiPen, Ms. Bresch is at the 
center of the latest public outrage over 
high drug prices, excoriated for over-
seeing a fourfold price increase on 
EpiPen while taking a huge pay raise. 
… her name is being mentioned 
alongside Martin Shkreli, the so-called 
Pharma Bro who ignited anger last fall 

over raising the price of the drug 
Daraprim, and J. Michael Pearson, the 
onetime McKinsey consultant who 
took over Valeant Pharmaceuticals 
International and sharply raised prices 
on lifesaving drugs.”

Bresch, the daughter of Joe Manchin, 
a Democratic senator from West Virginia 
and former governor, raised the price of 
the EpiPen that delivers life-saving 
Epinephrine to patients with severe 
allergies “to about $600.00 for a pack of 
two EpiPens, from about $100.00…. 
Still, she was unapologetic that Mylan’s 
actions were driven by profit. ‘I am run-
ning a business. I am a for-profit busi-
ness. I am not hiding from that.’”

And according to the same article,
“The company also angered 

shareholders when it switched its 

headquarters to the Netherlands…. 
The move to the Netherlands in 
2014, called an inversion, also 
reduced the company’s tax rate. 
Mylan is one of a string of pharma-
ceutical companies that have done 
inversions in recent years…. Ms. 
Bresch’s rising salary has also fueled 
anger over the EpiPen price increase. 
Since 2007, when EpiPen was 
acquired and she was the company’s 
chief operating officer, she earned 
about $2.5 million in total compen-
sation. In 2015, her compensation 
was nearly $19 million.”

We also have to keep in mind that, 
according to a WTVM.COM, ABC9 
article by Emilie Arroyo, dated August 
24, 2016 titled, “EpiPen priced more 
than $600, while experts argue its 
medicinal value at $1,” 

“‘It’s nothing in the world but 
Epinephrine which is just cheap as 
dirt,’ said Terry Hurley, Dinglewood 
owner and pharmacist.  Experts say 
EpiPens hold about $1  worth of 
Epinephrine, yet are now costing 
hundreds-of-dollars each. On top of 
that, pharmacists at Dinglewood 
and Columbus allergists say the 
device only lasts between six months 
and a year, then must be replaced.

“‘A lot of people don’t have insur-
ance that have to have these. People 
who have children with peanut aller-
gies are having to make decisions 
now whether to buy this or make a 
house payment,’ said Hurley.”

According to an earlier New York 
Times article by Katie Thomas dated 
August 24, 2016 titled, “The Complex 
Math Behind Drug Prices,” 

“Many people are covered by 
health plans with large deductibles 
that require them to pay the full 
price of their drugs until they hit 
their limit, which can be thousands-
of-dollars a year. And more plans are 
requiring patients who need expen-
sive specialty drugs to contribute a 

Big Pharma vs. The Sick and Poor
By Bonnie Weinstein
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percentage of the list price. Drug 
companies often help cover patients’ 
out-of-pocket costs through assis-
tance programs, but not always.

“So patients who are the sickest 
and require the most expensive 
drugs are the most vulnerable to 
soaring drug prices.

“‘It’s sort of embedded in the 
healthcare system that the price is 
never the price, unless you’re a cash-
paying customer,’…. ‘And in that 
case, we soak the poor.’”

The capitalists just collect the 
profits

This atrocity of gouging the poor for 
life-saving necessities exposes the very 
core of capitalism—a system where 
profits for the tiny few come before 
human needs. 

None of the expenses of production 
comes out of corporate profits. All 
expenses are, in fact, paid for by the 
labor of the workers who produce the 
products; and who are also the con-
sumers of these products.  

None of the costs and expenses of 
business comes out of the pockets of 
the commanders of capital. To them, 
everything in the world is free—even 
the costs of war; the police; the schools; 
the prisons; the roads; trains, planes 
and automobiles and their taxes. 

These are all expenses paid for by the 
labor of the working class and the taxes 
we are forced to pay out of our earnings. 

Workers are paid only a tiny pro-
portion—as little as the boss can get 
away with—of the actual wealth we 
produce through our labor. It’s factored 
in with all the other “expenses” on the 
production line. The prices are deter-
mined not only by compensating for 
these expenses, but also by calculating 
the desired profits the capitalists want 
and expect to see from the sale of these 
products—so they raise the price of the 
drugs as high as possible and lower the 
wages as much as possible to insure 
their profits. 

Under capitalism wages are kept 
down

That’s the purpose of the “austerity 
plans” that are being forced upon work-
ers all over the world. And that is the 
purpose of all the anti-labor laws that 
are being put into action everywhere 
we see workers fighting back—includ-
ing war and police murder.

That’s why working class solidarity 
is the archenemy of capitalism. 

That’s why there are laws like The 
Labor Management Relations Act of 
1947, also known as the Taft Hartley Act, 
which basically makes workers’ solidari-
ty illegal. The Taft Hartley Act prohibits,

“…jurisdictional strikes, wildcat 
strikes, solidarity or political strikes, 
secondary boycotts, secondary and 
mass picketing, closed shops…. It 
also requires union officers to sign 
non-communist affidavits with the 
government. Union shops are heav-
ily restricted, and states are allowed 
to pass right-to-work laws that out-
law closed union shops. Furthermore, 
the executive branch of the federal 
government can obtain legal strike-
breaking injunctions if an impend-
ing or current strike imperils the 
national health or safety.”1

These laws are in place because the 
capitalist class knows that ultimately, a 
united working class is far more pow-
erful than they are. 

We don’t need the capitalists to be able 
to produce the things we need and want.

We could all have free housing, edu-
cation, healthcare, food, clothing, and 
entertainment—anything we can imag-
ine—under a socialist society. 

Socialism is a system that puts the 
needs, wants and passions of people, 
and the health of the planet, and all the 
life on it, first.

By uniting together we can finally 
end the barbaric, profit-driven system 
of capitalism—the last vestige of slav-
ery—that is plundering and destroying 
the planet. 

Through socialism—acting and 
working together democratically for 
the good of all—we have the power to 
change the world and create endless 
possibilities.

1  Labor Management Relations Act of 1947
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Labor_Manage-

ment_Relations_Act_of_1947
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The purpose of this essay is to show 
that as capitalism has evolved from the 
early stages of small-scale manufacturing 
to the current stage of the dominance of 
finance capital, its arena of expropriation 
has, accordingly, expanded from the early 
colonial/imperial conquests abroad to 
today’s universal dispossession world-
wide, both at home and abroad. 
Specifically, it aims to expose the class 
nature of imperialism independent of 
nationality and/or geography, and to 
indicate how this profit-driven character-
istic of capitalism is at the root of today’s 
global austerity economics; an ominous 
development that dispossesses not only 
defenseless peoples abroad, but also the 
overwhelming majority of the people at 
home—a socio-economic plague that can 
be called the “new imperialism,” or 
“imperialism by dispossession.”1

The new imperialism differs from 
the old, classical imperialism in at least 
four major ways.

First, contrary to the old pattern of 
colonial/imperial conquests and plun-
ders, which often proved quite lucra-
tive to the imperium, war and military 
operations under the new imperialism 
are not even cost efficient on purely 
economic grounds, that is, on grounds 
of national interests. While immoral, 
external military operations of past 
empires often proved profitable and, 
therefore, justifiable on national eco-
nomic grounds. Military actions 
abroad usually brought economic ben-
efits not only to the imperial ruling 
classes and war profiteers, but also 
(through “trickle-down” effects) to 
their citizens. Thus, for example, impe-
rialism paid significant dividends to 
Britain, France, the Dutch, and other 
European powers of the seventeenth, 
eighteenth, nineteenth, and early twen-
tieth centuries. As the imperial eco-
nomic gains helped develop their econ-

omies, they also helped improve the 
living conditions of their working peo-
ple and elevate the standards of living 
of their citizens.

This pattern of economic gains 
flowing from imperial military opera-
tions, however, seems to have some-
what changed in the context of the 
recent U.S. imperial wars of choice. 
Moralities aside, U.S. military expedi-
tions and operations of late are not 
justifiable even on economic grounds. 
Indeed, escalating U.S. military adven-
tures and aggressions have become 
ever more wasteful, cost-inefficient, 
and burdensome to the overwhelming 
majority of its citizens.

This should not come as a surprise 
in light of the fact that imperialist wars 
and military adventures are often 
prompted, not so much by national 
interests, as they are by special interests. 

Generalized expropriation
Recent U.S. policies of military 

aggression are increasingly driven not 
as much by a desire to expand the 
empire’s wealth beyond the existing 
levels, as did the imperial/colonial pow-
ers of the past, but by a desire to appro-
priate the lion’s share of the existing 
resources (or tax dollars) for the mili-
tary-industrial-security-intelligence 
establishment. This pattern of universal 
or generalized expropriation can safely 
be called dual imperialism because not 
only does it exploit the conquered and 
the occupied abroad but also the over-
whelming majority of U.S. citizens and 
their resources at home.

Second, beneficiaries of war and 
military aggressions under the new 
imperialism tend to systematically 
invent (or manufacture, if necessary) 
external “threats to national security” in 
order to justify continued expansion of 
military spending. Enlargement of mili-

tary spending during the Cold War era 
was not a difficult act to perform as the 
explanation—the “communist threat”—
seemed to conveniently lie at hand. 
Justification of increased military 
spending in the post-Cold War period, 
however, has required the military-
industrial-security-intelligence inter-
ests to be more creative in concocting 
“new sources of danger to U.S. inter-
ests.” This perennial need for interna-
tional conflicts and/or external enemies 
is what makes the new, post-Cold War 
imperialism more dangerous than the 
imperialist powers of the past ages.

War profiteering is, of course, not 
new. Nor are bureaucratic tendencies 
in the ranks of military hierarchies to 
build parasitic, ceremonial military 
empires. By themselves, such charac-
teristics are not what make the U.S. 
military-industrial-security-intelli-
gence complex more dangerous than 
the military powers of the past. What 
makes it more dangerous is the “indus-
trial” part of the complex: the extent to 
which war has become big business. In 
contrast to the United States’ arms 
industry, arms industries of the past 
empires were often owned and operat-
ed by imperial governments, not by 
profit-driven private corporations. 
Consequently, as a rule, arms produc-
tion was dictated by war requirements, 
not by market or profit imperatives of 
arms manufacturers. As far as arms 
industry is concerned, instigation of 
international conflicts, or invention of 
external “threats to national security,” 
is a lucrative proposition that would 
increase both its profits by expanding 
its sales markets abroad and its share of 
national budget at home.

Consequences for peace and stability
This has had dire consequences for 

world peace and stability. Under the 
rule of past military empires, the subju-

Workers of the World Unite
Evolution of capitalism, escalation of imperialism

By Ismael Hossein-Zadeh
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gated peoples or nations could live in 
peace—imposed peace, of course—if 
they respected the nefarious geopoliti-
cal interests and economic needs of 
those imperial powers and simply 
resigned to their political and econom-
ic ambitions. Not so with the U.S. mili-
tary-industrial-security-intelligence 
empire: the interests of this empire are 
nurtured through “war dividends.” 
Peace, imposed or otherwise, would 
mean that the powerful beneficiaries of 
war dividends would find it difficult to 
either expand the sale of their arma-
ments abroad or justify their inordi-
nately large share of national tax dol-
lars at home.

This means that, contrary to the 
model of past empires, mere perception 
of external threats is not sufficient for 
the accumulation of the fortunes of the 
U.S. military-industrial-security-intelli-
gence empire. Actual, shooting wars—
preferably manageable or controllable 
at the local or regional levels—are 
needed not only for the expansion but, 
indeed, for the survival of this empire. 
Arms industries need occasional wars 
not only to draw down their stockpiles 
of armaments, and make room for more 
production, but also to display the 
“wonders” of what they produce: the 
“shock and awe”-inducing properties of 
their products, or the “laser-guided, 
surgical operations” of their smart 
weapons. In the era of tight and con-
tested budget allocations, arms produc-
ers need such “displays of efficiency” to 
prove that they do not waste tax-payers’ 
money. Such maneuvers are certain to 
strengthen the arguments of militarist 
politicians against those (few) who 
resist huge military appropriations. 
Sadly, however, the incentive for the 
military industry to prove its efficiency 
is often measured, though not acknowl-
edged, in terms of actual or potential 
death and destruction.2

Instruments of expropriation
Third, as pointed out earlier, imperial 

dispossession has become increasingly 

more dispersed, generalized or univer-
sal: it deprives not only the peoples of 
distant lands, as did the old imperial/
colonial powers, but also the over-
whelming majority of citizens at home.

A variety of relatively newer instru-
ments are now utilized to bring about 
the expropriation of the masses in favor 
of the plutocratic elites. These include 
privatization and commodification of 
public domain, public infrastructures 
and public services (such as healthcare 
and education); neoliberal fiscal poli-
cies that tend to lower tax obligations 
of the oligarchic interests by cutting 
social spending; continued escalation 
of military spending, which tends to 
disproportionately benefit the stock 
and/or stake holders of the military-
industrial-security-intelligence spend-
ing; manipulation or utilization of 
financial crises to rescue, or bail out, 
the so-called too-big-to-fail financial 
players; and (perhaps most important-
ly) asset price inflation by means of 
central banks’ polices of cheap or easy 
money, which benefits, first and fore-
most, the big banks and other major 
financial players that can outbid small 
borrowers who must borrow at much 
higher rates than the near-zero rates 
guaranteed to the big borrowers.

Instead of regulating or containing 
the disruptive speculative activities of 
the financial sector, monetary policy 
makers, spearheaded by central banks, 
have in recent years been actively pro-
moting asset-price bubbles—in effect, 
further exacerbating inequality. This 
shows how the proxies of the financial 
oligarchy, ensconced at the helm of cen-
tral banks and their shareholders (com-
mercial banks), serve as agents of sub-
tlety funneling economic resources 
from the public to the financial oligar-
chy—just as the rent or tax collectors 
and bailiffs of feudal lords collected and 
transferred economic surplus from the 
peasants/serfs to the landed aristocracy.

Four, in the same fashion as the 
imperialist expropriation has over time 

expanded from the early pillage of 
resources abroad to include the cur-
rently generalized dispossession at 
home, so have imperialistic means of 
expropriation been diversified or 
expanded from the sheer military force 
of earlier times to today’s multitudes of 
relatively newer means of regime 
change and dispossession. These newer 
means of worldwide dispossession 
include “soft-power” instruments such 
as color-coded revolutions, “democrat-
ic” coup d’états, manufactured civil 
wars, orchestrated and/or money-driv-
en elections (peddled as manifestations 
of democracy), economic sanctions, 
and the like. Perhaps more importantly, 
they also include powerful financial 
institutions and think tanks such as the 
World Trade Organization (WTO), the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF), 
central banks, and credit rating agen-
cies like Moody’s, Standard and Poor’s 
and Fitch Group.

Regime change
These guardian-angels of global plu-

tocracy can (and do) change “unaccom-
modating,” or “unfriendly,” regimes not 
only in the less developed countries but 
also in the core capitalist countries. 
This is how during the ongoing finan-
cial turbulence of recent years a num-
ber of governments have been changed 
in Europe. These have included the 
ousting of the Greek government of 
Prime Minister George Papandreou in 
2011 and that of the Italian government 
of Prime Minister Mario Monti in 2013. 
This also explains the failure or defeat 
of socialist and/or social-democratic 
experiments in countries such as the 
Soviet Union, China, Vietnam, Chile, 
Nicaragua, Brazil, Cuba, and many 
countries in Europe. Threatened by the 
fear of sanctions, capital flight, eco-
nomic isolation, or regime change, 
most of these countries have been 
forced to abandon their humane eco-
nomic models of the immediate post-
WW II period and adopt the cruel aus-
terity economics of neoliberalism.
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How are these historical transitions 
and transformations to be explained? 
What precipitated imperialism’s transi-
tion from the earlier pattern of core-
periphery plunder to the currently bor-
derless or dispersed dispossession 
worldwide, at home and abroad? Are 
these changes the products of purely 
political/ideological calculations, or are 
they the results of some more funda-
mental changes in the structure of 
capitalist production?

While no single factor can be pin-
pointed as accounting for these histori-
cal developments, long-term systemat-
ic changes in the structure of capitalist 
production (from the early stages of 
manufacturing at home to the current 
stage of the dominance of finance capi-
tal worldwide) seem to be most explan-
atory. In the early stages of capitalism, 
raw materials were imported from the 
periphery of the core capitalist world, 
used for the production of manufac-
tures at home, which were then sold 
abroad. In other words, the dominant 
mode of capitalist production was 
manufacturing, the main location was 
the home country, and the dominant 
form of exports was commodity capi-
tal, or finished products.

This mode of production and inter-
national trade worked like a virtuous 
circle for the core capitalist countries: 
abundant and cheap imports of raw 
materials from abroad meant more 
production and higher employment at 
home, more production at home meant 
more exports abroad, more export of 
finished products meant more import 
of raw materials from abroad, and so 
on. This pattern of capitalist produc-
tion, in turn, shaped the pattern of the 
colonial/imperialist means of safe-
guarding the interests of the imperium: 
military expeditions, colonial con-
quests and transfer of economic 
resources from the periphery to the 
core of the capitalist world—hence, the 
old, classical pattern of colonialism/
imperialism.

Domination of Finance Capital
Today, as the core capitalist econo-

mies are dominated by finance capital, 
the virtuous circle of trade, production 
and prosperity just mentioned has 
turned into a vicious circle: export of 
finance capital, or outsourcing, means 
less investment, less employment, less 
production and less income at home. 
This means, in turn, more imports 
from abroad, more borrowing to pay 
for those imports (more national debt), 
less tax revenue for the government, 

higher budget deficits, less social 
spending, more austerity, and so on.

By the same token as these develop-
ments tend to deprive the outsourcing 
countries of production and employ-
ment at home, they also bring the eco-
nomic structure of host countries 

under the rules and regulations of neo-
liberal economics. Entrenchment of 
neoliberal economics on a global scale, 
however, requires more than the tradi-
tional armies or military forces of 
imperialism. Perhaps more important-
ly, it also requires new, metaphorical 
soldiers or armies such as WTO, the 
IMF, central banks, credit rating agen-
cies, and the like—hence, the new 
imperialism: imperialism based on 
universal or generalized dispossession.

Globalization of capitalism and 
(along with it) universalization of eco-
nomic austerity, has led to an indisput-
able cross-border class alliance between 
global plutocracies. Representatives of 
transnational capital and their proxies 
in capitalist governments routinely 
meet to synchronize their cross-border 
business and financial policies—a 
major focus of which in recent years has 
been to implement global austerity 
measures and entrench neoliberal poli-
cies worldwide. These meetings include 
the World Economic Forum in Davos, 
Switzerland, the World Bank and the 
IMF annual meetings, the Periodic G20 
meetings, the Aspen Institutes Ideas 
Festival, The Bilderberg Group annual 
geopolitics forum, and the Herb Allen’s 
Sun Valley gathering of media moguls—
to name only a handful of the many 
such international policy gatherings.

Today’s elites of global capitalism 
“are becoming a trans-global commu-
nity of peers who have more in common 
with one another than with their coun-
trymen back home,” writes Chrystia 
Freeland, Global Editor of Reuters, who 
travels with the elites to many parts of 
the world. “Whether they maintain pri-
mary residences in New York or Hong 
Kong, Moscow or Mumbai, today’s 
super-rich are increasingly a nation 
unto themselves,” she adds.3

What is to be done?
What is to be done? What are the 

political implications of this analysis for 
the working class and other grassroots? 

Recent U.S. policies 
of military  

aggression are 
increasingly driven 

not as much by a 
desire to expand the 

empire’s wealth 
beyond the existing 

levels, as did the 
imperial/colonial 

powers of the past, 
but by a desire to 
appropriate the 

lion’s share of the 
existing resources 
(or tax dollars) for 

the military- 
industrial-security-

intelligence  
establishment. 
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What can they do to protect their jobs, 
their communities and their environment?

Popular responses to these questions 
tend to focus heavily on protectionist 
policies of trade restriction, as often 
reflected in slogans such as “buy 
American.” Such populist sentiments 
are advocated by both the rightwing 
politicians such as Donald Trump and 
the so-called leftwing politicians such 
as Bernie Sanders. While nationalist 
and/or protectionist policies such as 
“buy American” may be pleasing to 
populist sentiments, long-term benefits 
of such policies to global labor and 
other grassroots are dubious. For one 
thing, such policies are bound to 
heighten international labor rivalry, 
thereby making labor more vulnerable 
to the accumulation imperatives of cap-
ital. For another, protectionist policies 
can easily become contagious with dire 
consequences in terms of trade wars, 
likely followed by actual/shooting wars.

Therefore, in challenging the unbri-
dled corporate free trade agenda and, 
more generally, the global austerity of 
neoliberalism, the working people 
must put forth their own agenda, an 
agenda that would go beyond populist 
type of “buy domestic/national” slo-
gans. A positive left-labor agenda must 
focus on, among other things, the 
importance of a long-term interna-
tional labor strategy based on worker-
to-worker or union-to-union links. 
Specifically, Such a strategy would aim 
at (a) eliminating or reducing interna-
tional labor rivalry by taking the neces-
sary steps toward the establishment of 
labor-cost parity within the same com-
pany and the same trade, subject to the 
cost of living and productivity in each 
country; and (b) establishing indepen-
dent labor, community,  and environ-
mental organizations that would moni-
tor, influence, shape and, ultimately, 
lead the world economy.

A strategy of this sort would replace 
the current downward competition 

between workers in various countries 
with coordinated bargaining and joint 
policies for mutual interests and prob-
lem-solving worldwide—just as the 
World Trade Organization (WTO), the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF), 
the World Bank, central banks, and 
other multilateral organizations are 
constantly seeking solutions to the 
problems facing global markets/capital. 
While this may sound radical, it is not 
any more radical than what the trans-
national plutocracy is doing: coordi-
nating their cold-hearted neoliberal 
austerity strategies on a global scale.

If at an earlier stage of capitalist 
development “workers of the world 
unite” seemed an outlandish dream of 
the leading labor champion Karl Marx, 
globalization of capitalism, fantastic 
increases in labor productivity, the 
abundance of material resources, and 
enormous developments in technolo-
gy, which have greatly facilitated cross-
border organizing and coordination of 
actions by the worldwide labor and 
other grassroots, have now made that 
dream an urgent necessity.4
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Mainstream Explanations of the 
Financial Crisis (Routledge 2014), The 
Political Economy of U.S. 
Militarism (Palgrave–Macmillan 2007), 
and the Soviet Non-capitalist 
Development: The Case of Nasser’s 
Egypt  (Praeger Publishers 1989). He is 
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Obama and the Politics of Illusion.

—Counter Punch, July 29, 2016
h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .

org/2016/07/29/evolution-of-capital-
ism-escalation-of-imperialism/

1  See, for example, David Harvey, The New 
Imperialism, Oxford University Press, 2005.

2  The preceding four paragraphs are based 
largely on excerpts from Chapter One of my 
book, The Political Economy of U.S. Imperialism 
(Palgrave-Macmillan 2007)].

3  “The Rise of the New Global Elite,” The 
Atlantic, January–February 2011, available at: 
h t t p : / / w w w . t h e a t l a n t i c . c o m / m a g a z i n e /
archive/2011/01/the-rise-of-the-new-global-
elite/308343/&gt ].

4  For a longer discussion of these issues see 
Chapter 8 of my book, Beyond Mainstream 
Explanations of the Financial Crisis: Parasitic 
Finance Capital (Routledge 2015)].
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War For Profit
The world may be in turmoil, but the American arms industry is cashing in.

By William D. Hartung

When American firms dominate a 
global market worth more than $70 bil-
lion a year, you’d expect to hear about 
it. Not so with the global arms trade. 
It’s good for one or two stories a year in 
the mainstream media, usually when 
the annual statistics on the state of the 
business come out.

It’s not that no one writes about 
aspects of the arms trade. There are 
occasional pieces that, for example, 
take note of the impact of U.S. weapons 
transfers, including cluster bombs, to 
Saudi Arabia, or of the disastrous dis-
pensation of weaponry to U.S. allies in 
Syria, or of foreign sales of the costly, 
controversial F-35 combat aircraft. 
And once in a while, if a foreign leader 
meets with the president, U.S. arms 
sales to his or her country might gener-
ate an article or two. But the sheer size 
of the American arms trade, the poli-
tics that drive it, the companies that 
profit from it, and its devastating global 
impacts are rarely discussed, much less 
analyzed in any depth.

So here’s a question that’s puzzled 
me for years (and I’m something of an 
arms wonk:) Why do other major U.S. 
exports—from Hollywood movies to 
Midwestern grain shipments to Boeing 
airliners—garner regular coverage 
while trends in weapons exports 
remain in relative obscurity? Are we 
ashamed of standing essentially alone 
as the world’s number one arms dealer, 
or is our Weapons “R” Us role such a 
commonplace that we take it for grant-
ed, like death or taxes?

The numbers should stagger anyone. 
According to the latest figures available 
from the Congressional Research 
Service, the United States was credited 
with more than half the value of all 
global arms transfer agreements in 
2014, the most recent year for which full 

statistics are available. At 14 percent, the 
world’s second largest supplier, Russia, 
lagged far behind. Washington’s “leader-
ship” in this field has never truly been 
challenged. The U.S. share has fluctuat-
ed between one-third and one-half of 
the global market for the past two 
decades, peaking at an almost monopo-
listic 70 percent of all weapons sold in 
2011. And the gold rush continues. Vice 
Admiral Joe Rixey, who heads the 
Pentagon’s arms sales agency, euphemis-
tically known as the Defense Security 
Cooperation Agency, estimates that 
arms deals facilitated by the Pentagon 
topped $46 billion in 2015, and are on 
track to hit $40 billion in 2016.

To be completely accurate, there is 
one group of people who pay remark-
ably close attention to these trends—
executives of the defense contractors 
that are cashing in on this growth mar-
ket. With the Pentagon and related 
agencies taking in “only” about $600 
billion a year—high by historical stan-
dards but tens-of-billions of dollars less 
than hoped for by the defense indus-
try—companies like Lockheed Martin, 
Raytheon, and General Dynamics have 
been looking to global markets as their 
major source of new revenue.

In a January 2015 investor call, for 
example, Lockheed Martin CEO 
Marillyn Hewson was asked whether 
the Iran nuclear deal brokered by the 
Obama administration and five other 
powers might reduce tensions in the 
Middle East, undermining the compa-
ny’s strategy of increasing its arms 
exports to the region. She responded 
that continuing “volatility” in both the 
Middle East and Asia would make 
them “growth areas” for the foreseeable 
future. In other words, no worries. As 
long as the world stays at war or on the 
verge of it, Lockheed Martin’s profits 
won’t suffer—and, of course, its prod-

ucts will help ensure that any such 
“volatility” will prove lethal indeed.

Under Hewson, Lockheed has set a 
goal of getting at least 25 percent of its 
revenues from weapons exports, and 
Boeing has done that company one 
better. It’s seeking to make overseas 
arms sales 30 percent of its business.

Good news from the Middle East 
(if you’re an arms maker)

Arms deals are a way of life in 
Washington. From the president on 
down, significant parts of the govern-
ment are intent on ensuring that 
American arms will flood the global 
market and companies like Lockheed 
and Boeing will live the good life. From 
the president on his trips abroad to visit 
allied world leaders to the secretaries of 
state and defense to the staffs of U.S. 
embassies, American officials regularly 
act as salespeople for the arms firms. 
And the Pentagon is their enabler. From 
brokering, facilitating, and literally 
banking the money from arms deals to 
transferring weapons to favored allies 
on the taxpayers’ dime, it is in essence 
the world’s largest arms dealer.

In a typical sale, the U.S. government 
is involved every step of the way. The 
Pentagon often does assessments of an 
allied nation’s armed forces in order to 
tell them what they “need”—and of 
course what they always need is billions-
of-dollars in new U.S.-supplied equip-
ment. Then the Pentagon helps negotiate 
the terms of the deal, notifies Congress of 
its details, and collects the funds from the 
foreign buyer, which it then gives to the 
U.S. supplier in the form of a defense 
contract. In most deals, the Pentagon is 
also the point of contact for maintenance 
and spare parts for any U.S.-supplied sys-
tem. The bureaucracy that helps make all 
of this happen, the Defense Security 
Cooperation Agency, is funded from a 



Vol.  16, No. 5    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  9

3.5 percent surcharge on the deals it 
negotiates. This gives it all the more 
incentive to sell, sell, sell.

And the pressure for yet more of the 
same is always intense, in part because 
the weapons makers are careful to 
spread their production facilities to as 
many states and localities as possible. 
In this way, they ensure that endless 
support for government promotion of 
major arms sales becomes part and 
parcel of domestic politics.

General Dynamics, for instance, has 
managed to keep its tank plants in 
Ohio and Michigan running through a 
combination of add-ons to the Army 
budget—funds inserted into that bud-
get by Congress even though the 
Pentagon didn’t request them—and 
exports to Saudi Arabia. Boeing is 
banking on a proposed deal to sell 40 
F-18s to Kuwait to keep its St. Louis 
production line open, and is currently 
jousting with the Obama administra-
tion to get it to move more quickly on 
the deal. Not surprisingly, members of 
Congress and local business leaders in 
such states become strong supporters 
of weapons exports.

Though seldom thought of this way, 
the U.S. political system is also a global 
arms distribution system of the first 
order. In this context, the Obama 
administration has proven itself a good 
friend to arms exporting firms. During 
President Obama’s first six years in 
office, Washington entered into agree-
ments to sell more than $190 billion in 
weaponry worldwide—more, that is, 
than any U.S. administration since 
World War II. In addition, Team 
Obama has loosened restrictions on 
arms exports, making it possible to 
send abroad a whole new range of 
weapons and weapons components—
including Black Hawk and Huey heli-
copters and engines for C-17 transport 
planes—with far less scrutiny than was 
previously required.

This has been good news for the 
industry, which had been pressing for 

such changes for decades with little suc-
cess. But the weaker regulations also 
make it potentially easier for arms smug-
glers and human rights abusers to get 
their hands on U.S. arms. For example, 36 
U.S. allies—from Argentina and Bulgaria 
to Romania and Turkey—will no longer 
need licenses from the State Department 
to import weapons and weapons parts 
from the United States. This will make it 
far easier for smuggling networks to set 
up front companies in such countries and 
get U.S. arms and arms components that 
they can then pass on to third parties like 
Iran or China. Already a common prac-
tice, it will only increase under the new 
regulations.

The degree to which the Obama 
administration has been willing to 
bend over backward to help weapons 
exporters was underscored at a 2013 
hearing on those administration export 
“reforms.” Tom Kelly, then the deputy 
assistant secretary of the State 
Department’s Bureau of Political-
Military Affairs, caught the spirit of the 
era when asked whether the adminis-
tration was doing enough to promote 
American arms exports. He responded:

“[We are] advocating on behalf of 
our companies and doing every-
thing we can to make sure that these 
sales go through… and that is some-
thing we are doing every day, basi-
cally [on] every continent in the 
world… and we’re constantly think-
ing of how we can do better.”

One place where, with a helping 
hand from the Obama administration 
and the Pentagon, the arms industry 
has been doing a lot better of late is the 
Middle East. Washington has brokered 
deals for more than $50 billion in 
weapons sales to Saudi Arabia alone for 
everything from F-15 fighter aircraft 
and Apache attack helicopters to com-
bat ships and missile defense systems.

The most damaging deals, if not the 
most lucrative, have been the sales of 
bombs and missiles to the Saudis for 
their brutal war in Yemen, where thou-
sands of civilians have been killed and 

millions of people are going hungry. 
Members of Congress like Michigan 
Representative John Conyers and 
Connecticut Senator Chris Murphy 
have pressed for legislation that would 
at least stem the flow of the most dead-
ly of the weaponry being sent for use 
there, but they have yet to overcome 
the considerable clout of the Saudis in 
Washington (and, of course, that of the 
arms industry as well.)

When it comes to the arms business, 
however, there’s no end to the good 
news from the Middle East. Take the 
administration’s proposed new ten-
year aid deal with Israel. If enacted as 
currently planned, it would boost U.S. 
military assistance to that country by 
up to 25 percent—to roughly $4 billion 
per year. At the same time, it would 
phase out a provision that had allowed 
Israel to spend one-quarter of 
Washington’s aid developing its own 
defense industry. In other words, all 
that money, the full $4 billion in tax-
payer dollars, will now flow directly 
into the coffers of companies like 
Lockheed Martin, which is in the midst 
of completing a multi-billion-dollar 
deal to sell the Israelis F-35s.

“Volatility” in Asia and Europe
As Lockheed Martin’s Marillyn 

Hewson noted, however, the Middle 
East is hardly the only growth area for 
that firm or others like it. The dispute 
between China and its neighbors over 
the control of the South China Sea 
(which is in many ways an incipient 
conflict over whether that country or 
the United States will control that part 
of the Pacific Ocean) has opened up 
new vistas when it comes to the sale of 
American warships and other military 
equipment to Washington’s East Asian 
allies. The recent Hague court decision 
rejecting Chinese claims to those 
waters (and the Chinese rejection of it) 
is only likely to increase the pace of 
arms buying in the region.

At the same time, in the good-news-
never-ends department, growing fears 
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of North Korea’s nuclear program have 
stoked a demand for U.S.-supplied mis-
sile defense systems. The South Koreans 
have, in fact, just agreed to deploy 
Lockheed Martin’s THAAD anti-missile 
system. In addition, the Obama admin-
istration’s decision to end the longstand-
ing embargo on U.S. arms sales to 
Vietnam is likely to open yet another 
significant market for U.S. firms. In the 
past two years alone, the United States 
has offered more than $15 billion worth 
of weaponry to allies in East Asia, with 
Taiwan, Japan, and South Korea 
accounting for the bulk of the sales.

In addition, the Obama administra-
tion has gone to great lengths to build a 
defense relationship with India, a 
development guaranteed to benefit U.S. 
arms exporters. Last year, Washington 
and New Delhi signed a ten-year 
defense agreement that included pledg-
es of future joint work on aircraft 
engines and aircraft carrier designs. In 
these years, the United States has made 
significant inroads into the Indian 
arms market, which had traditionally 
been dominated by the Soviet Union 
and then Russia. Recent deals include a 
$5.8 billion sale of Boeing C-17 trans-
port aircraft and a $1.4 billion agree-
ment to provide support services relat-
ed to a planned purchase of Apache 
attack helicopters.

And don’t forget “volatile” Europe. 
Great Britain’s recent Brexit vote intro-
duced an uncertainty factor into 
American arms exports to that coun-
try. The United Kingdom has been by 
far the biggest purchaser of U.S. weap-
ons in Europe of late, with more than 
$6 billion in deals struck over the past 
two years alone—more, that is, than 
the United States has sold to all other 
European countries combined.

The British defense behemoth BAE 
is Lockheed Martin’s principal foreign 
partner on the F-35 combat aircraft, 
which at a projected cost of $1.4 trillion 
over its lifetime already qualifies as the 
most expensive weapons program in 
history. If Brexit-driven austerity were 
to lead to a delay in, or the cancellation 
of, the F-35 deal (or any other major 
weapons shipments,) it would be a 
blow to American arms makers. But 
count on one thing: were there to be 
even a hint that this might happen to 
the F-35, lobbyists for BAE will mobi-
lize to get the deal privileged status, 
whatever other budget cuts may be in 
the works.

On the bright side (if you happen to 
be a weapons maker,) any British 
reductions will certainly be more than 
offset by opportunities in Eastern and 
Central Europe, where a new Cold War 
seems to be gaining traction. Between 

2014 and 2015, according to the 
Stockholm International Peace 
Research Institute, military spending 
increased by 13 percent in the region in 
response to the Russian intervention in 
Ukraine. The rise in Poland’s outlays, at 
22 percent, was particularly steep.

Under the circumstances, it should 
be obvious that trends in the global 
arms trade are a major news story and 
should be dealt with as such in the 
country most responsible for putting 
more weapons of a more powerful 
nature into the hands of those living in 
“volatile” regions. It’s a monster busi-
ness (in every sense of the word) and 
certainly has far more dangerous con-
sequences than licensing a Hollywood 
blockbuster or selling another Boeing 
airliner.

Historically, there have been rare 
occasions of public protest against 
unbridled arms trafficking, as with the 
backlash against “the merchants of 
death” after World War I, or the con-
troversy over who armed Saddam 
Hussein that followed the 1991 Persian 
Gulf War. Even now, small numbers of 
congressional representatives, includ-
ing John Conyers, Chris Murphy, and 
Kentucky Senator Rand Paul, continue 
to try to halt the sale of cluster muni-
tions, bombs, and missiles to Saudi 
Arabia.

There is, however, unlikely to be a 
genuine public debate about the value 
of the arms business and Washington’s 
place in it if it isn’t even considered a 
subject worthy of more than an occa-
sional media story. In the meantime, 
the United States continues to hold 
onto the number one role in the global 
arms trade, the White House does its 
part, the Pentagon greases the wheels, 
and the dollars roll in to profit-hungry 
U.S. weapons contractors.

—The Nation, July 26, 2016
https://www.thenation.com/article/

the-obama-administration-has-sold-
more-weapons-than-any-other-admin-
istration-since-world-war-ii/



Vol.  16, No. 5    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  11

August 20, 2016—The Standing 
Rock Sioux Tribe and the International 
Indian Treaty Council have appealed 
to the United Nations for help in their 
fight against construction of the Dakota 
Access oil pipeline under the Missouri 
River on Treaty lands a half-mile from 
the reservation.

“We specifically request that the 
United States Government impose an 
immediate moratorium on all pipeline 
construction until the Treaty Rights 
and Human Rights of the Standing 
Rock Tribe can be ensured and their 
free, prior and informed consent is 
obtained,” Chairman Dave 
Archambault and the Treaty Council 
said in their appeal to top U.N. human 
rights officials.

As a matter of extreme urgency, the 
Standing Rock Sioux Tribe and Treaty 
Council jointly submitted an urgent 
action communication to four U.N. 
human rights Special Rapporteurs cit-
ing “ongoing threats and violations to 
the human rights of the Tribe, its mem-
bers and its future generations.” The 
tribe’s water supply is threatened by 
construction of the Dakota Access pipe-
line, which was permitted by the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers in late July, 
despite the objections of three federal 
agencies including the federal 
Environmental Protection Agency, the 
Department of the Interior and the 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation.

“Its proposed route is in close prox-
imity to the Standing Rock Sioux 
Reservation and the Missouri River, 
the main source of water for the Tribe,” 
the appeal said of the $3.8 billion, 
1,172-mile-long pipeline, which would 
wend its way through four states and 
carry up to half-a-billion barrels of oil 
daily from the Bakken oil fields. “This 
pipeline’s construction is being carried 

out without the Tribe’s free, prior and 
informed consent in direct contradic-
tion to their clearly expressed wishes.”

A hearing on the tribe’s request for 
an injunction is scheduled in 
Washington, D.C. federal court on 
Wednesday, August 24. [According to 
a Your News Leader article dated August 
25, 2016 by Samantha-Jo Roth, titled, 
“Hundreds of protesters gather in 
Washington D.C. for Dakota Access 
Pipeline construction hearing,” “Judge 
James E. Boasberg from the U.S. 
District Court for the District of 
Columbia says he’ll make a final deci-
sion on pipeline on or before September 
9, 2016.]

Standing Rock Sioux Chairman 
David Archambault II and others have 
emphasized the peaceful nature of the 
gathering, saying only that they want to 
protect the water. 

They are calling for a halt to con-
struction at least until the court hear-
ing that will examine the tribe’s request 
for an injunction as part of a lawsuit 
filed against the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers for its lack of a comprehen-
sive review on the project. Construction 
was officially halted by Energy Transfer, 
the company building the pipeline, but 
reports have surfaced of work being 
done across the Missouri River from 
the camp, on the South Dakota side.

The Dakota Access pipeline violates 
tenets of the U.N. Declaration on the 
Rights of Indigenous Peoples, includ-
ing the “right to health, right to water 
and subsistence, threats against sacred 
sites including burial grounds, Treaty 
Rights, cultural and ceremonial prac-
tices, free prior and informed consent, 
traditional lands and resources includ-
ing water, productive capacity of the 
environment, and self-determination,” 
the appeal said. It cites environmental 
racism stemming from the Army 

Corp’s decision not to locate the pipe-
line north of Bismarck over concerns it 
would endanger the city’s water sup-
ply, while issuing permits to trench 
through burial grounds and the Tribe’s 
main water supply. This is a direct vio-
lation of the human right to water, the 
appeal said.

“This submission calls attention to 
the urgent and worsening threats and 
violations of the human rights and 
ways of life of Standing Rock Sioux 
Tribe who depend greatly for their 
means of subsistence and their physical 
and cultural health upon the Missouri 
River,” the appeal said, citing a myriad 
of oil spills and leakages.

“The Dakota Access Pipeline poses 
an imminent threat to the Missouri 
River due to potential contamination 
by oil spills directly impacting the 
Tribe’s drinking water,” the appeal 
continued. “Based on data from a large 
number of oil pipelines, spills of toxic 
oil are a near certainty. Most experts 
believe it is not a matter of if but when 
such a spill will contaminate the 
ground and river water upon which the 
Tribe depends.”

The appeal was addressed directly to 
Michel Forst, U.N. Special Rapporteur 
on the situation of human rights 
defenders; Victoria Tauli-Corpuz, 
Special Rapporteur on the rights of 
Indigenous Peoples; Léo Heller, Special 
Rapporteur on the human right to safe 
drinking water and sanitation, and 
John Knox, Special Rapporteur on 
human rights and the environment. 
Others alerted include the High 
Commissioner on Human Rights; the 
U.S. Department of State, the 
Ambassador of the United States to the 
United Nations Human Rights Council, 
the office of Multi-Lateral and Global 
Affairs/Democracy Human Rights and 
Labor, and the White House.

Standing Rock Sioux Appeal to United Nations
By Indian Country Today Media Network (ICTMN) Staff
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North Dakota Governor declares 
emergency

Meanwhile, as peaceful protests 
continued on the site and at the state 
capitol for the second week, North 
Dakota Governor Jack Dalrymple 
declared a state of emergency in several 
counties as construction was halted on 
site as thousands of water protectors 
arrived and camped along the river.

Declaring a state of emergency paves 
the way for more funding for public 
safety and other resources to be mobi-
lized “for the purpose of protecting the 
health, safety and well-being of the 

general public and those involved in the 
protest,” the governor’s office stated in 
a press release, noting that it does not 
activate the National Guard. “The exec-
utive order can help the state and local 
agencies manage costs associated with 
providing a heightened law enforce-
ment presence and activates the State 
Emergency Operations Plan to coordi-
nate the efficient flow of resources.”

Some North Dakota residents are 
questioning why taxpayers are footing 
the bill for law enforcement manpower 
to protect a wealthy billionaire who 
owns Energy Transfer Partners, the 
owner of Dakota Access Pipeline LLC.

In Iowa, residents are also suing the 
government, saying that Dakota Access 
LLC illegally wielded eminent domain 
to obtain rights of way on their land. 
That right rests solely with utility com-
panies, they have argued in court. A 
ruling is pending on that as well, 
according to The DesMoines Register. 
Construction has begun in all four 
states.

—Indian Country, August 20, 2016

http://indiancountrytodaymedianet-
work.com/2016/08/20/dakota-access-
pipeline-standing-rock-sioux-issue-
urgent-appeal-united-nations-human

September 5, 2016—In a last ditch 
attempt to protect burial and prayer 
sites, North Dakota’s Standing Rock 
Sioux late Sunday filed for a temporary 
restraining order to halt construction 
of the Dakota Access Pipeline, which 
they say has already caused “irrepara-
ble harm” to the sacred plots.

“On Saturday, September 3, 2016, 
Dakota Access Pipeline and Energy 
Transfer Partners brazenly used bull-
dozers to destroy our burial sites, 
prayer sites and culturally significant 
artifacts,” said tribal chairman David 
Archambault II in a press statement.

“They did this on a holiday week-
end, one day after we filed court papers 
identifying these sacred sites,” 
Archambault added. “The desecration 
of these ancient places has already 
caused the Standing Rock Sioux irrepa-
rable harm. We’re asking the court to 
halt this path of destruction.”

The emergency motion came after 
security forces hired by the pipeline 
company attacked Indigenous demon-
strators with dogs and pepper spray on 
Saturday.

In a Facebook post on Sunday, activ-
ist Linda Black Elk, who is married to a 
Cheyenne River Sioux Tribal member, 
said that it’s clear that the pipeline 
company is trying to “provoke” the 
peaceful resisters “to violence.”

Black Elk wrote:

“Just to recap: On Friday, the 
Standing Rock Nation filed papers 
challenging Dakota Access permits 
from the Army Corps of Engineers’... 
because in a recent survey of the 
area, the tribe found many incredi-
bly sacred sites, including burial 
sites, directly in the path of the pro-
posed pipeline. The tribe had never 
been allowed to survey these areas 
before, so they hadn’t been able to 
document these sites.

“Today, barely 24 hours after 
those papers were filed, Dakota 
Access used bulldozers to destroy 
those sites. It was absolute destruc-
tion. They literally bulldozed the 
ancestors right out of the ground, 
along with destroying tipi rings and 
cairns. They did all of this while 
assaulting peaceful resistors using 
vicious dogs, tear gas, and pepper 
spray.”

“There’s only one conclusion,” 
Black Elk added, “they are attempting 
to provoke us to violence.”

The ongoing tribal protest against 
the Dakota Access pipeline has drawn 
thousands of supporters, including 
representatives from more than 200 
tribes, and garnered increasing media 
attention. And a federal judge is cur-
rently weighing whether construction 
should be stopped altogether, in 
response to a complaint filed by the 
tribe, which argues that the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers approved the proj-
ect without their consent. That deci-
sion is expected by September 9, 2016.

“The Tribe has been seeking to vin-
dicate its rights peacefully through the 
courts. But Dakota Access Pipeline 
used evidence submitted to the Court 
as their roadmap for what to bulldoze. 
That’s just wrong,” said Jan Hasselman, 
attorney for the Standing Rock Sioux.

“Destroying the Tribe’s sacred places 
over a holiday weekend, while the judge 
is considering whether to block the 
pipeline, shows a flagrant disregard for 
the legal process,” Hasselman added.

Is That Not Genocide? 
Pipeline Co. bulldozing burial sites prompts emergency motion

By  Lauren McCauley
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LaDonna Bravebull Allard, historic 
preservation office for Standing Rock 
Sioux Tribe’s Section 106, noted in a 
piece published in YES! Magazine that, 
“Of the 380 archeological sites that face 
desecration along the entire pipeline 
route, from North Dakota to Illinois, 
26 of them are right here at the conflu-
ence of these two rivers,” the 
Cannonball and the Missouri. “It is a 
historic trading ground,” Bravebull 
Allard wrote, “a place held sacred not 
only by the Sioux Nations, but also the 
Arikara, the Mandan, and the Northern 
Cheyenne.”  

What’s more, she highlighted how 
this latest affront is part of a legacy of 
the U.S. government erasing Indigenous 
culture through the destruction of their 
sacred sites.

“The U.S. government is wiping out 
our most important cultural and spiri-
tual areas. And as it erases our foot-
print from the world, it erases us as a 
people,” she continued. “These sites 
must be protected, or our world will 
end, it is that simple. Our young people 
have a right to know who they are. 
They have a right to language, to cul-
ture, to tradition. The way they learn 
these things is through connection to 
our lands and our history.”

Finally, she posed the question:  “If 
we allow an oil company to dig through 
and destroy our histories, our ances-
tors, our hearts and souls as a people, is 
that not genocide?”

—Common Dreams, September 5, 
2016

http://www.commondreams.org/
news/2016/09/05/not-genocide-pipeline-
co-bulldozing-burial-sites-prompts-
emergency-motion

July 22, 2016—It was 1:00 A.M. in 
Queens, New York. I was 18 years old. 
My roommate and I just wanted to buy 
some juice on our journey home from 
working night shifts in Manhattan. But 
as we came up to the busy corner store, 
a white police officer stopped me. He 
searched me and asked for my identifi-
cation. I didn’t understand why.

“I just need to make sure that you’re 
not a prostitute,” he said, projecting his 
voice so that all the customers in the 
store could hear. Their jaws dropped. I 
was so embarrassed. We went home 
without the juice.

Would this have happened if I were 
a white woman? I don’t think so. I 
wasn’t dressed in a provocative way. 
You have the right to wear whatever 
the heck you want—in New York, it’s 
legal for women to go shirtless—but 
still: I was wearing a knee-length skirt 
and a dark blazer. I wasn’t hanging on 
a corner. My head was not stuck inside 
a guy’s car.

I had been blinded to the fact that 
this, and so much worse, was going on 
in America. That racism, whether sub-
tle or blunt, is systemic.

It is in our neighborhoods, which 
are structured for the failure of our 
people. Here is your liquor store; here 
is your church; here are your over-
crowded schools with books stuck 
together with scotch tape. And very 
little else.

It is in our media, where the light-
skinned Black woman with the green 
eyes and softer-textured hair is the one 
all over the billboards. Where there is 
uproar over a Black man, his white wife 
and their interracial child featuring in a 
simple Cheerios commercial.

And it is in the abuse of power, not 
just by police officers but the entire 
judicial system, against Black people. 

Abuse that culminates in the deadly 
shootings of men like Alton Sterling, 
whose killing in Baton Rouge drew me 
to Louisiana earlier this month.

When Ferguson, Baltimore and 
other protests broke out, I would make 
selfish excuses. I couldn’t travel. I had 
to work in my job as a nurse, because I 
had to pay the bills. I remember the 
guilt of feeling that I should be there.

This time, enough was enough. I 
had to do something.

Too many people are being slaugh-
tered by those who are employed to 
serve and protect us. It is becoming the 
norm. Our government is not doing 
anything for us. So we’re going to have 
to do something for ourselves. Baton 
Rouge was enlightening. It opened my 
eyes. I had been sleeping for years. I 
have been sleeping and now I’m awake.

When the armored officers rushed 
at me, I had no fear. I wasn’t afraid. I 
was just wondering: “How do these 
people sleep at night?” Then they put 
me in a van and drove me away. Only 
hours later did someone explain that I 
was arrested for obstructing a highway.

They took our possessions and fin-
gerprinted us. Then they stuck four of 
us women in a room together and had 
four officers strip-search us. We were all 
ordered to take off everything, to bend 
over, and to cough. There was no pri-
vacy, no dignity. We were treated as if 
we were murderers or child molesters. It 
was degrading. It angered me. These 
were Black female officers, and they 
were treating us as if we were criminals.

People call us African Americans. 
But really we are Africans living in 
America. How can we call ourselves 
Americans when what is supposed to 
be our national constitution did not 
recognize us as human beings? We 
were not people—we were property. 

Taking a Stand in Baton Rouge
By Ieshia Evans
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And despite the amendments, things 
have not really changed.

White Americans told Africans: 
“We’re going to kidnap you, we’re 
going to strip away your identity, then 
slowly give you back the rights you had 
from birth, and make you feel like 
they’re something special. We’re going 
to keep you stupid by making it illegal 
for you to read, or write, or go to 
school. So all you’ll know will be the 
lies we are force-feeding you.” We were 
force-fed another culture, another reli-
gion, other rituals, another language.

Barack Obama being elected presi-
dent eight years ago was overwhelm-
ing. It was my first time voting. “We 
actually matter now,” I thought. But it 
was just a setup. And when that reality 
hits you, it’s harsh.

It is like being a child on a farm. You 
have this baby piglet and think it is an 
amazing thing. Then you have a couple 
of years with it, and grow to love it. And 
then finally it hits you that this pig is 
only on this farm to be slaughtered and 
harvested for its resources.

When you really think about it, 
what has Obama done for Black peo-

ple? What laws or rules has he passed 
for us? When the police kill someone, 
his first instinct is to try to pacify us. To 
talk about how we shouldn’t riot, that 
we should keep the peace, and that it’s 
a tragedy. Yes, it’s a tragedy, so what 
are you going to do about it? He’s done 
so much more for the LGBT commu-
nity than he has for the Africans living 
in America.

Obama chose politics over his peo-
ple, and it’s sad. He has let us down. 
Where is his uproar? Why isn’t he 
marching? Why isn’t he protesting? 
Doesn’t he feel strongly enough about 
the future of his daughters? Sandra 
Bland: that could have been one of his 
children.

I have a six-year-old son, Justin, and 
I fear more for his life than I do for my 
own. How should I raise him? To be 
afraid? To keep his head down and not 
get in trouble, to not look the police in 
the eye because they might mess with 
him? Or do I raise him in strength, to 
embrace his color, to know his rights 
and to know that he’s not breaking the 
law or doing anything unjust, that he’s 
going to be fine, and that no one 
should take away any of his civil liber-

ties? Parents have a responsibility to 
wake the hell up and realize what’s 
going on.

The presidential election campaign 
has been disgusting. I won’t be voting; I 
refuse. It is in Donald Trump that the 
true colors of much of America are 
coming out. They hid behind all these 
veils, inside all these closets, for so long. 
And now the racism is right there.

And I don’t care what Hillary Clinton 
does to try to prove that she’s for Black 
people. We are not going to forget it was 
her husband, blindly supported by a lot 
of Black people, who put in place the 
system that has taken so many Black 
men from their families and put them 
in prison for carrying the same weed 
that states are now legalizing.

Now she wants to disassociate and 
say, “Well, that was my husband.” Yes, 
well: you were there in the background, 
cheering him on.

Justin hasn’t seen the picture of me 
in Baton Rouge. Explaining what hap-
pened was difficult. I told him that 
Mommy got arrested and he said: 
“Why? I thought only bad people get 
arrested?”

I was stumped for a little bit. And 
then I just said: “You know what? 
That’s not always the case.”

—The Guardian, July 22, 2016

https://www.theguardian.com/com-
m e n t i s f r e e / 2 0 1 6 /
jul/22/i-wasnt-afraid-i-took-a-stand-
in-baton-rouge-because-enough-is-
enough
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It is only fitting that the movement 
for Black lives has grown out of the 
concluding years of the Obama era. 
Throughout the entirety of his 
Administration, President Obama 
made it a point not to address the par-
ticular condition of Black people in 
America. A narrative was devised by 
the elite’s thought merchants, and 
heavily supported by Obama himself, 
that the first Black President was elect-
ed to serve all people, not just Black 
people. This so-called color-blind con-
clusion inferred that Obama would 
serve Black America equally to white 
America. But the needs of Black 
America were not only thoroughly 
ignored, but also strongly opposed by 
Obama’s two-term servitude to the 
racist state.

Nothing made the antagonistic 
stance of the Obama Administration to 
Black America clearer than its handling 
of the police. As thousands of Black 
Americans were being gunned down 
by local law enforcement each year, 
Obama was granting the police immu-
nity from federal prosecution. In 2014, 
military vehicles and SWAT teams 
rolled through the streets of Ferguson 
after the murder of Michael Brown. 
Obama’s first response was to allow the 
Grayson Amendment to die in 
Congress. The Grayson amendment 
would have halted Pentagon transfers 
of military weaponry to local police. A 
year later, Obama adopted the amend-
ment as an executive action to score 
political points. However, Obama also 
signed the “Blue Alert” Act  in the same 
year, which mandated the Department 
Of Justice (DOJ) create an alert system 
to trace “threats” against the police.

In complete contempt for slain 
Black Americans, the Obama’s 
Attorney General Loretta Lynch 
explained to the corporate press in 
2015 that the police should not be 

forced by the DOJ to keep statistics of 
their murder victims. Yet it was found 
in 2015 that nearly 1134 Black men 
alone, were murdered by U.S. law 
enforcement—or, one every eight 
hours. Obama’s DOJ not only refused 
to use its executive powers to indict 
killer cops, but it also failed to force 
local police departments to keep accu-
rate records on its murderous practic-
es. Black America thus could never 
expect President Obama to bring jus-
tice down on the armed occupation 
army of the Black community.

Obama didn’t merely protect the 
police during his Presidency. He pro-
tected the entire racist state. In February 
and March of 2016, Obama commuted 
the sentences of 248 individuals sen-
tenced to harsh prison terms for pos-
session of crack cocaine and abolished 
solitary confinement for juveniles in 
the federal prisons system. However, 
Obama’s Department of Justice actu-
ally obstructed the enforcement of the 
Fair Sentencing Act in federal court in 
2011. This denied the release of thou-
sands of mostly Black prisoners con-
victed under the 100-1 racist 
ratio between crack and cocaine con-
victions outlined in U.S. drug law. 
Obama’s attempt to frame himself as 
an advocate of criminal justice reform 
in the closing days contradicts his 
extensive record of protecting the 
police and obstructing prisoner release 
for unjust convictions.

Crisis for Black America

Obama only began to pay attention 
when the movement for Black Lives 
forced policing and prisons into the 
national spotlight. Yet these issues 
present a national crisis for Black 
America. U.S. law enforcement not 
only kills Black Americans at a daily 
rate but also imprisons them in record 
numbers. One of every eight prisoners 

in the world is a Black American. The 
U.S. holds 25 percent of the world’s 
prisoners and possesses just five per-
cent of the world’s population. Black 
American children are three times 
more likely to be impoverished than 
whites. Black males are two-and-a-half 
more times likely to be killed by 
police and six times more likely to be 
incarcerated than their white American 
counterparts.

Obama should be labeled the great 
protector and arbiter of the racist state 
for his vile response to the conditions 
of Black life in America. While his 
Administration put in very little effort 
to make material changes to the Mass 
Black Incarceration regime, Obama 
himself made plenty of time to conduct 
an ideological assault on Black people. 
In 2008, the newly elected Obama took 
a great deal of time in his speech on 
Father’s Day to scorn Black men for 
being inadequate and absent fathers. In 
2013, Obama gave a speech at 
Morehouse College, serenading Black 
graduates with a neo-liberal swan song 
about “personal responsibility.” 
Obama demanded Black Americans 
stop making excuses for the legacy of 
slavery and racism and to be good 
fathers to their children. Such neo-lib-
eral mythology would never have been 
uttered to a graduation class with a 
majority white student body.

Obama’s words to Black America 
should come as no surprise. He stated 
plainly in 2012 that he was not the 
President of Black America, but all 
Americans. Throughout his two terms, 
Obama claimed to be fighting for a 
“post-racial” society. The incipient 
movement for Black Lives forced him 
to comment on the murder of Trayvon 
Martin and the abuse of Black 
Americans in the criminal justice sys-
tem. However, not once did Obama lift 

Protecting the Racist State
By Danny Haiphong

Continued on page 16
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“The rule of law must be upheld, and 
criminals who destroy property and 
jeopardize lives must be held 
accountable.”—U.S. Attorney Rob 
Rosenstein on the Federal indictment of 
a third protestor in Baltimore.

The cartoon character that Bill 
Clinton referred to during the 
Democratic Convention in relation-
ship to how Hilary Clinton is depicted 
is not the only cartoon caricature in 
need of deconstruction. The cartoon 
that has entertained people around the 
world for at least the last century has 
been the cartoonish depiction of the 
U.S. as a nation and culture committed 
to democracy, justice and morality.

However, the real “America” is the 
America of Baltimore where six cops 
escape accountability for severing the 
spinal cord of Freddie Gray. It is the 
America where the U.S. Department of 
Justice (DOJ), under its first Black 
president and two Black Attorney 
Generals, only finds cause to indict one 
police officer in response to the epi-
demic of police killings from across the 
country. And it is the America where 
the DOJ will unleash its full power 
against five young, poor, African 
Americans whose crime was that they 
did not resist in the approved manner 
in the aftermath of the killing of 
Freddie Gray. 

And while the activist community 
was mobilized to condemn the outra-
geous charges brought against Jasmine 
Abdullah, the Black Lives Matter orga-
nizer in Pasadena, California, most 
people were unaware that Obama’s 
DOJ had “federalized” the prosecution 
of protestors in Baltimore by volun-
tarily intervening in the city to investi-
gate and prosecute the resisters. Most 
don’t know because these young men 
were abandoned once they were classi-
fied as criminals by the state. 

Just last month U.S. District Judge J. 
Frederick Motz sentenced Donta Betts, 
age 20, to 15 years in prison, followed 
by five years of supervised release, for 
supposedly making a destructive device 
in connection with the April 27, 2015, 
rebellion in Baltimore.

The Federal government has 
brought various charges against four 
other young men that included arson, 
malicious destruction of property and 
obstruction of firefighters. Raymon 
Carter, age 25, pleaded guilty to the 
federal crime of “rioting,” including 
the arson of a CVS Pharmacy and was 
sentenced to four years in prison and 

also required to pay a restitution of 
$500,000 to the CVS Corporation, an 
impossible and unfair burden for him 
and his family.

Trevon Green, age 23, was charged 
with malicious destruction of property 
by fire, for allegedly setting fire to a 
food store. Gregory Lee Butler, Jr., 
a/k/a Greg Baly, age 22, was charged 
with obstruction of firefighters during 
a civil disorder because it was alleged 
that he stuck a knife in a hose. And 
Darius Raymond Stewart, age 22, 
pleaded guilty to malicious destruction 
of property by fire, arising from the 
arson of a liquor store and will be sen-
tenced August 3, 2016.1

But it was not just in Baltimore that 
young Black protestors were subjected 
to a form of state revenge. Coming out 
of the struggle in Ferguson a number 
of activists were charged with a variety 
of crimes, including Joshua Williams.

Williams was one of the more visible 
activists in the protests in the aftermath 
of the killing of Mike Brown. He 
received a significant amount of press 
coverage and became a bit of a symbol 
for the resistance work in the Ferguson 
area. But Williams was captured on 
video entering a QuikTrip shortly after 
members of the community shattered 
its glass doors in relationship to another 
fatal shooting of a Black youth. Williams 
was seen attempting to start a fire on the 
outside of the facility that even the pros-
ecutor admitted cause very little if any 
damage. But small town justice can be 
even more repressive than the federal 
government. Judge John D. Warner 
wanted to demonstrate what happens 
when one of the locals thinks that they 
can become a national figure and escape 
the clutches of white power and so he 
sentenced 20 year-old Joshua Williams 
to eight years in prison.

Baltimore 
Impunity for the police and prison for the resisters

By Ajamu Baraka

a finger to fight for the needs and rights 
of his most loyal constituency. The 
prisons remain full and the police 
maintain their murderous occupation 
of Black communities.

Obama’s aversion to Black 
Americans and his maintenance of the 
mass Black Incarceration regime tell a 
different story than the one spread by 
the corporate media. The corporate 
media branded Obama as a President of 
all the people who just happened to be 
Black. However, his policies and poli-
tics only comforted the racist state and 
its loyal servants, mainly white 
Americans and careerists in the Black 
misleadership class. President Obama’s 
legacy as the protector of the racist state 
is part and parcel of the job description 
for the executive branch. He was select-
ed by the ruling class to stabilize the 
racist state and nothing more.

—Black Agenda Report, July 25, 
2016

http: / /b lackagendareport .com/
obama_legacy_iv_scorning_blacks

Continued from page 15
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Darren Wilson escapes justice, and 
six officers in Baltimore avoid account-
ability, but Joshua Williams and all of 
the others who dared to resist in non-
approved methods are given draconian 
sentences in the nations’ mass incar-
ceration system joining the hundreds-
of-thousands of young Black men and 
women already entombed in the dun-
geons of the America gulag. 

For some it might seem ironic that 
the only individuals who ultimately 
ended up indicted, prosecuted and 
serving long prison sentences were 
members of the Black working class. 
But for those of us who live the hellish 
reality of life in the U.S., there is no 
irony here, just consistency. It is what a 
racist, colonial state does. It is the de-
historicized understanding of the role 
of the police and the state in the U.S. 
that shifts the discourse from a critique 
of domination and repression as sys-
temic to the liberal notion that the cur-
rent state can actually render “justice” 
to a captive, surplus population. 

U.S. Attorney Rob Rosenstein is 
proud of the role that the Federal gov-
ernment played in bringing these “dan-
gerous” individuals to what he and the 
state defines as justice. He stressed on a 
number of occasions that “Anyone 
who considers participating in a riot 
should know that police, prosecutors 
and citizens will track them down and 
send them to prison.”

This is the real America. The senti-
ments of Rob Rosenstein represents 
the official credo of the U.S. state—the 
value of property over lives, especially 
Black lives, and impunity for those rep-
resentatives of the state who violate the 
foundational human right of all—the 
right to life!

The official invalidation of the value 
of Freddie Gray’s life, once again 
revealed to the world the lie of American 
democracy and the historical reality that 
Black lives really don’t matter in the U.S. 
despite the demagoguery from Obama, 
the nation’s Chief of Propaganda.

Trump wants to make “America 
great again” and the sycophants who 
support Clinton and love Obama assert 
that “America is still great.”

Both visions represent their own 
versions of a cartoon reality.

From the young white slave owners 
known as the “founding fathers,” to 
the beatings, shootings and extrajudi-
cial murders of unarmed Black and 
Brown people, the idea that the U.S. 
represents the best that humanity can 
achieve is a grotesque joke being played 
on the world and an idea, if believed by 
individuals in the U.S., only reflects the 
depth of the psychopathology that is 
the white supremacist world view. A 
world-view and ethics buttressed by 
violent state power and shared by 
Trump, Clinton and Obama.

And while Obama’s speech at the 
Democratic convention last week rep-
resented another attempt to obscure 
the repressive nature of the police state 
that has Black resisters in its’ cross-
hairs, the words of the young activists 
of Black Youth Project 100 capture the 
spirit of resistance that has always been 
a part of the Black struggle for human 
rights and social transformation:

“…we send a message back to the 
system: we will continue to organize 
and fight for our political prisoners 
and to disrupt the criminalization of all 
Black people until we gain full rights to 
a life of freedom and self-determina-
tion. We do so out of a spirit of radical 
Black love that is brave and uncon-
querable.”

—Black Agenda Report, August 2, 
2016

http://www.Blackagendareport.com/
police_impunity_resisters_prison

1  August 3, 2016—U.S. District Judge Mar-
vin J. Garbis sentenced Darius Raymond Stew-
art, age 22, of Baltimore, Maryland today to five 
years in federal prison, followed by three years 
of supervised release, for malicious destruction 
of property by fire, arising from the arson of a 
liquor store on April 27, 2015, during the riots 
following the death of Freddie Gray. One victim 
was seriously injured inside the store, and 
another escaped with minor injuries. Judge 
Garbis also ordered that Stewart pay restitution 
of $378,526.56, the approximate cost to repair 
and restore the building.

https://www.justice.gov/usao-md/pr/balti-
more-man-sentenced-5-years-federal-prison-set-
ting-fire-store-during-baltimore-riots
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Black activists confronted police ter-
ror on the cops’ own turf, last week, 
with actions at the Washington, DC, 
lobbying offices of the Fraternal Order 
of Police and the Patrolmen’s 
Benevolent Association headquarters in 
New York City. In stark defiance of 
demands that they stand down in the 
wake of the killings of eight police offi-
cers in Baton Rouge and Dallas, Black 
Youth Project (BYP) 100 and Black 
Lives Matter took the struggle to the 
very doorsteps of police political power: 
their unions, the bargaining and lobby-
ing powerhouses that have erected 
interlocking legal walls of impunity 
around cops, making them the most 
protected “class” in the nation.

Protesters rejected the official 
mythology, that cops risk life and limb 
to “protect” the community. “They are 
not at risk. Police officers are the 
threat,” wrote BYP 100’s New York 
City chairperson Rahel Mekdim Teka. 
“Police do not keep us safe. Police do 
not protect us. They are the danger that 
keeps Black people unsafe.” 
Demonstrators at the two protest sites 
demanded action to “defund the police, 
and fund Black futures.”

It is now common for protesters to 
demand that police funding be redi-
rected to community social needs. This 
demand rejects the legitimacy of the 
armed occupation of Black communi-
ties, and makes a claim to control of 
the allocation of resources in those 
communities—a step towards self-
determination.

President Obama, however, has dia-
metrically opposite plans for these 
communities. According to the Reuters 
news agency, Obama is preparing to 
reverse his decision to ban the transfer 
of hundreds-of-millions of dollars in 
armored vehicles, battlefield weapons 

and riot gear to local police depart-
ments. The president reportedly agreed 
to review the restrictions after meeting 
with leaders of the Fraternal Order of 
Police and the National Association of 
Police Organizations.

Obama’s short-lived retreat from 
the federal government’s frenzied mili-
tarization of local police, announced 
with great fanfare in May of 2015, was 
his sole substantial concession to the 
movement that swept the nation after 
the rebellion in Ferguson, Missouri. 
The sight of armored vehicles and bat-
tle-ready cops on the streets of American 
cities was an international embarrass-
ment for the United States—bad 
“optics” for the First Black President’s 
legacy. However, the sad truth is that 
Obama is responsible for the biggest 
escalation in the history of the one-sid-
ed war against Black America.

A recent study show that, under the 
Pentagon’s 1033 program, enacted in 
1997, the value of military weapons, 
gear and equipment transferred to local 
cops did not exceed $34 million annu-
ally until 2010, the second year of the 
Obama administration, when it nearly 
tripled to more than $91 million. By 
2014, the year that Michael Brown was 
shot down—and when the full Congress, 
including 32 members of the 
Congressional Black Caucus, rejected a 
bill that would have shut down the 1033 
program—Obama was sending three-
quarters-of-a-billion dollars, more than 
$787 million a year, in battlefield weap-
onry to local police departments. In 
other words, President Obama oversaw 
a 24-fold (2,400 percent) increase in the 
militarization of local police between 
2008 and 2014. Even with the scale-back 
announced in 2015, Obama still man-
aged to transfer a $459 million arsenal 
to the cops—14 times as much weapons 
of terror and death than President Bush 

gifted to the local police at his high 
point year of 2008.

This was not simply a “surge” in 
militarization of the police; Obama 
escalated the war against Black and 
brown communities by several orders 
of magnitude. Based on these num-
bers, Obama is the biggest domestic 
war hawk in the history of the United 
States—bigger than Bush, Clinton and 
all his predecessors since the genesis of 
the Black mass incarceration regime in 
the late Sixties.

No wonder all it took was a conver-
sation with two police organizations, 
this month, to put Obama back on the 
urban warpath. His return to full com-
bat domestic mode is not an exagger-
ated response to the death of eight cops 
in Baton Rouge and Dallas—that was 
only an excuse to reinstate his original 
Order of Battle. Obama came into 
office with the intention of vastly rein-
forcing the two-generations-long siege 
of Black America, but was temporarily 
chastened by the emergence of a resis-
tance movement during his second 
term. Now he’s preparing to double-
down on the strategy by setting a new 
bar for the politicians that will follow 
him into the Oval Office: Hillary 
Clinton or Donald Trump. Such is the 
legacy of the First Black President.

What separates the current era of 
mass Black incarceration, and all of its 
attendant police atrocities, from the 
period before the 1960s, is that the 
“New Jim Crow” has been financed 
and directed by the federal govern-
ment. In previous eras, mass incarcera-
tion was a state affair. However, since 
passage of the Law Enforcement 
Assistance Act of 1968, the feds have 
made suppression of Black people a 
national priority, directing, coordinat-
ing and financing a vast expansion and 

Occupation of Black America
Obama prepares to reinforce the militarized police occupation of Black America

By Glen Ford
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militarization of local police, as well as 
a seven-fold increase in per-capita pris-
on capacity.

The Obama administration marks a 
new stage in the street war against 
Black and brown people—a war he 
escalated before the emergence of a 
new Black movement, rather than in 
response to it. Activists should dismiss, 
out of hand, the Obama administra-
tion’s propaganda about “community 
policing,” a catchall for finessing an 
ever-deeper police presence in Black 
communities. When Obama was ear-
marking $163 million for U.S. Justice 
Department “community policing” 
projects in 2015, he was simultaneous-
ly budgeting more than half-a-billion 
dollars for militarization of the police. 
Conclusion: Obama is willing to invest 
limited funds in cultivating more 
snitches, but he’s really gung-ho about 
outfitting the cops with tanks, machine 
guns and grenade launchers.

In light of such stark realities, there 
can be no pause in mobilizing Black 
America and its allies for the clashes to 
come. Clinton or Trump will surely 
build on Obama’s lethal legacy. Black 
people must draw on our own legacy of 
resistance, with the clear understanding 
that self-determination is the ultimate 
goal of the struggle. Self-
determination—which is the purpose 
and fruit of democracy—requires the 
ultimate expulsion of occupying forces 
from Black communities. It is Black 
people’s—and all people’s—right to 
achieve self-determination by any 
means necessary. The choice of the 
means is the stuff of politics. It is critical 
that the full range of self-determina-
tionist politics be thoroughly explored 
by the emerging Black movement with 
all deliberate speed, especially in light of 
Obama’s planned escalation of the war 
of occupation in Black America.

—Black Agenda Report, July 27, 
2016

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
obama_reinforces_militarized_police

 Over the last thirty years my patients 
have asked me, as their family physi-
cian, why they developed cancer. Now 
I can tell them.

 There is no doubt that there is a 
cancer epidemic in the USA. Cancer is 
the second cause of death and is rap-
idly gaining on cardiovascular disease 
as the leading cause of death. Cancer is 
a major Public Health Problem in the 
USA and worldwide. According to the 
World Cancer Report of 2014 issued by 
the World Health Organization 
(WHO), cancer is growing at “an 
alarming pace” worldwide. The statis-
tics reported in the U.S. are question-
able, “Because no nationwide cancer 
registry exists, there is no way of know-
ing exactly how many new cases of 
cancer are diagnosed annually in the 
United States.”1 The National Cancer 
Institute reported in 1996 that the inci-
dence of cancer in children increased 
ten percent between 1973 and 1991. 
The New York Times front-page article 
on January 8, 2003 reported that the 
incidence of cancer in children had 
increased 20 percent in the preceding 
20 years, and for infants less than one-
year-old the increase was 36 percent! 
(The children are the canary in the 
mine.) The International Agency for 
Research on Cancer, a United Nations 
Agency (IARC), recently issued a 
“World Cancer Report of 2014.” The 
report stated that cancer incidence 
worldwide is forecast to rise by 70 per-
cent over the next two decades.

 Over the last two decades the mass 
media has been filled with stories about 
the genetic basis of cancer. So much so 
that many people now believe that dia-
betes, cancer and obesity are mostly 
“genetic diseases.” Such misinforma-
tion is essentially blaming the victim 
for their disease. Yet most people 
would not say that Influenza, 
Pneumonia or Ebola are genetic dis-

eases. There is a general understanding 
that external agents can overwhelm 
one’s internal natural defense. Not all 
of us will sicken or die in an epidemic. 
The major aspect of the “what causes 
cancer?” propaganda in the media is 
the fallacy that it is primarily genetic, 
not environmental in origin. This gross 
distortion of the reality of recent epi-
demics such as cancer and obesity, is 
explained in the article “Obesity 
Prevention Source, Genes Are Not  
Destiny,” Harvard Public Health.2 
“Genetic changes are unlikely to 
explain the rapid spread of obesity (or 
Cancer, my comment) around the 
globe. That’s because the “gene pool” 
remains fairly stable for many genera-
tions…. So if our genes have stayed 
largely the same, what has changed 
over the past 40 years of rising obesity? 
Our environment…”

 The Center for Disease Control 
(CDC), also confirms the primacy of 
the environment as a cause of disease 
on its web site: “Indeed, some rare dis-
eases….may be the result of a defi-
ciency of a single gene product, but 
these diseases represent a very small 
proportion of all human disease. 
Common diseases, such as diabetes or 
cancer, are a result of the complex 
interplay of genetic and environmental 
factors.”3

The CDC position was clearly sub-
stantiated by a huge twin study of 
53,666 identical twins, which conclud-
ed that the capacity of the genome to 
predict illness is “not very informa-
tive.” The results were published in The 
Journal of Translational Medicine.4

 Since World War 11, our environ-
ment has become rapidly more con-
taminated with toxins. In the book The 
Politics of Cancer Revisited, by Samuel 
S. Epstein, M.D., 1998, Dr. Epstein 
notes that the production of synthetic

Genes, Cancer and Capitalism
By Dr. Nayvin Gordon
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organic chemicals skyrocketed starting 
in 1940, and products from petroleum 
and natural gas around 1945. 
Plasticizers and the pesticides were 
introduced from 1945 through 1955. 
The CDC lists on its web site 135 sub-
stances considered “to be potential 
occupational carcinogens.”5 Very few 
of the now 80,000 chemicals in use 
have ever been tested for safety. 
According to Scientific American, July 
2014, page 12, “The Toxic Substances 
Control Act, last updated in1976 allows 
industry to use new chemicals without 
first demonstrating that they are safe. 
Instead it places the burden of proof on 
the Environmental Protection Agency. 
Yet of the more than 50,000 chemicals 
used commercially, the EPA has tested 
just 300.”

 The world is awash in toxic chemi-
cals. Industrial and agricultural chemi-
cal have been polluting ground water 
serving millions of Californians for at 
least 50 years. Millions of tons of can-
cer causing pesticides have been poured 
onto agricultural land in the USA and 
around the world contaminating both 
food at home and that imported from 
abroad.6 In the U.S., the Allied Signal 
Company produced the insecticide 
Kepone, related to DDT, and dumped 
it into the James River Estuary for years 
in the 1960s and ’70s. The James River 
was closed for fishing for 13 years. The 
product was banned worldwide in 
1990, but the Banana plantation own-
ers lobbied for another three years use. 
Kepone can persist for hundreds of 
years. In 2003, the Island of Guadalupe 
restricted the growing of crops due to 
persistent kepone contamination. 
Guadalupe has one of the highest pros-
tate cancer rates in the world. More 
recently, The Duke Energy Company 
was found guilty of dumping devastat-
ing toxic coal ash into the Day River on 
February 2, 2014. Daily toxic dumping 
or the so-called periodic “accidents” in 
the U.S., the European Union and 
Japan have shown no significant reduc-
tion over the last 40 years.

Many toxins have been long known 
to cause cancer. The link between envi-
ronmental contaminants and the 
development of cancer dates back to 
1775, when Percival Pott published a 
study of English chimney sweeps that 
developed cancer of the scrotum due to 
soot and coal tar. Some of the more 
common agents know to cause cancer 
are: arsenic, asbestos, benzene, formal-
dehyde, ionizing radiation, soot, radon, 
hair dyes, non-arsenical pesticides and 
polychlorinated biphenyls.7 A 2006 
study on Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
Atomic bomb survivors 55-58 years 
after radiation exposure showed a lin-
ear radiation dose response for thyroid 
tumors and cancer.8

 Bob Marley’s song “So Much 
Things to Say,” on his Exodus album, 
summed up our social problem when 
he sang “When the rain falls it don’t 
fall on one man’s house.” 

 The President’s Cancer Panel 
reported that “the true burden of envi-
ronmentally induced cancers has been 
grossly underestimated.”9 Dozens of 
environmental chemicals are regularly 
detected in people. It has been found 
that women with high levels of PCBs, 
(polychlorinated biphenyls) or DDT in 
their blood immediately after giving 
birth have an increased risk of develop-
ing breast cancer.10 Furthermore, 
environmental contaminants have been 
shown to permanently affect the func-
tion of genes. This area of knowledge 
known as epigenetics has also demon-
strated in animals that DDT can cause 
negative effects in offspring. Harmful 
chemicals and other agents can perma-
nently alter which genes are turned on 
without changing any of the genes’ 
code, known as epigenetic changes. 
“Today, no one doubts that epigenetic 
effects play a crucial role in develop-
ment, aging and even cancer.”11 

 Industrial interests have a long his-
tory of obscuring the long-standing 
scientific knowledge regarding the can-
cer/environment connection. One 
glaring example is the issue of ionizing 

radiation and cancer. In face of over-
whelming evidence that nuclear radia-
tion causes cancer, the U.S. Government 
resisted acknowledging that nuclear 
plant workers who developed cancer 
had environmental cancer caused by 
their exposure to ionizing radiation at 
work. “After decades of denials, the 
government is conceding that since the 
dawn of the atomic age, workers mak-
ing nuclear weapons have been exposed 
to radiation and chemicals that have 
produced cancer and early death.”12 
It is presumed that the denials by the 
Government were the result of pres-
sure by the nuclear industry, and capi-
talist business in general, to deny any 
links between cancer and the environ-
ment. The revolving door of 
Government officials (E.P.A. F.D.A., 
etc.,) who are later employed by con-
taminating industry is well document-
ed in the book Toxic Deception.13

 Even more dangerous for the future 
of Public Health is the collusion 
between the World Health Organization 
(WHO) and the International Atomic 
Energy Agency (IAEA). “The WHO has 
steadfastly resisted conducting studies 
on the health effects of exposure to ura-
nium 238 following Desert Storm, 
Bosnia, and Kosovo. The reason for this 
refusal is an agreement forged in 1959 
between the IAEA, which actively pro-
motes nuclear power worldwide, and 
the WHO, stating that if one agency 
wishes to carry out a study that affects 
the work of the other, mutual agree-
ment is required. The IAEA has never 
agreed to such studies.”14

Such agreements, which preclude 
study and responsibility, go to the 
heart of capitalist industry. It is part of 
an active disinformation policy. When 
the Government did act to curb pollu-
tion, it created the EPA and Clean Air 
Act. The practical functioning of these 
regulatory organizations is often weak-
ened, underfunded and under enforced 
at the urging of industry. As stated in 
Occupational Health, edited by Barry S. 
Levy, M.D. and David H. Wegman, 
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MD, “…the workers’ desire for com-
fort, income, safety, and leisure is con-
tinually counterbalanced by the 
employer’s need for profit.” The world-
wide competition for profit and sur-
vival is the dominant practice of busi-
ness under the present economic order. 
The consequences are short-term prof-
it over the long-term safety of the 
workers and the community at large. 
Corporate heads regularly responds to 
criticism of their polluting practices by 
saying that perhaps business practices 
could be interpreted as immoral but 
they are not illegal. Publically traded 
corporations are required by law to 
place the financial interest of their 
owners above everything else including 
the public good. Clearly the present 
capitalist economic system is amoral. 
Lawrence Summers, a chief economist 
of the World Bank, encapsulated the 
ideology of the captains of modern 
capitalism in a memo he sent December   
12, 1991. “I think the economic logic 
behind dumping a load of toxic waste 
in the lowest wage country is impecca-
ble and we should face up to that.” The 
present economic system, Capitalism, 
is “a system that fouls its own nest, 
both the human-social conditions and 
the wider natural environment on 
which it depends.”15 This truly is the 
very nature of the beast.

The present cancer epidemic brings 
to mind a passage from Karl Marx: 
“When a great social revolution shall 
have mastered the results of the bour-
geois epoch, the market of the world 
and the modern powers of production, 
and subjected them to the common 
control of the most advanced peoples, 
then only will human progress cease to 
resemble that hideous, pagan idol, who 
would not drink the nectar but from 
the skulls of the slain.”16 

 The Propaganda system not only 
blames the victim for their deficient 
genetic code but now tell us that cancer 
is “an unstoppable Killer.” The 
American Medical Association has a 
mass mailing of news entitled AMA 

Morning Rounds. The following is a 
quotation from August 22, 2014: “New 
Research suggests cancer can’t be erad-
icated.” They go on to quote from an 
evolutionary biologist who states, “our 
cells ability to develop cancer is an 
intrinsic property.” Scientific American, 
May 21, 2010, in an article entitled, 
“How Many Cancers are Caused by the 

Environment?” states: “But scientists 
most likely will never be able to tease 
out the true role of environmental con-
taminants because environmental
exposures, genetics and lifestyle seem 
to all intertwine.” The article then 
quotes Dr. Clapp of Boston University 
School of Public Health: “it’s an erro-
neous exercise to try to assign each 
chemical or exposure a specific frac-
tion of cancer.” The acceptance of the 
epidemic of children’s cancer is 
increasingly entering the cultural 
domain as TV shows, movies and 
books are appearing, perhaps to help 
the public accept the reality of children 
with cancer.

 The medical establishment’s
response to the cancer epidemic is pri-
marily limited to encouraging screen-
ing and life style changes. Such screen-
ing does not “prevent” cancer. 
Mammograms and colonoscopy for 
example are designed to detect early 
cancer or precancerous changes. They 
do not prevent the development of 
cancer in the population in general. 
Lifestyle changes are unlikely to have a 
significant ability to combat the cancer 
epidemic. The governments public 
health activities received only three 
percent of the over two trillion dollars 

the U.S. spent on Health Care in 2009. 
The famous Medical Doctor Rudolph 
Carl Virchow (1821-1902,) is reported 
to have stated that “Medicine is a social 
science, and politics is nothing more 
than medicine writ large.”

 Cancer cannot be prevented under 
the present economic system of profits 
before people. In Capitalism a Ghost 
Story, Arundhati Roy writes, “We are 
not fighting to tinker with reforming a 
system that needs to be replaced.” Only 
under a system, which has as one of its 
most primary directives, the maximum 
health of the people, will we be able to 
prevent cancer. The possibility of 
defeating the cancer epidemic can exist 
when society operates under the pre-
cautionary principle. “The precaution-
ary principle will be used to evaluate 
and make decisions on new procedure, 
production systems, and material as 
well as to evaluate any chemical used  

by society—to prove safety for humans 
and the rest of the environment 
before introduction.”17 

 Ending the obfuscation is impera-
tive. We must demand action founded 
on the scientific knowledge that the 
environment is the critical factor pro-
ducing the cancer epidemic. Public 
health organizations, whose responsi-
bility is to protect the health of the 
entire population by preventing dis-
ease, and all health professionals, 
should be vociferously demanding 
action today, and every day. Tragically, 

 they are largely silent.

Addendum
Many of us were shocked to read in 

the Los Angeles Times on August 25, 
2016, that “Cancer surpasses heart dis-
ease as the leading cause of death in 
California and 21 other states.” The 
article points out that the cancer epi-
demic has been steadily growing for 
decades. What is being done to stop or 
prevent this epidemic? Is the 
Government doing anything to protect 
the Public Health? Public Health is the 
science of protecting and improving 

...of the more than 
50,000 chemicals 

used commercially, 
the EPA has tested 

just 300
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Big Food
Long as you buy, big food doesn’t care if you live or die

By Ron Nilson

You know those ads and commer-
cials that show how much the food 
industry cares about your well-being? 
The ones where happy and healthy 
families are laughing and having a 
good time while consuming generous 
quantities of the company’s latest junk? 
Pure propaganda. We know it, and yet 
we still devour. Why? Because they’ve 
got us hooked! They know, any junkie, 
we can’t resist getting our preferred fix.

The agriculture, dairy, food pro-
cessing and retail industries only care 
about squeezing out every penny of 
profit—at the expense of the public’s 
physical, emotional and spiritual 
health. Your health and happiness are 
of no concern, despite all those feel-
good images of vibrant consumers.

The public makes two incorrect 
assumptions regarding Big Food. The 
first has to do with contamination. We 
see warnings in the press about mercu-

ry in tuna, wood pulp in Parmesan 
cheese, ground beef treated with 
ammonia to retard E. coli. These are 
examples of how some of the danger-
ous and deceptive practices of Big Food 
are exposed. The public assumes that 
corrective measures will be taken once 
an issue is uncovered—and that’s just 
fine with Big Food. Truth is, too often 
nothing changes. That means an unin-
formed customer is their best customer.

Another incorrect assumption is 
that the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
exists to protect the consumer. But in 
fact, the original role of the USDA was 
to promote the products of the animal 
agriculture industry. For example: over 
fifty years ago, the USDA began pro-
moting the so-called four basic food 
groups, with meat and dairy products 
in the number one and two spots on 
the list. Financed by the meat and dairy 
industry and backed by nutritional sci-

entists on the payroll of the meat and 
dairy industry, this promotion ignored 
real science.

Then there’s the issue with food 
manufacturers who make extravagant 
claims about supporting healthy eat-
ing, while in truth, they conspire 
against it. Here’s where the treachery 
becomes criminal. Like the tobacco 
cartel, food makers have found ways to 
fill their products with ingredients 
(sugar, sugar substitutes, synthetic fats) 
that increase the desire to consume. 
There is now scientific proof that sugar 
has a greater addictive effect on brain 
chemistry than cocaine.

Some producers even go so far as to 
package many concoctions in the guise 
of health food. They may be less harm-
ful, but in most cases are far from 
healthy. It may not be as blatant as 
when I was growing up and Wonder 
Bread claimed to “Build strong bodies 

the health of communities through…
disease and injury prevention….” 
(www.cdcfoundation.org). Tragically 
the U.S. Government spends only three 
percent of its health budget on Public 
Health. That is only three percent for 
prevention and 97 percent for treat-
ment. Billions go to profits for 
Insurance companies, pharmaceutical 
companies, hospitals and health pro-
fessionals. Most of this money is spent 
on treatment of disease, not for pre-
vention of disease.

 The massive profits of Insurance 
Companies and the health care indus-
try give them vast political power. Wall 
Street rises and falls with the profits of 
drug companies. “The political system 
is sensitive only to the needs of the 
wealthy—something that is arguably 
true of the U.S. Congress...” (Scientific 
American, September 2016).

 Treating disease makes money; pre-
venting disease does not. It is hard to 
see how a profit driven society can do 
anything other than profit from the 
sickness and disease of its people. 

Dr. Nayvin Gordon has been a family 
physician in California for 40 years.
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12 ways,” but it is an effective market-
ing strategy.

The bad news: the food industry has 
incrementally taken over our brains, 
both figuratively and literally.

The good news: the damage can be 
reversed.

We can reclaim the brain and learn 
to make nutritional decisions based on 
what is truly best for our health, rather 
than the influence of propaganda or 
brain chemistry.

—OpEd News, August 21, 2016

http://www.opednews.com/articles/
Long-as-You-Buy-Big-Food-by-Ron-
N i l s o n - A d d i c t i v e _ A g r i c u l t u r e _
Consumer_Dairy-160821-317.html

Former U.S. President Bill Clinton 
eliminated welfare “as we knew it” in 
1996. When Barack Obama took office 
in 2008, few of those who voted for 
him understood that his Presidency 
would mark the beginning of the end 
for public education as well. The Bush 
II initiative, “No Child Left Behind,” 
had grown unpopular among left-
leaning sectors of the U.S. population 
by the 2008 elections. Parents, stu-
dents, and teachers hoped for real 
investment in a rapidly deteriorating 
U.S. education system from the newly 
elected Obama Administration. What 
they received instead was an intensifi-
cation of Bush era education policies 
under the direction of a Black 
Democrat.

Obama’s first move was the appoint-
ment of corporate stooge Arne Duncan 
to head the Department of Education. 
Duncan and Obama proceeded to trans-
form the Department of Education into a 
committee of school privatization. 
Duncan was already well known in 
Chicago as an agent of privatization when 
he served as the CEO of Chicago schools 
prior to his appointment. In 2010, 
Duncan claimed that Hurricane Katrina 
was the “best thing that happened to the 
education system in New Orleans.” For 
Duncan, the fact that several thousand 
Black Americans from New Orleans were 
permanently displaced was a good thing 
for education because it allowed the 
Obama Administration to institute the 
first completely privatized school district 
in the U.S.

The engine of Obama’s education 
policy came primarily in the form of 
the Department of Education’s Race to 
the Top Initiative. Race to the Top cre-
ated a pool of four billion U.S. dollars 
to distribute to state governments will-
ing to privatize their school districts. 
Districts deemed to have “failed” based 

on bogus standardized test measure-
ments qualified for funds as long they 
implemented Race to the Top’s man-
dated “solutions.” These solutions 
ranged from “school transformation,” 
“school turnaround,” “school restart,” 
to “school closure.” Districts that fired 
teachers en masse, closed the most 
schools, and opened the most charters 
were favored for Race to the Top funds.

High stakes standardized tests were 
used as a weapon under Race to the 
Top to justify massive teacher layoffs 
and school closures in mostly working 
class Black communities. The Obama 
Administration introduced the 
Common Core, a national curriculum 
devised by Gates Foundation consul-
tants, in 2009. Forty-two states origi-
nally adopted the curriculum. 
Common Core used standardized tests 
created by Pearson Inc. to determine 
whether districts received funds from 
the Race to Top grants. Underfunded, 
mostly Black and Latino schools were 
pressured further into teaching to the 
test. Just as in No Child Left Behind, 
teacher pay was attached to test scores 
and the fate of schools to the dictates of 
a nation-wide corporate testing regime.

The damage from Obama’s rabid 
privatization of education was felt 
throughout working class Black com-
munities across the country. In 2011, 
Detroit bid out 45 of its public schools 
to charter school operators and closed 
eight others. In 2013, the Chicago 
board of education closed 49 public 
schools. Philadelphia closed 23 public 
schools in the same year. Cities across 
the country fired thousands of teachers 
and closed hundreds of schools to 
qualify for federal funds. These funds, 
more often than not, went directly into 
the hands of operators running for-
profit education scams they call “char-
ter schools.”

Vulture Capitalists
The Obama legacy: Destroying public education as we know it

By Danny Haiphong
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Obama’s “shock and awe” privati-
zation of education led to the surge in 
for-profit charter schools. From 2010-
2015, charter school enrollment 
increased by 62 percent across the U.S. 
despite the fact that charter schools 
have proven to do no better than pub-
lic schools in tests scores or anything 
else. Obama’s education budget in 
2010 comprised of $136 million direct-
ly reserved for charter schools. 
Capitalist organs such as the Broad 
Foundation and Walton Foundation 
have matched these numbers over the 
same period with promises to invest 
hundreds-of-millions of dollars in 
charters as well.

During his tenure, Obama virtually 
eliminated public education in service 
of capitalists such as Eli Broad and Bill 
Gates. This has come at the severe 
expense of the Black working class. 
Charter schools promote segregation 
and discriminate against ESL (English 
as a Second Language) and disabled 
students. The number of Black teach-
ers in cities like Chicago has declined 
dramatically. The Goldman Sachs 
funded organization, Teach for 
America, found fertile ground in 
Obama’s war on public education to 

build a vast army of scab labor ready to 
replace fired public school teachers. 
Many charter schools have utilized 
Teach for America members to resist 
unionization and keep wages low.

Teachers have been blamed by the 
Obama regime for the problems that 
exist in the U.S. education system. 
Anti-teacher films such as Waiting for 
Superman have saturated the education 
narrative in the U.S. The privatization 
of education has gone virtually uncov-
ered or framed as a benevolent colonial 
mission in the corporate media. 

However, efforts such as the Chicago 
Teachers Union strike or the Detroit 
teachers’ sickout have received broad 
popular support. The notion that the 
general public supports the privatiza-
tion of education has been a big lie 
promoted by the corporate education 
reform movement to distract from the 
real issues of racism, poverty, and aus-
terity that plague public schools today.

Privatization and austerity was the 
driving force of Obama’s education 
legacy. In the course of two-terms, 
Obama has successfully handed over 
public education to Wall Street and 
corporate technocrats. He has further 
militarized schools under the regime of 
high stakes testing and engineered the 
mass exodus of Black teachers and stu-
dents from public education. Education, 
deemed by many a fundamental human 
right, has become more so a privilege 
primarily accessible to the rich than it 
has ever been. The question now is 
whether the teachers unions, activists, 
and organizers can build a movement 
strong enough to reverse the damage 
Obama has wrought.

Danny Haiphong is an Asian activist 
and political analyst in the Boston area.

—Black Agenda Report, July 12, 
2016
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This presentation was given at the 
Socialism 2016 conference on July 4, 
2016 in Chicago.

 The title of this session—”the dark-
er the night, the brighter the star”—is 
the title of the fourth and final volume 
of Tony Cliff’s biography of Leon 
Trotsky, who was a central leader of 
the 1917 Russian Revolution of work-
ers and peasants, which turned the 
Russian Tsarist empire into the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics. One of 
the founders of modern Communism 
and the Soviet state, Trotsky is also the 
best known of those who fought against 
the degeneration of that revolution and 
movement brought on by a vicious 
bureaucratic dictatorship led by Joseph 
Stalin.1

I went on-line to find out where 
that book title came from, and I learned 
that it is often attributed to Fyodor 
Dostoevsky’s great novel Crime and 
Punishment. But I also learned that this 
is contested, and I personally couldn’t 
find it in Dostoevsky’s novel. When I 
wrote to Tony Cliff’s biographer, Ian 
Birchall, he checked with Cliff’s son—
Donny Gluckstein—who responded: 
“I think he might have taken the phrase 
from the Friedrich Schlotterbeck Left 
Book Club book—The Darker the 
Night, the Brighter the Stars.” 
Schlotterbeck was a young working-
class Communist in Germany when 
Adolf Hitler’s dictatorship was estab-
lished in 1933, and his 1947 book is an 
inspiring and devastating account of 
left-wing workers’ resistance to Nazi 
tyranny, in which we learn of the hero-
ism and horrific destruction of his 
many comrades, friends, and family 
members who remained committed to 
socialist and communist ideals.2 

But Trotsky has told us: “No one, 
not excluding Hitler, has dealt social-
ism such deadly blows as Stalin. This is 
hardly astonishing since Hitler has 
attacked the working class organiza-
tions from without, while Stalin does it 
from within. Hitler assaults Marxism. 
Stalin not only assaults, but prostitutes 
it. Not a single principle has remained 
unpolluted, not a single idea unsullied. 
The very names of socialism and com-
munism have been cruelly compro-
mised…Socialism signifies a pure and 
limpid social system which is accom-
modated to the self-government of the 
toilers. Stalin’s regime is based on a 
conspiracy of the rulers against the 
ruled. Socialism implies an uninter-
rupted growth of universal equality. 
Stalin has erected a system of revolting 
privileges. Socialism has as its goal the 
all-sided flowering of individual per-
sonality. When and where has man’s 
personality been so degraded as in the 
USSR? Socialism would have no value 
apart from the unselfish, honest and 
humane relations between human 
beings. The Stalin regime has perme-
ated social and personal relationships 
with lies, careerism and treachery.”3 So 
wrote Trotsky in 1937. And those in 
Soviet Russia who believed such things 
were repressed no less ruthlessly than 
the German Communists had been.4

The Left Oppositionists that Trotsky 
led persisted after his expulsion from 
the Soviet Union, and they were round-
ed up and sent to Siberian prison 
camps called isolators. “When you can 
no longer serve the cause to which you 
have dedicated your life—you should 
give it your death.” These were the 
words of Adolf Joffe, one of Trotsky’s 
close friends and co-thinkers who had 

committed suicide as a protest against 
Stalinism in 1927. His young wife 
Maria ended up in internal exile in 
1929. As the situation of the con-
demned Oppositionists worsened by 
degrees, she held out, and when it 
became the horrific “one long night” 
that she describes in her memoir of the 
late 1930s, she was one of the few who 
somehow survived to tell what hap-
pened. She was sustained by the core 
belief: “It is possible to sacrifice your 
life, but the honor of a person, of a 
revolutionary—never.”5

Pressures to give in were intense, 
when capitulation could mean free-
dom, while remaining in Opposition 
meant never-ending jail and exile. By 
1934, after seven years, Trotsky’s close 
comrade Christian Rakovsky himself 
was ready to capitulate, his views later 
recounted by Maria’s step-daughter, 
Nadezhda Joffe, in whom he confided 
and whom he won over: “His basic 
thoughts were that we had to return to 
the party in any way possible. He felt 
that there was undoubtedly a layer in 
the party which shared our views at 
heart, but had not decided to voice 
their agreement. And we could become 
a kind of common sense core and be 
able to accomplish something. Left in 
isolation, he said, they would strangle 
us like chickens.”6

Trotsky rejected this logic, as did 
many co-thinkers exiled in small vil-
lage “isolators.” One survivor recalled 
the toasts they made [in the early 
1930s] on New Year’s Day: “The first 
toast was to our courageous and long-
suffering wives and women comrades, 
who were sharing our fate. We drank 
our second toast to the world proletar-
ian revolution. Our third was to our 
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people’s freedom and our own libera-
tion from prison.”7

Instead, they would soon be trans-
ferred to the deadly Siberian labor 
camps into which hundreds-of-thou-
sands of victims of the 1935-39 purges 
(including most of the capitulators 
plus many other Communist Party 
members) were sent as Stalinist repres-
sion tightened throughout the country. 
Arrested while in Moscow in 1936, 
Secretary of the Palestinian Communist 
Party Joseph Berger later remembered 
the Left Oppositionists he met during 
his own ordeal:

“While the great majority had 
‘capitulated,’ there remained a hard 
core of uncompromising Trotskyists, 
most of them in prisons and camps. 
They and their families had all been 
rounded up in the preceding months 
and concentrated in three large 
camps—Kolyma, Vorkuta, and 
Norilsk.... The majority were experi-
enced revolutionaries who had 
fought in the Civil War but had 
joined the Opposition in the early 
twenties.... Purists, they feared con-
tamination of their doctrine above 
all else in the world.... When I 
accused the Trotskyists of sectarian-
ism, they said what mattered was ‘to 
keep the banner unsullied.’”8

Another survivor’s account, pub-
lished in the émigré publication of 
Russian Mensheviks, Socialist 
Messenger, recalls “the Orthodox 
Trotskyists” of the Vorkuta labor camp 
who “were determined to remain faith-
ful to their platform and their leaders,” 
and, “even though they were in prison, 
they continued to consider themselves 
Communists; as for Stalin and his sup-
porters, ‘the apparatus men,’ they were 
characterized as renegades from com-
munism.” Along with their supporters 
and sympathizers (some of whom had 
never even been members of the 
Communist Party), they numbered in 
the thousands in this area, according to 
the witness. As word spread of Stalin’s 
show trials designed to frame and exe-
cute the Old Bolshevik leaders, and as 

conditions at the camp deteriorated, 
“the entire group of ‘Orthodox’ 
Trotskyists” came together. The eye-
witness remembers the speech of 
Socrates Gevorkian:

“‘It is now evident that the group 
of Stalinist adventurers have com-
pleted their counter-revolutionary 
coup d’etat in our country. All the 
progressive conquests of our revolu-
tion are in mortal danger. Not twi-
light shadows but those of the deep 
black night envelop our country. …
No compromise is possible with the 
Stalinist traitors and hangmen of the 
revolution. But before destroying us, 
Stalin will try to humiliate us as 
much as he can. …We are left with 
only one means of struggle in this 
unequal battle: the hunger strike.’9 
The great majority of prisoners, 
regardless of political orientation, 
followed this lead.” 

Lasting from October 1936 to 
March 1937, the 132-day hunger strike 
was powerfully effective and forced the 
camp officials and their superiors to 
give in to the strikers’ demands. “We 
had a verbal newspaper, Truth Behind 
Bars,” Maria Joffe was told by an 
Oppositionist who had survived, “we 
had little groups—circles, there were a 
lot of clever, knowledgeable people. 
Sometimes we issued a satirical leaflet, 
The Underdog. Vilka, our barrack rep-
resentative, was editor and the illustra-
tions were formed by people against a 
wall background. Quite a lot of laugh-
ing, too, mostly young ones there.” 
And then “everything suddenly came 
to an end.”10 

In 1938 the Trotskyists of Vorkuta 
were marched out in batches—men, 
women, children over the age of 
twelve—into the surrounding arctic 
wasteland. “Their names were checked 
against a list and then, group-by-group, 
they were called out and machine-
gunned,” writes Joseph Berger. “Some 
struggled, shouted slogans and fought 
the guards to the last.” According to 
the witness writing in Socialist 
Messenger, as one larger group of about 

a hundred was led out of the camp to 
be shot, “the condemned sang the 
‘Internationale’ joined by the voices of 
hundreds of prisoners remaining in 
camp.”11

In her memoir Maria Joffe tells us 
the “tortures, murders, mass shootings 
of many thousands of Trotskyists in 
Vorkuta and Kolyma,” actually 
embraced many more, “the complete 
destruction of the October and Civil 
War generation, ‘infected by Trotskyist 
heresy…’” It has been estimated that 
more than two million people were 
condemned from 1934 through 1938—
with more than 700,000 executions 
and over a million sent to increasingly 
brutalized labor camps where many 
more perished.12

In the rest of these remarks I want 
to touch on aspects of the so-called 
“Trotskyist heresy” that analyze how a 
profoundly democratic workers and 
peasants revolution, inspired by the 
deepest socialist idealism, could turn 
into one of the worst tyrannies in 
human history. This is something that 
Trotsky wrestled with as it was happen-
ing—and there is much we can learn 
from that, as my friend Tom Twiss 
brilliantly demonstrates in his impor-
tant book.13

The bottom-line, however, is that 
Trotsky’s analysis clearly emerges from 
the fundamental analysis of Karl Marx 
eighty years earlier. It is also insepara-
ble from the basics of his own theory of 
permanent revolution. In my remain-
ing time I will offer both analyses in 
very broad strokes—permanent revo-
lution and bureaucratic degeneration 
of the Soviet Union.

The rise and industrial development 
of capitalism has done three things—
according to both Marx and Trotsky. 
First there was a process sometimes 
known as “primitive accumulation” 
which involved a horrific and murder-
ous displacement and oppression and 
brutal exploitation of masses of peas-
ants and indigenous peoples on a glob-
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al scale. Second, there has been a mas-
sive process of proletarianization—
making a majority of the labor force 
and population into a modern working 
class (those whose livelihood is depen-
dent on selling their ability to work, 
their labor-power, for wages). This 
working-class majority is the force that 
has the potential power, and the objec-
tive self-interest, to replace the eco-
nomic dictatorship of capitalism with 
the economic democracy of social-
ism—and the awareness of all this is 
what Marxists mean when they speak 
of workers’ class-consciousness. Third, 
the spectacular technological develop-
ment generated by capitalism—the 
ever self-renewing Industrial 
Revolution—creates the material basis 
for a new socialist society. As Marx put 
it in 1845, the creation of this high level 
of productivity and wealth “is an abso-
lutely necessary practical premise [for 
communism] because without it want 
is merely made general, and with desti-
tution [there is a resumption of] the 
struggle for necessities” generating a 
competition for who gets what, and 
then (according to one translation) the 
same old shit starts all over again.14

Drawing from Marx, Trotsky and a 
growing number of his Russian com-
rades came to see the coming revolu-
tion in backward Russia in this way. 
The democratic struggle against the 
semi-feudal Tsarist autocracy would 
only be led consistently and through to 
the end by the small but growing 
Russian working class in alliance with 
the peasant majority—and the success 
of such a revolution would place the 
organizations of the working class into 
political power. There would be a nat-
ural push to keep moving in a socialist 
direction (with expanding social 
improvements for the masses of peo-
ple)—although the socialism that Marx 
had outlined and that the Russian 
workers were fighting for could not be 
created in a single backward country. 
But a successful Russian Revolution 
would help push forward revolution-

ary struggles in other countries, and as 
these revolutions were successful—
especially in industrially more advanced 
countries such as Germany, France, 
Italy, and Britain—the Russian work-
ers and peasants could join with com-
rades in a growing number of countries 
to development of a global socialist 
economy that would replace capitalism 
and create a better life and better future 
for the world’s laboring majority. This 
is why Lenin, Trotsky and their com-
rades labored to draw revolutionaries 

and insurgent workers from all around 
the world into the Communist 
International, to help advance this nec-
essary world revolutionary process for 
international socialism. Because social-
ism cannot triumph if it is not global.15

But the anticipated revolutions in 
other countries were not successful, 
and seven years of relative isolation—
with military invasions, foreign trade 
boycotts, civil war, and economic col-
lapse, and other hardships—had three 
results. First, the projected government 
by democratic councils (soviets) of 

workers and peasants was delayed as 
the overwhelming social-political-eco-
nomic emergency brought about what 
was originally seen as a temporary dic-
tatorship by the Communist Party. 
Second, a massive bureaucratic appa-
ratus crystallized in order to run the 
country and administer the economy. 
As Trotsky would later explain in The 
Revolution Betrayed, when there aren’t 
enough necessities to go around, there 
is rationing and people “are compelled 
to stand in line. When the lines are very 
long, it is necessary to appoint a police-
man to keep order. Such is the starting 
point of the power of the Soviet 
bureaucracy. It ‘knows’ who is to get 
something and who has to wait.”16

While some of the Communists 
remained absolutely dedicated to the 
original ideals and perspectives that 
had been the basis for the 1917 revolu-
tion, there were many who became 
corrupted or compromised or disori-
ented. Stalin was a central figure in the 
increasingly authoritarian bureaucratic 
apparatus, and along with the brilliant 
but disoriented Nikolai Bukharin, he 
dis-attached the idea of socialism not 
only from democracy, but also from 
the revolutionary internationalism that 
is at the heart of Marxism, advancing 
the notion of building socialism in a 
single country—the Soviet Union. 
Trotsky and his co-thinkers denounced 
this notion as “a skinflint reactionary 
utopia of self-sufficient socialism, built 
on a low technology,” incapable of 
bringing about genuine socialism. 
Instead, the same old shit would start 
all over again. But it was Stalin who 
won this battle, fiercely repressing 
Trotsky and the Left Opposition.17

Stalin didn’t stop there. While 
Bukharin and others had envisioned 
building their “socialism in one coun-
try” slowly and more or less humanely, 
Stalin and the powerful figures around 
him decided to initiate a so-called “rev-
olution from above”—a forced collec-
tivization of the land and rapid, 
authoritarian industrialization process 

This working-class 
majority is the force 
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tial power, and the 
objective self-inter-
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(all at the expense of the peasant and 
worker majority) to modernize Russia 
in the name of “socialism in one coun-
try.”18

Bukharin and his co-thinkers were 
smashed politically, but unlike Trotsky 
and the intransigent Left Oppositionists, 
they quickly capitulated to Stalin—
although this didn’t save them in the 
end. Peasant resistance was dealt with 
brutally, and famine resulted. Worker 
resistance was also savagely repressed. 
All critical discussion in the Communist 
Party was banned. All independent and 
creative thought and expression—in 
education, art, literature, culture—
throughout the country was compelled 
to give way to authoritarian norms that 
celebrated the policies and personali-
ties of Stalin and those around him—
but especially, more and more, of Stalin 
himself.19

Although they claimed that the 
modernization policies they oversaw 
added up to socialism, and that they 
were the loyal and rightful heirs of 
Lenin and the 1917 revolution, the 
functionaries in the increasingly mas-
sive bureaucratic apparatus enjoyed an 
accumulation of material privileges, 
with authority and a lifestyle that 
placed them above a majority of the 
people. As Trotsky put it in The 
Revolution Betrayed, “it is useless to 
boast and ornament reality. Limousines 
for the ‘activists’ [that is, the bureau-
crats], fine perfumes for ‘our women’ 
[that is, wives of the bureaucrats], mar-
garine for the workers, stores ‘de luxe’ 
for the gentry, a look at delicacies 
through the store windows for the 
plebs—such socialism cannot but seem 
to the masses a new re-facing of capi-
talism, and they are not far wrong. On 
a basis of ‘generalized want,’ the strug-
gle for the means of subsistence threat-
ens to resurrect ‘all the old crap,’ and is 
partially resurrecting it at every step.”20 

Several years later, the knowledge-
able analyst David Dallin noted that 
government employees (the bureau-

cracy from top elite to lowliest func-
tionaries), constituting at least 14 per-
cent of the labor force, consumed as 
much as 35 percent of the wealth; that 
the working-class, constituting about 
20 percent of the labor force, received 
no more than 33 percent of the wealth, 
that peasants, 53 percent of the labor 
force, received 29 percent of the wealth, 
and that forced laborers, estimated at a 
minimum of 8 percent of the labor 
force, received 3 percent of the wealth. 
By all accounts, the lifestyle of the elite 
rivaled that of capitalists in other lands. 
While this inequality is somewhat dif-
ferent from ours (where the top one 
percent has at least 40 percent of the 
wealth and the bottom 80 percent has 
no more than 20 percent of the wealth), 
what existed under Stalin was still a 
mockery of the socialist goal of 1917.21

In the 1930s, many in the USSR 
remembered the democratic and egali-
tarian ideals of the revolutionary cause 
and some remained committed to 
these. Among those dissident 
Communists defeated and repressed by 
the regime (including among those 
who capitulated) were experienced 
revolutionaries who had helped to 
overthrow the Tsar. They couldn’t be 
trusted, especially because all was not 
well in the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics. Despite the unending pseu-
do-revolutionary propaganda, and 
positive improvements in economic 
and social opportunities for some 
workers, there was widespread suffer-
ing and dissatisfaction within the pop-
ulation. The dynamics of “socialism in 
one country” accelerated by the “revo-
lution from above” was bound to 
explode into the murderous authori-
tarianism we looked at earlier. The 
program of the heroic Left 
Oppositionists who gave their lives was 
a definite threat to the Stalinist system, 
and it was outlined eloquently in 
Trotsky’s The Revolution Betrayed: 

“It is not a question of substitut-
ing one ruling clique for another, 
but of changing the very methods of 

administering the economy and 
guiding the culture of the country. 
Bureaucratic autocracy must give 
place to Soviet democracy. A resto-
ration of the right of criticism, and a 
genuine freedom of elections, are 
necessary conditions for the further 
development of the country. This 
assumes a revival of freedom of 
Soviet parties, beginning with the 
party of Bolsheviks, and a resurrec-
tion of the trade unions. The bring-
ing of democracy into industry 
means a radical revision of plans in 
the interests of the toilers. Free dis-
cussion of economic problems will 
decrease the overhead expense of 
bureaucratic mistakes and zigzags. 
Expensive playthings—palaces of 
the Soviets, new theaters, show-off 
subways—will be crowded out in 
favor of workers’ dwellings. 
‘Bourgeois norms of distribution’ 
will be confined within the limits of 
strict necessity, and, in step with the 
growth of social wealth, will give 
way to socialist equality. Ranks will 
be immediately abolished. The tinsel 
of decorations will go into the melt-
ing pot. The youth will receive the 
opportunity to breathe freely, criti-
cize, make mistakes, and grow up. 
Science and art will be freed of their 
chains. And, finally, foreign policy 
will return to the traditions of revo-
lutionary internationalism.”22 

This continues to be relevant to our 
situation today.

Which brings us back to this ses-
sion’s title. When we look up at night, 
the blackness of the universe is vividly 
punctuated by the stars, whose glow 
has traveled light-years for us to see. 
Even though some of those stars no 
longer exist, we see them shining from 
where we are. And their wondrous illu-
mination may help us find our way in 
the dark terrain of our own times. 
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Striking couriers for online food 
delivery company Deliveroo won a 
“major victory” in getting bosses to 
promise that they will not be forced to 
work under a piece-rate system, their 
union announced on August 17, 2016.

Workers of the restaurant food 
delivery firm will not be made to sign a 
new contract that would downgrade 
wages from £7 ($9.13) per-hour plus 
£1 ($1.30) for each delivery, to just 
£3.75 ($4.89) per drop-off.

Those who already signed the con-
tract under duress will not be bound by 
it, according to the couriers and logis-
tics branch of the Independent Workers 
of Great Britain (IWGB) union.

A trial of the new system will be car-
ried out in some London areas, in 
which up to 280 couriers work. Those 
who do not agree will have to move to 
another delivery zone.

But a new concession made on 
August 16—after a week-long unofficial 
strike—means they can choose areas 
and be guaranteed the same hours as 

before. The 
trial started 
the next day 
and would 
go on until 
S e p t e m b e r 
14.

Deliveroo 
claims work-
ers would be 
paid more 
during busi-
er periods 
under the 
new plans. 
Workers fear 
for their 
incomes, as they say they often wait 
hours for a delivery under the original 
system. Couriers are still campaigning 
for the London living wage of £9.40 
($12.26) an hour.

Bosses also agreed that no couriers 
will be “victimized” after a number of 
them claimed they had been threat-
ened with job losses or had their app—

which tells them where to pick up and 
drop off—blocked.

Management used other “dirty 
tricks” to coerce workers—registered 
as “independent contractors” with few 
rights—to agree to new terms, IWGB 
CLB (Couriers and Logistics Branch) 
chairperson Mags Dewhurst told the 
Morning Star.

She said that the branch received 
“constant complaints” from workers 
about similar “arbitrary managerial pro-
cedures” such as “dumping” couriers in 
unfavorable areas as “punishment.”

Dewhurst added: “Strikers called 
the company’s bluff. Deliveroo was 
being opportunistic in trying to push 
through the piece rate. They probably 
never had intentions of sacking people.

“Couriers have exposed their 
bullying nature, dirty tricks and how 
people fall foul of it in this unregu-
lated sector. This is a major victory. 
The trial of the new contract is gen-
uinely more like a trial because driv-
ers will now have to opt into it 
rather than opt out.”

—Green Left Weekly, August 22, 
2016

ht tp s : / /www.green l e f t . o rg .au/
node/62501

Deliveroo Workers Win in Britain
By Lamiat Sabin
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Vote for Corbyn! Fight for Socialism!
By Rob Sewell

Jeremy Corbyn is on target for a 
landslide victory in the election for 
Labor leader. According to all the polls, 
he will defeat his right-wing supported 
challenger Owen Smith by a wide mar-
gin. In fact, the support for Jeremy 
Corbyn amongst the grassroots of the 
Party has increased since last year; over 
84 percent of local Labor Party leader-
ship nominations have been for 
Corbyn, compared to under 40 percent 
in last year’s four-way race.

This rising support has also been 
reflected in the gains for the Left on 
Labor’s National Executive Committee, 
where two right-wingers were replaced 
by two Corbyn supporters in this sum-
mer’s NEC elections. While ordinary 
Labor members were jubilant, anti-
Corbyn MPs were down in the dumps 
over this, with one almost in tears: 
“This is very, very, very bad news.” 
Poor old Neil Kinnock, all dressed in 
his Lords ermine, said, “Only anger is 
keeping me from falling into despair.”

After months of bitter civil war in 
the Party and the vote of no confidence 
by right-wing Labor MPs against 
Corbyn, this cabal of MPs threw every-
thing into a coup to try and oust him as 
Party leader. When that failed, Owen 
Smith was chosen to stand against him 
as the “unity” candidate. Such euphe-
misms are akin to the “Ministry of 
Love” from George Orwell’s 1984.

Smith has been forced to put on a 
“left” face—as Neil Kinnock did in the 
past—if he was to have any chance. 
This “radical” challenger laughably 
denied that he had nothing to do with 
the “coup” against Corbyn, although 
John Mann MP let the cat out of the 
bag to the contrary. Smith’s “goody-
two-shoes” denials have fooled no one. 
He is rightly seen as nothing more, 
nothing less than the Blairite-backed 
“Anyone But Corbyn” candidate.

Parliamentary Labor Party (PLP) 
in despair

The right wing are in the doldrums; 
they have lost control over the Party. 
They regarded Labor as their own pri-
vate property—a vehicle for their 
careers. These “upwardly mobile” 
ladies and gentlemen became more 
and more like the Tories. They are 
proud to be part of the Establishment. 
They grovel at the feet of big business 
and have contempt for the working 
class, while sneering at “socialism” as 
being “out of date.”

The Corbyn victory last year threat-
ened their way of life. Their careers, 
perks, fat salaries and privileges were 
all at risk. The message from these 
people has been clear: how dare the 
rank-and-file members defy us! This 
upstart has to go!

The Blairite campaign to discredit 
Corbyn began on day one (indeed, even 
before day one) and has had the full 
backing of the ruling class. “He was sim-
ply a ‘protest’ politician and unfit for 

Government,” they screamed. “He could 
never win an election,” said the expert 
Lord Kinnock, a man who lost two gen-
eral elections in a row. “He is a nice man, 
but not a leader,” they pleaded.

But all these protests have been in 
vain. Hundreds-of-thousands have ral-
lied to Corbyn as someone who repre-
sents a real alternative. The right-wing 
carpetbaggers have been discredited, 
with their Tory-lite policies, defense of 
Trident, and support for foreign wars. 
The membership have turned their 
back on this old establishment.

Can the real democrats please 
stand up?

Of course, these so-called “demo-
crats” will not accept the expected result 
in September. “Why the hell did we 
give one member one vote?” they 
already mutter in private. The members 
have gone mad and lost confidence in 
the Parliamentary Labor Party, they 
moan. The PLP right-wingers must 
have recalled the ironic words of poet 
Bertold Brecht when he said, during the 
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mass protests in 1953 against the gov-
ernment, that the leaders of the East 
German Stalinist Party had lost confi-
dence in the actions of the masses—the 
people should therefore be “dissolved” 
and a new one elected!

The Blairites will say they were 
cheated by “threats,” “violence” and 
“intimidation,” which has forced the 
Labor bureaucracy to close down all 
local Party meetings. Of course, this 
had nothing to do with stopping 
Corbyn getting even more support, so 
they say! If they were concerned about 
“intimidation,” why did they not close 
down the bear-pit of the Parliamentary 
Labor Party last year when there was 
real intimidation against Corbyn?

Now they are plotting to split the 
Labor Party, as in 1931 and 1982. They 
are preparing their excuses in advance, 
with the help of cuddly Tom Watson, 
the deputy leader. “I’m under no illu-
sions about what’s going on,” he said. 
It is Trotskyist “infiltration” that is 
apparently “manipulating” innocent 
people. What utter nonsense!

Watson—elected on promises to 
increase party democracy—is now 
proposing to bring back the old elec-
toral college for choosing the leader 
instead of letting the members vote. He 
wants the right-wing PLP—not the 
elected Party leader—to choose the 
Shadow Cabinet. So much for our 
“neutral” deputy leader, who has con-
stantly worked behind the scenes to get 
rid of Corbyn. Even Len McCluskey of 
Unite the Union described Watson’s 
actions as an “act of sabotage.”

Kick out the Blairites! Kick out 
capitalism!

The only way forward now is to 
bring back mandatory reselection of 
Labor MPs. There is a clear growing 
support for this. All Labor MPs must 
face the democratic vote of the mem-
bership. That is what democracy really 
looks like! We need representatives at 
Westminster who are in tune with the 
wishes of the rank and file and are 

ready to defend the working class, not 
the vested interests of capital.

Of course, this must go hand in 
hand with the adoption of real socialist 
policies. The Labor Party was hijacked 
by Tory infiltrators (the real “entry-
ists,”) who wanted not to change soci-
ety but to support capitalism. These 
careerists were (and still are) growing 
rich at the expense of working people. 
They have had their snouts firmly in 
the trough for years. Why would they 
want to change society when they are 
doing so nicely? They were, and are, 
part and parcel of this rotten 
Establishment. We need to clear out 
this riff-raff!

The big business system of capital-
ism is a disaster. The rich are getting 
ever richer while the working class has 
been getting less and less of the cake for 
decades now. While Financial Times 
Stock Exchange 100 (FTSE100) com-
pany bosses award themselves £500,000 
($659,100) increases-per-year, millions 
of working families are only just get-
ting enough to cover their rent and 
food bills each month. Even then, most 
can only survive on tax credits and 
housing benefit—a state subsidy to the 
bosses for paying poverty wages. As 
former boss, Adair Turner put it, the 
job market is starting to resemble “a 
feudal marketplace in which the lord 
shows up each day and says, ‘I’ll take 
you, and you, and you.’”

And things are about to get a damn 
sight worse. The British economy is 
sliding into recession and there is a 
massive banking crisis looming in 
Europe. This could easily tip the whole 
world economy into another slump—
even worse than in 2008.

Vote for Corbyn! Fight for 
Socialism!

We must restore the Labor Party’s 
commitment to socialism. After 
decades of right-wing control, things 
are now going into reverse. A future 
Labor government must not try to run 
capitalism better than the Tories, which 

would be a disaster. It should pledge 
instead to reverse all the Tory cuts and 
austerity and take measures to mas-
sively increase living standards. That is 
the only way to fight the Tories!

This will mean that Labor in power 
must take over the commanding 
heights of the economy—the top 150 
monopolies, banks and insurance 
companies that dominate our lives. 
These must be run under workers’ 
control and management as part of a 
socialist plan of production, so we can 
use our resources for the benefit of all. 
That was the basic socialist aim of 
Clause 4 of the Labor Party constitu-
tion—a clause that was abolished by 
Tony Blair and his gang, and replaced 
with pro-business rubbish. This his-
toric commitment must be restored to 
its proper place.

  Only this basis, by offering a bold 
socialist program to transform the lives 
of ordinary working people, can Labor 
win a landslide victory and make real 
the dreams of past generations.

—In Defense of Marxism, August 22, 
2106

http://www.marxist.com/britain-
vote-for-corbyn-fight-for-socialism.htm
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not accept the expected 

result in September. 
“Why the hell did we 
give one member one 
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lost confidence in the 
Parliamentary Labor 

Party, they moan.
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Politics is Failing Blacks in the United Kingdom
Corbyn is right, we need a radical government that confronts prejudice.

By Faduma Hassan

August 16, 2016—Ten days ago, 
hundreds of activists shocked Britain 
by simultaneously shutting down 
major roads across the United Kingdom 
(UK), most dramatically on the M4 on 
the way to Heathrow airport. These 
actions were majorly disruptive; flights 
were delayed and city center grid-
locked. The organizers, the new UK 
wing of Black Lives Matter, claimed 
that the situation was an emergency—
and they are right.

Overt racism is a fact of life for 
many people in Britain today, and one 
which is inextricably linked to political 
events. In the days following the vote 
to leave the European Union (EU), 
hate crime rose by 57 percent. And 
physical, violent racism is not just 
something you see in the street—it is in 
the system. Black people are twice as 
likely to die in police custody. Since 
1990, the police have killed 1,565 peo-
ple. Not a single prosecution has been 
brought. Black people are three times 
more likely to be arrested and 37 times 
more likely to be stopped and searched.

Racism in Britain is the result of 
centuries of colonialism and scape-
goating. Muslims in Britain today face 
discrimination and surveillance from 
anti-terror laws and programs like 
“Prevent,” that universities, schools 
and hospitals have.  But it is also the 
case that Muslim women are now the 
most socio-economically disadvan-
taged people in society. Black people 
are overall three times more likely to be 
unemployed than white people. Racism 
goes much deeper than “prejudice.” It 
is a political problem that requires 
political solutions.

I would like to say that the situation 
for Black people in Britain would 
improve automatically with a Labor 
government, but that simply isn’t true. 

Yes, Labor has led the way in terms of 
Black representation in parliament and 
politics in general—and yes, life got 
better for many under the last Labor 
government. But on the whole, inequal-
ity got worse—to the detriment of 
Black and ethnic minority communi-
ties. The Institute for Fiscal Studies 
found that inequality rose to its highest 
point in decades and that the incomes 
of the bottom fifth of society fell. In 
Britain today, the unemployment rate 
among Black youth is over 50 percent.

In government, Labor also pursued 
a strategy of pandering to the right 
wing press on issues like immigration 
and asylum. It is only a few years since 
Labor candidates were disgracefully 
producing election material claiming 
that “Labor is on your side—the Lib 
Dems are on the side of failed asylum 
seekers.”

What we need is a total overhaul of 
society’s priorities—a radical govern-
ment that confronts prejudice no mat-
ter how respectable and embedded it 
seems, and redistributes wealth and 
power. That is why, weirdly, I find 
myself cheering for Jeremy Corbyn—a 
white man in his sixties.

Corbyn’s leadership of Labor has 
provided me and other Black activists 
with a real source of hope. Requiring 
companies to conduct pay equality 
audits, and a significant strengthening 
of trade union and employment rights, 
provide ways of addressing discrimina-
tion in the workplace.

The most important shift, however, 
is about approach. So often in history, 
challenging racism means challenging 
some of the basic assumptions in polit-
ical life and being willing to wear the 
badge of “extremist” if doing the right 
thing is deemed extreme. The anti-
apartheid movement in Britain was 

denounced as sympathizing with ter-
rorists; civil liberties campaigners were 
painted as insufficiently tough on ter-
rorism; and politicians who support 
the rights of migrants and refugees are 
portrayed as woolly or out of touch.

Jeremy Corbyn has backed all of 
those causes, and has been castigated 
for it, because his approach is about 
doing the right thing—not doing what 
is mainstream or acceptable. The same 
approach is what is behind his radical 
economic policy—a plan to end aus-
terity and invest £500 billion in public 
services and jobs.

Politics as usual is failing Black peo-
ple in Britain. Nothing less than a total 
overhaul of the system will do.   

Faduma Hassan is London organizer 
for Jeremy Corbyn’s leadership cam-
paign.

—Labor List, August 16, 2016

http://labourlist.org/2016/08/poli-
tics-is-failing-Black-people-in-the-uk-
corbyn-is-right-that-we-need-a-radical-
government-that-confronts-prejudice/
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The exoneration of a man accused 
of the worst of crimes, genocide, made 
no headlines. Neither the BBC nor 
CNN covered it. The Guardian allowed 
a brief commentary. Such a rare official 
admission was buried or suppressed, 
understandably. It would explain too 
much about how the rulers of the 
world rule.

The International Criminal Tribunal 
for the Former Yugoslavia (ICTY) in 
The Hague has quietly cleared the late 
Serbian president, Slobodan Milosevic, 
of war crimes committed during the 
1992-95 Bosnian war, including the 
massacre at Srebrenica.

Far from conspiring with the con-
victed Bosnian-Serb leader Radovan 
Karadzic, Milosevic actually “con-
demned ethnic cleansing,” opposed 
Karadzic and tried to stop the war that 
dismembered Yugoslavia. Buried near 
the end of a 2,590-page judgment on 
Karadzic last February, this truth fur-
ther demolishes the propaganda that 
justified NATO’s illegal onslaught on 
Serbia in 1999.

Milosevic died of a heart attack in 
2006, alone in his cell in The Hague, 
during what amounted to a bogus trial 
by an American-invented “interna-
tional tribunal.” Denied heart surgery 
that might have saved his life, his con-
dition worsened and was monitored 
and kept secret by U.S. officials, as 
WikiLeaks has since revealed.

Milosevic was the victim of war pro-
paganda that today runs like a torrent 
across our screens and newspapers and 
beckons great danger for us all. He was 
the prototype demon, vilified by the 
western media as the “butcher of the 
Balkans” who was responsible for 
“genocide especially in the secessionist 
Yugoslav province of Kosovo. Prime 
British Minister Tony Blair said so, 
invoked the Holocaust and demanded 

action against “this new Hitler.”  David 
Scheffer, the U.S. ambassador-at-large 
for war crimes [sic], declared that as 
many as “225,000 ethnic Albanian men 
aged between 14 and 59” may have 
been murdered by Milocevic’s forces.

This was the justification for 
NATO’s bombing, led by Bill Clinton 
and Blair, that killed hundreds of civil-
ians in hospitals, schools, churches, 
parks and television studios and 
destroyed Serbia’s economic infra-
structure.  It was blatantly ideological; 
at a notorious “peace conference” in 
Rambouillet in France, Milosevic was 
confronted by Madeleine Albright, the 
U.S. secretary of state, who was to 
achieve infamy with her remark that 
the deaths of half-a-million Iraqi chil-
dren were “worth it.”

Albright delivered an “offer” to 
Milosevic that no national leader could 
accept. Unless he agreed to the foreign 
military occupation of his country, 
with the occupying forces “outside the 
legal process,” and to the imposition of 
a neo-liberal “free market,” Serbia 
would be bombed. This was contained 
in an “Appendix B,” which the media 
failed to read or suppressed. The aim 
was to crush Europe’s last independent 
“socialist” state.

Once NATO began bombing, there 
was a stampede of Kosovar refugees 
“fleeing a holocaust.” When it was 
over, international police teams 
descended on Kosovo to exhume the 
victims of the “holocaust.” The FBI 
failed to find a single mass grave and 
went home. The Spanish forensic team 
did the same, its leader angrily 
denouncing “a semantic pirouette by 
the war propaganda machines.” The 
final count of the dead in Kosovo was 
2,788. This included combatants on 
both sides and Serbs and Roma mur-
dered by the pro-NATO Kosovo 

Liberation Army (KLA).  There was no 
genocide. The NATO attack was both a 
fraud and a war crime.

All but a fraction of America’s 
vaunted “precision guided” missiles hit 
not military but civilian targets, includ-
ing the news studios of Radio Television 
Serbia in Belgrade. Sixteen people were 
killed, including cameramen, produc-
ers and a make-up artist. Blair described 
the dead, profanely, as part of Serbia’s 
“command and control.” In 2008, the 
prosecutor of the International 
Criminal Tribunal for the Former 
Yugoslavia, Carla Del Ponte, revealed 
that she had been pressured not to 
investigate NATO’s crimes.

This was the model for Washington’s 
subsequent invasions of Afghanistan, 
Iraq, Libya and, by stealth, Syria. All 
qualify as “paramount crimes” under 
the Nuremberg standard; all depended 
on media propaganda. While tabloid 
journalism played its traditional part, it 
was serious, credible, often liberal jour-
nalism that was the most effective—the 
evangelical promotion of Blair and his 
wars by the Guardian, the incessant lies 
about Saddam Hussein’s non-existent 
weapons of mass destruction in the 
Observer and the New York Times, and 
the unerring drumbeat of government 
propaganda by the BBC in the silence 
of its omissions.

At the height of the bombing, the 
BBC’s Kirsty Wark interviewed General 
Wesley Clark, the NATO commander. 
The Serbian city of Nis had just been 
sprayed with American cluster bombs, 
killing women, old people and children 
in an open market and a hospital. 
Wark asked not a single question about 
this, or about any other civilian deaths.

Others were more brazen. In 
February 2003, the day after Blair and 
Bush had set fire to Iraq, the BBC’s 
political editor, Andrew Marr, stood in 

Provoking Nuclear War by Media
By John Pilger
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Downing Street and made what 
amounted to a victory speech. He excit-
edly told his viewers that Blair had “said 
they would be able to take Baghdad 
without a bloodbath, and that in the 
end the Iraqis would be celebrating. 
And on both of those points he has been 
proved conclusively right.” Today, with 
a million dead and a society in ruins, 
Marr’s BBC interviews are recommend-
ed by the U.S. embassy in London.

Marr’s colleagues lined up to pro-
nounce Blair “vindicated.” The BBC’s 
Washington correspondent, Matt Frei, 
said, “There’s no doubt that the desire 
to bring good, to bring American values 
to the rest of the world, and especially 
to the Middle East…is now increasingly 
tied up with military power.”

This obeisance to the United States 
and its collaborators as a benign force 
“bringing good” runs deep in western 
establishment journalism. It ensures 
that the present-day catastrophe in 
Syria is blamed exclusively on Bashar 
al-Assad, whom the West and Israel 
have long conspired to overthrow, not 
for any humanitarian concerns, but to 
consolidate Israel’s aggressive power in 
the region. The jihadist forces 
unleashed and armed by the U.S., 
Britain, France, Turkey and their 
“coalition” proxies serve this end. It is 
they who dispense the propaganda and 
videos that becomes news in the U.S. 
and Europe, and provide access to 
journalists and guarantee a one-sided 
“coverage” of Syria.

The city of Aleppo is in the news. 
Most readers and viewers will be 
unaware that the majority of the popu-
lation of Aleppo lives in the govern-
ment-controlled western part of the 
city. That they suffer daily artillery 
bombardment from western-spon-
sored al-Qaida is not news. On July 21, 
French and American bombers attacked 
a government village in Aleppo prov-
ince, killing up to 125 civilians. This 
was reported on page 22 of the 
Guardian; there were no photographs.

Having created and underwritten 
jihadism in Afghanistan in the 1980s as 
Operation Cyclone—a weapon to 
destroy the Soviet Union—the U.S. is 
doing something similar in Syria. Like 
the Afghan Mujahideen, the Syrian 
“rebels” are America’s and Britain’s 
foot soldiers. Many fight for al-Qaida 
and its variants; some, like the Nusra 
Front, have rebranded themselves to 
comply with American sensitivities 
over 9/11. The CIA runs them, with 
difficulty, as it runs jihadists all over 
the world.

The immediate aim is to destroy the 
government in Damascus, which, 
according to the most credible poll 
(YouGov Siraj), the majority of Syrians 
support, or at least look to for protec-
tion, regardless of the barbarism in its 
shadows. The long-term aim is to deny 
Russia a key Middle Eastern ally as part 
of a NATO war of attrition against the 
Russian Federation that eventually 
destroys it.

The nuclear risk is obvious, though 
suppressed by the media across “the free 
world.” The editorial writers of the 
Washington Post, having promoted the 
fiction of WMD in Iraq, demand that 
Obama attack Syria. Hillary Clinton, 
who publicly rejoiced at her execution-
er’s role during the destruction of Libya, 
has repeatedly indicated that, as presi-
dent, she will “go further” than Obama.

Gareth Porter, a samidzat journalist 
reporting from Washington, recently 
revealed the names of those likely to 
make up a Clinton cabinet, who plan 
an attack on Syria. All have belligerent 
cold war histories; the former CIA 
director, Leon Panetta, says that “the 
next president is gonna have to con-
sider adding additional Special Forces 
on the ground.”

What is most remarkable about the 
war propaganda now in floodtide is its 
patent absurdity and familiarity. I have 
been looking through archive film from 
Washington in the 1950s when diplo-
mats, civil servants and journalists were 

witch-hunted and ruined by Senator 
Joe McCarthy for challenging the lies 
and paranoia about the Soviet Union 
and China.  Like a resurgent tumor, the 
anti-Russia cult has returned.

In Britain, the Guardian’s Luke 
Harding leads his newspaper’s Russia-
haters in a stream of journalistic paro-
dies that assign to Vladimir Putin every 
earthly iniquity.  When the Panama 
Papers leak was published, the front 
page said Putin, and there was a picture 
of Putin; never mind that Putin was 
not mentioned anywhere in the leaks.

Like Milosevic, Putin is Demon 
Number One. It was Putin who shot 
down a Malaysian airliner over 
Ukraine. Headline: “As far as I’m con-
cerned, Putin killed my son.” No evi-
dence required. It was Putin who was 
responsible for Washington’s docu-
mented (and paid for) overthrow of 
the elected government in Kiev in 2014. 
The subsequent terror campaign by 
fascist militias against the Russian-
speaking population of Ukraine was 
the result of Putin’s “aggression.” 
Preventing Crimea from becoming a 
NATO missile base and protecting the 
mostly Russian population who had 
voted in a referendum to rejoin 
Russia—from which Crimea had 
been  annexed—were more examples 
of Putin’s “aggression.”  Smear by 
media inevitably becomes war by 
media. If war with Russia breaks out, 
by design or by accident, journalists 
will bear much of the responsibility.

In the U.S., the anti-Russia cam-
paign has been elevated to virtual reali-
ty. The New York Times columnist Paul 
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Krugman, an economist with a Nobel 
Prize, has called Donald Trump the 
“Siberian Candidate” because Trump is 
Putin’s man, he says. Trump had dared 
to suggest, in a rare lucid moment, that 
war with Russia might be a bad idea. In 
fact, he has gone further and removed 
American arms shipments to Ukraine 
from the Republican platform. 
“Wouldn’t it be great if we got along 
with Russia,” he said.

This is why America’s warmonger-
ing liberal establishment hates him. 
Trump’s racism and ranting dema-
goguery have nothing to do with it. Bill 
and Hillary Clinton’s record of racism 
and extremism can out-trump Trump’s 
any day. (This week is the 20th anni-
versary of the Clinton welfare “reform” 
that launched a war on African-
Americans.) As for Obama: while 
American police gun down his fellow 
African-Americans the great hope in 
the White House has done nothing to 
protect them, nothing to relieve their 
impoverishment, while running four 
rapacious wars and an assassination 
campaign without precedent.

The CIA has demanded Trump is 
not elected.  Pentagon generals have 
demanded he is not elected. The pro-
war New York Times—taking a breath-
er from its relentless low-rent Putin 
smears— demands that he is not elect-
ed. Something is up. These tribunes of 
“perpetual war” are terrified that the 
multi-billion-dollar business of war by 
which the United States maintains its 
dominance will be undermined if 
Trump does a deal with Putin, then 
with China’s Xi Jinping.  Their panic at 
the possibility of the world’s great 
power talking peace—however unlike-
ly—would be the blackest farce were 
the issues not so dire.

“Trump would have loved Stalin!” 
bellowed Vice-President Joe Biden at a 
rally for Hillary Clinton. With Clinton 
nodding, he shouted, “We never bow. 
We never bend. We never kneel. We 

never yield. We own the finish line. 
That’s who we are. We are America!”

In Britain, Jeremy Corbyn has also 
excited hysteria from the war-makers in 
the Labor Party and from a media 
devoted to trashing him. Lord West, a 
former admiral and Labor minister, put 
it well. Corbyn was taking an “outra-
geous” anti-war position “because it gets 
the unthinking masses to vote for him.”

In a debate with leadership chal-
lenger Owen Smith, Corbyn was asked 
by the moderator: “How would you act 
on a violation by Vladimir Putin of a 
fellow NATO state?”

Corbyn replied: “You would want to 
avoid that happening in the first place. 
You would build up a good dialogue 
with Russia…We would try to intro-
duce a de-militarization of the borders 
between Russia, the Ukraine and the 
other countries on the border between 
Russia and Eastern Europe. What we 
cannot allow is a series of calamitous 
build-ups of troops on both sides which 
can only lead to great danger.”

Pressed to say if he would authorize 
war against Russia “if you had to,” 
Corbyn replied: “I don’t wish to go to 
war—what I want to do is achieve a 
world that we don’t need to go to war.”

The line of questioning owes much 
to the rise of Britain’s liberal war-
makers. The Labor Party and the media 
have long offered them career oppor-
tunities.  For a while the moral tsunami 
of the great crime of Iraq left them 
floundering, their inversions of the 
truth a temporary embarrassment. 
Regardless of Chilcot and the moun-
tain of incriminating facts, Blair 
remains their inspiration, because he 
was a “winner.”

Dissenting journalism and scholar-
ship have since been systematically 
banished or appropriated, and demo-
cratic ideas emptied and refilled 
with “identity politics” that confuse 
gender with feminism and public angst 

with liberation and willfully ignore the 
state violence and weapons profiteer-
ing that destroys countless lives in far-
away places, like Yemen and Syria, and 
beckon nuclear war in Europe and 
across the world.

The stirring of people of all ages 
around the spectacular rise of Jeremy 
Corbyn counters this to some extent. 
His life has been spent illuminating the 
horror of war. The problem for Corbyn 
and his supporters is the Labor Party. 
In America, the problem for the thou-
sands of followers of Bernie Sanders 
was the Democratic Party, not to men-
tion their ultimate betrayal by their 
great white hope. In the U.S., home of 
the great civil rights and antiwar move-
ments, it is Black Lives Matter and the 
likes of Codepink that lay the roots of a 
modern version.

For only a movement that swells 
into every street and across borders 
and does not give up can stop the war-
mongers. Next year, it will be a century 
since Wilfred Owen wrote the follow-
ing. Every journalist should read it and 
remember it.

If you could hear, at every jolt, the blood

Come gargling from the froth-cor-
rupted lungs,

Obscene as cancer, bitter as the cud

Of vile, incurable sores on innocent 
tongues,

My friend, you would not tell with 
such high zest

To children ardent for some desperate 
glory,

The old lie: Dulce et decorum est

Pro patria mori.1

—Counter Punch, August 24, 2016

h t t p : / / w w w . c o u n t e r p u n c h .
org/2016/08/24/provoking-nuclear-war-
by-media/

1  “It is sweet and glorious to die for one’s coun-
try.”
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Profound Horrors in Syria
By Deirdre Fulton

August 18, 2016—Laying bare the 
horrors of Syria’s ongoing civil war, 
heartbreaking footage of a young boy 
rescued from the rubble following an 
airstrike in Aleppo has gone viral. 

Much as last year’s photos of three-
year-old Aylan Kurdi—“The Boy on the 
Beach”—offered a stark reminder of the 
human toll of the refugee crisis, the 
images of five-year-old Omran 
Daqneesh—“The Boy in the 
Ambulance”—are forcing many to con-
sider the devastating realities of life in 
war-torn Syria, where more than 250,000 
people, including many children, have 
died in almost five years of war.

The photo and accompanying 
video, taken and distributed by the 
activist group Aleppo Media Centre, 
show Omran being pulled from a par-
tially destroyed building and placed in 
a chair inside a brightly lit ambulance 
after an airstrike Wednesday evening. 
His face and body are covered in ash, 
dust, and blood. Seemingly dazed, he 
says nothing.

According to news outlets, Omran 
was taken to a hospital, treated for 
head wounds, and released. It has been 
confirmed that though his parents and 
siblings were also wounded in the 
attack, they survived. 

The Associated Press reports: “An 
hour after his rescue, the building the 
boy was in completely collapsed.”

Eight people, including five children, 
are said to have died in the bombing.

As many observers pointed out on 
social media, young Omran represents 
thousands of innocent children. As 
journalist Raf Sanchez—whose initial 
tweet containing the disturbing image 
has been shared more than 15,000 
times—wrote at the Telegraph, 
“Tomorrow there will, no doubt, be 
more strikes and more children like 
Omran will be hurt.”

Indeed, Sanchez on Thursday post-
ed a video of medics in Aleppo giving 
CPR to a child on a hospital floor. The 
child later died.

On Thursday, the United Nations 
suspended its humanitarian task force in 
Syria amid frustration over intensified 

fighting that has prevented aid deliveries 
to besieged areas for at least a month.

“Not one single convoy in one month 
has reached any of the humanitarian 
besieged areas—not one single convoy,” 
U.N. envoy for Syria, Staffan de Mistura, 
who chairs the task force and suspended 
Thursday’s meeting after just eight min-
utes, told reporters. “And why? Because 
of one thing: Fighting.”

Earlier this week, the U.N.-mandated 
Independent International 
Commission of Inquiry on Syria 
warned in a statement: “The situation 
in Aleppo city has been catastrophic 
for many years. As unthinkable as it is, 
the current attacks suggest the agony of 
its civilians is about to deepen.”

—Common Dreams, August 18, 2016

http://www.commondreams.org/
news/2016/08/18/boy-ambulance-
offers-glimpse-profound-horrors-syria
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August 20, 2016—The U.S. remains 
defiant in its support for the Saudi cam-
paign in Yemen, even as its backing for 
the ongoing and indiscriminate assault 
comes under increasing scrutiny. 

Following a week that saw the 
Saudi-led coalition kill significant 
numbers of Yemeni civilians, including 
in an attack on a school and the bomb-
ing of a Doctors Without Borders facil-
ity—which led the charity to announce 
it was pulling its staff from the north-
ern part of the country—Reuters report-
ed exclusively on Friday that the 
Pentagon in June withdrew military 
personnel who were involved in plan-
ning the campaign from Saudi Arabia.

“Fewer than five U.S. service people 
are now assigned full-time to the ‘Joint 
Combined Planning Cell,’ which was 
established last year to coordinate U.S. 
support, including air-to-air refueling 
of coalition jets and limited intelli-
gence-sharing,” according to the news 
service, which cited Lieutenant Ian 
McConnaughey, a U.S. Navy spokes-
man in Bahrain. That’s down from a 
peak of 45, he said. 

However, Reuters continued: 

“U.S. officials, speaking on con-
dition of anonymity, said the 
reduced staffing was not due to the 
growing international outcry over 

civilian casualties in the 16-month 
civil war that has killed more than 
6,500 people in Yemen, about half of 
them civilians.”

And a spokesman for the Saudi-led 
coalition, Brigadier General Ahmed al-
Asseri, said: “The U.S. may move its 
assets, but that doesn’t have any impact 
on the bilateral relationship between 
the countries.” Indeed, the “average of 
two refueling sorties every day” and 
provision of “limited intelligence sup-
port” to the coalition will continue, 
Pentagon officials confirmed to Reuters. 

That’s “on top of more than $100 
billion in arms deals with Saudi Arabia 
between 2010 and 2015, and recent 
deals made ‘ stockpiles’ spent in 
Yemen,” Samuel Oakford wrote at 
the New York Times on Friday. 

In a piece charging the U.S. with 
“looking the other way” as Saudi 
Arabia kills civilians with impunity, 
Oakford continued:

“Many in Washington see sup-
port for the Saudi-led coalition as 
necessary for maintaining American-
Saudi relations after the nuclear deal 
with Iran last year. Saudi Arabia has 
used this leeway to carry out its 
Yemen campaign with abandon. 
Each fatal strike and subsequent 
implausible Saudi denial should test 
the limits of the Obama administra-
tion’s support.

“Instead, a spokesman for United 
States Central Command, which 
oversees American operations in the 
Middle East including support for 
the coalition, told me last week that 
the United States is not conducting a 
single investigation into civilian 
casualties in Yemen.

“The recent uptick in airstrikes 
and fighting across Yemen follows 
the collapse of United Nations-
brokered peace talks that were being 
held in Kuwait. The possibility of a 
resumption of full-scale war and all 
the suffering that accompanies it 
could have been an opportunity for 
the Obama administration to reflect 
on its axiomatic support for the 
Saudi coalition. But even after last 
week’s string of outrageous bomb-
ings, the White House has still not 
done that.”

Indeed, Trevor Timm argued this 
week in the Guardian:

“Put simply, the U.S. is quite lit-
erally funding a humanitarian catas-
trophe that, by some measures, 
is larger than the crisis in Syria. As 
the New York Times editorial board 
wrote this week: ‘Experts say the 
coalition would be grounded if 
Washington withheld its support.’ 
Yet all we’ve heard is crickets.”

Not only are Obama administration 
officials “hardly ever asked about the cri-
sis,” Timm added, but “[b]oth the Clinton 
and Trump presidential campaigns have 
been totally silent on this issue despite 

Yemen
U.S. support for Saudi coalition remains steadfast, despite growing outcry

By Deirdre Fulton
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their constant arguing over who would be 
better at ‘stopping terrorism.’”

And he went on:

“The fact that the Obama admin-
istration has allowed the Saudis to 
continue committing war crimes 
should be a full-fledged scandal. 
Officials should be resigning over 
this and shouting from the rooftops. 
Instead, for months, we’ve heard 
almost nothing from the adminis-
tration beyond a couple boilerplate, 
lukewarm expressions of ‘concern’ 
as the death toll has mounted over 
a-year-and-a-half. Finally, after 
prodding from reporters last week, 
the U.S. state department con-
demned the bombing of a Doctors 
Without Borders (Médecins sans 
Frontières) hospital that killed at 
least 15 people. But then, the state 
department spokesman refused to 
say whether the U.S. would stop 
supplying the Saudis with the weap-
ons they are using.”

In fact, argues independent journal-
ist Marcy Wheeler on Saturday, “mis-
leading” stories like the Reuters exclu-
sive—which seems to suggest “the U.S. 
is not as involved in this war as it really 
is,” she says—will make the necessary 
task of limiting arms transfers “all the 
more difficult.”

Meanwhile, an estimated 100,000 
Yemeni citizens demonstrated in the 
capital of Sana’a on Saturday, in support 
of a new governing council announced 
by Houthi rebels and in opposition to 
the renewed Saudi airstrikes.

According to news outlets, bombs 
were reported to have been dropped 
nearby by planes of the Saudi-led coali-
tion, though no casualties were reported.

—Common Dreams, August 20, 2016

http://www.commondreams.org/
news/2016/08/20/us-support-saudi-
coalition-remains-steadfast-despite-
growing-outcry

People in the Palestinian Gaza Strip 
said at least 30 Israeli airstrikes took 
place in the territory on Sunday night, 
August 21, 2016, after a rocket was 
fired earlier in the day from the terri-
tory into Israel, landing in an open area 
and injuring no one.

Gazans said on social media that air-
strikes were taking place all over the strip. 
The Israeli military earlier confirmed it 
had struck two camps of the Hamas 
movement, which controls the strip.

Ma’an news agency said at least five 
Palestinians were injured in the Israeli 
attacks.

Observers said the intensity of 
Sunday’s attacks are part of the strategy 
of new Israeli defense minister, Avigdor 
Lieberman, who was appointed in May.

“Israeli’s new ultra-right Minister of 
Defense, Avigdor Lieberman, is flexing 
his muscles at the expense of Gaza’s 
residents,” Elizabeth Tsurkov, Research 

Fellow at the Forum for Regional 
Thinking, said in a tweet commenting 
on the recent airstrikes.

Earlier in the day the Israeli army 
said aircraft and tanks had targeted two 
Hamas posts. Hamas controls the Gaza 
Strip and has observed a de facto cease-
fire with Israel since the 2014 war.

However, some small-armed cells, 
some of which have pledged allegiance 
to the Islamic State group, have defied 
the agreement and occasionally launch 
rockets at Israel.

More than 2,100 Palestinians, most-
ly civilians, were killed during the 2014 
Israeli attack on Gaza, while 67 Israeli 
soldiers and six civilians in Israel were 
killed by rockets and attacks by Hamas 
and other militant groups.

—Green Left Weekly, August 22, 2016

ht tp s : / /www.green l e f t . o rg .au/
node/62503

Israeli Airstrikes on Gaza
At least 30 Israeli airstrikes on Gaza, ‘Worst since 2014 War’

By teleSUR
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Things keep looking worse and 
worse for the oil industry. 

After documents dating back as far 
as the 1940s revealed companies coor-
dinated to cover up the industry’s role 
in climate change, several corpora-
tions, including Exxon Mobil, now face 
a fraud probe and mounting public 
outrage. Many have said the climate 
change cover-up rivals that of big 
tobacco’s decades-long scheme to mis-
lead the public about the health risks of 
smoking—assertions the oil industry 
continues to shrug off. 

But a new trove of documents com-
piled and released July 20, 2016, by the 
Washington-based Center for 
International Environmental Law, or 
CIEL, provides further evidence that the 
comparison to big tobacco is valid and 
that the two industries have even worked 
collaboratively for over a half-century.

The documents, according to 
Carroll Muffett, president of CIEL, 

show oil and tobacco giants have long 
shared marketing and advertising strat-
egies, research institutes, PR firms and 
even scientists.

And contrary to popular belief, 
Muffett told The Huffington Post, 
“tobacco companies got their playbook 
from the oil industry,” not the other 
way around.

In April, CIEL released docu-
ments showing that the oil industry has 
known about the potential role of fossil 
fuels in CO2 emissions since at least 
1957. They began “shaping science to 
shape public opinion,” as Muffett put 
it, even earlier, in the 1940s.

A second round of docu-
ments released in May revealed that the 
industry had the technology to cut 
CO2 emissions in the 1970s, but instead 
chose to “invest in research to explain 
away the climate risks.”

The latest batch, which includes 
dozens of documents pulled from an 

archive of some 14 million tobacco 
industry documents maintained by the 
University of California at San 
Francisco, shows that big oil’s strate-
gies “were effective enough that anoth-
er industry—the global poster child for 
consumer fraud—took these strategies 
to carry out its own deception cam-
paign,” according to Muffett.

The cross-pollination was easy to 
come by.

In June 1957, representatives of 
tobacco powerhouse Philip Morris vis-
ited Shell Oil and Humble Oil (now 
Exxon Mobil) facilities in Texas to learn 
more about mass spectrometry, a tech-
nology the petroleum industry was using 
to test for hazardous air pollutants.

“The oil companies, because of their 
smog research, had developed unique 
expertise in detecting minute toxins in 
air quality,” Muffett said.

Of “particular interest” to Philip 
Morris, the company noted in a subse-
quent report about its visit, was Shell’s 
ongoing use of the technology to ana-
lyze cigarette tars. Ironically, Shell’s 
testing was conducted as part of New 
York University research funded by the 
tobacco industry.

Muffett said it is just one of many 
examples of the oil industry testing 
tobacco products. By the 1960s, the 
documents show, oil companies, 
including Shell and Esso, were devel-
oping and patenting their own ciga-
rette filters—a discovery Muffett said 
initially left him “utterly drop-jawed.” 

By the late-1970s, according to 
CIEL, British American Tobacco alone 
shared board members with three sep-
arate petroleum companies.

Oil and Tobacco
New documents reveal oil and tobacco industries’ dirty history of working together

By Chris D’Angelo

ENVIRONMENT
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Beyond the research component, 
big oil and big tobacco shared a com-
mon market as well. 

Among the more telling documents 
is a 1967 report in which the American 
Tobacco Company proposes a “tie-
in” between its own Colony cigarettes 
and the petroleum industry. 

The oil and tobacco “tie-in”
“Success,” the tobacco company 

wrote, “will depend heavily on the 
appeal we make to the smoker-driver. 
And except to say the appeal is not 
gasoline, we don’t intend to get into 
the creative requirements here. It is 
obvious that smoking pleasure and the 
freedom and leisure of auto travel must 
be linked successfully if we are to get 
this program moving.” 

The report goes on to explore pos-
sible approaches, including establish-
ing a relationship with the American 
Petroleum Institute, a trade association 
for America’s oil and natural gas indus-
try, which the tobacco company 
described as “not an ordinary associa-
tion” and “highly political.”

Muffett said this particular docu-
ment highlights both the industries’ 
mutual interests (including the fact that 
gas stations have long been key retail 
outlets for tobacco products) and that 
big tobacco was constantly looking to 
oil companies, and API, for guidance.

API and Philip Morris did not 
respond to HuffPost’s requests for 
comment Tuesday, July 19, 2016. 

Big tobacco’s fascination with big 
oil “bordered on paranoia,” Muffett 
said. And the relationship was, as he 
put it, not all “lovey dovey.”

Reports and internal documents, 
CIEL says on a website about the 
research, “demonstrate that each 
industry saw in the other a convenient 
culprit for environmental cancers. 
Ironically, this mutual finger-pointing 
not only gave each industry a conve-
nient opportunity to watch and learn 
from the other’s strategies, it also 
increased the overall public uncertain-

ty about the causes of cancer and the 
necessary solutions to the benefit of 
both industries.”

Muffett told HuffPost the docu-
ments compiled by his nonprofit effec-
tively become a precursor to the story 
in Merchants of Doubt, by Naomi 
Oreskes and Erik M. Conway, a book 
that details how “a loose-knit group of 
high-level scientists, with extensive 
political connections, ran effective 
campaigns to mislead the public” 

about the dangers of tobacco smoke 
and global warming.

Muffett’s hope is that others will inves-
tigate the documents for themselves. 

“A core part of the lesson here is 
that this information is out there, the 
truth is out there,” he told HuffPost. 
“And far less of it is under industry 
control than I think they may have 
long believed.”

May Boeve, co-founder and execu-
tive director of the environmental 
group 350.org, pointed out that the 
“last 14 consecutive months have been 
the hottest on record.”

“We will make sure that Exxon and 
their industry peers are held account-
able for robbing us of a generation’s 
worth of action on climate,” she added.

Other key findings, as highlighted 
on CIEL’s website and in a press 
release, include: 

•	 After learning that Shell was using 
the Stanford Research Institute 
for animal experimentation, a 
Phillip Morris executive wrote 
that the company should consid-
er hiring SRI for its own research, 
arguing, “Obviously [Shell] 
would not employ them if they 
did not think SRI was reliable.” 
SRI was later hired by tobacco 
companies to conduct carbon 
monoxide testing and “develop 
discrete, portable cigarette testing 
kits that could be used without 
attracting attention.”

•	 Theodore Sterling, who in 1968 
“prepared a report that would 
prove central to the tobacco 
industry’s attacks on the emerg-
ing scientific consensus around 
cancer and tobacco,” also had a 
long history of conducting 
research for oil companies.

•	 Many of the scientists who 
worked for the tobacco industry’s 
Scientific Advisory Board were 
recommended by a former Stan-
dard Oil executive.

•	 Oil and tobacco companies 
teamed up to cosponsor Ameri-
ca’s favorite pastime: baseball.

In a statement Wednesday, Muffett 
said the new documents represent half 
the story—at best. 

“The rest of this story—including 
vital truths about the history of climate 
deception—remains hidden in the oil 
industry’s files,” he said. “Six decades of 
denial and deception is six too many. 
We owe it to ourselves, and to future 
generations, to bring that truth to light.”

—The Huffington Post, July 20, 2016

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/
entry/oil-tobacco-companies-worked-
together_us_5787dab3e4b0867123e048
85?section=
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On July 29, 2016, President Obama 
signed bill S.764 into law, dealing a 
major blow to the movement to require 
GMO labeling. The new law, which 
food safety groups call the “Deny 
Americans the Right to Know” (DARK) 
Act, has at least three key parts that 
undermine Vermont’s popular GMO 
labeling bill and make it nearly impos-
sible for Americans to know what’s in 
their food.

The law claims to set a federal label-
ing standard by requiring food produc-
ers to include either a QR barcode that 
can be scanned with a phone, or a 
1-800 number that consumers can call 
to find out whether a product contains 
genetically modified ingredients.

But according to the Institute for 
Responsible Technology, this bill 
doesn’t require most processed foods to 
have a label, defines genetic engineering 
so narrowly most GMOs on the market 
don’t qualify, and gives the USDA two 
more years to come up with “additional 
criteria”—also known as “loopholes.”

This is disappointing for American 
consumers who honestly just want to 

know what their food contains, but the 
issue surrounding GMOs isn’t just 
about what these companies are put-
ting into our food and stocking our 
stores with. What’s potentially more 
devastating for the planet is that genet-
ically modified organisms developed 
by companies like Monsanto and 
DuPont can escape into our ecosys-
tems and potentially wreak havoc 
before they are even tested or approved 
as safe.

That’s not wild-eyed conspiracy the-
ory or speculation; it’s a matter of fact.

The same day Obama signed the 
DARK Act, the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture confirmed that a farmer 
found 22 experimental and unap-
proved wheat plants in one of his fields 
that had been genetically modified by 
Monsanto. The reactions to the finding 
have been swift, despite being ignored 
by the mainstream media.

Federal and state investigators 
announced that they are looking into 
the matter of how the unapproved 
mutant wheat found its way to a field 
that hasn’t been planted since 2015. 

South Korea, the fifth-largest mar-
ket for U.S. wheat, announced in 
response that it will be stepping up 
quarantine measures for milling and 
feed wheat shipments from the U.S. in 
response.

Monsanto told the Associated Press 
these wheat plants are a type that was 
evaluated in limited field trials in the 
Pacific Northwest from 1998 to 2001, 
but the variety was never approved.

Nonetheless, this is the third time in 
as many years that varieties of 
Monsanto’s GMO Roundup-ready 
wheat has cropped up in the area. In 
two of those cases, federal officials have 
no idea how the wheat got into the field 
or where else it might have spread to.

All we do know is that the USDA is 
testing the farmer’s other fields to see if 
the wheat is growing anywhere else, 
and that the FDA has stated that there 
is no evidence that the wheat has 
entered the market. Beyond that, we 
really don’t know how this Roundup-
ready wheat will impact local ecosys-
tems, whether it will wipe out non-
GMO wheat, or whether it could bio-
accumulate in the food chain and 
eventually have an impact on top pred-
ators, like humans.

That should set off some alarm 
bells, because we’ve dodged a similar 
bullet before with Klebsiella planticola, 
a soil bacteria that aggressively grows 
on plants’ roots.

In the early 1990s, a European 
genetic engineering company was pre-
paring to field test its genetically modi-
fied version of Klebsiella planticola, 
which it had tested in the lab and pre-
sumed to be safe. But if it weren’t for 
the work of a team of independent 
scientists led by Elaine Ingham, that 
company could have literally killed 
every terrestrial plant on the planet.

Major Blow to Genetically Modified Organisms (GMO) Labeling
By Thom Hartmann
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The company’s genetic engineers 
were trying to solve a simple problem 
faced by farmers all over the world: how 
to deal with crop residues like leftover 
corn and wheat stalks after harvest with-
out burning fields and creating thick 
and dangerous smoke. They figured that 
they could take a gene that leads to alco-
hol production from yeast and insert it 
into the bacteria Klebsiella planticola.

In the end, the scientists hoped that 
this simple modification could do three 
things at once: decompose the plant 
material without burning it, produce 
alcohol that could be used for gasoline 
or cooking, and create a sludge byprod-
uct that would be rich in nitrogen, 
phosphorous, sulfur, magnesium and 
calcium to be used as fertilizer. As Dr. 
Ingham described it, it would be a win-
win-win situation.

But when Ingham and her team 
tested the impact the sludge would have 
on the ecological balance and the agri-
cultural soil when they applied it as 
fertilizer, they found that wheat grown 
in the sludge died after about a week. 
And as Ingham pointed out in a presen-
tation in 1998, by modifying Klebsiella 
planticola, they fundamentally changed 
what it does in the soil:

“The parent bacterium makes a 
slime layer that helps it stick to the 
plant’s roots. The engineered bacte-
rium makes about 17-parts-per-mil-
lion alcohol. What is the level of 
alcohol that is toxic to roots? About 

one-part-per-million. The engi-
neered bacterium makes the plants 
drunk, and kills them.”

Klebsiella planticola is found in the 
root systems of every terrestrial plant 
on Earth, so if the modified bacterium 
were released into the wild, it would 
threaten every single terrestrial plant 
on the planet.

The story of Klebsiella planticola is a 
cautionary tale: part of why there is 
such staunch opposition to GMO 
products is that we really don’t know 
what the long-lasting impacts on our 
planet’s ecological balance could be. 
Meanwhile, the companies that are 
developing GMOs care more about 
making money by getting their prod-
ucts to market—and lobbying Congress 
to help them hide their products in 
plain sight—than they do about the 
safety of consumers or the planet.

We need to overturn the DARK Act 
and implement clear nationwide GMO 
labeling standards that follow 
Vermont’s, which were struck down by 
the DARK Act. And beyond that, we 
need to implement the precautionary 
principle here in the United States, so 
that companies like Monsanto and 
DuPont have to prove that their prod-
ucts are safe before they expose con-
sumers and our natural ecosystems to 
their potentially highly toxic products.

—Alternet, August 5, 2016

http://www.alternet.org/food/how-
o n e - g m o - n e a r l y - t o o k - d o w n -
planet?akid=14512.13020.GgRAo4&rd
=1&src=newsletter1061430&t=15

Incarceration Nation
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“We have become convinced that it is 
the working class against the capital-
ists” —James P Cannon, “A Speech for 
Sacco and Vanzetti” at a mass meeting 
in Chicago, May 13, 1927 1

The speech by Cannon quoted 
above came toward the end of a seven-
year struggle, involving numerous pro-
tests, conferences, mass rallies and 
strike actions, which fought to free 
Nicola Sacco and Bartolomeo Vanzetti, 
two Italian immigrant anarchists and 
worker activists who were framed and 
falsely accused of murder during the 
post-World War I red scare and immi-
grant-bashing in the U.S. In its last two 
years, this struggle was led by the 
International Labor Defense (ILD), an 
organization which was formed by the 
newly-created Communist Party to 
defend working-class militants who 
had been framed or otherwise victim-
ized for their activities in support of 
workers’ struggles, regardless of their 
individual political beliefs or affilia-
tions. Headed by James P Cannon and 
other CP leaders, the ILD, while sup-
porting legal defense efforts, opposed 
any reliance on courts or any other 
capitalist institutions, instead calling 
for mass workers’ action.

The post-WWI period represented a 
culmination of the U.S. entry on the 
world scene as an imperialist power, 
which had begun with the Spanish-
American War of 1898. More than that, 
this period also represented an upsurge 
of revolutionary labor action; but also 
an increase in racist and reactionary 
politics in the U.S. In the wake of the 
defeat of Reconstruction in the South, 
and the renewal of slavery by another 
name, racism and white supremacy 
spread not just in the South, but 

throughout the whole country. Lynching 
of Blacks and KKK violence took place 
mainly in the South, but also affected 
Blacks, Italian immigrants and even 
some whites in the West and North. 
Lynchings peaked around 1900 and 
continued for decades. Some 70 lynch-
ings of Blacks took place in 1919 alone.

There were major strike struggles 
such as the Seattle General Strike of 
1919, which brought together AFL 
unions and the IWW (Wobblies); as 
well as strikes by coal miners, steel 
workers, and many others in that year. 
More man-hours were lost due to 
strikes in 1919 than in the next six 
years combined. But that same year 
saw numerous so-called “race riots,” 
which were actually mass attacks by 
whites on Black communities, con-
ducted while police stood by and 
watched. Race hate was a chief weapon 
of the bourgeoisie; an anti-Black attack 
had succeeded in breaking an interra-
cial union organizing drive among 
meat-packers in Chicago. 

All this was linked to the predations 
of U.S. imperialism abroad, which 
relied on racism as a motivating force, 
and mobilized thousands of working 
people to fight and die for bourgeois 
interests rather than their own. 
Following the virtual take-over of Cuba 
by the U.S., the little-known (in the 
U.S.) Philippine War and occupation 
started in 1899 (the U.S. had “won” the 
Philippines from Spain.) Some 250,000 
Philippine independence fighters and 
civilians died in the U.S. attempt to 
crush the independence movement, 
which had begun against the Spanish, 
mostly from disease attributable to the 
war. Whole villages were burned to the 
ground; men, women and children 

were slaughtered en masse; torture 
techniques such as water-boarding 
were employed; surrendering prisoners 
were shot as examples; and the infa-
mous “N” word was used liberally by 
U.S. troops in order to render the 
native population to the same status as 
the former slaves of the U.S. Soldiers in 
the four Black regiments sent to this 
war were incensed; many deserted, and 
a few even went over to fight with the 
Filipinos.2 Sixty-five years later, most 
of the draftees sent to the American 
War against Vietnam were no doubt 
unaware of the playbook established 
for them by U.S. imperialism in the 
Philippines. But the same interlock 
between crimes of racism and repres-
sion abroad and at home held true.

The Russian Revolution and the 
formation of the ILD

The WWI period of racism, national 
chauvinism and grim inter-imperialist 
slaughter of thousands produced one 
powerful bright spot: the Russian 
Revolution of 1917. This “shot heard 
’round the world” pointed the way to 
liberation from war, capitalism, nation-
alism and racism, and it transformed 
the workers movement internationally. 
The revolution inspired the worldwide 
uprisings of 1919, as well as the forma-
tion of communist parties and the 
Communist International (Comintern, 
or CI), which were composed largely of 
splits away from the old socialist parties, 
most of whom had supported their own 
capitalist oppressors in the war instead 
of the international working class, 
which they supposedly represented.

The ILD also owes its origins to the 
Russian Revolution. Formed by the 
Workers (Communist) Party in 1925, 

Political Persecution, U.S. Imperialism 
And the international labor defense 

By Chris Kinder
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the ILD emerged out of discussions 
held in Russia between Cannon and 
“Big Bill” Haywood, an IWW founding 
leader who was forced into exile from 
the U.S. due to legal persecution. 
Cannon himself was a former Wobbly, 
as were numerous other recruits to the 
new Communist Party. This was 
important, because unlike other labor 
unions (the AFL), which were mostly 
lily-white racist and reformist all-male 
job-trusts based on skilled crafts, the 
industrial-union IWW stood for “the 
emancipation of the working class from 
the slave bondage of capitalism,” and it 
“recognize[d] neither race, creed, color, 
sex, or previous condition of servitude” 
in its membership. It was revolution-
ary, and it was open to all workers.3

“An injury to one is an injury to all”
In terms of labor defense, the CI and 

its parties defended all worker victims 
of the class war, but were at first focused 
mainly on their own supporters, as a 
result of the great post-war insurrec-
tions. The ILD, as part of the 
Comintern’s international Red Aid 
organization, codified in the U.S. the 
principles of a non-sectarian and 
action-based working class defense into 
an organization, which was open to all 
on the basis of its refusal to rely on the 
institutions of the capitalist state. The 
ILD adopted the Wobbly slogan, “An 
injury to one is an injury to all.”4

While the ILD leadership was from 
the Communist Party, it’s work sup-
ported class war prisoners and other 
victims of capitalist repression without 
regard to party affiliation or view-
point. And, it warmly accepted allies 
from outside the CP milieu, such as 
Eugene V. Debs, the leading light and 
presidential candidate of the Socialist 
Party. The SP had not supported the 
war, and many of its numerous left 
wing joined the communists, but not 
Debs. Unlike some in the SP however, 
Debs was not a racist or a sectarian, 
and he was welcome in his support for 
the ILD’s work.5

ILD Defends Mooney and Billings
The ILD instituted the policy of 

sending financial aid to class war pris-
oners, with full public accounting of all 
monies raised and disbursed. It publi-
cized cases in its paper, the Labor 
Defender, and mobilized thousands of 
workers in numerous actions, includ-
ing strikes, for cases such as the 
Centralia prisoners, numerous 
Wobblies, AFL miners, anarchists, and 
many others. 

One case that blatantly showed the 
connection between imperialism 
abroad and repression at home was 
that of Mooney and Billings. Tom 
Mooney and Warren Billings were 
labor activists, and Mooney was also a 
well-known socialist who supported 
Debs in his 1910 presidential cam-
paign. In July 1916, as a possible entry 
of the U.S. into World War I was being 
hotly debated, the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce organized a 
“Preparedness March” in order to 
drum up support for the war, so that 
local business men could profit from 
munitions manufacture. “Every union 
man was given orders he must march 
in it or lose his job,” reported the Labor 
Defender. A bomb went off during the 
march which killed ten people, and 
four days later, arrests of Mooney and 
Billings were ordered, despite the fact 
that two witnesses said they saw two 
dark skinned men (not Mooney or 
Billings) carrying a heavy suitcase near 
the bomb site just before the blast.

The frame up was blatant: no wit-
nesses had identified Mooney and 
Billings, two witnesses were pressured 
to lie against them, the jury was bla-
tantly rigged, and a photograph showed 
that Mooney was over a mile away at 
the time. Furthermore it was proven 
that the District Attorney’s office had 
orchestrated the framing, no doubt to 
cast aspersions on antiwar activists and 
labor organizers. The United Railroads, 
where Mooney was attempting to orga-
nize workers, had already hired an agent 

in a failed attempt to frame Mooney for 
an earlier bombing. This agent, Martin 
Swanson, now worked with the DA to 
frame Mooney and Billings for the 
Preparedness Day bombing.6 

The distinct possibility that this 
bombing was itself concocted in order 
to do this frame-up and promote U.S. 
entry into the war fairly leaps from the 
historical page. Mooney was given a 
sentence of death (later commuted to 
life), Billings got life, and both were 
imprisoned when the ILD took up 
their case. (They were lucky to be 
finally freed many years later.)

Sacco and Vanzetti
One of the first mass protests at the 

U.S. embassy in Russia after the 
Revolution of 1917 was to free Sacco 
and Vanzetti; and after its founding, 
the ILD devoted a huge effort to this 
world-wide struggle. The two were 
quadruply targeted by the state as 
immigrants, reds (anarchists), labor 
organizers and war resisters, at the 
height of post-war class conflict in 
1920. Both had worked for years sup-
porting strikes such as the Lawrence 
Mass. textile strike (1912), and the 
Plymouth Cordage plant strike (1916), 
among many others. As James P. 
Cannon reported after their executions 
in the Labor Defender, October 1927:

“In this act of assassination, the 
ruling class of America shows its real 
face to the world. The mask of 
‘democracy’ is thrown aside. ...The 
face of Governor Fuller is the face of 
the American capitalist class. It is the 
vengeful, cruel and murderous class, 
which the workers must fight and 
conquer before the regime of impris-
onment, torture and murder can be 
ended. This is the message from the 
chair of death. This is the lesson of 
the Sacco and Vanzetti case.”7

Faked evidence, perjured witnesses, 
prejudiced judges and jurors, and all 
the other tools of frame-up employed 
against the Haymarket martyrs, 
Mooney and Billings, and numerous 
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other class-war victims were churned 
up in order to send these two innocent 
men to the electric chair. And just as 
the Philippine War with all its racist 
torment of an oppressed colonial peo-
ple presaged the crimes of the U.S. 
Vietnam War, so these domestic cases 
set a pattern in the imperialist U.S. that 
continues today with regard particu-
larly to those considered enemies of 
the state, such as Leonard Peltier, and 
Mumia Abu-Jamal; but also applies to 
targeted groups such as Black, Brown 
and Native people generally.

Sacco,Vanzetti and Mumia Abu-
Jamal

A comparison of Sacco and Vanzetti 
with the case of Mumia Abu-Jamal is 
particularly striking. Sacco, Vanzetti 
and Mumia were all victimized for 
their politics as well as ethnic/racial 
identity: immigrants, anarchists and 
labor organizers; and former Black 
Panther and radio journalist known for 
examining and exposing police brutal-
ity. Sacco and Vanzetti were targeted in 
the era of the government’s anti-red 
and immigrant Palmer Raids, while 
Mumia was a victim of the FBI’s 
COINTELPRO attack on Black revolu-
tionaries and reds. All three were given 
rigged trials before racist judges: Sacco 
and Vanzetti’s judge Thayer referred 
privately to “those anarchist bastards,” 
while Mumia’s judge Albert Sabo, who 
was known as a “prosecutor in robes,” 
said off mic, “Yeah, and I’m gonna 
help ’em fry the nigger.” 

As in Mumia’s 1982 frame-up, there 
was a total lack of real evidence. In 
Mumia’s case, the one (uncorrupted) 
witness who saw the whole incident in 
which a cop was shot, William 
Singletary, testified that Mumia only 
arrived on the scene after the fatal 
shots were fired. Both Sacco and 
Vanzetti had numerous witnesses to 
the effect that they were a long way 
away from the site of the Braintree 
murders, for which they were accused. 
In both cases, so-called “witnesses” 

were made to invent condemning testi-
monies: two witnesses who said they 
had not seen enough to identify Sacco 
or Vanzetti were coerced to change 
their stories, though these liars turned 
out to be ineffective in court. Later, 
Judge Thayer, who denied Sacco and 
Vanzetti’s appeals, had to confess that 
the conviction of the two did not 
depend on eyewitnesses. 

Mumia’s conviction, however, did 
hinge largely on coerced witnesses: 
Cynthia White, who, after an evolution 
of changes in her story, said she saw the 
shooting, but who was not actually on 
the scene according to Singletary and 
others; and Veronica Jones, whose on-
the-stand denial that she had seen two 
other men flee the scene contributed to 
the conviction. She later recanted this 
denial at an appeals hearing.

Ballistics, and real-shooter con-
fessions

Ballistics evidence was also corrupt-
ed in both Sacco and Vanzetti and 
Mumia’s cases. Six .32 caliber bullets 
were removed from the bodies of the 
two Braintree murder victims, which 
should have ruled out Vanzetti, who 
had a .38 on him when arrested. The 
prosecution simply denied witnesses 
who said that only one shooter and one 

gun were involved, and the doctor who 
said that all the bullets looked alike; 
instead making up a bogus “bullet III” 
theory. And in Mumia’s case, there is 
no evidence that Mumia’s gun was 
fired, or even that he had it with him 
that night (multiple witnesses said he 
was not armed.)8

Finally, in both Sacco and Vanzetti 
and Mumia’s cases, professional crimi-
nals later confessed to being the real 
killers; and in both cases, the courts 
threw out and never heard the confes-
sions. Sacco and Vanzetti should have 
been released when one Celestino 
Madeiros, already jailed for another 
murder, and having no ulterior motive 
in confessing to another, swore an affi-
davit stating the robbery/murder was 
carried out by the Morelli gang, of 
which he was a part. Others later con-
firmed that he was involved. And 
Mumia should have been exonerated 
when Arnold Beverly, a professional 
hit-man, confessed that he had been 
hired by corrupt police and the mob to 
do the hit on a cop who was making 
trouble for dirty cops and the mob. 
Other evidence also came out that 
Officer Faulkner was indeed talking to 
the FBI about the rampant corruption 
among Philadelphia’s inner-city cops.9

Liberals obstruct class-struggle 
defense

In the last year of Sacco and 
Vanzetti’s lives, Cannon wrote the fol-
lowing: “The Sacco and Vanzetti case is 
no private monopoly, but an issue of 
the class struggle in which the decisive 
word will be spoken by the masses who 
have made this fight their own.” He 
goes on to say that there are “conflict-
ing policies” involved. “One policy is 
the policy of class struggle. It puts the 
center of gravity in the protest move-
ment of the workers of America and 
the world. It puts all faith in the power 
of the masses and no faith whatever in 
the justice of the courts....The other 
policy is the policy of ‘respectability,’ of 
the ‘soft pedal’ and of ridiculous illu-
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sions about ‘justice’ from the courts of 
the enemy.”10

Late in the struggle to save Sacco and 
Vanzetti, as the original class-struggle 
upsurge following the war had waned, 
liberals and social democrats in the 
SP—which in 1919 had purged itself of 
its left-wing and Bolshevik support-
ers—upped their game against the ILD 
and labor participation in the Sacco 
and Vanzetti defense. SP Leaders 
dredged up old false tales of ILD mis-
handling of defense funds, despite the 
ILD’s scrupulous and transparent hon-
esty in this regard. More damaging, 
these anti-communists actually called 
in mounted police to break up a mass 
workers rally in Union Square, New 
York, saying that driving out the reds 
took priority over carrying out a united 
action for Sacco and Vanzetti!11 These 
traitors helped sabotage the case, as 
more and more rallies were broken up 
by police, including some organized by 
the SP itself, and their plaintive plead-
ings to authorities for justice were 
increasingly ignored. Sacco and 
Vanzetti, still defiant and declaring 
their innocence, were executed on 
August 22, 1927. The popular “progres-
sive” Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, 
who had earlier turned down a habeas 
corpus petition for Sacco and Vanzetti, 
had refused a stay of execution.

Mumia Abu-Jamal is also a target of 
the state, having been fingered as an 
anti-racist protestor by the FBI and by 
local police at the age of 15, and later 
framed for a crime he didn’t commit. 
Cops, courts, prosecutors and politi-
cians have conspired against him ever 
since, to manufacture evidence, and 
suppress evidence that could free him. 
The same racist judge who actively 
aided the prosecution in his original 
trial led the way in denying his appeals, 
and both Democratic and Republican 
politicians continue to back up the 
original police fabrication of Mumia as 
a “cop-killer.” Only a mass mobiliza-
tion across the U.S. saved Mumia from 
death in 1995.

While not on the same level as the 
SP calling in police to crush labor ral-
lies, Mumia has also been plagued by 
liberal compromisers, including by his 
own legal team. The famed Leonard 
Weinglass buried the confession of 
Arnold Beverly when it was brought to 
him through the legwork of Rachel 
Wolkenstein. The damage to Mumia’s 
case was sealed when Weinglass’ part-
ner Dan Williams, one of Mumia’s 
own lawyers, published a book sug-
gesting Mumia might be guilty. Mumia 
fired them both, of course. 

Mumia is as obviously innocent as 
were Mooney and Billings and Sacco 
and Vanzetti, yet groups such as the 
Concerned Family and Friends and the 
Mobilization to Free Mumia conceded 
to liberal doubts by calling for a “new 
trial” instead of the forthright “Mumia 
is innocent, free Mumia!” While these 
groups continued to be for mass mobili-
zations, the “new trial” slogan made no 
sense. The first step for his legal defense 
is to overturn his fraudulent conviction; 
let the state decide to re-try him on the 
basis of their thoroughly exposed fake 
“evidence!” When Mumia’s death sen-
tence was tossed out in 2001, the state 
threw in the towel rather than re-try him 
even on the sentencing phase! Our job is 
to build a mass, working class move-
ment to free Mumia.

In 1999, Oakland teachers conduct-
ed teach-ins, and longshore workers 
shut down all West Coast ports to free 
Mumia. The times are not the way they 
were in the 1920s and 30s, but class war 
is still the motor force of history, and 
pleading for relief from the state’s own 
executioners in robes or the White 
House is still futile. Only the power of 
mass mobilizations and the organized 
working class can save political prison-
ers such as Mumia Abu-Jamal. 
Remember Mooney and Billings! 

Remember Sacco and Vanzetti! Free 
Mumia Abu-Jamal!

Chris Kinder is coordinator of 
the Labor Action Committee To Free 
Mumia Abu-Jamal
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A new report shows that New Jersey 
has the nation’s highest racial disparity 
in incarceration rates, with Blacks in 
the state 12 times more likely to go to 
prison than whites. The report is titled, 
“The Color of Justice: Racial and Ethnic 
Disparity in State Prisons,” compiled 
by The Sentencing Project, a 
Washington-based prison reform 
group. Right behind New Jersey in 
racially disparate imprisonment are 
Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, and 
Vermont—all states with relatively 
small Black populations, but where 
African Americans are ten-times as 
likely to be incarcerated than whites. 
Mass Black incarceration knows no 
bounds in the United States of America, 
the world champion of incarceration, 
with 2.3 million men and women 
behind bars.

Some states are worse than others, 
but all of them are much worse for 
Black people than for whites. Blacks 
don’t make up a majority of any state 

in the country, but they are the major-
ity of the prison population in 12 
states: Alabama, Delaware, Georgia, 
Illinois, Louisiana, Maryland, 
Michigan, Mississippi, New Jersey, 
North Carolina, South Carolina and 
Virginia.

In terms of the proportion of the 
Black male population that is incarcer-
ated at any given time, the prize goes to 
Oklahoma, where one out of every 15 
Black men, age 18 or older, is currently 
living behind bars. In 11 other states, 
one out of every 20 Black males has 
been snatched from his community.

New Jersey stands out for high rates 
of racial disparity in incarceration and 
for having a Black majority in the 
prison system, but in recent years it’s 
one of three states that have substan-
tially reduced their prison populations. 
New York and California have also 
scaled down their gulags. According to 
The Sentencing Project, the key to 
shrinking the prison population lies in 

the intake valves of a criminal justice 
system that arrests far too many peo-
ple, especially Black people, and then 
locks them up for way too long. Project 
executive director Marc Mauer told 
Black Agenda Report that President 
Obama and his successors should con-
sider clemency for whole categories of 
prisoners, similar to President Gerald 
Ford’s amnesty for draft resisters back 
in 1974. But, don’t expect any late term 
prisoner release surprises from Barack 
Obama, who went to court to keep 
about 5,000 federal crack cocaine pris-
oners behind bars, even after the racist 
legislation under which they were con-
victed was repealed and replaced.

Without fundamental changes at 
every stage of the criminal justice pro-
cess, Black Americans will continue to 
make up something approaching one 
out of every eight prison inmates in the 
world. Indeed, accounting for growth 
in U.S. population, by my calculations 
the nation’s jailers and prison wardens 
would have to set four out of every five 
of their prisoners free just to get incar-
ceration rates down to the levels of 
1972, when the effects of the national 
mass Black incarceration regime were 
just starting to be felt. Of the 2.3 mil-
lion current prison inmates, fully 80 
percent, totaling 1,850,000 men and 
women would have to be let go—and 
even then, the United States would still 
be a high incarceration nation. 1972 
was one year after the Attica Rebellion—
not a great time for Black people in the 
criminal justice system. If only we had 
known that, 44 years later, things 
would be far, far worse.

—Black Agenda Report, June 16, 
2016

http://www.blackagendareport.com/
mass_prisoner_release-required

Mass Black Incarceration
Four out of five prisoners would have to be released to reduce U.S. incarceration to 1972 levels

By Glen Ford
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Another Texas Prisoner Dead
Prison officials killed Alton Rodgers

By Kevin “Rashid” Johnson

Thirty-one-year-old Alton Rodgers, 
a Black man imprisoned at the 
Clements Unit in Amarillo, Texas, died 
on January 19, 2016, at the Northwest 
Texas Hospital in Amarillo. He was 
found unconscious in his cell the day 
before by guards.

According to the autopsy reports, 
the official cause of death was bleeding 
of the brain and skull fracture caused 
by blunt-force trauma. He was also 
covered in bedsores and in a state of 
acute starvation and dehydrated.

According to officials, Rodgers and 
his cellmate were involved in a fight 
during which they claim Rodgers suf-
fered his head injury. With this narra-
tive set, officials have focused on inves-
tigating and treating Rodgers’ death as 
a homicide committed by his cellmate. 
But as the media has pointed out, the 
head trauma could have happened 
before the altercation.

This and other facts such as Rodgers’ 
physical condition are complicating 
the story officials want to maintain. 
Particularly the fact that the bedsores 
showed that he’d been lying unattend-
ed for weeks, during which time he’d 
slowly wasted away. Which meant pris-
on officials were at least in part respon-

sible for his death, 
and therefore as lia-
ble as they were try-
ing to make his cell-
mate, if not more so. 
And the liability 
could extend as far 
up as the Director’s 
office of the Texas 
Department of 
Criminal Justice 
(TDCJ) [sic!].

So, a mild in-
house “investiga-
tion” of staff was 
staged. Not a crimi-

nal investigation, mind you, but one 
obviously addressed to “fixing” those 
inconvenient details, giving an impres-
sion of administrative discipline of 
those found responsible (but not of 
Rodgers’ death of course), and mini-
mizing and tightening the circle of offi-
cials found responsible and liable. In 
short, it was an exercise in damage 
control.

Since I’ve been imprisoned at Clements 
Unit as this entire situation unfolded, I’ve 
borne witness to much of it.

The staff involvement
At the time of Rodgers’ death TDCJ 

director Brad Livingston and various 
guards and medical staff at Clements 
Unit had just been sued by the families of 
two prisoners who’d died at the Unit as a 
result of neglect by medical staff and 
guards. In fact I contributed to and wrote 
articles about those killings, and brought 
those incidents and material evidence 
and witnesses to the attention of the 
attorney who brought those lawsuits.

This is likely why Livingston’s office 
was sensitive to the fact of distancing 
itself from responsibility in yet another 
prisoner death at the same Unit, and 
making itself appear to have pinpointed 
those who were liable and punished 
them. He also saw need to change 
around the administration of the Unit 
which those lawsuits showed to be noto-
rious for violent abuses of its prisoners.
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Suddenly Texas prison officials are 
banning prisoners from having people 
outside of prison maintain social-
media accounts for them. Since prison-
ers do not otherwise have direct access 
to the Internet we can’t manage our 
own social-media accounts. Officials 
are taking advantage of certain social 
media providers’ rules that forbid one 
from maintaining a social media 
account for someone else to shut down 
those accounts.

On April 14, 2016, Jason Clark, the 
spokesman for the Texas Department 
of Criminal Justice (TDCJ) [sic!], 
announced that a new rule has gone 
into effect in the TDCJ imposing this 
ban. He claims the rule’s purpose is to 
block prisoners from selling items they 
create to the public, and allegedly to 
prevent prisoners from harassing crime 
victims and their families, and carrying 
on criminal enterprises. He gave not 
one specific example of any such abus-
es of social media by prisoners; the 
obvious purpose as always is to incite 
public prejudice and fear through dem-
agoguery to justify suppressing other-
wise perfectly legal activities. What he 
did offer one example of was one pris-
oner, selected for the notoriety of his 
crimes, who merely posted for sale 
jewelry and art he created on Facebook, 
which prisoners can do in mainstream 
and independent print media and is 
perfectly legal in any media.

In fact prisoners have a constitu-
tional right to have others place mate-
rial on the Internet for them and to 
write about them. Indeed the courts 
have struck down laws that ban prison-
ers from posting on the Internet 
through Internet service providers as 
unconstitutional.1 So what the TDCJ is 
actually doing in banning prisoners’ 
social media access is violating the 
highest law of the land, namely the U.S. 

Constitution. Yet they profess to uphold 
this very law and punish those who 
have violated the laws. As the U.S. 
Supreme Court has noted of such 
hypocrisy, “[if ] the Government 
becomes a lawbreaker, it breeds con-
tempt for the law: it invites every man 
to become a law unto himself.”2

The real deal
The TDCJ isn’t suddenly going after 

prisoners’ access to social media 
because of any of its stated concerns. 
The real concern is prisoners’ uses of 
social media as a platform to expose 
the actual inhumane conditions and 
abuse that pervade TDCJ’s prisons. 
This because several such initiatives are 
already underway and proving to gar-
ner public attention and support for 
prisoners against these conditions. 
This is an example I have struggled to 
set for other prisoners through writing 
and posting articles and exposes on 
prison abuses online myself.

This sort of work serves to increas-
ingly humanize prisoners to the public 
and to expose the inhumanity of our liv-
ing conditions. This counteracts officials’ 
long practiced policies of dehumanizing 
us in the collective public mind and 
thereupon being able to get away with 
treating us in the most overtly racist and 
brutal manner with utter impunity.

They recognize also, that today’s 
exposure and mass movement against 
murderous police practices in commu-
nities of color, which has been going on 
but hidden in plain sight for ages, arose 
solely because it was exposed by the 
victimized communities themselves as 
the world witnessed it on social media. 
They fear the same thing occurring 
with regard to prison abuses in 
Amerika, Texas in particular, which is 
widely regarded as Amerika’s most 
abusive prison system.

What’s Texas got to hide?
Some might ask what Texas prison 

officials have to hide, that would make 
them want to muzzle their prisoners. 
We who live in their prisons know the 
answer all too well. For those who don’t 
live in them, comprehending the 
extremes of official corruption and 
abuse that pervade them would require 
a major readjustment of many cher-
ished beliefs about their government. 
And it’s not merely attributable to a 
handful of low-ranking rogue guards. 
Rather, it is pervasive and reaches up to 
the highest levels of authority and is an 
institutional practice.

I can give an example from my own 
personal experience that is confirmable 
by official records. That example is 
found in the person of one David 
Forrest, who was the highest ranking 
security official (Major) of the Estelle 2 
Unit (E2U), in Huntsville, Texas when 
I was first assigned to the TDCJ in 2013 
from the Oregon prison system.

In an article I wrote that year I 
described an incident that occurred on 
that first day at the very moment that I 
got to E2U, where I was taken into an 
office handcuffed from behind and leg 
shackled, whereupon Forrest and a 
Captain James McKee proceeded to hit 
me about the face and head repeatedly 
and to choke me, as an Assistant 
Warden looked on, and hurled curses 
and threats at me.3 

What’s striking isn’t so much what 
happened to me, but rather Forrest’s 
known history of these and worse abus-
es, and despite this (or perhaps because 
of this), he has been rewarded with rank-
ing positions where he can more effec-
tively carry out and oversee such abuses.

After I’d written that article, one of 
my publishers made an open records 
request to the TDCJ for information on 

Prisoners’ Rights Banned
Prisoners’ social-media access banned by Texas prison officials to hide abusive conditions from the public 

By Kevin “Rashid” Johnson



Vol.  16, No. 5    SOCIALIST VIEWPOINT  51

Forrest. What he received was a stack 
of documented investigation summa-
ries on Forrest in the TDCJ spanning 
from 1987 through 2012. Forrest had 
been the subject of no less than 40 
separate investigations by the TDCJ’s 
central investigation department for 
misconduct, typically beatings of pris-
oners. Yet he steadily rose through the 
ranks, and ultimately achieved the rank 
of chief Warden of a private Texas 
prison, operated by Wackenhut (now 
GEO Group). In that capacity Forrest 
oversaw, and colluded in the cover-up 
of, the gruesome murder of a prisoner, 
Gregorio de la Rosa, Jr., who was beat-
en to death; Forrest was reported by 
other Wackenhut guards to have 
laughed about the murder.

The dead prisoner’s family then 
sued Wackenhut and Forrest for 
wrongful death, negligence and gross 
negligence. The jury found in the fam-
ily’s favor and awarded them a total of 
$47.5 million in damages, including 
$20 million against Wackenhut and 
$500,000 against Forrest in punitive 
damages. The court found that Forrest 
repeatedly lied in his testimony and 
erased key video footage of the beating.

The defendants appealed but the 
Court of Appeals upheld the verdict. In 
referring to the destroyed evidence and 
Forrest’s false testimony, the Court stat-
ed their conduct was, “clearly reprehen-
sible and, frankly, a disgusting display of 
disrespect for the welfare of others and 
for this State’s civil justice system. ... 
Moreover, Wackenhut’s conduct in 
maliciously causing Gregorio’s death 
and thereafter spoliating critical evi-
dence so offends this court’s sense of 
justice that a high ratio [of punitive 
damages to actual damages] is warrant-
ed.”4 These are the sorts of characters 
(like Forrest) that the TDCJ employs 
and promotes to its ranking positions.

Recall, that all the parties to my 
attack at E2U were the highest ranking 
staff at the prison; a Major, Captain and 
Assistant Warden. And the Unit they 
presided over was particularly brutal 

and inhumane. The thing is, if the pub-
lic knew about these things, and they 
were linked with prisoners’ loved ones 
and supporters, it would not be toler-
ated, and could well generate a protest 
movement on a par with that against 
the murderous police in communities 
of color, which was sparked by expo-
sures and organizing on social media.

Again, this is the true reason the 
TDCJ is acting to ban prisoners’ access 
to social media outlets in direct viola-
tion of the law. Its other proclaimed 
reasons are but pretexts and lies calcu-
lated to cloud the public’s judgment 
with appeals to prejudice, fear and hate. 
We should not be swayed and should 

assert prisoners’ right like everyone 
else to freedom of speech and the use 
of all media forums to this end.

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

1  See, Death Penalty v. Ryan, 269 F. Supp. 2d 
1199, 1202‐03 (D. Ariz. 2003)

2  Olmstead v. U.S., 277 U.S. 439, 485 (1927)

3  Kevin “Rashid” Johnson, “The Texas 
Department of Cowboy Justice: A Case of Law-
less Law Enforcement.” http://rashidmod.
com/?p=856

4  Matt Clarke, “Texas Court of Appeals 
Upholds $42.5 Million Award Against Wacken-
hut/GEO Group,” Prison Legal News (June 
2009), pp 10‐11
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For the October 28-29, 2011 confer-
ence of the Pennsylvania Network 
Against Torture, updated and revised.

“To deny modes of accountability 
reinforces impunity” —Justice Richard 
Goldstone, TheNation.com, Pg.8, May 
2, 2011

“We now must pay for the soap, toilet 
paper or sanitary napkins and can’t get 
them until the Unit Manager feels...we 
need them...those who are terminally ill 
can’t hurt no one, are still not allowed to 
leave.... Sharon Wiggins...came here 
when she was 15. She is now 60. Male 
officers here touch our private parts and 
smash our breasts like they belong to 
them.” —Geraldine Lucas, Muncy 
Prison (From Leon Williams’ Journal, 
December 1, 2011. Pg. 22.)

“Solitary confinement...can be as 
clinically distressing as physical tor-
ture.”—The Journal of the American 
Academy of Psychiatry and the Law

“It is a crime under Pennsylvania law 
for a corrections officer to see assaults or 
be aware of assaults, and not stop them 
or report them.” —Stephen A. Zappala, 
Jr., Alleghany County District Attorney 
(Associated Press, September 2011) 

Mrs. Lucas is 79-years-old and has 
been imprisoned over 40 years. Mrs. 
Wiggins is now blind and was sen-
tenced to death by incarceration as a 
child. She has been jailed for 45 years.

At the tender age of 17, on May 4, 
1981, like the biblical Joseph, I was 
falsely accused and convicted of a crime 
(homicide and robbery) I did not com-
mit. Not only am I actually INNOCENT, 
but we have the evidence to prove it. 

Upon arrest, I was sent to the Youth 
Study Center (USC)—commonly 
called “the center”—which is a county 
jail for children. The center had a spe-
cial wing for children that were to be 
certified and tried as adults. 

I hadn’t been at the center for a full 
week when I walked into the bathroom 
showers, toilets and sinks) and a large 
fifteen-yea-old was sexually threaten-
ing a much smaller, and very fright-
ened, fifteen-year-old. The smaller boy 
had just arrived like I had, but I don’t 
think he’d been there for a month. The 
taller boy was about to sexually 
assault—if he hadn’t already—or rape 
the shorter one. He was so engrossed 
that he didn’t even turn towards me. 
The smaller boy who was trapped in 
the corner by the showers, was facing 
me, “Yo! what da fuck you doin’?” I 
confronted the aggressor. “I’ma break 
this little bitch down,” the bully replied 
without even tuning around to see who 
I was. The smaller boy was frantically 
trying to make eye contact with me, 
asking for help inaudibly. I moved on 
his cue, “Get da fuck out of here with 
that ’mo shit cuz.” The bully turned 
around immediately realizing I was 
warning him! “You betta not touch 
’im.” “What if I do? It ain’t none of 
your business!” I took a half-step for-
ward and as if I were spitting my words 
into his eyes, “Touch ’im and find 
out.” He backed up and stepped to the 
side in order to let the victim pass by, 
freeing him from his corner. At first 
the shorter boy was afraid to move. I 
tilted my head towards the door and 
told him to leave, “Main man, roll.” 
“Thanks cuz.” “It’s nothing,” I replied, 
never taking my ayes off the bully. 
Once he was completely out of the 
bathroom, the bully tried to cop a plea 
“All Cas, I wasn’t gonna do nuffin’ to 
’im. Carp’ and Bennis told me to fuck 
’im up and they would give me some 
extra snacks all week. I wus just scarin’ 
the lil’ nigga.” 

Just like the children we were, the 
staff would give us snacks at night, but 
some guards would use snack time as 

leverage to bribe some of the boys to 
do their dirty work against stand up 
prisoners, especially those of us who 
stood up to the violent guards. Carp’ 
and Bennis were two such brutal guards 
at YSC’s security unit. “What chu think 
I’m a nut? You was tryna fuck that 
boah!” “Carp’ and ’em wanted me to 
fuck ’im up. But I was just gonna scare 
’im. I swear to God cuz.” “Then what 
happens next week when Carp’ and 
’em pay me to fuck you up?” The look 
of bewilderment on his face told me 
that he was clueless and had never con-
templated that inevitable betrayal by 
the guards. “You trippin’ cas, I ain’t got 
no beef with you, I’m just tryna get 
some extra snacks.” 

“We have to recognize that incarcera-
tion of youth per se is toxic.” —Dr. 
Barry Kirsberg, President, National 
Council on Crime and Delinquency

After being sentenced to Death-by-
Incarceration (DBI) and then shipped 
up state to the maximum security pris-
on at Graterford, the fourth largest 
prison in the country, three jails since 
then, I’m now at Houtzdale; still in 
prison 30 years later. I’m just learning 
that the practice of staff “hiring” 
inmates to attack fellow prisoners has a 
name: the guards call it “Nigger 
Gladiator Games.” Some staff often 
make bets, like a sporting event, as to 
whether the hitman will be successful 
in carrying out the Pennsylvania 
Department of Corrections brand of 
Amerikkkan cannibalism.

Corporate U.S. media represents 
the height of hypocrisy when it does 
in-depth stories on prisons of foreign 
nations like China, but is mute, deaf 
and blinded by color when concerning 
prison torture in America. China and 
the U.S. are nearly the same when it 
comes to prison violence, abuse and 
torture, etc., by staff. Some could even 

Torture Through a Child’s Eyes
The hole at Hellzdale Prison

By Muti-Ajamu Osagboro
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call it a parallel universe. But if we are 
truthful—and we must be—America is 
worse because she espouses all of the 
lofty platitudes on human rights and 
moral conviction about being a world 
leader in these areas. But it cannot 
explain—in plain English—how 
American prison guards have so much 
blood on their hands and boots, one 
would swear we were Red China and 
the big communist Republic was mere-
ly pale pink in comparison. The series 
of broke, battered, brutalized, trauma-
tized, terrorized, tortured, and dead 
bodies don’t lie.

“Guards get prisoners to beat other 
prisoners—they called it ‘playing hide 
and seek’ and someone gets beaten to 
death.” —Wife of Qi Chenghuai (Qi 
Chenghvai is a prominent Chinese who 
who was beaten and threatened by 
guards during his four years spent in jail 
for allegedly exposing corruption and 
government malfeasance.) —Newsweek, 
July 4 and 11, 2011, pg. 50 

The Houtzdale attacks-for-hire are 
deadly, and always end in a prisoner 
being maimed, scarred (physically, men-
tally and spiritually), handicapped or 
dead, How they have managed to keep 
the murders silent is a testament to both 
the public ignorance and the Staff at 
Houtzdale’s ability to lie with a straight 
face, and bury truth, as the enemy, and 
have absolutely no regard for human life 
of the prisoners in their charge. This 
reality has me existing in a constant state 
of fear and paranoia and my mental 
health is in a perpetual state of disease. 
This state sanctioned savagery is over-
whelming for adults, but for children it 
is beyond instant devastation. 

The DOJ under the Obama adminis-
tration released a 2010 report on children 
in prison, which revealed that, “More 
than half the suicides at juvenile deten-
tion centers ‘occurred within six days’ of 
a juvenile’s commitment to the facility.”1 

As Mrs. Lucas indicates, for girls 
and women it gets even more tortur-
ous. “Women represent seven percent 

of prison population but accounted for 
32 percent of victims in prison sexually 
assaulted, raped or harassed by staff. 
Women make up 13 percent of the jail 
population but 56 percent of the vic-
tims sexually assaulted or raped in jails 
by staff.” —Department of Justice 
report on “Sexual Victimization in 
Prisons and Jails,” January 2011. 

These are the reports we’ve been 
getting from girls and women at Muncy 
and Cambridge Spring, female prisons, 
crying for redress but to no avail. The 
PA DOC just sweeps it under the rug 
each time. Currently at Cambridge 
Springs, the women are drowning in 
the midst of a mass food contamina-
tion outbreak, and battling to fend off 
staff-sanctioned extortion rings and 
sexual predation by prisoners and staff. 
In 2009, a report entitled “Hidden 
Injustice” told us that. “Facility staff 
sometimes instigates or facilitates fights 
or sexual abuse between youth.” Two 
years later the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics (BJS) report titled, “Sexual 
Victimization Report by Adult 
Correctional Authorities” was summa-
rized by an independent legal watch-
dog group that, “The unfortunate con-
clusion one must draw from BJS report 
is that sexual victimization of prison-
ers—especially female prisoners—is 
still widespread in U.S. correction 
facilities.” Yet the violence, threats, 
coercion, harassment, abuse, degrad-
ing, inhumane, and other cruel treat-
ment continue unabated.

“Take them away into the hole.” —
September 1, 1670, City’s Chief Criminal 
Judge, London Court of Sessions

That was the order to the guards to 
take William Penn, Jr. and his codefen-
dant to the hole because they spoke out 
against corruption. The judge had just 
charged and threatened the jury to 
convict young Penn who had been 
brought down from Newgate Prison. 
That was the seventeenth-century 
England, eleven years before Penn, Jr. 
crossed the pond and founded this 

state and named it after his father, 
Admiral Sir William Penn. 
Unfortunately, 341 years later, it is still 
called “the hole” and very little has 
changed. Correction; technology has 
changed, but the same basic spirit to 
torture, silence dissent and the fledg-
ling principles of democracy, abuse, 
oppression and degradation not only 
still exist, but have gotten worse. The 
offspring of this mindset have become, 
to paraphrase U.S. Justice Thomas, 
“high-tech” at “lynching;” a level of 
sophistication where they rarely, if ever 
at all, leave finger or footprints, scars or 
evidence of their addiction to torture.

I’ve been in Houtzdale’s hole (soli-
tary confinement) for more than a year 
now, and have been subjected to, as 
well as witnessed, multiple acts of tor-
ture, retaliation, threats, coercion, vio-
lence, abuse, degrading, inhumane and 
other cruel treatment by guards and 
staff (e.g., medical, maintenance, mail-
room, “legal aid,” kitchen stewards, 
etc.) Prisoners call it “Hellzdale” (the 
valley of Hell). If this is true, then dev-
ils indeed operate, control and profit 
off this prison pit of fire. I was locked 
in the hole this trip—not much differ-
ent than before, as retaliation for 
exposing some of the white supremists 
staff. This time I exposed Kenneth 
Hollibaugh, Major of Unit Management 
and other like-minded staff. Major 
Hollibaugh’s retaliation stems from the 
fact that I found out that he had secret-
ly excluded all Black prisoners—in a 
predominantly Black population—
from a meet and greet session with a 
law professor and his students to dis-
cuss prison law and getting out of 
prison. The Major picked an all-white 
group of convicts to pow-wow with the 
law professor. As soon as I found out, I 
cited the Major for it—that an “all 
white anything” in this age of Barack 
Obama is unacceptable. Then Warden 
Britton, agreed with me. 

I also filed a grievance against 
Correction Officer Clavenstein for 
threatening me that he was, “The 
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Hangman of Houtzdale.” This was right 
after he had been caught making a black 
hangman’s noose and using it to terror-
ize other Black prisoners, CO Clavenstein 
was fired because of my grievance. 

However, in less than a year, he was 
rehired at the coercing, allegedly, by his 
union that filed a complaint to get him 
rehired so he can continue his hate 
crimes along with several other staff. 

Once Warden Britton left the pris-
on, via promotion, Major Hollibaugh 
began his campaign of retaliation. 
First, he secretly took my z-code (sin-
gle cell status that forbids them from 
putting someone in the cage with you). 
He didn’t tell me about this, which set 
me up for “Nigger Gladiator Games 
(NGG)” by one of the Major’s hires to 
be physically assaulted and or sexually 
preyed upon. Then the Major ordered 
one of his subordinates to threaten to 
cut my hair—which he knows I would 
not do, because it is sacrilegious. I have 
been growing my hair natural for near-
ly 15 years because it comports with 
my spiritual persuasion. This sent me 
to the hole, where the Major has tried, 
six or seven times, to NGG me. Upon 
my reception at the hole, Hollibaugh 
had another subordinate confiscate 
five boxes of my law work, which I can-
not fight my case without, to prove my 
actual innocence and be exonerated. 

Nigger Gladiator Games is exacer-
bated by the fact that it is common 
knowledge that staff put prisoners in 
cells with known homosexuals, some 
who have diseases. Shortly thereafter 
we see both convicts going to the dis-
pensary to be treated for their disease. 
It is not known if the sex is consensual 
or rape, but either way it is illegal for 
the PA DOC to do that.

However, they engineer and facili-
tate it on a weekly basis, This is not a 
statement against homosexuals, 
because whatever two grown people 
consent to is their business. But rather, 
heterosexuals, being endangered in this 
manner, is another clear example of 

what is condoned and orchestrated as a 
practice and custom by the DOC, but 
is unlawful in this state. This is to keep 
prisoners in fear, unsafe and insecure 
and running through a unending, tor-
turous, gauntlet of degradation, 
destruction and death.

This first day I got to the hole, I 
hadn’t been back here for an hour 
when Corrections Officer (CO) Long 
and another CO, who is semi-rookie-
ish (Cinko,) came in and got some 
linen for a prisoner and CO Long takes 
out two towels and throws them on the 
floor and begins to step-on and kick 
them. The nameless rookie starts doing 
the same thing. They both laugh as if 
it’s their little inside joke. (Both of 
them leaned forward to stay out of the 
views of the security camera. Neither of 
them noticed me squatting at the bot-
tom of the holding intake cage.

When I heard their laugh, I knew it 
was more to it than just two hateful 
people. Softpedia confirmed it for me 
with an article titled: “Why Do We 
Laugh.” “Psychologists and philoso-
phers distill laughter down to ‘three 
basic theories’” and the second of the 
three, “the superiority theory” is a pro-
pos here. It “dates back to Aristotle,” 
thus speaks volumes on European cul-
ture. “We laugh when we see some-
body else doing something stupid or 
having some kind of misfortune, and 
we feel superior to this person. When 
we feel such superiority we laugh.” 

This is one of the telltale signs of 
white supremacy and it is rampant here. 
It is also an indication that those who 
hold these views and practices are very 
comfortable with their surroundings 
and their ability to get away with it and 
not be punished by their supervisors. 

The first week or so in the hole I was 
assaulted with a pair of handcuffs by 
CO Rowles and needed medical treat-
ment. The physician’s assistant who 
saw me did nothing to heal or lessen the 
extreme pain I was in. I filed a com-
plaint against RowIes. Major Hollibaugh 

is in charge of Rowles, and everyone in 
the hole, so it was covered up and my 
grievance ignored. The first month in 
the hole I watched in horror as the 
same CO Rowles brutally beat a pris-
oner named Edward Solimini because 
he was Puerto Rican and rumored to be 
gay. The beating was savage for several 
reasons, not the least of which was that 
Mr. Solimini was handcuffed behind 
his back and had a dog leash attached to 
them while he was slammed to the 
ground by CO Rowles and pummeled 
while three other guards stood by and 
did nothing to stop him. 

The entire ordeal was captured on 
the security camera and the new 
Warden, Steven Glunt and Major 
Hollibaugh were notified about it, but 
did nothing but cover it up, or ignore 
it, as if it were legal. But as Alleghany 
County DA, Stephen Zappala has made 
clear. “It is a crime under (PA) law.” 
The Office of Special Investigation and 
Intelligence (OSII) was notified about 
the Solimini beating but did nothing. 
The OSII is the PA DOC’s internal 
affairs but functions more like an inter-
nal “who cares.” They don’t do any-
thing until the media or public officials 
(things outside their control) get 
involved and start probing. 

“The use of solitary confinement 
increases the risk that acts of torture and 
other cruel, inhumane or degrading 
treatment or punishment will go unde-
tected and unchallenged.” —Juan E. 
Mendez, U.N. Special Rapporteur of the 
Human Rights Council. Interim Report, 
September 2011, GA Resolution 65/205. 

“(As revealed by) the war on terror...
with little concern or demurral we have 
consigned tens-of-thousands of our citi-
zens to conditions that horrified our 
highest court a century ago. Our willing-
ness to discard these standards for 
American prisoners made it easy to dis-
card the Geneva Conventions prohibit-
ing similar treatment of foreign prisoners 
of war.” —Professor Atul Gawande, 
Harvard University
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Many Staff here use this prison as a 
personal fiefdom for amusement by 
cruelty, abuse, violence and torture. 
Basic human, civil and Constitutional-
rights denial is the standard practice at 
Houtzdale: the mandated one-hour 
yard, law library, food, legal and para-
legal mail, competent, or any medical 
treatment. Just recently, I was denied 
ten consecutive meals. I was starved for 
three-days-and-a-third. On the second 
day a guard gave me a bag with feces in 
it for breakfast. I have lost over 30 
pounds. I now have that Nazi Germany 
hollowed out face and eyes concentra-
tion-camp zombie look. You can see 
the bone structure in my face and 
body. The attacks against one’s being 
while in prison are multifaceted in gen-
eral, but in the hole those attacks are 
accelerated. The cells are brutally cold...
constantly! The heat, or lack of it, is 
controlled by staff. My hands and feet 
are always like ice cubes, numb and 
with very little or no feeling. According 
to the New York Times harsh coldness 
is just one of many other devices of 
torture used in prisons across the 
country, “We’re freezing. The air con-
ditioner is blowing full blast.” —
Ronald Yandell, Hunger Strike leader 
at Pelican Bay State Prison. 

Extremely bright florescent-like 
lights are left on all night. “Light at 
night suppresses production of the 
hormone melatonin, and this could 
have caused the brain changes.” A new 
study gave one more reason for humans 
to shut off even the blurry light at bed-
time. That it, “caused hamsters to show 
signs of depression.” That “autopsies 
of the animals revealed physical chang-
es to the hippocampus, a region of the 
brain linked to mood.” —Time 
Magazine, November 29, 2010, pg. 17.  

It is no accident that most of the 
men here in the hole are Black and of 
color. Princeton’s Dr. Cornell West 
had it absolutely right when he said, 
“We’re talking about something that is 
somatic. It’s at the level of body and it’s 
sonic, at the level of sound. We don’t 

even like the sound of your name. You 
see that’s white supremacy at a deep 
level.” My spirituality takes the brunt 
of the attacks by staff. Though the 
denial of having spiritual services like 
many other men of faith, and con-
stantly being threatened to cut my hair 
are huge violations of my rights, none 
are bigger for the Noose Crew mental-
ity than my name, which was legally 
changed by the courts nearly 20 years 
ago. Their attack on my name, Muti A. 
Ajamu Osagboro, denies me multiple 
in-camp services and anything else in 
my life that is connected to my name—
which is everything—visits, phone 
calls, mail (legal and paralegal, educa-
tion programs, mental therapy, show-
ers. physical outdoor exercise, law 
work access, etc. All of these things are 
at one time or another, and still are 
denied arbitrarily because of the sys-
temic hatred of my lawful name and its 
use. As well as the spiritual persuasion 
it is connected to. Professor Molefi 
Kete Asante’s words ring loud and 
true, “For some whites our rejection of 
white names will be dramatic.” The 
professor punctuates with unassailable 
ancient truth, “the essence of psycho-
logical health is that one deals and is 
capable of dealing with his identity.” 

At the beginning of Summer I 
watched in terror as Hellzdale guards 
denied a prisoner eighteen meals in a 
row. They did it because they said he’d 
been convicted of sex offences against 
minors and he was basic white trash. 
After the eighteenth meal denial, I filed 
a grievance that night after dinner. The 
very next morning the guards came 
and moved him off the block so we 
couldn’t see them starve him to death. 
Lieutenant Groce did nothing when I 
asked him was he alright with the 
starving? When the count was at 12 or 
15, Warden Glunt came by on one of 
his rare tours. I asked him, “Are you 
alright with the fact that your guards 
have denied 12 cell 12 or 15 meals in a 
row?” Without hesitation the warden 
said, “Yup! It’s all his choice.” How do 

you choose to let someone starve you? 
That type of sick logic is typical PA 
DOC illogic. 

This brand of lawlessness is prac-
ticed in the prison’s general population 
and the hole, with cosmetic changes to 
fit the particular environment. 
Guards—sometimes openly—pay 
informants and hit men with ice cream, 
photo or concession tickets, free TV 
and/or radio and cable, packs of ciga-
rettes or bags of loose tobacco. They 
grant extra visits or return visits that 
were taken for a jail infraction. They 
allow the continuance of selective 
extortion, gambling and prostitution 
rings and other rackets and graft for 
which particular guards get a percent-
age. Guards from so-called security use 
these confiscated items to pay off or 
bribe hitmen and informants, various 
Black males, labeled as Security Threat 
Group (STG), who are friends, associ-
ates, religious brethren or litigators as a 
pretext because these men regularly 
expose human, civil and constitutional 
rights violations within the prison. 

In the hole, the currency is an extra 
piece of chicken, a biscuit or water-
melon (another one of their sick inside 
neo-Nazi jokes,) a piece of cake, ham-
burger or tuna fish, early release from 
the hole or the stoppage or lessening of 
some form of cruelty, abuse or torture; 
the denial of a desk and a chair to ham-
string or chill your ability to litigate, a 
false positive on a urine test; give your 
mail to other prisoners who work for 
them so their agent can harm your 
family and friends; put litigators in the 
exercise yard next to one of their hire-
lings so they can throw urine and def-
ecate on you with nothing or nowhere 
to wash it off; put you next door to one 
of their minions, who have been driven 
insane by the Restricted Housing Unit 
toxicity, so he bangs on the metal 
doors, tables or sinks, toilets or walls, 
constantly, to assure that you get no 
sleep at night thereby totally destroying 
your circadian rhythm. Sleep depriva-
tion causes organ failure and weakens 
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your immune system which opens the 
door for disease and keeps you sick. 

Around the same time they starved 
the white dude, I watched the guards 
prepare to “cell extract” two young 
Black men because they reported that 
unknown guards had come into the 
cell while we were all in the yard out-
side and left a hangman’s noose with a 
threatening letter using white suprem-
acist anti-Black slurs in it. The young 
men demanded to see the chain of 
command and know which guards had 
been in the cell. It came out the CO 
Cinko had been one of the two. CO 
Cinko was one of the same guards I’d 
seen stomping the towel the first day I 
arrived here. The ordeal, like most, was 
caught on tape. 

Both of the men filed grievances and 
it was covered up. One of the young 
boy’s grievances was dismissed because 
a staff member concluded that he was 
not personally affected by the ordeal. 
What many don’t know, is that the 
culture of torture and campaign of ter-
ror, violence, abuse and dehumaniza-
tion that the entire country was sup-
posedly appalled by on the news from 
overseas, in prisons at Abu Ghraib, 
Bagram and Guantánamo Bay were led 
by soldiers who were also prison guards 
in their civilian jobs. The ringleader 
and most ruthless of the torturers was 
a PA DOC guard, Charles Graner. 
Before deploying to Abu Ghraib, 
Granar walked fresh out of the cell-
blocks of Greene County State Prison 
in western PA. As I explain in a letter to 
President Obama, Charles Graner 
merely honed his torture skills in the 
PA DOC and simply outsourced them 
when called up for military duty. Many 
staff here are current or ex-military 
personnel, which is why I call these 
prison-sanctioned torture chambers. 
These atrocious acts usually fall under 
the heading:

1. Human and civil rights violations.

2. Hate crimes/crimes against 
humanity.

3. Causing a threat to public safety 
and health.

As a poignantly discerning sister 
once pointed out to me, “Hurt people, 
hurt people.” Particularly when they 
have not gotten the necessary help or 
healing. A sage jurist warned the nation 
about torture, violence and abuse 
against prisoners: [From a] society’s 
long term perspective there are sound 
reasons for prohibiting cruel and 
unusual punishment; “people who are 
abused and treated with violence, are 
those more likely to treat others abu-
sively and violently.” Confining people 
under conditions of extreme violence, 
fear and hostility “and releasing them 
back out into society is like throwing a 
ticking time bomb into a crowd.” —
LeMaire, V. Maass 745F. Supp 623

Sadly, the judge’s warning has not 
been heeded but rather covered up like 
termites assuring a certain accelerated 
destructive process in our society, 
which weakens daily public safety and 
health. The book, Black Pain, by Terrie 
Williams does an excellent job in iden-
tifying the countless ways the seeds of 
this destruction reveal themselves in 
our everyday lives and in this society. 

The more defenseless the person, the 
more brutal the torture. I’ve been at 
Hellzdale for nearly seven years. For the 
entire time that I was not in the hole, I 
was working with men who are men-
tally ill, co-facilitating a support talk 
therapy group between men who have 
been sentenced to Death-By-
Incarceration and those with mental 
disability. The program is called 
“Friends Helping Friends” and I was 
recruited for the project as soon as I got 
here by Francis Schuster, head of the 
Psychology Department. Timidity not-
withstanding, he is a good man, and a 
rare being in the PA DOC. We get to 
interact with the mentally ill on the 
Special Needs Unit (SNU) block in a 
way that brings the men out of the isola-
tion their block seems to create. Schuster 
started the program after a rash of sui-

cides on that block—we later found out 
because of mistreatment by block 
guards. It was here that I experienced 
firsthand that the torture, harassment, 
coercion, threats and retaliation against 
the mentally ill, in general population is 
second to none. When you put them in 
the hole, the cruelty only multiplies.

Because of our efforts to empower, 
prison staff constantly sabotage our 
writings and reading material, legal and 
otherwise, incoming and outgoing. It is 
destroyed, withheld, lost, denied or 
given to one of their hireling inmates. 
Anything that educates the prisoner on 
how to better oneself relating to having 
a coherent thought even after the 
DOC’s mental butchering about what 
was and is being done to torture you, 
and most all others who fight against 
the injustice, is tacitly outlawed. This is 
why the quotes at the very beginning of 
this report come from two publications 
that were both banned by the PA DOC 
at one time or another. Still we dare to 
write, dare to struggle, dare to win. 
Prison terrorizes even the most active 
imagination trying to fathom the mag-
nitude of cruelty in governmental bar-
barism. America the unbeautiful, mere-
ly begins the depths of depravity which 
is prison construction. 

1  “Characteristics of Juvenile Suicide in Con-
finement,” 

www.ojp.usdoj.gov
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Pardon Political Prisoner Sundiata Acoli 
By Steven Katsineris

The deplorable situation of former 
Black Panther Party member Sundiata 
Acoli, who has been imprisoned since 
1973, that’s 42 years, is very distressing 
and exceptionally unjust. He is now 79 
years of age and it’s surely well and 
truly time to free him.  

Sundiata Acoli is a mathematician 
and computer analyst who was born on 
January 14, 1937, in Decatur, Texas and 
raised in Vernon Texas. He graduated 
from Prairie View and A and M 
University of Texas in 1956 with a degree 
in mathematics and for the next 13 years 
worked for various computer-oriented 
firms, mostly in the New York area. 

During the summer of 1964 he par-
ticipated in civil rights work and voter 
registration in Mississippi. In 1968 he 
joined the Harlem Black Panther Party 
and did community work around 
issues of education, housing, jobs, 
childcare, drugs and police brutality. 
Sundiata later became the Harlem 
Black Panther Party’s finance minister.  

On April 2, 1969, he and other 
members were arrested in New York in 
the Panther 21 conspiracy case. He was 
held in jail without bail and on trial for 
two years before being acquitted, along 
with all other defendants, by a jury 
deliberating less than two hours.  

Upon release, FBI intimidation of 
potential employers shut off all 
employment possibilities in the com-
puter profession and the stepped-up 
COINTELPRO campaign of harass-
ment, surveillance and provocations 
soon drove him underground. 

On May 2, 1973, three former mem-
bers of the New York City chapter of 
the Black Panther Party, Sundiata 
Acoli, Assata Shakur and Zayd Malik 
Shakur were stopped on the New Jersey 
Turnpike for a purportedly “faulty tail-
light.” A shoot-out ensued during 
which a state trooper, Werner Foster 

and Zayd Shakur were killed and Assata 
and Sundiata wounded. Although 
there was no evidence that Sundiata or 
Assata shot the state trooper, both were 
subsequently convicted of the murder 
of the trooper and related charges and 
sentenced to life in prison with the 
possibility of parole.  

At that turbulent time the Black 
Panther Party (and other Black organi-
zations) was being targeted by various 
security and armed groups intent on 
repressing and destroying the BPP and 
killing its leaders and rank and file 
members in the process. BPP members 
felt like they were under a state of siege 
and at risk of being arrested, shot or 
wounded for campaigning for their 
civil and human rights. Scores of BPP 
members were murdered or badly 
injured or jailed (some framed) in the 
operations to suppress the organiza-
tion. Numerous Black militants fled 
overseas or underground to escape 
persecution. The context of the era is 
very important in looking at Sundiata’s 
case. And many of these glaring social 
and racial problems still exist in the 
U.S. today. As President Obama him-
self said not long ago, “a simmering 
distrust...exists between too many 
police departments and too many 
communities of color.”  

Since then Sundiata has been denied 
parole several times. Over forty-two 
years later Sundiata remains in prison 
despite maintaining a “charge free” 
record and having outstanding educa-
tional and work reports.  

A New Jersey Appellate Court in 
September 2014 ordered the release of 
Sundiata, resting its decision on the eligi-
bility requirements under the New Jersey 
Parole Act of 1979. But the State announced 
it would appeal the decision and request a 
“Stay” of the release until the appeal was 
heard.  The “Stay” was granted which 

resulted in Sundiata remaining incarcer-
ated while awaiting a decision from a New 
Jersey Supreme Court.

Arguments were heard on October 
13, 2015; and on February 23, 2016, the 
Supreme court of New Jersey reversed 
the Appellate Court’s order. The court 
did not rule on the merits of the 
Appellate case ordering release, but 
focused rather, on procedure. The 
Supreme Court held that the Appellate 
Court exceeded its authority in order-
ing release because a procedural pro-
cess had not been followed, as in New 
Jersey, the full parole board has to 
make a decision in cases involving 
murder convictions. Sundiata appeared 
before the full board in June 2016 and 
again was denied parole. An appeal will 
again be taken to the same Appellate 
Division that ordered his release. His 
supporters have asked for people to do 
their utmost to assist Sundiata, but to 
exercise discretion and restraint in not 
making what could be interpreted as 
inflammatory remarks on social media 
or elsewhere. 

The purpose of prison sentences is 
supposed to be rehabilitation, not just 
punishment.  Sundiata has already 
served much more time in prison than 
others convicted of similar offences. 
Sundiata should not have to spend the 
rest of his life in prison because of his 
political beliefs or his former member-
ship in the Black Panther Party.

What Sundiata did and is in prison 
for, is not much different than what 
Nelson Mandela did; the actions they 
took were in reaction to what they saw 
as a brutal system of racism, discrimina-
tion and abuse. In racially divided soci-
eties they were both motivated by the 
quest for justice and fought to change 
things for the better. Nelson Mandela 
spent 27 years in jail for struggling for 
equality, civil and human rights. 
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Sundiata Acoli has now spent 42 years 
in jail fighting for the same aspirations. 

Surely forty-two years is long 
enough! After so many long years of 
imprisonment in the nation’s harshest 
penitentiaries and with an exemplary 
prison record, it’s time to free Sundiata. 
Even at his elderly age Sundiata has 
valuable contributions to make to his 
community and society. And his release 
will not only have a positive impact on 
his life and that of his family and friends, 
but will have a much wider constructive 
effect of healing and repairing still pain-
ful wounds of the past.  

Sundiata is now the longest held 
prisoner in New Jersey’s history for 
similar convictions. He has an out-
standing record in prison and has had 
no disciplinary reports during the last 
16 years. He’s also maintained an excel-
lent work and scholastic record and has 

always been a positive influence in 
prison, particularly in mentoring pris-
oners toward becoming benefactors to 
the community upon return to society. 
Sundiata has long ago been rehabili-
tated and has satisfied all requirements 
for parole. He is an elderly man, a 
grandfather, in declining health, who 
wishes to live out the rest of his days in 
peace tending his grandchildren. 
Sundiata Acoli is a decent man, who 
has stuck to his principles and will be 
an exceptional asset to society. 

Please join in the campaign to seek 
the release of long-term U.S. political 
prisoner Sundiata Acoli. Publicize his 
situation by talking to friends, posting 
on Facebook and by whatever other 
means you can to support this cam-
paign. Write a polite letter or email to 
the U.S. President, Barak Obama, 
respectfully requesting he pardon 

Sundiata. He will be 80 years old in 
January 2017. It’s time to show 
Sundiata compassion and set him free. 

—July 2016

What to do to help Sundiata: 

Write to:

President Obama

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW

Washington, DC 20500 

Write to Sundiata Acoli:  

Sundiata Acoli #39794-066 (Squire)

FCI Cumberland,

Federal Correctional Institution,

P.O. BOX 1000,

Cumberland, MD. USA. 2150.  

Contact the Sundiata Acoli Freedom Campaign:

SAFC

P.O. Box 766

Harlem Station

New York, NY 10027

USA

Courts as Weapons Against The Innocent
By Lorenzo Johnson

A courtroom is a place where justice 
is supposed to be served. More and 
more, however, courts are becoming 
crime scenes. Here, innocent people 
are being kidnapped and held captive. 
There’s no justification for the wrong-
doing behind the record number of 
exonerations society is witness-
ing—149 last year—and the numbers 
are rising.

At one point, innocent prisoners 
had a variety of avenues to appeal their 
convictions and argue their innocence. 
Now, those avenues have been restrict-
ed by law. Today, there are strict proce-
dures, guidelines and timelines for fil-
ing our appeals. The bar is set extreme-
ly high when we argue our innocence. 
If we submit our appeal just one day 
late, we are “time barred” from filing. 
It doesn’t matter if we have evidence to 
clear us of the crime—if the appeal is 
too late, it will not be heard.

When these strict procedures are 
used to prevent us from showing our 
innocence, the courts are being used as 
a weapon against us.

Sometimes prosecutors withhold 
exculpatory evidence of a defendant’s 
innocence, and don’t turn it over until 
they are forced to. Take a look at the 
exonerations reported in recent years 
and you will see a pattern of prosecutors 
continuing to fight against our release 
even when our innocence is uncovered. 
There are many innocent prisoners who 
have been buried alive in these prisons 
by this kind of corruption.

And let’s not leave out the defense 
attorneys who failed to exercise due 
diligence when representing the inno-
cent—the ones who did no investiga-
tion into our alibis or innocence claims, 
causing us to spend years in prison 
until (if we’re lucky) another lawyer 
comes along to clean up their mess. 

They are also a big reason why even 
those who are successfully exonerated 
spend an average of thirteen-and-a-
half to fifteen years in prison. Some of 
us are still fighting to get our inno-
cence recognized but are time-barred 
because of previous attorneys’ failures.

How do the culprits responsible for 
these wrongful convictions sleep at 
night? Well, to be honest, these people 
have no conscience. It’s like any other 
day at the job for them. Some have 
built their careers on the backs of us 
innocent prisoners, and now they sit in 
high places.

There are many more examples of 
how the innocent suffer from fault not 
of our own due to laws being enacted 
to restrict our access to the courts. 
Until the day comes when culprits 
responsible for wrongful convictions 
are held fully accountable—wrongful 
convictions will never stop.
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Lorenzo Johnson served 16-and-a-
half years of a life-without-parole sen-
tence until 2012, when the Third Circuit 
Federal Court of Appeals ruled there was 
legally insufficient evidence for his con-
viction. He remained free for four 
months, after which the U.S. Supreme 
Court unanimously reinstated the con-
viction and ordered him back to prison 
to resume the sentence. With the support 
of The Pennsylvania Innocence Project, 
he is continuing to fight for his freedom. 
Though he does not have Internet access 
himself, you can email his campaign, 
make a donation, or sign his petition and 
learn more at:

 http://www.freelorenzojohnson.org/
sign-the-petition.html.

—Huffington Post, July 11, 2016

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/
lorenzo-johnson/when-courts-are-used-
as-a_b_10927492.html

Take a look at the  

exonerations reported in 

recent years and you  

will see a pattern of 

prosecutors continuing 

to fight against our 

release even when our 

innocence is uncovered. 

There are many inno-

cent prisoners who have 

been buried alive in 

these prisons by this 

kind of corruption.

At the age of 22, I was caught up in 
the wave of mass incarceration and 
wrongfully convicted of murder. This 
took place in a state where I wasn’t 
from and where I had no family.

I had dropped out of school at an 
early age, so when I entered the 
Pennsylvania Department of 
Corrections, my reading and writing 
level were so low that I was to attend 
Adult Basic Education classes.

I remember my first time going to 
the prison law library. I informed the 
clerk who was assisting prisoners that I 
was innocent and needed help. He gave 
me a look like he had heard my story a 
hundred times before, and then he 
gave me a book entitled Pennsylvania 
Criminal Rules and Procedures. This 
book was at least 500 pages. I took this 
book and sat down at the table with it. 
I couldn’t even read it, let alone under-
stand it. I sat at this table sad, mad, and 
very embarrassed.

I went on to study for my GED. I 
eventually passed the test. I couldn’t 
afford the college courses that were 
available, so a friend let me study his 
books once his semester was over. Once 
I got the money I enrolled. A fire was lit 
within me. I began to realize how I had 
been taken advantage of due to being 
illiterate. I returned to the prison law 
library to study. Not only was I study-
ing the law, I began studying my case 
file—at least, the incomplete case file I 
was given. I literally had gotten sick 
uncovering how my constitutional 
rights were not only violated but disre-
garded as if I wasn’t a human being.

By this time, the same court-
appointed attorney who represented 
me at my trial was also representing me 
for my direct appeal. Unfortunately, 
once my direct appeal was denied, I no 
longer had a lawyer. I could not afford 
to hire my own attorney. I’ll never for-

get sitting in the prison cell with 
nowhere else to turn. I looked in the 
mirror and told myself, “The time is 
now. You can do it.”

I had a one-year time frame to file 
my Post Conviction Relief Act 
(P.C.R.A.) Petition. If I did not make 
this deadline, I would forfeit my right 
to argue my innocence. By this time, I 
was enrolled in a business education 
class that also taught typing. At this 
point, because I had no lawyer, I was 
officially representing myself. Ten 
months later, I filed my P.C.R.A. 
Petition to the courts pro se—by myself. 
I was granted an evidentiary hearing 
and was appointed an attorney to rep-
resent me.

This attorney abandoned me after my 
appeals were denied and never even con-
tacted me when my last appeal was 
denied—I only found out about it 
months later. This almost caused me to 
lose my appeal rights. Once again I 
began representing myself. I had come to 
the conclusion that no one would fight 
for my innocence harder than me. That 
being said, as I continued my fight, I also 
reached out to hundreds of Innocence 
Projects and attorneys for help.

My appeals were running out. I was 
down to my last round of federal 
appeals. I had to deal with the reality 
that—if I were to lose—I would die in 
prison an innocent man.

I went on to file my federal habeas 
corpus appeal pro se. I gave it all I had. I 
had to deal with the fact that the pros-
ecution withheld evidence of my inno-
cence and never turned it over to me or 
to any of my previous attorneys.

A well-respected attorney, Michael 
Wiseman, came to my aid. He believed 
in me and my innocence. Mr. Wiseman 
and his team accepted my case on a pro 
bono basis. He amended my appeal and 
adopted the issues I raised pro se.

An Innocent Prisoner’s Will To Be Free
By Lorenzo Johnson 
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After sixteen-and-a-half years in 
prison for a crime I was innocent of, 
the U.S. Third Circuit Court of Appeals 
vacated my sentence on the grounds of 
insufficient evidence—which is equiv-
alent to a “not guilty” verdict—and 
ordered my immediate release, barring 
a retrial. I was released and reunited 
with my family.

But my experience of justice and 
happiness was short-lived and lasted a 
mere 148 days. The prosecutor in my 
case appealed to the U.S. Supreme 
Court, which reinstated my conviction 
in a single day and denied my attorneys 
the right to file briefs or make oral 
arguments. I had to return to prison 
just months after being exonerated.

After eighteen-and-a-half years, my 
legal team finally got their hands on 
some of the missing pages of my case 
discovery that the prosecutors had 
never turned over. After all this time, 
we found out not only that the prose-
cution knew I was innocent from day 
one, but that they let false testimony go 
uncorrected from the start of my court 
proceedings all the way up to the 
Supreme Court.

I’m now heading back to court 
twenty years later. Hopefully, it will be 
once and for all. If not—I will NEVER 
stop fighting to prove my innocence. 
I’m one of MANY innocent prisoners.

Write to: 

Lorenzo Johnson DF 1036

SCI Mahanoy 

301 Morea Road

Frackville, PA 17932

LorenzoJohnson17932@gmail.com

www.FreeLorenzoJohnson.org

Sign his petition and learn more at:

http://www.freelorenzojohnson.org/sign-the-
petition.html

www.twitter.com/FreeRenz

Contribute to Lorenzo Johnson’s campaign 
for freedom through JPAY.com code: Lorenzo 
Johnson DF 1036 PA DOC

Exonerees Jeffrey Deskovic and 
Derrick Hamilton have spent a com-
bined thirty-seven years in prison. You 
might think that, after spending close 
to four decades in prison, staying 
involved in the criminal justice system 
that failed them would be the last thing 
on their minds.

But that was not the case with Jeffrey 
and Derrick. Their wrongful convic-
tions lit a fire deep within them—a 
passion for justice for the innocent.

In 1989, at the age of seventeen, 
Jeffrey was wrongfully convicted of the 
rape and murder of Angela Correa, a 
high school classmate of his.

It took Jeffrey sixteen years in a 
non-stop fight to clear his name and 
regain his freedom. He was exonerated 

in 2006, thanks to DNA evidence. A 
federal jury found that ex-Sheriff’s 
Investigator Daniel Stephens—then an 
investigator with the Putnam County, 
New York Sheriff’s Office—fabricated 
evidence and coerced a false confession 
out of a young Jeffrey. After winning 
his lawsuit, Jeffrey used 1.5 million 
dollars of his own money to start the 
Jeffrey Deskovic Foundation for 
Justice. Jeffrey did this to help the 
many others that are enduring what he 
endured for sixteen years of his life.

Since its opening, the Jeffrey 
Deskovic Foundation for Justice has 
assisted in several exonerations: most 
notably, the late William Lopes, who 
spent twenty-one years on his wrongful 
conviction, and William Haughey, who 

Freeing the Innocent
From wrongful convictions to helping free other innocent prisoners

By Lorenzo Johnson
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spent eight years in prison while inno-
cent before being exonerated this year.

Derrick Hamilton was wrongfully 
accused of the murder of Nathaniel 
Cash in 1991 and wrongfully convicted 
in 1992. In Derrick’s twenty-four years 
of being innocent in prison, he not 
only kept fighting to prove his inno-
cence, but he also helped others obtain 
their freedom. Derrick shattered the 
myth that “jailhouse lawyers” can get 
everyone but themselves out of prison.

How did the justice system fail 
Derrick? Sadly, like for so many others, 
Derrick’s wrongful conviction was the 
result of misconduct by government 
officials. For twenty-four years, Derrick 
had an alibi and witnesses to support 
his claims. He was not present in the 
state (New York) where the murder 
took place, but was in Connecticut at 
the time. Due to a corrupt detective 
who manipulated not only the criminal 
justice system, but the families of 
everyone involved, this alibi did not 
come to light.

Derrick was finally exonerated in a 
landmark ruling (People v. Hamilton) 
on January 9, 2015. Not only did 
Derrick win, but his case set a legal 
precedent in New York. This will help 
others who are in Derrick’s position.

Derrick, like Jeffrey, hit the ground 
running. Instead of walking away, 
Derrick planted his feet and stayed 
committed to the innocent men he 
aligned himself with while in prison. 
As two of many innocent prisoners, 
Jeffrey and Derrick bring fresh energy 
to the crusade of stopping wrongful 
convictions. Not only are they well 
versed in the law, they are not afraid of 
educating the media about our real-life 
nightmares. Who is better to tell our 
stories beside than people who lived it?

—Huffington Post, July 27, 2016

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/
lorenzo- johnson/ f rom-wrongfu l-
convictions_b_11186958.html

A new legal action filed by Mumia 
Abu-Jamal in the Pennsylvania Court of 
Common Pleas on August 7, 2016 pro-
vides a path in the courts to overturn 
Mumia’s conviction and win his free-
dom. The legal underpinning is the recent 
precedent-setting U.S. Supreme Court 
decision Williams v. Pennsylvania, 
which holds it is a violation of the due 
process right to an impartial tribunal free 
of judicial bias if a judge participating in 
a criminal appeal had “a significant per-
sonal involvement as a prosecutor in a 
critical decision” in a defendant’s case. 

A senior Assistant District Attorney 
during Mumia’s 1982 trial was Ronald 
D. Castille, the Philadelphia District 
Attorney during Mumia’s direct appeal 
of conviction and death sentence. He was 
a Justice of the Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court during the entire period of 
Mumia’s appeals of his post-conviction 
proceedings from 1995-2008.

Mumia made motions to Justice 
Castille to recuse himself from his post-
conviction appeals to the Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court from 1996-98 and again 
in 2002, but Castille refused. Mumia 
raised Castille’s denial to recuse himself 
as an appeal issue in the federal courts, 
but it was ignored. 

The District Attorney’s office and 
Justice Castille did not disclose, deny or 
minimized the direct role Castille had as 
a prosecutor in capital prosecutions, 
including jury selection, appeal strategy 
and preparation, and prosecutorial trial 
conduct. As stated in the new filing, “The 
high profile and political sensitivity of 
Mr. Abu-Jamal’s case, increases the like-
lihood that Justice Castille’s minimiza-
tion of his involvement in the case was 
not credible.”

Castille’s role as both prosecutor and 
judge in Mumia’s case, in light of the 
Williams decision, opens the door to a 
court reversal of all Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court denials of Mumia’s post-conviction 

petitions from 1998-2004. This would 
allow Mumia “do-overs” to the legal 
challenges he made to the racist frame-up 
conviction, for which he’s now spent close 
to 35 years in prison, almost thirty in 
solitary confinement on death row. 

If this new legal challenge succeeds, 
Mumia will be able to re-open and 
challenge all the state’s unconstitution-
al racial, political and class biased pro-
cedures and state misconduct that 
resulted in his frame-up conviction 
before the pro-cop and racist judge 
Albert Sabo who declared before trial, 
“I’m going to help them fry the nigger.” 

Mumia’s other challenges to his con-
viction include: The prosecution’s inten-
tional exclusion of African-Americans 
from his jury; the Prosecution’s summa-
tion argument that Mumia would have 
“appeal after appeal” depriving Mumia 
of the constitutional standard of guilt 
beyond a reasonable doubt and the 
importance of the jury decision in deter-
mining guilt and a death sentence; 
Denying Mumia the right to self-repre-
sentation and to be in the courtroom 
during his trial; Police and prosecutorial 
fabrication of evidence of guilt—false 
hospital confession, phony ballistics evi-
dence, lying witnesses Cynthia White, 
Priscilla Durham, Robert Chobert—and 
suppression of evidence of Mumia’s 
innocence—Veronica Jones, Dessie 
Hightower, William Singletary, Ken 
Freeman, Arnold Howard and the con-
fession of Arnold Beverly. In other 
words, Mumia would be able to re-
appeal the entirety of his frame-up con-
viction before the Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court. If the new appeal is filed and 
won, Mumia would get a new trial, if not 
dismissal on grounds of gross state mis-
conduct in prosecuting Mumia. 

This is what should happen under 
the U.S. Supreme Court holding in 
Williams.

Path to Mumia’s Freedom
 By Rachel Wolkenstein
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But Mumia’s case isn’t any case. 
There is no other case in the United 
States that has faced as much orches-
trated hostility from the Fraternal 
Order of Police and both parties of U.S. 
capitalism as that of Mumia Abu-Jamal. 

The legal and political caveats for a 
winning strategy to free Mumia: Legal 
action that underscores Mumia is 
innocent and framed in a political and 
racist prosecution that denied every 
aspect of due process and a fair trial; 
and an intensified international cam-
paign of publicity and protest demand-
ing Mumia’s freedom now! 

Mumia’s case embodies the police 
terror and shootings on the streets, the 
false and frame-up prosecutions in the 
courts, the dehumanization and ware-
housing of mass incarceration, and the 
ultimate act of “legal” lynching in the 
racist death penalty.

Mass international protest kept 
Mumia alive 

The state tried to kill Mumia on the 
street on December 9, 1981. They tried 
and failed to lynch him by state execu-
tion in 1995 and 1999. In December 
2011 the state gave up trying to execute 
Mumia and instead put him on “slow 
death row”—life imprisonment with-
out parole—and tried to silence him. 
Mumia has not been silenced, but has 
been subjected to medical mistreat-
ment and the deliberate refusal to cure 
his hepatitis C. 

Mumia was targeted for state exter-
mination as a Black Panther Party mem-
ber when he was 16-years-old, renewed 
when he became a renowned radio jour-
nalist, “the voice of the voiceless” and a 
supporter of the MOVE organization. In 
the face of execution and life imprison-
ment Mumia has never wavered in his 
opposition to and exposure of the racist 
oppression, class exploitation and mur-
derous terror perpetrated across the 
globe by U.S. imperialism.

The combined forces of the capitalist 
state, its police, courts, and politicians 

in both parties of capitalism are united 
in keeping Mumia locked in prison.

Now is the time for a renewed inter-
national campaign to free Mumia! 
Winning Mumia’s freedom is a blow 
against the class and race biased 
American criminal injustice system, a 
win for all those in imprisoned nation 
and for us all.

On Ronald Castille, from 
Prosecutor to Supreme Court 

Justice
Ronald Castille became an assistant 

Philadelphia District Attorney in 1971, 
and a senior assistant at the time of 
Mumia’s 1982 trial. In 1985 he was 
elected as District Attorney and was the 
District Attorney during the prepara-
tion and legal argument of Mumia 
Abu-Jamal’s direct appeal from his 
1982 conviction and death sentence. 

Despite the prior motions made for 
Castille to recuse himself from hearing 
Mumia’s appeals, he has not provided 
any information regarding participa-
tion in Mumia’s trial preparation or 
disclosed his direct oversight and prep-
aration of the District Attorney’s office 
filings and legal arguments during 
Mumia’s direct appeal. As part of 
Mumia’s prior Motions for Justice 
Castille to recuse himself, discovery 
was requested but denied in 1996 and 
in 2002. The new legal filings request 
discovery of this information. 

District Attorney Ronald D. 
Castille’s name appears first in the list 
of prosecutors submitting the DA’s 
legal briefs arguing in support of 
Mumia’s conviction and death sen-
tence. We do know that one of Castille’s 
first appointments was the promotion 
of Assistant District Attorney (ADA) 
Ronald Eisenberg to become Chief of 
the Appeals Unit. In that capacity 
Eisenberg began overseeing all the 
appeals and post-conviction proceed-
ings of Mumia Abu-Jamal, and contin-
ued through Mumia’s 2011 federal 
court appeals. 

We know that one of Castille’s 
“accomplishments” as District 
Attorney was the 1986 video training 
tape on how to exclude African 
Americans from juries. It has been 
known as the “McMahon tape” after 
then-ADA Jack McMahon who gave 
the presentation. But the Training 
Tape was produced by the District 
Attorney’s office. The first frame of the 
video bears the seal of the City of 
Philadelphia, name and title of Ronald 
D. Castille, District Attorney, the logo 
of DATV Productions identifying the 
videotape as produced by the District 
Attorney’s television productions 
department. Frame two identifies the 
videotape as “Jury Selection by Jack 
McMahon.” This Training Tape was 
the District Attorney’s response to the 
1985 U.S. Supreme Court’s decision in 
Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79 (1986) 
that found unconstitutional the use of 
race as a reason to eliminate potential 
jurors. The practice of keeping African-
Americans from juries was a long-
standing practice in the Philadelphia 
DA’s office and the Training Video was 
a “how to” as well as “how to conceal” 
continuing that practice. However, the 
existence of this training tape was not 
publicly known until 1997.

In 1986, after Castille’s election as 
District Attorney, the Fraternal Order of 
Police (FOP) Lodge No. 5 named Castille 
its “Man of the Year.” In 1989, the FOP 
provided support for Castille’s re-election 
bid for Philadelphia District Attorney. 

As District Attorney and prior to his 
run for Pennsylvania State Supreme 
Court in 1993, Castille was a vociferous 
defender of a pattern of prosecutorial 
misconduct that was prevalent in his 
office and admonished by the 
Pennsylvania appeals court, blaming 
alleged misconduct on the “pushy, 
obnoxious” defense lawyers. Two of the 
Philadelphia prosecutors found to com-
mit misconduct by the appeals court in 
cases unrelated to Mumia’s were the 
ADAs in Mumia’s trial (Joseph McGill) 
and 1995 hearing (Charles Grant).
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In 1993 Ronald Castille ran for and 
won a seat on the Pennsylvania 
Supreme court as the law and order 
candidate. He highlighted his support 
of the death penalty, touting that his 
office had secured 45 death sentences. 
He bragged about prosecuting some of 
the city’s most notorious criminals in 
recent years. Castille’s campaign ad 
highlighted his endorsement by 36,000 
police officers of the Fraternal Order 
of Police.

Mumia’s Direct Appeal Argument 
and the 1989 Pennsylvania 

Supreme Court Denial

Mumia’s direct appeal of his 1982 
conviction and death sentence wasn’t 
filed until 1986. No challenges were 
made to the false trial evidence. 

The legal argument on Mumia’s 
appeal took place before the 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court on 
January 19, 1988. The first issue of the 
appeal was that the prosecution system-
atically excluded African-Americans 
from Mumia’s jury, depriving him of 
an impartial jury and that the prosecu-
tor had removed a Black woman juror 
and replaced her with a white male 
juror with ties to law enforcement.

Mumia’s legal argument applied the 
U.S. Court decision of Batson v. 
Kentucky, and argued that the prosecu-
tor violated Batson. The District 
Attorney’s office objected and denied 
even a prima facie case existed, includ-
ing that Mumia is a Black man and the 
deceased was a white police officer was 
not relevant and that there was not 
even an inference of a pattern of strikes 
against Black jurors by the prosecution.

Yet, at the very moment the DA’s 
office argued before the Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court that there was no dis-
qualification of jurors because of race 
in Mumia’s case, and no pattern of 
exclusion of Blacks from Philadelphia 
juries, District Attorney Castille was 
training his assistants to do just that 
with its DATV Training Tape. 

The most dramatic and memorable 
portion of that day’s appeal argument 
was on the issue of trial prosecutor 
Joseph McGill’s summation argument, 
made to the jury on the question of 
Mumia’s guilt and again on the ques-
tion of whether to sentence him to 
death or life imprisonment. McGill 
told the jury that if Mumia were to be 
convicted, it wasn’t final, that in fact 
Mumia would have “appeal after 
appeal.” This argument was a denigra-
tion of the decisive role of the jury, of 
the constitutional protection of rea-
sonable doubt requires acquittal. It was 
intended to convince an unsure juror 
that even with a jury verdict of convic-
tion and execution, they would not be 
responsible because Mumia would 
have plenty of chances to appeal.

During the Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court argument, Chief Justice Nix 
interrupted and strongly told the 
appeal prosecutor not to even try to 
defend the prosecutor’s “appeal after 
appeal” summation language. Justice 
Nix said the Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court had precedent on this and had 
already reversed in a case where the 
same language had been used by the 
same prosecutor (Joseph McGill) in 
the same courtroom (Judge Sabo). 
[Com. v. Baker, 511 A.2d 777 (1986)] 
Nix’s statement brought a hush to the 
courtroom, leaving the strong impres-
sion that certainly Mumia’s death sen-
tence, if not his conviction would be 
overturned because of that prosecuto-
rial misconduct. That was not to be. 

Another appeal issue was the ADA 
McGill’s cross-examination of Mumia 
during his “allocution” (statement) to 
the jury. It was Mumia’s statement that 
he was innocent of the charge against 
him. He denounced the trial process, 
from the judge who denied him the 
right of self-representation and exclud-
ed him from the courtroom for large 
portions of the case to his court 
appointed attorney not representing 
him. ADA McGill seized on Mumia’s 
allocution to put him on the witness 

stand and question him about state-
ments he made in an interview in the 
Philadelphia Inquirer in January 
1969—twelve years before his arrest. 
Mumia’s Black Panther Party member-
ship, speech and writing as a 15 and 
16-year-old, including saying “all 
power to the people” and explaining 
the government’s murder of Black 
Panther Party members nationally as 
examples of the concept that “political 
power grows from the barrel of the 
gun” was argued by the prosecution 
that Mumia had a decade-long intent 
to kill cops. 

On direct appeal, Mumia argued he 
should not have been questioned since 
he hadn’t taken the witness stand, that 
the questioning was irrelevant and 
prejudicial. And furthermore to ques-
tion him about his Black Panther Party 
membership was a violation of his first 
Amendment constitutionally guaran-
teed right to political association and 
speech, having no bearing on the 
charges against him. 

Over a year later on March 6, 1989 
the Pennsylvania Supreme Court 
issued its decision. Justice Nix was 
listed as “not participating in the deci-
sion.” Only four of the six Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court justices signed the 
decision upholding Mumia’s convic-
tion and death sentence.

Mumia filed a Petition for re-argu-
ment, which the District Attorney 
Castille opposed, and was denied by 
the Pennsylvania Supreme Court in 
January 1990.

Mumia filed a petition to the U.S. 
Supreme Court for certiorari (review). 
It was opposed by the District Attorney 
and denied by the Supreme Court on 
October 1, 1990. 

Then the U.S. Supreme Court 
agreed to hear the appeal in the case of 
a prisoner whose Aryan Brotherhood 
membership was used to argue for his 
death sentence. Mumia filed for re-
hearing of his petition for review, 
pending the Supreme Court’s ruling in 
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Dawson. The District Attorney 
opposed a re-hearing and the Supreme 
Court denied it. In March 1992, the 
U.S. Supreme Court ruled that to bring 
up Dawson’s organizational affiliation 
violated the defendant’s freedom of 
speech and association and overturned 
Dawson’s death sentence. (Dawson v. 
Delaware, 503 U.S. 159 (1992).)

It is not conceivable that the posi-
tions taken by the District Attorney’s 
office arguments in Mumia’s appeal to 
the Pennsylvania Supreme Court were 
without direct input from District 
Attorney Castille. Not only was Mumia 
Abu-Jamal’s case highly controversial 
and publicized but the issues on his 
appeal carried far-ranging consequenc-
es and import for other cases, particu-
larly the challenge to the prosecution’s 
exclusion of African-American jurors 
and the prosecution’s often-used sum-
mation argument that a defendant had 
“appeal after appeal.” Moreover, the 
District Attorney withheld the fact of 
the DATV Training Tape, while arguing 
there was no pattern of exclusion of 
jurors by reason of race. These all con-
stituted direct and personal involve-
ment of critical issues of the defendant’s 
case and fall under the criteria estab-
lished by the new Williams decision.

Mumia’s Post-conviction hearings 
before Judge Sabo 1995-1997 and 
Castille’s denial to recuse himself 

On June 5, 1995, Mumia’s first post-
conviction challenge was filed. Under 
Pennsylvania rules, the case was heard 
by the very same judge who was the 
trial judge in Mumia’s case, the infa-
mous Albert Sabo. But on June 1, 1995, 
then Governor Tom Ridge signed a 
warrant for Mumia’s execution. That 
put the evidentiary hearing under the 
threat and pressure of an impending 
execution date.

The 1995 Post Conviction Relief Act 
(PCRA) again raised the issue denied 
in Mumia’s direct appeal. The exclu-
sion and removal of African-American 
jurors in violation of Batson was one of 

some 32 claims in Mumia’s post-con-
viction petition denied by Judge Sabo. 
The month long evidentiary hearing 
established prosecutorial and police 
misconduct in falsifying a hospital 
confession, that evidence of Mumia’s 
innocence was suppressed and evi-
dence of guilt, in addition to the “con-
fession” was fabricated.

Mumia’s Appeal brief to the 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court was filed 
in January 1996. In August 1996 
Mumia filed a Motion for Justice 
Ronald Castille to recuse himself from 
participating in the appeal of Judge 
Sabo’s denial of Mumia’s PCRA. 

The eleven-page recusal motion 
asserted Justice Castille’s actual bias as 
shown in his support for and by the 
Fraternal Order of Police, his “law and 
order” campaign, his virulent support 
for the death penalty and his defense of 
the head of the Homicide Unit and 
other prosecutors in his office, includ-
ing the prosecutors who tried Mumia’s 
case and his post-conviction appeal, 
that Pennsylvania Superior Court 
determined to be prosecutorial miscon-
duct. The motion stated: “the Office of 
the [Philadelphia] District Attorney’s 
high profile and long-standing public 
stance in this case [Mumia Abu-Jamal] 
creates the appearance that the Justice 
has a vested stake in this case. 
Accordingly, recusal is warranted.” 

Castille didn’t respond until 
October 1998.

After the initial appeal brief was filed 
in January 1996 and while the appeal 
was pending, new evidence was uncov-
ered. In October 1996, evidence was 
presented that Veronica Jones, a pros-
ecution witness, had been threatened 
into falsifying her testimony denying 
her initial statement that two men ran 
from the scene. In 1997 Pamela Jenkins 
came forward stating the main prose-
cution witness, Cynthia White, had 
been a prostitute for the cops and 
threatened into lying that she saw 
Mumia run across the parking lot and 

shoot Police Officer Daniel Faulkner. 
Mumia’s petitions to the Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court for additional eviden-
tiary hearings to take these witnesses’ 
testimony were granted. 

But that was not the case when in 
1997, the now “McMahon” jury train-
ing tape was exposed. Mumia made a 
motion to the Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court for an additional evidentiary 
hearing to include this training tape 
and obtain additional evidence for 
Mumia’s Batson claim on the prosecu-
tion’s exclusion of Black jurors at his 
trial. The District Attorney’s office 
opposed the motion with the prepos-
terous claim that the DATV Training 
Tape was only the personal view of then 
ADA Jack McMahon. The Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court denied a remand hear-
ing on the Training Tape. (Com. v. 
Abu-Jamal, 720 A.2d 79, 86 (1998))

After the Mumia’s Pennsylvania 
Supreme final briefs were filed, a pre-
liminary version of the Baldus-
Woodworth study with statistical evi-
dence of Philadelphia jury selection for 
the period of 1981-1997, was released. 
This showed the pattern of the DA’s 
office racially disparate strikes of 
potential jurors. Mumia filed for leave 
to supplement the record on appeal 
with the study, but the Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court denied that request.

Nonetheless Mumia’s Appellant 
Brief and Reply Brief to the Supreme 
Court included the jury training tape 
and the Baldus-Woodworth study.

In October 1998 the Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court denied all of Mumia’s 
post-conviction appeal claims and 
Justice Castille simultaneously filed his 
opinion denying his recusal from par-
ticipating in Mumia’s appeal.

Castille denied recusing himself 
stating, “Under the existing practice of 
this Court, recusal has always been a 
matter of individual discretion or con-
science and only the jurist being asked 
to recuse himself or herself may prop-
erly respond to such a request.” (Com. 
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v. Abu-Jamal, 720 A.2d 121, 122 
(1998).) He further asserted he had 
“no personal connection with appel-
lant’s matter.” He claimed his office 
handled an extraordinarily large num-
ber of cases and it was, “virtually 
impossible for any duly-elected District 
Attorney administering such a caseload 
to be personally familiar with the 
details of each and every criminal case 
and appellate proceeding by the over 
225 Assistant District Attorneys, Chiefs 
or Deputy District Attorneys employed 
in that office.” 

But Mumia’s case was not an ordi-
nary case or appeal. No other case has 
engendered the same attention from 
the Fraternal Order of Police. Castille 
further stated “recusal is unwarranted, 
where as here, there has been no allega-
tion or showing of any specific pre-
judgment or bias against the defen-
dant.” Castille did not respond to the 
fact of the DATV Training Tape nor to 
his defense of the prosecutors who 
committed misconduct.

Regarding the support he received 
from the Fraternal Order of Police (FOP), 
Castille tellingly stated that five other sit-
ting Pennsylvania Supreme Court 
Justices had the endorsement of the FOP. 

New PCRA 2001 before Judge 
Pamela Dembe and Castille’s 

refusal to recuse himself on the 
subsequent appeals

On July 3, 2001 another PCRA was 
filed with further challenges to the 
prosecution’s exclusion of African-
American jurors, additional evidence of 
prosecutorial misconduct and evidence 
of Mumia’s actual innocence, including 
the confession of Arnold Beverly. A 
supplemental Petition was filed soon 
after with the statement of court report-
er Terri Mauer-Carter who came for-
ward in August 2001 stating that pre-
trial she heard Judge Sabo say, “I’m 
going to help them fry the nigger.” 

On December 11, 2001 the PCRA court 
denied the Petition without a hearing. 

In preparing the new appeal to the 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court, Mumia 
filed a Motion for Remand to take tes-
timony of Castille regarding his role in 
the McMahon training tape in May 
2002. When that was denied a Motion 
for Justice Castille’s Recusal was filed. 
These motions made explicit Justice 
Castille’s apparent direct responsibility 
for the DATV “McMahon” Training 
Tape and emphasized that Castille had 
not disclosed or even addressed his role 
with the training tape in refusing to 
recuse himself from the appeals court 
in deciding Mumia’s 1998 post-convic-
tion appeal. 

However Castille had recused him-
self from deciding whether or not his 
testimony should be taken on his role 
with the training tape. This, it was 
asserted, was an admission by Castille 
that he should recuse himself from fur-
ther Supreme Court deliberation on 
Mumia’s case. 

Additionally, Castille’s prejudicial 
role in deciding any case involving the 
training tape in the Pennsylvania 
Supreme Court was pointed out. Of the 
three Pennsylvania Supreme Court deci-
sions involving the “McMahon” Training 
Tape, the only one in which a trial rever-
sal was granted was the case in which 
Justice Castille recused himself.

This provided further evidence of 
Justice Castille’s influence in the 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court and the 
prejudicial consequences of his denial 
to recuse himself in cases involving his 
offices jury selection practices. 

Nonetheless, the 2002 recusal 
motion was denied without explana-
tion or opinion. 

The Pennsylvania Supreme Court 
denied Mumia’s 2002 post-conviction 
appeal, refusing to even consider the 
evidence of Judge Sabo’s racial bias, the 
confession of Arnold Beverly and addi-
tional the violation of Batson, etc. (Com 
v. Abu-Jamal 833 A.2d. 719 (Pa. 2003))

In early 2004 another petition for 
certiorari (review) was filed in the U.S. 

Supreme Court seeking to overturn the 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court ruling 
that upheld overt racial bias of the trial 
and appellate courts. The cert. petition 
also cited Castille refusal to recuse 
himself from participating in the 
appeals to the Pennsylvania Supreme 
Court. This petition for review was 
denied by the Supreme Court. 

It will take a renewed mass inter-
national campaign to win 

Mumia’s Freedom
It took a mass international cam-

paign of publicity and protest to stop 
the attempt to kill Mumia through the 
legal lynching of execution. It took con-
tinued public outcry and international 
protest to get Mumia off death row and 
into general population. The legal deci-
sion overturning Mumia’s death sen-
tence was first made in 2001, but the 
DA’s office appealed that twice to the 
federal court of appeals and to the U.S. 
Supreme Court. It was to avoid any 
possibility of opening Mumia’s convic-
tion that the DA’s office, with the 
apparent brokerage of Edward Rendell, 
now a spokesman for the Democratic 
Party, agreed to get Mumia’s death sen-
tence vacated, and send Mumia to 
“slow death row,” life imprisonment 
without the possibility of parole. 

Mumia is now fighting to stay alive 
and is battling the DOC for life-saving 
anti-viral medication to cure Hepatits 
C, that he got from blood transfusions 
after he was critically shot and beaten 
by police on December 9, 1981.

But as the history of Mumia’s case 
in particular and the realities of the 
American criminal injustice system 
show us over and over it will take inter-
national mass protest for this new legal 
precedent to be applied to Mumia who 
is innocent and framed. This December 
9 will be 35 years since Mumia, an 
innocent man, was framed for a mur-
der he did not commit. 

We need to seize on this new legal 
opening and build a renewed mass 
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international campaign for Mumia’s 
freedom, Now!

Rachel Wolkenstein began working 
with Mumia Abu-Jamal in February 
1987 and was present in the courtroom 
for the Pennsylvania Supreme Court 
appeal argument in Mumia’s case in 
January 1988. For additional informa-
tion: www.RachelWolkenstein.net

Mumia’s new legal petition, was filed 
on August 7, 2016 by attorneys Judith 
Ritter and Christina Swarns.

The PCRA petition and appeals from 
1995-1998 were filed by the legal team 
headed by Leonard Weinglass and 
included Rachel Wolkenstein as well as 
Daniel Williams and Jonathan Piper. 

The PCRA Petition and appeals from 
2001-2003 were filed by attorneys Eliot 
Lee Grossman and Marlene Kamish.

In mid-2015 Mumia Abu-Jamal 
filed a lawsuit in the United States 
District Court for the Middle District 
of Pennsylvania that the Pennsylvania 
Department of Corrections (DOC) 
provide him with life-saving medica-
tion to cure his hepatitis C. (Abu-Jamal 
v. Kerestes, et al., 15 Civ. 0967.) 

On August 31, 2016, United States 
District Court Judge Robert D. Mariani 
found that the DOC protocol for treat-
ing inmates with hepatitis C falls below 
constitutional standards in violation of 
the Eighth Amendment. His Conclusions 
of Law state: “Plaintiff has chronic hepa-
titis C. The standard of care with respect 
to the treatment of chronic hepatitis C is 
the administration of newly-developed 
DM medications, such as Harvoni, 
Sovaldi, and Viekira Pak.” 

Yet Judge Mariani denied Mumia’s 
request for a preliminary injunction on 

the ground that the individuals cur-
rently being sued, the Warden of SCI 
Mahanoy, the Director of Health Care 
for the DOC, the Director of Health 
Care at SCI Mahanoy, and various 
medical staff would not have the 
authority to carry out the treatment. 
Judge Mariani held that the proper 
individuals to sue were the members of 
the DOC’s hepatitis C committee—an 
entity whose existence was unknown 
until near the end of the December 
2015 evidentiary hearing. On this basis 
the Court denied Mumia treatment.

Mumia’s attorneys, Robert Boyle 
and Bret Grote of the Abolitionist Law 
Center are preparing additional legal 
pleadings to compel Judge Mariani to 
apply to Mumia his holding that the 
standard of care for treatment of those 
with active Hepatitis C is treatment 
with the new anti-viral medications.

Hepatitis C Treatment Denied for Mumia Abu-Jamal 
Federal court finds Pennsylvania Department of Corrections hepatitis 

C protocol unconstitutional but denies injunction
By Rachel Wolkenstein

FREE MUMIA 
ABU-JAMAL
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Black August
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

“George Jackson was my hero. He set 
a standard for prisoners, political prison-
ers, for people. He showed the love, the 
strength, the revolutionary fervor that’s 
characteristic of any soldier for the peo-
ple. He inspired prisoners, whom I later 
encountered, to put his ideas into prac-
tice. And so his spirit became a living 
thing.” —Dr. Huey P. Newton, Ph.D., 
former Minister of Defense, Black 
Panther Party (Revolutionary Memorial 
Service for George Jackson, 1971)

August, in both historic and con-
temporary African American history, is 
a month of meaning.

It is a month of repression:

•	 August, 1619—The first group of 
Black laborers called indentured 
servants, landed at Jamestown, 
Virginia.

•	 August 25, 1967—Classified FBI 
memos went out to all Bureaus 
nationwide with plans to “dis-
rupt, misdirect, discredit, or oth-
erwise neutralize” Black Libera-
tion Movement groups.

•	 August 1968—The Newark, New 
Jersey Black Panther Party (BPP) 
office was firebombed.

•	 August 25, 1968—L.A. BPP 
members Steve Bartholomew, 
Robert Lawrence and Tommy 
Lewis were murdered by the 
LAPD at a gas station.

•	 August 15, 1969—Sylvester Bell, 
San Diego BPP, murdered by the 
US Organization.

•	 August 21, 1971—BPP Field 
Marshall George L. Jackson assas-
sinated at San Quentin prison, 
California. Three guards and two 
inmate turncoats killed; three 
wounded.

August is also a month of radical 
resistance:

•	 August 22, 1831—Nat Turner’s 
rebellion rocked Southampton 
County, Virginia, and the entire 
South when slaves rose up and 
slew their white masters.

•	 August 30, 1856—John Brown led 
an anti-slavery raid on a group of 
Missourians at Osawatomie, Kansas.

•	 August 7, 1970—Jonathan Jack-
son, younger brother of Field 
Marshal George, raided the Marin 
County Courthouse in California, 
arming and freeing three Black 
prisoners, taking the judge, pros-
ecutor and several jurors hostage. 
All, except one prisoner, were 
killed by police fire that perforat-
ed the escape vehicle. Jon was 17.

And in an instance of Resistance 
and Repression:

•	 August 8, 1978—After a 
15-month armed police standoff 
with the Philadelphia-based nat-
uralist MOVE Organization, the 
police raided MOVE, killing one 
of their own in police crossfire, 
and charging nine MOVE people 
with murder. The MOVE 9, in 
prisons across Pennsylvania, are 
serving up to 100 years each.

A u g u s t — a 
month of injus-
tice and divine 
justice; of repres-
sion and righ-
teous rebellion; 
of individual 
and collective 
efforts to free the 
slaves, and break 
the chains that 
bind us

August saw 
slaves and the 
grandsons (and 
granddaughters) 

of slaves strike out for their God-given 
right to freedom, as well as the awesome 
price, the ultimate price always paid by 
those who would dare oppose the slave 
master’s will.

Like their spiritual grandfather, the 
blessed rebel Nat Turner, those who 
opposed Massa in this land of 
Unfreedom met murder by the State; 
George and Jonathan Jackson, James 
McClain, Wm. Christmas, Bobby 
Hutton, Steve Bartholomew, Robert 
Lawrence, Tommy Lewis, Sylvester 
Bell, all suffered the fate of Nat Turner, 
of the slave daring to fight the slave 
master for his freedom.

Editors Note: Michael Brown was 
shot to death on August 9, 2014, in 
Ferguson, Missouri, igniting a torrent of 
protest that launched the current nation-
al movement against police terror.

—Black Agenda Report, August 23, 
2016

http://blackagendareport .com/
mumia_black_august

Write to Mumia at:

Mumia Abu-Jamal AM-8335

SCI-Mahanoy

301 Morea Road

Frackville, PA 17932
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The 2016 Republican National 
Convention, under the ponderous 
pressure of Donald Trump, was, in 
many ways, an escape back in time—to 
the 1950s, and ’60s—an era when Barry 
Goldwater, Richard Nixon, and 
Eisenhower were big figures in the 
Party, and advocates of exclusion, rac-
ist fear, and dread of the Other.

Back then; the Big Fear was of 
Communism.

Today, its foreigners—and, of course, 
the permanent alien: Black people.

Half-a-century ago, it was fear, fear, 
fear.

Today: it’s still fear, fear, fear—and 
more fear.

Fear: the real mothers milk of politics.

That—and nostalgia for the 1950s.

Except for a few puppets, this was 
the whitest presidential convention in 
decades.

Mostly white on stage: whiter still in 
the stands.

And in case they didn’t get the mes-
sage, along came Rudy (aka “Adolph”) 
Giuliani, shrieking about Black Lives 
Matter, which he compared (I kid you 
not) to the Black Panthers.

Seriously. 

The central message of the 
Convention? Be afraid. Be Very Afraid.

“Only Trump Can Save Us!” 

Seriously. 

The GOP Convention was “Back to 
the Future.”

It wasn’t “Make America Great 
Again!”

It was “Make America WHITE 
Again!”

And again.

And again.

—Prison Radio, July 23, 2016

Write to Mumia at:

Mumia Abu-Jamal AM-8335

SCI-Mahanoy

301 Morea Road

Frackville, PA 17932

Make America WHITE Again!
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

Another One Gone
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

And now, comes another. 

Alton Sterling, father, husband, 
beloved by his family and friends, joins 
a tragic train of death: Mike Brown, 
Rekiah Boyd, Eric Garner, Sandra 
Bland, Tamir Rice, and on; and on; and 
on; and on. All killed by cops, “just 
doing their jobs.” 

At times like these, elections seem 
irrelevant. For they have no answer to 
this gnawing state of terror. No answer 

at all. Why should they? They were 
architects of it. They campaigned for 
these killers. They approved their mili-
tarization, arming them with weapons 
of war.

The politicians running for (or run-
ning FROM) office today were gung ho 
for cops yesterday, sending them more 
and more of the people’s tax dollars—
as well as more and more military 
weapons.

What did they expect?

Now, within hours of Sterling’s kill-
ing, another Black man, Philando 
Castile, is gunned down in the front 
seat of his car (as his lover watched in 
horror,) while reaching for the ID and 
registration demanded by a traffic cop.

Another one gone...and another... 
and another.

—Prison Radio, July 7, 2016
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The Red Scare
Book Review by Barry Sheppard

Discrediting the Red Scare—The 
Cold War Trials of James Kutcher, “The 
Legless Veteran”  

By Robert Goldstein 

University of Kansas Press, 2016

The anti-communist witch-hunt 
that reached its most virulent in the 
1950s but continued for many years 
after is usually referred to as 
“McCarthyism,” named for Senator 
Joseph McCarthy. This extremely well 
researched book explains that the “Red 
Scare” in its title actually began earlier, 
with the passage of the Smith Act in 
1940, and the 1941 conviction of leaders 
of the Socialist Workers Party (SWP) 
and the Minneapolis Teamsters union 
under that act, for “advocating the vio-
lent overthrow of the U.S. government.”

Much of the history of the Red Scare 
is not broadly well known today. Many 
may have heard of the “Hollywood 
Ten,” movie screen writers who were 
blacklisted as Communist Party (CP) 
members or supporters, or seen the 
film “Trumbo” about one of these 
screen writers, or are aware of how the 
physicists, J. Robert Oppenheimer and 
Alger Hiss, were caught up in it. But the 
victims of the Red Scare were not only 
leaders of the SWP and CP, and well-
known figures at the time, but very 
many rank and file members of these 
and other organizations were targeted.

This book covers the ten-year strug-
gle by one such individual, James 
Kutcher, against his own persecution 
by the U.S. government. He would 
later write that he was an “ordinary 
man” with “no special talents” and no 
special “capacity for leadership.” His 
struggle was finally victorious in 1958, 
and was important in helping discredit 
the Red Scare, as the title says.

Kutcher joined the Young Peoples 
Socialist League (YPSL), the youth wing 
of the Socialist Party (SP), in 1936 dur-
ing the Great Depression. This was 
when the Trotskyists were also mem-
bers of the SP and YPSL. The majority 
leaders of the SP began to adapt to the 
CP’s class collaborationist policy known 
as the “Peoples Front” being promul-
gated by Stalin internationally, and 
which, in the U.S., took the form of sup-
porting the Democratic Party. The 
Trotskyists opposed this course, which 
led to a split in the SP, with the 
Trotskyists and many new supporters 
from the SP then establishing the 
Socialist Workers Party in 1938. Kutcher 
was one of those young YPSL members 
who were part of the new SWP.

Wartime casualty, postwar firing
In the Second World War, Kutcher 

was drafted into the Army. In 
November 1943, he lost both legs to 
German mortar fire in the Battle of San 
Pietro, Italy, and was awarded the 
Purple Heart. He underwent a long 
period of recovery, which included 
being fitted for artificial legs, and 
learned to walk with canes. In 1946, he 
was hired by the Veterans 
Administration (VA) as a file clerk, a 
job that made him feel a productive 
member of society in spite of his dis-
ability. The small salary helped him 
take care of his parents. 

In March 1947, as a domestic aspect 
of the Cold War against the Soviet 
Union initiated by Washington and 
London, President Truman created a 
“loyalty” program for federal employees 
to weed out “subversives.” In December 
of that year the Attorney General made 
public a “List of Subversive 
Organizations” under Truman’s loyalty 
program. The list included members of 
the CP and the SWP.

The following year Kutcher was 
fired for his membership in the SWP. 
He consulted SWP leaders he was close 
to. After considering the pros and cons 
of fighting for his job, including hard-
ships and public scrutiny that his 
friends in the SWP warned he was 
likely to face, he decided to fight. He 
was motivated by the importance the 
job was to him personally, and “because 
it was the right thing to do.”

The SWP helped set up a broad 
defense organization, the Kutcher Civil 
Rights Committee (KCRC) to publi-
cize the case and raise funds for lawyers 
and other legal expenses.

The bulk of Goldstein’s book is a 
detailed description of this fight. The 
viciousness of the government’s assault 
is horrifying, but the fight against it is 
inspiring. Goldstein uses hitherto clas-
sified documents, including FBI and 
Department of Justice files, the pro-
ceedings of various Veterans 
Administration (VA) boards, court 
proceedings, files of the KCRC, and 
extensive coverage in the press.

There were many ups and downs in 
the case, initially mostly downs, with 
Kutcher’s firing upheld in the main. 
From the beginning, the government’s 
case rested solely on his membership in 
the SWP, which Kutcher always openly 
declared and was proud of. This distin-
guished him from many Communist 
Party witch-hunt victims, who refused 
to affirm their CP membership. 
Kutcher’s main defense was that the 
government violated his right of free 
association by holding his SWP mem-
bership against him, and his right to 
hold his socialist beliefs. The govern-
ment would often refer to the 1941 
Smith Act trial in defense of its actions. 
[The Smith Act trials of Communist 
Party leaders were a series of federal 
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prosecutions conducted from 1949 to 
1958 in which leaders of the Communist 
Party of the United States (CPUSA) 
were accused of violating the Smith 
Act, a statute which imposed penalties 
on those who advocated violent over-
throw of the government.]

In 1952, the government attacked 
him on another front, using a witch-
hunt law that banned families which 
had any members in organizations on 
the Attorney General’s list from feder-
ally subsidized housing, which meant 
that he and his parents would have to 
leave their apartment. This was eventu-
ally overturned after a public outcry.

In 1955, the VA told him his WWII 
disability benefits would be suspended, 
a big blow because that could take 
away not only his disability pension 
which he and his ailing parents relied 
on, but also his medical care (which he 
continued to need, including opera-
tions on his legs), his VA-supplied car 
with special equipment so he could 
drive using his hands, and even his 
artificial legs and canes. This too was 
overturned after a fight.

Finally, in June 1956 he won his job 
back. But then he had to fight to win 
the back pay he was owed because of 
his suspension from his job for seven 
years. The government’s argument 
against this was the same old one, his 
continued membership in the SWP, 
which was on the Attorney General’s 
list. The government was forced to 
grant his back pay in 1958—ten years 
after his ordeal began.

The book ends with a brief descrip-
tion of James Kutcher’s expulsion from 
the SWP in 1983. He was tried on a 
trumped up charge, one of many such 
internal trials that became a feature of 
SWP life in this period, which were 
designed to terrorize the membership, 
consolidating the dominance of a cult 
around SWP National Secretary Jack 
Barnes. This cult gradually emerged over 
a number of years. His expulsion was 
part of a purge of dissidents that was one 
aspect of the degeneration of the party.1

Lessons of a struggle
At the age of 22, I joined the SWP at 

the end of 1959, and then I learned of 
the case. Like many new members I 
read the book Kutcher authored in 
1953, during the fight, called The Case 
of the Legless Veteran, so I knew some-
thing about it. But this new book has 
opened my eyes to many new (to me) 
aspects of it, some formerly kept secret 
as classified:

•	 The head of the FBI, the notori-
ous J. Edgar Hoover (the FBI 
building in Washington D.C. is 
still named after this evil persecu-
tor of communists, socialists, 
Black civil rights activists and 
homosexuals,) took the case per-
sonally in hand. In May 1948, 
Hoover instructed the Bureau’s 
Newark field office (where Kutch-
er lived) to “open a full field 
investigation” of Kutcher on the 
basis of reports that he “had been 
visiting the SWP headquarters 
daily and performing clerical 
duties,” as well as “participating 
in meetings and other functions 
of the SWP.” Hoover also direct-
ed the FBI Washington office to 
“review the files of pertinent Gov-
ernment agencies” and asked the 
St. Louis office to examine Kutch-
er’s army personnel records.

•	 Goldstein writes, “Correctly antic-
ipating that the Kutcher case 
might prove highly sensitive and 
reflecting his notorious sensitivity 
to criticism, Hoover noted that 
Kutcher had ‘lost both legs in 
action in Italy,’ and cautioned that 
due to his ‘physical condition’ 
resulting from his wartime service 
‘this case should be assigned to an 
experienced Agent’ and ‘each 
interview should be conducted in 
a discreet and circumspect man-
ner so that no criticism can be 
directed at the Bureau.’”

•	 The wide support for Kutcher 
from unions in the first years. 

Over 300 union bodies at the 
state and local level endorsed his 
fight. This is especially striking 
today, when the labor movement 
bureaucracy shies away from 
supporting victims of today’s 
witch-hunt against Muslims, and 
supports the Patriot Act. But as 
anticommunism increased in the 
1950s, this support dropped off, a 
reflection of the labor bureaucra-
cy’s increasing support for U.S. 
imperialism in the Cold War at 
home, with drives against mili-
tants in the unions, and against 
unions in other countries Wash-
ington considered too left.

•	 The massive coverage in the 
major newspapers the book doc-
uments, which dwarfed many 
other cases such as that of Alger 
Hiss and Oppenheimer. It stirred 
the nation’s conscience at a time 
when too few followed their bet-
ter instincts.

•	 The key role played by Kutcher 
himself in his defense. From a self-
described “ordinary man” he 
became an accomplished public 
speaker in front of hundreds of 
organizations and meetings. He 
went on two national speaking 
tours, one in 1949 and one in 
1956. Throughout the fight even 
in times he faced possible terrible 
consequences, especially the threat 
that his parents would be evicted, 
and the possible loss of his veter-
an’s benefits, he persevered.

•	 The reports of informers in the 
SWP or attendees at public meet-
ings at first seemed to me to be 
ridiculous in their mundaneness. 
Most were things like reporting 
that he attended an SWP meet-
ing, signed a petition to put SWP 
candidates on the ballot, was seen 
collecting contributions at a pub-
lic forum, attended an SWP con-
vention, spoke at such and such a 
meeting in his defense, etc. But 
then I realized this was all “proof” 
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of the government’s main charge 
that he was an active SWP mem-
ber, something he not only never 
denied but proudly proclaimed 
was his right. There were a few 
informer reports that were com-
pletely outlandish, such as he 
supposedly shouted out at a 
meeting that the SWP would kill 
all people in the government. 
Probably the informer thought 
this fiction was what the FBI 
wanted to hear.

A non-sectarian campaign
Something that was not surprising 

to me was the detailed description of 
how the KCRC functioned. Supporters 
endorsed only Kutcher’s civil rights, 
not his political views or his party. 
Finances of the KCRC were kept strict-
ly separate from those of the SWP, and 
were only used for the defense, for such 
things as lawyer’s fees, legal docu-
ments, travel expenses related to the 

defense, and so forth. This character-
ized all defense movements the SWP 
supported, whether of its own mem-
bers or other class struggle fighters. 
This was the legacy of the International 
Labor Defense (ILD) formed by the 
early U.S. Communist Party in the 
1920s. The head of the ILD was James 
P. Cannon, until he was expelled with 
others from the CP for Trotskyism in 
1920. One of his collaborators in the 
ILD was Max Shachtman, who helped 
Cannon form the first Trotskyist group 
after the expulsions. The Stalinists 
would break with this legacy.

Another ILD legacy was that it 
would defend all workers who were 
victims of capitalist “justice” regardless 
of political differences. This went back 
to earlier workers’ organizations under 
the slogan “An injury to one is an 
injury to all.” The Stalinists would 
break with that principle too. As 
Goldstein notes, they did not defend 

the first Smith Act defendants in 1941. 
In contrast, the SWP came to the 
defense of the CP’s Smith Act victims 
after the war. The CP also did not 
defend Kutcher.

Goldstein has not only resurrected 
the Case of the Legless Veteran, he has 
written the exhaustive and definitive 
history of this aspect of the Red Scare. It 
is written in a clear style, not encum-
bered with academese. This book con-
tains many lessons for those today who 
would oppose the current attacks on 
civil liberties under the rubric of the 
“War on Terror” from the Patriot Act 
to the police and FBI infiltration of 
Muslim organizations and mosques to 
surveillance of antiwar, Black Lives 
Matter and other dissident movements.

1  For a further explanation of the degenera-
tion of the SWP, see Volume Two of my political 
memoir about the SWP, Interregnum, Decline 
and Collapse, 1973-1988. It includes a chapter on 
my own complicity in this degeneration.

Dear Editors,

July 4, 2016—Today I felt like a dog, 
a cat, or some type of animal—dehu-
manized. I stood by my cell door and 
peered through the five-inch by twenty-
four inch glass slot in the door eagerly 
anticipating my breakfast tray being 
served. It suddenly dawned on me—I’m 
just like the dogs I raised as a child who 
would wag their tails in earnest at feed-
ing time when I approached the feeding 
trough with their meal. The pigs did the 
same in their sty. I looked across at the 
other cell doors and, like me, the other 
convicts stood at their doors in antici-
pation of being fed. Now I really under-
stand what it means to be dehumanized.

I’ve heard that word used many 
times to describe the prison environ-
ment but I never felt it in my gut, in my 
marrow. The description, though apt, 
felt more abstract—as if it described 
what took place in the other convicts’ 

cells—but not me personally. Now I 
know. Even the multitude of strip-
searches, invasions of privacy, cell 
searches, general harassments and 
abuses I’ve long suffered never brought 
home the feeling I felt today. 

I took my tray and sat down to eat 
my breakfast. Things just were not the 
same. I would not say that I was angry, 
but more ashamed. I wished I would 
refuse to eat this tray of food. I didn’t. 
I ate it anyway. “Weak,” I scolded 
myself—another stinging defeat. Add 
that to the million other micro-defeats 
I’ve sustained over the years at the 
hands of the prison and justice system. 
The breakfast was tasteless, though not 
a bad meal—oatmeal and a breakfast 
pastry along with half-a-pint of milk. 
Usually it’s one of the better breakfasts 
to me, but not today. Today I chewed 
mechanically and swallowed just for 
swallowing’s sake. 

“Dehumanized,” I whispered. Death 
by incarceration is the sentence the 
good citizens of Pennsylvania have vis-
ited upon my Black mind and body. 
Am I to feel like this for the next twen-
ty years? It’s been twenty-six years 
already. The way I feel at this very 
moment, better that death visit me 
now if this is where I’ll find me twenty 
years hence. I can accommodate the 
punishment of the loss of freedom. I 
have trained myself to be content with 
nothing. However, I cannot tolerate 
being dehumanized. Maybe tomorrow 
the feeling will pass.

—Trevor Mattis

Write to:

Trevor Mattis DC# BH 3126

SCI Forest

P.O. Box 945

Marienville, PA 16239
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ment in capitalist America and the world since the 1980s.

What we intend to do is to continue to promote the idea 
of building a revolutionary Marxist working class political 
party through the pages of Socialist Viewpoint magazine. We 
continue to have an optimistic outlook about the revolu-
tionary potential of the world working class to rule society 
in its own name—socialism. We are optimistic that the 
working class, united across borders, and acting in its own 
class interests can solve the devastating crises of war, pov-
erty, oppression, and environmental destruction that capi-
talism is responsible for.

We expect that revolutionaries from many different orga-
nizations, traditions, and backgrounds will respond to the 
opportunities that will arise, as workers resist the attacks of 
the capitalist system and government, to build a new revo-
lutionary political party. Just as we join with others to build 
every response to war and oppression, we look forward to 
joining with others in the most important work of building 
a new mass revolutionary socialist workers’ party as it 
becomes possible to do so. 
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For over 31 years, Major Tillery has 
been a prisoner of the State.

Despite that extraordinary fact, he 
continues his battles, both in the pris-
on for his health, and in the courts for 
his freedom.

Several weeks ago, Tillery filed a 
direct challenge to his criminal convic-
tion, by arguing that a so-called “secret 
witness” was, in fact, a paid police infor-
mant who was given a get-out-of-jail-
free card if he testified against Tillery. 

Remember I mentioned, “paid?”

Well, yes—the witness was “paid”—
but not in dollars. He was paid in sex!

In the spring of 1984, Robert 
Mickens was facing decades in prison 
on rape and robbery charges. After he 
testified against Tillery, however, his 
25-year sentence became five years 
probation!

And before he testified he was given 
an hour-and-a-half private visit with 
his girlfriend—at the Homicide Squad 
room at the Police Roundhouse. 
(Another such witness was given 
another sweetheart deal—lie on Major, 
and get off!)

To a prisoner, some things are more 
important than money. Like sex!

In a verified document written in 
April 2016, Mickens declares that he lied 
at trial, after being coached by the District 
Attorney’s and detectives on the case.

He lied to get out of jail—and 
because he could get with his girl.

Other men have done more for less.

Major’s 58-page petition is a time 
machine back into a practice that was 
once common in Philadelphia.

In the 1980s and ’90s, the Police 
Roundhouse had become a whorehouse.

Major, now facing serious health 
challenges from his hepatitis C infec-
tion, stubborn skin rashes, and danger-
ous intestinal disorders, is still battling. 

And the fight ain’t over.

Major Tillery needs your help and 
support:

Major Tillery is an innocent man. 
There was no evidence against Major 
Tillery for the 1976 poolroom shootings 
that left one man dead and another 
wounded. The surviving victim gave a 
statement to homicide detectives nam-
ing others—not Tillery or his co-defen-
dant—as the shooters. Major wasn’t 
charged until 1980. He was tried in 1985. 

The only evidence at trial came 
from these jailhouse informants who 
were given sexual favors and plea deals 
for dozens of pending felonies for lying 
against Major Tillery. Both witnesses 
now declare their testimony was man-
ufactured by the police and prosecu-
tion. Neither witness had personal 
knowledge of the shooting. 

This is a case of prosecutorial mis-
conduct and police corruption that 
goes to the deepest levels of rot in the 
Philadelphia criminal injustice system. 
Major Tillery deserves not just a new 

trial, but dismissal of the charges against 
him and his freedom from prison.

It cost a lot of money for Major 
Tillery to be able to file his new pro se 
PCRA petition and continue investiga-
tion to get more evidence of the state 
misconduct. He needs help to get law-
yers to make sure this case is not 
ignored. Please contribute, now. 

How you can help:

1. Financial support:  Tillery’s inves-
tigation is ongoing. To get this 
case filed has been costly. He 
needs funds for a legal team to 
fight this to his freedom.  
Go to JPay.com, code: Major Til-
lery AM9786 PADOC

2. Tell Philadelphia District Attor-
ney Seth Williams: Free Major 
Tillery! He is an innocent man 
framed by the police and prose-
cution. Call:   215-686-8711 or 
Email: DA_Central@phila.gov

3. Write to: Major Tillery AM9786, 
SCI Frackville, 1111 Altamont 
Blvd., Frackville, PA 17931

4. For more information, to read 
the new appeal, go to: Justice4Ma-
jorTillery/blogspot

Call/Write: Kamilah Iddeen (717) 
379-9009, Kamilah29@yahoo.com; 
Nancy Lockhart (843) 412-2035, 
thewrongfulconviction@gmail.com ; 
Rachel Wolkenstein, Esq. (917) 689-
4009, RachelWolkenstein@gmail.com

Major Battles On
By Mumia Abu-Jamal

Major Tillery

FREE 
MAJOR  
TILLERY
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On the Front Cover: 
The Camp of the Sacred Stones has swelled from a few 

dozen to more than 2500 according to Standing Rock 
Sioux Tribe officials. They are calling for further review 
of the Dakota Access oil pipeline. Read Standing Rock 

Sioux Appeal to the United Nations on page 11. 

Laying bare the horrors of Syria's ongoing civil war, Omran Daqneesh, 5, was injured in an airstrike in Aleppo.  
Read Profound Horrors in Syria on page 37. (Photo: Aleppo Media Centre)

s

Ieshia Evans stands calmly as two police officers in full riot gear 
confront her in the middle of a roadway to arrest her. Read Taking a 
Stand in Baton Rouge on page 13.

Jeremy Corbyn is on target to defeat his right-wing challenger 
Owen Smith and win a landslide victory in the election for Labour 
leader. Read Vote for Corbyn! Fight for Socialism! on page 31.


